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Abstract

Our work deals with symmetric rational functions and probabilistic models based
on the fully inhomogeneous six vertex (ice type) model satisfying the free fermion
condition. Two families of symmetric rational functions F), G, are defined as cer-
tain partition functions of the six vertex model, with variables corresponding to row
rapidities, and the labeling signatures A = (A1 > ... > Ay) € zN encoding boundary
conditions. These symmetric functions generalize Schur symmetric polynomials, as
well as some of their variations, such as factorial and supersymmetric Schur polynomi-
als. Cauchy type summation identities for Fj, G, and their skew counterparts follow
from the Yang—Baxter equation. Using algebraic Bethe Ansatz, we obtain a double
alternant type formula for F) and a Sergeev—Pragacz type formula for G, . In the spirit
of the theory of Schur processes, we define probability measures on sequences of sig-
natures with probability weights proportional to products of our symmetric functions.
We show that these measures can be viewed as determinantal point processes, and we
express their correlation kernels in a double contour integral form. We present two
proofs: The first is a direct computation of Eynard—Mehta type, and the second uses
non-standard, inhomogeneous versions of fermionic operators in a Fock space com-
ing from the algebraic Bethe Ansatz for the six vertex model. We also interpret our
determinantal processes as random domino tilings of a half-strip with inhomogeneous
domino weights. In the bulk, we show that the lattice asymptotic behavior of such
domino tilings is described by a new determinantal point process on Z2, which can
be viewed as an doubly-inhomogeneous generalization of the extended discrete sine
process.
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1 Introduction
1.1 Preface

Determinantal random point processes (or fields) originated in random matrix theory
in the 1960s and were first singled out as a class by Macchi in 1975 [71] under the
name fermion point processes. The book of Anderson—Guionnet—Zeitouni [3, Sec-
tion 4.6] provides a brief historical summary of the random matrix origins. The term
determinantal was adopted around the year 2000, see Borodin—Olshanski [14] and
Soshnikov [96]. By now there are quite a few surveys discussing various aspects
of determinantal processes by Soshnikov [96], Lyons [70], Johansson [54], Konig
[61], Hough—KTrishnapur—Peres—Virag [50], Borodin [17], Kulesza—Taskar [67], and
Decreusefond—Flint—Privault-Torrisi [27].

One of the most important determinantal processes is the sine process that goes back
to Mehta—Gaudin [75] and Dyson [29]. It describes universal bulk! asymptotics of
large determinantal systems in one space dimension, see, e.g., Yau [99] for a historical
overview. For one-dimensional discrete point processes (i.e., random subsets of 7Z),
the corresponding universal object is the discrete sine process introduced by Borodin—
Okounkov—Olshanski [15].

Besides being universal bulk limits in one dimension, both the continuous and the
discrete sine processes admit natural extensions to two dimensions arising, respec-
tively, from the Dyson Brownian motion, see Dyson [29], Nagao—Forrester [84], and

! The term “bulk” refers to the parts of the system where the space can be rescaled to form growing regions
with unit particle density.
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random plane partitions, see Okounkov—Reshetikhin [90], or more general dimer mod-
els, cf. Kenyon—Okounkov—Sheffield [65] and Johansson [53]. In the discrete case
(which is the focus of the present paper), the two-dimensional (also called extended)
sine process admits a natural description as a unique (cf. Sheffield [95]) translation
invariant ergodic Gibbs measure on point configurations in Z2 of a given slope. The
slope consists of two real or a single complex parameter that encodes the particles’
densities along the two coordinate directions. In this case the Gibbs property means
that the probability law of the random configuration is invariant under uniform resam-
pling in any finite window, conditioned on the configuration on the boundary of this
window. The fact that such a rich family of Gibbs measures in Z> enjoys a completely
explicit determinantal description of their correlations is remarkable and very rare.

The main probabilistic outcome of the present work is the introduction of a wide
class of new inhomogeneous deformations of the extended discrete sine process. These
deformations are determinantal point processes on Z> with very explicit correlation
kernels that depend, in addition to the complex slope parameter, on four bi-infinite
sequences of real parameters associated with the horizontal and the vertical coordinate
directions (two sequences per each direction). They seem to be out of reach of existing
approaches to deformations of the extended sine processes such as various versions
of the Schur processes, fermionic Fock space formalism with the Boson—Fermion
correspondence, random matrix type ensembles, or periodic dimer models.

Free parameters varying by rows and columns is a salient feature of integrable
lattice models, and those are indeed behind our construction. More precisely, we start
with the free fermion six vertex model, show that it is described by determinantal
(fermion) point processes, and in a bulk limit obtain the inhomogeneous deformations
of the extended discrete sine process.

The six vertex model, first introduced as a two-dimensional model for residual
entropy of water ice by Pauling in 1935 [91], is a classical model in statistical mechan-
ics that gave birth to the domain of integrable (exactly solvable) lattice models; see
the book of Baxter [5] for an introduction, and also Reshetikhin [94] for a more recent
survey of the six vertex model. Integrable lattice models is a vast domain, and the
present work belongs to a subdomain dealing with symmetric functions and associ-
ated stochastic systems.

The theory of symmetric functions, a classical introduction to which is Macdonald’s
book [73], studies remarkable families of symmetric and associated nonsymmetric
polynomials with origins in diverse areas of group theory, combinatorics, repre-
sentation theory, noncommutative harmonic analysis, probability, and mathematical
physics. There are many works highlighting connections between symmetric functions
and integrable vertex models; for some of the earlier papers see Kirillov—Reshetikhin
[66], Fomin—Kirillov [36, 37], Lascoux—Leclerc-Thibon [69], Gleizer—Postnikov [44],
Tsilevich [97], Lascoux [68], Zinn—Justin [102], Brubaker—Bump-Friedberg [8],
Bump-McNamara—Nakasuji [13], and Korff [63].

We focus on the (asymmetric) six vertex model with vertex weights ay, az, b1, b2,
c1, ¢ satistying the free fermion condition ayas + b1b> = cic;. This condition corre-
sponds to the vanishing of the quantity A associated to the model. See the references
in Baxter [5, Ch. 8.10.11I], and also Felderhof [33-35] for earlier works on the free
fermion six vertex model.
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We consider the six vertex model in which the free fermion condition holds at each
lattice site, but otherwise the weights are fully inhomogeneous and are determined
by the parameters (x;, 7;) and (y;, s;) which are constant along the lattice rows and
columns, respectively. The x’s and y’s are known as the rapidities, while the r’s and s’s
are the spin parameters. This particular parametrization ensures that the vertex weights
satisfy a version of the Yang—Baxter equation, which is a key algebraic property
powering our results. We mainly employ the Yang—Baxter equation in the form of
quadratic relations for the row operators A, B, C, D that are standard in the Algebraic
Bethe Ansatz, cf. Faddeev [32], Korepin—Bogoliubov-Izergin [56, Part VII].

The structure of integrable lattice models (in particular, in our six vertex model)
is very special as it is powered by connections to quantum groups. Quantum groups
are deformations of universal enveloping algebras of classical Lie groups (and their
generalizations), which possess certain additional structure, in particular, R-matrices
satisfying the Yang—Baxter equation. In this language, the free fermion six ver-
tex weights correspond to the R-matrix of the rank 1 quantum affine superalgebra
U, (?[(”1)). A recent paper [1] by a subset of the authors presented a detailed
study of symmetric functions related to the higher rank quantum affine superalge-
bras U, (sl(1|n)) with n > 1. In that case fermions are no longer ‘free’, and most of
the theory differs substantially. In particular, the results and proofs in the present work
are largely independent from those of [1], although we do point to connections in a
few places where those exist.

We define two families of functions F), G, indexed by integer tuples A = (A1 >
... > Ay > 0) as certain partition functions of the free fermion six vertex model with
boundary conditions depending on A. The functions Fj, G, are rational in (a finite,
A-dependent subset of) the parameters x;, r;, y;, s;. Up to a simple product factor
in F), both the functions are symmetric with respect to simultaneous permutations
of the row variables (x;, r;), which is a consequence of the Yang—Baxter equation.
When the horizontal parameters y;, s; do not depend on j, the functions F) and G,
reduce, respectively, to the ordinary symmetric Schur polynomials and the supersym-
metric Schur polynomials. In another specialization of the parameters, the functions
F), become the factorial Schur polynomials (cf. Molev [78, 101]).

We establish the following results:

e Cauchy type summation identities leading to a product form expression for
>, F.G;, and their skew analogues.

e Torus biorthogonality of the functions F; and certain dual functions F;*, with
integration over the row rapidities x;.

e A double alternant type formula for Fj, and a Jacobi-Trudy type determinantal
formula for G,

e Another explicit formula for G, involving a summation over pairs of permuta-
tions which resembles (but does not imply) the Sergeev—Pragacz formula for the
supersymmetric Schur polynomials (cf. Hamel-Goulden [49, (5)]).

By analogy with the Schur processes of [90], we define probability measures (called
FG measures) on two-dimensional integer arrays encoded by sequences A1), ..., A7),
Under an FG measure, the probability weights are expressed through the functions
F)., G, and their skew analogues. Thanks to the Cauchy type summation identities,
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A()-marginals have weights proportional to F. 5.0 G, for certain specializations of
F and G that vary with j = 1,..., T. We interpret the FG measures as certain
ensembles of random domino tilings of a half-strip, in which the domino weights are
inhomogeneous and depend on the parameters (x;, ;) and (y;, s;) varying in the two
coordinate directions.

We show that the FG measures (and the corresponding random domino tilings) are
determinantal. Namely, the random point configuration

SO = (e, 2"+ N+1—i): 1<t <T,1<i<N}C{l,...,T} x Zs

has all correlation functions P[A € S7)] (where A is finite) expressed as symmetric
|A| x |A| determinants of a certain function K (¢, a; t’, a’) called the correlation kernel.
We write K as a double contour integral which resembles (yet does not coincide with)
some determinantal correlation kernels of multilevel § = 2 random matrix ensembles.

Our kernel K generalizes that of the Schur process first obtained in [90] via a ver-
tex operator formalism in the fermionic Fock space. We obtain our double contour
integral formula for K by employing an ‘inhomogeneous version’ of the Fock space.
In particular, we establish an inhomogeneous analogue of the Boson—Fermion corre-
spondence (cf. Kac [55, Theorem 14.10] for the homogeneous statement), which may
be of independent interest. The fermionic operators in our Fock space arise as combi-
nations of (doubly) infinite volume limits of the Algebraic Bethe Ansatz row operators
A, B, C, D evaluated at certain special parameter values. We realize the commutation
relations for the inhomogeneous fermionic operators, as well as the inhomogeneous
Boson—Fermion correspondence, as consequences of the Yang—Baxter equation.

The double contour integral form of the correlation kernel K of the FG measures
is well-suited for the asymptotic analysis in the bulk of the system by the method of
steepest descent. Such analysis leads us to the generalization of the extended discrete
sine kernel that was mentioned above.

Having outlined our main results, let us now proceed to describing them in greater
detail.

1.2 Symmetric rational functions

LetA = (A1 > ... > Ay > 0), A; € Z, be a nonincreasing integer sequence, which
we call a signature with N parts. Central objects considered in the present work are
families of rational functions Fj (Xx; y; r; s) and G, (X; y; r; s) indexed by signatures A.
These functions depend on four sequences of (generally speaking, complex) parame-
ters

X=(x1,...., %), r=01....,r), Y=0Qny2..), s$=(s1,5,...).

(1.1)
The functions F), G, are defined as partition functions of the free fermion six vertex

model. By a partition function we mean the sum of weights of all configurations of the
six vertex model with given boundary conditions depending on A, where the weight
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Fig.1 Left: An example of a six vertex model configuration contributing to G . The number N of parts in
X and the number & of the variables x, r (1.1) may differ (here k = 4, N = 2). The boundary conditions on
the left and right are empty, are {N, N — 1, ..., 1} at the bottom, and are {A{ + N, Ao+ N —1,..., Ay + 1}
at the top. Right: An example of a configuration contributing to Fy,. In contrast with G;, the number of

parts in v must be equal to k (here k = 4). The boundary conditions are empty on the left and at the top,
fully packed on the right, and are {vy +k, vy +k — 1,..., vp + 1} at the bottom

of each particular configuration is equal to the product of local single-vertex weights
i2
wey (Ji i), whereiy, ji,i2, j» € {0, 1}, depending on the parameters x, y, 7, s
i
The parameters x, y, r, s, in their turn, depend on the lattice coordinates of the vertex
For the definition of G, we take the vertex weights wgy = W given by

r_zx—y
W(...{...):a] = 1, W(_ )—6122 S_2y_-x
-2 2
W(...|...) —p =22 "
572y —x
| : | oy 02
W) =h= 2w e

(notation ai, a», by, by, c1, ¢2 is the classical convention in the six vertex model
weights, see, e.g., [5, 94, Ch. 8]). The functions F) involve the renormalized weights

~ W1, ji5i2, j2)
4 . 5 . =
(i1, j1s i2, j2) WO.1.0.1)

This normalization is chosen so that W(O, 1; 0, 1) = 1. One readily sees that each of
the families of vertex weights W and W satisfies the free fermion condition ajay +
b1by — c1ca = 0. The free fermion condition is crucial throughout our work.

Having the vertex weights, we form partition functions in the half-infinite strip

Z>1 x {1, ..., k} (where k is the number of variables in x, r (1.1)) as in Fig. 1, and
call them G, (x;y; r;s) and F,(X;y; r;s).

Remark 1.1 We also define skew functions G, . (X;y; r;s) and Fy/,.(X;y; I;s) as
partition functions. Namely, for Gy, the signature 1« encodes the bottom boundary
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inFig. 1, left, so that we have G = Gy (0,0,...,0)- For Fy/,, the signature >z encodes the
top boundary in Fig. 1, right, so that F\, = F, ;. See Sect. 3.2 in the text for detailed
definitions of all these functions. For brevity, in the Introduction we mostly stick to
the non-skew functions.

We have normalized the weights W and W so that the vertices occurring infinitely
many times in Fig. 1 have weight 1. Therefore, the weights of individual six vertex
model configurations are well-defined. Moreover, both partition functions G, and F,
involve only finitely many such configurations, so there are no convergence issues.
We see that F,(X; y; r; s) and G, (X; y; r; s) are rational functions in (a finite subset
of) the parameters (1.1).

In Sect. 4 we consider particular cases of the parameters X, y, r, s under which the
functions Fj, G, become either the ordinary Schur symmetric polynomials [73, 1.3],
or their factorial or supersymmetric variations [21, 72, 78]. Here let us formulate the
supersymmetric setting.

Proposition 1.2 (Proposition 4.10 in the text) Take the horizontally homogeneous spe-
cialization y; = y and sj = s for all j > 1. Then for any signature . = (A > ... >
An > 0) we have

Fy(x1,..., XN}y 15 S) 1 —s%x; 1 —s2xy
Sx 3 — yeees T3 — .
s2(1 = x1) s2(1 —xp)

where s, is the ordinary Schur symmetric polynomial [73, 1.3]. Moreover,

G(X1, ..., XpM;y; I3 S)

— N
i {S2(1 —Xj) }M /{sz(xjrj ) }M lA_’I[ 1 — 5% 2x;
= A’ - - - A - 5 K

J

where s, (- -+ / - - +) denotes the supersymmetric Schur function [21], [72, (6.19)].

Thus, one may view our functions F;, G, as generalizations of various Schur-like
symmetric functions, based on the inhomogeneous parameters y;, s;. In fact, many of
the properties of Fj, G, discussed in the rest of this subsection resemble the ones of
the ordinary Schur polynomials.

The concrete parametrization of the vertex weights W, W by x, y,r, s is chosen
so that the weights satisfy the Yang—Baxter equation with the cross vertex weights
independent of (y;, s;). These cross vertex weights are given in Fig.5, and we refer
to Sect.2.2 in the text for a detailed formulation of the Yang-Baxter equation. In
particular, the Yang—Baxter equation implies (see Proposition 3.5 in the text) that the
functions

Gu(x1y ..., X3 y;71,-..,7k;8) and
-2
Fo(xt1, .o Xk;¥: 71, .., Tk S) 1_[ (x,-—rj X;j)
I<i<j<k

) Birkhauser
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are symmetric under simultaneous permutations of the pairs of variables (x;, ;).
Another application of the Yang—Baxter equation (together with an explicit formula
for F) from Theorem 1.5 below) brings the following Cauchy type summation identity:

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 3.8 in the text) Fix integers N,k > 1 and sets of complex
variables X = (x1, ..., xy), r = (1, ..., rN), W= (wq, ..., wg), 0 = (01, ..., 6),
andy = (¥1,y2, .., ), S = (81, 82, .. .), satisfying

Sp Yp — X yp—wj

sup

- <1 foralll <i <N,1<j<k. (13
p>1 Yp — Xi Sp Yp — Wj

Then we have
Z Gi(w;y; 0;8) Fu(x;y; 13 s)
A=(A12...2AN>0)
-2 -2
_ H1§i5j§N(”i Xi = Xj) H1§i<j§N(Si Yi —¥j)
- N
l_[i,jzl (i —xj) i

Nﬁxi—ej_zwj
L X —wy

1j=1
(1.4)

Remark 1.4 An example of a fully inhomogeneous situation when condition (1.3)
holdsis y, =1—-277,5,=1+27,p > l,and% >wj > x; > %foralli,j.

Let us now discuss explicit formulas for the functions F and G . The first function
F), possesses an inhomogeneous analogue of the double alternant formula for the
Schur symmetric polynomials [73, 1.(3.1)]. Define inhomogeneous analogues of the
power functions by

k -2
1 X —8:Yj
or(x | yis) = [[——= «k=o

YVek+1 — X X —=Yj

j=1
Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 3.9 in the text) Let A be a signature with N parts. Then

-2
ngigjgN("i Xi —Xj)

H1§i<j§N(xi — X))

N
Fu(x;y;r;s) = det[@n;4n—j(xi yi9)];,_ - (15)

We also obtain an explicit formula for G, (x; y; r; s), see Theorem 3.10 in the text.
It involves summation over pairs of permutations which resembles (however, does not
imply, cf. Remark 4.15) the Sergeev—Pragacz formula [49, (5)] for the supersymmetric
Schur polynomials. Our formula in Theorem 3.10 is quite long so we do not reproduce
it here.

We prove explicit formulas for F) and G, in Appendix A via computations with
row operators (for these operators, see Sect. 1.6 below and Sect. 2.3 in the text). These
computations follow [19, Section 4.5] (but are much more involved in the case of

W Birkhauser
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G;) and are based on Algebraic Bethe Ansatz for quantum integrable systems, see,
e.g., [56, Part VII]. This approach can ultimately be traced to our central tool, the
Yang—Baxter equation, whose repeated application yields quadratic relations for row
operators.

Remark 1.6 The inhomogeneous free fermion six vertex weights like (1.2) appeared
(with a different parametrization) in [79]. Moreover, in that paper a determinantal
formulalike (1.5) for a partition function with F} -like boundary conditions was proven.
This was done by an Izergin—Korepin approach, that is, by showing that both the
partition function and the right-hand side of (1.5) satisfy the same list of properties
which uniquely determine a function.

Along with the Sergeev—Pragacz type formula, G, admits another explicit expres-
sion based on the Cauchy identity and the inhomogeneous biorthogonality associated
with the functions F). Here we present a single-variable version of this biorthogonal-
ity, see Proposition 5.4 in the text for a multivariable statement involving determinants.
Define

- k
Vet (S = D X —yj

Yi(x | yss) i= - ——, k=0.
X =S Vel G X =S50y
Then we have for all k,/ > 0 (Lemma 5.1 below):
1 1 k=1,
A~ s , S , S d == ’ ’ 16
Zniygywk(uy Vi | y.8)dz {0’ Cil (1.6)

where the simple closed contour y separates the sets {y;};>1 and {5;2 ¥;}j>1 and goes
around the y;’s in the positive direction.

Using (1.6), we can extract G as the coefficient by Fj from the right-hand side of
the Cauchy identity (1.4). This leads to the following Jacobi—Trudy type formula:

Proposition 1.7 (Proposition 5.10 in the text) Let A be a signature with N parts. Then
we have

-2
S Yi —Yj N
G(w;y; 0;s) = ]_[ % det [hy,4+n—i, j(W: ¥; 6; S)]i,j=1 ,
1<i<j<N Yi — i
where
M )
1 Yz ly;s) pp 2= 0w
him(W; y; ©58) = —yg dz I J 7
27i J, Ym — 2 Z—wj

j=1

Here the positively oriented integration contour y' surrounds all the points y;, w; and

leaves out all the points S 2yj.

In (1.6) and Proposition 1.7 we assume that the parameters are chosen in such a
way that the integration contours y and y’ exist.

) Birkhauser
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1.3 Determinantal processes

Dividing the Cauchy identity of Theorem 1.3 by its right-hand side, we define a
probability measure on the space of signatures with N parts which we call an FG
measure:

1
M@) = 7 Fr(x;y;1;8) Gy(w;y; ©;8), (1.7

where Z is the normalizing constant given by the right-hand side of (1.4), and x =
(xl,...,xN), r = (r1,...,rN), w = (wl,...,wk), and © = (91,...,9k). This
definition is analogous to that of Schur measures introduced in [86]. Further, by analogy
with Schur processes [90] and Macdonald processes [9], we define (ascending) FG
processes which are probability measures on sequences of signatures A(V, ..., AT
(each with N parts) defined as

1
APGD 2@ Dy = Z G,n(w13y; 0138) ... Gy ja-n(wri y; 075 8)
F,a(X;y; 15 8). (1.8)

Here Z is the same normalizing constant (the right-hand side of (1.4)), and G,/ are
skew versions of the functions G, (see Remark 1.1 above, or Definition 3.2 below).
For any fixed ¢, the marginal distribution of A® under (1.8) is the FG measure (1.7)
with the same x, r, y, s, and with w = (wq, ..., w;), 0 = (0, ..., 0).

Sufficient conditions under which formulas (1.7) and (1.8) define probability distri-
butions with nonnegative probability weights are (1.3) (so that the probability weights
are normalizable, i.e., the series for Z converges) and

X <yj< ri_zx,- < sj_zyj and w; <y; < Qi_zwi <s; 2yj foralli, j.

The latter conditions imply that all vertex weights W (i1, ji; i2, j2), W(il, J1; 12, j2)
are nonnegative, hence F,, G, and the G, /u’s are nonnegative, too.

We show that the probability measure AP, ... A7) gives rise to a deter-
minantal point process, which also implies determinantal structure for the measure
M (1.7). We refer to [17, 50, 96] for generalities on determinantal processes. Let us
adapt general definitions to our setting. Let (A("), ..., A7) be a sequence of random
signatures with joint distribution (1.8), and define a random point configuration

T
S = Jle. 2 + N AP + N =D LAY+ DY L T X 2y,

t=1

Let A C{l,...,T} x Z>; be a fixed finite subset. A correlation function associated
with A is, by definition, the probability P4 p[A C S)]. We show that this correlation
function, for any A, is given by an |A| x |A| determinant of a fixed correlation kernel

W Birkhauser
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defined as (here 1 <t,t' < T anda,a’ > 1):

1.27§ du% ! lﬁ[(u—ykxv—xk)
Qi) r R A AU

Kap(t,a;t',a") =

y.w
a—1 a'—1

B
1 |

i y] j=1 U—yj

Ya(l =5,
X

vV— S, y U—=Yya

/

_2 t

v—t9d wdl—[ U — we
-2 ’

UV — Wy Czlu—ec We

t

[

d=1

(1.9)

where the integration contours are positively oriented circles one inside the other (the
u contour is outside for r < ¢’ while the v contour is outside for ¢ > ¢); the u contour
encircles all the points y;, 9]._2 w, and not xx; and the v contour encircles all the points

Yi, wj, and not s, 2 vk. Here we assume that the parameters are such that the contours
exist.

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 6.7 in the text) The ascending FG process (1.8) is deter-
minantal with the kernel K 4. That is, for any A = {(t1,a1),..., (tm,an)} C
{1,..., T} X Z>1, we have

Pap[A C ST = det[Kap(ti, ais tj, a))]" ey

When ¢ = ¢/, the kernel (1.8) becomes the correlation kernel Ky((a,a’) =
Kap(t,a;t,a’) for the FG measure M(1) (1.7), where A = A®) and w =
(Wi, ..., wy), 8 =(01,...,6).

We give two proofs of Theorem 1.8. The first proof (presented in Appendix B)
uses an Eynard—Mehta type approach based on [20], see also [31]. This approach is
parallel to how the kernel for the Schur measures is computed in [20]. The second
proof, presented in Sects.7 and 8, is based on fermionic operators in a Fock space
coming from the Algebraic Bethe Ansatz row operators. We discuss the main features
of the second approach in Sect. 1.6 below.

In the horizontally homogeneous case y; = y, s; = s forall j > 1, the correlation
kernel Ko (a, a’) turns into the kernel for a certain Schur measure, see Sect. 6.4 in the
text. A certain inhomogeneous analogue of Schur processes (describing continuous
time particle dynamics in inhomogeneous space generalizing the push-block process
from [12]) was defined recently in [4]. It is likely that the probability measures of [4]
could arise as degenerations of our FG processes, but we do not address this question
here.

1.4 Random domino tilings

We interpret ascending FG processes (1.8) as random tilings by 1 x 2 dominoes of
an infinite half-strip, in the spirit of the steep tiling representation of Schur processes
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Fig.2 An example of a domino tiling corresponding to the ascending FG process with T = 4, N = 3. The
dominoes which repeat infinitely many times far to the right are shaded. The large blue dots are particles
associated to the tiling, i.e., the centers of the bottom squares of dominoes which have coordinates ', k).
They are used to identify the domino tiling with a sequence of signatures AW AD ] We also display
the path ensembles leading to the partition functions G, (r) (in the bottom part) and F, (r) (dashed paths in
the top part)

[10]. (The connection between states of the free fermion six vertex model and random
domino tilings has been long known before, cf. Elkies—Kuperberg—Larsen—Propp [30],
Zinn—Justin [100], Ferrari—-Spohn [40].) While our boundary conditions are not as
general as those in arbitrary steep tilings in the cited work, we are able to consider
dominoes with more general weights which depend on the many parameters of the FG
process.

Recall that the ascending FG process is associated with two integers, N and 7. Let
the coordinates in the Z? plane be numberedas 0’ < 1 < 1’ <2 < 2’ < .... Consider
the infinite half-strip with vertical coordinates between 0’ and N + T + 1, and with
N unit squares removed from the bottom left, see Fig.2. We consider domino tilings
of this strip such that far to the right the dominoes stabilize to regular brick layers of
two different directions, northeast and southeast in the regions i < T"andi > T + 1,
respectively.

Let us explain how a given domino tiling corresponds to a sequence (D, 1@ |
AT of signatures, each with N parts. Single out the dominoes for which the center
of the bottom unit square has coordinates of the form (I’, k"). There are only finitely
many such dominoes, and in Fig. 2 we indicated the centers of the bottom squares. Let
us call these points the particles associated with the domino tiling. More precisely, we
have N dominoes containing particles in the bottom 7 layers, and in the top N layers
thereare N — 1, N — 2, ..., 1, 0 particles in each layer. For k = 1, ..., T, define the
signature A (%) so that the N particles at layer k have the horizontal coordinates

GO+ N 0P N - LG 2, 0+ 1) (1.10)
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(a) 1<i<T: (b) 1<i<N:

wi — Y. T — 877
i O 1 L@ — T+i O LTS Y T+ 7‘% 1
w; = 85551 \
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-2 -2, =2 2 —2 —2
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Fig.3 Domino weights in Fig.2 leading to the ascending FG process

For example, the sequence of signatures corresponding to the domino tiling in Fig.2
is

A0 =0,0,0, 1?=(1,0,0, 1¥=3,2,0, 1?¥=@20).

Let us now assign weights to dominoes depending on the parameters w;, 6;, y;, s
in the top part, and x;, r;, y;, s; in the bottom part, as displayed in Fig.3. Note that
the dominoes repeating infinitely often (the shaded ones in Figs. 2 and 3) have weight
1. Assuming that the weights satisfy (1.3), we see that the infinite series for the nor-
malizing constant of this probability measure on domino tilings converges. Thus, the
model of random domino tilings is well-defined.

In Sect. 9 we establish the correspondence between the random domino tiling model
just described, and the ascending FG processes. This correspondence is based on the
known mapping between the free fermion six vertex model and a layered free fermion
five vertex model, e.g., see [98, Section 4.7].

Theorem 1.9 The joint distribution of the signatures AV, ..., A1) (eachwith N parts)
associated via (1.10) to the random domino tiling as in Fig.2 with domino weights
given in Fig. 3 is described by the ascending FG process (1.8).

Remark 1.10 One can also consider the joint distribution of all 7 + N — 1 signa-
tures arising from Fig.2. Namely, let u(l), R ,u(N), where u(i) has i parts and
M(N ) = A be constructed as in (1.10) from the coordinates (I, k') of the parti-
cles in the top N rows of the tiling. Then the sequence of signatures (A(1, ..., A7) =
uM W=D i)y has the joint distribution of a general FG process defined
in Sect. 8.1 in the text. For such FG processes (and their further generalizations) we
obtain the correlation kernel as a certain series coefficient using fermionic operators,
see Theorem 8.9 in the text. It should be possible to rewrite the coefficient representa-
tion for the correlation kernel of the general FG processes as a contour integral. We do
not pursue this here for brevity and also because the lattice (bulk) asymptotic behavior
(discussed in Sect. 1.5 below) throughout the whole domino tiling in Fig. 2 is expected
to be the same, up to renaming the parameters.

1.5 Bulk asymptotics and the inhomogeneous discrete sine kernel
We study bulk asymptotics of the domino tiling model described in Sect. 1.4 as
N, T — +ooand T > N.Here “bulk” means that we zoom around a global position

(LeN], |[TN]), so that the lattice structure is preserved in the limit. For simplicity
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of the asymptotic analysis, we let the inhomogeneity parameters of the domino tiling
vary only in a finite neighborhood of this global location. After taking the limit, we
send the size of the finite neighborhood to infinity as well.

In this limit we observe a probability measure on the space of domino tilings of
the whole plane 72. This measure is determinantal. Its correlation kernel, which we
call the (two-dimensional) inhomogeneous discrete sine kernel and denote by K3,
(defined below in this subsection), describes the bulk asymptotic joint distribution of
the particles associated with a random domino tiling (as in Fig.2). We take arbitrary
inhomogeneity parameters around the global position (N |, [T N ), so that the lim-
iting bulk kernel K3, on 77 is also inhomogeneous. Moreover, it depends on four
sequences of parameters W = {w;}icz, © = {0i}icz, Y = {Vj}jez, and s = {5} jez.
Here the indexing is by i, j € Z because in the bulk limit the parameters vary in all 7?
directions around the global scaling position which becomes the origin. Along with
these four sequences, K3, also depends on a point z in the upper half complex plane.
In the homogeneous case, this point is responsible for the slope of the tiling, i.e., the
densities of the particles in the horizontal and the vertical directions. The presence
of the complex slope is typical in homogeneous two-dimensional bulk lattice asymp-
totics [60, 65, 90]. However, the dependence on four extra sequences of parameters is
a novel feature of our kernel K3, that is a consequence of the inhomogeneity of our
model.

Theorem 1.11 (Theorem 10.9 in the text) Fix z in the open upper half complex plane.
Then there exists a choice of parameters of the ascending FG process together with a
global location («, 1) (detailed in Sect. 10.1), such that in the limitas N, T — +o0o,
T > N, the correlation kernel K 4p (1.9) of the ascending FG process admits the
limit

Nlim Kapt+ [tN],a+ aN]|;t'+ [tN],a" + |aN]) = K54(t,a; 1, a"),
—+00

wheret,a,t',a’ € 7 are fixed.

We establish Theorem 1.11 using the steepest descent method for double contour
integral correlation kernels which essentially follows [87, Sections 3.1, 3.2]. This
technique is quite standard, and we refer to Sect. 10 in the text for detailed formulations.

Let us now proceed with the definition of the inhomogeneous discrete sine kernel
Kﬁd. First, we need some auxiliary notation. For any two sequences b = {b;};cz and
¢ = {cj}iez, define the following inhomogeneous analogues of the power functions
U U"neZ:

!

- M—bj ,

1% wew
u—=c

Jj=n+1 J

Pn,n/(u | b;c) = 1, n=n'; n, n eZ. (1.11)

u—=cj

1_[ L on>n,

) u—b;

j=n'+1
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Assume that the sequences satisfy
sup; w; < infjy; <sup;y; <inf; szw,- < sup; szw,- < inf; s/.*zyj. (1.12)

These ordering conditions are equivalent (as we show in Lemma 11.4 in the text) to
the fact that all the domino weights given in Fig. 3, (a) are positive and separated from
zero and infinity. We now define the two-dimensional inhomogeneous discrete sine
kernel as

KZ (t a; t/ a/) = —L ) ya(l _sa_2)
AT 2w e =y = s ya)

Pow (| s72y:y) Pro(u | w; 072w) du, (1.13)

where ¢, a, t’, a’ € Z. The integration contour is an arc from Z to z which crosses the
real line to the left of all w; when At = t' — ¢t > 0; and between szwi and sj*zyj
when At < 0.

From the fact that de is a limit of K 4 (Theorem 1.11), the correlation kernel
of a determinantal random point process coming from the ascending FG process, we
deduce that K3, with arbitrary inhomogeneity parameters w, 0,y, s satisfying the

ordering (1.12) has the following nonnegativity property:

Theorem 1.12 (Theorem 11.3 in the text) Under the above assumptions on the param-
eters and for any z in the open upper half complex plane, the kernel K5, defines
a determinantal random point process on 7% In particular, all symmetric minors
det[Kéd(ti, a;; tj, a;)] of any order are between 0 and 1.

Indeed, each symmetric minor det[ K éd (ti, ai; tj, aj)]is the probability of the corre-
lation event {therandomconfigurationcontainsallthepoints (#;, a;)}. This is nonnegative
since the process K3, is a limit of a bona fide determinantal random point process.
We refer to [17, 50, 96] for generalities on determinantal processes.

In Sect. 11 we discuss specializations of the kernel K3, leading to known determi-
nantal correlation kernels arising in bulk lattice limits:

e the one-dimensional discrete sine kernel [15];

e one-dimensional periodic and inhomogeneous generalizations of the discrete sine
kernel [16, 22, 76, 77];

o the bulk kernel arising from uniformly random domino tilings which is a bulk limit
of [53, (2.21)] but also follows from the general theory of [65];

o the incomplete beta kernel [90] giving rise to the unique family of ergodic trans-
lation invariant Gibbs measures on lozenge tilings of the whole plane [65, 95]
indexed by the complex slope z;

e and k7Z x Z periodic generalizations of the incomplete beta kernel [22, 76, 77].

Our kernel K3, admits a kZ x mZ periodic specialization for all k,m > 1 by
taking the parameters (w;, 6;) to be m-periodic in i, and the parameters (y;, s;) to
be k-periodic in j. For general m > 2 the arc integral representation (1.13) of such
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a periodic kernel is new. It would be interesting to match this arc integral to the two-
dimensional torus integral representation of the doubly periodic kernels which follows
from the general theory of [65], but we do not pursue this here.

We also remark that our kernel K5, corresponds only to the so-called liquid phase
of the domino tiling model. It is known [11, 25, 28, 65] that doubly periodic domino
weights may lead to the appearance of gaseous phase. The gaseous phase is not present
in our FG processes because our domino weights are not fully generic and depend on
their many parameters in quite a special way. In particular, in the 2Z x 2Z periodic
case we have verified that the domino weights are gauge equivalent (in the sense of
[58, Section 3.10]), in a nontrivial way, to weights periodic in only one direction.

1.6 Fermionic operators and correlation functions

In this final part of the Introduction we outline definitions and main properties of
fermionic operators acting in a Fock, or “infinite wedge”, space. Detailed definitions
and statements are in Sects. 7 and 8 below.

Our fermionic operators are combinations of Algebraic Bethe Ansatz row operators
constructed from the vertex weights W (1.2). The fermionic operators allow to compute
certain generating function type series involving the correlation functions of the FG
processes. The correlation functions are then extracted as series coefficients using
inhomogeneous biorthogonality similar to (1.6).

Fock space and fermionic operators coming from Pieri rules for Schur functions
were used in [86, 90] to compute correlation kernels of Schur measures and processes.
Expressions for local operators and correlations in various quantum integrable systems
through the row operators A, B, C, D also appear in, e.g., [59, 89], but our model and
formulas are quite different from those. It is also worth noting that fermionic operators
in the homogeneous Fock space associated to the free fermion six vertex model (and
again leading to Schur functions) were considered recently in [64]. However, our
inhomogeneous Fock space and the fermionic operators acting in it arising from the
free fermion six vertex model seem to be new.

A subset 7 C Z is called semi-infinite (or densely packed towards —oo) if there
exists M = M(7) > Owithi ¢ Tforalli > Mandi € Tforalli < —M. For a
semi-infinite subset, define its charge c(7) := #(7TN Z~0) — #(Z<o\ 7). For example,
all zero-charge semi-infinite subsets are finite permutations of Z<p.

Let F be the (fermionic) Fock space spanned by e, where 7 runs over all semi-
infinite subsets of Z. We view F as a subspace of the formal infinite tensor product

+ oV where each V™ is isomorphic to C? with standard basis e(()m), eim).
This is done by interpreting each ez as a tensor product

+oo
eT = ® e](:r:l)a km = km(T) = Iyer-

m=—0oo

Here and below 1... is the indicator. Sometimes in the literature the wedge product

symbol ;ZZL . e,((':;) is used instead of the tensor product, with the same meaning. In
more detail, we never implicitly use the wedge commutation relation v Aw = —w Av,
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and whenever signs are required we insert them explicitly, as in, e.g., the creation and
annihilation operators v ;, t/fj’.‘ in (1.18) below.

We also need an inner product in F under which the e7’s form an orthonormal basis,
that is, (e1, er) = 17=r. Let us decompose JF into subspaces with fixed charge:

5=@3'n, F, = span{er: c¢(7) = n}.

nez

We are now in a position to define the row operators AZ = AZ%(x,r), B =
BZ(x,r), C% = C%(x,r), and D% = D%(x,r) acting in F. They act in the following
way with respect to the charge:

A% 3, - 5F,, B%:F,—>TF., CE:F,—> T, DEF, > T
We define these operators pictorially through their matrix elements. For AZ we have

(AZ(x,r)er, eR)

Here the numerator is a formal infinite product of vertex weights W(--- | x; y;; r; s;)
overall j € Z, where the bottom and top boundary conditions are 7and R, respectively,
and the far left and far right boundary conditions are occupied. By definition, the
product of the weights W (- - -) is zero if there are no six vertex model configurations
with these boundary conditions. The denominator in AZ is the normalization factor
which is also a formal infinite product. The ratio is well-defined as the product of the
ratios of the weights at each lattice site j € Z, because this product involves only
finitely many factors not equal to 1.

Similarly we define the other three operators, BZ with boundary conditions empty
and full at far left and far right, CZ with boundary conditions full and empty at far left
and far right, and D% with empty boundary conditions on both sides:

(BZ(x, r)er, er)

(CZ(x, r)er; er)
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We refer to Sects. 7.2 and 7.3 below for formal definitions of these operators in the Fock
space via a limiting procedure m — —oo, n — +00 starting from finite segments
mm+1,...,n—1,n}.

Thanks to the Yang—Baxter equation, the row operators satisfy a number of com-
mutation relations, for example,

x—0"2w

BZ(x,r)D%(w, 0) = D%w, 0)B%(x, r), (1.14)

provided that x, w satisfy (1.3), which is required to avoid diverging infinite series.
Other commutation relations are listed in Proposition 7.8 in the text.

In fact, relation (1.14) is closely related to the Cauchy identity (Theorem 1.3). Let
A be a signature with N parts,andset 7= {A1 + N, A2+ N —1,..., Ay + 1} UZ<.
Then

o . z zZ
Fy(x1, ..o, XN3 Y51, -5 TN S) = (e, BY(xy, rv) ... BT (x1, r1)ez ),

Gr(wi, ..., w3 ¥ 01, ..., 03 8) = (er, DE(wp, Oy) ... D (wy, O))ez_y).
(1.15)

Applying (1.14) several times, we have

(€29, BZ(xn.rN) ... BE(x1, 1) DP(war, Oy) ... DP (w1, O))ez_y)
N M -2
Xi —0; w;
[]—L— (ezoo. D*(wu. ) ... D (w1, 61)
=1 j=1 Xi — wj

l
BZ(XNJN)--.BZ(Xl,r1)€Z<N>
—9 w/
i=1j=1 Y= W)

(1.16)
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where in the last step we removed the DZ operators thanks to e7,, in the inner product,
and used the definition of F again. The first line of (1.16) is precisely the left-hand
side of the Cauchy identity (1.4). In the third line we need an explicit product formula
for F(g,...,0) which follows from Theorem 1.5 (see the proof of Theorem 3.8 for this
computation), and the resulting expression becomes the right-hand side of the Cauchy
identity (1.4).

Using (1.15), we may express the probability weight M(1) (1.7) under the FG
measure as the following evaluated inner product in the Fock space:

1
M) = — ez, B%(xn,ry) ... BE(x1, 1) LD® (w1, O) . .. DE(wy, O)ez_,)
(1.17)

Here and throughout this subsection Z denotes the right-hand side of the Cauchy
identity (1.4). The operator I, is the rank one projection in F onto the semi-infinite
subset corresponding to A:

{eR, FR=(MENAEN—1, .. Ay+1,0,—1,-2,..};
her = :
0, otherwise,
for any semi-infinite subset R C Z. Expressions similar to (1.17) are available for FG
processes as well, see Sect. 8.2 in the text. For simplicity of notation, below in this
subsection we stick to the case of FG measures.

If instead of I, we insert into (1.17) a product of creation and annihilation operators
in the Fock space F, we would get a correlation function of the FG measure. Recall
that the creation and annihilation operators are defined as

piep | GOV ey, ¢ T,
! 0, jeT,
1.1
(~DHET =ilegy ), jeT: Y
Vrer— Ty J €T

They satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations

WYy v =1, Yy VY = vy Yl = Yne + Yo = 0,
k # L.

For any finite subset A = {ay, ..., an} C Z>1 we have the following expression
for the correlation function:

Py[AC{+N,A+N—1,..., 4y +1}]

1
=7 (€20, BZ(xn.rN) ... BE(x1, 1) Yo, W) ..
Va, Wi DX (wa, On) ... DE(w1, O1)ez_y ).

(1.19)
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Inserting pairs of creation and annihilation operators between the D operators above
produces correlation functions of ascending FG processes.

Instead of computing (1.19) directly, we replace the creation and annihilation oper-
ators with certain generating series W (1), W*(v) containing creation and annihilation
operators. The series W(u), ¥*(v) themselves are operators which are expressed
through the row operators with special parameters. Namely, define for any semi-infinite
subset 7:

W, &) er:= DX, \Ju/E)CP . VE /) (~1) D,

(1.20)
W* (¢, v) eri= DE(E, /¢ Jv)BE (v, V/u/O) er.

The statement below could be viewed as an inhomogeneous analogue of the Boson—
Fermion correspondence, cf. [55, Theorem 14.10] for the homogeneous version.

Theorem 1.13 (Theorem 7.11 in the text) As operators on &F, we have

il =s7%)
W, §) =y S Py s vy,

jez U8 (1.21)
v—2C _
) =y Po.j-1(v | sy, Y ¥},
jez VT

where we use the notation of inhomogeneous powers (1.11).

Letusset W (u) := ¥(u, 0)and ¥*(v) = ¥*(0, v). From (1.21) we see that W (u, &)
does not depend on &, and W*(v) is well-defined by specializing the second line of
(1.21). Thanks to Theorem 1.13, operators W (u), ¥*(v) satisfy the Wick determinantal
formula for the “vacuum average”:

m

(€z-0s WY (V1) ... W (p)V* (i) ez.,) = det [”—"‘] . (1.22)

Uy = Vo lg,0'=1

See Propositions 7.12 and 7.14 in the text for details on the Wick determinantal for-
mula.

There are two steps remaining in the computation of the correlation functions (1.19)
of the FG measure M. First, using commutation relations between the row operators
and (1.22), we show the following.

Proposition 1.14 (A particular case of Proposition 8.7 inthe text) Letuy, . .., uy, v1, . ..
, Uy be independent variables satisfying certain conditions (see (8.4) for details). Then

we have
1

= lezsy, BZ(xn, rn) ... BE(xy, r)W (um) W * () . .. W (u1) W*(vy)

x D% (war, Oy) ... DE (w1, 0)ez_y)

_ 1—[1—[ (v _'9,‘_2wi)(ua — w;) ﬁ ﬁ Uy — Vj Vo — Xj

=2 : :
imt a1 (Vo = W) (U — 6, Wi) o5y 5 5 Vo = Vj Ua = Xj
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det [”—"‘} . (1.23)
Uy

"= Vo g or=1

Using (1.21), we interpret (1.23) as an inhomogeneous generating series of the
correlation functions (1.19) of the FG measure M, with the generating variables u;, v;.
The last step is to extract the coefficients (1.19) from this generating series. The
operation of a coefficient extraction is linear, and we must apply 2m such operations
to the right-hand side of (1.23). Due to the form of this right-hand side, these operations
may be putinto the m x m determinant (this is essentially the Andréief identity, cf. [39]).
This implies that the correlation functions have a determinantal form. In Theorem 8.9
in the text we write the resulting correlation kernel of the general FG process as such
a series coefficient.

Furthermore, the coefficient extraction can be done analytically by means of contour
integrals. This is an extension of the inhomogeneous biorthogonality (1.6), to inhomo-
geneous powers indexed by both positive and nonpositive integers, see Lemmas 8.4
and 8.5 in the text. The integration contours for u, v in the coefficient extraction must
be chosen so that the commutation relations between the row operators used to obtain
(1.22) and (1.23) are valid. Using this, we determine the correct integration contours
for the correlation kernel K 4 (1.9) of the ascending FG process, see Theorem 8.10
in the text. As a result, we have computed the correlation kernel K 4 in two ways, via
fermionic operators and via an Eynard—Mehta type approach, and both computations
led to the same expression.

Part | Symmetric functions

In this part (accompanied by Appendix A) we develop symmetric rational functions
based on the free fermion six vertex model.

2 Free fermion six vertex model
2.1 Vertex weights

We consider the weights wev (i1, j1; i2, j2), i1, j1, i2, j2 € {0, 1}, of the asymmetric
six vertex (square ice) model:

wev(0,0;0,0) =a1, wev(l,1;1,1) =a2, wev(1,0;1,0) = by,

wﬁv(o, 1; O, 1) = bz, w6v(1, 0; 0, 1) =Cy, w(,V(O, l; 1, 0) =, (2'1)
see Fig.4 for the illustration. By agreement, wey (i1, j1; i2, j2) 1S set to zero unless
i1 + j1 = i2 + jo, which corresponds to the path preservation property: the number
of paths coming into a vertex equals the number of paths coming out of it. The nota-
tion ay, az, by, by, c1, ca for the vertex weights follows the longstanding tradition, for
example, see [5, 94, Ch. 8].

We further assume that our six vertex weights obey the free fermion condition

aiay + b1by = cieo. 2.2)
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Ji e : 1 | —_— —

wev (i1, J1; %2, j2) ay az by by 1 c2
o r2r—y s 2y —r 2 y—x a(r2-1) | y(s—2-1)
W (iv, jis iz, ji2) 1 — - T = o
572y —x 572y —x 52y —ux 52y —x 572y —x
. s2y—x | r2z—y sy — 172 z(r2-1) | y(s72-1)
W (i, jrs iz, j2) P P y—z 1 y—=z y—a

Fig. 4 Weights (2.1) of the free fermion six vertex model, and their parametrizations (2.3), (2.4) with the
four parameters x, y, r, s

ajay +bi1by —cic2
2/ araxb1by
associated with the six vertex weights.

The free fermion condition (2.2) leaves five out of six independent parameters.
Furthermore, in order to build symmetric functions, we normalize the weights so that
one of them becomes equal to 1, and we can repeat this type of vertices infinitely many
times in a configuration. The normalization leaves four independent parameters. We
make two different choices which of the weights to set to 1:

In other words, we impose the vanishing of the quantity A =

e Setting the weight a; of the empty vertex (0, 0; 0, 0) we get the weights

2.
w(,0;0,00=1, wW{,1;1,1)= r_zx—y
§TYy —x
s_zy—r_zx
wa1,0;1,0) = —5——,
sTEy —x 2.3)
y—x x(r72=1)
WO, 1;0,1) = ———, W(,0;0,1) = ————,
STy —x Sy =X
_2_1
wo, 151,00 =28 =D
§sTy —x

e Setting the weight b, of the vertex (0, 1; 0, 1), we get the weights

2 -2

~ STy —Xx N rex —y
w(@©,0;0,0) = ———, W, ;1,1)= ———,

y—x y—x

)
Wa,01,00 = 2=2—"=,

y—r (2.4)
~ _ x(r72—1)
w@©,1;0,1)=1, W(,0;0,1) = ——,

y—x
~ yis72—=1)
W@©,1;1,0) = —n«—.

y—x
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NPT N S B CS ENE  N
Rlin, jusia, i . z—mr? | mr et | ai(l=r?) | z2(1-75°)
(i1, J1; 92, J2) Ty — wary 2 Ty — Tory 2 Ty — Tary 2 Ty — 2oy 2 Ty — Tory 2

Fig.5 The cross vertex weights (2.6)

See Fig.4 for an illustration. The four parameters which they depend on are denoted
by x, y, r, s. Sometimes we will indicate this dependence explicitly as

Wi, jisiz, j2 1 x5 y5158), Wi, jisiz, 2 | x5 y5158).

The concrete choice of the parametrization as in (2.3)—(2.4) is dictated by the form
of the Yang—Baxter equation (see the next Sect.2.2), and by the overall goal of con-
structing symmetric functions.

One readily checks that the weights W and w satisfy the free fermion condition
(2.2). We also have

~ Wi, ji;i2, j2)
Wir, ji: i, jo) = s 1020 J2) 25
(1, J15 02, Jj2) W0.1.0.1) (2.5)

foralliy, ji, iz, j2 € {0, 1}, thatis, the weights W and W differ only by normalization.

Remark 2.1 The free fermion six vertex weights (2.3)—(2.4) possess U, (5’1\[(1 [1)) quan-
tum affine superalgebra symmetry, and they are a special case of the higher rank
U, (sl(m|n)) integrable weights studied in the companion work [1].

2.2 Yang-Baxter equation

Define the following cross vertex weights:

xg—xlrl_z
RO,0:0,00=1, R, 1;1,1)="2"1_
X1 —x2r2
-2 -2
R(1,0;1,00= 21— 202
X1 —x2r2 (2 6)
X1 — X2 x1(1—r1_2) '
R(0,1,0,1) = —, R(1,0;0,1) = ——,
X1 — X2rp X1 — X21,
1— -2
R(0,1;1,0) = )“2(—5;
X1 —x2r2

See Fig. 5 for an illustration. These weights, together with W or W, satisfy the Yang—
Baxter equation:
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(v,

(z1,71) jg} -\A Js3 r m2,7“2

21>

J1

(wg,rg J \- { (\m1,7“1)

Fig.6 Illustration of the Yang—Baxter equation. For fixed boundary values i1, i2, i3, j1, j2, j3, the partition
functions in both sides are equal to each other. Here W; = W(--- | x;; y; r;; s). The parameters (x1, 1),
(x2, r2) and (y, s) correspond to lines, which is also mdlcated

Proposition 2.2 (Yang—Baxter equation) For any fixed i1, i2, i3, j1, J2, j3 € {0, 1} we
have

Z R(i2, i1; ko, k1) W(is, ki; k3, j1 | x15 y; 715 8)
k1,k2,k3€{0,1}

Wiks, ka; j3, ja | x2; y5r2;8)
= Y R Ko 1) Wi, i Ky, k) | %25 y5 725 8)
K}k, Ky €(0,1}
W ks, its j3, Ky | x15 v 7159,
2.7)

The same equation holds if we replace one or both of the weights
Wl xiyirs),  WE-- | xasyirss)

everywhere by the corresponding W, which results in three other identities. See Fig.6
for a graphical illustration of the sums in both sides.

Proof Identity (2.7) or, more precisely, the family of identities depending on the
boundary conditions i1, iz, i3, j1, j2, j3,1s checked in a straightforward way. The three
other families of identities involving the weights W are multiples of (2.7), thanks to
(2.5). O

Remark 2.3 The Yang—Baxter equation of Proposition 2.2 is a consequence of the
more general U, (;[(m|n)) statement, see Proposition 5.1.4 and Example 8.1.1 in [1].
This may be considered a conceptual reason behind Proposition 2.2 since our weights
are obtained from the ones in [1] by fusion.
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vk y(k2) vk y(k2) k) y(k2) vk y(k2)

Al — — B — 4

vk y(k2) v (k1) (k) vk (k) v (k1) (k)

C | — + D +

Fig.7 Graphical illustration of the action of the operators A, B, C, D on tensor products (2.9). The sums in
(2.9) correspond to various states of the inner horizontal edge. The vertical edges can have arbitrary states

2.3 Row operators

Based on the vertex weights, we define certain row operators acting in tensor powers of
C?. Thanks to the Yang—Baxter equation, these operators satisfy certain commutation
relations.

Let us fix sequences s = (s1,s2,...) C Candy = (y1, y2,...) C C of complex
numbers. For any integerk > 1, welet V®) ~ C? denote the two-dimensional complex

vector space spanned by two vectors e(()k)

also set e(k) =0forj ¢ {0, 1}.

Next, for any complex numbers x, r € C, we define four operators A = A(x, r),
B = B(x,r),C =C(x,r),and D = D(x, r) acting from the left on any y® through
the equations

k . . ]
and ei ) For notational convenience, we will

Ae (k) =W@a, 1;i, 1| x; 965135 sk)e
Be (k) =W(3G,0;i — 1,1 | x; ye; 75 sk)el_l, 28)
C(k) W@, ;i 4+ 1,0 | x; ye; 7 sk)e[_H, '

De® = Wi, 04,0 | x; ;75 51) €,

where the weights W are given in (2.3).
We also define actions of these operators on tensor products V&) @ V&) @ . ®
v &) To do this in the case n = 2, set

A(v] ®vy) = Cv; ® Buvy + Avy ® Avy;
B(vi ® v2) = Dv; ® Bvy + Bv) ® Avy;
C(v1 ® 1) = Cv; @ Dvy + Avy ® Cuy;
D(v1 ® v2) = Dv; ® Dva + Bv; ® Cuy,

2.9)

forall v; € V& vy € VR (see Fig.7 for an illustration). Then extend this action
toVH @ V&) o @ V&) forn > 2 using the above relations (2.9) inductively on
n. The induction step consists of taking v there to be an element of V&1 @ v*2)

..@ V& -1 and vy an element of V *)_ This action on tensor products is associative.
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The operators A, B, C, and D acting in any tensor product V& @V &) g gV &)
satisfy the following commutation relations:

Proposition 2.4 For any x1, x3, 11, r2 € C, we have

A(xa, r2)A(x1, 1) =A(x1, 1) A(x2, 12); (2.10)
-2
B(x2,r2)B(x1,11) =r]72)q7)623(x1,r1)3(x2,r2); (2.11)
Ty "X — X1
-2 _
Cloa rCr, 1) =252 L0y, ) C 2, 1); (2.12)
rX — X2
D(x2,r2)D(x1, 1) =D(x1, 1) D(x2, 12); (2.13)
-2 | — =2
B, ) DGt 1) =" Dy, ) B, r2) £ %Dm, r) B, (2.14)
-2 _
D(x2, 1) B(x1, 1) =— L2 B(x), 1) D(x2, 12)
rl xlfrz X2
_ 2
NN g, ) DG (2.15)
ry X =1y X2
r{zxg — X1
Dx2, r)C1, ) =22 Cx1, ) Dz, )
_ -2
B2 e D s (2.16)
X2 — X1
-2 _
Clra, D1, 1) =222 D(x1, r)C (2, 12)
ry “xp — X
)
2N b,y Cn, (2.17)
r2 xz—rl X1
2. 1,2
AGr. r)Clrn ) =227 e A ) + 28 T2 ) c A ). (2.18)
X1 — X2 X1 — X2
and
-2 -2 -2
x1(riy“=1) Ty “Xo — 1y “X1
D, ) Ay ) + 22— C (2. 1) B(x1. 1)
ry "X — X1 ry X2 — X1
xi(r2—1) Xy —xi ,
= — D1, r)AM2, 1) + ———B(x1, r)Cx2, 12); (2.19)
ry X2 — X1 ry “X2 — X|
-2
x(ry "= 1) X2 — X1
A2, 1) D(x1, 1) + —5——— B(x2. 1) C(x1, 71)
ry “X3 — X| ry “X2 — X|
-2 -2 -2
xo(ryc—1) r, “Xxp —r; “X1
= —_22 A(xy, 1) D(x2, r2) + -2 — 1 C(x1,r1)B(x2,12). (2.20)
ry X2 — X1 ry “X3 — X|

Proof First, assume that the operators act in a single two-dimensional space V ®) ~ C2.
Then all of the desired commutation relations follow from the Yang—Baxter equation
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(Ykys k1) (Ykn» Sk (Yky, 5k1) (Ykn» k)
(z1,71) i (ykzv‘sb) i i (ykw‘skz) i (w2,72)

. . . . .

(:L'Q,TQ/) (\1’177'1)

Fig.8 The Yang-Baxter equation for a horizontal chain of two-vertex configurations

of Proposition 2.2. Let us show how to get one of these relations, say, (2.14), the others
are obtained in a similar way. Write the Yang—Baxter equation (2.7) with the boundary
conditions i1 = i = 0,i3 = j; = 1, jo» = j3 = 0 and with the parameters (x1, r{)
and (x7, r2) interchanged. In the operator form, this Yang—Baxter equation reads

x(l—ry?)
D(x1,r1)B(x2,r2) = —D(xz,rz)B(xl,f”l)
X2 — X1y
X2 — X1
5 B(x2,r2)D(x1, 11). (2.21)
X2 —xlrl

Note that in the product D(x1, r1)B(x2,r2), the B and D operator corresponds to
the bottom and, respectively, top, vertex in the left-hand side of Fig. 6, and same for
all other products in this proposition. In (2.21) we then move the term containing
D(x>,r2)B(x1, r1) into the left-hand side, and divide the identity by the prefactor
(x2 —x1)/(x2 — x]rfz) in front of B(x7, r2) D(x1, r1). This gives (2.14) for the case
of the two-dimensional space V® ~ C2.

To extend the relations to arbitrary tensor products V&) @ V&) @ @ V&),
we apply the standard “zipper argument” to establish the Yang—Baxter equation for
a horizontal chain of two-vertex configurations, see Fig. 8. This equation follows by
sequentially applying the original equation (2.7) to move the cross vertex and swap
the parameters (x;, r;). Then the Yang—Baxter equation corresponding to the space
vk @ vk) o @ V&) implies all the desired commutation relations. O

Usmg the Welghts w (2 4), define four operators A= A(x r), B = §(x r),
C=C (x,r), and D= D(x r) acting from the right on each two-dimensional space
V& as

VR =W, 10,1 x5 7550 e

OB =W +1,0;i,1 | x5y 73 sk)elH,

(k) (2.22)
C = W(z—l ;6,0 | x; yes ;s Sk)E, B

el-(k) D= W(i,O; i,0]x; vy 73 sk)el.( ).
Note the difference with the operators A, B, C, D (2.8) which read vectors e( ) corre-

sponding to a vertex (i1, ji; i2, j2) “from bottom to top” (i.e., map e(k) to eg‘)), while

) Birkhauser



36 Page28of138 A. Aggarwal et al.

A , B , C , D read vectors “from top to bottom”. Note that the states of the left and right
edges for the same-letter operators in (2.8) and (2.22) are same.

We extend the operators (2.22) to tensor products V&) @ V%) @ . @ V&) by
first defining for n = 2,

(V1 @ 12)A =v1C ® 1B + V] A @ 1A;
(1 ® 12)B =vD ® 1B + v B @ 1A;
(v ® vz)fz v16® vzﬁ—i— v11’4\® vza
(v1 ®v2)5 = v15®v25+v1§® vza

(2.23)

and then for arbitrary n by induction similarly to (2.9).

The operators A B C D acing in any tensor product V) @ v#*) g @ V&)
satisfy commutation relations which parallel the ones in Proposition 2.4. In the next
proposition, let us list a few relations which are employed in proofs later in the paper.
They also follow from the Yang—Baxter equation (Proposition 2.2) and the “zipper
argument”, as in the proof of Proposition 2.4.

Proposition 2.5 For any x1, x3,r1, 2 € C, we have

A(x2, 1) A(x1, 1) =A(x1, 1) A(x2, 12); (2.24)
-2,
~ ~ Xy — 7
B(x2,r2)B(x1,r1) ——B(Xl r1)B(xa, r2); (2.25)
X1 — r2 )C2
~ ~ I’fle — X2 ~ ~
B(x2,r2)D(x1,r1) ZTD(M, r1)B(x2, r2)
(1—r )x
LU IR s B (2.26)
X1 — X2

~ -~ rfle — X2 ~ ~
B(x2,r)A(xy, r)) =————A(x1, r1)B(x2,12)
X2 — X1
(1 —ry 2)xg ~
X3 — X1
D(x2,r2)D(x1,r1) =D(x1,r1)D(x2, 12). (2.28)

A(xp, rz)B(xl ,7r1); 2.27)

3 Symmetric functions

Here we define symmetric functions F) and G, (indexed by signatures A) which are
partition functions of certain configurations of the free fermion six vertex model.

3.1 Signature states
A (generalized) signature with N parts is a nonincreasing integer sequence
A=O1>...>Ay), Ai € Z.
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Denote |A| := A1 + - - - + An. We will mostly deal with nonnegative signatures, i.e.,
such that Ay > 0, and will omit the word “nonnegative”. To a signature A with N
parts we associate a configuration

SAD)=Q+N, a+N—-1,...,AN—1+2, A8+ 1) C Z>; 3.1)

of distinct points in the integer half-line.
Consider the (formal) infinite tensor product VO V@ ..., where V& ~ C?
for all k with basis e(()k), eik). Let 'V be the subset of the infinite tensor product spanned

by the following vectors:

1 ieT
1 2 3 ’ ’
eT= ey(nl) by er(nz) ® 61(413) Q... i = IO otherwise G2

where 7 C Z=1 runs over arbitrary finite sets. These basis vectors are called finitary.
(We will sometimes use the same notation (3.2) for arbitrary subsets 7 C Zs>;.) In
particular, with each signature A we associate a signature state es;y. Note that all but
finitely many of the tensor components of esy) are e(()k).

By "V, £ =0, 1, ..., denote the subspace of V spanned by ez with 7running over all
£-element subsets of Z~1. Let us extend some of the row operators defined in Sect.2.3
to act in the space V. Namely, thanks to W (0, 0; 0, 0) = 1, the operators C (x, r) and
D(x, r) act in each of the V;’s, and

C(x,r): Vo — Vi, D(x,r): V¢ — V. (3.3)
Similarly, thanks to W(O, 1; 0, 1) = 1, the operators ;f(x, r) and E(x, r) act as
Ax,r): Ve —> Ve,  Bx,r): Ve — V. (3.4)

These operators satisfy the commutation relations (2.24), (2.25), and (2.27). Note that
while the spaces V. involve infinite tensor products, in the action of the operators
A, B, C, D the boundary condition at infinity is always determined uniquely.

Remark 3.1 Later in Sect. 7 we employ a similar infinite tensor product over the whole
lattice Z, or, more precisely, a corresponding Fock space, to compute a generating
function for correlations of certain probability distributions based on our symmetric
functions.

3.2 Symmetric functions as partition functions
Here we define the functions F; /., (X; y; r; s) and G/, (X; y; r; §) as certain partition
functions of the free fermion six vertex model.

Definition 3.2 Fix a positive integer k, two signatures A, i with the same number
of parts, and parameters x = (x1,...,xk),yY = (y1,¥2,...), r = (r1,...,7%), $ =
(s] 382, .- ‘)'
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5‘:.)

(y1,81)
(y2,52)
(ys,s3)
(Ya, 54)
(s, 55)
(Ys,56)
(y7,57)
(ys, s8)
(y1,51)
(y2,52)
(ys, 53)
(ya,54)
(Y6, 56)
(y7,87)
(ys, s8)

(ys,

S S(p)

(z4,74) (z4,74)

(z3,73) (z3,73)

(z2,72) (w2,72)

(x1,71) (z1,71)
S(p) S(N)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Fig. 9 Examples of path configurations contributing to the partition functions in Definitions 3.2 and 3.3.
Left: G/, with A = (5,4) and p = (1, 0). Right: Fy /, with 2 = (2,1,0,0,0) and & = (2)

Consider the following boundary data in the half-infinite rectangle Z> x {1, ..., k}.
A path vertically enters the rectangle from the bottom at each m € S(u); a path
vertically exits the rectangle at the top at each £ € S()); the left and right boundaries
of the rectangle, as well as all the other boundary edges on top and bottom, are empty
(see Fig. 9, left, for an illustration).

Let the vertex weight at each (i, j) in the rectangle be W(i1, ji;i2, j> |
Xj; yisrjssi) (2.3). That is, the parameters (x, ) are constant along the horizontal,
and (y, s) are constant along the vertical direction. Denote the partition function of
thus defined vertex model in the half-infinite rectangle by G/, = Gy /u(X;y; 1; 8).
Even though the domain is infinite, this partition function is well-defined thanks to
Ww(0,0;0,0) = 1.

In the particular case u = (0, ..., 0) (with the same number of parts as in A), we
abbreviate G) = Gy /.

Definition 3.3 Within the notation of Definition 3.2, let now the number of parts in
A be N + k and the number of parts in p be N for some N € Zx(. Consider the
following (different) boundary data for the half-infinite rectangle Z>1 x {1, ..., k}.
Let a path enter vertically from the bottom at each £ € S(A) = (A\1 + N + k, A2 +
N+ k—1,..., An+r + 1); a path exit vertically at the top at each m € S(u) =
(1 + N,u2+ N —1,..., uny + 1); and a path exit the rectangle far to the right at
each horizontal layer. Let all the other boundary edges of the rectangle be empty (see
Fig.9, right, for an illustration).

Let the vertex weight at each (i, j) in the rectangle be W(i L, Jjisi2, jo |
Xj; yis iy si) (2.4). Denote the partition function of this vertex model by F;,, =
Fy. ;. (X; y; r; s). This partition function is well-defined because W(O, 1;0,1) = 1.

In the particular case N = 0 (i.e., when u = & is the empty signature with no
parts), we abbreviate F = Fj /.

We extend the definitions of Gy, and F)j, to arbitrary pairs of signatures A, u
(without the restrictions on the number of parts), by setting these functions to zero if
there are no path configurations with the prescribed boundary data.

From the definitions it follows that the partition functions G, /,, and F},/,, are written
in terms of the row operators from Sect.2.3 acting in the subspace V of the infinite
tensor product (as explained in Sect. 3.1):
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Proposition 3.4 The function Gy, (x1, ..., Xk Y; 71, - .., Tk; S) IS equal to the coef-
ficient by esq) in D(xi, 1) ... D(x1, r1)es). Here esgy, es(u) belong to the same
subspace Vy, and the product of the D(x;, r;)’s preserves this subspace by (3.3).

Similarly, the function Fy;, (X1, ..., Xk Y F1, - .., Tk; S) is equal to the coefficient
by es@) in eg(,QE(xk, rE) ... §(x1, r1). Here eg,) € VN and esp € VN+k, and the
product of the B(x;, ri)’s maps Vy to Vi, see (3.4).

3.3 Symmetry and branching

Let us derive a few basic properties of the functions F, G defined in the previous
subsection. For each i > 1, let 0; denote the elementary transposition of the indices
i <> i+ 1, and define its action on (various) sets of variables as

Gi(xlv"'5'xi717~xiaxi+laxi+2"-) = (xlv "'7xiflaxi+17xi7xi+29"')7

and similarly for r, y, s.
Proposition 3.5 (Symmetries) For eachk > 1 andi € {1, ...,k — 1} we have the
following symmetry properties:
G/u(0i(x);y; 0i(r);8) = Gyyu (X y; 13 8);
i xi+lr,':_21

X
Fiyu(0i(x);y; 0i(r);8) = ————— F/u(x;y; 13 ).
Xi+1 — XiF;

Inother words, the functions Gy, (X; y; x; 8) and F) /, (X; y; 13 S) l_[ (xi—xjrjfz)
I<i<j<k

are symmetric under simultaneous permutations of the variables (x;, r ).

Proof The symmetry properties of the functions G and F follow, respectively, from
the commutation relations (2.13) and (2.25) for the operators acting in the subspace
V of the infinite tensor product (see Sect.3.1).

Proposition 3.6 (Branching) Fix integers M, N > 1 and sets of complex variables

X=(XI,.oy XM)y X = (XMA1s oy XMAN)s
£= (1. rm)y ¥ =M1, o TMAN),
Y=Y, Y3 ...,), S=(51,52,53,...).

Define x UX' = (x1,...,xpan), YUY = (r1,...,ryan). Then for any signatures
A, L we have

D G yiris) Gy (X yir'ss) = G (xUX y r U s):;
%

Y Fupxiyiris) Fyu(xXiyirs) = Fu(x Uy rUrss).
v
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Proof These identities follow from Definitions 3.2 and 3.3, respectively. For example,
for the first identity consider the vertex model in Z>; x {1, ..., M 4 N} for the right-
hand side G} /,. Encode the configuration of the vertical arrows between rows M and
M +1 by asignature v. Then the bottom and the top vertex modelsin Z> x {1, ..., M}
and Z>; x {M + 1, ..., N} have partition functions G,,,, and Gj,, respectively.
Summing over v leads to the desired identity (note that this sum is finite). The second
identity is proven in the same way.

3.4 Cauchy identity

The functions F', G satisfy Cauchy-type summation identities which follow from the
Yang—Baxter equation.

Proposition 3.7 (Skew Cauchy identity) Fix two signatures ,, |, integers M, N > 1,
and sequences of complex variables

X=('x17""‘xM)? rz(r]""’rM);
=Wwi,...,wy), O=01,...,0n);
Yy=015Y2,¥3.--5) S=1(51,52,53,...),

satisfying

2
Yk — SEXi Yk —Ww
Yk = Xi Yk — s,

<l—-6<1 foralll <i<M,1<j<N,andk>1.

3.5)
Then we have

> Gup(wiy: 0:8)Fyu(x: yiris)

[

1j=1

-2
_ 9 w;

M
ZGW(W ¥: 0:8) Fy /(X1 yi 13 ).

i

(3.6)

Proof With the help of of Proposition 3.6 and induction on M and N, it suffices to
prove (3.6) for M = N = 1.

Fix A, u with K + 1 and K parts, respectively, for some K > 0 (other choices
for the numbers of parts of A and p lead to triviality of both sides). Interpret
Z% G/s(w;y; 0;8)Fyys(x;y; r; ) as a partition function of a vertex model in the
half-infinite rectangle Z> x {1, 2}, with the boundary conditions S(1) at the bottom,
S(w) at the top, empty on the left, and {full, empty} on the far right. The weights at
vertices (k, 1) and (k, 2), k > 1, are W(~ <ol xs yes s sk) and W(-- | w; yis 05 Sk),
respectively. Due to this choice of the weights, the partition function is well-defined
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W (- | w;yy30; s5)

W | ziyj;rssy)

Fig. 10 The partition function corresponding to the sum over s in the right-hand side of the skew Cauchy
identity (3.6). Adding the empty cross vertex on the left and dragging it to the right with the help of the
Yang—Baxter equation produces the sum over v

(all vertices which are repeated infinitely often have weight 1). See Fig. 10 for an
illustration.

Add the empty cross vertex with weight R(0, 0; 0, 0) = 1 tothe leftof Z>1 x {1, 2},
and use the Yang—Baxter equation (Proposition 2.2) to move it to the right. After
L > max(A; + K + 1, u1 + K) steps we get the identity

D Gy (ws y; 0: ) Fr s (x; y; 75 5)
x

=R(0,1;0,1) Z G (w3 y; 03 8) Fyyp (x5 y; 75 8)
v:v+K+1<L
L
+Z~R(1,0;O, 1) 1_[ WO, 1;0, 1 | w; y; 0; sx)
k=max(A+K+1, u1+K)+1

W(0,0;0,0 | x; yi; 75 5%).

Here R(0,1;0,1) = - and Z is a quantity independent of L. Sending

w

x— 02w’ .
L — 400, we see that the product over k in the second summand goes to zero thanks
to (3.5), while in the first summand the restriction vi + K +1 < L disappears. Dividing

both sides by R(0, 1; 0, 1) produces the desired identity (3.6).

As a corollary of Proposition 3.7 and the determinantal formula for F (3.12) from
the next Sect. 3.5, we also get the following identity:

Theorem 3.8 (Cauchy identity, Theorem 1.3 from Introduction) In the setting of
Proposition 3.7 we have

Z Gy(w:y; 0:8) Fy(x;y; 13 8)

111—/1[ H1<,<1<M(V Xi — xj)(s Yi — y;)l—ll—[

Hl] 1()’: /) i=1j=1 _w/
(.7)

-—9 w]

where the summation in the left-hand side is over all signatures v with M parts.

Proof This is a particular case of Proposition 3.7 when A = 0M (this notation stands
for the signature (0, ..., 0) with O repeated M times) and © = &. The sum in the
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right-hand side of (3.6) reduces to a single term with >z = &, and G,z = 1. We thus
get

3 Guwiy: 0:9) Fu(x: yi 158) = Fou (x; i 1 s)]‘[]‘[ ' (3.8)

i=1j=1 i

Using Theorem 3.9 formulated below, we have

M 2 — xs
Fom (X; y; 15'8) = (HXi(V,-_2 s .j>
i=1

X;i — X
I<i<j<smM 7! J
M—j

1 —s2x;
det[ l_[ Zm m— i| .
YM—j+1 = Xi o S Om = Xi) ;=1

This determinant has an explicit product form:

M—j

V= $2%; ]M iy i = X672y = vp)
> .

det[ > = o
YM—j+1 = Xi S m — ij=1 [1=10i —x))

m=1

(3.9)

This can be established by induction on M using the Desnanot—Jacobi identity for
determinants:

det(A]) det(AM) — det(AM) det(A}, )

det(A) =
det(A7})

(3.10)

where A is the M x M matrix in the left-hand side of (3.9), and AL T, JC {1,..., M},
|Z| = |J], is the matrix obtained from A by deleting rows and columns indexed by 7
and J, respectively. Each of the matrices in the right-hand side of sizes M — 1 and
M — 2 are essentially the ones in the left-hand side of (3.9), up to shifts in some of the
parameters x;, y;, s;, and diagonal factors. More precisely, denote the matrix elements
by

M—j
L0 _ 1 Y — S2Xi
T )
One can readily check that
-N M-1 M-1
(AM)IJ—ZZa,'(/' ) ; (44 )lj=a,(j ) ;
Xi— 87y ’ Yi = Yit1s Si—>Si+1 Xi—=>Xi+1
Xi+l — )1 M-1 M1
Ay ————=aj" " D@y =a;

Xi—=>Xi4+1, Yi—™>Vi+ls Si—>Si+1
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1,M Xi — V1 (M-2)
(AI,M)ij - 5 = a'j

i .
Xi — 8 2y1 Xi=>Xi41, Yi—>Yi+1, Si—>Si+1

Thus, by the induction hypothesis, all the determinants in the right-hand side of (3.10)
are expressed as certain products. The induction step then follows by matching the
combination (3.10) of these products with the desired right-hand side of (3.9). Putting
all together produces the Cauchy identity (3.7).

3.5 Determinantal and Sergeev-Pragacz type formulas

The function F) admits an explicit formula involving a determinant of the single-
variable functions F;,. The function G, admits a more complicated (yet still explicit)
formula in terms of a summation over the product of two symmetric groups. In this
section we formulate both expressions, and their proofs based on commutation rela-
tions for the row operators (Sect.2.3) are postponed to Appendix A. See also the next
Sect. 4 for simpler proofs in some particular cases.

For sequences of complex numbers s = (s1, 52,...), Yy = (J1, ¥2,...) and any
integer k > 0 denote

72

k
= :§) 1= ) 3.11
) = (e | y:8) 1= o 1:[ _y, 3.11)

In particular, ¢o(x lys) = 1/(y1 — x). From Deﬁnltlon 3.3 and the formula for
the vertex weights W (2.4) we have F)(x;y;r;s) = xr72=1 ok (x | y; s) forall
k>0.

Theorem 3.9 (Determinantal formula for F, Theorem 1.5 from Introduction) For any
N > 1, complex variables

X=(‘x1""7‘xN)7 r=(r11“"rN)7 y=(y17y2"")7 S=(S1’s27"')’

and any signature . = (A1 > ... > Ay) we have

N -2
_ re X —Xj
Fr(x;yir;s) = (]‘[mr,- -0 ] x—x’>
i i Aj

1<i<j<N

det [@r 48— i 197, s (3.12)

where @y are defined by (3.11).

This theorem is proven in Appendix A.1.

In the next theorem and throughout the text, G, denotes the group of all permuta-
tions of {1,...,m}. Let A = (A1 > ... > An) be an arbitrary signature with N parts.
Letd = d(X) > 0 denote the integer such that A; > d and A44+1 < d + 1. Denote by
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Li=xj+N—-j+1,j=1,..., N,the elements of the set S(1). Let
= (1 </L2<...<,de):{1,...,N}\(S()\,)ﬂ{l,...,N}). (3.13)

Theorem 3.10 (Sergeev—Pragacztype formulafor G,) Let M, N > 0 denote integers.
For complex variables

X = (x1,x2,..., xm),  r=(ri,ra,..rm)s Y= O1,y2,--),  S=(s1,5,...),

with the notation above, we have

M -2
N Yk — Sk Xj 1
]
Gy =[[[1——— > [ls=1I
Xi— X
j=lk=1 YkT SE%) LIl Myier 0 ijeg ™l T
IZl= |~7\ =d 16\7 i<j
1
o U B Rl | e el | B e ol e
iel i€l ez T J T ijer’i J j I
I<j<M jeJ JET* i<j
lp—1 2
yﬁh seh) S‘ (yl - xjp(h))
¥ o] 201~}
UpeGd Yoy — Slhxlp(h), N+l Ji T SiXjm
2 N 2(,p72 _
Siim Sk( l(,(m)xlo(m) yk)
x l_[ §2 52 l—[ 2.2 :
ylim Mmrig(m)xid(m) k=pm+1 Yk _Skria(,,,)xia(m)
(3.14)

where L= (i1 <iy <...<lig)and J= (j1 < jo < ... < jg). Note that both sides
of (3.14) vanish if d(A) > M, as it should be.

This theorem is proven in Appendix A.2. The name “Sergeev—Pragacz type for-
mula” for (3.14) is suggested by the connection between G, (in the horizontally
homogeneous case) and supersymmetric Schur functions. Even though we could not
relate (3.14) to the Sergeev—Pragacz formula (e.g., see [49, (5)]) itself, the form of
our formula is sufficiently similar to justify the name. See Sect.4.2 and in particular
Remark 4.15 below for a detailed discussion.

4 Specializations to known symmetric functions
Here we discuss how our functions F and G degenerate to certain known Schur-type

symmetric functions. This leads to independent proofs of Theorems 3.9 and 3.10 in
some particular cases.
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1]1]1] 1]1]2] 1
2] 2 2]
(x1 +y1) (@21 +y2) (@1 + y3)(z2 + y1) (x1 + 1) (22 + y3) (@2 + ya) (x2 + y1)
(x1 +y1) (@1 + y2) (22 + ya) (z2 + Y1)

2] 2]

Fig. 11 All three semistandard Young tableaux for A = (3, 1) and N = 2, the corresponding summands
in 55 (x | y) given by formula (4.2), and the corresponding vertex model configurations in the proof of
Lemma 4.2

4.1 Five vertex model and factorial Schur polynomials

We begin with a five vertex degeneration, when the weight of the vertex of type
(1, 1; 1, 1) vanishes, and connect the functions F), to the factorial Schur polynomials
(also sometimes called double Schur polynomials, cf. [78]). We adopt the definition
from [72, 6th variation]. The factorial Schur polynomials are indexed by signatures
A= (A1 = ... > Any > 0), depend on the variables x = (x1,...,xy) and on a
sequence y = (y1, y2, - . .) of complex parameters:

1 EN—N
det (x| 9" j]i’jZI, x Y =@y o+ ).

x|y =
H1§i<j§N(xi —xj)

.1

These polynomials can also be represented as sums over semistandard Young
tableaux. We use the language of Young tableaux only in this subsection, and so
refer to, e.g., [73, Ch. I] for the relevant definitions. We have [72, (6.16)]

sxly=Y &I’ &Iy =[] Grop+yrapri-i)- @2
T (i, j)er

Here the sum is taken over all semistandard Young tableaux of shape A filled with
numbers from 1 to N, the product is over all boxes (i, j) in A, where i and j are the
row and column coordinates of the box, and 7 (7, j) is the tableau entry in this box.
See an example in Fig. 11.

Remark 4.1 In the particular case y = (0,0, ...), the factorial Schur polynomials
s5).(x | y) turn into the ordinary Schur polynomials s) (xq, ..., xn).

The tableaux formula (4.2) can be translated into the vertex model language. This
fact is contained in either of [13, 68, 74], but for consistency we give a proof here.

Lemma 4.2 Thereis a one-to-one correspondence between (see Fig. 11 for an example)

1. Semistandard Young tableaux of shape A filled with numbers from 1 to N, and
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2. Path configurations of the six vertex model in the half-infinite rectangle Z>1 x
{1, ..., N} with paths entering from the bottom at locations S(A) = {A; + N —
J +1}1<j<n and exiting through the right boundary, such that the left and the top
boundaries are empty. The paths must satisfy an additional five vertex condition
that the vertex (1, 1; 1, 1) is not present.

Moreover, with the vertex weights at each (i, j) € Z>1 x {1, ..., N} equal to

Weschur (0,0 0,0) = xy1—j +vi,  Wisehur(1, 151, 1) =0,
Wresehur (1, 0; 1, 0) = WfSchur(Oy 1;0,1)
= Wischur(1,0; 0, 1) = Wischur (0, 1;1,0) = 1,
“4.3)

the partition function in the half-infinite rectangle described above is equal to the
factorial Schur polynomial s) (X | y).

A similar bijection holds between semistandard tableaux of a skew shape A/, and
five vertex model configurations with top and bottom boundary conditions given by
S(w), S(A). Here the boundary conditions are the same as for the functions Fj /., see
Definition 3.3.

Proof of Lemma 4.2 Take a semistandard tableau 7' of shape A, and let v be the shape
formed by numbers from 1 to N — 1. These signatures interlace:

AM =V >l >V > > AN_1 = VN1 = An,

which in the language of the configurations S(A) = {Aj +N—j+ 1} and S(v) =
{vj + N — j} translates into

M+FN>v+N—-1>p+N—-1>vy+N-2>
> AN 2>y 1= A+ 1 “4.4)

There is a unique one-layer six vertex model configuration in Z>; with boundary
conditions S(A) at the bottom and S(v) at the top, with no paths entering from the left,
and a path exiting through the right boundary. The strict inequalities in (4.4) imply
that this configuration satisfies the five vertex condition.

To construct the full desired bijection, look at shapes in the tableau formed by
numbers from 1 to j for every j < N — 1, and argue in the same manner as above.

Finally, observe that under this bijection, for each tableau 7' the product (x | y)”
from (4.2) is the same as the product of the weights (4.4) in the corresponding five
vertex model configuration. Indeed, with the notation v as above, observe that the
variable xx enters the configuration weight only through empty vertices (0, 0; 0, 0),
which gives

AM+N-1 A+N-2 AN
[T v+ ] Gv+ym) o JTGN+ym)
m=vi+N m=vp+N—1 m=1
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This is readily seen to be the same contribution as in (4.2). The argument similarly
extends to all other variables x;.

Remark 4.3 The weight xy41—; + y; in (4.3) may be replaced by x; 4 y; because the
polynomial s, (x | y) is symmetric in the x;’s.

We can now specialize F) given by Definition 3.3 into s, (X | y):
Proposition 4.4 Let A be a signature with N parts. Take complex parameters
P (sfle_l, - ,sfzxg,l), —yfl = (—yl_l, —y2_1, ),
r=(@,...,r), s=(s,s,...). 4.5)

Then we have

XN-IN=2
i 21 ol _X X ---AN-
i BTN e = i D 46
fst 14

The factorial Schur polynomial s)(x | y) is symmetric in the x;’s, and observe
that the deformed symmetry in the x;’s of the right-hand side of (4.6) agrees with
Proposition 3.5.

Proof of Proposition 4.4 Taking the weights W (2.4) with the parameters (4.5) and
applying the limits s — 0, »r — o0 leads to the vertex weights at each (i, j) €
Z=1 x {1, ..., N} (listed in the same order as in (4.3) and Fig.4):

(1+x,'/yi,0,xj/y,~,l,l,xj/y,-). “.7

These weights are almost the same as Wfschur (4.3), and after a certain renormalization
we can get 55 (X | y). Namely, denote by Z the left-hand side of (4.6). Then

AM+N-1
7 1

N
T N= Vi (4.8)
x{v lxév 2...xN_1 ll] !

is the partition function like F) with the vertex weights
(xj + i, 0, 1, y;, yi, 1) (4.9)

inthepart {1,2,..., A1 + N — 1} x {1, ..., N} of the half-infinite rectangle. Indeed,
multiplying by the y;’s clears the all denominators, while the number of the extra
x; factors in (4.7) coming from the weights (1,0; 1,0) and (0,1;1,0) is N — j,
independently of the path configuration. Note also that to the right of A1 + N — 1,
every path configuration contains only vertices of the type (0, 1;0, 1), and so the
remaining weight is equal to 1.

Finally, one can readily check that the number of the extra y; factors coming from the
vertices of types (0, 1; 0, 1) and (1, 0; 0, 1) corresponding to the weights (4.9) is also
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independent of the path configuration, and is equal to ]_[l)‘;fN - y?{kes('\) ANy ki)
This allows to remove the extra y; factors, and turn the weights (4.9) into Wischur
(4.3), up to the permutation of the x;’s allowed by Remark 4.3. Combining all the

extra factors leads to the result.

Let us now present an alternative derivation of the determinantal formula (3.12) for
F). in the special factorial Schur case. This argument is simpler than in the general
case discussed in Appendix A.1.

Corollary 4.5 The determinantal formula for F) of Theorem 3.9 holds in the factorial
Schur specialization (4.5)—(4.6).

Alternative proof Proposition 4.4 was proven using only the partition function defini-
tion of F; and the tableau formula for s, (x | y), to compare the two functions. We can
now use the determinantal formula for s, (x | y) (4.1), and it remains to check that the
formula of Theorem 3.9 specializes to (4.1). We have

P SR, S 1oy 1 s —Yj
}LIPOS ng(s X | -y S) = lim 1 1_[ 1

Il
|
=
.:I’”
=
_|_
=

Therefore, in the specialization of Proposition 4.4, the determinantal formula for F)
turns into

N -2
r Xi — X;
lim RPN ) 4)
<E ’ [1 Xj =X

s—0, r—+o00

I<i<j<N
2 2 -1 TN L
det[s 2 vy 672 =y e |
L, ]=
al Xi R '
- (1‘[<_x,->—1 = )det S SRR
; S KT X Ym
i=1 1<i<j<N m=1 i j=1
which produces (4.1) up to the same prefactor as in (4.6).
Let us now turn to the functions G, and denote
N—1_N-2
x| y) = 1 YI Y2 T.-.¥N-1
XY= FReSO): k=) (x1 ... o)V
=17
lim  Guis2x" ' -y 1 0;9), (4.10)

s—0, 0>+

where A is a signature with N parts, and the parameters are

-2

sT2x 7 = (szxf1

2.—1 -1 -1 -1
7"'5S~XM)7 -y :()’] ay2 7"')7
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0=0,...,0), s=(s,5,...).

Proposition 4.6 The limit (4.10) exists. It is equal to the five vertex partition function
in Z=1 x {1, ..., M} with boundary conditions as for G, (Definition 3.2), and the
following vertex weight at each lattice point (i, j):

Wischur (0,0;0,0) =1, Wesehar(1, 1; 1, 1) =0,

Wischur (1, 0; 1, 0) = Wischur (0, 1; 0, 1) 4.11)

= Wischur (1, 0; 0, 1) = Wisehur (0, 15 1, 0) =

xXj+i

Proof Take the weights W (2.3) used in the definition of the functions G, and apply
the limit transition as in (4.10). We obtain the following weights (listed in the same
order as in the claim):

(10 Xj Vi Yi X )
CUxjh v Xy Xy X i)

which are almost the same as the desired Wischur (4.11). The extra factors x; and
y; can be taken out analogously to the proof of Proposition 4.4, which results in the
prefactor in (4.10).

Remark 4.7 The weights Wischyr (4.11) and their partition functions (coinciding with
our s, for special 1) appeared in [51, 81] (see also [82, 93]) in connection with
enumeration of skew standard Young tableaux.

Proposition 4.8 The functions s; (x1,...,xn |'y) and $)(wy, ..., wy | y) satisfy the
Cauchy summation identity

1

b
wj—x,-

(4.12)

Z Sk(xl,u-,xN|Y)§A(wl,-~7wM|Y)=l_[

N M
A=(A12...2An20) i=1j=

1

where |x;| < |wj| foralli, j.

Proof This is a combination of the Cauchy identity of Theorem 3.8 and the limit
transitions from Propositions 4.4 and 4.6.

When y; = 0, the functions s, (x | y) become the usual Schur polynomials s;,(x),
while for 53 we have

S w0)=(w;... uuw)_]vs)»(u)f1 ...w;,ll).

This agrees with the fact that for y; = 0, identity (4.12) reduces to the usual Cauchy
identity for Schur functions [73, Ch. I, (4.3)].
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Remark 4.9 There is another Cauchy identity involving the polynomials s; (x | y)
together with the dual Schur functions s (w || y) [78, Theorem 3.1] (in [88] a particular
case of the dual Schur functions is included into the family of dual interpolation
Macdonald functions). One can check (by comparing the Cauchy identities or using
the explicit determinantal formula fors;, ) that the s;’s are different from the dual Schur
functions ;.

After this paper was posted, [47] studied combinatorial properties of the functions
5, (in their notation, these are multiples of £%) defined through the Cauchy identity
with factorial Schur polynomials.

4.2 Horizontally homogeneous model

Throughout this subsection we set all the column parameters (in the sense of Fig.9)
to be constant:

sj=s, vi=1, forallj =1,2,.... 4.13)

Denote this specialization by (y; s) = (1;s). In this special case we can relate the
functions F) and G, to the ordinary and the supersymmetric Schur functions, respec-
tively.

The supersymmetric Schur functions s, (a/b), where a = (aj,...,ay), b =
(b1, ..., by) are two sequences of variables, may be defined as coefficients in the
following Cauchy identity involving the ordinary Schur polynomials s, (1, ..., tn),
where N is an arbitrary large enough integer:

N M 1+ 1;b;
> sA(a/b)sA(tl,...,tN):l_[HI (4.14)

—tia;
A=A >..An>0) i=1j=1 )

The supersymmetric Schur functions are related to the factorial Schur polynomials
which appeared in Sect. 4.1, but we do not need this connection here. See [21], [72,
(6.19)] for details. The next statement is independent of the explicit formulas of The-
orems 3.9 and 3.10 (while may also be derived as a corollary of Theorem 3.9, see
Corollary 4.11 below).

Proposition 4.10 (Proposition 1.2 from Introduction) Let A be a signature with N
parts. Under the homogeneous specialization (4.13), we have

. _iN
Fi( Lo s) = det | (A=2 R
X1, ...,xy; 1y s) =de _—
2 (x1 N 20— xp)

ij=1

-2 -2

7. x, rooxXi —X;
||(1 i [[ —— @5
i=1 X LN x
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and, in particular,

Fy(x1,...,xn; 1;158) —s l—sle’“.’ l—ssz . (4.16)
Fon (X1, ..., xn; 1;1508) s2(1 —x1) s2(1 — xn)
For G, we have the following expression:
Gu(xi, ..o xms 1y rss)
N
{s2<1—x,~>}M /{sz(x,- —n} ﬁ 1= 522
= S —_— —_—— .
1 —s2xj j=1 1 _s2rj_2xj i=1) i 1 —s2x; 2y,
4.17)

Both identities (4.16) and (4.17) readily extend to skew functions thanks to the
branching rules (Proposition 3.6) and the fact that Schur and supersymmetric Schur
functions form bases.

Proof of Proposition 4.10 First, observe that (4.16) immediately follows from (4.15)
and the formula for the Schur polynomial as a ratio of two determinants.

The claim (4.15) about F;, follows from the results of [8]. This theorem deals with
the free fermion six vertex model whose weights in the k-th row are given by

w(0,0;0,00 =a®;  w(1,0;1,00 =6, w(1,0;0,1) =c¥;

(4.18)
wl, 1;1,1) =a?;  w©,1;0,H)=bL;  w©,1;1,0)=cP,

such that a(k) (k) bik)bék) = cik)cék) for all k. Note the swap c¢; < ¢; in (4.18)
compared to our usual conventions (2.1) which is needed to match with [8].

By [8, Theorem 9] the partition function with the same boundary conditions as for
F). (Definition 3.3) with the weights (4.18) is equal to

M N\ N

by by ")\ 1+ (0 (g 4 O3

Su(ﬁwwﬁ)l_[(“l e TT @ad” + 065", (4.19)
1 k=1 I<i<j<N

where u; = A1 — An+1—i. Note that here we needed to flip both the horizontal and the
vertical directions for F) compared to the boundary conditions &, in [8]. The extra
factors (a ik)))‘N come from the fact that our lattice weights for F), start from horizontal
position 1 on the left boundary.
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Let us rewrite (4.19) in a determinantal form, and specialize the weights (4.18) to
our W given by (2.4). We obtain

F(xi,...,xn;1;158)
— det I:(bg)/agl))kl7)LN+]_J.+N7]:| H(aik))klcék)(aik))]v71
k=1
(]) (l) b(l)b(])
(]) (l) @) ()
1<i<j<N by” —ay by
1 — s2x; ANty ti=1 N X (rl_ xj— ri_zxi
=det \ 20— == Il <=
s7(1 = xi) i=1 X ey M TN

Replacing Ay y1—j+ j — 1by A; + N — j in the determinant amounts to flipping the
signs in all the factors x; — x; in the denominator, which leads to the desired formula
(4.15).

To establish the claim (4.17) about G,, take identity (3.8) used in the proof of
Theorem 3.8:

ZG Fk(xl’---ny;l;r;s)_NM ;= 6w,
a(Wi, ..., w13 0;s) _1_“_[—
A .

Fon (x1,...,xn; 1515 8)

Observe that this does not use the explicit formula for F) from Theorem 3.9. Employing
(4.16), write this identity as

D Giwr, .. w150 8) (1 ty)

NCOM 142 — Dw,6; — 1)
1_[1_[ 1+s2(t,-(wj—1)—wj)

i=1j=1
2 -2
(w;f;"—1)
M 2\N N m 1+fzj—14
l_[ S w; 9 1_[1_[ 1— szij
- s2w; w; s2(1-wj)
j=1 i=1j=1 zW
where we have denoted
1— s2x; 1 — 5%
i = YT so that X = VRN
s=(1 —x;) s=(1—1)

(the map #; <> x; is an involution). Comparing the previous summation identity with
(4.14) and using linear independence of the Schur polynomials (i.e., the fact that the
coefficients by s, (1, . . ., ty) are uniquely determined by the right-hand side), we get
the claim about G,.
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Corollary 4.11 In the horizontally homogeneous case (4.13) the function F), is given
by the determinantal formula (3.12) of Theorem 3.9.

Alternative proof This proof does not rely on Theorem 3.9 proven in Appendix A.1.
Under (4.13) we have

@ 1y:s) 1 1—s2x k
x|y;s) = .
Pex 1y 1—x \s2(1 —x)

Thus, the claim follows from the first part of Proposition 4.10.

Remark 4.12 1t should be also possible to derive the determinantal formulas of Propo-
sition 4.10 using the Wick formula and Hamiltonian operators for the free fermion six
vertex model with horizontally homogeneous weights, recently studied in [48].

Let us rewrite the explicit formula for G, from Theorem 3.10 in the homogeneous
case. Let A be a signature with N parts. Recall the integer d = d(A) for which Ay > d
and Agy; <d+ 1. Lett = (A —d,..., A\ g —d)and n = (Ag41,...,AN) be
two auxiliary signatures. Let " denote the transposed signature corresponding to the
reflection of the Young diagram of n with respect to the diagonal, cf. [73, 1.(1.3)].
Observe that both T and n’ have d parts.

Proposition 4.13 With the notation given before this proposition, we have

M l—sr 2x -
I1 l_sle Gi(x; 1;159)

1
= Z se(X7)sy (Y1) 1—[ (x] X;) l_[ Vi —y)

,J<dL,. ... M} i€l
|Zl=|N=d ]eJ ,/EI”
1_[ & +y) H(Xj + Y-
ieT iel”
I<j<Mm jedJ
(4.20)
where
2 2 -2
s2(1 —x;) s¥(xir; © = 1)
Xp = ——=, =t 421
1 —s2x o=t #20

and X 7, y1 are subsets of the variables with indices belonging to [J and I, respectively.

Proof Using notation (4.21), we have

s2(s2 = D(x; — xj)
(1 —s2x;)(1 —s2x;)’

Xi —Xj =
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s2(1—s2)(r._2xi— rix))
YimYi= gz (1 = s )]

2(s —1)<x1 ri2x))
Xit+y;=

(1 — s2x;)(1 — 52 rj xj).

With the help of these formulas, we can express all products in (3.14) through x; — x;,
Yi — Y, and x; +y;. The remaining sum over o, p € Sq turns into a product of
determinants leading to Schur polynomials in d variables. This is due to the facts that
in the homogeneous case (4.13) we have

4 201 = %4)
1—[ i \Vi ™ X M rd—h
y~—s.2x~ = Yoy T Tdoy
i=N+1 7! i Viph)
N -2 _
sk( l”(m)xld(m) yk) _ N*llm — ’h/nJFd*m
2.2 . - ia(m) - i(r(m)

k=pum+1 Yk _Sk ig(m)x’ff(m)

In the last equality we used the notation p (3.13) and an observation that N — w,,, =
A, —m = n, + d — m. This completes the proof.

Combining the second part of Proposition 4.10 with Proposition 4.13, we arrive at
the following formula for supersymmetric Schur polynomials:

Corollary 4.14 With the notation given before Proposition 4.13, we have

S XM YY)
= Y sy [ ——
I,7<{1,....M} xj = X’)
LJ<{1, ..., ieJ
\II—Iﬂ—d jeJ
l_[ (y H (X] +yl)1_[(X] +yl
ieT 7! iel iel®
jere 1<j§M jeg

(4.22)

For d = M, formula (4.22) coincides with the Berele-Regev formula [21]. The
latter provides an expression for supersymmetric Schur polynomials in this special
case d()) =

M
S}»(le'-~sXM/ylv 9yM) :ST(Xla "-7XM)S77/(y1’ 7yM) l_[ (Xi +y])
i j=1

Remark 4.15 In the general case d(A) < M, a formula like (4.22) for factorial
Grothendieck polynomials was proven using integrable lattice models in [80]. See
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also [38, 46] for special cases. We remark that our identity (4.22) generalizes the ones
in [38, 46] in a different direction than what is shown in [80].

Moreover, there does not seem to be a direct relation between Corollary 4.14 and
other known formulas for supersymmetric Schur polynomials, including the Sergeev—
Pragacz formula (e.g., see [49, (5)]) and the Moens—Van der Jeugt determinantal
formula [83].

5 Biorthogonality and contour integral formulas

Here we discuss torus-like biorthogonality property for the functions Fj, and employ
it to derive integral and determinantal formulas for the functions G, .

5.1 Biorthogonality

The functions F; (x;y; r; s) satisfy a certain biorthogonality property with respect to
contour integration in the x variables. This biorthogonality extends the torus orthog-
onality of Schur polynomials as irreducible characters of unitary groups. To get the
biorthogonality, we use the determinantal formula for F; of Theorem 3.9.

Fix an integer N > 1 and sequences of complex parameters y = (y1, ¥2,...),
s =(s1,8,...),Xx=(x1,...,xn),r = (r1, ..., ry).Recall the functions ¢ (x | y; §)
defined in (3.11). Let us also define

Vi1 (7, — D S s30 —x)
Vi) = Yi(x | y;8) = s H L . k=0, (5.0)
Ye+1 — Ska Z1 Vi —s,x

) (s2-1)
In particular, ;8) = S,
n particular, Y¥o(x | y, s) N—3x

Lemma 5.1 We have for all k,1 > 0:
1
z—f oz |y, )Yz |y,s)dz = 1k=, (5.2)
wi J,

where y is a closed counterclockwise simple contour in the complex plane containing
the points y; for all j > 1 and not yjsj_2 forall j > 1, and 1= is the indicator that
k =1 (i.e., the Kronecker delta).

Remark 5.2 Here and below in this section we assume that the parameters (here,
sequences y and s) are such that the integration contour exists. Alternatively, one
may also think of the integration formally as the sum of residues at all the points y;,
J = 1, which the contour must encircle.

Proof of Lemma 5.1 First, observe thatatz = oo both ¢4 (z), ¥;(z) behave as const-z !
forall k, [ > 0. For k < [, the product ¢ (z)¥;(z) has only factors of the form y; — s2z

in the denominator, and thus has no poles inside the integration contour y. Therefore
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the integral (5.2) vanishes for k < [. For k > [, the product ¢ (z)¥;(z) has at least
two factors of the form z — y; and no factors of the form y; — sjz.z in the denominator.
Therefore, the integrand is regular outside the contour, so the integral (5.2) vanishes

for k > [ as well. Finally, for k = [ we have

1 1—s?
oDV (2) = et si),

27 Y+l Yk+l — S/3+IZ

and the claim immediately follows.

Using Lemma 5.1, define the following counterparts of the functions Fj:

N Xj—r; "X
Fixyins) =det[ys vt ly:9] [ “—— 63
N>i>j>1 X

where A is a signature with N parts.

Remark 5.3 In the horizontally homogeneous case s; = s, y; = 1, the functions Fi“
are almost the same as the F)’s, up to a factor and a change of variables:

Ff(sfz/xl, . ,sfz/xN; 1;r; )
-2
(1 _ SZ)N(SZ)MH-N(N—I)/Z roOX — Xj
= N 3 H —]72 Fy(xt,....,xN;y;T;S).
[T= 077 =D 1<i<j<n i X —Xj

However, in general the F}"’s cannot be expressed through the F;’s.

Proposition 5.4 For any signatures A, (L with N parts we have

1 % 1_[1<i;éj<N(Zi_Zj)
— dm...?g dzy —2= F(z;y;138) F(z;y; 138) = Ly,
NN J, % [To1 (2 = 2)) ' ’

where the integration is over the variables z = (21, ..., zn) belonging to the torus

vy, and y is a contour around yj not encircling yjsj_z, Jj = 1. Note that the integrand

) ..
has no poles at zj = r; “z; for any i, j.

Proof This proofis similar to the well-known proof of torus orthogonality of the Schur
polynomials. Cancel out the prefactors, and expand the determinants in F; and F}; as
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sums over permutations:

1 i2j<N @i —2j)
%dzl...%dmv H;VS’#"SN L R@yir;s) Fi@y;r;s)
Y Y

N1Qri)V Yo%z — 2))
1
=——@®dzy... 0 d
N!(Zni)N?g, o fi/ o
v N
det [@r,+n—j(zi | y: s)]l.’j:l det [ 4 n—j(zi | y: S)],’J:l

N!

0,71e6nN

N
1 1
== E sgn(o7) l—[ s f Ohoy+N—0 () (Zi) Yy )+ N—(i) (Zi) dzi
i=1 14

Using Lemma 5.1, we see that the product of the integrals is nonzero only if o = 7 and
A = p. When the integral is nonzero, it is equal to 1. Summing N! terms corresponding
toeach 0 = t € Gy, we get the result.

5.2 Contour integral formula for F; /,,

Using the branching rule (Proposition 3.6) and the biorthogonality (Proposition 5.4),
we are able to get contour integral formulas for the functions Fj .

Fix N, M > 1, and signatures A with N + M parts and n with M parts. Furthermore,
fix sequences of complex numbers

X=(x1,...,xy), r=(@1,...,rn), Y=01,¥2,---,), S=(51,5,...).

Proposition 5.5 With the above notation, we have

N
_ re "X — Xj
Fyuxiyims)=[]xe? -0 [ ——
i=1

l<i<jen YT

1 N =

x——— @ dzy % dzy 4 i

M!(an)Mﬁ, v E]l:[l Zj — Xi
M
x detlgs 4 nm— (x Uz |y oI 2 det v, om—j @i L yis)])_ ) (54)
where
i l<i=<M;
xUz; =" S
Zi-m, M+1=<i<M+N,

the integration is over the torus y™, and y is a contour around y j not encircling
yj sj_z, Jj = 1. Per Remark 5.2, we either assume that the contour y exists, or treat the
integral formally.
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Proof Throughout the proof we use the notation z = (z1,...,z2y) and 0 =
(61, ..., 0). We have from the branching rule (Proposition 3.6)

F,(xUz y;rueo;s) = Z Fop(x;y;r;s) Fy(z;y; 0;8),
v

where the sum is over all signatures with M parts. Multiply this (finite) sum by

1 H1<,#]<M(Z1_ Zj)
- - 0;
M\Q2ri)M F,(z;y; 0;9) H, i 1(9 )
_ 1 Hz<]( J)
T M\Q2ri)M Hig/(ei Zi —2j) [WM’JFM i G 1Y S)]l =1

and integrate over z = (21, ..., zy) € y™, where y is a positively oriented contour
around all y; and not encircling y js;Z, j > 1. The integration extracts the single
coefficient by F,, with u = v, which together with the determinantal formulas for F)
(3.12) and for F : (5.3) produces the desired expression.

5.3 Contour integral formula for G/,

Using the skew Cauchy identity (Proposition 3.7) and the biorthogonality (Proposi-
tion 5.4), we can get contour integral formulas for the functions G,/ and G .

Fix integers N, M > 1 and signatures A, v with N parts. Also fix sequences of
complex numbers

=W, ..., wy), Y=y, 0=(©1,....0n), s=(51,52,...).
(5.5)

Proposition 5.6 With the above notation, we have the following contour integral rep-
resentation for the symmetric functions G ),.:

-2
—9 w;

1
Gy (Wi y; 0;5) = W%/da.. f dZNl_[H
. Y

i — W
i=1j=1 J

x det [y an—i(zj |y )]} -y det [Yuan i@ 1y 9] -
(5.6)
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In particular, for . = & we have

ngiqu(SfZYi =)
N1Qri)N

f dm.-.y{ dz det [ on—i(z; 1 v: 9],
v Y

Gy(w;y; 0;8) =

'—9 w]

H1§i<j§N(Zl Zj)
S HH
i —wj

Hi,j:l(yi_zj) i=1j=1

5.7

In both formulas (5.6) and (5.7) the contour y' encircles all v, j = 1, and w;,
i=1,..., M, and leaves out all yjsj_z, Jj > 1. Per Remark 5.2, we either assume the
contour y' exists, or treat the integrals in (5.6)—(5.7) formally.

Proof Since G, = G, JON > identity (5.7) follows from (5.6) and the product formula
(3.9) for Fyn. Next, by Definition 3.2, for fixed A, v the partition function G,y is a
rational function in w, 0, as well as in a finite subfamily of the parameters y and s. The
integral in the right-hand side of (5.6) is also a rational function of these parameters.
Therefore, in proving the proposition we are allowed to impose any open conditions
on the parameters, and then identity (5.6) would hold in general thanks to analytic
continuation.

Take the skew Cauchy identity (3.6) with © = & (and hence » = & in the right-
hand side, which eliminates the summation):

Y Gunwy; 0:9)F(zyitss) = Rz yi s S)]_[]_[ : 'j- (5.8)

ll]]l

Infact, both sides of (5.8) contain the same factor depending on r which can be canceled
out, see the determinantal formula for ) (3.12). In other words, (5.8) essentially does
not depend on r.

In (5.8), we assume that w, y, s, and z are such that

1. All z; belong to some contour y’ encircling all w; and all y;;
Yk — s,fz Yk — W;

Yk =2 Yk —Stw;
condition which implies convergence in (5.8), see Proposition 3.7.

2. Forall z €’ and all j, k we have < 1—46 < 1. This is the

One readily sees that these restrictions on w, y, and s place them into a nonempty open
set, which is sufficient for analytic continuation.
Now, multiply both sides of (5.8) by

1 : *(Z y’ r: S) H1<l7&]<N(Zl - )
N!(27”)N 1_[1] l(r Zj)
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and integrate over z € (y’)". Since the sum in the right-hand side of (5.8) converges
uniformly on the contours, we can interchange summation and integration and use the
biorthogonality of Proposition 5.4 to extract the coefficient G,/ (w;y; 0;s). After
simplification with the help of determinantal formulas (3.12) and (5.3), the integration
of the right-hand side of (5.8) yields the right-hand side of the desired identity (5.6).
Observe that the dependence on the r;’s disappears, as it should be. Analytic contin-
uation then allows to remove the restrictions stated above in the proof, and we arrive
at the result.

5.4 Jacobi-Trudy type formulas for G,/; and G,

Using the contour integral representation for G, from Proposition 5.6, it is possible
to derive a Jacobi-Trudy type determinantal formula for these symmetric functions.

For m > 1 define the shift operator sh,, acting on the sequences y, s as (sh,,y); =
Ym+i»> (ShiuS)i = Sp+i. Also define for all/ € Z:

~ 1 (5741 = Dy ;0 —z) 0w,
hi(w:y: 0:5) = 2= il H ) el ] 8
271 Jyr (i1 = sp 0001 —

(5.9)

where the integration is over a contour ¥’ around all the points y; and w;, leaving

outside the points y;s 2 Observe that (5.9) is symmetric under simultaneous permu-
tations of (w;, 6;). Also denote

(W y; 058) := Ry (w; shyy; ©; shys). (5.10)

Proposition 5.7 Fix N > 1. For any signatures A, v with N parts, and sequences of
complex numbers w,y, 0, s as in (5.5), we have

N
Gu/a(W: ¥; 8:8) = det] 9y, e -iy/cr, vy (Wi Y3 €59) | JERECARY

Remark 5.8 The shifts of the indices in y and s in (5.11) (see (5.10)) are the same as in
[72, 9th variation] (see also [85]), which makes our functions G, a particular case
of the Macdonald’s 9-th variation of the Schur functions.

Proof of Proposition 5.7 Observe that

_Zw_

-0 -
_?ﬁ dzor | y;9)vi(z|y:s) ]_[ —w = hi—k(W; shey; 05 shys).

j=1 /
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Thus, the proposition follows by applying Andréief identity (cf. [39])

(27_[1)1\]% % det[fl(zj)]l = ldet[gl(Z])]l Jj= leI d

N (5.12)
= N! det [—?g fi(2)g(2) dz}
2mi J, _

ij=1

to the contour integral formula for G, (5.6). Indeed here we can take f;(z) =

9 wm
@r4N—i(z | ¥;8) and gj(2) = YN (2 | ¥ 5) H e u
m=1 mn
Remark 5.9 Using Proposition 5.7, one can check that in the case of horizontally
homogeneous parameters y; = 1, s; = s the skew functions G, ,,(w;y; ©; s) turn
(up to a simple product factor) into the supersymmetric skew Schur functions in the
. — 1-0, 2w
variables =L / 7 ui
w;—S$ 01 i =S~
skew case to the skew one.

. In other words, identity (4.17) extends from the non-

For non-skew functions G, there is a simplification of the formula of Proposi-
tion 5.7. Define

, (5.13)

M -2
Z1,/fk(z|y;8)1—lz—9j wj
yp_Z j:l Z_wj'

1
he,p(W; y; 8;8) := %?g d
V/

where v is given by (5. 1) and the integration contour y’ surrounds all the points
v;, w; and leaves out all Yjs; Comparmg (5.9) and (5.13), we see that hl = h; ;1 for
[>0.

Proposition 5.10 (Proposition 1.7 from Introduction) Fix N > 1. For any signature
v with N parts, and sequences of complex numbers w,y, 0, s as in (5.5), we have

-2
S; Vi —Yj
Gywiyi@:9)= []| 2 det[hypn_i jWiy: 0:9)])

. i,j=1"
1<i<j<N Yi = Ji

(5.14)

Proof The integrand in the contour integral formula for G, (5.7) contains the terms
which can be rewritten as a Cauchy determinant:

H1§i<j§N(Zi_Zf)_ 1 det|: 1 :|N
yi)

l_[?,/jzl(yi —Zj) [izicjenOj— Yi = Zjdi j=1

Combining this with the other determinant det[v, +y—;(z;)] in (5.7) and applying
Andréief identity (5.12), we arrive at the desired formula. O
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Part Il Determinantal processes

In this part (accompanied by Appendix B) we develop determinantal point processes
based on the symmetric functions F;, G, from Part I. By analogy with Schur and
Macdonald processes [9, 90], we call them the FG processes. We compute the corre-
lation kernel for ascending FG processes (a particular subclass of FG processes) in a
double contour integral form.

6 FG measures and processes
6.1 Specializations
Fix the parameter sequences
y=01y,...), s=(s1,52,...),
for which there exists ¢ > 0 such that
e<yj<e !, e<sj<l—g forallj. (6.1)

Under suitable restrictions on the other parameters, the values of F;, G, become
nonnegative. This leads to the following definition:

Definition 6.1 Let N € Z>; andletx = (x1,...,xn), T = (71, ..., ry) be such that
0<xi<yj< rl._zx,- < sj_zyj, forall i, j. (6.2)

Under (6.1) and (6.2), one readily sees that all the vertex weights W, w (2.3),(2.4) are
nonnegative. This implies that the values of the symmetric functions Fj . (X; y; r; s)
and G/, (X; y; r; S) are nonnegative.

We call (x; r) a nonnegative specialization, and denote this by p € Spec, (where
N indicates the number of variables). When convenient, we denote the values of our
symmetric functions at p by Fj /. (0), G/ (p), and omit explicitly specifying their
overall dependence on y, s.
Remark 6.2 The vertex weights W, W (2.3), (2.4) depend only on differences between
the parameters x, y, r~>x, s~ 2y. Therefore, conditions x;, y ;> 0in (6.1)~(6.2) may
be dropped, but we keep them throughout this Part II for convenience of dealing with
various inequalities on the parameters.

The empty specialization p = & € Spec, is nonnegative, and
Fopu(@) ==y,  Guu(@) = Lizp. (6.3)
For the function G/, we also get the same delta function by substituting the zero

variables, namely, G/, (0, ...,0;y;r;s) = 1,—,. This is evident by looking at the
vertex weights W (2.3), as the weight of the vertex (1, 0; 0, 1) vanishes.
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For two specializations p = (x; r) and p’ = (x; r’), denote by p U o’ their union
(concatenation) with variables (x U x’; r Ur’), as in Proposition 3.6.

In order to use the Cauchy identities, we need to make sure that the corresponding
infinite series converge:

Definition 6.3 Two nonnegative specializations p = (x;r) € Specy and p' =
(w, 0) € Spec,, are called compatible (notation (p; p') € Comp) if there exists
6 > 0 such that

-2
S Yk —Xi Yk — Wj
Yk — Xi sk_zyk—wj

<1—-68<1 foralli, j andallsufficientlylarge k > 0.
(6.4)

Compatibility depends on the parameters (y; s), which are assumed fixed. Note also
that the relation (p; p’) € Comp is not symmetric in p, p’.

Let us denote, for p = (x; 1) € Specy, p’ = (w, ) € Spec,,,

M(p; p) —]_[]_[

i=1j=1

-2
—9 u)]

(6.5)

N -2 -2
i< j<n Ty Xi = xj)(s; T yi — )
Z(p) = l_[xz'(rfz —1 H1§1<./§N Il\/ i JI\2q ! J .
i=1 [1ij=10i —x))

Thus, the Cauchy identities (Propositions 3.7 and 3.8) take the following form for two
compatible specializations p, p’:

Y GV Fosu(p) = T(p; p) D Grupse(0) Frpc(p),

(6.6)
> F(0)Gu(p) = T(p: ) Z(p).
v
6.2 Probability distributions from Cauchy identities
Let T > 1, N > 0 be integers, and pick a nonnegative specialization
p=(X1,...,XN;T1,...,TN) € Specy
and variables (wy, 61), ..., (wr, 67) such thateach (w;, 6;) € Spec; is also a nonneg-

ative specialization in the sense of Definition 6.1. Assume that these specializations
are compatible in the sense of Definition 6.3, that is,

-2
Xi — 8, Yk Wj— Yk
Xi — Yk wj—sk_zyk

<1—-68<1 foralli, jand sufficiently largek > O.

6.7)
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Definition 6.4 The ascending FG process is a probability measure on sequences of
signatures A1, ..., A7) (each with N parts) defined by

APGD @AMy
1
=z G (wiy; 0159G 0 (w23 y; 0258) . ...

G pa-v(wr;y; 0r; 8) Fya (p),

(6.8)
where the normalizing constant is equal to
Z= Z(p)Hn(p (w;. 0)))
j=1
_ -2
_ ﬁx-(r_z 1 [li<icj<n(; 2xi —xj)(s yi =) & l—[ l—[ —9; w,
= S(re— 7
i1 ' [1i=10i —x)) il j=1 T Wi
(6.9)

This definition is parallel to a particular case of Schur processes [90], see also [9].
Later in Sect. 9 we connect ascending FG processes to a certain dimer model.

Remark 6.5 From the explicit formula for F) (Theorem 3.9) it is evident that F,r)
divided by Z (6.9) does not depend on the parameters r;, and hence the whole ascend-
ing FG process is independent of these parameters, too.

The marginal distribution of each A/ under the FG process has the following form:
Definition 6.6 Let the parameters (y; s) satisfying (6.1) be fixed. Let M, N > 1, and
take nonnegative specializations p = (x;r) € Specy, o’ = (w; 0) € Spec,, such
that (o, p’) € Comp. The FG measure is a probability distribution on signatures A
with N parts with probability weights

M) := M (6.10)
C Z(p)(p; p)’ '

Definition 6.6 is parallel to the definition of the Schur measure [86]. Using branching

(Proposition 3.6) and the first relation of (6.6), we see that forevery j = 1,..., T,
the signature A/) (with N parts) is distributed as the FG measure with specializations
p = (x;r) € Specy and p" = (w1, ..., wj; 01, ...,0;) € Spec;.

6.3 Determinantal correlation kernel

Take a random sequence of signatures AV, ... A distributed according to the
ascending FG process (6.8), and associate to it a random point configuration

T

ST = J({r} x S&.)) (6.11)

=1
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in{l,..., T} x Z>1, where we use notation S(1) from (3.1).

We are interested in correlation functions of the ascending FG process, which
are defined for any fixed finite subset A C {1,...,T} x Z>; as the probabil-
ities Py [A - S(T)]. We show that the ascending FG process is determinantal,
that is, all its correlation functions are determinants of a certain correlation kernel
Kapt,a;t',a"),1 <t,i’ <T,a,a’ > 1.1t has the following form:

Kap(t,a;t',a') = ;% duf dv 1 ﬁ ( — yr)(v — xx)
s Uy Ly (zﬂi)z Fyﬂ_zw Fy.w u—uv (L{ — xk)(v — yk)

a—1

1—s;2) 1 v—y;
Xya( _Za) l—[ _yzj
V= Sa Ya T Va G V=87

k=1

t

ﬁv—@(l_zwdl—[ U — we

-2
v—w — 6
i) d ._ju 6; “we,

a'—1

[

j=1

-2
u—s;7yj

u—yj

(6.12)

where the integration contours are positively oriented circles one inside the other (the
u contour is outside for ¢ < ¢’ while the v contour is outside for ¢ > ¢’); the u contour
encircles all the points y;, 9;2 w; and not xx; and the v contour encircles all the points

yi, wj and not s, 2 Yk. Observe that K 4 is independent of the 7;’s, which agrees with
Remark 6.5.

Theorem 6.7 (Theorem 1.8 from Introduction) The random point configuration S
constructed from the ascending FG process is a determinantal point process with the
kernel K 49 (6.12):

Pap[A € ST] = det[Kap(ti, ai3 1), a,)]:.’szl (6.13)

forany A ={(t1,a1), ..., tm,an)} C{1,..., T} X Z>1.

We prove Theorem 6.7 using an Eynard—Mehta type approach (e.g., see [20]) which
is possible due to determinantal formulas for our symmetric functions from Sect.5.
This approach is quite standard and is deferred to Appendix B.

Moreover, in Sect.8 below we discuss more general FG processes (having the
structure similar to the general Schur processes of [90]) and connect them to fermionic
operators in the Fock space (developed in Sect. 7). We employ this connection to obtain
a generating function for the correlation kernel. In Sect. 8.6 we check that the Fock
space approach leads to the same correlation kernel in the ascending case.
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Corollary 6.8 The FG measure (Definition 6.6) gives rise to a determinantal point
process S(A) on Z=1 with the correlation kernel

1 b=y = x)
Koi(a,a) = — d dv ] =
@)= iy 7% ”?gr ==

M

I  — w) (v — 67 2w;)

(v —wi) @ — 6 2w;)

i=1

/ —
a—1 a—lu_s2

1 oy, (1—s7% 1 I v—yj I i Vi

u—v U_Sa_z)’a u_ya,jzlv_sj_2yj j=1 u—Jyj

(6.14)

with the integration contours are the same as in (6.12), and the u contour is outside
the v contour.

6.4 Horizontally homogeneous model and Schur measure

In the horizontally homogeneous case s; = s, y; = 1 for alli > 1, thanks to Proposi-
tion 4.10, the FG measure reduces to the Schur measure

1_2

$°X1 1 —ssz
) S}L
s2(1 = x1) s2(1 —xn)

201 _ v M 2072 — )\ M
o) ),
1—s2x; } 1 =520 w; )=

1—s2x; 1-w;
I—xi 1—s2w;
(this condition follows from Definition 6.3). Therefore, by [20, 86] its determinantal
correlation kernel has a double contour integral form. Let us compare that expression
with Corollary 6.8.
First, we recall the correlation kernel of the Schur measure from [20, 86]. A function
that enters the kernel is

1
Pschur(A) = 23)» <

for a suitable normalization constant Z, and

| <1-6<1foralli,j

s2(1—wj) ;|

N 1 L R
3w
Osehur (V) = [ | ———= [ —55— :
i=1 —ﬁU,'zll_i_M -1
N sTi—x) ~ - 1-520 7w,
Hi(U)
1/Hy (U™
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where Hi, H, are the generating functions associated with the two specializations of
the Schur functions in (6.15). The correlation kernel is then given by

dudv va N Do (U)
K , "e 1.
Sehur (4, @) = <2m)27§ 7§ UiV bsqu(v) S0
(6.16)

The shiftsby N+ 1ina, a’ come from the fact that our encoding of the particle config-
urations in Z is different compared to the Schur measures. The integration contours are
such that |V| < |U| and the Taylor expansions of Hy(U), H(V), Hy(U™Y, Hy(V™h
on the contours are into suitable generating series in U and V, respectively:

1 — 52 Sz(efzwj -, s2(1—w))
- wramm——— U < 1, —_— <1, - A < 17
s2(1 — x;) 1 —s29;2w,- 1 —s?w;
forall i, j.
Let us change the variables in (6.16) as
u—1 v—1 audv s2(s2=1) dudv
U = s V = y = s
u— 52 v—s2 U-V (1A-s2u)(1—s2v)u—v
which yields

p B dudv ~ (1—s72) u—s2\"(v—1\"
Sehur (@ 0') = T 1)27§7§u—v(u—s—2)(v—1>< u—1 ) (v—s—z)

M -2
u—1 vV — X u—w; v—0;"w;
X(v—l) nu—xil_[ j

72 ’
v—w — 0. ;
i=1 j=1 ju—0;"w;

over the contours such that

-2

v—1 u—s2 sTc—x; u—1
5 <1, _ 5 <1,
v—sc u—1 1—x; u—s—
-2
6/. wj—1 452 1 —w, v—s2
5 <1, 5 < 1.
S_Z—Qj_u)j u—1 ST —wj v—1

One can check that these conditions hold on the contour v around 1 and w, and the
contour # containing the v contour and also encircling w/62. Thus, our Corollary 6.8
reduces (up to the swap a <> a’ which does not affect the determinantal point process)
to the known kernel of the particular Schur measure (6.15).
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7 Fermionic operators

In this section we develop fermionic operators in the Fock space which serve as
inhomogeneous analogues of the operators employed in studying Schur measures and
processes in [86, 90].

7.1 Simplified commutation relations

Let VO k € Z, be the two-dimensional complex space with basis e(()k), eik). We will
consider tensor products of the form

yIMNT.— yOM) o yM+D @ @ vNM M <N. (7.1)

As usual, when working with row operators (see the beginning of Sect. 2.3), we think
that each V® carries two parameters (yx, Sx), k € Z.

Remark 7.1 This is the first time when we allow the indices of the parameters (yx, k)
to be nonpositive. However, when applying our computations to actual probability
measures, the indices of (y;, s;) will always satisfy j € Z>.

Recall the operators A, B, C, D (2.8) acting in each 140N They depend on x, r,
and also on the parameters (yx, sx) attached to V& 'We omit the latter in the notation,
and write A = A(x, r), and so on. Via (2.9), these operators also act on any tensor
products of the form VI™-ND_Our first observation is that with special values of the
parameters (x, r), the operators A, B, C, D satisfy certain simplified relations:

Proposition 7.2 Forany x,z,t € C we have?

B(x,t)B(z,+/2/x) =0 = B(z, 1) B(x, /x/2);

(7.2)
C(x,/x/2)C(z,t) =0=C(z,+/z/x)C(x, 1),
and
B(z,+/2/x)D(x,+/x/z) + D(z,/z/x)B(x,/x/2) = 0;
D(z,/z/x)C(x,/x/2) = C(z,/2/x)D(x,~/x/2);
D(x,/x/2)A(z,\/z2/x) — C(x,/x/2)B(z,/z2/X)
= D(z,z/x)A(x,/x/2) + B(z, y/2/x)C(x, /x/2);
A(x,v/x/2)D(z,+/z/x) — B(x,+/x/2)C(z,+/2/X)
= A(z,/z/x)D(x,/x/2) + C(z,/z/x)B(x,/x/2).
(71.3)

2 All square roots involved in identities in this proposition and throughout the section are always squared
in the action of the operators, so we do not need to specify the branches.
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Proof For (7.2), we use relations (2.10), (2.11). In particular, to get the first identity
in (7.2), take (x1,71) = (z,/z/x) and (x2,r2) = (x, ), which implies (r 2x —
72)B(x,t)B(z, /7/x) = 0. All other identities in (7.2) are established in a similar
way.

Let us now turn to (7.3). For the first identity, use (2.14),

(x1 — x2)B(x2, 1) D(x1, 1) = (r{ 2x1 — x2) D(x1, 1) B(x2, 12)

+x2(1 — r;2)D(x2, 12) B(x1, 1)
with (x1,71) = (x, «/x/2) and (x2, r2) = (2, /2/X), which yields
(x —2)B(z,vz/x)D(x, /x/2) = z(1 — x/2) D(z, /2/X) B(x, /X /2),

and thus we obtain the first identity from (7.3) The second identity is analogous with
the help of (2.16). The last two identities follow in a similar way from (2.19) and
(2.20), respectively. O

Recall that each subset 7C {M, M + 1, ..., N} (where M < N) corresponds to a
vector e € VIM-NI defined as

M M+1 N
efze,(w)(}?e,(w\:I )®---®31£N)’ ki = ki(D) = lieT.

Also recall the inner product (-, -) on tensor powers of C2 such as VN1 under which
the vectors of the form e are orthonormal.

Propositions 7.3, 7.7 and 7.6 below show that matrix elements of D (x, /x/z) B(z,
A/z/x) and D(x, /x/z)C(z, /z/x) can be used to detect if two subsets of {M, ..., N}
are different by a single element. This is summarized in Theorem 7.11 below.

Proposition 7.3 Fix nonzero x, z € C; integers m > 0 and M < N; and two integer
sets

R=@1<rn<...<rp), T=U<h<...<ty <tpt+l),
R, TC{M,M+1,...,N}.

If R is not a subset of I, then

(er. D(x,y/x/2)B(z,y/z/x)e7) = 0 = (e1, D(x, {/x/2)C(z, y/z/x)er). (1.4

Proof We only establish the first equality in (7.4), the second equality follows in a
similar manner. For convenience of notation, we set 1,41 = ;42 = +o00 throughout
the proof.

Since R is not a subset of 7, there exists an index 1 < n < m such that either
ty < Ty < tyyl, Oty < Ty < tyyo. Fix such n. Define sets R’ = RN (—oo, 1y, — 1]
and R” = R N [r,, +00), and similarly 7’, 7”.
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First, assume that #,,1 < 7, < t,42. Then since |R'| =n — 1 = |T'| — 2, we have
using VIMNT = yIMm=1l @ yim.Nl and (2.9), picking B twice for the left tensor
product:

(er. D(x,y/x/2)B(z,y/z/x)eq)
= (er’, B(x, /x/2)B(z, v/z/x)er)err, C(x, Vx/2) Az, v/z/x)eq).

The latter expression vanishes by identity (7.2) from Proposition 7.2.

Now let us assume that t, < r, < t,41. Define sets R, = R N (—o0, 1,1, =
RN [ry+ 1, +00), and similarly 7, 7). We have |Rj| = || = n, so with VIM:N =
VM.l @ ylm+1L.N] in the expansion (2.9) we need to take the D operator twice. We
have

(er. D(x,y/x/2)B(z,y/z/x)eq)
= <6R{,’ D(x,/x/z2)D(z, \/z/x)e%xeng, D(x,/x/2)B(z, \/z/x)eTO/>.

In the first factor we apply (2.9) with VIl = yIMrn=ll g y W) QObserve that
I[R'|=n—1=|7|—1, so we obtain

(ery, D(x, Vx/2)D(z, \/zﬁ)eT)
= {er', D0 3/ B@ V2 ez |e. Dx. Vx/2)C . v/z/x)ep™)
Hewrs BGr, VX/2)D (2, Yz x)er)el™, Clx, V/x/2) Dz, v/z/x)el™).

This expression vanishes thanks to the first two identities in (7.3). m]

7.2 Normalized operators

Let us now introduce normalizations of our operators A, B, C, D, which allow to take
the limit as M — —oo, N — 400 without running into infinite products:

Definition7.4 Fix x,r € C. For M < 0 < N, define the normalized operators
AMNT (), BN (), CIMNT(x ), and DMN(x, r) acting on VIM-N by

ANy - A(x,r})v
[Tz W'(l 1 1, l)ﬂj_1W~(0 1;0,1)
2 =P v s
= A(x,r) ;
l_A[l 57 (x = ry>,1_[l ,(y,—x)
BIMNI (x4 = B(x,r)

o, W-(l 0: 1, 0)1‘[§.V_1W-(o 1:0, 1)

N
—B(xr)l_[ i =87 ]_[

i= Myl / 1 ](y]_x)
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C(x,r) z(yz—sx)
C[M,N] ’ _
=D )Il,u—ry)
Dx.r) Yi —§; 2x
D[M’N] i _ |
. 10, Wi(l,0;1,0) x,r) H -

Here W; are vertex weights (2.3) with the parameters W;(---) = W(--- | x; yj; 75 5).

Definition 7.5 Let us define expressions ®;, ij for j € Z as follows:

-2y j-1
)’j(l—Sj )j X — Yk i=0:
_2 _2 9 9
X =87V g X~ SE Dk
Di(x,2) = '(1_13_2) 0 s
Yj j Hx—sk Vi i<0
_2 _ ’ — )
X =87V e X = Yk
i—1 _
Z—x jl—Iz—skzyk =0
. TV BT ’
®h(r.2) = ;
Z—Xx Z— Yk i<0
Z—ij:jz—sk_zyk’ -

Note that while & (x, z) does not depend on z, it is convenient to keep the &, dDj
notation uniform.

Proposition 7.6 Fix nonzero x, z € C; integers m > 0 and M < N; and two integer
sets

R=@1<rn<...<rp), T=<h <...<ty <lpt+l),
R, ITCc{M,M+1,...,N}.

Iffor some j € {1,...,m+ 1} we have R = T\ {tj}, then

(er, DMM(x, /x/2) BM Nz, (/2 /x)eq) = (~D)"7H@F (x,2). (7.9

Proof Observe that by Definition 7.4,

D[M’N](x,\/x/z)B[M’N](Z,\/Z/x) D(x,\/x/z )B(z,\/z/x)l_[ (

j=1 J Yi— )
(7.6)

Therefore, it suffices to evaluate D(x, </x/z) B(z, </z/x). In the action of this operator
in the tensor product of the spaces V®), whenever we see D(x, /x/2)D(z, /z/x),
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we have

(", Dx, Vx /2D, V2 /00el) = e, D(x, X/ D, Va/x)el) = 1.

(7.7)

This means that nontrivial contributions to the left-hand side of (7.5) can only come
from the configuration to the right of 7;. Without loss of the generality, we may assume
that j = 1,and r; = tj4 fori =1,...,m.

For any k, define Ry = R N [M, k], and similarly for 7;. If k = ¢; for some
i=2,...,m+ 1, we have by (2.9):

(eRk, D(x,+/x/2)B(z, ‘/z/x)eTk>
= (ekal, D(x,+/x/7)B(z, \/z/x)ey;cfl)(eik), D(x,/x/2)A(z, \/z/x)eik))
+ (eR,H, B(x,+/x/7)D(z, \/z/x)eﬁ71)<e§k), C(x,+/x/2)B(z, \/z/x)eik)>.

(7.8)

The first identity in (7.3) states that the D and B operators can be swapped, producing
a negative sign. Applying this to the second summand in the right-hand side of (7.8),
we see that

(7.8) = <€Rk 1 DX, /x/2)B(z, z/x)eT; _ 1)
x (e (D(x S/ Az 7)x) — C(x, /x )z )B(z,\/z/x)) )
=(e73k 1,D(x VXx/2)B(z,v/z/x)e;_ 1)
x( (D(z,\/z/x)A(x Vx/2) + B(z,/z2/x)C(x, /x )) (k)),

where in the second equality we applied the third identity in (7.3). Now observe that

the operator C maps ei ) t0 0, and we can continue (evaluating the eigenaction of

D(z, +/z/x)A(x, \/x/z) on the vector e; ))

(7.8) = yZZ_ y")( eri 1 D, X/ B2, /2 )er ).

Now let us compute the same quantity if k ¢ 7. Then we have by (2.9):

(ery. D(x./x/2)B(z. /z/x)ex;)
= (ery» D(x, VX2 Bz, Vz/)eq, el Dx, Vx/2D)AGz, Vz/x)eld)

2 _
_B0D e T e

Yk — 8§ 2
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We can now compute the action of D(x, /x/z)B(z, +/2/x) by successively split-
—2)

. . . S (k
ting off the tensor factors, each time we obtain the factor :I:ky—z. The overall

Yk — SkZ
number of negative signs is (—1)”, which translates to (—1)" /%! when dropping
the assumption j = 1. In the last step of the splitting, at k = ¢;, we have

(e, D(x, Vx/2) Bz /z/x)e®) = G =)

Yk — 8§ k Z
Recalling normalization (7.6), we get the desired identity. O

Proposition 7.7 Fix nonzero x, z € C; integers m > 0 and M < N; and two integer
sets

=(r<m<...<rm, T=t <t <...<ty <typi1),
R, TCc{M,M+1,...,N}.

Iffor some j € {1,...,m+ 1} we have R = T\ {lj}, then

(er. DM N (x, /x/2)C™M Nz, 2/ x)er) = (=DM d, (x,2). (7.9)

Proof The proof follows along the same lines as the proof of the previous Proposi-
tion 7.6. First we observe that (cf. Definition 7.4)

DM, fx/) MMz, /z/x)
= (DM D(x, F)C(Z,\/z/x)l_[ 2(_ Ry (7.10)

lMl )

Thus, it suffices to evaluate D(x, v/x/z)C(z, +/z/x). In the action of this operator in
the tensor product of the spaces V*®), whenever we see D(x, /x/z) D(z, \/2/X), We
may use (7.7). This means that nontrivial contributions to the left-hand side of (7.9)
can only come from the configuration to the left of #;. Without loss of the generality,

we may assume that j =m + 1,andr; =¢; fori =1,...,m.
For any k, define Ry = [k, N]N'R, and similarly for 7. First, assuming that k = #;
for somei =1, ..., m, we have by (2.9) and the second identity in (7.3):

(eTk, D(x,/x/2)C(z, ,/z/x)eRk) = (eTk, C(x,+/x/2)D(z, \/z/x)enk)
= < ) , C(x,+/x/2)B(z, \/Z/X)Egk)>(€’]7(+l, D(x,+/x/2)C(z, ‘/z/x)enk+1>
+(ef”, A, Vx/2)D (. V2 e Nen,, . Clx. Vx/)D(z. v/2/Xer,., ).

(7.11)
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We next have by (7.3):

(7.11) = (., C(x, Vx/D Dz V2 /X)eRy,)
x (el (ACe VDG V) + C x DB ef)
= (711, Cx, VXD V2 DeRy, )
x (el (4G Va/0) DG Vx/2) = B V20, V) o)
= om0 Ce VX /DDG. Ve Der, el A V70 DG Ve D)ell)

L D N e 7t o P

Yk — skx

Here we used the fact that the C operator maps eik) to 0, and for the last equality we
evaluated the eigenaction on egk).

Now assume that k ¢ 7. Then we have

<€Tk, D(x,/x/2)C(z, \/z/x)eRk) = (eTk, C(x,v/x/2)D(z, \/z/x)eRk)
= (e}, Ax./x/2)D (. Vz/x)ey Neq, . Cx. V/x/2)D(z, 2/ X)er,,,)

_ s vk — )<€Tk+1’D(x VX/DC @z /x)er,,)-

)’k_sk

We can now compute the action of D(x, /x/z)C(z, /z/x) by successively splitting
sg(Vk — X)
= 2
Y = Si*
number of negative signs is (—1)™, which translates into (—1)/~! upon passing to the
general case not assuming j = m + 1. In the last splitting, at k = t#,,,4-1, we have

off the tensor factors. Each time we obtain the factor , and the overall

)
( k) , D(x, MW(LJsz)é’”) Lzsk)

Yk — SiX
Recalling normalization (7.10), we get the desired identity. O

7.3 Fermionic operators in the Fock space

We now pass to the infinite volume limit as M — —oo and N — 4o00. As a result,
from the spaces VIM-Nl we get the Fock space F. By definition, F is spanned by the
vectors e,

~+00
® e/(;:i), km = k(1) = Lyer,

m=—0oQ
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where 7 runs over semi-infinite subsets of Z. A subset 7 is called semi-infinite (also
sometimes referred to as densely packed towards —oo) if there exists C = C(7) > 0
suchthati ¢ 7foralli > C andi € 7foralli < —C.

In F, we can define an inner product under which the e7’s form an orthonormal
basis:

(eT, er) = 17=R.

We do not need to consider convergence in JF as all computations below are done in
terms of this inner product. For example, (v, e7) may be viewed as an operation of
picking a coefficient of e7in v, a formal infinite linear combination of the e ’s.

For a semi-infinite subset 7, define

(D = #(TNZog) —#Zeo\ D, h;(D:=#{teT:t>j}. (112

The quantity ¢(7) is called charge. Define the change operator ¢: F — JF on the basis
by c(e7) = c(?)er; and then extend by linearity.

Clearly, ¢(7) can be any integer, and we have the decomposition of F into subspaces
with fixed charge:

F = @5’”, F, = span{er: c¢(7) = n}.

nez

The normalized operators AM-N1 | BIMNT CIM.N1 and DM N1 from Definition 7.4
admit matrix element-wise infinite volume limitsas M — —oo, N — +00. We denote
the limiting operators by AZ(x, r), BZ(x, r), CZ(x, r), DZ(x, r). These operators act
in the Fock space ', more precisely,

AZ:F,,—>?,,, BZ:S""—)’J"n,], CZ:’J"n—>3"n+1, DZ:EF,1—>5,,.

With this understanding, it is clear that the matrix elements like (er; AZeR), and so
on, are well-defined for all possible values of the parameters (x;y; r;s), simply as
products (= suitable partition functions) of normalized weights as in Definition 7.4,
only finitely many of which differ from 1. See also Sect. 1.6 in Introduction for a
pictorial definition of these operators.

The operators AZ BZ cZ, pZ satisfy a number of commutation relations:

Proposition 7.8 We have

_2x2 _

B (1 ) B (va. ) = 25 L B2 (xy, 1) B2 ey ) (7.13)
r X1 — X2
DZ(x1, 1) D% (x2, 12) = D%(x2, r2) D% (x1, 11); (7.14)
-2
BZ(x1, r)D%(x2, 1) = 2221 DZ(xy, 12) BE(x1, 11):; (7.15)
X2 — X1
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CZ(x1, 1) DE(xa, 12) = — 2 pZ(xy, r)CE(x1, 1) (7.16)

T2y —r

-2
BZ(x1, r)CE(xy, 1) = 2 L 22y, 1) BE(x1, 1), (7.17)

X2 — X1

All identities are understood in the sense of matrix elements, for example, for (7.13)
we have

-2
}”2 X2 — X1

(eT, BZ()q , rl)BZ(xz, m)er) = (eT; BZ(xz, rg)BZ(xl, ryer),

rTxr —x
er € F,, eTe F,_n.

Identities (7.13), (7.14) hold for arbitrary values of the parameters, but the other ones
require the following restrictions. For (7.15), we assume

(s72y; = x1)(yj —x2)

Dxiix —
e (s; 2)’/ —x2)(yj — x1)

< 1—38 <1 forsufficiently large j > 0.(7.18)

For (7.16), we assume

572y = 2x) (v — 1y °x2)
r2xyir 2y - — —3 — <1-6<1
rohh (s;7yj —ry “x2)(yj —ry “x1)
for sufficiently small j < 0. (7.19)
Finally, (7.17) holds under both conditions ®y,.,, and er;%z;r;%«y

Proof All the desired identities follow from the Yang-Baxter equation (Proposi-
tion 2.4) applied to the operators AMN] BIM.N] CIM.N] pIM.N] (Definition 7.4),
after taking the limit M — —oo, N — 4-o0. This limit is straightforward for identities
(7.13) and (7.14) using (2.10) and (2.13), respectively. Let us explain how to obtain
the remaining identities.

For (7.15), we use (2.14) to write

)
. X)) — X
BMN(xy r) DM N (xy py) = 22— 2 DM-N(xy 1) BM-N(xy 7p)

X2 — X1

1—ri)x Noyi—s2x1 vy, —x
+—( . )1D[M’N](m,V1)B[M’N](X2,r2)1_[ I M R

X2 — X1 Yji —X1 yj — S]2-X2

Jj=1
Thanks to the assumptions, the second term (more precisely, its pairing with two

arbitrary vectors (e, (- - - )er)) can be bounded in the absolute value by C(1 — HN,
and hence vanishes as N — +o0.
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For (7.16), we write using (2.17):

-2
ry X1 —X2
CM My, r) DMy, r) = ————— DM Mg, 1) M M (xy 1)
ryoxr —ry Cx2
-2 -2 -2
x2(1—r X| Ty “x2—Yi
H DN (xy, rl)CMN](m,rz)H N S 72yl :
ry X1 —ry X2 - x1 — i Yi =S8y X2

Thanks to our assumptions, the second term vanishes in the infinite volume limit. O
Finally, for (7.17), we write using (2.19):

[M,N] [M,N] r2_2x2—r1_2x1 [M,N] [M,N]
BY " (xy, r)CY (xp, 1) = —————C" " (a2, 1) B T (X, 1)

X2 — X1

-2
x1(riyi==1)
—L—

(D[M’N](X2, r) AN ()
X2 — X1

0
1—[ Yi — S r2 x2)’t _xl/rl nsj(yj — Xx1)
sy Yi—six oxi—yi/s i1 Vi TS Sxi

2x x2/r s3(yj — x2)
—DM Ny, ) A ](xz,m)]"[y’ '1 L 2/2]‘[ A )

sy Yi—sixi xa—yi/s i1 Vi TS o)

0 Vi —8; )’t/s Yi _Sle
x H 2 H
M

i— yl_s ry xly_xZ/r (yz_xl)

Again, thanks to our assumptions, the terms involving the operators A, D vanish in
the infinite volume limit. O

Definition 7.9 For each j € Z, define the fermionic creation and annihilation opera-
tors ¥, xp;‘: F — T on the basis by (and then extending by linearity):

(=)@
07

D" Deqyy,  jeT

€T0{j}>

m
NN

Vjer= : Yier=

Clearly, ¥;: 3, = JF,41 and wj: F, — F,_1. The operators y;, 1//7 satisfy the
anticommutation relations (that are easy to check directly) '

Uip + Vi =1,
Uk + Uk = Ui Ul = e H e =0, k£ L.

Moreover,
Vjyier=1jerer. (7.20)
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Define the operators

W(x,z) = D%(x, x/2)C%(z, /2 /x)(—1)",
W*(x,z) = D%(x,/x/2)B%(z, /z/x), (7.21)

where c¢ is the charge operator. Clearly, ¥ (x, z): ¥, — F,41 and ¥*(x,2): F, —
F,—1. Let us record several relations for &, W*:

Proposition 7.10 We have

7 u—r-2x 7
Bo(x, r)¥(u, ) = —— W(u, £)B™(x,r) under @y, Bx;zr Oyp2y
(7.22)
W(u, ¢)D%(w, 0) = % DZ(w, 0)W(u, ¢) under ©,.5-2,: (7.23)
u— w ’
Z * _ v=x * Z .
B7(x,r)¥*(k,v) = —— V¥ («, v)B™(x,r) under ®y.; (7.24)
FTix — v
* Z 97211) Y/ *
¥k, v)D"(w, 0) = —— D™ (w, 0) V" (k, v) under By.y; (7.25)
w—v

\Ij*(Ka U)‘I’(M, ;) = _\Ij(uﬂ é‘)\y*(Ka U) under @U;ua @U;§7 eu;l(v eu;v-
(7.26)

These identities are again understood in the sense of matrix elements in the standard
basis. For example, we have {e1, V*(k, v)V(u, {)er) = —(e7¥(u, )V*(k, v)er)
forall eT, eg € Fy,, n € Z. Conditions ® and & are defined in (7.18)—(7.19).

Proof These identities and the corresponding conditions immediately follow from
Proposition 7.8. Note the extra minus signs in (7.22) and (7.26) which arise from
commuting (—1)¢ with BZ. O

The next statement is one of the key results on the operators ¥ and W* in the Fock
space:
Theorem 7.11 (Theorem 1.13 from Introduction) As operators on F, we have
Vx,2) =Y @i, Y;, W)= i)y,
JEZL JjEeZ

where the expressions @, @7 are given in Definition 7.5. In particular, ¥V (x, 7) is
independent of z, which is evident from the formula for ® ;(x, z).

Proof This follows from Propositions 7.3, 7.7 and 7.6. Indeed, for 1//,*], in Proposi-
tion 7.6 we have (—1)"H1—/ = (—l)h’j (73’ and for 1/f,j in Proposition 7.7 we have

(—D)M=i = (—=1)* PR Here we used the fact that the charge of any m-subset
of {M, M + 1, ..., N} for sufficiently small M and large N is equal tom — (M + 1).
This completes the proof. O
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The next statement follows from the previous Theorem 7.11 and is a key ingredient
in getting determinantal correlation functions. We refer to [90, Lemma 1] or [6, Lemma
B.1] for its proof which dates back to at least [42].

Proposition 7.12 (Wick’s determinant) Fix an integer k > 1 and two sequences of
complex numbers {aij} s {b,'j}. Define the operators A; = ZjeZ ajjyj and B; =
ZjeZ bijt/f;‘ (note that the operators A;: F, — 41 and Bj: F, — F,_ are
well-defined for arbitrary coefficients a;j, by ). Then

k

<eZ§0, A1B1A2B; ... AkBkeZEO) = det [Mij]i,j=1 ,

(eZSO’ AiBjeZSO)’ 1=

M;; =
! —(ez-. BjAiez,). i< .

7.4 Action of the W operators

We now compute matrix elements of various products of the operators W (u, ¢) and
U*(k, v) on the vectors €7 Loy from the Fock space J.

Lemma7.13 Under ©,., (7.19), we have

* V—K
(€2, W, OV (k, v)ez_,) = —
Under EBU;M, we have
* vV —K
_(62507 W (k, V)Y (u, ;)eZ§0> = —

Proof We only prove the first identity, the second is analogous. Observe that

(ezo Winezso) =1,_;1;<0.

Therefore, using Theorem 7.11 and Definition 7.5 we have

0
(€200 W, OW* (k. VIez) = D @j(u, O)P%(k, v)

j=—00

0 )’j(l—sjz-);c—v 0 yk—s,?u s,f(yk—v)
> ; [15

. 2
j=—00 y]_sju yj_vk:] sk(yk_u) yk_skv

0 0

vV—K (yj—v)(yj—s]zu) yk—s,%u Ve — v vV—K
> |- I1 5=
u—v .

i (vj —u)(yj = 57v) —jp1 YeT U Yk —spv u—v

In the last equality we used the fact that the infinite sum telescopes to 1 under S,.,.
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Proposition 7.14 Fix an integer m > 1, and let u;, v; satisfy

eui;vjv l Z J:
@vj;uiv l <.]
Then we have

<eZ§0s ‘I’(Ml, é‘l)\y*(Kla U]) e \I/(Mma Cm)\y*(’(m» Um)eZEO>

m m 1
=[Je—v) [] @ —vdei—up [] T
i=1 l<i<j<m ij=1"7 "

Note that W (u;, ¢;) does not depend on ¢;, and the ¢;’s are not present in the right-
hand side, as it should be.

Proof of Proposition 7.14 Employing Proposition 7.12 and Proposition 7.13, we have

* * Vj —Kj "
(€70 Wt SOV et v1) .o W (s Sn) Y (K, vm) €7_,) = det Pr—
i Vil =1

The determinant in the right-hand side factorizes thanks to the Cauchy determinant
formula, and we arrive at the desired identity. O

8 Correlation kernel via fermionic operators

In this section we study a generalization of the ascending FG process introduced in
Sect. 6.2, and compute a generating function type series for its correlation kernel K+
using fermionic operators in the Fock space developed in Sect.7 above.

8.1 General FG processes

The following definition is parallel to the definition of the Schur process introduced
in [90].

Assume that the parameters (y; s) satisfying (6.1) are fixed. Fix T > 1 and variables
(xj; i) and (w;; 6;),1 = 1,..., T, such that these specializations are nonnegative in
the sense of Definition 6.1 and are compatible as in Definition 6.3, i.e., the variables
satisfy (6.7). The FG process with this data is a probability measure on sequences of
signatures A0, MA@ T=D AT with probability weights

_ 1
N T N T AL = 7 G 0D Fa /0 (s )

X Gy um (w2 02) .. Fya-n -0 (X715 rr—1) ®.1)

Gy jpa-v(wr; Or) Fy ) (xr3 r7),
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where the normalizing constant is computed using multiple applications of (6.6):

T -2 -2 -
Z= Hx.(rﬂ 1 Misicjer O % =)0 i = ) l—[ xj = 6w
= i . - —_— .
i=1 l Hi]:jzl(yi—xj) l<i<j<T Xj— Wi
(8.2)

Note that the number of parts in the signatures in (8.1) is fixed: A has T parts, and both
w and AU+D have T —j parts, j = 1, ..., T—1.In(8.1) and below when convenient
we omit the notation y, s in the functions Fy,, (xi; ¥; 7i5 8), Gu/se(wis y; 63 8).

Remark 8.1 The FG process (8.1) reduces to the ascending FG process from Defini-
tion 6.4 as follows. Fixsome 1 <a < T —1,set w41 = Wgy2 = ... = wr = 0, and
replace each of the specializations (x1; 1), . .., (x4; 4) by &, the empty specialization
(see (6.3)). We discuss the reduction to the ascending case in Sect. 8.6 below.

8.2 FG process via Fock space

Let us now express the probability weights under the FG process (8.1) through matrix
elements of our operators acting in the Fock space &F. Fix a signature A = (A >
... > Ay > 0), and let I, be the rank one projection in J onto the semi-infinite subset
corresponding to A, that is, which acts as

er, T={ +mrr+m—1,...,7,+1,0,—1,-2,...};
Ler= )
0, otherwise,

for any semi-infinite 7 C Z.

Lemma 8.2 The probability weights of the FG process have the form

_ 1
T(}L(l)’ M(l)’ )\(2)7 M(Z)’ o, M(T l)’ )L(T)) — E(ezf()’ BZ()CT, rr) L

X DZ(wT, QT)IM(T—I) e I)L(Z)DZ(IUQ, 6)1

M(I)BZ(XI ,r) Lo DE(wy, 0Dez_;).

The normalizing constant (8.2) is

Z = (ez.y. B*(xr, rr) D" (wr, 0r) B (x7_1,77-1) . ..

D%(w, 02) BZ(x1, r1) D% (w1, 0))ez ;).

Proof The matrix element (ez_,, Aez_, ), where A is a product of BZ, D% and I’s,
can be nonzero only if in the partition function representation of it the vertical arrows
in each position j < 0 move vertically straight. The normalization of the operators
BZ, DZ on Z <o (Definition 7.4) ensures that this straight movement contributes the
total weight 1. Next, in the positive half-line Z~ 1, the operators DZ are not normalized
and thus yield vertex configurations for the functions G} /. The normalization of the
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operators BZ is equivalent to passing from the vertex weights W to the weights W,
see (2.5). Therefore, the action of the operators BZ yield vertex configurations for the
functions F}, . This shows the desired expressions for the probability weights of the
FG process and measures.

Remark 8.3 The matrix element representation for the probability weights of the FG
process in Lemma 8.2 is independent of (y, si), kK < 0, as it should be. O

8.3 Extracting series coefficients

In the rest of this section, we abbreviate
W) = W¥(u,0), W (v) 1= ¥*(0, v).

Note that the operator W*(v) is well-defined by setting k = 0 in the expansion of
Theorem 7.11:

+00 0

0 2 .
vo=3 (T2 ey (5 110

=1 _y/k 1Sk(yk jmoo \U T Yk Yk T Siv

Therefore, we have for any semi-infinite subset 7 C Z and j > 1:
Vjyier=1jerer. (8.3)
The quantity 1e7e7 can also be written as [CDj (u, O)GD;‘. O, v)]\ll(u)\ll*(v) eT, where

the notation [ . ] means extracting the coefficient in the generating series (recall
Definition 7.5). The next two lemmas clarify what it means to extract such a coefficient.

Lemma8.4 Let f(u) =) ;o7 ¢iPi(u,0), where c; € C. Then for any i € Z we have

1 f(u)dul—[u—sk yk

2711 u—y U — Yk

i>1;

¢ =
k=1
0
1 Jw)du U — Yk .
Cci = T —_2 —_2, 1 < O
71 U—3s; yik:[+1u_sk Yk

In both integrals the integration contour separates the families of the points {yi}rez,
and {s; zyk}kez, and goes around the yi’s in the positive direction. Moreover, the
series for f(u) must converge uniformly on the contour.

Proof This is essentially the single-variable biorthogonality (Lemma 5.1). Indeed, the
hypothesis of Lemma 8.4 allows to interchange summation and integration. Then one
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can show that for all m € Z and i > 1 we have

1 [ ®p(u.0)du ﬁ u—s v

2mi u—y

Note that when m is nonpositive (the case not covered by Lemma 5.1), the u contour
has no poles outside (as all the poles are of the form u = y; and are inside), so the
integral vanishes. When i < 0, we similarly have for all m € Z:

1 ®,, (1, 0)du 0 U — Yk

i -2
2mi u — Si Vi

k=igl U TS Yk
This completes the proof. O

Lemma8.5 Let g(v) = ZjeZ deD;‘-(O, v), where dj € C. Thenfor j > land j <0
we have, respectively,

B yj(Sj_z—l)fv_lg(v)dvﬁ vV — Vi

. ) ) k)
2mi V=87 gy U SE Yk

d'_)’j(sj_z—l)f#‘v_lg(v)dv 0 v—sk_2yk
/ 2mi v—yj v—yr

dj

k=j+1
In both integrals the integration contour separates the families of the points {yi}rez,

and {s; 2 Yk}kez, and goes around the s, 2 Yi’s in the positive direction. Moreover, the
series for g(v) must converge uniformly on the contour.

Proof This is proven in the same way as Lemma 8.4. O

Remark 8.6 Lemmas 8.4 and 8.5 imply linear independence of the products ®; (u, 0)
@j (0, v) for all i, j € Z. Therefore, the operation of extracting the coefficient

[@;(u, 0) @7 (0, V)W) U*(v) er

discussed before Lemma 8.4 is indeed well-defined and can be realized by Lemmas 8.4
and 8.5.

8.4 Correlation generating function

We are now in a position to compute a generating series type expression for the
correlations of the FG process. Denote

W(u;v) = W)W () ... Y(u)¥*(vy).
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Applying ¥ (u; v) to a vector ey (with semi-infinite 7) produces a linear combi-
nation of terms 1y, . jje7er (corresponding to the desired k-point correlations),
together with some other terms. More precisely, each desired term 1;;, . j1eTeT
with (ji, ..., jk) € Z | distinct and ordered, arises from v, ¥ * J v jlw where
each index j,, comes from the pair of the generating functions \IJ(um)\Il* (vm) All the
other terms are “parasite” and should be excluded by extracting only the appropriate
coefficients as in Sect. 8.3. The generating function with all the terms put together has
an explicit product form:

Proposition 8.7 Take the following sequences of parameters for the generating series:

j J j j J Jj .
uJ=(u1,...,ukj), VJ=(U1,...,Ukj), kj>=0, j=1,...,T.
Assume that for all possible indicesm = 1,...,T, and i, j, o, B, the parameters

satisfy:
Gaxi;w/ @ diw; @Uk§r;2xj’ Gaxﬁuiv’ Gavé s Bxisyns eu’ 07 eu,g,*’j ’ e”l X2
Oyjixis O r 2y 1<i<j=<T; = w17 ori =j,a>p; (8.4)
GBXi;r;sz, 1<j<i<T, @L,u,, i<jori=j,a<§p,

see (7.18), (7.19) for the notation. Then we have

1
Zlezzo B%(xr, rr)W(”; v D% (wr, 07)

x BZ(xm,rm)...W(uz;vz)DZ(wz,ez)BZ(xl W@’ vHDE(wy, 0p)ez_; )

(vl — 67 w,><ua—wl> Wl — )@l —r72x)
= ]I H [1 H =7

1<i<j<T a=1 (Uot _wz)( Uy _9 wz) 1<i<j<T a=l (Mo( - xi)(va — Xi)

5 11[ H(u — ) (W — X)

myim] am L W = ym) U — Xm)

T ki (lx (:1_ i)(vi_vi)
TNy 1 a—he—)

i=1 Vot Yo TV g, (Ve — ) (UG — vp)

1_[ (l_“_[(u fu,g)(v fvﬁ))

1<icj=T Na=1 =1 (Vi —“/3)(“’ —vp)

where Z is given by (8.2). If k; = 0 for some j, we omit the operator W/ v/) in

the left-hand side; and in the right-hand side, the products ]_[’;’= | are equal to 1, by
agreement.

Proof Throughout the proof, conditions (8.4) arise from recording all the required
commutations of the operators which are obtained in Sect.7.3. Moreover, we use
Wick’s determinant (Proposition 7.14) which leads to the last condition on u’, v/ in
(8.4).
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Observe that
‘I’()’j)eZS_,-_l = eZSj —29

where j > 1 (note the specific choice of the argument in W(-)). Therefore,

2

Vi — 87
= [l G500 Wonen, (8.5)
FOi = y))
1<i<j<T Si Vi

First, we move each DZ(wi, 6;) to the left of \Il(ll_i; Yi) and BZ(xi, ri), j > 1.
Then we move each BZ(x', ri) to the right of ¥(u'; v'), i < j. This leads, by
VERS]
Proposition 7.10, to

BE(xr, rr)¥ ! vI) D2 (wr, 07) ...
W v2) DE (wo, ) BZ (x1, r)W (' v1) D% (wy, 6)
= D%(wr,0r) ... DE(wy, 0V v .o w@' v BE(er, rr) L BE(xy, 1)

) ; . . _2 )
N l_[ (9 wl—le—’[ v, w; — ul ué—ri Xi vl —x; >
J -2 J J J -2 ;

l<i<j<T 1 Wi — vy 0w —uy Uy —Xi Vg — T X

(8.6)

Now, note that (€Z<o» DZ(w, fen = 172250. Thus, we may replace the D operators
on the left by any other D operators. So we have, using (8.5),

(ez-o» DE(wr, 07) ... D (w1, 0pW@ ;v ...
W' vhBE(xr, rr) .. BE(x1, r)ezy)
2
yi — 2y; B ~
= H —’](ezso,D(rszT,rTl)...
l<i<j<T st (i = ¥))
D(rl X1, ry )\IJ(uT;vT)...\Il(ul;vl)

x BL(xp,rr) ... BE(x1, rOW (yr) ... W (y1ez, ),
(8.7)

We chose the new D operators such that together with B(x;, r;) they will lead to the
operators W*, cf. (7.21). Now we commute again and have, using (7.23), (7.25), and
(7.15):

D(r2xr, ). DG 2y, iy W@l vl L
W' vYBE(xr, rr) ... BE(x1, 1)
= LIJ(uT; VT) - \IJ(ul; Vl)D(r;ZxT, r;l) ...
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D(”l_le’rl_l)BZ(xT,rT)-.-BZ(xl,rl)

J -2
_xz Vo —F; X
1]
. J .

z]lalua_i Xi Vo — X

T
=w@" v v v [ D xi 7B (xi )
i=1

W x,xp)

-2

J vl -2
Vg —F: X r. "Xji —Xj
<1 H — Il ——=—
J x,-—xj

i,j=la= 1”a_ i Vo =X 1<i<j<T

Now in the matrix element (8.7) we have a total of T operators W*(r;” zxi, X;) in
front of the same number of operators W (y;). We can commute these operators through
each other to form pairs of the operators as W W*. Thanks to (7.26), this only produces
the sign (—1)7T+1/2_Putting this together, for the computation of the matrix element
(ez+ (- - *)ez_y), we apply Proposition 7.14 with the variables

{ui}z[ugmgigr, lfafki}u{ym:lfme}, ¢ =0
i} ={0:1<i<T, 15agk,-}u{r;2x,-:15i5T};

{vi}z{vézlfigT,1§a§ki}u{xi:l§i§T}.

This produces the following expression for the final matrix element (eZEO, (- )6’250>5

T 1 ki 1
< 1 (x — —— ) [T Gi—yp&j—x)
myim1 YT Ym oy Ve T Ym 1<i<j<T
ki kj ) ) T ki
« T1 (TTTTed - wpoh o) TT TTod -
1<i<j<T “a=1 =1 m,i=1a=1
T k
x]"[( [T ¢ —u%)(v%—v&)) [T [ —vh.
I<a<pB=k; i,j=la=1

Combining this with all the factors resulting from commutations at previous steps of
the proof, and with the denominator (8.2), we get the desired identity. O
Remark 8.8 Recall that we assume that for some fixed ¢ > 0, we have ¢ < y; < ™!
and ¢ < s; < 1 — ¢ for all i. One can check that there exist parameters for which all
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conditions (8.4) hold and the FG process is well-defined (see Definitions 6.1 and 6.3).
For example, we may take the following parameters:

yvirl,i>1;, yy=~09,i<0; s5;~025 i>1; s ~0095 i<0; 89)
ri~0.84; 6; ~084; x;~0.8; w; ~0.85. '

Here “~” means that the parameters are very close to the corresponding values (for
all i), but are allowed to be distinct. Given (8.8), one readily sees that u;, v; satisfying
(8.4) also exist.

8.5 Correlation kernel

We can now compute the correlation kernel for the FG process.

Theorem 8.9 The point process ST (6.11) corresponding to the FG process (8.1)
is determinantal. That is, for any finite A = {(t, afx): 1<t<T,1<ac< k,} C
{1,..., T} x Z>1 we have

Pp[4 € ST =det[Kp(r, it al))]. (8.9)

Here the determinant is of size k| + ... + kr corresponding to 1 < t,t' < T,
| <a <k, <a <ky. The kernel Kp has the form

T
Kott.ait' ) = [t 0050.0] 2 [T ==

t t t'—1 t—1

-2

U — wj v—06; 2w u—x, V=X

Xl_[ =) H l_[ [ :
u—0;"w;i S u—r; x,i] vV — X

(8.10)

Proof From Proposition 8.7 we see that Py [A C S(T)] is the coefficient

T & e w})
[HH%L(MQ,O)@:&(O,%)} l_[ 1_[ a o

t=1a=1 1<i<j<T a=1 (Uot - wl)(ua - 9 w;)

I (wy — x) (W} — 17 2x;)
A
1<i<,~<T (g — r7 " x) (V) — x;)

ym)(v — Xm) fo
) H H Wy — ym) (g, — x )det[u’/ }

—_nt
m,i=1a=1 o U

where we used the Cauchy determinantal formula, and the last determinant is of the
same size as in (8.9). The dependence of the remaining expression is of a product form
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in the u,{;’s and vé’s, and we may put this product expression into the determinant.
Finally, the operation of extracting the series coefficient may also be placed inside the
determinant thanks to Andréief identity (5.12), see also [39].

8.6 Specialization to ascending FG processes

Letus now specialize the results for the general FG process (8.1) obtained in this section
to the case of the ascending process (Definition 6.4). Recall that in the latter case the
correlation kernel is computed via an Eynard—Mehta type approach (Theorem 6.7
proven in Appendix B). Our aim is to establish the following result whose proof
occupies the rest of this subsection:

Theorem 8.10 Specialize the correlation kernel for the general FG process (given
by Theorem 8.9 as a generating series coefficient) to the case of an ascending FG
process. Then the series coefficient can be extracted with the help of a double contour
integration, which results in the same expression (6.12) for the correlation kernel K 4
as the one obtained using the Eynard—Mehta type approach.

To match the notation, let us rename the parameter 7 in the general FG pro-
cess (8.1) to N + T, make the specializations (x1; r1), ..., (x7; rr) empty, rename
(X741 7741)s - - XT4N; FT4N) 1O (X1571), ... (XN 7N), and set wryp = ... =
wr4n—1 = wr4y = 0. Furthermore, in Proposition 8.7 let us take k74 y = ... =
k741 = 0. One readily sees as in the proof of Proposition 8.7 that the correlation
generating function becomes

1
E(ezio, BZ(xy,ry) ... BE(xy, r)W @’ ;v DE(wr, 0r)
x WL v DEwr_y,0r_1). ..

D% (wy, )W ' v D (w1, 0))ez)
! vy — 0 2wl — w;
=det|:[/va t:| 1—[ 1—[(05 z)(a 1)
Uy — Vy 1<i<j<T a=1 (Uoc wt)(”a 9 w;)
T N ,'
[TI] T e e
Uy = Ym Uy — X

i=1la=1m=1

ki

8.11)

where Z is now given by (6.9), and the determinant is the same as in Sect. 8.5, that is,
ofsizek; +...+krsuchthatl <t, ' <T,1<a <k, <o <k

Identity (8.11) holds under assumptions (8.4) on the parameters which are quite
restrictive. In fact, some of these assumptions are artifacts of our proof of Proposi-
tion 8.7 and can be removed:
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Lemma 8.11 Identity (8.11) holds under the weaker assumptions

O, I>jori=ja>p;
Dxiw:» D j. Dypis © jp2 @°p .
isWj» Vs w; Xjilg uy;0; “w; D i < jOI‘i =j,a <IB’
Vgl
(8.12)

where we use notation (7.18), (7.19).

Proof Since the right-hand side of (8.11) is rational, it suffices to show that under
(8.12) the left-hand side of (8.11) converges. After establishing this, we may drop the
unnecessary conditions from (8.4).

Observe that possible infinite summations in the left-hand side of (8.11) may arise
in two cases. Either one of the operators DZ or W adds a vertical arrow at some L >1,
and then one of the following operators BZ or W* removes it; or one of the operators
DZ or W* removes a vertical arrow at some L < 0, and one of the following operators
W adds it back. There are no operators W to the left of BZ, s0 removals of the arrows
at L < 0 by B% cannot be compensated and thus do not contribute to the left-hand
side of (8.11).

We now use Definition 7.4 and W (2.3) for BZ, DZ and Theorem 7.11 for W, W*,
We see that at sufficiently large L > 1, the combination of DZ(w, 6) and BZ(x, r)

-2 -2
L X—S§: "y W—S; Vi . . .
produces a factor [ [;_,, # wfﬁ)’, where m is fixed and L grows. This factor is
4 A . . . .
summable over L under @y.,,. All other pairs of operators are considered similarly.

Namely, for L > 1, pairs of operators lead to conditions as follows:

D%(w, 0), U*(v) Sv:w
W(u), B%(x,r) leadsto Bi:u
W(u), W*(v) Dvu

And for L < 0, we have

D%(w, 0), W(u) Su0-2u
( W* (), W(u) ) leadsto ( S )

Finally, note that the two different cases in (8.12) are due to the fact that when W
comes before or after W*, only the case L > 1 or L < 0, respectively, may lead to
infinite sums. O

Fixafiniteset A = {(r,a’): 1 <t < T, 1 <& < k;},anddenotek = ki+...+kr
(this is the size of A). Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 8.9, we see that P4 p[A C
S, the correlation function of the ascending FG process, is equal to the coefficient
by ]_[lT=1 ]_[]‘;’:l Dy 1y, 0)(13:51 (0, v}) in the expansion of the right-hand side of (8.11).
By Lemmas 8.4 and 8.5, this coefficient can be extracted with the help of a 2k-fold
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contour integral

T ki

<2m>2k (l_[ 1—[% ity fi" )

i=1a=1
) aa—l

I T )

r=la=1" UV~ Sy Ya W= a, i v—s; y] u—y,

xdet, m‘[]‘[l n Ve =

- ul, — xm
05 i=la=1m=1 Ym

kj

(va_e w)(oc w;)
IT TI .

1<i<j<T a=1 (Ua - wl)(”oz 9 wl)

(8.13)

Here each contour u!, goes around all yy in the posmve direction and leaves all s, yk
outside, while each contour v?, ) encircles all s, yk and leaves all yy outside. Moreover,
the contours might encircle some of the other poles u!, = v B uh = xp,ul, = Gk Wk, OF

v} = wy of the integrand. These additional residues are not yet specified because Lem-

mas 8.4 and 8.5 involve series expansions and not actual rational functions. Therefore,
we need to determine which of these additional poles the contours in (8.13) encircle.
This is done in the next statement.

Proposition 8.12 The correlation function P4p[A C S(T)] is equal to the 2k-fold
contour integral (8.13), where:

e the integration contour for each ufx is positively oriented, encircles all y, 6, 2w,
and does not encircle any of xi;

e the integration contour for each vé is negatively oriented, encircles all y, wi, and
. -2 .
does not encircle any of s, ~yi; . .
e the contour u!, contains the contour vé fori > jori = j,a > B; and the U,Js
contains ul, otherwise.

Proof First, let us take the parameters close to each other as follows:
iRy, 1€l sirs,i€l;, rixr;, =0, xi~x; w~xw, (8.14)
where
X — s_zy w — s_zy
<
X =Yy

w—=y

and the nonnegativity of the specializations (Definition 6.1) holds. In (8.14), “~”
means that the parameters are very close to the corresponding values (for all i), but are
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all distinct. One can check that such a choice of x, r, w, 0, y, s exists, for example,
y=1,§ =0.25x=03,r=0.5,w=043,0 = 0.64.

Under (8.14), conditions @, and S,.; are essentially the same since there is no
difference between (y;, s;) with negative and positive indices. Consider the map (and
its inverse)

U—s2 2_E
V=5 ghv-um=2"=9
U-—y 1-E

]

U E=EU):=

Clearly, E maps y; close to oo, and.sj_2 y; close to 0. We also see that conditions (8.12)

are satisfied if the variables ufx, vé are chosen so that |E(x)| < |E(ufx)| < |E(w)],

[E@)] < IE(vé)l < [Ew)|, IEu)| < |E(0*w)], and

|E(M@)|<|E(Ué)|, i >jori=j,o=p;
|E(vfg)|<|E(ufx)|, i<jori=j,a<p.

We claim that the integration contours for u!,, vé satisfying all the required conditions

exist. Indeed, one can simply take ufx = U(c(’;[e_i’), vé = U(déei’), where0 <t < 27
and

{O<cfx<d/§, i>jori=j,a>p;

O<dé<cfx, i<jori=j,a<§8.

In particular, the radii cfx, d/é are interlacing in a certain way. Since these radii can be
arbitrarily close to each other, this can be achieved. Note the different orientation of
the u and the v contours which is due to the fact that E maps y to infinity. This agrees
with Lemmas 8.4 and 8.5 in that the u!, contours must go around all y ;j in the positive
direction, and the vé contours must go around all sj_2 ¥, in the negative direction. Both
families of contours should separate {yy} from {s,” 2 V).

Moreover, inequalities for | & (ufx)| and |E (U,js)| listed above imply that the integra-
tion contours are as described in the claim of the proposition. Therefore, by Lemmas 8.4
and 8.5, in the case when all the similarly named parameters are close to each other as
in (8.14), we may extract the desired coefficient P 4 p[A C S(T)] from the right-hand
side of (8.11) by means of integration over the 2k contours described above in the
proof.

To complete the proof in the general case, we use analytic continuation. First, a
straightforward a priori argument (like in [19, Lemma 8.10]) shows that under Ox;iw;
(for all i, j), any correlation function P 4p[A C S of the FG process is a rational
function depending on a finite subset of the parameters of the process (the size of the
subset depends on A). Second, the 2k-fold contour integral (8.13) over the contours
described above in the proof is also a rational function because it is a finite sum of
residues of the integrand. These two rational functions are equal on an open full-
dimensional subset in the finite-dimensional space of the parameters that they depend
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on. Therefore, these functions are equal in general, provided that the correlation func-
tion Py4p[A C S(T)] is well-defined (i.e., under G%c,»;w,—) and the 2k-fold integral is
taken over the same residues as before the analytic continuation. O

By applying Andréief identity (5.12) (see also [39]), the 2k-fold contour integral
(8.13) (over the contours described in Proposition 8.12) is rewritten as a determinant

Pap[A C 8T = det[Kap(t,al; ', aly)]

of the correlation kernel K 4 (¢, a; t’, a’) given by the double contour integral (6.12).
The determinant is of size k, indexed by 1 <, < T withl <a <k;, 1 <a’ <ky.
Let us add two remarks:

e The sign difference in the term 1 —s,; 2 petween (8.13) and the kernel K 49 (6.12),
is due to reversing the direction of the v contour.
e The conditions eui > and eavj i in (8.12) depending on the relative order of the
@ VB B

indices (i, ) and (j, B) translate to ©,., for ' > ¢ and @, for #' < ¢ in the
double contour integral kernel K 4 (t, a; t', a’).

Overall, we see that for the ascending FG process, the fermionic operator approach
developed in Sects.7 and 8 and the Eynard—Mehta type approach from Appendix B
produce the same correlation kernel K 4. This completes the proof of Theorem 8.10.

Part Il Random Tilings

In this part we represent determinantal point processes from Part IT as a certain inho-
mogeneous dimer model (which can also be viewed as a model of random domino
tilings), and study the bulk asymptotic behavior of the model.

9 Dimers and domino tilings

In this section we interpret the ascending FG process defined in Sect. 6 as a noninter-
secting path model and a dimer model, and prove Theorem 1.9 from Introduction.

9.1 Layered five vertex model

Let us take six vertex weights wey (i1, j1; i2, j2) as in Fig. 12, top. Assume that
they are free fermionic, that is, ajay + b1by = cjc2. Moreover, let ¢ # 0.

Define two families of five vertex weights, w/SV and wsy, as in Fig. 12, middle and
bottom, respectively. One readily sees that these vertex weights also satisfy the free
fermion condition.

The six vertex configuration can be replaced by a vertical concatenation of two
five vertex configurations [98, Section 4.7]. Let us recall the construction. Consider
a stacked two-vertex configuration with the weight ws,, at the top, and weight wsy
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wev ai az by by C1 C2

Wsv ay 0 1 by 1 ba/c1

Fig. 12 The six vertex weights and two families of five vertex weights

at the bottom. Then we claim that these two five vertex weights produce the same
partition function as wey:

Lemma 9.1 For any fixed Iy, I, J1, j2, j; € {0, 1}, we have

Z wsv (11, ji; k, jo) wey (k, ji; Iz, j3) L pji=n =wevU1, Jis I, o + j2)-
Ji.jpkel0,1}
In particular, if jo + j} is greater than 1, then the left-hand side vanishes.

Proof This is done by a straightforward verification. Let us illustrate just two cases.
First, for I1 = I, = J; = 1, we have two configurations to be considered separately
(as they correspond to different exit boundary conditions ()2, j3)):

/. /.

weight of =az-1=ap,  weight of =—-c = as.

Second, for I} = 0, J1 = 1, [ = 1, we have two configurations to be considered
together (as they have the same (2, j})):

/.

b
weight of + weight of = a cap + é -by = co.

All other cases are obtained similarly.

Lemma 9.1 implies that the ascending FG process APOD o aT)) (6.8) can be
realized as a partition function of a path configuration in Z=; x Jr y, where

Jrn={L1,....,T, T, T+1,(T+1),...,T+N,(T+N)'}. .1
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W (- | 223753725 85) 4
/W( | 951593‘;7“1;53‘) 3
W (- | wa; 955 02; 55) 9
W [ wiy;;015s5) 1
Yév( | z2;3y55 725 85) . J . . . . o o 4
Wy (- [ 225955 72; 55) I 4
Aév( s | °//° . . . . . 3/
Wsv (- |25 y557r1385) | I . . 3
WSIV( : | w27yj’02’sj) ° /° o . ° ° ° 2/
Wsy (- | w2§yj;92§$j) 2
Lv(e [ wisys61:s5) . . . . . Ty
Wsv (- | wi5y53 015 55) 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Fig. 13 Top: A path configuration under an FG process with N = T = 2, where A = (0,0) and
1@ = (3, 1). Bottom: One of the possible path configurations under the five vertex realization of the FG
process, which corresponds to the particular six vertex configuration given at the top. The index j in y;, s
is the horizontal coordinate

Namely, take the vertex weights at the odd horizontals (numbered 1 <i < T + N)to
be Wsy,1 <i <T or W5V, T+ 1<i<T+ N, and the vertex weights at the even
horizontals (numbered by i’, 1 < i < T + N) to be WS’V or VT/5V in a similar way.
Here Wsy, w/sv are constructed from the six vertex weights W (2.3) as in Fig. 12,
and similarly st, Ws/v are constructed from W (2.4). The boundary conditions in
Z=1 x Jr,n, are the same as the boundary conditions for the ascending FG process:
there are N paths entering from below, and these N paths exit far to the right through
the topmost N odd horizontals. See Fig. 13 for an illustration.

Proposition 9.2 With the above notation, the joint distribution of the arrow configura-
tions in the layered five vertex model as in Fig. 13, bottom, joining horizontals i’ and
i+ 1,1 <i <T,isthe same as the joint distribution ofS(A(i)), 1 <i<T, under
the ascending FG process (6.8). (Here we are using notation S(A) from (3.1).)

Note that the paths in the layered five vertex model are drawn to be nonintersecting
(as in Fig. 13, bottom). This allows to identify this model with a dimer model in
Sect.9.2 below.
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1 2 3 4 ) 6 7 8 J

Fig. 14 Graph in Z>| x J7 y (with T = N = 2) and a dimer covering corresponding to the layered five
vertex configuration in Fig. 13, bottom. The paths of the layered five-vertex model are shown in green

¢t r-l- A~ Jr-l - lrrl-]

Fig. 15 Illustration of the correspondence between five vertex path configurations and dimer configurations
at two different types of layers

9.2 Dimer model

Consider a layered bipartite graph Gr n with vertices Z>1 x Jr_n (cf. (9.1)) in which
edges connect the following vertices:

.=, G =G =Li),
G.i)=Gi+D, G =G+Li+D,

where j > land1 <i < T+ N.Inaddition, remove vertices (1, 1), (2, 1), ..., (N, 1)
from the graph together with all edges incident to these vertices. See Fig. 14 for an
illustration. This graph is equivalent to a particular case of a rail-yard graph [7].
Then we construct a one-to-one mapping from the layered five vertex configuration
to a dimer covering (i.e., a perfect matching) of the graph G y. This is done layer by
layer as in Fig. 15. Recall that the probability weight of a particular dimer covering
is proportional to the product of the weights of all edges that are covered. We refer
to [43, 58, 65] for basics on dimer models on bipartite graphs. Note that due to the
behavior of the five vertex paths far to the right, in our dimer covering far to the right
we will almost surely see only dimers (j, i) — (j,i’) for 1 <i < T, and only dimers
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(j,i+1) (j,i+1)
_ -2 -2
y; —0; 2“’L _______ H 0 "w; — 5 Y5 Yi —
-2 e i -2
Wi — 8;51Yj—1 e 0 Wi — 8; 7Y
i 1) g
(i —1.i) (7.7") (7= L(T+4)) (7. (T +1)") 5

Wi — Y ... H 1 1 S, H Ti— 5575
T E— ., H . g ;
Wi = S51Yj-1 Ti = Yj+1

Gri) ) GT+1) G.T+1)

Fig. 16 Edge weights in the dimer model representing the layered five vertex model from Fig. 13, bottom.
The left four weights correspond to the lower 7' rows, so 1 < i < T. The right four weights appear in the
upper N rows, and there we have 1 <i < N

G.) Gii+1) Gity GoLi) o
Pl T W) oG i) A
(3:0) (21 G=11) (7.0

Fig. 17 Dimer weights in the proof of Proposition 9.3

(j,i)—(j—1,iy forT +1 <i < T + N. This also follows from the form of our
edge weights:

Proposition 9.3 Under the identification between the layered five vertex model and
the dimer model as in Figs. 14 and 15, the probability measure (coming from the FG
process) is equivalent to the dimer model with the edge weights given in Fig. 16.

Proof From the identification between the five vertex paths and the dimer covering
(see Fig. 15), using the six to five vertex conversion table in Fig. 12, we obtain dimer
weights as in Fig. 17.

The concrete values of a1, az, by, b2, c1, ¢ depending on the coordinates (j, i) are
equal to W (2.3) or W (2.4), as depicted in Fig. 13.

One readily sees that in the W part, the weights in Fig. 17 produce the left four
weights in Fig. 16, as desired.

In the W part (containing the parameters x ;, ;) let us in addition multiply the dimer
weights around each vertex (j, i) by

a(+L _ xi—y;

c1(j, 1) Xi = Vj+1

This does not change the dimer model on finite subgraphs (cf. [58, Section 3.10]), but
makes the weight of each edge (j, i) — (j — 1,i’) to be 1. This agrees with the fact
that such dimers appear infinitely often in the full dimer model on our infinite graph.
This leads to the right four weights in Fig. 16, and so we are done. O

9.3 Random domino tilings

The representation of the FG process as a dimer model on a bipartite graph described in
Sect. 9.2 is useful for asymptotic analysis (performed below in this part), mainly due to
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the clear dependence of the edge weights on the Cartesian coordinates in the plane, cf.
Figure 16. Here we provide its equivalent interpretation as an inhomogeneous domino
tiling model.

In the lattice in Fig. 14, shift each row i’ to the right by % This transforms the lattice
into a subset of the square lattice, see Fig. 18, left. Then rotate the whole picture 45°
clockwise, and interpret dimers as 1 x 2 dominoes. In this way, the ascending FG
process (6.8) is represented as a random domino tiling of the half-infinite strip with
the zigzag boundary and with N additional unit squares removed from the top of the
southwest part of the boundary. The corresponding domino tiling is given in Fig. 18,
right. The domino weights are inhomogeneous and, moreover, depend on the parity
of the coordinates. The weights are also given in Fig. 18. Note that this domino tiling
model and the weights are the same as in Figs.2 and 3 from Introduction, up to a
rotation by 45°. Thus, we have completed the proof of Theorem 1.9.

Random domino tilings (in particular, of the Aztec Diamond) is a classical subject
in combinatorics and probability [23, 26, 30, 65]. Our model in Fig. 18 is a particular
case of a larger family of domino tilings, the steep tilings of an infinite strip [10].
While our inhomogeneous domino weights are more general than that in steep tilings,
the latter allow for more general boundary conditions which are not yet available
in our FG process setup. Moreover, in steep tilings one can prescribe an arbitrary
sequence € {4, —}** of asymptotic domino directions at infinity (i.e., the directions
of the shaded dominoes in Fig. 18 repeating infinitely many times). We remark that
different asymptotic directions of dominoes may be modeled in our setup by passing
to the fully general FG processes (Sect. 8.1), but we will not consider this generality
in the present work.

Below in this Part IIT we discuss bulk asymptotics of the inhomogeneous domino
tiling model displayed in Fig. 18 coming from ascending FG processes.

Remark 9.4 (Noncolliding lattice walks) When w; = y; for all i, j, one of the dimer
weights vanishes, see the left part of Fig. 16. Thus, in the bottom 7' double rows in
Fig. 14 we can erase the edges carrying the zero weight. In this way we obtain the
hexagonal lattice. Therefore, when w; = y;, one can interpret the dimer model as a
model of N noncolliding lattice walks as in, e.g., [62] (see also [45] for an equivalent
lozenge tiling picture). The endpoints of these noncolliding lattice walks are distributed
according to the probability weights coming from Fj (X; y; r; s). On the other hand,
the bulk asymptotics of our dimer model would lead to a certain class of random
lozenge tilings of the whole plane. We briefly discuss these measures in Sect. 11.

10 Asymptotics in the bulk

10.1 Scaling. Global parameters and local sequences

In this section we perform bulk asymptotic analysis of the correlation kernel
Kap(t,a;t',a’) (6.12). By “bulk asymptotics” we mean the scaling around a global
position far from the boundary of the system, such that discrete lattice structure is

preserved. More precisely, take N — 400 to be an independent parameter going to
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11 22 33 445

J
. L
¢ Y; — 01‘ w;
—32
jl w; ijlyjfl
(b) 1<i<N:
T+ - . —2
o ] L% T+i-.u|:| )
g Ti = Yj+1 )
J-
T+14) - -2 —2,. —2
( i)’ -, y; — (T +14) |:| Ty X —5;Y;
J Ti—Yj o Ti — Yj+1
J'

Fig. 18 Mapping from the dimer model in Fig. 14 with weights given in Fig. 16 to domino tilings of a
half-strip. The dominoes which are repeated infinitely many times in the down-right direction are shaded

infinity, and set for the variables in the kernel:

T>N, t=|tN], t'=t+At, a=|aN]|, d =a+ Aa, (10.1)
where 7, @ € R, Af, Aa € Z are fixed. Note that since the kernel K 4 does not
depend on T, we just need to take T large enough so that ¢, t' < T could grow linearly
with N.

Remark 10.1 Along with the bulk limit behavior, dimer models typically possess other

interesting scaling limits. In particular, the limit at the edge of the liquid region (cf.
Figure 19 below) should bring the Airy kernel or its multiparameter deformations
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obtained in [18]. We do not anticipate new determinantal kernels at the edge in the case
of generic inhomogeneous parameters, but it would be interesting to probe whether
special choices of the parameters lead to interesting phase transitions in the edge
behavior. We leave this question out of the scope of the present paper.

As we aim to capture a nontrivial lattice limit in the bulk, we may set the parameters
xi, w;, 6;,y;j, s; of the ascending FG process to be constant outside a finite neighbor-
hood of the global position. Let this neighborhood be of size L € Zx1, and later (in
Sect. 11) we also take the cutoff L to infinity. While this restricts the generality of the
global limit shape and global fluctuations (such as the Gaussian Free Field fluctua-
tions, cf. [57, 92]), this specialization does not restrict the local lattice behavior. More
precisely, set x; = x, foralli =1,..., N,

L =N =L e i — [eN]| > L;
| wieyy = LENJI <L, |6y, li— LEN]IS L,
(10.2)
and similarly
I P j=laNJl> L s lj = laN ]| > L;
Py i leNI <L T sy, li— leN] < L.
(10.3)

In other words, we have passed to the global parameters x,, wy, 6, y«, Sx, and the
local sequences {w;?}, {67}, {y;.’}, {sj} with [i|, |j| < L. For convenience, let us also
write w; = w; for |i| > L, and similarly for y;’, 67, s;’. Both the global parameters
and the local sequences are fixed and do not depend on N.

All the parameters of the ascending FG process must satisfy (6.1), (6.2), and (6.4) in
order for the process to be well-defined as a probability distribution (6.8) on sequences
of signatures. Under the scaling assumptions (10.2)—(10.3), these conditions read

-2
_ X = 8 "Yx Wx — Yx

X < Yj, w,-<yj<9i_2w,-<s12yj, <l-6<1

X — Vs Wy —s*_zy*
(10.4)

forall i, j. Here we have dropped the assumptions x;, w;, y; > 0, cf. Remark 6.2. The
ascending FG process does not depend on the parameters r;, so there are no conditions
on the r;’s.

The last inequality in (10.4) is needed for the convergence of the series for the
normalizing constant (6.9) in the FG process weights (which in general is guaranteed
by (6.4)). Clearly, the convergence of this series is determined only by the global
parameters.

By taking x, sufficiently small (close to —o0), we see that the last inequality in
(10.4) follows from wy < yy < 5, 2y, and hence hold automatically. Therefore, we
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may and will assume that the global parameters satisfy

Xe < Wy < Yy < 9;211)* < s,:zy*. (10.5)

10.2 Steepest descent

Let us rewrite the correlation kernel K 4 (6.12) in the following form adapted to the
scaling regime from Sect. 10.1:

Kap(t,a;t' a)

1 En)/ENW)dudv y,(1 —s7%)
(2mi)? 7§ 7§
1

u—v V— Vg
’

12 Tl 22

U—ye u—@c_zwl,

-2 2 t u—we
U= S, Yo [0, totede [Temy

c=1l " u—y,. u—60"2w,

(10.6)

where

N a =2 t .
en) = —x) N [Jw—yo [T o2 [ 5
U—>ye
k=1 c=1

-2 N
ey U — 0 "we

In (10.6) both integration contours are positively oriented simple curves. The u and
v contours encircle, respectively, all the points y, y7, 0, 2wy, (Qio)_zwl‘.’ and all the
points y, ¥, wy, w;, and no other poles of the integrand except u = v. For the latter
pole, the u contour is outside the v contour for Ar = t' —t > 0, and inside for
At < 0. The integration contours exist thanks to (10.4). The ratios H?/:l /T1e_, and

]_[tc/:l / ]_[2:1 in (10.6) outside of € y are finite products (which later will depend only
on local sequences of parameters).

Our aim is to perform the steepest descent analysis of K 4 based on critical points
of

1
Sn(u) == N log €y (u),

following [87, Sections 3.1, 3.2]. Namely, if for all N large enough on the integration
contours we have

NRSyu)—8y() <0 (10.7)
(here and below 9t and J stand for the real and imaginary parts, respectively), then the
integral containing ¢V (SN =S¥ () goes to zero exponentially with N. We achieve

(10.7) by deforming the original u and v integration contours so that they pass through
complex conjugate critical points z, z of 8 (1) (first, we need to show that such critical

W Birkhauser



Free fermion six vertex model: symmetric functions... Page 930f 138 36

points exist). In the process of deforming the contours to those with (10.7), certain
residues will survive and contribute to the limit of K 4. Observe that this argument
works for arbitrary branches of the logarithms in log € y ().

Since the integration contours in (10.6) can be chosen bounded, we have

Sy () = —log(u — xy) + (1 — ) log(u — y,) + o log(u — y*/sf)
+ tlog(u — wy) — tlog(u — w*/éf) + remainder =: 8(u) + remainder,
(10.8)

where [remainder| < C(L)/N. The constant C (L) independent of N comes from two
sources. First, we dropped the integer partsina ~ aN,t =~ TN in €y. Second, in Ex
we have replaced the local parameters y;—|on|, |j| < L (see (10.2)=(10.3)), by ys,
and similarly for w;, 0,72, 3;2 v;. We see that the critical points of 8y (1) are close (as
N — 4-00) to the critical points of S(u). One can check that the critical point equation
8’(u) = 0 reduces to a cubic polynomial equation in u. Indeed, the terms containing

u* cancel out because the sum of the coefficients by all the logarithms is zero.

10.3 Moving the contours

Let us fix global parameters satisfying (10.5), and investigate the behavior of the
function S(u) given by (10.8). The cubic polynomial equation for the critical points
of 8(u) reads

(Oly*(s;2 — D —twe (@2 =D+ —x*) ud + cou® + cru + ¢ =0,
(10.9)

for certain polynomial functions cg, c1, ¢z of the global parameters x.., Wy, Oy, V«, S«
whose explicit expressions we omit for shorter notation.

Definition 10.2 Denote by L the region in the plane («, t) € Rio where the discrimi-
nant of the cubic (10.9) is negative (see Fig. 19 for an example). In £ the cubic equation
has two nonreal complex conjugate roots. Denote by z = z(«, t) the root belonging
to the upper half plane.

Lemma 10.3 The map z: L — C is a diffeomorphism between L and the open upper
half plane. The region L is unbounded.

Proof For each (o, 7) € L, there is a unique root z(«, ) in the upper half plane,
so the map z is injective. Substituting u = X + iY into the cubic equation (10.9) for
8’ (u) = 0, we may find («, t) as rational functions of (X, Y). These rational functions
define the map z~!: C — L.

One can check that the image under z~! of the real line (corresponding to ¥ = 0)
is precisely the curve where the discriminant of (10.9) vanishes, i.e., the boundary
of L. Moreover, an explicit computation shows that the discriminant of (10.9) has the
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Fig. 19 Inthe shadedregion the discriminant of the cubic equation (10.9) is negative. We also sketch possible
lattice path behavior und S « i =lwe=3% 5=
path behavior under the FG process. The parameters in the figure are equal to xy = 5, Wy = 5, 55 =

1 9 4
j,)’*=m,and9*=§

form — (rationalexpression)2Y 2, so it is manifestly negative for all («, T) expressed
through (X, Y) with ¥ # 0. Since Y enters z~! only as Y2, we see that z7!: C — L
is two-to-one and in particular maps the upper half plane to £. As z and z ! are clearly
differentiable, z is indeed a diffeomorphism.

To see that the region L is unbounded, one can check that the boundary point («, 7)
of L corresponding to (X, Y) = (x4, 0) isata = 7 = 400. |

Fix (a, ) € L. Let us look at the steepest descent integration contours I8(u) =
J8(z(a, 7)). Since 8(u) involves logarithms, let us now choose their branches to have
cuts in the lower half plane, so that S(u) is holomorphic in the upper half plane and
up to the real line except the 5 points (10.5).

Lemma 10.4 The second derivative 8" (z(«, T)) at the critical point is nonzero.

Proof Fixapointz = X+iY inthe upper half plane, and substitute « and t as functions
of (X, Y) under z~! (see the proof of the previous Lemma 10.3) into 8”(X + iY).
One can check that the resulting rational expression in X, Y € R (with complex
coefficients) does not vanish unless ¥ = 0, which is outside the upper half plane. O

By Lemma 10.4, the behavior of S(u) at the critical point z is exactly quadratic.
Therefore, there are four half-contours with IS(u) = J8(z) leaving z. On two of them
we have RS (u) < N8(z), u # z, and on the other two we have R8(v) > N8(2), v # z.
Going around z these half-contours interlace. Let us denote these contours as read in
the clockwise direction around z by I' |, Ff“, Iy, F;r . See Fig.20 for an illustration.

Lemma 10.5 We have limpg_, 4 .‘RS(Reip) = 0, uniformly in p € [0, 7].

Proof Taylor expanding each logarithm in 8 (10.8), we have
Nlog(Rel” — ¢) = log R — % cos p + O(R™),

where O (R™?) is uniform in p. Since the coefficients by the logarithms in (10.8) sum
to 0, the behavior of RS(Re'P) is not log R but O(R™"), uniformly in p. ]
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4

- R
02" Ty 1 2 3 4 5
Fig.20 Steepest descent contours l“li2 in the upper half plane. The four half-contours intersect at the critical

point z. In the shaded regions we have R(S(u) — S8(z)) > 0. The graph corresponds to @ = 7 = % and
other parameters as in Fig. 19

By Lemma 10.5, the half-contours Ffz cannot escape to infinity because on them
the real part of 8 grows to 400 or decays to —oo. Since the function § is holomorphic
in the upper half plane, these half-contours must end at the real line. More precisely,
each of these contours must end at one of the logarithmic singularities (10.5) of 8. The
signs of NS at these singularities are

RS(xy) = +00, NS(wy) = —00, R8(yx) = (& — )00,
RSO 2wy) = 400, NS(s;2ys) = —00. (10.10)

We see that I',” must end at s*_zy*; F1+ must end at y, if @ > 1 or at Q*_Zw*; ", must
end at y, if @ < 1 or at w,; and F;‘ must end at x.

Lemma 10.6 Assume thatthe parameters of the ascending FG process are as described
in Sect. 10.1. Then

o The u contour in (10.6) can be deformed, without picking residues other than
at u = v, to a positively oriented contour which crosses the real line at s, 2y
coincides with I'| till z, then with 'y till a small neighborhood of the real line,
then crosses R again between x, and all y ;. Then the contour extends to the lower
half plane symmetrically.

e The v contour in (10.6) can be deformed, without picking residues other than at
v = u, to a positively oriented contour which crosses the real line between sup y ;
and inf sjfzyj, in a small neighborhood of R joins I'T and coincides with it till z,

then coincides F;’ till the real line which it crosses again at x. Then the contour
extends to the lower half plane symmetrically.

Moreover, on the new contours we have N (8(u) — 8(v)) < 0, with equality only for
u=v=z
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Let us denote the new contours afforded by Lemma 10.6 by 'S, 'S/, see Fig.21
for an example. They are positively oriented simple closed curves in the full complex
plane.

Proof of Lemma 10.6 Let the new contours I'’, I"$' coincide with the steepest descent
ones except in a small neighborhood of R. In the neighborhood of R, let us change the
steepest descent contours Ffz such that i (8(u) — 8(v)) < 0 still holds on the new
contours I, I'S". Moreover, we would like the contour deformation from the con-
tours (10.6) to I‘;j’, Fi’, to not pick any residues at poles w;, y;?, (9i°)_2wi°, (s;.’)_zy‘?.
coming from the local parameters (call these the local residues). Thanks to (10.10)
and the previous statements in this subsection, such a contour deformation does not
cross the poles (10.5) coming from the global parameters.

Let us now show the absence of local residues. On the right, the original v contour
crossed R between y; and sj_2 v;. The steepest descent contour I‘]Jr crosses R at y,

or 6 2w,. In the latter case, we let 'S’ coincide with I'{". In the former case, we
may need to change the contour (in a small neighborhood of R) so that it is still
around all the y;’s (this case is illustrated in Fig.21). As the y;’s are all to the left of
9*_2w* and fRS(G*_Zw*) = +00, the new contour still satisfies RS(v) > NS(z). Since
v = (67 )’2wlf’ are not poles of the integrand, this deformation does not pick any local
residues. Then the new v contour joins I' 1+ and follows it till z, then follows I ;‘ till x
where it crosses the real line. We see that the new v contour is still around all y;, w;,
and not s> ¥j, 0 no local residues are picked.

The argument for the u contour is similar. On the right, the original u contour
crossed the real line between Gl._zwi and sj_2 v, and can be deformed to coincide with

', which crosses R at s, 2y, without picking local residues at (9i°)_2wl9 (there are

no poles atu = s . 2 ¥;)- On the left, the original u contour crossed R between x, and

y;j. The steepest descent contour I', can cross the real line at wy or y,. In the former
case, we simply make the new u contour coincide with I';” and cross R at wy. In the
latter case, we deform the u contour in a neighborhood of R so that it still encircles
all y;. As the y;’s are all to the right of w, and 38(w4) = —o0, on the new u contour
we have R8(u) < NRS(2).

We see that the desired contour deformation exists, with ) (S(u) — S(v)) < 0 on
the new contours. O

10.4 Asymptotics of the kernel

In the previous Sect. 10.3 we showed how to deform the integration contours for the
correlation kernel K 4 (10.6) to the steepest descent contours 'S, 'S, It remains to
collect the residues at # = v arising from this deformation. Denote by J; 4.y o (1, v)
the integrand in the double contour integral in (10.6).

Lemma 10.7 The double contour integral in (10.6) is equal to

1 < 1
- 2_7_” . I}ES Jtase o, v) dv + (27Ti)2 fi";t du fi‘;’ dv3; g0 (u, v),

(10.11)
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—2
Ty w; Yj 91‘ Wi

Fig. 21 Deformation of the integration contours in the proof of Lemma 10.6. The shaded region is where
NE(v) > R8(z), and the v contour must be inside this region. The u poles on R are xy, Vjs and Gifzw,- ,and

the v poles on R are w;, y;, s j 2y - We need to modify the new v contour so that in a neighborhood of R

it diverges from FT and encircles all y;’s

where in the single integral the arc from 7 to 7 is as follows:

o If At =t —t > 0, the arc crosses the real line to the left of wy and all wy;
o If At < 0, the arc crosses the real line between 6 2wy, (Oio)_zwl‘-’ and
S5 2 yes (59725,

Proof This follows by considering the contour deformation in two cases. For At > 0,
the u contour is around the v one, so we pick the residue at # = v and integrate it over
the left portion of I'}’, which is F;r and its symmetric copy in the lower half plane.
When Ar < 0, we integrate minus the residue at u = v over the right portion of the
contour I'$'. i

Recall that the number of local parameters differing from the global ones partici-
pating in (10.11) is at most 2L, see Sect. 10.1. Therefore, in (10.11) the double contour

integral decays to zero. More precisely, this rate of decay is bounded by C(L) - N _%,
where C (L) is independent of N. All of this contribution comes from a small neigh-
borhood of z, and outside of a finite neighborhood of z the decay is exponential in
N.

The surviving term in (10.11) given by the single integral is a new determinantal
correlation kernel on Z?:

1 Z
K3t a;t,a) := ~57 |. Res TtttV | atlaN st + 1N o'+ aN | (U, v) dv
1 7 u=v

7 Nt i LS
o =)Dy e 5 Temoo ey 7

e e I e
(10.12)
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where t,a,t’,a € Z are fixed and the integration contours are as in Lemma 10.7.
Note that the ratios of the products from —oo in the second line in (10.12) are actually
finite.

Recalling the scaling in Sect. 10.1, we see that the kernel K5, is independent of N
and depends on the following data:

Cutoff L € Z>1;
Four local sequences {wf}. {67}, (¥}, {s3).Iil. 1] < L:
Four global parameters ws, 0y, Y«, S+, where in (10.12) we use the notation w? =

wy for |i] > L, and similarly for 6, y}?, 875
Complex number z in the upper half plane.

We call K3, the (two-dimensional) inhomogeneous discrete sine kernel and discuss it
in detail in Sect. 11 below.

Remark 10.8 Note that with the cutoff L, the kernel K fd defines a determinantal pro-
cess on the whole plane Z?, but its parameters w?, 67, y;?, s;? only vary in a window
of size 2L. In Sect.11.1 below we take the limit L — o0, and arrive at a fully
inhomogeneous kernel with parameters varying in the full plane.

Let us summarize the notation and establish the main result of this section.
Fix a cutoff parameter L € Z>; and four local sequences {w;}, {67}, {y;?}, {s;},
lil, 11, satisfying wp < y§ < 02w < (sj)ﬂy; for all i, j. Take global
parameters X, Wy, Y, O«, Sx satisfying (10.5), where x, is sufficiently close to —oo,
wy € (minw;, maxw;), ¥+ € (miny;, maxy;), 6 € (minf;, max6;), and s, €
(mins;, max s;). This ensures that the ascending FG process (6.8) with the param-
eters given in (10.2)-(10.3) exists thanks to (10.4). Fix a complex number z in the
upper half plane.

Recall from Definition 10.2 the region £ in the plane (o, t) € R2, determined
by X, Wy, O, Vs, S«. Let (o, T) = (x(2), T(2)) be the image of our poi_nt z under the
diffeomorphism from the upper half plane to £ (Lemma 10.3).

We take the scaling (10.1) of T, N,t,t',a,a’ determined by (o, ). Take the
ascending FG process and let its parameters x;, w;, 6;, yj, s; behave as defined in
(10.2)—(10.3). That is, x; = x, are all the same, the parameters w;, 6; vary for i in the
L-neighborhood of TN, and y;, s; vary for j in the L-neighborhood of @ N. Outside
these neighborhoods the parameters are constant. Adopt the notation w; = w, for

li] > L, and similarly for the other three families 6i°, y;, s}?.

Theorem 10.9 (Theorem 1.11 from Introduction) Under the scaling and assumptions
described before the theorem, the correlation kernel K 4 (given by (6.12) or (10.6)) of
the ascending FG process converges to the two-dimensional inhomogeneous discrete
sine kernel (10.12):

Jim Kap(t+ [tN).a+ laNjit + [TN].@ + laN]) = Kiy(t a: €. d),

where t,a,t',a € Z are fixed.
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Proof Fix («, t) as the image of z under the diffeomorphism from the upper half
plane to L. Let us look at the N-dependent kernel K 49 (10.6) and consider the
critical point zy (e, T) (in the upper half plane) of the N-dependent function 8y (u)
(10.8). Compared to 8(u), 8 (u) may depend on local parameters wy?, 6, y;, s;.’, but
recall that the difference is bounded by C(L)/N. Therefore, z is close to the critical
point z(«, ) from Definition 10.2.

Let us deform the integration contours in (10.6) to coincide, outside a neighborhood
of zy (which at the same time is a neighborhood of z), with the contours F‘;’, Fff
described in Lemma 10.6. In this neighborhood, let the contours pass through zy
along the steepest descent directions. Thanks to Lemma 10.6, this deformation of
contours does not cross any poles at x;, w;, y;, Gi_zw,-, sj_zy ; which could lead to
residues. The only residues which this deformation of contours could produce are at
u = v, and these residues are accounted for in Lemma 10.7.

After the contour deformation, K 4 becomes a sum of a single integral from
Zn (o, 7) to Zy (o, ) and a double integral. In the N — 400 limit, the double integral
disappears, and the single integral turns into an integral from Z to z, which is precisely
the two-dimensional inhomogeneous sine kernel K5;. This completes the proof. O

11 Inhomogeneous discrete sine kernel

In this section we discuss the two-dimensional inhomogeneous discrete sine kernel
K35, defined by (10.12), and consider its many degenerations to known correlation
kernels. In particular, we prove Theorem 1.12 from Introduction. For simplicity, in
this section we drop the “°” notation from the parameters w;, 6;, y;, s; of the kernel.

11.1 Definition of the kernel

It is convenient to introduce the following inhomogeneous analogues of power func-
tions to write down the kernel K3 ;:

Definition 11.1 (Inhomogeneous powers) For any two sequences b = {b;};cz and
¢ = {c¢;}iez, define the following “inhomogeneous powers”:

n/

u—>b;
|| y n<n';
—¢j

j=n+1 u
Pn,n’(u | b;c) = 1, n=n'; n,n/eZ. (11.1)
n
u—cj
1_[ Lo nsn,
R u—b/

We will now define the kernel K3, depending on four sequences of parameters

w={w}, 0 =1{6:}, y=1{y;}, s=1{s;}, 1i,j€Z, (11.2)
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and on a point z in the upper half complex plane. Assume that the parameter sequences
satisfy

sup; w; < infjy; <sup;y; < inf; Qi_zwi < sup; Ql-_zwi < inf; S; 2yj. (11.3)

Definition 11.2 The two-dimensional inhomogeneous extended sine kernel is defined
as follows:

1 z 1 — g2
Kéd(l,d;t/,a’)z_rf: Ya( Sa _)2
Tz (= ya) (W — 5, Yar)
Pu,a/(u | S_2y; y) Pt,l/(u | w; e—ZW) du, (11.4)

where ¢, a, t’, a’ € Z. The integration contour is an arc from Z to z which crosses the
real line

o To the left of all w; when At =t —t > 0;
e Between szw,- and s;2yj when Af < 0.

This integration arc exists thanks to (11.3).

The kernel (11.4) is the same as (10.12), up to changes in notation and the removal
of the cutoff parameter L € Z>.

Theorem 11.3 (Theorem 1.12 from Introduction) Under the assumptions (11.3) and
for any z in the upper half plane with 3z > 0, the kernel K3, (11.4) defines a deter-
minantal random point process on 7.%.

Proof We show using Theorem 10.9 that the determinantal point process defined by
K34 arises as a limit of a determinantal random point process coming from an ascending
FG process.

Given the data (11.2) satisfying (11.3), pick global parameters x, € (—oo, inf w;),
wy € (infw;,supw;), y« € (@nfy;,supy;), 6x € (nf0;,supf;), and s, €
(inf s;, sups;). For any cutoff L € Z 1, define truncated local parameter sequences

W — Wi li| < L; oD _ 0; li| < L;
! Wy, li| > L, ! O, li| > L,
is | < L; s | < L;

;L) _ ]V |J'| < S;L) _ s |J'| (11.5)
Y« |jI> L, sv,  |jl> L.

Taking x, smaller if necessary, one can make sure that (10.4) holds. Thus, the ascending
FG process (6.8) with global parameters x,, ws, 0%, y«, S« and local sequences (11.5)
is well-defined. Take the scaling location («, 7) corresponding to z as in Lemma 10.3.
Applying Theorem 10.9, we see that the kernel K éé(L) with the L-truncated parameter
sequences (11.5) is the bulk lattice limit of the kernel K 4 of the FG process. There-

fore, in the L-truncated case the kernel K;;;L) indeed defines a stochastic process.
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Now observe that for any ¢, a, t’, a’ € Z and L > max{|t|, |al, |t’|, |a’|}, the matrix
element K5,(t, a; t', a’) (11.4) does not depend on L or the global parameters involved
in the truncation (11.5). Therefore, as L — -+o00, the matrix elements of K;a(L)
stabilize to those of K5,. This implies that K5, also defines a stochastic process, as

desired. |

In fact, our conditions on the parameters w;, 6;, y;, s; of the inhomogeneous dis-
crete sine kernel are natural in the following sense:

Lemma 11.4 Conditions (11.3) are equivalent to the fact that the domino weights
depending on w;, 0;, y;, s; (given in Fig. 18, (a)) are positive and separated from zero
and infinity.

Proof For fixed i, j; the positivity of the domino weights depending only on
w,l,Gll,y]],s]] is equivalent to either w;, < y;, < 6 Wiy <857y orwiy >y >

0 w,1 > v y,l Let us pick iy # i1, j2 # Ji, and for wlz,Olz,yn,sj2 we have
snmlarly one of the two strings of inequalities. If, say, w;; < y; < 91'1 wi, < sj1 Vi

but w;i, > yj, > 91.;211),'2 > sj_zzyjz, then ati = i1, j = j» one readily sees that both
possibilities

w,1<yjz<9 w,l<s yj2 or w,l>yj2>9 w,l>s yj2

lead to a contradiction.
Therefore it must be either w; < y; < 6, 2w < S; y] orw; >y; > 6" 2w >

y j simultaneously for all i, j. If it’s the latter, observe that the domino weights are
invariant under the simultaneous sign flips w; = —w;, y; = —y; forall i, j, which
turns the conditions with “>" into those with “<”. Thus, we see that picking the “<
sign in all conditions does not restrict the generality. O

Thus, by Theorem 11.3 and Lemma 11.4, the kernel Kéd defines a bona fide
stochastic determinantal point process on Z> for a maximally generic open family
of parameters. Moreover, setting some of the domino weights in Fig. 18, (a) to zero
also leads to a stochastic process via a straightforward limit transition. In the rest of
this section we compare the kernel Kéd to similar known kernels, in one and then in
two dimensions.

11.2 Discrete sine kernel in one dimension

In one-dimensional slices (corresponding to fixing ¢ = ¢’ € Z), the process is indepen-
dent of 7, and the kernel (11.4) becomes an inhomogeneous analogue of the discrete
sine kernel:

1 [ 1—s72
Kia,d)=——— Ya( a) Paw(u | s 2y y)du. (11.6)

2mi Sz (= ya) = s, %ya)

The integration contour passes to the left of all y;.
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The kernel K7, is clearly not translation invariant, and the density function is given
by

: 1 [ ya(l—s;H)du 1 (%@ dv  argV,(2)
pa=K1d(a,a):—T = = o —_ =,
Tz (u—=ya) —Sa"ya) 2TV, Y T
where we used the change of variables
v = V) = ——2, (11.7)
U—3Sq4 Ya

This change of variables swaps the lower and upper half planes, hence the minus sign
in front of the integral disappears. The integration in v is over an arc crossing the real
line to the right of the origin.

In the homogeneous case y, = y, s, = s for all a € Z, the change of variables
V., = V does not depend on a, and the density p, = p = % arg V (z) is constant. We
see that (11.6) essentially becomes the usual discrete sine kernel:

1 (V@ gy _,sin(wpla’ —a)
Kig hom (@ @) = 5— -————=|VQM““——L—————2

/
" , a,a €.
27i Jy ) veet! 7(a — a)

(11.8)

The factor |V (z) |“_”/ is a so-called “gauge transformation”, and can be removed from
the kernel without changing the determinantal process. The discrete sine kernel in one
dimension and the corresponding determinantal point process were obtained in [15]
as a bulk limit of Plancherel random partitions. This point process arises from many
other discrete determinantal point processes as a lattice (bulk) scaling limit.

11.3 Periodic discrete sine kernel in one dimension

The fully inhomogeneous kernel K{,(a,a’) (11.6) on Z can be specialized to a k-
periodic kernel on Z, for any k > 2 (the case k = 1 leads to the discrete sine kernel
(11.8)). Here let us consider the case with k = 2, and take a further degeneration.
Namely, set

vi =sfci, ¢ =colizomod2 + ¢1li=1 moa2,
and after that send s; — 0. This leads to the following kernel:

K14(2n, 2n') K1a(2n,2n' +1)
Kig2n+1,2n") K1g@n+1,2n" +1)

_l_z[ oo CO}w—@m—ﬂDM%,
u

- . Cl Cl
21 Jz | G=com=ci/w) T=cifu u u

(11.9)
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where the integration contour crosses the real line to the left of 0, and An = n’ — n.
Here the matrix form is just a shorthand for four different integral expressions for the
matrix elements of the kernel, depending on the parity. The kernel (11.9) is invariant
under translations by 27Z, but not by Z if ¢y # c;.

This correlation kernel (11.9) in the 2Z periodic case has appeared (together with
its Z-translation invariant extension into the second dimension) in [76, Theorem 3.1]
in the study of plane partitions with weights periodic in one direction. See also an
extension to the arbitrary kZ x Z periodic case in [77, Theorem 4.2].

Note also that kZ x Z periodic kernels from [77] also arise as particular cases of
the determinantal kernels for Gibbs ensembles of nonintersecting paths from [22] or
as a bulk limit from the periodic Schur process [16]. Indeed, the setup of [22] allows
for fully inhomogeneous parameters in one direction (but requires full Z translation
invariance in the second direction). Therefore, in one-dimensional slices the point
processes from [22] produce all our one-dimensional kernels K7 (11.6) with the most
general parameters.

11.4 Two-dimensional homogeneous kernel

Let us proceed to discussing two-dimensional kernels. First, let us identify the fully
homogeneous case K;d (11.4). That is, let w; = w for all i € Z, and similarly for
0, v, s. Recall the change of variables V,(u) (11.7) which is independent of a in the
homogeneous case, and we denote it simply by V (u). We have

(const)® /V(Z) v—Vw) & dv
K* t,a;t',a) = ——— , (11.10
2d, hom( a a ) 27 VE) v — V(Q—Zw) pha+l ( )

where At = ' —t, Aa = a’ — a, and the integration contour crosses the real line
between V (w) and 1 for Ar > 0, and to the left of V(Q’zw) for At < 0.

The correlation kernel Kéd’ hom €an be identified with the bulk limiting kernel in
the liquid phase of the model of random domino tilings of the Aztec diamond, when
the dominoes are mapped to a determinantal process on Z?. The one-dimensional sine
kernel for the Aztec diamond model was obtained in [52, Theorem 2.10], and the
two-dimensional bulk kernel may be read off from the more general theory of [65], or
deduced as a bulk limit from [53, (2.21)].

Moreover, K éd, hom 180 arises as a particular member of the family of extensions of
the one-dimensional discrete sine kernel constructed in [22]. Namely, to get (11.10),
one should alternate the “alpha” and the “beta” factors, (1 — «™v)~! and (1 + g+v),
in [22, (2)].

Setting w = y, thatis, V(w) = 0, turns the correlation kernel de, hom (11.10) (up
to a gauge factor which does not change the determinantal process) into the incomplete
beta kernel introduced in [90]. The incomplete beta kernel is the determinantal kernel
of the ergodic translation invariant Gibbs measure on lozenge tilings of the plane
(viewed as a determinantal process on Z2, cf. Remark 9.4), which is unique up to
specifying the slope. The slope is a two-dimensional real parameter which can be
mapped (in our notation) to the point z in the upper half plane. We refer to [65, 95] for
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further details. Universality of the incomplete beta kernel in the model of uniformly
random lozenge tilings in general domains was established recently in [2].

11.5 Other dimer models with periodic weights

We see that our two-dimensional inhomogeneous sine kernel K3, (Definition 11.2)
generalizes the bulk lattice distributions arising in domino and lozenge tilings. Our
generalization allows for inhomogeneous parameters in both lattice directions.

By taking the parameters to be periodic (as in Sect. 11.3 but in both directions),
one gets doubly periodic determinantal kernels with periods kZ x mZ for arbitrary
k,m > 1. When both k, m > 1, the explicit form of the doubly periodic kernels is
new. For m = 1, the kZ x Z periodic kernels appeared in [16, 22, 76, 77].

While in principle our doubly periodic kernels fall into the general framework of
[65], rewriting the general double integral formula for the kernel from [65, Theorem
4.3] in an arc integral form as in de (11.4) is a nontrivial transformation. Moreover,
the fully inhomogeneous (non-periodic) kernels in both directions do not immediately
follow from the general theory of [65]. It might be possible to obtain non-periodic
fully inhomogeneous kernels as limits of the periodic ones from [65], but the double
integral form of the latter kernels does not seem well-suited for such a limit transition.

Observe that our two-dimensional inhomogeneous discrete sine kernel K3, corre-
sponds only to the liquid (also called rough) phase of our path ensembles / domino
tilings coming from the ascending FG processes. In the rough phase one expects the
variance of the height difference to grow logarithmically with the distance [65]. This
behavior is proven in many cases, and the fluctuations are identified with the Gaussian
Free Field, cf. [43, 57, 92].

The liquid phase local behavior described by K3, should be contrasted with that in
the gaseous (also called smooth) phase in which the height differences have bounded
variance [65]. The gaseous phase is present in doubly periodic (in particular, 27 x 27
periodic) domino tilings [11, 25, 28], see also, e.g., [24] for a discussion of the case
of lozenge tilings. We see that our dimer edge weights (see Fig. 18) do not produce
gaseous phases. This is because our weights are not fully generic like in, e.g., [25],
and instead depend on the parameters in quite a special way. In particular, in the
27 x 27 periodic case we have verified that the domino weights are gauge equivalent
(in the sense of [58, Section 3.10]), in a nontrivial way, to weights periodic in only
one direction. This seems to be the reason for not seeing gaseous phases in the bulk
of ascending FG processes.
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Part IV Appendix
A Formulas for F) and G;

Here we employ the row operators (defined in Sect.2.3) to get explicit formulas for
the partition functions F) and G, of the free fermion six vertex model, and thus prove
Theorems 3.9 and 3.10. This Appendix accompanies Sect.3 and employs algebraic
Bethe Ansatz type computations. They follow [19, Section 4.5] (but are more involved
in the case of G,,), see also Part VII and in particular Appendix VIIL.2 of [56].

A.1 Proof of Theorem 3.9
A.1.1 Recalling the notation

Throughout this subsection we fix a signature A = (A1, ..., Ay > 0) with N parts,
and sequences

Xz(xl""’xN)7 y=(y17y2"")? r=("1’"'7rN)7 S=(s15S27"')'

Recall (Definition 3.3) that the function F) (X;y; r; s) is the partition function of the
free fermion six vertex model with weights W (2.4) and with boundary conditions
determined by A.

In this subsection we prove Theorem 3.9 stating that F) is given by the determi-
nantal expression (3.12) involving the functions ¢ (x) (3.11). For convenience, let us
explicitly reproduce the desired formula here:

N rlx — X
mx;y;r;s>=<]"[x,-(ri2—1> [T — ’)
i=1

i Xi — Xj
1<i<j<N (A 1)
Aj+N—j '

N
X df:t|:—1 1_[ m 7 S s,%,x,- i|

. , 2 . .
Yhj+N—j+1 — Xi mel Sm(Ym—xz) i, j=1

For the proof we will need the row operators A , B , C , D defined by (2.22)—(2.23).
These operators are built from the weights W, depend on two numbers x, r and the
sequences y, s, and act (from the right) on tensor products of two-dimensional spaces
vk = span{e(()k) , eik)} ~ C2. To the signature A we associate the element eg(;) in
the (formal) infinite tensor product VD @ V@ @ ..., where we take egk) in the k-th
place if and only if k € S(A) and e(()k) otherwise, see Sect. 3.1. For example, the empty
signature & (which has 0 parts) corresponds to ez = e(()l) ® e(()z) Q... R

By Proposition 3.4, F (x; y; r; s) is the coefficient of es(y) ineg B(xn, ry) . .. B(x1
, 1), and for the proof of Theorem 3.9 we proceed to evaluate this coefficient. One of
our main tools is the Yang—Baxter equation stated as a family of commutation relations
between the operators (see Proposition 2.5).
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A.1.2 Action on a tensor product of two spaces

The crucial part of the argument is to consider the action of B (xn,TN) .. B (x1,7r1)
on a tensor product of two spaces, Vi ® V5. Using the second identity from (2.23),
namely, (v; ® vz)B = le ® sz + v1B ® va we see that

Bxy,rn) ... Bxir) = Y Xz(x1) @ Yz(x; 1), (A2)
Ic|l,...,N}

where

Xz(x;1) = XN (@ xn, rn) X1 xv—1,rv—1) - .- X1 (@ x1, 1),
Yr(x;r) = YN xn, rN)YN—1 (T xn -1, rN—1) - Y1 (E5 x,11),
D@, r), ieT; B(xi,ri), i€eT;

Xi(Z; xi, 1) = ~ ’ ' YiZT; xiyri) = ~
i( isTi) Bxir), i ¢, i( isTi) {A(Xi,ri), i¢T.

Now, using the commutation relations (2.26)—(2.27) from Proposition 2.5, we move
all the operators B to the right in both X7 and Y7, which allows to rewrite (A.2) as

Z crr(X;r) B(Xj,v,k, Ping) - 5(Xj1, rjl)§(x,~k, ri) .- B(xij.riy)
TUJ={1,....N}
r'uJ’'=(1,...,.N} (A.3)

® ACoy i) AG ) By, rig) - Bl ),

for some rational functions c;.(x; r), where we have denoted |/| = k and |I'| = m,
defined J = {1,...,N}\I and J' = {1,..., N}\I’, and ordered the indices such
that i < ig, i, < i/’s,ja < jg,and j, < j/’s for all @ < B. Here we also employed
the commutativity of A (2.24) and D (2.28). In fact, here one can already see from
(2.26)—(2.27) that m = N — k, but we will get this relation (and a stronger relation
between the sets I, I’, J, J') in the next Lemma A.2.

Remark A.1 Let us make an important observation about the coefficients c¢;.; (X; r).
Namely, these coefficients are computed using only the commutation relations for the
operators ;f E 6 5 and we argue that the ¢;.;/(x; r)’s do not depend on the order
of applying the commutation relations. This property is based on the fact that for
(x,r) B(x r)] <ub-
Cx,r) D(x r)
ject to the same commutation relations, and a highest weight vector (annihilated
by C and an eigenfunctions of A, D) Vo in that representation, such that vectors

generic parameters (x, r), there exists a representation of |:

(erlc B (xg, rk))vo, with /C ranging over all subsets of {1, 2, ..., N}, are linearly

independent. This fact is a corollary of [41, Lemma 14]: our operators are based on
the free fermion six vertex weights, and the cited paper deals with more general eight
vertex case.
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Therefore, if we apply the commutation relations in two ways and get different
coefficients ¢,/ (x; r) in (A.3), then we can apply these commutation relations in the
above highest weight representation, which contradicts the linear independence.

LemmaA.2 We have ci.p(x;v) =0if INT £ SorJNJ # @.

Proof The two claims with I N I’ # @ and J N J’ # & are analogous, so we only
prove the first one.

Suppose I N I’ # @. Since the operators §(x, r) commute up to a scalar factor
(see (2.25)), we may assume that / NI’ 3 N by permuting terms in the left-hand side
of (A.2).

Observe that no summand in (A.2) with Xy (Z; xn, ry) = ﬁ(xN, ry) (ie., N € I)
contributes to anonzero value of ¢y, (X, r). Indeed, in this case the operator ﬁ(x N,TN)
is the leftmost term in X7, and thus it does not get involved in the commutation
relations of the form (2.26), which means that one cannot obtain B (xn, rn) from this
term. Similarly, no summand in (A.2) with Yn (Z; xn, rn) = Z(xN, ry) (e, N ¢ 1)
contributes to a nonzero value of cj.p/(X; r).

However, for any Z C {0, 1}V we either have Xy (Z; xn, ry) = ﬁ(xN, rN) or
YN xn,rN) = A\(xN, rn), and so we cannot obtain §(xN, ry) in both tensor
factors. Therefore, terms with I N I’ # & are zero. O

We see thatin (A.3) itmustbe / = J'and I’ = J, and we may abbreviatec;.;» = cj.
We thus rewrite (A.2)—(A.3) as

B(xn,rN) ... B(x1,r1)

= Z 1) D(Xjy o Fiw i) - - DOy i) B (i, 1) - - - B(xiy, 1)

® A\(xik, rik) . ;\\(x,'l, I’il)E(Xijk, I’ijk) - E()le s rjl).
(A4)

We will now evaluate the coefficients c; (x; r). First,set/ = {N —k+ 1, N —k+2, ...
, N}. Then the operator

DNk ’N—k) - .. D(x1, r) B, 7). BOON ki 10 PN -kt 1)

—~ —~ - - A.5)
® AN, TN) ... AXN—k+1, IN—k+ 1) BNk, 'N—k) ... B(x1,71)
might come from (A.2) only for Z = {1, 2, ..., N — k}, in which case

X7(x;1) ® Y7(X; 1)
= BN, rN) - . BN k41, IN—k+1) DNk, rN=k) - .- D(x1,11)
AN, TN) ... AN k41, IN—k+1) BNk, IN—k) - .. B(x1,71).

In the first term, we use the commutation relation (2.26) to place the D operators on
the left and extract the coefficient cj (X; r) of (A.5). We have thus established:
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LemmaA3 Forl =1 :={N—-k+1,N—k+2,..., N}, the rational function c|
is equal to

N—k N
rl. xi—xj
aon=[] []

Xi —Xj
i=1 j=N—k+1 7' J

We are now in a position to compute cy(x; r) for arbitrary I C {1,..., N} of
size k (where k is also arbitrary) by permuting the B operators in the left-hand
side of (A.2) thanks to the commutation relation (2.25). For each such I, let o be
a permutation of {1, ..., N} which is increasing on the intervals {1, ..., N — k} and
{N—k+1,...,N},andsends {N —k+1,N—k+2,...,N}toI.

Lemma A.4 With the above notation, we have

-2 -2 —1
X — X X —X;
cxir) =sgn(o) [[] ——— 1'[(1 l ’)
i Xi —X; .7 Xi — Xj
I<i<j<N I jel J
i<j
-1
ri_zx,-—xj
M{i5==) (A-6)
el Xj —Xj
i<j
Proof The claim follows from the fact that
oty i) = Xo())
cr(x:1) = ¢ (0 (x); o (r)) I =

;)
Jj<N—k,i>N—k+1 Ta(pro () = XYo@
o(i)<o(j)

which in turn holds thanks to (2.25) via induction on the length of the permutation o
(which is the minimal number of elementary transpositions required to represent o as
their product). Then we can further simplify:

-2
To@iyXo (i) = Xa(j)
IRCICIIRACS) N [ [ L

J<N—k,i>N—k+1 "a()ro () — Yo

o(i)<o(j)
2 )
= )
Xji —X; C—rTx
iel, j¢l P er, jeri<j M T T A
—1 2 -1
= [] @wi-xp [ &j—rx
iel, jel ijel,i<j
2 \—1 )
H (xj —r;7X) 1_[ (xj —r; 7x),
ijeli<j l<i<j<N
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which leads to the desired right-hand side of (A.6). The signature of the permutation
o arises by turning x; — x; into x; — x; foreach pairi ¢ I, j € I withi > j. O

A.1.3 Completing the proof

We are now in a position to prove the determinantal formula (A.1), which final-
izes the proof of Theorem 3.9. The goal is to express the coefficient of es() in
e@B(xN, rN) .. B(xl, r1). We are going to repeatedly apply 1dent1ty (A.4) (with the
coefficients c¢; (x; r) given by (A.6)) to vectors of the form eo ® v,m=1,2,.

Observe that e(m)B(x r)B(x r") = 0. Therefore, any nonzero summand in (A 4)
must have |/| < 1. Moreover, when I = {i} has one element, any such nonzero
contribution to the coefficient of es(,) should have i € S(A) = {Ay + 1, An—1 +
2,..., A1 + N}. Therefore, each step of the repeated application of (A.4) for which
we choose || = 1 corresponds to a number from 1 to N (indicating which element
of S(A) is selected), and these numbers must be distinct. We encode this information
by a permutation T € Gy. Using the facts that

_ N 2
— Xk ry Xp — Xj
co(xir) =1, cyx; 1) = (=N K l_[ H ‘ -,
MM S T A
- ~ x(1—r
e(()m)A(X, r) = eém)’ e(()m)B(x, r) = ( ) e(m)’

rz(}’m_x) !
Ym — Szx (m)

m) 13
D )
@ D=5 0 5

we see that the coefficient of es(;,) in ey §(xN, rN) ... E(xl, r1) is equal to

r7xi = x; xr(k)(Vr_(i)—
M S o ]

Yaix+N—k+1 — Xt (k)

1) r+N—k

1_[ Ym — s,%,xr(k)

52 (Vm — Xz (k)

I<i<j<N 1eGy k=1 m=1
r.fle' —X; . . s
Note that the prefactor [ [,; ;. “ =5 arises by taking the product of the c(x)’s
<i<j< =X
overallk = 1, ..., N,butin this product for each next term the number N of variables

decreases by one. Therefore, we end up with a product over i < j instead of over all
pairs i # j. This completes the proof of Theorem 3.9.

A.2 Proof of Theorem 3.10
A.2.1 Recalling the notation

Throughout this subsection we fix M, N > 1, asignature A = (A > ... > Ay > 0)
with N parts, and sequences of complex parameters

XZ(‘xl?""xM)’ y:(y]’y27"')’ r=(rl’...,rM)7 S=(S1’s27"')'
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Recall from Definition 3.2 the function G, (x;y; r;s) = G, JON (x;y; r; s) which is
the partition function of the free fermion six vertex model with weights W (2.3) and
with boundary conditions determined by A.

Our aim is to prove Theorem 3.10 which gives an explicit formula for G (3.14) in
terms of a sum over a pair of permutations. The argument is longer than in the case of
F) from Appendix A.1 but also involves manipulations with row operators. Namely,
we utilize the operators A, B, C, D given by (2.8)—(2.9). They are built from the vertex
weights W and depend on x, r and the sequences y, s. These operators act (from the
left) on tensor products of two-dimensional spaces V% = span{e(()k), eik)} ~ C?,
where k > 1. Recall (Sect.3.1) that to A we associate the vector esy) in the finitary
(k)
1

subspace V of the infinite tensor product V) ® V® ® ..., where we take e|" in the

k-th place if and only if kK € S(A) and e(()k) otherwise, see Sect.3.1. Let us also set
eqim=e"®.. @M@ e ... (A7)

Equip all tensor products of the spaces V*) with the inner product defined by
(eT, e7) = 17_7 (here we use the notation e as in (3.2)). Then by Proposition 3.4
we have

G,(x;y;r;8) = (65(1), D(xp,rym) ... D(x2, r2)D(x1, rl)e[l,N])-

We will compute the above coefficient of eg(;) in the action of the product of the
D operators using the Yang—Baxter equation stated in Proposition 2.4 as a series of
commutation relations between the operators A, B, C, and D.

Remark A.5 Sometimes, to shorten some formulas in the proofs, we will use notation
A;, Bi, C;, or D; for A(x;, ri), B(x;, r;), C(xi, ri), and D(x;, r;), respectively.
A.2.2 Action of D operators on a two-fold tensor product

The next two statements, Lemmas A.6 and A.7, are parallel to the computations with
the row operators performed in Appendix A.1.2 in the proof of the formula for F) .

LemmaA.6 Let o € Gy be a permutation. Then

C(xo My To(m)) - - - C(xo(1)s To (1))

-2
Yo (jy*eo(j) — Xo (i)
= Clomrm)... Carr) [ H——.
1<i<j<M To@Xo@ — Xo (i)
o (j)<o(i)

Proof This is proven by induction on the length of the permutation o using the com-
mutation relation (2.11) between the C operators. O
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Lemma A.7 As operators on a tensor product of two spaces V1 ® V, we have

D(xp, rp) D(xp—1,7m-1) ... D(x1,71)
ri_zxi—xj
= Z l_[ — | B, riy) - B(xiy, i)
(1, My NieZ, jez i X T X
D(ij—k’rjM—k)'"D(le’rjl)

® D(ij_k, rjM_k) . D(le, rj])C(x,-k, r,-k) - C()Ci1 s ri,).
(A.8)

HereT= (i1 <...<ip)and J=A{1,..., M}\IT=(j1 < ... < jm—k)-

Proof In the proof we use the shorthand notation for the operators from Remark A.S.
By the last identity in (2.9), the action of Dys ... Dy on V| ® V5 is given by

Y. Xe®Yg, (A9)
K<{l,... .M}

where Xx = Xy (K) ... X1 (K), Y = Yy (K) ... Y (K), with

B,’, iEIC;
D;, i¢k,

C,', iE/C;

x,-ao:{ Di, i¢kK

Yi(/C)={

Next, by repeated use of relations (2.15) and (2.17), the sum (A.9) can be expressed
in the form

> hppr(ir)By...ByDj, ,...Dj ®Dy .DyCy ...Cy,
1,I'C{l,... .M}
(A.10)
where hj.p(X; r) are rational functions in X = (x1,...,xy) and r = (r1,...,ry),

and the indices are

I=@G1<...<ip), I'=(@G<...<iy,

J=I°=(i<...<jus). =) =0 <...<jiy_m

By looking at relations (2.15), (2.17) closer, one can already see thatm = M — k
in (A.10). By Remark A.1, the coefficients &;.;/(X; r) are independent of the order in
which we apply the commutation relations between the operators A, B, C, D to get
from (A.9) to (A.10).

By the same argument as in Lemma A.2, one can show that iy, (x;r) = 0 if
INI # @orJNJ # & Thus, it must be that I = J" and J = I’, and we may
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rewrite iy (X; r) = hy.p(X; r). This implies that we may write (A.10) as

> hi(T)Bi...BiDjy ...Djy ®Djy,_...D;,Cy...Ci.
IuJ={1,...M}
(A.11)

It remains to evaluate the coefficients /7 (x; r) in (A.11). This is simpler than for the
case of F) considered in Appendix A.1.2. First, assume that I = I} := {1, 2, ..., k}.
In this case, applying (2.15) and (2.17) to a term Xx ® Y in (A.9) only gives rise to
a nonzero multiple of By --- B1 Dy -+ Dxy1 ® Dyy - - - Dxy1Cy - - - C1 as a summand
only if IC = I;. Indeed, otherwise let kg = min ¢ < k. In any expression of X ® Yx
as a linear combination of B;, --- B; Dj,,_, ---Dj ® Djy,_, --- D Cj, ---C;, one
needs to commute Dy, to the right through Xy,_1, ..., X, which implies that j; <
ko < k. Therefore, it must be K = I;.

For IC = I, the only way of obtaining By --- B{Dys -+ Dxy1 ® Dpg - -+ Diy1Ci
-+ Cy from X ® Y is through using (2.15) to commute each D; to the right of each
B;. This produces a factor of (ri_zx,- —xj)/ (ri_2x,- —rj_zx ) for each such commutation,
and so

ri xi—xj~
o= [[ ——5—

icly, jen i

Finally, to get i for general I, observe that the operators D; commute by (2.13),
and therefore hq () (X; 1) = hy, (0(x); o (r)), which are precisely the coefficients in
the claimed identity in the present lemma, where o takes I; to an arbitrary I. This
completes the proof. O

For the next proposition, recall the notation d = d(X) > 0 which is the inte-
ger such that Ay > d and Agy) < d+ 1, and p = (U1 < 2 < ... <
pa) = {1,...,N}\(S) N{1,..., N}). Also consider the N-fold tensor product

VD ®...® V™ and take the following vectors in this space

1 2 N
esy(n) Z=€,(,:1)®e,(,122)®...®€,(n]\1/v), e[1,N] 265)®€§)®...®€§ ),

(A.12)

where m; = 1;¢5(1), and with e[,y we are slightly abusing the notation, cf. (A.7).
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Proposition A.8 With the above notation, for any vectors vy, v; € VIVtD @ v (V+2) g
.. we have

(esyy ® v, DXy rm) - .. D(x2, r2) D(x1, 1) (ep1,ny ® 1))

Z <U2, (1_[ D(xj, r(i))C(xid, rig) ... C(xi, ril)vl>
(1., M) T

\Zi=d

-2 -2
-2 2 ;) )

ieZ, jer li xi_rj Xjijezicjli Xi =1 Xj
-2 N 2(,.—2 . _
/l.jxlo(j)( ln'(j) 1) Sk (rl'”(j)'xla(j) yk)
x D Sgn@l_[ = [1 s ’
0e6y wj u]rza(,) io() k=pj+1 YK T Skl ip gy Kio (i)

(A.13)

where L = (i1 < ... <lig).

The right-hand side of (A.13) vanishes if d(A) > M. Observe that the same is true
for the left-hand side. Indeed, a single D operator moves at most one vertical arrow
somewhere to the right, and d is the number of gaps (sites with no vertical arrows)
among {1, ..., N} in the configuration encoded by es, (), so d should not be larger
than M.

Proof of Proposition A.8 In this proof we use the shorthand notation for the operators,
see Remark A.5. As a first step, we consider how the action of the product of the
D and C operators like in the right-hand side of (A.13) acts on tensor products.
Fix an integer n > 0, a subset H = {hy,ha, ..., h} € {1,..., M}, and u, w €
Veth @ V12 @ . Then we have

from(Mo)e i)
j¢H
1_[ Dj)Chk cee Ch1u>.

(o) w1

JEH
(A.14)
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and

< ™ & . (HDj>Chk"'Ch1( (n)®u)>

Jj¢H
= (e om( TT 05)ancanet”)
i¢H JEHUL)
<w,< I1 Dj)cichk---chlu>
JEHUL)
-2

N

. T

jenoy i KT A

(A.15)

Indeed, observe that C(x, r) maps ein) to 0, so by the third statement in (2.9) we have

Ciy---Cr @ @u)= Ay, ... Apel” & Ciy ... Ciyu.

When applying a product of the D;’s to this vector, a nonzero term with ei") in the

first tensor factor may appear only if we act each time by the operators D on both
tensor factors, see the fourth statement in (2.9). This (together with the fact that (-, -)
is multiplicative with respect to the tensor product) leads to (A.14). For (A.15), we
use Lemma A.7 expressing the action of a product of the D;’s on a tensor product,
and observe that a nonzero term with e(()") in the first tensor factor may appear only if
|Z| = 1 in the right-hand side of (A.8).

The action of all the operators on ei") in the right-hand sides of (A.14)—(A.15) is
explicit by (2.8) and (2.3):

s 2 () — r2 y Yn — s2r zxj
(n) (n) kon Snl'j
<eln’<l_[Dj)Ahk Ame ”> 1_[r( —sx)l_[ 52
jeH ker Tk Wn k) ien Yn ntj
<e(()n)’Bi< l—[ D,/)Ahk A (n)>
JERU{i}
s xl(r -1 1—[ s2(xXk — 12 yn) l—[ Yn —S,%Vj_zxj
n — SaXi keH (Yn s2x1) ML) Yn = SaXj
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This means that we can continue our identities as

2.2
n

2 2 - ;
s2(xx — r Y Sor X
Jj¢H keHrk(y"_Sxk)J¢H Yo =S¥
2 -2
scxi(rmc=1)
(A.15)=Z<w,< I1 D,)C,-Chk...chlu>%
i J#EHUL) S
HM
2

2
keH rk (yn - sn'xk)
2

(A.16)
Now we can evaluate
(esyGy ® v2, D(xy, ru) ... D(x2, r2)D(x1, r1)(epi,n) @ v1))

by repeatedly using (A.16). Start with H = &, and apply the first identity in (A.16)
foreachn ¢ u = {1, ..., N}\S(1), and the second identity in (A.16) foreach n € u.
Each application of the latter involves choosing an index i ¢ H. This freedom is
encoded by the data (Z,0), where Z = {i;] < iy < ... < ig} € {1,..., M} and
o € Gy, such that at each step when n = uy € pu we remove the index is (). For each
fixed (Z, o) we have the following factors in the resulting expansion:

e The inner product term <v2, (1_[ Dj)Cid o C,-lv1> l_[
j¢T I<x<P<d:o(P)<o(x)
Tig(py Mio®) ~ Yoo
Tig oy Fioter ~ Yio(p)
thanks to Lemma A.6.

, where the last factor comes from reordering the C operators

— 7‘_2 —
ro X —Xx; i (o) Vo () lo(B) .
e The factor 1_[ = T H o(e) arises by
rx =l P X = X
i€, j¢I"i J T 1< B<d g to(e) ic(p) " to(B)

applying the second identity in (A.16) for each n € u. Reordering the denom-
inator in the second factor gives

1

Xj—71;
! J

1
= Sgn(o l_[
l_[1<oc<[3<dr -2 gn(o) ijeL,i<j y2
L

7 -
io(c) Xigo) — rig(ﬁ)xla(ﬁ) Xj

-2
’rf(/)( io(jy

1y

d
e The product szl = i X, is composed of one factor per each appli-
J j o

cation of the second identity in (A.16) corresponding ton = u; € u.
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2 2
d N s (-xig(j) =TI )’n)

e The product ou)
p Hj:l Hn:uj+1 r (y — xla(,))

(A.16) which contain the same products overk € H.

2
. N M Yn
° Flnally, the product (1_[11=1 Hj:l W) (1_[] | Hn i,

2
Yn = Sntig(j)
_ 2.2
Yn = Suliy gy Mai

(A.16).

arises from both identities in

) arises from the products over j ¢ H or j ¢ H U {i} in

Combining all the terms yields the desired identity.
A.2.3 Commutation of the operators C and D

In this subsection we establish one of the key formulas concerning the commutation
of the operators C and D. We fix M, N > 1 and sequences of complex numbers

X=x1,...,xn), r=(01,..., rN), W= (wp,...,wy), O=(0....04).
Proposition A.9 We have

D(xy,rn) ... D(x1, r)C(wp, Oy) ... C(wi, 01)
= Z C(.X,‘k, rik)-"c(xilvril)C(th,ka ehM,k)--'C(whlvehl)

Il N}
H<SA{L,...,M}
T+ H|=M
[ pw;.0p ] D& rp)
JjEH J¢T
)
rIoXj — X 1
-2 i !
Tlo-rs [T 2220
X R N x,-—x,- . wj—wh
iel iel, j¢I ’ heH, j¢H
2
[T~ I —
Xj—w Xi —Ww;
heM, j¢T h ez, jen ™ J
1
) )
R e
ijel,i<j iheM, h<i Vi Wi = Wh 1<y

(A.17)

HereT=(Gij<...<ip)and H=(h; < ... < hpy_p).

Recall that the operators D(x, rj) commute by (2.13), so we can write their prod-
ucts in any order. This is not the case for the operators C(w}, 6;), which is why their
order in (A.17) must be specified explicitly.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition A.9. As a first step,
let us establish the claim for M = 1:
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Lemma A.10 (Proposition A.9 for M = 1) We have

N rj_zxj—w
D(xN,rN)_,.D(xl,rl)C(w,Q):C(w,@)D(Xl,Vl)u-D(xNaVN)l_[ X —w
j=t
N -2 -2
1 —r7%)x; i Xj—Xi
+Z(C(xi,r,-)D(w,G)l_[D(x;,rﬂ)( RS
i j#i HEW G M
(A.18)

Proof The first term containing C(w, 0) D(xy, r1) ... D(xy, ry) may only arise if we
are picking the first summand in (2.16) for each commutation. This produces the
-2

desired product ]_[;v=1 i x/_xi;w as a prefactor.

Now let us explain how to get the summand in the second sum corresponding to i =
1. Thanks to the commutativity of the D(x, r;)’s, the form of the other summands then
would follow. To get the term containing C (x1, r1)D(w, 8)D(x2,12) ... D(xn,TN),
we must pick the second summand in (2.16) once, when moving C (w, 0) to the left of

-2
D(xy, r1). This produces C(x1, r1) D(w, 0)(1;+wm. After that, we move C(x1, r1)
to the left of all the other D(x}, r;)’s, always picking the first summand in (2.16). This
produces the desired identity.

We now consider the general case M, N > 1 of (A.17). First, repeatedly using
relations (2.11), (2.13), and (2.16), we have

D(xn,rn)...D(xy, r)Cwpy, Oy) ... C(wy, 61)
= Z C(-xiks rik) o C(-xil , ril) C(th,]“ ehM,k) o C(whls ehl)
IH
x [ paw;, 0) [] D). rj) Rz(w; x; 0: 1),

J#H J¢T
(A.19)

where the sum is taken over Z C {1, ..., N}and H C {1, ..., M}, such that |Z| =k,
|H| = M — k, and k is arbitrary (see (A.17)). Here Rz.7; are some rational functions
which we will now evaluate.
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LemmaA.11 (Evaluation of R7.7; in a special case) Let’ H = {1,2,..., M —k}, and
IT=(>G <...<ix) C{1,..., N} with|Z| = k be arbitrary. Then

-2
rotx; — X
) J J i
Rzn(w;x; 0;10) = | [(A =71 )x; EESE—
’ l_[ P H Xj— X
iel iel, j¢I
-2
Mm-— I 4
X wj — Wh g Xj — wp
heH, j¢H heM, j¢T

1

X 1_[ — 1_[ (rfzx,'—xj)

. . Xi wj . . L
i€l, j¢H i,jel,i<j

1 )
PR R
iheH h<i Vi Wi = Wh 1 i<y

(A.20)

Proof From the left-hand side of (A.19), we apply (2.16) (together with permutation
relations (2.11), (2.13) for the operators C, D) to move all the operators C to the left
of all the operators D. The operator

Cxigriy) . Cxip, i )C(wpr—k, O —k) - .. C(wy, 01)

M
[ pwpop[[pe.r
j=M—k+1 j¢T

may arise, after a sequence of applications of Lemma A.10, only if there exists a
permutation o € &y such that the following two conditions are met:

e When moving each C(wpy—i+j,0m—k+j), 1 < j =< k, to the left, turn
(WM —k+j, OM—k+j) IntO (Xi, ;. Ti, ;). This corresponds to picking the second
summand in (2.16), and this swapping of parameters may happen only once per
each C operator.

e When moving each C(w;,0;), 1 < j < M — k, to the left, we always pick the
first summand in (2.16), and the parameters (w;, 6;) stay the same throughout the
exchanges.

To be able to put all the coefficients together, denote 67 (Z) = (iv (1), ic(141)s - - - » io(k))

for each 1 <t < k. Then, for each integer | < j < k, when attempting to commute
C(Wy—k+j, Op—k+j) to the left of

k
[T penr) T[] D@wm—irn Om—iin).
h¢oj1(D) h=j+1
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we obtain
k
C %y Tiny) [T D) [T Dwst—tcsn Ort—rsn)-
h¢o; (D) h=j
By Lemma A.10, this contributes a factor of
(1—r4_2)x~ . M 02w, — x; 2 — X
io(j)/ o) n Wh — Xig(j) Tn Xh — Xig(j)

(A21)
Yoy T WMkt oy pq e W T NG g T Mol

This deals with the first case above when we swap the parameters between C and D
operators.

In the second case when we do not swap the parameters, each C(w ) forl <
Jj < M — k must be commuted to the left of [, 47 D (xn, 1) TTA skt D(wn, 61),
which contributes

r,;th—wj M Gizwh—wj
]_[—x — I1 v (A22)
ngr P T pepkr TR
Observe that
k
) —2y ..
l_[ (1- ria(,-))xiom = l—[(l = X
j=1 i€l

-2

k -2 . — y:
l_[ 1_[ ry Xn — xig(j) N l—[ rh Xp — Xj 1_[ ria(h)x,g(h) xln(j)
" Xn — Xi X i ’

h=Xi e Mom T Yo
(A.23)
Now, combining the product of (A.21) over 1 < j < kand (A22)over 1 < j <

M — k, and using (A.23), we see that the desired coefficient depending on o € Sy is
equal to

rh xh Mok rp " Xn i M Glfzwh—wj
o= T (s 1 %)

Xp — Xi Xp — 1 wp — Wi
ieT ieThgr h TN oy Npgr R TWI gy S W T W
-2 . k M -2
5 1—[ FiganyMiom — Xio(j) l—[< 1 O “wn _xia(j)>
I<h<j<k oty T Moy oy \Magy T WMkt gy sy WhT Hog)
(A.24)

Note that this is the coefficient of the operator
C(xig(k)’ rio(k)) o C(xia(l) s rig(l))c(waka QMfk) “e C(w] P 91)
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M
H D(wj,ej)l_[D(x]',rj),
J=M—k+1 i¢T

and permuting the first k of the C operators to the desired order C (x;, r;,) . . . C(x;, 1iy)
results in an additional factor

)
r. Xi — X
i) to(B) o ()
]_[ = , (A.25)
l<a<B<k TigeoXicr ~ Yia(p)
o(B)<o(e)

by Lemma A.6.
This implies that the full coefficient Rz.7/(w; X; 0; r) equals to the sum of (A.24)
times (A.25) over all 0 € G;. We have

-2 2
l—[ Ty Fiom — Xia(j) 1—[ TigpyXio®) ~ Ko
-2

I<hej<k  Nom T XieG)  cgep<k TigenNiow T Xiop)
o(B)<o(ex)
r; X —Xj
= sgn(o) 1_[ S A
Xi — x/~

i,jeT,i<j
Therefore, the summation over o amounts to computing the determinant:

M

k -2
1 0 wp — Xi_ .
Ssen [ (o [ A
oel j=1 Nio() T WMk i Wh T Xieg)

k

L (e
=det| —M—— - .
xilg wh_xiﬁ =i

x,pB=

T WMkt Tt o
(A.26)

We have already computed this determinant (up to renaming the variables) in (3.9),
and so

(A20) =[] ; [T ©%wi—wd> [] @i-xp

ieZ, jen T T Wi jen i< ijeT,i<j
where we recalled that H = {1,2, ..., M — k}. Combining this with the remainder
of (A.24), we arrive at the desired expression (A.20), thus concluding the proof of
Lemma A.11. O
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Finally, to get Rz.7 for general H, we can permute the C operators in the left-hand
side of (A.17) thanks to (2.11). More precisely, the two expressions

1
Cwm.On)...Cawr.0)) [[ ———.

l<icjem 05 W5 — Wi
1
CWhyiOny) - Cwny 0n) [ —5——
ijeH,i<j Vj Wi — Wi

are symmetric in (w;, 6;), | <i < M, and (wy, 6y), h € H, respectively. Defining

-2
l_[i,jeH,i<j(9j wj — w;)

-2
n1§i<j§M(0j w; — w;)

Rzp(W; X; ;1) = Rzp¢(W; X; 05 1) . (A27)

we see that for any permutation T € &y we have I/?\I;,(H)(T(w); x;7(0);r) =
ﬁI;H(w; x; 0; r). The renormalization in (A.27) cancels out with the two last fac-
tors in Rz.(1,.. . m—k) in (A.20). This together with the symmetry of (A.27) implies that
R7.74 for general H is given by the same formula. We have thus completed the proof
of Proposition A.9.

A.2.4 Action of C operators on a two-fold tensor product

In this subsection we perform computations with row operators acting on tensor prod-
ucts which are parallel to those in Appendices A.1.2 and A.2.2, but now involve the
C operators.

LemmaA.12 Letx = (x1,...,xpm), * = (r1, ..., ry). Onany tensor product Vi @ V
we have:
Clem,ry) ... Clxr,r1)

= Y Ciri) e COiy i) Ay Ty - - Ay 1)
Ic{l,....M}

QCXjy_i>Tiy—i)--- Cxjy,rj) ) D(xiy, 1iy) - .. D(xi, 1)

X l—[ 1 l—[ (rj_ng —x)

[
ieT, jeg ! Jl<i<j<M

M =1 =

ijeLi<j i X T Mijegi<jli Xi TN

(A.28)

whereI=(i1 <...<ip)and T={1,... M}\Z=(j1 < ... < jM—k)-

Proof In the proof we use the shorthand notation for the operators from Remark A.5.
Due to (2.9), relations in Proposition 2.4, and an argument identical to the beginning
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of the proof of Lemma A.7, we see that the left-hand side of (A.28) can be written in
the form

> hzx:0)Cif ... CiyAjy .. Ajy ® Cjyy...Cjy Dy ... Diy,
Ic{l,....M}

where the notation Z, [Jis as in (A.28).

We first evaluate iz in the special case Z = 7 = {M —k+1,...,M — 1, M}.
The contribution containing the operator Cps ... Cpr—k+1Ap—k - - - A1 Q@ Cpy—g ... Cq
Dy ... Dy—i+1 may arise only if we use (2.16) in the second tensor factor to commute
all Cj, j ¢ I, to the left of all D;, i € Z, without swapping their arguments. Each

-2
. . . r. "Xi—Xj

such commutation gives rise to the factor # Therefore,

i

Mkf

M
hon =[] H ,x‘_x’

i=M—k+1 YA
= 1_[ ! 1_[ (rj_zxj—xi)

X — X
i€, j¢L T T 1=i<j=m

1 1

[N = Il =/—

i€l i<j i NP T X e iy i NG T i
(A.29)

Next, thanks to (2.11) the three expressions
Cy...Cy Cy...Cy Cij...le
;) ’ ) ’ 2

Hl§i<j§M(rj Xj = Xi) Hz LJ€Z, z<]( Xj = Xi) l_[l ]¢Iz<]( Xj = Xi)

are symmetric in the pairs (x;, ;) of variables they depend on (where 1 <i < M,
i €Z,andi ¢ 7, respectively). Therefore, the function

-2 -2
Hi,jez,i<j("j Xj _xi)ni,j¢1,i<j(rj Xj—Xi)

-2
Hl§i<j§M(rj Xj = Xi)

hz(x; ¥) = hz(x; 1)

satisfies hT(D x;r) = hj_'(‘L’ 1x); = 1(r)) for any permutation T € Gyy. Together
with (A.29) this shows that for any Z we have hz(x r) = ]_[l €T, j ¢Z(x, X j) , which
implies the claim. O

In the next proposition, let ey = e(()i') ®e(()i2) - ~®e(()i") ceVilgyg...gVin)

for any integers i1 < ip < --- < Iy. Moreover, fix M > I,N > 0, and 7 =
(t <t < ... < ty) C Zs>1. Define the vector ey = e,(,,AfH) ® e,(n]ZH) Q- €

YWVHD @ (V4D @ ... where m; = 1 if i € 7, and 0 otherwise.
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Proposition A.13 With the above notation we have

roOX — X

i !
(67’;]\/,C(XM,I'M)~'~C(X1,F1)€0>= 1_[ -
I<i<j<M
2 ) lj+N—l

x Z sgn(o) 1_[ < (1 — YN s7 (vi _x“(j))>,

. ¢2 .
oGy Ytj+N _St +NXo()) j_ygq Vi T SiXe()

Xi = Xj

where the inner product is taken in the space VINTD @ VN2 @

Observe that this formula is determinantal, and is in fact equivalent to the deter-
minantal formula for F) from Theorem 3.9 proven in Appendix A.1, up to swapping
horizontal arrows with empty horizontal edges, and renormalizing. Here, however, we
present an independent proof which is more convenient given our previous statements.

Proof of Proposition A.13 In the proof we use the shorthand notation for the operators
from Remark A.5. Fix n > N and vectors vj,v; € V@D @ v+2 o By
Lemma A.12, we have

(ed” ® v2, CyCpr—1 -+~ Creg) = (e, AmAm—1 - -~ Are§” )2, CuCr—1 - - - Cieo);
M

<(n)®U2»CMCM 1 C1€o>ZZ(eY’),CiAM-“AiHAi—l Ale(n)>
i=1
X (v2,Cpy -+ Ci41Ci—1 -+ - C1 Dieg)

i—1 M
-2
x 1_[ H(rz Xi = Xj) 1_[ (r} Xj = X;)
s Xi —)CJ L.
JFEi j=1 j=i+1

These quantities can be computed as follows:

Dieg = ep;

() ) Ty 20 — X))
(eo” AMAM=1 - Aley”) = l_[ —

j:1 yn _Snxj
1 —s2 52 — X
(egn),CiAM"'AH»]Aifl "'Ale(()n)> = o 2n) 1_[ 2 On 3 ]),
Yn — S;Xi i Yn — SpXj
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using the definition of the operators (2.8) and formulas for the vertex weights W (2.3).
Therefore, (A.30) is continued as

M s2(y —Xj)
(e6” ® v2, CyyCu—1 -+~ Creg) = (v2, CuCra—1 -+~ Ciep) l_[ o
=l Yn = SpX;j

M
ef” ® v2. CuCp—1 -+~ Creg) = Z v2, Cyr - Ci1Ciy - - - Crep)

ynu—s) s2(yn — X})
el | el | b 1'[<r o T1 672 -
B j=it1
(A3

Now we can evaluate (e7: v, Cpr . . . C1ep) by repeatedly applying (A.31). Through-
out these applications, we use first or second identity in (A.31), respectively, for each n
belonging or not belonging to the set {t; + N, + N, ..., tpr + N}. In the latter case,
forn = N +t;, we choose whichindexi = i; € {1, ..., M} toremove. These choices
are encoded by a permutation o € Gy asi; = o (j). This leads to the desired claim,
where, in particular, sgn(o’) arises from reordering the denominators x4 ;) — Xo(j) t0
xi—xjoveralll <i <j <M. O

A.2.5 Completing the proof

To finalize the proof of Theorem 3.10, let us recall the formula to be established. Fix
an arbitrary signature A = (A1 > ... > Ay > 0).Letd = d(A) > 0 denote the integer
suchthatAy > d and Ay <d+1.Denoteby £; =A;+N—j+1,j=1,...,N,
the elements of the set S(A). Moreover, we define © = (u; < U2 < ... < pg) =
{1, ...,N}\(S(A) Nn{l,. }) Our goal is to show that

Z 1_[ (r; 2xi — x])l_[

T.Jc{l....M} il iex " Ty s
|Z|= |j| d 1<j<M JjeI©
1
<[] =—=—[lox-xp 1_[ —[1
x, Xi Xj—Xi
i,jel i J Jiere ljej
i<j jeg /ej i<j
2 lp—1 2
yih Szh) S (yi - xjp<h))
< % son ] [T 0 k)
dpe&t Yo — s@thmh)z N1 YT S
2 N —2 _
st sk( l(,(m)xln(m) ,Vk)
X l_[ 2 2 1_[ 2 2 :
yl"m [.Lmria(m)xia(m) k:ﬂm+l Ve — Sk ria(m)xia(m)
(A.32)
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whereZ= (i1 <z <...<ig)and T=(1 < o < ... < ja)-
Recall that

Gr(x;y:158) = (esy0) ® es_y (M), D(xar, ry) - .. D(xa, r2) D(x1, r1)(eq1,n) ® €0)),

where we have split the vectors into esy ), ef1.v] € VIV ®@ ... ® VIV (cf. (A.12)),

and the remaining two vectors belong to VIN+D @ V(N+2 @ . Note that the vector

(k

es. y(») has exactly d tensor components of the form e; ) , and the other components

(k)

are of the form e; ’. We can use Proposition A.8 to write:

(esyoy ® es_yoys DG, ry) ... D(xa, r2) D(x1, r1)(epi,N) ® €o))

2y
j=lk=1 Yk TSKXi el My

<€S>N(x), <1_[ D(x;, Vj))C(xid, rig) ... C(xiy, ri )€0>
Jj¢T
)

rfle-—xj rp X — X
X —_—_— —_—
[l === 1l ===

iet, jez i Xi T xfijeIi<jri YT Xj
-2 N 2(,—2 .. _
« Z S Il(O') 1_[ M/ l“(/)( io(j) 1) 1—[ Sk(ria(j)'xlﬁ(/) yk)
g —s2 72 2,2 '

0By Wy zamxln(j) k=p;+1 Yk — Skrig(j)xla(p

(A.33)

Let us denote

ZHD(xj»rj), Cz:=C(xiy, riy)...C(xiy, riy),
i¢T

and use similar notation in what follows. In particular, in all such products of the C
operators the indices are decreasing from left to right. Employ Proposition A.9 to write

D Cr = Z CxCn DD\

KCI¢ HCT
IKI+H|=d
-2
rooxj—x 1 1
) jor i
<Jla-nm [T e I = Il =5
kek ieKUM, jerr\k 7 ' heH, jen\H iek, jenH ™ J
1
) -2
X 1_[ (rl' Xi — Xj) 1_[ —r72x-—x 1_[ (l’j xj-—xl-).
ijek,i<j iheH h<i'i M hjjeT,i<j
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Let us insert this into (A.33). Observe that all operators D preserve the vector eg. Thus,
we can continue the computation as

(eSN(A) ® 65>N(i), D(xp,rm) ... D(x2, r2)D(x1, r1)(ep1,n ® eo))

_ l_[ l_[ Yk — Sk é X/ Z 1—[ (Vl»_2xi B Xj)

j=lk=1 Yk TSKX e myi,jeT

|Z|=d
-2
M5 1
-2 =2 2. 2
iez i Xi T Tj Xjyerti Xi TV X
JEI® i<j
) rj—ij — X
x> lesoym CcCneo) [ [0 =rdme [ S
]CEIL,HEI kel iE]CUH, ]eIr\IC J 1
IKI+IH|=d

< 1T —— I ——

X;i — X X; — Xj
heH, jenH T T ek, jenm M T Y

[T on-x [] =

ijek,i<j iheH, h<i i Xi T Xh
2 N 2 2 _
S/Lj Sk (rlg( i l(f(j) yk)
x> Sgn@l_[ T [ o= :
0eBy Vi =S in Koty k=pj+1 Yk T Sk iy Xio ()

Now we are going to apply Proposition A.13 to compute the remaining inner

product. Recall that es_, ;) has exactly d tensor components equal to e
m € {£1,...,44}). Denote (xl,...,xd) Xpys -
hi <...<hmp, ki <...<kg. Then we have

, for
o Xhpgg s Xk s ""kaC\)’ where

(es.y (s CxCren) = (— 1)‘”‘1 . H Tp AT 1—[ rpTX TN

i,jeH,i<j i,jeK,i<j

rIoX; — X Sz) T S'(Yi_x('))
e zsgn<mn( [1 22w,
ieH, jek ! Xj Gy 4G~ sfjxp(J) i=N+1 TS %)

(A.34)

The sign (—1) A arises from the fact that the 7;’s in Proposition A.13 are increasing,

while the £;’s in (A.34) are decreasing, so the sign of p has to be multiplied by
d

(-1

(esyo) ® es_ vy Dxm,ry) - D(x2, r2) D(x1, ri)(e1,n) ® €o))
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-2 ' 1 1
x Z H (r; “xi —x;j) H 2 _ 2. H e N
(... M} ieT iez i M T A et XTI A
|Z\_d 1<j<M jGT i<j
1
x 2 I ew-x [ —
KCI®, HCT ieT* igkUH YN G en J
IKI+H|=d jeKUH JEKUH i<j
=1
Xi — Xj Xi — Xj
ijek ™! J iceH ! 4
i<j JjeK
i—1
_Sg) S v =)
i p(J)
X sgn(a,o) . 5=
UpGGd Yej Sfjxp(J)z =N+1 YT Si %)
2 N 20072 . _
S Sk (riag)xla(j) Vi)
x l_[ §2 2 H 2.2 :
i T80 ig iy Koy k=pj+1 Yk T Sk gy Kio ()

Upon denoting J = KUH = (j; < ... < jg), we arrive at the desired statement
(A.32). Note that reordering the indices in (xi, e, xé,) in the increasing order leads
to an extra = sign coming from sgn(p), but this sign is compensated by writing

Moo= O o= T oo== I -

X Xi — X
i jeH, i<j TijeK,i<j ! JieH, jek ijedi<j " J
(A.35)

(equivalently, one may refer to the symmetry as in the proof of Lemma A.12). Finally,

replacing x; — x; in (A.35) with x; — x; absorbs the sign (— l) . This completes
the proof of Theorem 3.10.
B Correlation kernel via Eynard-Mehta approach

Here we prove Theorem 6.7 on the determinantal structure of the FG measures and
processes. We employ an Eynard—Mehta type approach based on [20], see also [31].

B.1 Representation of the ascending FG process in a determinantal form
Recall the notation of the ascending FG process (6.8) from Sect.6.2. Throughout
Appendix B we omit the notation y, s in the functions G/, (w;;y; 6;; s) and other

similar quantities.
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Here we use the determinantal formulas for the functions F) (Theorem 3.9) and
G, Gy to rewrite the probabilities (6.8) in a determinantal form. The formulas
for G, and G/, are of Jacobi—Trudy type and follow from Cauchy identities and
biorthogonality as in Sect.5.4.

Recall the notation (3.11):

yj —s]x
@k (x) = k> 0.
l_xl_[ Z(YJ_X)

By Theorem 3.9, we have

N
F;.(p) = const - det [¢A_;+N—j(xi)]i’j:l , (B.1)
where the constant is independent of A (we adopt this convention for all such constants
throughout Appendix B, and will denote all of them by const).

Next, recall the functions ¥ (5.1):

2 k2
2o~ D) 520y —x)
gty = 2B ZD AT

2 .
Vel = St 5 Vi =S¥

For (w; ©) = (wg, ..., wp; b4, ..., 6p),a < b, let us define a slight generalization of
(5.13):
b -2
1 z—0"w;
hi, p(w; ©) ::—,% dz 1215 l_[ I k>o, p=>1,
2mi Ty yp—zj L, LW

where the integration contour I'y ,, is positively oriented, surrounds all y;, w;, and

leaves out all s, 2 vi. The function G, () in (6.8) has the following determinantal form
(witha =b = 1linhg):

G, (wr; 61) = const - det[hk(1)+N i ](w1, 91)]1 =t (B.2)
Finally, recall the functions Fl (5.9) and g; ;. (5.10):
b -2
9w 0) =h (Wi tky: 0:14s) = o= ¢ dz @Yo [ [ ——.
27Tl Fy,m j=u <= w/

where the integration contour is around y;, w; and not s._2y j» and (W;0) =
(Wg, ..., wp; 04, ...,6p) with a < b. The skew functions in (6.8) take the follow-
ing determinantal form:

G)L(z)/)h(z_l)(w,; 0;) = det[ (B.3)

9(x§’>+N—i)/(A§"”+N—/>(w” ol J=1
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We observe that when evaluated at a single pair of variables (w; ), both hy_; (for
k > j) and g, become explicit:

LemmaB.1 We have

w(l — 07y (w)
he,j(w; 0) = yji—w ’
anon — productexpression, k < j,
w(l = 02wy (w), 1> k;
02w — 52y

k> j;

, [ =k;

gx(w; 0) = )
W — 811 Yi+1
0, | <k.

Proof For hy ; with k > j, the only pole inside the contour is z = w, which leads
to the desired formula. The exact form of the functions hy ; with k < j is not very
explicit (apart from the original contour integral expression), but they are not involved
in our computations.

For g; ., in the case [ = k, the only singularity outside the contour is z = s;_ fl Yk
and for / > k the only singularity inside the contour is z = w. The respective residues
in these two cases lead to the desired formulas. For / < k, there are no singularities
outside the integration contours, and the integral vanishes. O

Putting together (B.1), (B.2), and (B.3), we get:

Proposition B.2 The probability weights under the ascending FG process (6.8) have
the following product-of-determinants form. For E(/.l) = )»y) + N+ 1 — j, we have

APGD @AMy

T
= const - det[hegl)_l,j(u)]; 91)] Hdet[g(zlg/)_l)/w(l_/_n_l)(u),; 9;)] det[(pZ;T)_l (x,-)],
=2 ’

where all determinants are taken with respect to 1 < i,j < N, and const is a
normalizing constant which does not depend on the £)’s.

B.2 Application of the Eynard—Mehta theorem
The form of the probability weights as in Proposition B.2 puts the ascending FG process

into the domain of applicability of the Eynard—Mehta theorem (see, for example, [31],
[20, Theorem 1.4]). To express the determinantal correlation kernel of the point process

(@ D)ye=1,..T, j=1... Ny C{l,....T} x Zs,
(0 =2+ N+1— ], (B.4)
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one first needs to invert the N x N “Gram matrix” given by

Mij =Y hayi(wis00) Gy s, W23 02) .- Gy fag, (W75 07) Qur (x5).(B.S)

Note that by Lemma B.1, this series converges absolutely under the condition (6.7).

Proposition B.3 We have

-2
1 Xj — 0 “wy

Mij = ——— Pa—
Vi - J t

(B.6)

The proof is based on the following lemma:

— -2, .
LemmaB.4 Let %%| < 1 =38 < 1 for all sufficiently large j > 1. Then
—570)

we have

> 1
> oy () = ——.
u—"7v

k=0

Proof We have

— k -2
1 et (L=s2) Sru =87y v—y;
)

STy vty

M2

D o) (v) =

_ -2
k=0 U—=Yk+1 v — St 1 Vi1

il
(=}

J

-2
1 (] U S kL U = Ykl )

T 7

o

0

2.
U—s;"yVj v—y;

3

=7

— v -2
1 4Ty V=8, )

J

and the sum telescopes to 1/(u — v) if it converges (which holds under the condition
in the hypothesis). O

Proof of Proposition B.3 We represent hy, ; as an integral over z;, and each g,,, /,, | as
an integral over z;,2 < t < T. Initially all the integration variables belong to the same
contour I'y, ,,. However, in order to apply Lemma B.4 under the integrals, we need to
have the following conditions on the contours for all sufficiently large k > 1:
Zeel = SV 23— Y Xj =SV Ir =
5 <1-6<1,

= = <1l-6<1,
T+l = Yk 2 — Sg Yk Xj =Yk 1 — 8 Yk

wheret = 1,...,T — 1, j = 1,..., N. Clearly, under certain restrictions on the
parameters, such contours exist. Moreover, we may also choose them to be nested: z;
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around all y; and wy, zp around z4 if B > A, and all contours must leave outside all
the points s, 2 V. On these contours, we have by Lemma B.4:

Ve — f‘ % dzy...dzr 1—[21 0 Wy
v (2m>T yi — 21 (xj —z7)@r — 27-1) - - - (22 — 71) P—wr

=1 !

This integral is computed as follows. First, for z7 there is a single pole z7 = x;
outside the contour (and the integrand has the zero residue at infinity). Taking the
residue clears the denominator x; — z7 and substitutes z7 = x ;. After that, we repeat
the procedure for z7_1, ..., z1, which leads to the desired formula.

Finally, the restrictions on the parameters under which the contours exist are lifted
by an analytic continuation, since Lemmas B.1 and B.4 imply that the summation in
(B.5) produces an a priori rational function. O

The matrix M = [M; j]f\f j=1 is readily inverted:
LemmaB.5 We have, fori,j=1,..., N,

T
o1 T (i — v (v — xx) Xi — w;
Y Xi —Yj nk;ﬁi (x; — xk) nk;ﬁj (Yj — Yr) o Xi — Gl_zu)t

1 (E = y)(n — xi) & —w
d
(an)z% g% ?7 (S—Xk)(n—yk)ng—e 2w,

B.7)

where the contours for & and n are small nonintersecting positively oriented circles
around x; and y j, respectively, which do not include any other poles of the integrand.

Proof The first expression for M l.;l is obtained using the Cauchy determinant, since all
minors (and hence all cofactors) of M are determinants of similar form. The contour
integral expression corresponds to taking residues at the simple poles & = x; and

n=yj.

By the Eynard—Mehta theorem as in [20, Theorem 1.4], the correlation kernel
of the determinantal point process (B.4) on {1,...,T} x Z>; takes the form (the
shifts @ + 1,a’ + 1 correspond to the shifts in the determinantal representation in
Proposition B.2):

Kap(t,a+1;t,a +1)
=—lov D Gy e W 0 - Ga gy, (W13 01 ja,, (Wi )

Qg sees =120

N
+ MG DT ey (Wi 019y, e, (W25 602) - Gase,, (Wi 0r)

i,j=1 Alyeens a;—1>0

x Z 9,1 ja Wer 15 0 1) - 9 g (W13 OT)@pr (). (B.8)
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The iterated sums over the « ;s in the first and the second terms are finite and thus con-
verge, and the sum over the ;’s is infinite but converges under (6.7), see Lemma B.1.

B.3 Computation of the kernel

Let us now compute all the sums in (B.8), and arrive at the resulting formula for the
correlation kernel.

For the first summand arising when ¢ > ', we pass to the nested contours (zp
around z4 if B > A) as in the proof of Proposition B.3. We obtain

Z Yo,y ja W15 O 1) - Qo joy o, (We—15 01-1)9 0/, (W15 O1)

dzyqy...dz;

(27-“)t Q@miy—" f f(pa @r+1)¥az) @re2 =241 - =1 — 20-2)(2r — 24—1)

lL[ i — 91-_ wij (B 9)

iz ST Wi

where we extended the sum over the «;’s to all «; > 0 under the integral, and the
infinite sums under the integral are computed using Lemma B.4. Next, deforming the
contours z;_1, Z;—2, - - -, Zr+1 (in this order) to infinity, each integration in z; picks
up a residue at a single pole outside the integration contour at z; = z,. This leaves a
single integral:

1 z—@ w;
(B9 =53¢ dzp @Y I e (B.10)

Py =1 < Wi

Arguing in a similar manner, we can compute

D hayi(Wis 0094, /0, (W25 62) .. Guse, , (Wi 61)

[« P o;—1>0
_ 1 f Ya(zr) dzy...dz; ﬁ 4 — Gd_zwd
Qriy J S yi—a @)@ —a) @ =) U 2 — W

1 Va(2) dz lL[ 72— 607wy

i Jr,, Yi—z g T—wd

and
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> 9ﬂ,/+1 Jar We1s 0041) - Ggy gy (W15 O7)0py (X))

% % Pa (21 41) dzyqy...dzr
(27”)T @i xj—zr @42 —2r41) ... @r—1 — 27-2)@T — 2T7-1)

1—[ ch

c=t'+1 Ze ™ We
Xj 2w
Mo Y% We
= Qa’ (x]) l_[ b .
c=t'+1 i
In the latter computation we pick the residues at z7 = xj,...,zy41 = x; (in this

order), which is the only pole outside the corresponding integration contour. Finally,
we take the last two quantities, multiply by ij.l, and sum as in (B.8). Using (B.7),
we have

N N T
1 1 & =y —xp) E—w
Z (2ﬂi)25£r 4 r dné—nn(S—xk)(n—yk)ns—e’zlw
i,j=1 Xj i k=1 t=1 t 1
3 d _ 972 T L 9_2 .
27”7{ 1/f (z) z Z_dwwd e 1 Xj b w
d c=t'+1 xj We

1 & =y — xx)
d d
<2m>37§ ng ”f Zn—én—zn(é—xw(n—yk)

2
Ya+1(1 — a+1) 1 z—y, E_Sj Yj
x I 1_[

2= 5,01 Va1 Yar1 =8 52— y// ]

L z—62w ! & — w,
M=~ —=

—w _ :
d=1 ST Wd &0 we

To obtain the latter expression we substituted x; = &, y; = 1, and changed the contours
Iy, Ty for these variables to encircle all x;’s or all yi’s, respectively, while leaving all
other poles outside. Observe now that the only pole in 1 outside the integration contour
which produces a nonzero residue is at n = z. Indeed, the residue at n = & eliminates
all poles inside the & contour, and thus vanishes. Therefore, we may continue the above
computation as follows:

f dt % dz 1 (E — Vi) (z — x)
(2771)2 Ty - 5 _1 6 =20 — )
Yari(l=s.7) 1 2—y; (&=
X
,Hl [

— -2 v
2= S, 0 Yav1 € = Yt PSSy ey §Y
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t t

9—2w g_c
[ T

d—1 < Wd —0c wc

Let us drag the & contour through infinity, so that now it encircles the z contour I'y ,,,
and also all the points Gi_zwi. This leads to an extra minus sign.

Finally, we need to add the additional summand (B.10) if 7 > ¢’. In this case, observe
that dragging the z contour so that it is outside of the & contour produces the same
expression as (B.10), but with the opposite sign. Moreover, we need to undo the shifts
a + 1,a’ + 1 corresponding to the determinantal representation in Proposition B.2.
Renaming the integration variables as £ = u, z = v leads to the final expression for
the correlation kernel of the ascending FG process:

N
1 1 (W — y)(v — xx)

K T —

Ap(t,a;t’, a’) (2ni)2,(£1~’ 2 dujgrvwdvu_vn

yw,0 7w Y, k=1 (u - Xk)(U - yk)
a—1 a—1

)
ya(l U—y] U—s;"Yyj
1_[1 Sj I '

v—say uU—=>yo yjjzl u—yj

!

t - t
1—[ v—9d2wd l_[ U— we

_ -2
d=1 v Wd c

zlu—ec We

where the u contour is outside for # < ¢/, and the v contour is outside for ¢ > ¢’. This
completes the proof of Theorem 6.7 in the ascending FG process case.
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