arXiv:2512.02286v1 [math.PR] 1 Dec 2025

PFAFFIAN TRANSITION PROBABILITY AND CORRELATION KERNEL OF
TASEP IN HALF-SPACE

JAN DE GIER, WILLIAM MEAD, DANIEL REMENIK, AND MICHAEL WHEELER

ABSTRACT. We present the transition probability for the asymmetric simple exclusion process on
the half-space for general initial conditions and particle insertion at the boundary. In the limit of
total asymmetry, where particles only jump to the right, we show that the transition probability
reduces to a single Pfaffian for a large class of initial conditions. We further derive a Fredholm
Pfaffian formula for the multipoint distribution of the totally asymmetric model conditioned on the
number of particles in the system using a connection with a Pfaffian point process supported on
Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. The asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) is an integrable continuous-
time Markov chain central to the KPZ universality class. It is a specialization of the stochastic
six-vertex model which can be regarded as a discrete time stochastic process.

Literature on the ASEP is extensive. Its integrability is utilized in [GS592, Kim95] to study
the spectral gap of the transition matrix as well as universal scaling behaviour by solving Bethe
ansatz equations for a finite lattice with periodic boundary conditions, see also [N 04, LIK0G, BL1S].
Similar results for the more intricate case of a finite lattice with open boundaries are given in
[dGE05,dGE06,dGE08,Sim09,dGE11, GLMV12,LP14, Prol6, Pro24].

On the infinite line it is possable to make Slgnlﬁcant further progress because one does not need
to solve Bethe equations. The transition probability for the totally asymmetric simple exclusion
process (TASEP) is given in determinant form by [Sch97] using coordinate Bethe ansatz, and in
terms of multiple contour integrals for the general ASEP by [TW0g]. The fact that the asymptotic
behaviour of related stochastic particle models can be described using random matrix distribution
functions was established in [Joh00].

The determinant form in [Sch97] is not immediately amenable for asymptotic analysis, but can
be rewritten using a determinantal point process supported on Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns [Sas0,
BEPS0O7]. The correlation kernel for this point process is then expressed in terms of the solution

of a biorthogonalization [problem| that can be solved for general boundary conditions, leading to
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the KPZ fixed point | ]. In a further development, a multi-time, formula has been solved
in | : | for some special initial conditions.

For the ASEP on the infinite half-line, the transition probability is given in the case of reflective
boundary conditions by | | and for general open boundaries for the discrete stochastic six-
vertex model and continuous-time ASEP in half-space in | ] in the case of empty initial
conditions.

Half-space and other generalizations of | ] have been studied in | , : , 1,
while half-space Airy line ensembles have recently been analyzed in | ]. A structural analysis of
Macdonald processes is developed in | ], including integral formulas for moments and Laplace
transforms of Macdonald measures and various specializations. Relationships between several half-
space models and related distributions using shift invariance are established in | ]. Formulas
and KPZ scaling analyses for the expectation of the height function and integrated current were
obtained for special choices of open boundary conditions for both ASEP and stochastic six-vertex
model in | | (off-diagonal) and | | (Liggett’s condition).

A KPZ scaling analysis for the boundary height function for the case of general boundary con-
ditions is given in | |. A probability distribution of the totally asymmetric simple exclusion
process (TASEP) in half-space for generic initial data, with its KPZ scaling analysis and subse-
quent description of the half-space KPZ fixed point, is obtained in | ].

In this paper we provide the half-space ASEP transition probability for arbitrary initial condi-
tions and without absorption. We then turn our attention to the TASEP for which the transition
probability takes a Pfaffian form. This Pfaffian can be related to a Pfaffian point process supported
on Gelfand-Tsetlin patterns | , ], which allows us to establish the joint distribution
conditioned on particle number. The relationship with the unconditional distribution of | | is
intriguing and at present unclear.

1.2. Main results. In Section 2 we define the asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) in
half-space with open boundary conditions and finitely many particles at positions 1 < xy < - < a7
obeying the following dynamics. A particle at site x > 1 jumps to z+1 at rate 1 and to x—1 (assuming
x > 2) at rate ¢ > 0, with jumps being permitted only if the target site is empty. Additionally, at
rate a > 0 new particles enter the system at site 1 whenever this site is empty and exit the system
through site one at rate v > 0.

Our first main result is an explicit multiple integral formula for the transition probability of the
half-space ASEP with general initial conditions and ~ = 0.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 2.2 in the main text). Let N > M > 0 be fized integers and let x =
(z1,...,xn) and y = (Y1, ...,y ) be ordered coordinates of particles in the half-space ASEP. The
transition probability between y and x for the half-space ASEP under the specialization v = 0 is
given by

dw dw w; —w; 1-quw;
P =V N-M —atjg 155 N 5 4 iWj
Wy~ ) N-MQ e e o ex | |

27l 2m ey L Qs —wi 1 —ww;
N 1 - qu? 1—w; \*! 1-q)%w;t
<11 qu; ( w ) expf (L= 9w
1 lwilg+a-1-aow;)(1-qw;) \1-qu; (1 —w;)(1 - quw;)

y Z 0( H [wi—qwj 1—wiwj]IJ\—4I|:1—q—oz+04u}i(1—q)wi(1—qu;i)yi_1])7

2
oBy  \1gicjen | Wi —w; 1 —quaw; iy 1 -qu; 1 -w; 1 —w;

where the contours surround singularities at w; =1 and are defined according to Definition 2.1, and
where By is the group of signed permutations of size {1,..., N} (see Section 2.2 and (2.4) for more
details). The overall normalization is given by the following q-dependent factor

-9k
T [(1-¢) (1+¢ )]

k:
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The case of empty initial conditions, presented in | ], is recovered from (2.5) as the
special case M =0 or y = &. In particular, this special case has a completely factorized integrand.

Remark 1.2. As discussed further in Section 2, Theorem 1.1 was originally derived within the
context of the stochastic six vertex model on half space as defined in | |, using a related

Cauchy identity. In this paper we provide an alternative direct proof, presented in Sections 2 and
6.

We turn now to the totally asymmetric (TASEP) limit v = ¢ = 0, for which the transition
probability takes a Pfaffian form akin to Schiitz’s determinantal formula | | for the full-space
case. This is our second main result and we state here the simplest version, for empty initial
conditions and even number of particles.

Theorem 1.3 (See Theorems 3.2 and 3.6 in the main text). Let N be a fized even integer and let
x = (x1,...,2N) be the ordered coordinates of half-space TASEP particles. Then the half-line open
TASEP has transition probability from an empty state to x is given by the Pfaffian

P2 - ) = (-1)>e PE[Q],
where Q is a skew-symmetric N x N-dimensional matrix whose entries are given by
[Q]z’,j 5=Qi,j($N—i+1,$N—j+1),
forall1<i,5<N and

Qij(z.y) = Oézjg

5 2mi

du \9§ dw uvw-w wi—xet(w—l) uj—yet(u—l) (11)

5%1—u—w(w—a)(w—l)i(u—a)(u—l)j’

where the contour B surrounds the points 1,0, and 1 — «.

The extension to odd N is straightforward and also provided in Theorem 3.2. More generally, a
Pfaffian expression can be obtained for arbitrary initial conditions, as long as the leftmost initial
particle is not too close to site 1. For fixed integers N > M > 0, let x be the ordered coordinates
1 <xzy <...<x; of TASEP particles at time t and let y denote the ordered coordinates 1 < yy; <
... <y of particles at time ¢ = 0, then the transition probability P;(y — ) is given in Theorem 3.6
as a Pfaffian for the case' yp; > N - M + 1.

Following ideas of | : | for the full-line case, and adjusting these to the Pfaffian
case using the framework developed in [ | and [ ], the above Pfaffian expression for the
transition probability can be written in terms of a Pfaffian point processes supported on Gelfand-
Tsetlin patterns, see Propositions 4.5 and 4.7 in the main text.

Using the formulation as a Pfaffian point process, correlation kernels can be computed via a
result from | | given in Proposition 4.4. This leads us to our third main result: a conditional
distribution of half-space TASEP, which we present here for the simplest case of empty initial
conditions. A Fredholm Pfaffian expression for the conditional distribution for more general initial
conditions is given in Theorem 5.7 in Section 5.3.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 5.3 in the main text). Let N >0 be a fived even integer. Let V(x,y) =
Q11(z,y) with Q defined in (1.1), and let Po(x),...,Pn-1(x) be a family of polynomials where Py,
is of degree k. Assume that these polynomials satisfy the following skew-biorthogonality relations:

i Do (2) ¥ (z,y)P2;(y) = 0,

z,y=1

i @Qi+1($)‘lj($a9)@2j+1(y) =0,

z,y=1

i Do () (x,y)Poji1(y) = —0;;,

z,y=1

IThe restriction to ya > N — M + 1 is of a technical nature. For a physical interpretation see Remark 3.7.
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for all 0 <i,j < N/2. Furthermore, for a fized integer m >0, let {p1,...,pm} €{1,..., N} be indices
denoting particle labels such that py < py < -+ < py,. Then the half-line TASEP with empty initial
conditions has conditional joint distribution given by a Fredholm Pfaffian of the form

P [ﬁ (Xu(pe) > o)

where Xo(p,x) = Lyca, and ay,...,a, > 0. The correlation kernel K is given explicitly in terms of
the ®;(x) polynomials in Section 5.2.

|Xt| = N] = Pf (J - X“Kxa)ﬁ({pl,...,pm}XN) 9

This result, and its extension to more general initial data, provides a Fredholm Pfaffian for the
TASEP joint distribution conditioned on there being N particles in the system at time t. Our
approach is constructive starting from the ASEP transition probability, and the conditioning arises
naturally in our setting from the Pfaffian point process formalism. Via a completely different
approach, which essentially amounts to guessing a formula and then checking that it satisfies the
Kolmogorov equations of the system, X. Zhang | | has recently obtained a Fredholm Pfaffian
expression for the unconditional joint distribution of the TASEP height function, and is able to
extract the KPZ scaling limit from it. It is of significant interest to understand how this and other
approaches are related.

The skew-biorthogonalization problem in Theorem 1.4 seems to be more challenging than the
full-line case, even for empty initial data. We suspect that one reason for this is related to the fact
that the joint distribution is conditioned on the number of particles in the system at time ¢.

1.3. Acknowledgments. We warmly thank Guillaume Barraquand, Nick Beaton, Peter J. For-
rester, Alexandr Garbali, Cengiz Gazi, Jimmy He, Axel Saenz and Tomohiro Sasamoto for helpful
discussions. JdG and MW acknowledge support from the Australian Research Council. WM was
supported by an Australian Government Research Training Program Scholarship. DR was sup-
ported by Centro de Modelamiento Mateméatico Basal Funds FB210005 from ANID-Chile and by
Fondecyt Grant 1241974. Part of this research was performed while the authors were visiting the
Institute for Pure and Applied Mathematics (IPAM), which is supported by the National Science
Foundation (Grant No. DMS-1925919).

2. HALF-SPACE ASEP

2.1. Model outline. We consider the asymmetric simple exclusion process (ASEP) in half-space
N := Z.o with open boundary conditions, and with finitely many particles. This is a continuous
time Markov process with state space given by

W={ScN:S is finite}

(note that W is countable). We index these half-space configurations by x = (z1,...,2x5) € W
satisfying x1 > --- > xy > 1, and we think of the state X; = (X;(1),..., X;(V)) of the process at time
t as the positions (in decreasing order) of N particles present at that time t.

The dynamics of the process are as follows: a particle at site x > 1 jumps to x + 1 at rate 1 and
to -1 (assuming x > 2) at rate ¢ > 0, with jumps being permitted only if the target site is empty
and, additionally, at rate v > 0 new particles enter the system at site 1 whenever this site is empty
and exit the system through site one at rate v > 0 (see Figure 1). More precisely, the evolution of
the system can be separated into bulk dynamics, with transition rates

x> (xy,...,m;+1,...,xy) atratel if z;q>x;+1,
e (r1,...,0;—1,...,xy) atrateq ifag<x;-1 (2;22),
and boundary dynamics, with transition rates
(r1,...,2n) v~ (21,...,2y,1) atratea f N=0orazy>1,

(r1,...,zn) > (T1,...,xN-1) atratey if zy=1.



Figure 1. Dynamics of the ASEP in half-space N with generic open bound-
aries.

In this text we consider ASEP with generic open boundary conditions at the origin. Note that the
number of particles |X;| is a random variable which evolves with ¢.

The ASEP Markov generator .Z acts on functions f: W — C as
ZLf(x) = a(l-m) (flzu{l}) - f(x))+ym (f(e~{1}) - f(2))
+ ;ns(l = 0se) (f(2™) = f(2)) + ;qns(l =0s-1) (f (@7 = f(2),

where x%*1 € W is the configuration obtained by the interchange of occupations at sites s and s+1,
and where we have used the notation 7, as the occupation of = at site s € N:

_ |1 if ;= s for some j,
s = 0 otherwise.

Let us define an inner product with an orthogonal basis indexed by half-space configurations W by
(y|r) = 0y,. With this inner product, the transition matriz elements of the Markov generator %
are expressed as (y| .2 |r). That is, when y # x the matrix element (y|.Z |z) is equal to the possible
single-particle transition rates to go from state y to state x (if there is no possible single particle
transition from y to x then the matrix element is zero), while the diagonal terms are equally defined
as (Y| L |y) = = Laray (| L [2).

With this notation, the action of .Z on f: W — C can be expressed as

ZLf(y) =2 (x| L 2) f(2).

2.1.1. ASEP transition probability. In this section we present the transition probability for the
half-space ASEP with generic initial conditions. We denote the transition probability by

Pi(y > xz) =P(X; =2 Xo=y). (2.1)

The transition probabilities P,(y — ) can be formulated as the solution of the master equation, or
Kolmogorov forward equation

d

FP W= D)= TRy > ) ] 2 ), (22)

subject to the initial condition
Po(y = x) = 0ya-
Explicit integral formula expressions for transition probabilities have proven to be fruitful for obtain-

ing exact asymptotic results for the ASEP under various boundary and initial conditions conditions.
Notably for the full-space Z (i.e. no boundary), solutions of the master equation were obtained

for TASEP (¢ =0) | | and for generic bulk rates | ] using coordinate Bethe ansatz tech-
niques. In half-space, explicit expressions were similarly obtained for closed boundary conditions
(a=7=0) ] ]. For upper-triangular boundaries with empty initial conditions (y = 0 and

y = @) expressions were obtained using a reduction of the stochastic six-vertex model | ].



The transition probability (2.1) is equivalently formulated as the unique® solution of the Kol-
mogorov backward equation

d

P~ 0) = X WL )Py > ), (2:3)

with the same initial condition. Here we will employ (2.3) rather than (2.2) to derive a formula for
P(y » x).

2.2. Integral formula for the transition probability. For a fixed integer N > 0 we denote the
group of signed permutations of {1,..., N} by By = Sy x{£1}". This group is of order 2V N! and is
sometimes known as the hyperoctahedral group. The group By acts on functions of some alphabet
(wy,...,wy) of length N by permuting the variables as

J(f(wl,...,wN)):f(wa(l),...,wU(N)), (24)

where the negative indices are defined by w_j := 1/(quwy) for any 1 < k < N. Wherever it is
convenient, we will use either o; or o(i) to denote the image a signed permutation. The symmetric
group of permutations, Sy, is contained within By as a subgroup.

In order to state the transition probability as a complex contour integral we must explicitly
outline the domain of integration.

Definition 2.1. For a fixed integer N, let Cy,...,Cxy be a collection of positively oriented closed
complex integration contours satisfying:

e For all 1 <i< N, each contour C; encloses the point 1 and does not enclose the points 0, ¢!
and (1-¢-a)/a.

e Forall 1 <i<j <N, each(; is completely contained within the interior of each C;. Addition-
ally, ¢C; lies completely outside the interior of C;, where ¢C; denotes the image of C; under
multiplication by ¢. This also implies that no part of C; is contained within the interior of
q‘l(}i.

e Forall 1 <k, <N, the contours C; and ¢~'C,! do not intersect and have completely disjoint
interiors. The contour C, ' is the contour which traverses the points which are the reciprocal
of those on Cy, and whose orientation is fixed so that ¢~1C,! encloses the point ¢

A depiction of nested contours which satisfy the the restrictions of Definition 2.1 is given in
Figure 2.

We now present the main result of this section: an explicit multiple integral formula for the
transition probability of the half-space ASEP.

Theorem 2.2. Let N > M > 0 be fized integers and let x = (x1,...,zx) and y = (y1,...,ynm) be
ordered coordinates of particles in the half-space ASEP. The transition probability between y and x
for the half-space ASEP under the specialization v =0 is given by

v dwy dwy w; —w; 1 - qw;w;
P - =V N-M atf f J J
t(y ﬂf) N-M©& € . en H

1 2w 2m gien L qwy —wi 1 —ww;

y N 1 - qu? 1-w; xi_lex (1-q)2w;t
g lwi(q+a— 1 - aw;)(1 - qu;) (1 —qwi) p((l -w;)(1 —qwi))]

- a( I [wi—qwj 1—wiw]~‘|I]‘i[[ll—q—owrom;i(1—q)wi(l—qwi)?ﬁ1])7 (25)

2
veBy  \1<icjen | Wi —w; 1 —quwyw; | i 1 - quw; 1 - w; 1 —w;

2Since our state space W is countable, the solution of the backward Kolmogorov equation is unique whenever the
process is not explosive (see e.g. Theorem 2.33 in | ]); non-explosivity holds in our case because the sequence
of jump times is clearly dominated stochastically from below by a sequence of independent exponential random
variables 7, with parameters | Xo| + k, which satisfy > ;5; 7% = oo almost surely.



Figure 2. Examples of nested complex contours Cy,Co,Cs satisfying the re-
strictions of Definition 2.1 for some 0 < ¢ < 1. The contours ¢Cq, qCo depicted
with dashed lines while part of the contour q’lcg 1'is depicted with a dotted
line. This example depicts parameters satisfying o > 1 — ¢, however, this is
not a requirement.

where the contours surround singularities at w; = 1 and are defined according to Definition 2.1. The
overall normalization is given by the following q-dependent factor

-9k
T [(1-¢) (1+g1)]

The proof of this result is based on studying the following function, which encapsulates many of
the essential algebraic properties of the half-space ASEP:

fy(wla"'awN):: VN—MOéN_M Z U( H |‘w'2_qwj 1—wiUJj ]H¢yz(wz )7 (2‘7>

oceBy  \l<i<j<N wj 1 - quw;

(2.6)

k:

where

B

1-quw? 1-w 1-w
For consistency with what follows, we define F,(w) = 0 whenever M > N. Our formula (2.5) for
the transition probability may then be expressed in terms of Fy:

Py(y > z) =e™ 55
C1

XH[ 1 - qu? ( 1 —w; )Iz‘— eXp( (1-q)*wst ))]fy(wl,_..,wN). (2.8)

1l wilg+a-1-aw)(1-qw;) \1-qu; (1 =w;)(1 - qu;

The case of empty initial conditions, presented in | |, is recovered from (2.8) as the special
case M =0 or y = @, following from the fact that

dw1 dwy [ w; —w; 1- qwiwj]

ori Joy 2mi Lei<j<N LqW5 — wi 1 —ww

Fo(wy,...,wy) =a,

which is proven in Section 6.1. Note, in particular, that this special case has a completely factorized
integrand.

The next two results encapsulate the main identities needed in the proof of Theorem 2.2, which
follow from properties of the function (2.7). Their proofs are very technical, and we defer them to
Section 6.

The first of the two results shows that the function F,(ws,...,wy) from (2.7) is an eigenvector
of the ASEP Markov generator, and is equivalent to diagonalizing the generator using coordinate
Bethe ansatz on the Kolmogorov backward equation (2.3). The proof of this result appears in
Section 6.2.
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Lemma 2.3. For fized integers 0 < M < N, let y = (y1,-..,ym) be a half-space particle configuration
and let (wy,...,wy) € CN be a fized alphabet. Then the function (2.7) has the following eigenvector
relation with the half-space ASEP Markov generator:

S (1-q)*w;
i=1 (1 - wi)(l —qwi)

The second intermediate result needed in the proof of Theorem 2.2 corresponds the initial con-
dition of (2.5). This initial condition is equivalent to a homogeneous version of the spatial orthog-
onality property proposed as Conjecture 5.5 in | | at the level of the six-vertex model.
We now present it for the half-space ASEP. The proof of this result appears in Section 6.3.

S LV Fy(ns ... ) = (_a .

y/

)]:y(wl,...,wN).

Lemma 2.4. For fized integers N > M >0 let x = (x1,...,2x) and y = (y1,...,yn) be half-space
configurations. The following orthogonality holds:

7{ dwl dwy wj —w; 1-qw;w;
1 27 cy 27l 1<Z<]<N qu;j —w; 1—-w;w,
N 1_ " 1_ . :I?i—l
qu w;
Z Fo(wi,. . wn) = 6p.
xglwi(q+a—1—awi)(1_qwi)(1_qwi) ] y(wl wy) v

We can now use these two results to prove Theorem 2.2.

Proof of Theorem 2.2. Consider the multiple contour integral expression on the right hand side of
(2.8), which we want to show is equal to the half-space ASEP transition probability. This integral
expression has the following factor in the integrand:

at (1—(])2wz
9(y) =e Hexp((l w;) (1 - quy)

Expanding the exponential and using Lemma 2.3 shows that

)fy(wl, e 7’U}N)‘

9(y) = Z > W ZyW) vV L]y®) - {y "D L ) Fyom (wr - wn)
m= y(l) Ly(m)

whence it follows that g, satisfies

FW = ZOLL W)

Letting p;(y, ) denote the right hand side of (2.8), this shows that

d
Ept Yy, x Z WLy, x).
y/
Hence p;(y, x) solves the Kolmogorov backward equation (2.3). Lemma 2.4 yields the initial condi-
tion po(y, x) = 04, finishing the proof. O

Remark 2.5. The proof of Theorem 2.2 is similar in character to the proofs of integral formulas of
symmetric functions indexed by skew partitions defined via vertex models. These integral formulas
are typically derived using a Cauchy identity and orthogonality of appropriate families of symmetric
functions. For higher-spin vertex models in full-space, see for example | , , ]. In
fact, the integral formula for the transition probability (2.8) may be derived by the taking the ASEP
limit of the partition function G/, from | ], where it was shown to reduce to a solution
of Kolmogorov forward equation of the half-space open ASEP (2.2). The proof of Theorem 2.2 is
equivalent to the aforementioned vertex model approach adapted to the half-space function G,/,,
whereby Lemma 2.3 may be derived from its Cauchy identity and Lemma 2.4 is equivalent to the
orthogonality of the dual family F),.



3. HALF-SPACE TASEP PFAFFIAN FORMULAS

3.1. Schiitz-type Pfaffian transition probability. This section will be devoted to explicit Pfaf-
fian expressions for the transition probabilities of half-space TASEP, that is, the totally asymmetric
version of half-space ASEP where particles only jump to the right. The TASEP transition prob-
ability is obtained by taking the limit ¢ - 0 within the integral formula of Theorem 2.2. We will
present the general expression for this result under both empty and general deterministic initial
conditions.

Definition 3.1. Let us denote by § a positively oriented closed complex integration contour which
is sufficiently large so that it surrounds the points 0,1, and 1 - a.

3.1.1. Empty initial conditions.

Theorem 3.2. Let N be a fized integer and let © = (z1,...,xN) be the ordered coordinates of half-
space TASEP particles. Then the half-line open TASEP has transition probability from an empty
state to x given by the following: when N is even

P2 — ) = (-1)Xe PE[Q], (3.1)
and when N is odd the underlying matrix is augmented with an addition row and column
_ M —at Q P
Py - z) = (-1)(2)e Pfl o 0 ]

Here, Q is a skew-symmetric N x N -dimensional matriz and p is a column vector of length N whose
entries are given by

[QJij =Qij(TN—ir1, TN—js1),
[pli =pi(rN_is1),
for all 1 <i,j < N. We define the integral kernels

du pdw uw-w wi—zet(w-1) wivet(u-1)
ii(Ty)=a® ¢ o= P o= . . 3.2
Qig(2,9) = @ jg%ri9%27ri1—u—w(w—a)(w—1)l(u—a)(u_1)y’ (3:2)
and
dw wifxet('wfl)
i =@ — - 3.3
pile) 92271 (w-a)(w-1) (3.3)

whose contours surround poles at w,v = 1,0,a,1 — a whilst omitting all other singularities of the
integrand.

Theorem 3.2 is a special case of Theorem 3.6 which appears later in the text. As such, we only
present the proof of the later result. The skew-symmetric nature of the Pfaffian kernel is assured
by the following property of (3.2)

Qre(z,y) = ~Qui(y, ).

In particular, this implies that the function Q) is anti-symmetric.

Remark 3.3. We note here the resemblance of the transition probability (3.1) with its Pfaffian
kernel to Schiitz’s solution of the full-line TASEP | ] presented with a determinantal kernel.

Remark 3.4. The w and u contours of (3.2) can be deformed to coincide with each other despite
the apparent singularity due to the factor of 1-u—w appearing in the denominator of the integrand.
Without loss of generality, assume we perform the w integration first. Then the pole at w = 1-u can
be understood to be a removable singularity since the remaining u-integrand has vanishing residue
at infinity.
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Remark 3.5. Our overall probability measure for the transition probability of Theorem 3.2 is over
all numbers of particles in the system. That is, for all ¢ > 0 we have the normalization

i Y, PU@-(z1,...,25)) = 1.

N=0 1<z y<-<z1
3.1.2. General initial conditions.

Theorem 3.6. For fized integers N > M > 0, let x = (x1,...,2x5) be the ordered coordinates of
TASEP particles at time t and let y = (y1,...,yn) denote the ordered initial coordinates of the
particles. In the case yyr > N — M + 1, the half-line open TASEP has transition probability from an
empty state to x given by the following: when N + M is even

Ny ot Q U
Pi(y > z) = (-1)(2)e Pf[ U o ], (3.4)
when N + M is odd
Q p U
Pi(y - z) = (-1)DetPf| —p” 0 0 |. (3.5)
-Uu” 0 0

Here, Q is a skew-symmetric N x N -dimensional matriz and p is a column vector of length N which
are the same as those in Theorem 3.2, while U is a N x M-dimensional matrixz whose entries are
given by
[Q]i,j 3=Qi,j(3?N—i+1, 33N—j+1),
[p]i =pi(Tn-i+1),
[Ulik =Uik(TN_is1 = Yns-ke1),

for all 1 < 4,57 < N and 1 <k < M. The functions Q;; and p; are defined by (3.2) and (3.3)
respectively while we define the integral kernel

w (w — 1)N-M-kgt(w-1)
Uu(2) ::ﬁd_( D) (3.6)

271 w?k+N-M+1 ’
where the contour v encloses the (possible) pole at the origin.

Remark 3.7. The restriction yy; > N — M + 1 on the initial conditions is technical in nature, and
arises in the proof of the limit stated in Lemma 3.9 below. While this limit could, in principle, be
computed without the restriction, the relatively simple Pfaffian structure obtained in the lemma
appears not to persist beyond this case, so we do not attempt a generalization here. On the other
hand, and despite arising in a purely technical manner, the restriction to yy; > N — M + 1 admits a
clear physical interpretation: it is precisely the assumption ensuring that

P(|X¢|=N|Xo=y)=P(|Xy|=N-M|X,=0).
In other words, given M particles initially in the system at positions y, the probability that exactly

N — M additional particles enter the system is independent of the specific configuration y provided
that it satisfies the constraint yy; > N — M + 1.

Before proving Theorem 3.6, let us show how it recovers Schiitz’s classical determinantal formula
for the full-space TASEP.

Corollary 3.8 (Schiitz’s formula). For fized integer N, let x = (x1,...,xy5) and y = (y1,...,yn) be
fized configurations of the full-space TASEP. The transition probability for the full-space TASEP is
given by the following determinantal expression

EL% Pi(y - x) = det [Ui—j(2n-is1 — yN—j+1)]1§i7jsN . (3.7)

The expression (3.7) exactly coincides with Schiitz’s determinantal expression for the full-space
TASEP transition probability from [ /.
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Proof. Since N = M, we consider the even version of the transition probability (3.4) where x,y are
half-space coordinates satisfying the conditions of Theorem 3.6. Using Proposition A.1 observe that
this Pfaffian reduces to a determinant, so that the transition probability evaluates as

Pi(y —» ) = e det[Uifj(l’Nfiﬂ - yN*J'Jrl)]lgi,jsN'

In particular, we note this expression is completely independent of the kernel @y, so that the
determinant is independent of a.. The result follows by setting a = 0 and extending the coordinates
x,y to become coordinates of the full-space TASEP by simultaneously shifting z —» x - (c,...,c)
and y — y - (c,...,c) for any chosen constant integer ¢ > 0.

The key to the proof of Theorem 3.6 is the following result:

Lemma 3.9. Let (wy,...,wy) be an alphabet of length N and let y = (y1,...,yn) be a half-space
ASEP particle configuration of length M < N satisfying yar > N — M + 1. Then the function (2.7)
has the following Pfaffian limit: when N + M is even

S('U,) w) qg (UJ)1<7,<N

1 —ww; i Wj)i<ijsn - Gh,y, \Wi) Lsis

lim 7, (wn, .. wn) = ()M [T Pt e
0 tisjen Wi W5 | =Gy, (w5) var 0

and when N + M is odd

lir%fy(wl, . ,’LUN) = (—1)(];[)04N’M
q—)

S(wszj)Kz J<N 1N Ik, (wz)lljgizjtff

y 1—[ ]_ wzw] Pf _1T 0 O ' (39)
1<i<j<N Wi = Wj
~Gk.ys (w])llilji]\]\/rf 0 0
Here the skew-symmetric function S is the kernel of the Stembridge Pfaffian (see Lemma A.2)
S(v,w) = v
- oW

while the function gy, for y> N —i+1 is defined by
(1-a+aw)wN-k+1
(1-w)y

Gry(w) =

Proof. Recall the symmetrization formula (2.7). Let us define the function fy as the symmetrization
formula (2.7) where the overall constant Vy_j is replaced by

L5 NS> M

1 otherwise ’
so that lim,_ ]?y(w) = lim,_¢ F,(w) for all appropriate alphabets w = (wy,...,wy). We will now
consider the ¢ — 0 limit on the function F, in the case N > M only. The N = M case follows by a
very similar argument. For N > M, the symmetrization formula becomes:

fy(w17_”7wN) o %q(N;M)(IN_M Z O'( H [ w_qwj 1—'11}1'11)] ‘|H§0y1(wl ) (310)

oeBn 1<i<j<N Wy I- qu; Wy

We first separate this symmetrization over signed permutations By into a sum over the symmetric
group Sy and a sum over signs. Observe that the factor

w; —qw; 1 —w;w;

w; —w; 1-qww;

in (3.10) is invariant under w; — 1/qw;. By separating the product over ¢ into 1 < ¢ < M and
M +1<i< N we may re-write (3.10) as
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N-1 N _ B
Fy(wi, ... wN)——q A ( [T TII [wqai W, 17 Wae, o, ] x

{ei=x1} 0eSy \i=M+1 j=i+1 We;o; — Wo; 1- qUWe;0; Wo;

x H [ ﬁ [wemi — W, L Derolo, ‘|gpyi(w610i)‘|) . (3.11)

i=1 Lj=i+1 L Wejo; — Woy 1= qWe;0;,Wo;

The sum over the signs {¢; = 1} in (3.11) can now be performed independently for each i. Using
w_; = 1/qw; for i = 1,..., N, and absorbing the pre-factor q(NQM) we thus get

~ N-1 N o ) - N S
}"y(wl, . 7wN) = @N_M Z O’{ H (qN—z H [wz qu; 1 wW; W ] + H |:qwl W 1 q wsz]) y
w; —

oeSn  li=M+1 j=i+1 wj 1—quww; | 5| wi—w; 1 -quw;

w; — qu; 1 —ww, i1 o [ qwi w1 - Pwaw; |
XH(H [w : ]]%Z‘(w“”qw 1Hl ] LB (we) | (3.12)

jmiv1 L wi —wj 1= quiw jeiv1 L wi—w; 1 - quw

where

1y qu-a(l-quw(l-w\¥"
qw) T l-qu? 1-qu (1—qw) '

The assumption yy; > N — M + 1 implies more generally that y; > N -¢+ 1 for each ¢ = 1,..., N
(because y; > yo > -+ > ypr), and under this condition the limit ¢ - 0 can be taken term-wise in
(3.12)3. By using the symmetrization to simplify7 we arrive at the following expression:

Py(w) = qu+190y (

oeSN 1<i<j<N Wi — Wj 5=1 i=1
(3.13)
Overall factors can be removed from the symmetrization over permutations (3.13), which yields:
~ 1-ww;
lim 7y (wy,...,wy) =" J] ——2
-0 1<i<j<N Wi — Wy
1 M (1 -+ aw;)wN "
YIS Iy [1 1] RCan
0;5;]\/ M+1<i<j<N 1- WiWj jopr+1 1 - wl)yl

From here, we may decompose the sum over the symmetric group using the following identity:

Z (_1)|0|f1(w017 s 7wUM)f2(wUM+17 cee 7wUN)

oeSN

= (DD )Y ) (wre s wre )Y (D (wny )

T<{1,...,N} peSr oeSN_M
|T|=N-M

(3.15)

for arbitrary appropriate functions fi, fo, where T'¢ denotes the complement of 7' ¢ {1,..., N}. And
so, the symmetrization (3.14) can be simplified using identity (3.15) to yield:

M+1) N-M 1- W;W;

lim F, (wr,.., wy) = (1) 2+ q
q—>

l<i<j<N Wi =~ Wj

IR EIET [ (S IEI R y g m— GRS
Te{1,...,N} ceSN_M 1<i<j<N-M wTa wTo’ i=1

|T|=N-M
(1—oz+oszpcv> Noivl

| (306

% Z (_1)\p\ ﬁ

Yi
peSr i=1 (1 - U)TPC)
1

Now, for each fixed T'c {1,..., N}, the sum over o in (3.16) can be identified as

3The q — 0 limit still exists when this restriction is not satisfied, however, the evaluation is more complicated.
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Z (_1)IU| H wj]\iiMfi

oeSN_M 1<i<j<N-M ]' wTa wTa i=1
Pf [S (wT , W, )]1<”<N v if N - M is even,
- [ -
o 1-wpwp S(wT- wT') . In_n
1<i<j<N-M T; YT i 5 J1<i j<N-M : :
' Y Pf o h= if N - M is odd,
1y 0

where we have used the evaluation of the Vandermonde determinant and the Stembridge Pfaffian
of Lemma A.2. The sum over p in (3.16) is then also identified with the following determinant

M (1 a + awye ) wh!

Z (_1)|pl H <1 o )yz i = det [gj’yj (wTiC)]lgz‘,jsM .

pES]\J i=1

Using both of these identifications, both the odd and even cases of the right hand side of (3.16)
may be simplified using Proposition A.1. The result for both even (3.8) and odd (3.9) N + M follow
once the following identity is applied

( 1) N+1 M+1( 1) (_1)(121)_(N_M). ]

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We proceed by considering the ¢ = v = 0 case of the half-space ASEP transi-
tion probability which is obtained as the ¢ — 0 limit of the expression (2.8). The evaluation of the
¢ = 0 limit on F,(w) follows from Lemma 3.9. For simplicity, we will only present the case where
N + M is even, where the odd case follows similarly. In the case where N + M is even, the this limit
is given by

N z;-1 ex
11mPt(y—>x) a e‘atjg dun .jgN dw{\’ H[(l ;}Ul)ﬂ p(l wz) ]

2mi 2l i a-1-oaw;

S(wz7w])1<l j<N gk,yk(wz) 11:;32&
x Pf . (3.17)

~Ikyk (wj ) 1;’“2% 0

where all contours C; satisfy the constraints of Definition 2.1. In particular, they all surround the
point w; = 1. It is important to note that, precisely when ¢ = 0, we are able to deform all contours
to be the same without crossing any singularities of the integrand. That is, for all ¢ we deform
C; —» D, for some appropriate contour D which surrounds the point 1. Since all integrations are over
the same contour, we may symmetrize the integrand of (3.17) to obtain

alN-Me-at M dw dw exp( T )
lim P _OT e )55 1 N w;
ql—{% Wy~ ) N! (=D D 2m  Jp 2mi a 1 - aw;

<ks<M
N . (3.18)

w;

d t[(l _wi)xj_ll Pf[ S(w“wj)kww i (w3) 1=z
X de - <
1<i,j<N

=Gk (W) 1sksas 0

while the odd case follows similarly with an enlarged Pfaffian as in Lemma 3.9. We then make the
change of integration variable w; —~ 1 - w;! and suitably deform the contours.

We note here that whenever y = @ (or M =0), for both odd and even N, the Pfaffian in (3.18) is
reduced to [Tigcjen ——2 which is equal to Stembridge’s Pfaffian from Lemma A.2. Theorem 3.2

follows by appropriate manlpulatlon after applying de Bruijn’s integration formula from Lemma
A3

Whenever M > 0, regardless of whether N + M is even or odd, we apply generalized version of de
Bruijn’s integration formula of Lemma A .4 to (3.18). When N + M is even, this yields the following

1ww’
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single Pfaffian expression

QN—i+1,N—j+1 (:Ui; $j)1gi,jgN UN—i+1—k($i - yM—k+1) N
limP(y - ) = e Pf =1, (3.19)
-0 ~Un_jr1-k(Tj = Ynr—k1) 1sken 0

<j<

where the factor of ¥~ has been absorbed into the Pfaffian by simultaneously multiplying into
the first N rows and columns and dividing the last M rows and columns by a factor of a. The
Pfaffian expression (3.19) can be brought into the form (3.4) by simultaneously reversing the order

of the first N rows and columns which generates an overall factor of (—1)(];]). The case where N+ M
is odd case follows analogously to yield (3.5). O

3.2. Kernel recurrence relations. The Pfaffian kernel functions of Theorems 3.2 and 3.6 satisfy
important recurrence relations. Analogous relations have been used to construct a determinantal
point process from Schiitz’s transition probability for the full-space TASEP in | , | and
will be used to define a Pfaffian point process for the half-space TASEP in Section 4.

Lemma 3.10. The functions defined by (3.2),(3.3) and (3.6) satisfy the following recurrence rela-
tions

Qi+1,j($i,9€j) = Z Qi,j(yiaxj)a

Yi2T;
Qi,j+1($ial"j) = Z Qi,j(xiayj)7
Yj2T;

Ura(2) = Y Ui(y),

y2z

pk+1(z) = Zpk‘(y)

Y2z

Proof. The argument follows a straightforward geometric series where uniform convergence is as-
sured by deforming the contour radii of (3.2), (3.3) and (3.6) to be sufficiently large. O

The recurrence relations also have a useful finite-summation version.

Lemma 3.11. The functions defined by (3.2),(3.3) and (3.6) satisfy the following recurrence rela-
tions

mifl
Qi+1,j(3i,$g‘) - Qi+1,j(ifi>$j) = Z Qi,j(yiaxj)a

Yi=Sq

xjfl
Qi,j+1(9ﬁz‘,3j) - Qi,j+1(9ﬁz‘,$j) = Z Qi,j(l'i:yj)a

Yj=sj

Upa(s) - Upnn (2) = 2 Ru(y),

pk+1(5) _pk+1(z) = Zz_:_lpk(y)'

3.3. Joint distribution. From Theorem 3.6, we can derive directly by summation a similar for-
mula for the joint distribution of the particle currents in the half-space TASEP.

Proposition 3.12. Let N > M > be fized integers and consider integers s; > Sy > -+ > sy > 1
and y; >y > - > yyr. Then the joint distribution of particle positions in the half-space TASEP,
given initial condition y = (y1,...,yn) satisfying yar > N — M +1, is given by the following Pfaffian

formulas: when N + M 1is even

P(ﬁ{xt(k)zsk} and |Xt|:N‘XD:y):(_1)(¥)e—atpf[ ST ;J ] (3.20)
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and when N + M is odd

Q p U
N N
P(ﬂ{Xt(k:)zsk} and|Xt|:N‘X0:y):(—1)(2)e‘0‘tPf 7 0 0 (3.21)
k=1 ~
-UT 0 0

Here, 6, U are N x N and N x M -dimensional matrices respectively and p and a vector of length N
whose entries are given by

[6]” ::Qi+1,j+1(5N—i+1; 5N—j+1)7
[Pl; =pis1 (sN-iv1), (3.22)
[U]Zk =Ui k1 (SN-ie1 = YM-ke1),
forall1<i,j <N and 1< k< M where the functions are given by (3.2), (3.3) and (3.6) respectively.

A formula of this type can be derived also for TASEP on the full-line, either by arguing similarly
directly on (3.7), or by specializing the half-space formula to full-space as done in the proof of
Corollary 3.8. The disadvantage of such a formula is that it appears to be ill-suited for asymptotic
analysis (although for periodic TASEP the idea has been used fruitfully, see e.g. | ])-

In our setting, we are interested in the proposition mostly due to the following corollary, which
computes the probability of observing exactly N particles in the half-space TASEP at time ¢ (this
is equivalent to observing the integrated particle current at the boundary). This yields the normal-
ization constant which will later appear in the conditional joint distribution in Section 5, and the
explicit formula will be useful in the derivation there.

Corollary 3.13. Let N > M > 0 be a fized integers and let y = (y1,...,ynm) be a fized half-space
configuration satisfying yyr > N — M + 1. Then the probability of the half-TASEP having exactly N
particles, i.e.

P(Xe|=N|Xo=1y),
is given by the Pfaffian on the right hand sides of (3.20) when N+ M is even and (3.21) when N+ M
is odd, where the matriz entries are given by (3.22) with sy =+ =sy = 1.

Proof of Theorem 3.12. The joint distribution may be calculated from the transition probability as

oo x1-1 ry-1—1

P(}é{Xt(k)Zsk} and |Xt|:N‘XO:y) = > Y e > Py~ ), (3.23)

I1=81 T2=892 IN=SN
where the transition probabilities are given by the Pfaffian expressions of Theorem 3.2 when y = @
and Theorem 3.6 when y is non-empty. Note that all these sums are over non-empty ranges thanks
to our assumption on the s;’s. Let us consider the particular case of the Schiitz-type Pfaffian
transition probability where N + M is odd (3.5) since the even case is simpler. We evaluate the
sum over zy in (3.23) first, where we note that the xy-dependence only appears in the first row
and column of the underlying matrix (3.5). The first row can be written as

[0 Qi2(zn,zn-1) - Quin(zn,21) pi(en) Up(en —ym) - U1—M(IN—y1)],

where the sum over x5 can be evaluated on the individual rows and columns of the Pfaffian simul-
taneously using the multi-linearity of the Pfaffian. And so, the sum over xy is evaluated readily
using the recurrence relation of Lemma 3.11. This leads the the first row becoming

[0 Q2,2(5N7xN—1) QQ,N(SN,l‘l) p2(5N) U1(SN—yM) U2—M(5N_yl)]

—[ 0 Q2,2(-TN—1737N—1) Q2,N(xN—l>331) p2(3?N—1) Ul(xN—l_yM) UQ—M(xN—l—yl) ],
(3.24)
while the first column is modified simultaneously in the analogous way. Observe that, beyond the

first entry, the second term in (3.24) is the equal to the second-row of the subsequent matrix after
the xy-summation has taken place. So, we apply the simultaneous row and column operations,
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ri 11+ 19 and ¢ = ¢ + ¢o, which do not affect the value of the Pfaffian. These operations leave
the first row of the resulting matrix as the first term in (3.24).

We will now perform the subsequent summations over xy_1,...,2o along the same lines. That
is, for each 1 < k < N we evaluate the sum over zy_g41 in (3.23) by applying the recurrences of
Lemma 3.11 simultaneously to the k-th row and column of the matrix. This is then followed by the
simultaneous row and column operations r; — 7 + i1 and ¢, = ¢ + Cpi1.

Finally, after performing this procedure for all in order for all k£, we may perform the summation
over z7 in (3.23) using Lemma 3.10. This process results in the joint distribution given as the Pfaffian
over the matrices (3.21) or (3.20) depending on whether N + M is odd or even respectively. O

Proof of Corollary 3.13. Setting s; = N+1—1i for 1 <¢ < N in Theorem 3.12 we get immediately that
P(| Xy =N | Xo=y) is given by the claimed formulas with that choice of s;'s. Now from Lemma
3.11 we obtain the recursions @;;(7,7) = Q;;(i —1,7) = Qi-1;(i = 1,7), Qi;(i,5) = Qi;(i,5—1) -
Qij-1(1,5-1), Ui(s) = Ui(s=1) =U;_1(s—1) and p;(s) = p;(s—1) —pi-1(s—1), so applying repeatedly
row and column operations to the Pfaffians in the formulas, in a similar way as done in the previous
proof, we can successively lower the values of the s;’s to obtain the same formula evaluated at
$1 =--=8y = 1; we omit the details. O

4. PFAFFIAN POINT PROCESSES

4.1. Overview. Here we provide an overview of the essential definitions and properties of Pfaffian
point processes.

Definition 4.1 (Pfaffian point process). Let Z be a set of points and let u: 22 - C be a measure
on the powerset 22. This measure is called a Pfaffian point process if there exists a matrix valued
kernel K : Z x Z - C?*2 which is skew-symmetric, i.e. K;j(z,y)=-Kj;(y,x), given by

[ K (z, Ky, (z,
K(z,y) = | KQlEIa??jg KQQEx’zg ]’

such that correlation functions p(z1,...,2y,) = u({A€22: 2,..., 2, € A}) have the form

[ Kii(zi,2)  Kia(zi, %)
.« .. m :Pf v o :
p(Zb » % ) i Kgl(zi,Zj) K22(Zi7zj) 1<i,j<m

for all finite subsets {z1,...,2m} € Z. The kernel K is known as the correlation kernel of the
process.

If 1 is a Pfaffian point process on Z and B ¢ Z then the gap probability corresponding to seeing
no points in B is given as a Fredholm Pfaffian:

> u(X) = PEJ - K ). (4.1)
XcZ\B
This follows e.g. from Theorem 8.2 in | ]. The Fredholm Pfaffian of a 2 x 2 matrix kernel K

acting on a space L2(X,\) can be defined through its series expansion

1 .
PET+ Kz =14 X — [ ax"(an,. ) PE[K ()]

n>1

see Section 8 of | ] or Appendix B of | | for more details on and properties of Fredholm

Pfaffians. The kernel J here is defined as
0 1
J(I’,y) = [ _1 0 ]6$7y7

for z,y e Z.
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Figure 3. The Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern GT4(z) with left-edges fixed by x =
(mla xr2,x3, 374).

Definition 4.2 (Pfaffian L-ensemble). Let Z be a set of points, and let L : Z x Z — C?*2 be a
skew-symmetric 2 x 2-matrix valued function. A measure p on 22 is a Pfaffian L-ensemble on 7 if
its correlation function p is given by

Pf Ly

p(X) = m,

Here Ly denotes the (2|X]|) x (2|X|) matrix [L(z,z")]saex, while Pf(J + L) denotes the Fredholm
Pfaffian of L on ¢?(Z) (which coincides with the Pfaffian of the matrix J + L when Z is finite).

XcZ. (4.2)

Definition 4.3 (Conditional Pfaffian L-ensemble). Let Z be a set of points with subset D ¢ Z
and complement D€ = Z D, and let L : Z x Z - C?*2 be a skew-symmetric 2 x 2-matrix valued
function. A measure i on the powerset of the subset 2P is a conditional Pfaffian L-ensemble on D
within Z if its correlation function p is given by

p(Y) _ Pf LYUDC

Pf(Jp+ L)’
where Jp denotes the kernel J restricted to D, i.e.

JD(Iay) = J(xay)ﬂ:c,yeD~

Note that the conditional Pfaffian L-ensemble (4.3) reduces to the regular Pfaffian L-ensemble
(4.2) when the chosen subset is the whole set of points D = Z.

The following proposition is due to Borodin and Rains, Proposition 1.7 in | ].

(4.3)

Proposition 4.4. Let Z be a finite set of points with subset D ¢ Z and let p be a conditional
Pfaffian L-ensemble on D within Z as in Definition 4.3. Then u is a Pfaffian point process on D
whose correlation kernel is given by

K=Jp+(Jp+L)"

DxD’
where the second term denotes the inverse of the matriz Jp+ L indexed by Z x Z restricted to D xD.

4.2. Half-space TASEP measure. We will now proceed to develop the Schiitz-type Pfaffian
formulas for half-space TASEP from Section 3.1 into a Pfaffian point process. Theorems 3.2 and
3.6 give the transition probability for both odd and even values of N + M. However, for simplicity,
we will restrict our analysis to the even case henceforth.

Let us denote the set of all integer valued triangular arrays of size N as
Ay = {z = () e Z¥ODR) (4.4)

where an individual entry on the triangular array is denoted by the coordinate zF € Z for 1 <i <k <
N. We must also define a more restricted subset of Ay: the Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns (sometimes
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spelled Gelfand—Zetlin or Gelfand—Cetlin) which we define as
GTy = {z=(2F) e ZNN*D2: bl oh < 2B 1 <i<k<N}.
We also let, for = = (x1,...,2x) with x; > 29 > -+ > xp,
An(z) ={z e Ay: 2F = 21}, GTn(z) ={zeGTy: 2} = 21},
which are the spaces of triangular arrays and Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns whose left-edges are fixed

by the coordinates of x. An example of the Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern GT y(x) appears in Figure 3.

To simplify the exposition, and in particular the presentation of the proofs, we treat separately
the cases of empty and general initial conditions throughout most of the remainder of the paper.

Proposition 4.5 (Triangular array marginal for empty initial conditions). Let N be an even integer
and let x = (x1,...,xy) be the ordered coordinates of TASEP particles. Then the half-line open
TASEP transition probability from an empty state to x can be written as a sum over Pfaffian
kernels indexed by Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns with endpoints fized by x = (x1,...,TN):

N
Pz —»x)=(-1)Gleet Y PE[W(ZN, 2] ]ISMSN, (4.5)
2eGT N (x)
where we have defined
du fdw uw-w  wlret(w-1) ul-vet(u-1)
U(z,y) = f 95 4.6
(@,9) = Qualz,y) = a p2miJp2mil—u—-w(w-a)(w-1)(u-a)(u-1) (46)

where contour [, as in Definition 3.1, surrounds poles at u,w = 1,0,,1 -« and omits all other
singularities of the integrand. The kernel V(x,y) is skew-symmetric under the interchange of x and
y when x,y > 1.

The proof of this proposition will use the following result, which appears in | ].

Lemma 4.6. Let f be an anti-symmetric function in N variables and let x = (x1,...,xx) where
x1 > >xy are integers. We have the following identity of sums over triangular arrays:

S OrE ) D TR,

zeA N (@) zeGT N ()
k+1>zk
Zivl =

Proof of Proposition 4.5. The result will follow from an expansion of the Pfaffian from (3.1) where

we identify the coordinates (z1,...,zy5) = (2,...,2]):
PE Qi (271 2 7]
0 QLQ (Z{V7Z{V_1) Ql,N—l (Z{V,Z%) QI,N (Z{\Tazll>
Q2,1(’Z{V_17'z{v) 0 QQ,Nfl (Z{V_lvz%) QQ,N (Z{V_lazll)
- Pf : : (47
Qn-11 (2 2Y) Qno12 (22,2071 - 0 On-1n (23, 2])
Qna(21,2Y)  Qna(z,20 ") Qnwaa(21,2]) 0

Recall the property whereby Pfaffians are linear in expanding along rows and columns simultane-
ously. We may use the recurrence relations of Lemma 3.10 in the last row and column of (4.7).
Expansion along this row and column yields

Pf [Qz](ZN i+1 {V—j*'l)]

0 Q12 (24,207 Q1,n-1 (277, 27) Q1,n-1 (21, 23)
Z Q2, 1(ZN L) 0 oo Qana (27 27) Qanver (2171 23)
= I)f . S
2322} Qn-1.1 (21,2{V) Qn-12(2f, 2071 - 0 Qn-n-1(27,23)
QN—I,l (23, Z{V) QN—LQ (237 Z{V_l) QN—I,N—I (237 Z%) 0

This step can be repeated so that it occurs N — 1 times in total:
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[Qw(ZN i+l {V g+1)]

0 Q1,2 (Z{V> Z{V_l) Ql,N—1 (21 >Zl) Ql 1 (21 ) )
Q2 1(ZN ! {V) 0 QQ,N—I (21 ) Q21 (ZN ! ﬁ)
= Pf
ZN 222322 Qn-1,1 (Zl,Z{V) Qn-12(Z3, 21 - 0 Qn-11 (217211\\77)
Qi1 (2x,21) Q12(ZN7Z{V Do Qi (28, 27) 0

A similar procedure can then be applied to each row and column so that the j-th row has the
recurrence relations of Lemma 3.10 applied j — 1 times. This yields

PE[Q; (2 “1,Z{V_j+1)] = > 3 Y

2N 2222221 2N 20228522 2N N-1
0 Qui (2, 2)) - Qui(2),2N_) Qui(2,2y)
Qu1(25,2Y) 0 e Qua (22N ) Qua (2, 2N
x Pf : : ’
G ) OnGl) 0 Q)
QLl (2%72{\7) Qll (ZN7 ) Ql,l (zjj\\;7,2’]]¥_1) 0

which can be identified as a sum over integer valued triangular arrays with endpoints fixed by the
coordinates x1 > -+ > Ty

N—' 1
PEQu G D)) yev = 2 PIEN 2] oy (4.8)
Zk+1>Z].€]\ij_l
i+1 =7 J

Recall the property whereby a Pfaffian is anti-symmetric under the simultaneous interchange of two
rows and columns. Therefore the function defined by

Pf [‘P(zz ) %5 )]1gi,jsN

is an anti-symmetric function under the permutation of the alphabet z{¥,... z%. Then, using
Lemma 4.6, the sum on the right hand side of (4.8) can be restricted to be of Gelfand—Tsetlin
patterns which completes the argument. O

Proposition 4.7 (Triangular array marginal for general initial conditions). Let 0 < M < N be
integers such that N +M is even and let x = (x1,...,xnx) andy = (y1,...,yn) be ordered coordinates
of TASEP particles satisfying ynpr > N—=M+1. Then the half-line open TASEP transition probability
from y to x can be written as a sum over Pfaffian kernels indexed by Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns with
endpoints fized by x = (x1,...,xN):

P,(y - x) = (-1)(3)e ot > Pf Y (4.9)

2eGT N ()

[ \IJ(Zz ,ZJ )1<z]<N HN k(Z )1<1<N

HN k(Z )1<k<M 0
1<j<N

where we define for each 1<k < M the function®:

dw (w - 1)N-ket(w-1)

~ 2mi w? Yk +N-k+1 ’

Envai(2) = (1) Ry_as(z —yi) = (-1)F

where the contour v encloses the origin.

(4.10)

Proof. The proof follows a similar argument to the proof of Proposition 4.5 while using the recur-
rence relations of Lemma 3.10 for the kernel Uy. This leads to a sum over Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns
whose terms are given by

(2N, 2N )i<ijen Urk(zN = yur- k+1) 1<isN

(~1)(5)e et S b (4.11)

—Ul_k(Z- - yM—k:+1) 1<k<M 0
J 1<j<N

4The choice of indexing (En_)g=1.... am is made to better match notation in the literature, see Remark 4.9 below.

.....
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Now, we may reverse the direction of last M rows and columns so that an element of the upper-right
block of (4.11) has elements

Up-ns (2] =),
whose rows are represented by 1 <4 < N and columns by 1 < k < M. The process of performing
these swaps contributes an overall factor of (—1)(A2/I) to the Pfaffian expression. Following this, we
multiply each of the last M rows and columns by (-1)* for each 1 < k < M. This multiplication
then exactly cancels the overall sign from which the result follows. 0

The goal of the rest of this section is to show that the Pfaffians appearing as summands in
Propositions 4.5 and 4.7 constitute Pfaffian point processes supported on Gelfand—T'setlin patterns,
whose correlation kernels can be computed thanks to Proposition 4.4. We now proceed in deriving

them, following the analogous derivation for TASEP on the full line | |, adjusting it to the
Pfaffian case using the framework developed in | ] and | ].
We are thinking of the summand Pf[W(zY, 2V ]1<@' ey D (4.5) and the analogous one in (4.9)

as measures on Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns z. It will actually be more convenient to extend them
to measures over the whole set of integer valued triangular arrays (4.4), by simply assigning zero

weight to configurations outside GT y. To this end we employ an identity due to | ], for any
triangular array z € Ay satisfying 2f*1 < 2¥ for k=1,..., N - 1, one has
N
LeegTy = gdet[ﬂzf‘%z;ﬁ]lq’%y (4'12>
where 21, ..., 287! play the role of virtual coordinates (added due to technical considerations) which

should be thought of as taking the value oo, so that ]].zllz—l>y =1 for any y € Z. We will also add
an additional virtual coordinate z¥ which does not appear in (4.12) so that there are N in total;
doing that, the product on the right hand side can be extended up to k =1 straightforwardly. To
easily distinguish these virtual coordinates from the coordinates on the triangular array, we will
henceforth denote them by fy,...,Ty (so that f, plays the role of zF1).

Note that the last row in each determinant in (4.12) has all 1’s. Subtracting it from each of the
other rows flips the inequalities in each indicator function and (after accounting for the minus signs
which result from this) leads to the following: letting®

1,y fxeZ,
¢k(l’,y) 1 if ¢ = Tka
for k=1,...,N and for x €e Zu {{,} and y € Z (f, should now be thought of as taking the value 0),

and assuming ¥t < 2F for k=1,..., N - 1, we have
¥y 1 k-1 k
ﬂzeGTN = (_1)(2) H det[gbk('zz - 7Zj )]lsi,jsk’ (413>
k=1
with 2P =1, for k=1,...,N. This version of the identity will turn out to be more convenient for

us than (4.12) (see Remark 5.2).

Definition 4.8. Given integers N > 1 and M > 0 such that N + M is even, and given an ordered
set of coordinates y = (y1, ...,y ) satisfying yp > N - M +1 (y =@ if M =0), we define a measure
on Ay corresponding to half-space TASEP with initial condition y as follows:

N de(257, 28) i (2, 2 isijen En-x(2]) asiey
WN7M(z|y) _ Hdet[ ]Z <k | p J LsksM | (4.14)
k=1 r(trs “j )lsjsk

Due to (4.13), the restriction of this measure to Ay(z), with z; > 25 > -+ > zy, is supported on
Gelfand—Tsetlin patterns.

~En-k(5) 1 0

SNote that the only difference between the different ¢;’s is that they are evaluated at different virtual variables.
We could well have introduced a single function ¢, but keeping the dependence on k makes some of the coming
computations a bit more transparent.
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Note that when M = 0, which corresponds to half-space TASEP with empty initial condition,
only the block W(z/, zf)lsmsN remains in the Pfaffian on the right hand side of (4.14).

Remark 4.9. Just as in Corollary 3.8, the case N = M recovers the known results for TASEP on
the full line. In fact, the Pfaffian on the right hand side of (4.14) becomes det[Ey_x(2;t)] 1<ien

1<ksM

thanks to (A.2), while the Zy_;’s in this case become, modulo a sign change, the functions U
appearing in | ]. In that setting, the family (¥2)z  n-1 can be thought of follows: WY is

.....

the Charlier orthogonal polynomial of degree k, multiplied by the Charlier (i.e. Poisson) weight,
and shifted by yy_x. In our case (for general N), the family (Zx)g-n-ar. n-1 can be interpreted
similarly: = is the Charlier orthogonal polynomial of degree N — M + k, multiplied by the Charlier
weight, and shifted by ya_g.

Using Propositions 4.5 and 4.7, the transition probability of the half-space TASEP can be recov-
ered as a marginal of the measure from Definition 4.8 as:

Py—>z)=e Y Wyu(zly), (4.15)
zeAn(z)

for x of size N > 1 (with x; > x9 >+ >xy > 1) and y of size M >0, and with N + M being even.

4.3. Half-space TASEP as a Pfaffian point process. In this section, the measures defined in
Definition 4.8 are shown to be conditional Pfaffian L-ensembles (see Definition 4.3). From this,
using Proposition 4.4, we define a Pfaffian point process. We will first present the case of empty

initial conditions using (4.14) with y = @ (or M = 0) before presenting the case of more general
initial conditions.

4.3.1. L-ensemble for empty initial conditions. For fixed N, consider the spaces
X={1,...,N}xN, V={t,....ty}, and X=VUX. (4.16)

We think of X as the state space of a point process; the T;’s correspond to the virtual coordinates,
while (i,x) correspond to physical variables, representing a point with label i at z. We will refer
to a point (i,2) € X' as belonging to the i-th fiber of X.

We may identify a collection of points A ¢ X' as a triangular array, A € Ay, if A has exactly ¢
elements in its i-th fiber for all 1 <4 < N. In this way, we may (and will) identify Ay as a subset of
X. For example, the collection A = {(1,2),(2,2),(2,3)} is in As.

Theorem 4.10. Let N be a fized even integer. Let L: X x X — C¥2 be defined as follows:

0 -1 0
L(1;,1;) = 0 ]1i+1zj+[ 0 0 ]1j+1=i7

L(t;,(j,72)) = @(J[??%) 8]11‘:@
L((iaxl)a—'—j) = _L(ij(i7xl))T7

, . [ 0 0 0 ¢i(ze,2 0 0
LG ), (5e2)) = ¢i(x1,29) 0 ]1i+1_j<N+[ 0 il 5 2 ]]ljﬂ_KNJrl 0 U(xq,xs) ]ﬂi_j_N’

for1<i,7 <N and x1,x2 € N. Then for Ac X we have

WN,O(A|@) ZfA € AN}
Pt [L|VUA] - {() otherwise.

Proof. The first part of the proof will consist of showing that for A € Ay, the measure Wy o(A|2)
defined in (4.14) can be written as the Pfaffian of the matrix L|vuA'

The measure Wy o(-|@) is defined over triangular arrays z = (2¥),_,, € Ay. For 1 <k < N let Z(0)
denote the set of points corresponding to the k-th row of the triangular array, i.e. {z},...,2F}, and
set 200 = &, Let also (Z2(®)" and (Z®)" denote identical copies of Z(*) (this is just a notational

r 1
O =

(4.17)




22

device to help keep track of the two rows and columns associated to the 2 x 2 matrix entries of L).
For k=0,...,N -1 we introduce kernels V}, on ((Z(k))” U {the}) x (Z*+D)" defined by

Vi ((Zlk)”’ (ZJ’?H) ) Srar (21 Jk+1 ) Vie(Trts (Z;‘Hl)’) = Gr1 (e Zfﬂ)‘

We also regard ¥ as being defined on (Z()" x (Z(M))”,
Using the Pfaffian identity (A.2), we may write the measure (4.14) as

[ 0 Vo - 0 0 07
V&0 0 0 0
Who(z|@) = Pt 0 0 - 0 V&_l 0 (2,2), (4.18)
o 0 - -V&, 0 0
0O 0 - 0 0 v |

where the rows and the columns of the matrix are indexed by

o (2®) 0((29) 0 ih))u(2@) 00 ((ZV) 0 iy} u (M) 0 (209)"

and where Z denotes a version of z with duplicated Z®*) variables for k = 1,..., N and with the
virtual variables added, all in the order specified by the above space. The kernel V) can be split
into its physical and virtual coordinate dependence as

| W
i 2]
with W}, a kernel on (Z()"” x (Z,+1))" and e, a kernel on {f,,,} x (Z#+D)’ given by
Wi ((Zlk)”’ (ZJI?H) ) ¢k+1(zz ) ;Hl ’ €k (—‘-k+1’ (Zk+1) ) ¢k+1(Tk+1> Z]"Hl)'

We emphasize here that W}, depends only on the physical coordinates of the triangular array. Note
also that Wy is an empty array.

We aim to define a measure on the space of duplicated physical coordinates
Z = (Z(l)), U (Z(l))” U U (Z(N))’ U (Z(N))” .

It will be convenient first to duplicate the alphabet of virtual coordinates so that there are two
copies 1.,Tr of each t,. For each 0 < k < N -1, henceforth we will regard e; as a kernel on
(7.1} x (Z¢+D) . The first copy of the virtual coordinates will then be identified through the
kernel on {t],..., T} x {1],..., 1} defined by the matrix®

AN(Tw 1— ) 6@ J+l — z+1,j‘ (419)

When N is even, the Pfaffian of the matrix (4.19) satisfies Pf [AN(T;, T;)]1<ij<N =1, so that (4.18)
can be expressed as

Ay 0 0 — 0 0 0
0 0 Vg - 0 0 0
0 -V 0 - 0 0 0
Who(z|@) = Pf| P o |(2,2),
0 0 0 - 0 Vyg O
0 0 0 - VI, 0 0
0 0 0 - 0 0 |

where Z is now a version of z with duplicated physical and virtual variables. Now, recall the
property by which a Pfaffian changes sign under the simultaneous interchange of two rows and

6In principle, we could have used any skew-symmetric N x N matrix whose Pfaffian is equal to 1.
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columns. Performing row and column swaps shows that

Ay 0 [0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 |E 0 E 0  Exa 0

0 -EF |0 0 0 - 0 0 0

0o 0 [0 0 W 0 0o o

Wiro(zl@) =Pt 0 -ET |0 -WI 0 0 0 o0 |(Z32), (4.20)

0 0 |0 0 0 = 0 Wy, 0

0 -EX |0 0 0 -« -WX, 0 0

0o 0 |0 0 0 - 0 0 U |

where, for each 0 < k < N -1, the kernel Ej over {1/,...,1%} x (Z(®)" is defined by

B (1, (1Y) = {

for each 1 <7< N,1<j <k+1. Note here that, since each 1, has to be swapped with all of the
duplicated virtual variables of lower index, the number of simultaneous interchanges of rows and
columns is even.

er(Trer, 28)  ifi=k+1

0 otherwise

The rows and columns of the matrix in (4.20) are both indexed by the space
(vuv)u((20) u(2®) uu(Z™) u(2™)")

(and the duplicated variables in Z are expressed now according to this ordering). Now we may
permute rows and columns simultaneously so that pairs of duplicate variables appear next to each
other. This corresponds to applying the permutation appearing in (A.1) separately to the blocks
VuV” and (Z®) u(2®)” k=1,... N, so using that identity we get, after reordering, an extra
factor of (—1)(]2V)+ZICN:1 () = (—1)(]:;]), which equals 1 since N is even. If we now identify z with a set
A e X, we may regard the resulting identity as the Pfaffian of the minor of a suitable 2 x 2 matrix
kernel L over the variables VU A. The kernel L as given in (4.17) can now be identified by reading
from the entries of (4.20). This shows that

Pt [L|vu,4] =Wy o(2[2)

whenever A € Ay.

It remains to extend the identity to A € 2% \ Ay, in which case we need to show that the left
hand side vanishes. Fix such an A and suppose first that there is no point in A in the i-th fiber of
X. Then the (2i)-th row of L‘vu " (corresponding to the second row coming from the 2 x 2 blocks
indexed by row {; in (4.17)) is clearly just zero, which means that the Pfaffian of the matrix has to
vanish. So in order for the Pfaffian not to vanish there necessarily have to be points in all of the N
fibers of X.

Now suppose that A has at least two points in the first fiber of X, say (1,a) and (1,b), and
consider rows 2N + 1 and 2N + 3 of L‘VU 4+ They correspond to the first rows coming from the
blocks indexed respectively by rows (1,a) and (1,b). Each of these two blocks vanishes except at
the second coordinate coming from the f; column, so the two rows are linearly dependent and thus
the Pfaffian again vanishes. So there has to be exactly one point in the first fiber of X. The same
argument allows one to show inductively that there have to be k points in the k-th fiber. ([l

Now, we define the following measure on X ={1,..., N} x N:

PE[Lyos]
v (A) = 5 [JXV+ Ll

The following result follows from the last theorem and Proposition 4.4:

(4.21)
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Corollary 4.11 (Pfaffian point process for empty initial configuration). The measure puy given in
(4.21) defines a Pfaffian point process with correlation kernel given by

K=Jy+(Jx+L)"

XxX

Moreover, uy is supported on configurations in Ay, and is proportional to Wy o(:|@) (defined in
(4.14) with M =0) there.

Proof. Fix m € N and let pt denote the restriction of the measure py to &, = {1,..., N}x{1,...,m}.
Proposition 4.4 implies that %} defines a Pfaffian point process with correlation kernel given by

Ky = Jx, + (Ja, + L)

XmXXm'
This means that given any collection of points z,...,x, € X,
pR({Ac Xy xy,... @, € AY) = Pf [Km(xi,xj)]zj:l. (4.22)

Now we take m — oo on both sides of the identity to get
pv({Ac Xy, e € AY) = PE[K (23, 2))]7

with K as in the statement of the result, which means precisely that the point process py is Pfaffian,
with correlation kernel K. That the left hand side of (4.22) converges as claimed follows directly,

while for the right hand side it is enough to use that (Jy, + L) ‘ (zi,2;) = (Jx,, + L) (25, 2;)
mXXm

for each i, as long as m > max{xy,...,x,} while Jy, converges to Jy in operator norm and L
defines a bounded operator (which can be checked from its definition; we omit the details).

The remaining claims follow from Theorem 4.10. 0

4.3.2. L-ensemble for general initial conditions. Our goal now is to extend the above construction
to the case of general initial configuration. In this case, in addition to the spaces & and V from
(4.16), and for fixed integers M, N and half-space TASEP ordered coordinates (y1, ...,y ), we need
to introduce the space

U= {TN+1>--~7TN+M}

and redefine X as N
X=YulUulX.

We state the result corresponding to Theorem 4.10 and Corollary 4.11 as a single result:

Theorem 4.12 (Pfaffian point process for general initial conditions). Let N > M > 0 be integers
such that N + M is even and fiz y = (y1,...,yn) satisfying yapy > N — M +1. Let L: X x X - C>*2
be defined by (4.17) where the domain of L(};, 1;) is extended to 1 <i,j < N + M. Additionally we

require

L((ivx)vTN+€)=l 8 0 ]1i=N>

En-e(z) (4.23)
L(TN+k7 (]7'7;)) = —L((j,l’), TN+k)T7
for1<i,7<N, 1<k, <M and xeN. Then
Pf[Lyqual
Aly) = ———=.
it (W) = BT 1
defines a Pfaffian point process on X with correlation kernel
K = )™ 4.24
(et L)L (4.24)

(with (Jx + L)_1 now computed on the whole space X =V Ul U X ) which is supported on configu-
rations in Ay, and is proportional to Wy p(-ly) (defined in (4.14)) there.
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Proof. We will keep the notation employed in the proof of Theorem 4.10. We also let #" and U" be
two copies of the new set of virtual coordinates ¢ and introduce a kernel Z acting on (Z(M)" x '
as

E((EN)" i) = Enee (2D,

for each 1 <7 < N and 1 < ¢ < M, where the function Zy_, is defined by (4.10) (with explicit
dependence on the initial coordinate y;).

Now, beginning with the measure (4.14), we follow the same procedure as the proof of Theorem
4.10. This leads us to the Pfaffian expression (analogous to (4.20))

[Ayey 0 0 0 0 = 0 0 0 0
0 0 B 0 E 0 Eyy 0 0
0 -EF|0 0 0 0 0 0 |0
0 0o |0 0 W 0 0 0 |0
_ET _Ww7T
Waa(zlpy=pe| 0 T 0 T R (5]
0 o o o0 o0 0 Wya 0 |0
0 -EL,|0 0 0 -Wi, 0 0|0
0 0o |0 0 0 0 0 v |Z
| 0 o |0 0 0 0 0 -E7|0 |

whose rows and columns are indexed by the space
(V’ vl U V”) u ( (2M) u(2M) - u(2M) U (Z(N))") ul”.

Here we are taking An,s to be indexed by V/ uld’ in the obvious way. Now, we move the U" rows
and columns to end up with a matrix indexed by

(V’UU’UV”UU”)U((Z(l)),U(Z(l))”U'”U(Z(N)),U(Z(N))”>, (425)
leading to
[ Ao 00,0 0 0 - 0 U
0O + O 0| Ey 0 B, 0 En_
O, 0 o0l0 0 0 0 0 =T
0 « -ET 0|0 o 0 0 0
|
Wyu(zly)=pPf| 0 + 0 00 0 W 0 0 0 z,%2). (4.26
o (Z]Y) 0 | -El 0|0 -wr o 0 0 0 (2,2). (4.26)
o P : : : :
0 , 0 00 0 0 0 Wy O
0 '-EL, 0] 0 0 0 . 0
L o0 0 Ejo0 o0 0 0 0 A

The arguments and evaluations of the L-ensemble (4.17) and (4.23) can be identified from (4.26)
in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 4.10. A careful counting of the number of interchanges

of rows and columns gives the same prefactor of (—1)(];), which may now not equal 1 since N may
be odd. This shows that, for A € Ay,

bt [L|VU1,{UA] = (_1)(§)WN7M(A|?J)'

All that is left to prove is that if A € 2% \ Ay then Pf [L|quuA] = 0. But this follows from exactly
the same argument as the one used in Theorem 4.10 (noting that the relevant rows in the argument
have been augmented with 0’s on the U’ ul" coordinates). 0J
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5. CONDITIONAL JOINT DISTRIBUTIONS

We begin this section by explaining how (4.1) can be used to extract information about the finite-
dimensional distributions of half-space TASEP. Consider the case of general initial conditions, and
fix 1<p; < <pp <N and ay,...,a, >0. The identity (4.15) implies that

P[ﬁ{xxpk)mk},|Xt|=N]=e-at ST Wawely)

x1>>z 21t ZEAN(JJ)
a:pk>ak,k:1 ..... m

m
et Y [T Waa(=ly).
z1>>rN21 zeAy(z) k=1

Using Theorem 4.12, this can be rewritten as

P[ﬁ (X,(pe) > an}, [Xi| = N] cen Y

Ae2X\B

Pt [L|VULIUA]
Pf[Jy + L]

v1=--=vn=1

for some ¢y # 0 and for B = {B € 2% : (ps,x) € B for some k =1,...,m and some x <az}. The
summand on the right hand side corresponds to the measure py a(Aly), which defines a Pfaffian
point process thanks to the same theorem, with the correlation kernel K given in (4.24). So (4.1)
implies that

-----

,,,,,

that the Fredholm Pfaffian on the right hand side of (5.1), which comes from representing half-space
TASEP as a conditional Pfaffian L-ensemble, computes the finite-dimensional distributions of the
system conditioned on the number of particles at time ¢:

PLQ (X > an) |10l - N] IS VO (5.

The goal of the rest of this section is to obtain an expression for the kernel K appearing on the

right hand side of (5.3).

5.1. Preliminaries. In order to explicitly evaluate the kernel, we must first introduce some nota-
tion and some preliminary computations. Given two kernels A, B we will denote their half-space

convolution as
(Ax B)(z,y) = ), A(z,v)B(v,y).
v>1
Similarly, if A is a kernel and f a function of a single variable, we write
(Ax f)(x) = Az, v)f(v).
v>l

We will also need to employ a convolution over the whole integers: we will denote the full-space

convolution as
(Ao B)(z,y) = Y. A(x,v)B(v,y).

veZ
We use the half-space convolution to define the following family of kernels on NxN: for 1 <k, /, <

N,
(¢k+1*'“*¢4)(x7y) for k<€7
Oy (@,y) = id(z,y) for k=¢, (5.4)
0 for k> /4.

"We note that the inverse of the normalization coefficient ¢y coincides with result of Corollary 3.13
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These kernels play an important role in the arguments that follow and we will now demonstrate
some of their properties. For k < ¢ the kernel (5.4) can be evaluated explicitly as

dw wrv! y-x+l-k-1
=) = Loy,
¢(k,f](x7/y) o 27r1(1_w)£_k ( g_k,_l ) Y

where 7o encloses only the singularity at the origin w = 0. This follows from a simple computation
which is in fact more general, and which we state as a lemma (see also | |, Lemma 5.6, for a
full space version):

(5.5)

Lemma 5.1. Let Sy and Sy be two kernels deﬁned on N x N, which are given by

Si(z,y) = ﬁlgdww gi(w),

where g1, go are complex functions which are both analytic on the disk {z € C: |z| <r} for somer >0
and v is any simple closed contour contained in that disk. Then the sum defining the convolution
Sy xSy is absolutely convergent and

1
* So(x,y) = = jlgdw w* Y g (w)ga(w) (5.6)
1 Jy
for all x,y eN.
Proof. We have

51+ $u(e) = T 7o f du f dour 0 g () (v)

1 wr-1y=y 1
" (2mi)? ﬂgl dw @ dv="—"=g1(w)g:(v) = Q—Mjgdwx‘y‘lgl(v)gg(v),

where in the second equality the contours are chosen so that |w| > |v| and in the third one we have
computed the residue at w = v (note that there is no residue at w =0 because = > 1). 0

The formula (5.5) follows from this and the simple fact that ¢;(z,y) = 9570 %“’;Zl (recall that
¢;(x,y) actually does not depend on i, see the footnote in page 20).
We introduce another family of kernels on N x N, defined for 1 <j<m < N as
- (2.9 = = (), 6.7
where 7y again encloses only the singularity at the origin w = 0. Thanks to (5.6), the kernels (5.7)
satisfy the following annihilation relation with those defined by (5.4):

dw
702 1

gb(g n if (<7,
Oe,N] * - ’,N:{ ’ . .
( ] (4,N] Qb—(jﬁ if ¢ > j.
We extend the notation ¢ e to @i = Pr-1,4 and @y = Opre-1], and we also extend ¢_( g
analogously.

The kernel ¢, ¢7, which is originally defined on N x N, has a natural extension to virtual coordi-
nates: we define it on {f,} x N by

1 -z
D) (Tr: ) = O * Gy (o) = D dg (v, ) = P jgdw dmﬂksea (5.8)

v>1

where we computed again a geometric sum, with the contour « chosen so that |w| < 1.

Remark 5.2. The identity (5.8) is the reason why it is useful to flip the indicator functions in
(4.12). In fact, it is straightforward to check that if the ¢y (z,y)’s were defined as 1,,, instead
of 1<y, the convolution after the second equal sign above would be divergent. An alternative,
though more cumbersome solution in our setting, would be to introduce additional parameters to
our measure which, under the right ordering, make the convolutions convergent, and then to extend
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the final answer analytically to the original situation; see e.g. | , |, where this is done for
full-space models, and where the additional parameters play the role of particle speeds.

> ik )> which is a
polynomial in x on the positive integers of degree ¢ — k. It will be convenient for us to extend the
definition of ¢y (), ) to a polynomial in all z € Z, which may be done as follows:

ot = 5 faw Rt - e (5.9

where (z), = x(x+1)---(x+n-1) is the Pochhammer symbol (with ()¢ =1 and (), =0 for n <0).
Note that this extension coincides with the right hand side of (5.8) for all > 1 and all k, ¢, that it
vanishes for k£ > ¢, and that it defines a polynomial of degree ¢ — k for k < /.

For x > 1 and k < ¢ the integral in (5.8) can be computed explicitly as (ﬁé_k_l

One reason why the extension (5.9) will be useful is the following full-space convolution identity®

bre.ny © G- (o ) = By (fe, 7) (5.10)

for every j,¢ = 1,...,N and any z € Z, and where ¢_¢; nj(2,y) is being extended to a ker-
nel in Z x Z straightforwardly using (5.7). To prove (5.10), compute the convolution over N

w T (u— N-j
dwdu% -

and over Z \ N separately through geometric sums to get ﬁ $ f|

ul<|1-w|
T (y—1)N-J . .
ﬁ ¢ f‘u|>|1_w| dw du %, and then shrink the w contour in the second term to cancel

the first, picking up a residue a u = 1 —w which gives ¢ ;1(t,, ).
The functions (5.4) also allow for a natural extension of the kernel (4.6):

Ve = (¢(k,zv] * U (¢(€,N])T>7 (5.11)

where (gzﬁ(g,N])T (z,y) = ¢@en)(y,x). Noting the form of the functions (5.5), the convolutions in
(5.11) may be explicitly calculated as ¥,,, 3,5, @ N1 (2, V)V (v, V") d,n) (Y, y), which can be ex-
pressed explicitly as

2
N o . - 1 1
\If(kj)(x,y) = W %%% dudu dw dw (1 _w)N—k (1 _ﬂ)N—E
U— W w2 2y et(w-1) et(u-1)

X

l-u-wl-wwl-ui(w-a)(w-1)(u-a)(u-1)

whose contours satisfy |uu| > 1 and Jww| > 1 so that the @ and @ contours include the singularities
at W = 1/w and @ = 1/u while the u and w contours need to be large enough and include 0, 1, o and
1 — . The simple poles at w = 1/w and @ = 1/u can be evaluated to give

a2 U—Ww wN-k+1-z uN-l+1-y et(w-1) et(u-1)
\I/A,Qe(x,y)=—j§ du dw .
(k.) (27i)? L—u-w(w-=1)NFk (= 1)N-61 (- ) (w-1) (u—a)(u-1)

The kernel \Ifé\]; 0
through

qjé\lfcl](% te) = (¢(k,N] * W (¢[€,N])T) (7, 10), \IIE\IQ,Z)(Tkay) = (¢[k,N] * W (cb(e,N])T) (TrsY), 51
Ui (e o) = (¢[k,N] * U« (¢[€,N])T) (T Te)-

is defined on N x N, but we can extend the definition naturally to virtual variables

8This identity fails in general if the full-space convolution ¢ is replaced by its half-space version *; for example,
one has ¢y_1,n] * d—(nv-1,8](Tn-1,2) = 1p=1, while ¢y y-17(Ty, ) = 0 by definition. It is not strictly necessary
to convolve over all integers to get this identity in our setting, where we are only interested in evaluating at = > 1:
convolving over Z._x would do. But since it makes no difference and it makes the presentation simpler, we stick to
the full-space convolution in (5.7).
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5.2. Empty initial conditions. We are ready to state our main result on the conditional multi-
point distribution of half-space TASEP. We do it first for empty initial data.

Theorem 5.3 (Conditional multipoint distribution for empty initial condition). Let N > 0 be a
fized even integer and let ®o(x), ..., Pn_1(x) be a family of polynomials where ®y, is of degree k.
Let these polynomials satisfy the following skew-biorthogonality relations:

S Doy ()0 (a1, )y () = 0

z,y=1

S B (2) U (2, 1) By (3) = 0. (5.13)

z,y=1
Z q)gz(QT \IJ(QT y)q)2]+1(y) z]7
T,y=1

for all 0 <i,5 < NJ2. These polynomials are specified uniquely up to N free parameters which play
no role in the sequel (see Remark 5./). Then for a fixed integer m >0, let {p1,...,pm} €{1,...,N}
be indices denoting particle labels such that p; < py < -+ < pym. The half-line TASEP with empty
initial conditions has conditional joint distribution given by a Fredholm Pfaffian of the form

P[m{xxpk)mk} X, - ] PE(J YK o) (5.14)
k=1

where Xo(p,7) = ly<cq, as in (5.2), where ay,...,a; >0. The kernel K can be expressed as the sum
of two terms

K=K"-K*A (5.15)
which have 2 x 2 block matrixz entries given as follows:

W —Licj®@,5
K°(i,21;7,70) = (04) i) (z1,12) (5.16)
]<z¢(]z 0
and - oo
Vi * Tv *Wngy  ~Yan * Tv o d-n)
KAGi, 25, @ ’ ’ x1,%3), 5.17
(i) = [ 31 0T x Uvg) =00 ny 0 T 0 -G (rn.22) 47
with
N/2-1 N/2-1
Tn(vi,ve) = Y, Pop(v1) Popsn (12) - Z DPops1 (V1) Par(12).
k=0

Remark 5.4. Choosing the family of polynomials {®@y, ..., ®y_;} corresponds to specifying %N(N-F
1) parameters, while (5.13) corresponds to solving (N - 1)N equations, which leaves us with N
free parameters. On the other hand, a skew-biorthogonalization problem of the form (5.13) always
has N /2 free parameters, because the solution is preserved under the replacements

Dopr1 —> Popsr + B Pas

for k=0,...,N/2-1 and any choices of ..., Bnj2-1 € R. But the final answer (5.15) for the kernel
K is clearly also preserved under these replacements, due to the structure of K”, so we can indeed
free to choose those N /2 parameters freely. This leaves us with N /2 additional free parameters, but
they can be accounted for similarly from the structure of K, which only depends on the products
Por(2)Pops1(y) for k=0,...,N/2~-1, and not on each function separately”.

Remark 5.5. While the ®,’s are defined implicitly in the statement of the theorem as the solution of
the skew-biorthogonalization problem (5.13), in the proof they will be constructed somewhat more
explicitly in terms of the functions ¢p;n1(f;,-) and the skew-Borel decomposition of the matrix

[\I/f\,i e](Tk, TZ)];VZ:I, see (5.27). In Appendix B we provide formulas which can be used in principle

980, for instance, we could specify the N free parameters by insisting that ®op41(2) is monic and its 22* coefficient
vanishes.
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to derive explicit formulas for the ®;’s (and, hence, for the solution of the skew-biorthogonalization
problem) based on that representation.

Before presenting the proof of the theorem, we need to state the following simple lemma.

Lemma 5.6. The following skew-symmetric matrix written in block form has an inverse given by

-1
A B Ht -H'BD-! _

[ BT D ] = [ D-'BTH-1 D-1_D-1BTH-1BD-1 ] ) H=A+BD 1BT>

assuming that all relevant inverses exist.

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Recall that the kernel K is given as

K=Jy+(Jy+L)"

(5.18)

XxX

with L as in Theorem 4.10. Consider the matrix form of the kernel L indexed by the space X x X.
It involves duplicate sets of variables as in the proof of Theorem 4.10, which we may order as in

that proof'®. With this ordering convention, L can be expressed as the matrix on the right hand
side of (4.20), and then Jy + L is represented by the matrix
[ Ay 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 Ey 0 E; 0 Enxi1 O
0 - |0 id 0 0 0 0
0 0 -id 0 W 0 0 0
(Jx+1L) L?f =l 0 -Ef |0 -WI o0 0 0 0 (5.19)
00 0 |0 0 0 - 0 Wy, 0
0 -EL .| 0 0 0o - -Wf, 0 i
| O 0 0 0 0o - 0 -id W |
Let us define the following kernels using the blocks of (5.19):
A(invaj) = L(sz'a ij)7
B(T’L? (]’ 1'2)) = L(Tzv (j7$2))7
. . 0 id(zy,x . .
D) G =| gy 5 o 2, G
In a similar way to | |, the matrix inverse of the function D is calculated explicitly as
s . Ven(rr, ) —oia(xr,x2)
D1 _ (4,5)\ L1, L2 (4,5] ) ) 5.20
((4,21), (4, 22)) [ (6¢.a) " (21, 2) 0 ( )

In order to invert the matrix (5.19) using Lemma 5.6 we are required to take products like BD=1.
These are evaluated as matrix products indexed by X, as

B * D_l(—l-m (]a ZL‘)) = Z B(]Lza (k7 V))D_l((ka V)> (]a IE)) = B(Tzv (Zv )) * D_l((iv ')7 (],IE)),
(k,v)eX
for 1 <i,j7 < N and x € N. Here, due to the form of the L-ensemble (4.17), the matrix product
reduces to a half-space convolution. Through a slight abuse of notation, we will denote this and
similar products as (B« D7) (1;, (j,z)). So, the matrix may be inverted using Lemma 5.6 as

[(Jx + L)) ((G,21), (Jyw2)) = [D71 = D™« BTH™ B« D ((4,21), (j, 22)), (5.21)

10As seen in that proof, this reordering does not change the sign in front of the Pfaffian (and, in any case, we will
undo it once we get to the final formula for K in this proof).
UThe last kernel is defined explicitly on X x X as D = J + L|xxx-
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where H is the N x N-dimensional skew-symmetric matrix where entries are given by 2 x 2 matrices
defined by

[H]0= (A+ B D™ x BT) (1, 1),

and as long as H is invertible. The matrix entries of H are explicitly evaluated as

[Anlpe O
[H]k,é :[ 0 [N]M ]

where Ay and N are the N x N-dimensional skew-symmetric matrices defined by (4.19) and

[N]k,z = \I’f\sz,e](Tka fe) (5.22)

respectively. Note that this means [N, , = ¢u.ny * UV * (¢o.n1)T (T1: 1), s0 (5.9) and Lemma B.3
imply that

[(Nie = Qn-rean—ea(1,1).
In particular, Pf[N] = (=1)N2 Pf[Qy;1,:1(1,1)]},.; which is non-zero by Corollary 3.13 (it being
proportional to the probability of there being N particles within the system at time ¢). Hence N
is invertible.

We now turn our attention to the calculation of the second term from (5.21). This is
I:D_l * BTH_IB * D_l] ((i’$1)7 (.]7 Ig))

=1 0 (¢[k,i]) ($1,Tk) k.t \I’[&j)(Tb@) —</5[£,j](Tzax2) .

The matrix multiplication is calculated as

k

|:l)71 * BTlHilB * Dil] ((i7x1)7 (]a 332))
< W(i,k]§x1, TN Ve (Fez2) Vg gxl, fi) [N e breg (e 22)
el (Gra) @ot) IV Ui (fom2) = (0ma) (@110 IV dre (fe, 22)

Now define the following skew-symmetric kernel Ty on Z x Z:

] . (5.23)

N

TN(Vl,V2) = Z (Cb[k,zv])T (V1>Tk) [N_l]kj ¢[Z,N](Tb’/2)a (5-24)

k=1
Then using (5.10), we may rewrite (5.23) as
I:D71 * BTH?IB * Dil] ((i,$1), (]7 x2))
(‘If(z',N) * T * \I’(N,j)) (z1,22) - (‘I’(i,N) * Ty o <Z5—(j,N]) (21, 2)
T T
((¢—(i,N]) S IN * ‘P(N,j)) (331,352) - ((¢—(i,N]) o Ty o ¢—(j,N]) (1’17352)

Recall now the skew-Borel decomposition of a skew-symmetric matrix (Proposition B.1) whereby
the matrix A/ can be uniquely factorized as

N =RnJINRY, (5.26)

] . (5.25)

where Ry is a uniquely determined upper-triangular N x N matrix and Jy is the N x N block-

diagonal matrix defined by
: 0 1 0 1
Jdelag{[_l O]""’[—l O]}

(so that there are N /2 blocks in total). The inverse of N can be expressed as
N~ =Ry InRY,
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where R,/ is the inverse transpose of Ry. With this in mind, let us define a family of polynomials
@O(l’), ceey (I)N_l(l‘) by

CI)N k(l’) Z [RN] ]N (TWZL') (527)

7=1
Recall from (5.9) that each ¢p;n(f;,7) is a polynomial of degree N - j so, since R is upper-
triangular, ®y_x(x) is a polynomial of degree N —k, as desired.
The kernel (5.24) can then be written in terms of these functions as

Nj2-1 NJ2-1
TN(V1>V2) = Z Oy a(Vl) [JN]ab(DN b(l/z) = Z @Qk(yl)q)2k+l(7/2) - Z q)2k+1(7/1)‘1)2k(1/2)
a,b=1

Substituting into (5.25) we obtain the kernel of the Fredholm Pfaffian (5.14) and using the result
together with (5.20) and (5.21) in (5.18) leads to the desired formula (5.15) for K, with K° = J+ D!
and KA =D"1x BTH 1B+ D1

To derive the skew-biorthogonality, recall the definition of A in (5.22) and the skew-Borel fac-
torization (5.26). They yield

N

[JN]k,é = [RZ_\}NRJ_VT]kl = Z [,R’J_Vl]k’l \Ij[w](h’ —l_]) [R]_VT]]',Z :
irj=1
Using (5.12) and the definition (5.27) of the functions @y, this identity can now be expressed using
the half-space convolution as

[Inlge=Pnogx U x Py y.
so the ®;’s solve the skew-biorthogonalization problem (5.13). O

5.3. General initial conditions. In this section we will present an extension of Theorem 5.3. That
is, a Fredholm Pfaffian expression for the conditional joint distribution of the half-space TASEP in
the case of a restricted subset of general deterministic initial conditions. In order to state the result
we need to introduce a new family of functions: for fixed 1<i< N and 1 <k < M, we let

HN k(a:) G@i,N]* EN- (),

where Zy_j is given by (4.10) (note in particular that when i = N we have H(N) () =En-k(x)). We

w® N-k u—
can compute the convolution explicitly as ¢q n) * En—x(z) = ((2731))2 $¢ dw du ) ;quuﬁ)_m_yk e;iu_ll)

with contours enclosing w = 0 and w = 0 but not w = 1, and such that |w|ju| > 1; note that if take
the contours to be circles centered at the origin, this implies that |u| > 1. Since z > 1, the w integral
has no singularity at the origin, and computing the remaining residue at w = 1/u we get

(i ; du (1-u)=*
=04 -1y St Lo, (5.25)
0,1

’ Al Ut Yk +i—-k+1

where the contour vy, now encircles the singularities at both u = 0 and u = 1. It is important to
emphasize here that this function has explicit dependence on the initial particle coordinate y; € N
due to the definition of the function Zx_; (to be more precise, =, depends explicitly on yy_g). It is
useful to think of this as a dependence on the virtual coordinate {y,;, which we may identify with
Yk, but in any case we will omit this dependence from the notation.

In the proof of the theorem that follows we will also need to use an extension of = N ., to virtual
coordinates:
du (]‘ u)Z b t(u 1)
Y01 27T1 u- Yrpt+i—k+1

Ena(i) = ¢ ZR0 (1) = (1)
From this it follows that, for fixed ke {1,..., M},

(5.29)

0 (1) =0 foralli>k ifye>i-Fk. (5.30)
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Theorem 5.7. Let 0< N > M >0 be fixed integers such that N + M is even. Consider two families
of polynomials ®o(x), ..., Py_a-1(z) and T y_p(2),..., Ty 1(2) which are such that ®y, is of degree
k and Y, is of degree £. Additionally, for all1<j < N,1<k< M, define

TP, (2) = T 0 d_in (2), (5.31)

so that in particular Tgvj\i)k =Y n_k. Suppose that the first family of polynomials satisfies the following
skew-biorthogonality relations:

S Doy ()W () oy () = 0,

z,y=1

i Poiv1(2)V(z,y)Poju1(y) = 0, (5.32)

z,y=1

i Do () ¥ (x,y)Pojs1(y) = —0ij,

z,y=1

forall0<i,j < (N-M)/2. Next, suppose that the second family of polynomials satisfy the following
biorthogonality relation:

Z Trnop()ZEn-e(z) = Ok, 05 (5.33)
=1

for all 1 < k, 0 < M. Additionally, suppose that both families satisfy the following orthogonality
relation:

> Tnoi(2)¥(z,y)Pi(y) =0 (5.34)
z,y=1
forall1<k<M and 0<i< N-DM. Then for a fivred integer m >0, let {p1,...,pm} S {1,..., N} be
indices denoting particles such that p1 < ps <--- < pm. The half-space TASEP with initial conditions

given by y = (y1,...,yn) where ypy > N — M + 1 has conditional joint distribution given by the
Fredholm Pfaffian

.....

P [ﬁ (Xu(pe) > )

|Xt| = N] =Pf (J - )_CaKXa)ﬁ({pl P }xN) 1 (535)
where Xo(p, ) = 1,<q, and K is the kernel given by
K=K (K"+K®+KC)

with the blocks on the right hand side specified as follows. Firstly, K9 is given by (5.16), namely

S Vin L@y
KO(ZVII;]’:L‘Q) = l 1. (QS;“) <J0 (@3] ](ZEhCL’Q); (536)
IV (5,4]

while KA is given as in (5.17) but with Ty replaced by Tn_pr, namely

\I’(i N) * Tn-nm * ‘I’(Nj) —\I’(z‘ N) * Tn-nm ¢—(j N]
KA(i,21;7,12) = ' ’ ' ’ x1,%3), 5.37
(i) [ Zan @ Tvm * Wy =02 ny © T © 6-(in] (1) (537

Next, KB is given as

: . KB (i,21;7,20) KB (i,21;],22)
B . _ 11\ L1, J, L2 12\t L1, 7,42
K (z,xl,J,xa)—[ KB (i,21;5,20) K5 (i,21;7,22) (5.38)
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with

M A A
KD (i,21:4,12) = ). (E%)_k(:cl) (T * Ungy) (2) + (P any * Tvek) (21) E%zk(ﬁﬁz)) :

Ed
—_

M . .
K182(ia T13],%2) = - Z E’E\Zf)—k(xl) T%)—k(‘r?)v

k=1
M . .
KB (i,215§,22) = S 0Q (1) EQ, (2)
k=1

K§2(i,$1;j,l’2) =0.
Finally, K€ is given by

M =(i) =(7)
KC(i, 215 §,22) = Zh&l“N*Kxo(TN;%*W*JYNJ)HNJCQ) 8 : (5.39)

Remark 5.8. Determining the combined family of polynomials {®g, ..., ®x_pr1, Yn-nrs -+, Ta-1}
corresponds to specifying %N (N + 1) parameters. Just as in Theorem 5.3 (see Remark 5.4), the
family of polynomials {®y, ..., Py_p-1} is specified uniquely up to N — M parameters which do not
affect the Pfaffian since they only appear explicitly in the kernel through the form of KA (5.37).
So it remains to determine the family of polynomials {Yx_ps,..., Tn_1}, a task which ultimately
requires specifying %M (M +1)+ (N - M)M parameters. They are determined partially from the
biorthogonality relations (5.33) for 1< k < ¢ < M, which correspond to 5 M (M + 1) equations.

The (N — M)M remaining parameters are determined by the orthogonality relations (5.34), which
yield precisely that number of equations. However, we need to make sure that the outstanding
N — M free parameters involved in the choice of the ®; polynomial family do not interfere with the
uniqueness of the Ty _; family (and hence do not affect the KB and K¢ parts of the kernel). To
see this, recall that these N — M free parameters arise from the freedom we have in making the
replacements

Dops1 > Popr1 + B Pos

for k=0,...,(N-M)/2-1 and any choices of 5. .., B(n-a)/2-1 € R and the simultaneous replace-
ments

Dopr1 — V6 Pok1, Do, —> Dog [k

for k=0,...,(N-M)/2-1 and any choices of 7y ..., Y(n-nm)j2-1 € R\ {0}. It is not hard to see that
the solution of the T y_j polynomials in the orthogonality relations (5.34) are independent of the
values of the free parameters J3;,v; for all 0 <7, j < (N - M)/2.

Proof of Theorem 5.7. The argument will follow the proof of Theorem 5.3 very closely. We will
assume first for simplicity that N and M are even, and explain later how to extend the proof to
the case when N + M remains even but both N and M are odd.

The kernel K is given as

K=J+(Jy+L)"

XxX



35

Using (4.26), we may represent Jy + L as the following matrix

Ay, 000 0 0 0 ___0___0_
0 | 0 O0|E 0 &E 0 Bya 0
0 ' 0 0|0 0 0 0 0 -Er
0 ' -ET 0|0 id 0 0 0 0
0 © 0 0|l-id 0 W 0 0 0
Jx+ L - ! 5.40
Ux+D)]g 4 0 + -ET 0|0 -WT 0 0 0 0 (5:40)
H | H . : : : : .
o ' 0 0/l0 0 0 0 Wy 0
0 '-Ef, 0/ 0 0 0 W, 0 id
0o 0 Elo 0 0 -~ 0 -id T |

Note that we are presenting the right hand side with rows and columns in the order prescribed by
(4.25); this incurs in a sign change in front of the Pfaffian, which will be undone once we get to the
expressions for K in the theorem, so for simplicity we omit it.

We define the following kernels as extensions of those that appear in the proof of Theorem 5.3:

A(F 1) = L(fms tn),
Bt (4,2)) = L( s (4, 2)),

for each 1 <m,n< N+ M and 1< j < N,z €N and where the L-ensemble is defined by (4.17) and
(4.23). We emphasize here that the definitions of A, B agree with the definitions of A, B from the
proof of Theorem 5.3 when 1 < m,n < N, but are otherwise extended to incorporate the extended
virtual alphabet. The kernel denoted by D remains the same as in Theorem 5.3.

The X x X block of the inverse of the matrix (5.40) can be written, using Lemma 5.6, as

(Jy+L)" =D '-D '« BT"H'B« D" (5.41)

X

with H = A+ B+ D! » BT. This matrix is represented as a matrix of 2 x 2 blocks which is explicitly
calculated to yield

[ [AN+M] b 0 .
@ ifa,b< N,
0 [N]a,b

[Anenrlay, . ] if a<N,b> N,
_ I 0 ~[Plas-n
("], =4r

@b [Ansnr] b 0
@ ifa>N,b< N,
| 0 [PT]a—N,b
[ [AN+M]ab 0 :
_ 0 0 if a,b> N,

where A is the N x N-dimensional skew-symmetric matrix defined by (5.22) while the N x M-
dimensional matrix P is defined by

[Pl.s =28 (1) (5.42)
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for 1 <a <N, 1<b< M, where the function E%zk(n) is defined by (5.29). The inverse of H can be
calculated using Lemma 5.6 again, after suitably reordering rows and columns, giving

[A]V1+M]ab 0 ifa b< N

0 V- NTPMOPTA Y, 0 <
[A]_Vl+M:|ab 0 :

[,7;_2_1] - 0 [N_IPM_I]a,b—N ifa<N,b>N
] e ! fasNbeN
0 —[MTPINT, vy T

[AN1+M] ,b 0 :

- 0 [M_l]a—N,b—N if a,b>N

where M = PTN-P. M is M x M-dimensional and skew-symmetric, and we will see shortly that
it is in fact invertible (recall also that A is invertible under our assumptions, as was checked in the
proof of Theorem 5.3).

And so, the Pfaffian kernel can be identified, using (5.41), as
K=K'-(KA+K®+K)=J+D'-D'«B™ 'B+«D".
The first term in the kernel is identified as K° = J+ D=1, This is explicitly calculated as (5.36) using
the explicit formula for D! given by (5.20) (and is the same as K in the case of empty initial
condition).
Ultimately, in order to calculate the remaining terms in the kernel we will identify K A+ KB+ KC=
D=1« BT"H=1B » D~1. This may be written explicitly as

(D7« BB « D7 ((1,21). (. 22)

B NTO \Ij(za](xlaTa) ~ 0 0
_a,bz—1|: 0 (¢ az]) (lev—‘_a) ][H ]a,b[ bJ)(Tb’x2) b] (Tbva) ]
NMITO \Ij(za (1’1,1' ) ~_1 0 0
@%lo (dai)” (:clf)][H LM[ ~29) (x2) 0] (5.43)
533| A 0
ZZ[O ][’” ]Nw[ Wi (o 22) 610 (n,m]

M —(%)
0 -EN. (1) [147-1 ‘0 0
+ Z [ 0 0 :||:H ]N+c,N+d[ _E%)_d(gb) 0 :

Recall from the proof of Theorem 5.3 that the matrix A/ has the skew-Borel decomposition given by
(5.26) whereby the upper-triangular matrix Ry defines the family of skew-orthogonal polynomials

Og(x),...,Pn_1(x) by
Dy p(r) = Z[RN] o (15, ) (5.44)

We emphasize here that, while this deﬁnes a family of N functions @4, only the first N — M will
explicitly appear in final expression for the kernel.

Now consider the matrix P defined by (5.42). Using (5.30), and due to the restriction on the
initial coordinates yy; > N — M + 1, which implies that yp > N =k + 1 for each 1 <k < M, the matrix
P may be decomposed as

P [ 584 ] (5.45)

where Sy is an upper-triangular M x M- dlmensmnal matrix. Its diagonal entries are calculated

. —[k - :
using (529) as [SM]k,k = HN)k('I'k) ( 1)k+1 <¢—’YO L 2w Wet(“ D= (—].)k for1<k<M (agaln
due to our condition on y,,), so it follows that this matrix is invertible.
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From this and the skew-Borel decomposition of N, the skew-symmetric matrix M is given by

0

Since the matrix Ry in the skew-Borel decomposition of A is upper-triangular, one checks directly
that if RY) is the M x M-dimensional minor of Ry consisting of only the first M rows and columns'?,

then the top left M x M block of Ry is (ﬁf\\;{)‘l, and thus the above can be written as
M= =SL (R (R S
Thus the inverse of M can be calculated as
M = SR Ty (RY)T ST (5.46)
Let us now define the family of functions Y n_p/(z),..., Tn_1(x) by

M=-[8 0 ]RJ‘VTJNR;\}l Sum ]

N
Ty-r(x) = 2 [SuR[ In 0 RV, dpm(t),2) (5.47)
j=1
for each 1<k < M.
We now proceed to evaluate each of the sums in (5.43) individually in order to calculate the
terms KA, KB, K€ in the Pfaffian kernel explicitly.

(A) The function KA(i,x1;j,x2) is identified with the first sum of (5.43) which is over 1 <a,b< N.
The calculation of this sum follows in a similar way to that of the proof of Theorem 5.3. We
note that, using (5.46), we may express the product NTPM-TPTN-1 as

Sm

R]‘VTJNR]‘\}l 0 ]SﬁﬁﬁjM(ﬁﬁ)TSMT[sﬂTJ 0 |RMINRY

RN . Ju 0
:R;VTJNR;&[ROM ]JM[ (RY)T O]RJVTJNRJ-&:—R;VT[ o O]R;&.

In this calculation we have used the fact that Ry [ﬁé&] = [Ig/f ], which follows from the upper-
triangularity of Ry. And so, we may express

_ _ _ _ 1 0 0 _
NT-NZAPMIPIN = _RNTl 0 Jnons ]RNI. (5.48)
Now let us define a kernel Tp : Z x Z - C by
N
Ta(vi,1n) = Z (¢[k,N])T (v1,11) [N_l _N_IPM_IPTN_I]k£¢[£,N](Tz7 va). (5.49)
k,0=1 ’

Using this kernel, we may write KA given by the first sum in (5.43) as
EA((i,21), (7, 72))
(W) = Tax Wi g) (21, 72) — (Vi * Ta* 6-Givy) (21, 72) (5.50)
((6-6)" * Ta e Uiy (@) =((6-om) * Tax 6o ) (21, 2) ]

where, using the matrix decomposition (5.48) and (5.44), the kernel (5.49) can be expressed as

Ta(vi, ) == 3. Ona(n) [In],, Pns(z)

a,b=M+1
(N-M)/2-1 (N-M)/2-1
= Z Do (1) Pope1(12) — Z Dopr1 (1) Por (1),
k=0 k=0

21 general, the minor 7’?3\\74 is not equal to the matrix Rp; which emerges from the skew-Borel decomposition of
the analogous matrix N for a system of size M. Rather, Rj; is the minor consisting of the last M rows and columns
of RN.
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so that Ta coincides with the definition of Ty_ps. After substituting this into (5.50) we may
identify the form of the kernel (5.37).

(B) The function KB(i,x1;j,x2) is identified with the sum of the second and third sums of (5.43)
which are over 1 <a < N, 1<d< M and 1 <c< M,1<b< N respectively. We will explicitly

calculate the third sum since the second sum follows in a similar fashion via skew-symmetry.
We have

MAPIN = —SURN T (RY) ST [ 8T 0 JRI VR = St RN [ T 0 [ R
We may then calculate the third sum of (5.43) as
-V () 0
T—N- c 1 —~
LE[0 Lo -tspmnr o1ma, ]

Jat o]
Wipg) Ty, 72) =1 (T, 72) |

Using the definition of the family of functions Y _x (5.47), the previous expression may be
written as

;Zl :%)C(xl) ” 0 []]V?]c,k “ ~(Tw-n *?I’<Nj))($2) (- k°¢0(jN ) (2) ]

Z[ =0 (1) (Yo * W) (2) 2D, (01) (Tacs o 6y ) (22) ]
et 0 0

in which the function T%zk defined by (5.31) may be identified. Now accounting for both the
second and third sums of (5.43), we may express the kernel term as the expression (5.38) for
KB.

(C) The function K<(i,x1; j, o) is identified with the fourth sum of (5.43) which is over 1 < ¢,d < M.
This is explicitly calculated as

M = (@) -1 —(J)
c,d=1

To see that this coincides with the expression for K¢ given by (5.39) we need to show that
[M_l]cd = TN—c * W TN—d-

In order to check this we use the definition of the functions Y, to write the right hand side as

S SHRN 1y 0 1R ot v (o)1) R3[| Rty |
7,7=1 J.d
- Slsnl o 0 R, W Ry | | @brsi
ij=1 ' 3

- [SURN IR ST],,

where we used again the skew-Borel decomposition of A. In view of (5.46), the right hand side
is exactly [M™1].q.

With these calculations, we have explicitly determined the Pfaffian kernel in terms of known
functions and the new functions ®q,...,®Px_ps-1 and Yy_ps, ..., Ty_1. In order to finish proving
that the kernel coincides with the one in the statement of the theorem, we need to prove that these
functions are polynomials of the correct degrees and that they satisfy their defining relations (5.32),
(5.33) and (5.34).

The functions @, ..., Py_p-1 were defined by (5.44) in the exact same way as the extended
family ®q,...,Pn_; was in the proof of Theorem 5.3, so, the first N — M of these functions are
polynomials of the correct degrees and they inherit their skew-orthogonality relations in exactly
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the same manner. Note that the relations (5.32) for the first N — M functions are self-contained,
so these functions are determined by these relations (up to N — M free parameters which are not
consequential) as in the previous proof.

That Y, is a polynomial of degree ¢ follows from (5.47) because [Sj/}ﬁﬁ[]M O]R]Vl]kj = 0 for
j >k and each ¢p; n1(1;, ) is a polynomial of degree N —j. In order to determine the relation (5.33)
we use the decomposition of the matrix P from (5.45) to write (g n] * EN_E) (t;) = [5{)‘4 ]je’ so that

iTN ()2 o@) = X [STRY D 0 JRR, (601 = Zv-0) (1)

7=1

=[SuR [ De 0 R[S ]) =[St 2 J15% 1 = Ok

where in the third equality we used once again the fact the top left M x M block of Ry} is (R )t
and where the value of the A block is irrelevant.

To prove the skew-orthogonality relation between the two families of functions, (5.34), we write,
for1<k<Mand 1<i<N-M,

N

i T (@)W (21, 22)@i(2) = 3 [SyRN [ I 0 JRY ], dpny + ¥ * @i(1;)

x1,x2=1 j=1

N
=S [SuRN[ In O ]]Mq)N_g*\p*@i = [SuRN[ Ju 0]]

k,N—i
(=1

where we have used both the definition and the skew-biorthogonality relation of the entire family
of functions {®g,...,Px_1}. The relation (5.34) follows by noting that the matrix entries of the
final expression above are equal to zero whenever ¢ < N — M.

To finish the proof we need to extend the result to the case of odd N and M. We will do this
by comparing with a system with M = M + 1 initial particles and N = N + 1 final ones, placing
an additional initial particle very far to the right. To this end, given the initial particle positions
y=(y1,...,yn), we introduce a new collection of particle positions § = (71, .., %) by

=1L, Ui = Yic1, 1=2,--M+1,

where L is an auxiliary parameter which we will ultimately take to infinity. Note that, for large L,
y satisfies gy > N — k + 1 thanks to the analogous conditions for y. Then from the case with N and
M even,

Py Lﬁ { X (k) > ar}

(5.51)
where we have included the initial condition # explicitly in the subscript, where p; = p; + 1 with
1<py < <pm<N and where K denotes the kernel K computed above, with N and M replaced
by N and M and K(z, wj,-) = K(i+1,;j+1,-). Now for very large L, the first particle (which starts
at L) is very likely to not interact with the rest of the system by time ¢: in fact, the probability
that the second particle is blocked by the first one at any moment before time ¢ is bounded by the
probability that a Poisson random variable with parameter t is greater than L —y; — 2. Using this,
and after suitably shifting the particle labels, it is not hard to see that the left hand side above

converges as L — oo to
P, lﬂ {Xi(pr) > ar} | 1Xi] = N] -
k=1

So what remains is to compute the limit of the Fredholm Pfaffian on the right hand side of (5.51).
The argument is relatively simple, so we will only sketch it.
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Consider each of the terms making up K. The first one is K 0, which does not depend on N, M
or L, and which clearly satisfies K° = K°. The second one is given by (5.37), and now reads
KA(i 15, 72) = Ui, my * Tn-m * U(mgeny  —Yirnm) * Tv-m © O_(j1,8] (21,75)
y b1y Sy b2 ?(HLNJ O T-mr * \I](N,j+1) _¢?(i+1,N] o Tn-a © ¢*(j+1,]\7] 1,42)-
Note that it also does not depend on L and that, in fact, KA = KA.

For the remaining two terms we need to compute limits in L. But this is simple once one notes
that Z5_; () — 0, as follows easily from (4.10) since y; = L. So, for instance,

M
. a . . —(72+1 1+1 . .
thc}o KFz(%%;];xz) = —;2:5@)(931) T%ik)(@) = K1B2(%$1;]7$2)~
Similar expressions hold for the other limits, and we deduce that limj_ KB = KB, In a similar
way we get limy_,., K¢ = K¢ A bit more work shows that the limit holds in a strong enough sense

(e.g. trace class) so that it can be taken inside the Fredholm Pfaffian. Using this on the right hand
side of (5.51) yields the claimed formula. O

5.4. Reduction to full-space TASEP. One important consequence of Theorem 5.7 is that the
conditional joint distribution of the half-space TASEP reduces the well-known joint distribution of
the full-space TASEP. In this way, Theorem 5.7 may be regarded as a generalization of the Fredholm
determinant expressions obtained in the literature.

Corollary 5.9 (of Theorem 5.7). Let N > 0 be a fized integer and let y = (y1,...,yn) be an
ordered set of coordinates, and assume that yy > 1. Moreover, let To(z),..., Ty_1(x) be a family
of polynomials where Yy is of degree k. Let these polynomials satisfy the biorthogonality relation
(5.33). The full-space TASEP with initial conditions given by y has joint distribution given by the
Fredholm determinant expression

,,,,,

P |JQ {Xt(pk) > ak‘}] = det(l - XaKXa)ﬁ({pl P IxN) 2 (552)

whose kernel is given by

J . )
K(i,21;§,22) = —Licjop jy (21, 22) + Y. E%)_k(xl)T%lk(xg) (5.53)
1

More generally, if y = (y1,...,yn) is any ordered set of coordinates in Z, the full-space TASEP joint
distribution with initial conditions given by y can be written as (note that the Fredholm determinant
is now over 2({p1,...,pm} xZ))

.....

P Lﬂ (Xuon) > ak}] et~ T K)o o (5.54)
=1

and the kernel K can be expressed as

i ,
K(i, 5E1;j7$2) = _1i<j¢[i,j)(x17$2) + Z ff_k(ffl)gj,k(ﬂﬁz), (5-55)
k=1

with '
fl@) = ((DFER (@),
which we regard as being defined on Z directly through (5.28), and where the family {gg, e ,gj_l}

15 defined as follows: gg is a polynomial of degree {, and these j polynomials satisfy the (full-space)
biorthogonality relations A }
> Ji(2) g () = Ok (5.56)
xeZ
Moreover, the formula (5.54) recovers the one derived for this model in Proposition 3.1 of [ /.
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The formula derived in | | is for a more general model in full-space, namely PushASEP with
jump rates which depend on time and on the particle; to compare their formula to (5.54) one needs
to set all their v;’s to 1 and take a(t) = 1 and b(¢) = 0. Similar formulas were derived earlier for
full-space TASEP in | , |, under a formalism where the ¢;’s are flipped with respect to
our setting.

Proof of Corollary 5.9. If yn > 1, the probability on the left hand side of (5.52) can be computed
from Theorem 5.7 with @ = 0 and M = N, and is given by the Fredholm Pfaffian on the right
hand side of (5.35) satisfying |X;| = N. Now, since M = N, we note that the only (bi)orthogonality
relation of the T polynomials is (5.33), while K” vanishes. In particular, the K5 of the kernel
completely vanishes. Now recall the following property, found in Section 8 of | ], whereby a
Fredholm Pfaffian reduces to a Fredholm determinant:

whenever Koo (x1,25) =0 for all z1, 29 € X'. This property implies that the right hand side of (5.52)
reduces as

.....

K can be expressed explicitly as
N ) )
K(i; 951;j>l‘2) = _]li<j¢[i,j)(xla$2) + Z E%)_k(h)Tg\];)_k(Iz) (5-57>
k=1

Now note that since go ¢_(;;+1](x) = g(x) —g(x—1) and since T y_;, is a polynomial of degree N -k,
then Ty_j © ¢_(; 417 is a polynomial of degree N —k -1, and thus TE\J,)_k is a polynomial of degree
j—k it k<j, while
TP, =0 ifk>j.
In particular, the formula (5.57) becomes (5.53).
Now, assuming still that yx > 1, define f , as in the statement of the corollary and let

gl (2) = (D)) (),
so that (5.53) can be expressed as (5.55). We know already that g is a polynomial of degree ¢ for
¢=0,...,5 -1, and we claim that the two families of functions satisfy (5.56). In fact,
> ff-k(x)gg—z(x) = E%zk(x)TN*f(y)gb—(ij](y’x) =2, 0-GN© E%zk(x)TN*Z(x)

xeZ x, Y€l zel

= En-(@)Tno(z),

zeZ
and the last sum can be restricted to « > 1 because ZEn_g(z) = 0 for z < 0 thanks to the condition
Yy 2yn + N -k >N -k, so (5.33) ensures that it equals dj .

Consider now a general choice of initial condition y = (y1,...,yn). By translation invariance, if
we fix L >0 and shift all the y;’s and all the a;’s by L, the probability on the left hand side of (5.54)
does not change. Then letting 7; = y; + L and a; = a; + L, if L is large enough so that yy > 1 then
previous case yields

.....

P [D {Xt(pk) > ak}] = det(I - )_CEKX(_Z)EQ({pl pm }xN) (558>
=1

where K is defined as in (5.55) but using ¢ instead of y. But it is easy to see, from the definition
of ¢p;;) and f!,, and using the fact that the g/ ,’s are defined through the biorthogonalization
problem (5.56), that K (i,zy + L; j,zo + L) = K(i,21;j,22) (i.e., shifting the variables in the kernel
is equivalent to shifting back the y;’s). So performing this change of variables in the kernel inside
the Fredholm determinant in (5.58) we get

,,,,,
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Taking L — oo yields (5.54). Checking that this formula coincides with the one given in [ ] in
the case of full-space TASEP is straightforward. U
6. DETAILS OF THE ASEP TRANSITION PROBABILITY PROOF

In this section we present the details of the proof of Theorem 2.2 which were omitted from Section
2, namely the proofs of the eigenvalue relation Lemma 2.3 and the initial condition Lemma 2.4.

6.1. Preliminary results. Before proceeding to the proofs of the intermediate results of Lemmas
2.3 and 2.4, it is useful to present some initial properties of the function (2.7).

Proposition 6.1. For any fized integer N > 0 the following factorization holds on any alphabet

(wl,...,wN):
Z 0( H [wi—ij I - wyw; :|):VLN7 (6.1)

oBy  \1<icjen | Wi —w; 1= quw;

where the constant Vy is given by (2.6).

Proof. Let us define the functions

flwi,...,un) = ]]

1<i<j<N

a1l
zi—qz 1 -9z %

~1.-1 )
1-2;7%;

[wi -quw; 1-ww;

], g(z1,...,2n) = H l

w; —wj 1 - qw;w; Lsi<i<N L Zi = Zj

so that f(ws,...,wy) is the summand of the symmetrization (6.1). Let us also consider the alpha-
bet (21,...,2y) defined by z; = ¢"2w;, so that f(wy,...,wy) = q‘(g)g(zl,...,zN). The standard
identification for negative indices under the action of By is w_; = 1/(qw;) which may be written in
terms of z; as w_; = ¢"/?z;71. And so, on the z-alphabet we make the identification z_; = z;1. It

follows that the symmetrization (6.1) may be evaluated as

S o(f(wi,.wn)) =G S a9, 20)),

oeBy oeBN
where the action of the signed permutations o € By on the z-alphabet now uses z_; = z;;! for negative
indices. The right hand side symmetrization is equivalent to a known identity from [ ]:

Z o(g(z1,...,2n)) = lﬁ (1 —qii (_1q+ g

O’GBN

)

which follows from the fact that a BCy-symmetric Hall-Littlewood polynomial indexed by the
empty partition is equal to 1, i.e. Ky (2f,...,25) =1, with boundary parameters tg =t; =1, =t3=0
and a = -b=1. Application of this identity yields the result (6.1). OJ

Observe that the scattering has the following invariance under w; » w_; = 1/(qw):

w; — qw; 1 —w;w; w; — qw; 1 - w;w;

w; —wj 1-quww; w; —wj 1-qww;’

Wi W-—j

This observation allows for the symmetrization identity of Proposition 6.1 has the following exten-
sion to a partial symmetrization:

I e | e U s IR

veBn_yy \l<i<jsn [ Wi~ Wj 1 - quw;w; VN-m it =i | wi —wy 1 - quyw;

for any fixed integer 0 < M < N where By_ar 2 By_n is the subgroup consisting of all signed
permutations which act on w by leaving wy, ..., wy; fixed whilst permuting wysy1, ..., wy. While
Proposition 6.1 implies that whenever indexed by an empty state Fg (w1, ..., wy) = !V, the following
result allows for an alternative expression of the function (2.7) using a partial symmetrization.
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Proposition 6.2. Let N > M > 1 be fized integers and let y = (y1,...,yn) be a half-space configu-
ration. Then, the function (2.7) has the following alternative expression:

M
H Py (wTa(i))

i=1

Fy(wi,...,wy) =M ) H[

T<{1,....N} geBys 1<i<j<M
|T|=M

wr, ) =~ QT L - wr, W, ]

W,y =~ W,y 1= qur,,Wr, )

X

M N lea(i) —quj 1- Wr, ;) Wj

. (6.3)
i=1 j=1 | WT, ) — Wj 1- qua(i)wj]
j¢T

Proof. Consider the symmetrization formula (2.7) and let us decompose the sum over By as

}"y(wl, R ,wN) = VN_MCYNiM

wr, .,y —qWT, 1_ch,inav M
% Z Z Z H l (i) [€)] (i) (5) ] H Py (wTU(i))

W,y =W,y L= qur, W,

T{1,..., N} oeByy peBy_nr 1<i<j<M i=1
|T|=M
M N-M|wpr . —qwprc 1—wr Wsc Wrc — qWec 1 —Wpe Woc
XH H [ i I TP(j) o(9) TP(j) Tp(i) q Tp(j) Tp(i) Tp(]’) (6 4)
P22 wp  —wpe 1 —qup, wpc | wre —wpe  1-quwpe wee |
=1 j=t oy = WIS,y + T AT WIS [1sicjeN-ar | W8, =W, 2T aWTe WS,

We will proceed by explicitly evaluating the sum over p € By_jp;. Now, observe that, for fixed T,
the first factor on the bottom line of (6.4) is invariant under the choice of p € By_j;. Consequently,
we may evaluate the sum over p using Proposition 6.1 as

- 1—
3 I U "M T e |
peBy-r 1si<jsN-M | WTg, = WTe,) 1= TOTe s T V-m
which yields the desired result (6.3) once substituted into (6.4). O

Proposition 6.3. Let N > M > 1 be fized integers and let w = (w1, ..., wy) be a fized alphabet and
let yi,...,ym € Z be fived so that y = (y1,...,yn) is a collection of integers'®. The function (2.7)
satisfies the following recursion relation for all ke {1,...,N}:

fy(wl, e ,UJN)| = Oéfy(wl, vy Whe—1, Wity - - - ,U}N).
Wy =

Proof. Observe that, whenever wy, = 0, the following property holds for any y € Z

1
Spy(wk)’wkzo =Py (m)

=0.

wg=0

By setting wy = 0 within the the symmetrization formula (2.7) observe that terms corresponding
to o(¢) = £k for any 1 < ¢ < M vanish. Now observe the following property for any o € By which
satisfies o(¢) = +k:

lwa(n ~ qWo(j) 1 = We(i)Wo(j) ]
1<ij<N | Wo(i) = Wo(j) 1 = qWo(i)Wo())

_ [wau) — qWa(j) 1= Wo(iyWa(j) ] § {q]” if o(f) = +k
1655<n | Wo(i) = Wo(j) 1 = qWe(i)Wa(j) g W=D ifo(0)=-k"

wg=0

i,j#L

The application of this specialization to the symmetrization formula (2.7) yields:

N M
w; —qw; 1 —-ww;

_ N-M N-¢ ¢ J Kt}
Fy(wi,...,wy) =VN-ma Z q Z o H Py (w;)
0 =M1 ceBy 1sisisN | Wi — Wj 1- qu;Wj |51

o(0)=+k i,j#L

WE=

BTypically we consider the case where y; > - > yps > 1 so that y is a half-space configuration. However we will
need the more general statement in the proof of Lemma 2.3 later on.
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N w; —qw; 1-ww; |4
+ Vy_pyaV™M q’(N’Z) o l . J J oy (w;) |- (6.5
K:%-{.]_ O';N lsiSHjseN w’L - w] 1 - qwlw] 'Lljl Y ( Z) ( )
o(L)=-k VES

Now, for each fixed value of ¢, both restricted sums over signed permutations can be identified
as being proportional to F,(wy ..., W1, Wks1,...,wy). We emphasize that this identification is
independent of ¢ so that we may re-write (6.5) by factoring out the F, function as

VN-m

Fy(wy,...,wy) (qN‘E +q‘(N‘€)) caFy(wy .., Weo1, Wt - - -, WN).

w0 Vvoaot (57
Finally, Proposition (6.3) follows by noting the following property of the normalization factor (2.6)

Vm—l _ i

Vin =

J

[y

(¢ +q7),
which holds for any integer m > 0. U

Proposition 6.4. Let N > M > 0 be fized integers and let w = (wy,...,wy) be a fived alphabet
and let yq,...,ym € Z be fived so that y = (y1,...,ynm) 1S a collection of integers. Then the function
Fy(w), given by the symmetrization formula (2.7), is a meromorphic function in each variable
wi, ..., wy whose singularities are all located at the points w; = 1,q~" for each 1 <i < N.

Proof. Let us consider the function F,(wy,...,wy) as a function of the variable wy, for some fixed
integer 1 < k < N. Excluding poles at wy, = 1,47, by observing the individual terms of symmetriza-
tion formula (2.7), the other possible singularities are at the points wy, = w;, 1/(qw;) for integers
j # k and also at wy, = +¢"%/2. We will proceed by showing that these singularities are removable, so
that the function F,(w) may be defined to be analytic at those points. Firstly, the simple poles at
wy, = w;, 1/(qw;) are removable by virtue of the symmetrization over By and is therefore symmetric
under the action of any signed permutation.

Let us now consider the apparent singularities at wy, = +¢~*/2, which are due to factors (1 - qw,%)

which appear in the denominator of ¢, (wy) and ¢, (L) for some integer 1 < £ < M. Let us

qWg
consider the terms in (2.7) associated with signed permutations o, 0’ € By satisfying o(¢) = +k and
o'(l) = =k but otherwise o(i) = o’/(i) for all other integers 7 # ¢. It is sufficient to consider the

wy-dependent factors of the sum of these two terms:

“l [wk — QWe(i) 1= WrWe(s ] N [wa(i) - quy 1= wpwe ()
i1 i1

Wk — Wo () 1 — quiw,(s)

] Py, (wk’)

N ﬁl QWi — Wo(i) 1 — Wi (s ] N [wa(i) —quy 1 = wrpw,(;) ]gp (L) (6.6)
i L a(we = woiy) 1= qugwogiy | itie1 | Woiiy — Wi 1= quigwoy |7 \quy )™

Wo (i) — Wi 1 — quipwe(s

where overall shared factors are neglected. Now, observe that each of these terms both contain the
factor —“ which changes sign under w; ~ 1/(qw,). This means we may write (6.6) as

1qu§

w 1 N woi_qwkl_wkwai

s (m - (1) H[ 0 o | (6.7
1 - quy; quwi )] iZp | We@i) — Wi 1 = qupwe

where the following function is analytic at wy, = +¢~1/2:

1-¢)(1-¢- 1= quy \¥ 2L [ 1wy, — qgy 1 — wiwe
h(wk):( (A -¢ 04+04wk)( qwk) [Wk qWo (i) wka].

(1-wy) 1wy i1 L Wk — Wo(s) 1= quiwe(;)
From here, by showing that it has vanishing residue, we observe that the singularities in expression
(6.7) at the points wy, = £q~'/? are removable. O

The following evaluation of the function (2.7) is particularly useful.
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Lemma 6.5. Let N >0 be a fized integer and let w = (wy, ..., wy) be a fived alphabet. The function
(2.7) indexed by the half-space configuration y = (1) is explicitly given by:

N-1 i (1_Q)2wk
i (L-we)(1 - quy)

Proof. Let us define the function P(wy,...,wx) as the right hand side of (6.8). Then observe that

Fuy(wi, ..., wy) = (6.8)

N
P(wr,...,wn) - [T =w;) (1 - qu;)] (6.9)

i=1
is clearly a symmetric polynomial of maximal degree 2 in each variable wy,...,wy. As such, the

polynomial (6.9) is completely determined by three independent specializations. The following are
easily verifiable for each ke {1,...,N}:
(i) The residue at wy = 1:

Res P(wy,...,wy) =a¥ 1 (g-1).

'Ll)k=1

(ii) The residue at wy, = ¢71:

Res P(wy,...,wy)=a™ (¢t -1).

wr=q~1

(iii) The recurrence at wy, = 0:

=aP(wy, ..., W1, Wks1,-- -, WN)-

P(wy,...,wy)
wi=0

Lemma 6.5 follows by showing that each of these properties holds for the symmetrization formula
(2.7) for the function F(1y(w). But first we must show that

N
Foy(w, . ywn) - TTIA = wi) (1 - qui)] (6.10)
i=1
is a polynomial in each w-variable of maximal degree 2. By virtue of Proposition 6.4, the function
(6.10) is a meromorphic function whose only possible poles occur at wy = 1,¢7! for each integer
1 < k < N. By observing individual terms in its symmetrization formula (2.7), we observe that
F(1y(w) has at most simple poles at wy, = 1,¢71, so that (6.10) is indeed a polynomial in wj,. And so,
we may determine its degree by investigating the behavior as wy - oo term-wise for each individual
signed permutation o € By. It is easily verifiable that for each o € By:

[(1—wi)(1—qwi)]-a( H [quwg‘ 1 - wyw; ]901(11)1)):0(10;%)

1<icjen | Wi —wj; 1= qu;w;

N

i=1

as wy, — oo for each integer 1 <k < N. So we conclude that (6.10) has maximal degree 2.

Let us now show that Fqy(ws, ..., wy) satisfies the required properties (i)—(iii). In what follows,
let ke{l,..., N} be fixed positive integer.

(i) Observe that, in the symmetrization formula (2.7), the only terms with singularities at wy = 1
are those where ¢, (wy) appears. In our case, these terms will correspond with signed permutations
satisfying o (1) = +k where there is a simple pole at w; = 1. Then observe that the scattering factor
has the following specialization:

wy — qw; 1 —wiw; _1

k=1

w —wj 1 -qupw; |,

This means that for individual signed permutations satisfying o(1) = +k, we may evaluate the
residue of the simple pole at wy = 1 by evaluating

Res o1 (wy) =¢-1.
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Meanwhile, on the symmetrization formula we have

_ w; — qw; 1 —ww;
Res Fiy(wn, ..., wy) = o Wy a(l ])Resgpl Wy,
wy=1 ( )( ) J;N 2§i§1_j[§N w; _wj 1 _qwiwj wi=1 ( )
o(1)=k

= aNil(q - 1)7

where we have used Proposition 6.1 to simplify the last line. This is the desired result.

(ii) It follows by a similar argument that

Res f(l)(wl, wy) =aN Tt (q‘1 - 1),

wk=q"
where the residue isolates signed permutations satisfying o(1) = —k.

(iii) This property follows directly as a consequence of Proposition 6.3. ([l

6.2. Proof of eigenvector property. Let us recall the result of Lemma 2.3 where, for a fixed
half-space configuration with M particles y, the following holds on any alphabet w = (wy, ..., wy):

u (1-q)*w;
= (T-w)(1 - quy)

So that the function F,(w) from (2.7) may be regarded as an eigenvector of the transition matrix
of the half-space ASEP with ~ = 0.

S (L) Fy (s ) = (—a+

y'eW

)‘Fy(wlw'-awN)- (611)

Proof of Lemma 2.3. Let us first examine the left hand side of (6.11) more explicitly. Let us denote
Fy(wr,...,wy) = f(y) for some fixed half-space configuration y = (y1,...,yan). The left hand side
of (6.11) can be written as the following free-evolution equation:

M M
> (yl«iﬂly’)f(y')=q;f(yl,--~,yi—1,~--,yM)+Z;f(y1,~--,yi+1,---,yM)

y'eW
+af(yr,-ym, )= (M(1+q) +a)f(y1, - ym), (6.12)

whose right hand side is subject to the following scattering conditions:

(i) Bulk scattering: for each 1 <i < M, whenever y;_ = y; + 1:

Qf(y17"'7yiayiv"'7yM)+f(y17"'7yi+1ayi+17"'7yM)
=1+ f(yr, -y + Ly yyn). (6.13)

(ii) Boundary scattering: whenever yy = 1:

qf(yl, e ,yM,l,O) + Oéf(yl, e YM-1, 1, 1) = (Oé + Q)f(yl, e Ym-1, 1) (614)

Observe that both scattering conditions are relations between functions indexed by both physical
and nonphysical half-space configurations. For a fixed y € W, we may apply each of the scattering
conditions to the right hand side of (6.12) to remove any nonphysical configurations. In this way,
the bulk scattering (6.13) enforces the particle exclusion condition and the boundary scattering
(6.14) enforces the boundary dynamics at v =0. One can readily check that this is consistent with
the multiplication by the transition matrix on the left hand side, thus yielding the time-evolution
of the half-space ASEP.

We first prove that the function (2.7) satisfies the free-evolution equation (6.12) before showing
both scattering conditions (6.13), (6.14).

(a) Free-evolution equation: We begin by showing that f(y) = F,(w) satisfies the following:

4 (1-q)*w
( OJ+Z(1 wz) 1 qwz))f(yl”yM)
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M M
zaf(yl,...,yM,l)+qu(y1,...,yi—1,...,yM)+Zf(y1,...,yi+1,...,yM)
i=1 i=1

- (M(1+q)+a)f(y,--,ym). (6.15)

Firstly, we may immediately eliminate terms —af(y) from each side of (6.15). Then, on what
remains, consider the term corresponding to o € By within the symmetrization formula (2.7) indi-
vidually within the remaining terms of (6.15). The following property will be useful:

(1-q)*w;
(1_wl)(1_qwz)90yl( )
Application of this property within the the right hand side of (6.15) yields the following

qpy-1(w0i) + Py (wi) = (1 + @)y, (w;) =

3 (1 _Q)2wk

w; — qu; 1 -ww; | & '
;;(1—%%)(1—61%) az 0( L1 [wz‘—wj l—qwiwj] - 1<pyi(wl))

eBn 1<i<j<N 1=
w; — qw; 1 —w;w; ] M (VNM1 - (1-g)wy
=Y o Py; (wi) p1(war) + -
U;:N (1<Z'I<;I<N[ w; —w; 1 - quw; E ! VN-m ' kz::l (1 = wy)(1 = qug)

By re-arrangement, we can see that (6.15) holds if the following vanishes under symmetrization:

w; — qu; 1 —wjw; ] ! (VNM1 - (1-q)>wy
Py, (w;) p1(warsn) - . (6.16)
15i<j£N[ wi—w; 1= quiw; 317" V-m ' k:%:ﬂ (1 —wi)(1 - qug)

Observe, as a consequence of Lemma 6.5, that (6.16) vanishes under symmetrization of the variables
Wars1, - - -, Wy whilst leaving wy, ..., wy, fixed and the result follows.

(bi) Bulk scattering: Consider, for some fixed alphabet w = (wy,...,wy) and configuration y =
(y1,-- - yn) with y,_1 = yp + 1 for some 1 < k < M, the following

qf(ylv-nyykaykw-vyM)(w) + f(yl7--~7yk+1vyk+17---7yM)(w) - (1 + q)f(yl7~--7yk+1ayk7--~7yM)(w)

L _ 1 —apans | M
S Z o H w; = qu; 1 —wiw; 0y, (Ww;)
=Vn_ yi (Wi
ocBy 1<i<j<N w; — Wy 1- quiwj |5-1
(1.0)#(k=1,k)

- 1-quwyy1- I
L Wh-1~ qWg [q+ Qi1 1=y 1= qwn 1] . (6.17)
Wh-1 — Wy, T—wpy 1—wy I —wg

The top-line of the summand on the right hand side of (6.17) is symmetric under the interchange
of wy_1 and wg. Whereas the bottom line may be simplified as

l-¢q (wi-1 = quy) (W — qg-1)
(1= wp-1)(1 - wy) Wg-1 — Wk ’
which is skew-symmetric under the same interchange. Therefore, the sum over over all permutations

o € Sy on the right hand side of (6.17) vanishes. The bulk scattering condition (6.13) follows as a
result.

(bii) Boundary scattering: Let us, for a fixed alphabet w = (wy,...,wy), consider the following

q]:(ylymyyM—LO) (w) + a}—(yl,nqu-hl,l)(w) - (q + a)f(y17~~-7y]\/1—171)(w)7 (618>

which will ultimately be shown to vanish. Let us first consider (6.18) in the case N = M separately.
It is convenient to treat this case separately since the function F,(w) from (2.7) vanishes whenever
the half-space configuration y has more parts than its alphabet w. This means that the middle
term in (6.18) does not appear whenever N = M. In this case, the symmetrization formula (2.7)
can be compared term-wise, where the following function which appears in the summand

qeo(wn) = (g +a)pr(wy), (6.19)
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while all other factors in the summand are invariant under the action of wy ~ 1/(qwy). Now note
the property whereby

e R R

This property may be used to show that (6.19) changes sign under wy = 1/(qwy). And so, whenever
N =M, (6.18) vanishes.
Now let us consider (6.18) for M < N. We will ultimately show that the following function

w; —quw; 1 —ww;
f(wMa"‘7wN): H [w ? ]]

M<i<j<N —w; 1 - quw;

< Vivear (ag0(ar) + 221 (wan)er(ware) = (g + i) (6:20)

V-
vanishes when summed over signed permutations of the sub-alphabet (wyy, ..., wy). The function
flwyy, ..., wy) is part of the summand of the combined symmetrization formulas for the functions

n (6.18). The fact that the vanishing partial symmetrization enforces the vanishing of the fully-
symmetrized functions in (6.18) follows in along the same lines as the partial symmetrization formula
(6.2). The vanishing of the function (6.20) under symmetrization is equivalent to the following
condition in the function (2.7) for any N > 2:

f(o)(wl,...,wN)+ (wl,...,wN):f(l)(wl,...,wN). (621)

g+«
Let us then denote the left hand side of (6.21) as the function G(wy, ..., wy), which is is clearly a
symmetric function. Moreover, we claim that the function defined by

G(wr,...,wy) - n [(1—wi)(1 - qui)]

is a symmetric polynomial of maximal degree 2 in each or the variables wy,...,wy. This claim
follows from the observation that the function (6.10) is also a polynomial of maximal degree 2 when
the configuration (1) is replaced by either (0) or (1,1) by following an analogous argument which
we do not explicitly present.

Before we proceed further, let us come up with an alternative expression for the function G(wy, ..., wy).
First, by invoking the alternative expression (6.3), the function F()(ws,...,wy) has the following
expression:

Fooy(wy, ..., wy) = a1 Z

w; —qw; 1 —w;w,
901( )H ’ = |, (6.22)
1<lilcN 1-

w; —w; 1 -quw;w;
J¢\ I

where the sum over i is over {-N, ..., 1}u{l,..., N} where w_; = 1/(qwy) for each k > 0. Similarly,
we may apply the expression (6.3) to express

w; 1 —w;w
]:(1,1)(w17-~ ,WN) = Z ‘Pl(wz)n —1% j]

1<|i|<N II W 1- qu;w;

N lwz qu; 1 —w;w;

x a7 oy (wy) H

1<|k|<N

] . (6.23)

-w; 1-qww;

[kl jelligels
where we may recognize the bottom line of (6.23) as F1y(w1, ..., Wy-1, Wjijs1, - - ., wy). Then using
Lemma 6.5, we may write (6.23) as
N (1-¢)%w; N w; - qu; 1—ww,
f 1,1 (U)l, ., WN) = ©®1 (wl J |: J J . (624)
oy 1<|§;N JZ—|; (1= w;)(1 - quwy) g wi —wj 1= quiw,
J#[v J#|i
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Now, we claim that the function G(w) = (¢F)(w) + aF1)(w))/(g + o) can be written using
expressions (6.22) and (6.24) to yield:

g(wla' . .7'LUN)

Q+O‘1<H<N wi ]1(1 wg)(l qwg) J‘ll —w; 1 - qu;w,

where, again, the sum over i is over {-N,... 1} u{l,..., N} where w_ = 1/(quw;,) for each k > 0.
Now to complete the argument to prove the identity (6.21), we show that (6.25) constitutes a
suitable expression on which to demonstrate the properties (i)—(iii) from the proof of Lemma 6.5.

(I) The residue at wy, = 1:

Reﬁg(wl, wy) =N (g-1).
wy=

To see this property let us expand (6.25) to separate the positive and negative sum over i:

G(wy,...,wy)
o JZV: (w;) (1 - wi) ]Zv: (1-q)°w; IJ—V[ w; —qw; 1 —w;w;
Q+Oéz 1901 1 - quw; (1 wj)(l qw]) =1 [ wi —w 1 - qu;w;
J#t
N-1 N 1 1-— N 1= a)2w. N ) 1— Z
L@ o ( ) qwi (1-q)*w; [qw W w;w; ] (6.26)
gra= " \qui) | 1-w  H(1-w)(1-quwy) |5 [ wi—w; q(1-quiw;)
J#i JE

Now, recall that o;1(w;) has a simple pole at w; = 1 while ¢4 ( 11') is analytic at w; = 1. Hence, we

may recognize that each term in both sums in (6.26) has a simple pole at the point wy = 1 for each
integer 1 <k < N. So evaluating the residue of G(wy1,...,wy) at wg = 1 amounts to calculating this
residue on each term in both sums. This yields:

alN-1 1) N 1-a)2w. —ws 1-dw.
o) = qiqoz )2(1 (w])((]i cjl 0 oa- DHH qu(l quj)]
jek
.\ aN-1(g-1) i%(wi)w ILV[ [wi—ij 1 - ww, ]
q+a o 1-quw; o w; —w; 1-qw;w;
N ( )—l_q%i Bl [qwi_wj L= g, ] (6.27)
gra quw; ) q(1 —w;) ey w; —w; q(1 - quww;)

The first two terms in (6.27) are due to the residues of the terms in each sum of (6.26) corresponding
to i = k, while the remaining sums correspond to the terms in (6.26) which are due to the terms
corresponding with 7 # k.

For some arbitrary integer 1 < ¢ < N satisfying ¢ # k, let us denote the right hand side of (6.27)
as a function of w, by g(w;). From here, we claim that g(w,) is in fact a constant. In order to
demonstrate this, we first show that g(w,) is an entire function of w,. The possible singularities
are at the points wy = wj, 1/(qw;) for j # ¢,j # k and also wy = 1,¢7', +¢""/2. However, by virtue of
Proposition 6.4, G(wy,...,wy) is a meromorphic function in w, whose only singularities occur at
we =1,¢71. It then follows that the singularities at w, = w;, 1/(qw;) present in g(wy) are removable.
It remains to show that the singularities at wy, = 1,¢~! are removable. Let us first consider the
apparent singularities of (6.27) at w, = 1, where each term has a simple pole. And so, neglecting
the overall constants, we compute the residue of the first two terms on the right hand side as

& (1-9)w q-w; 1-q*w;
o Z(l w])(1 qw])+(q+a)nl1 w]Q(l qw])]
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(g+a)(1-¢*)
q

=q-1+

=y

S

[q_wj 1 - ¢, ] (6.28)
1 -wjq(1l-quw;)

j#?c j £k
A simple computation shows the contribution of the same residue on the two sums over 7 in (6.27)
exactly cancels (6.28). From this we may conclude

Res Res G(wy,...,wy) =0

we=1w
so that the g(wy) is analytic at w, = 1. Although we do not present it, an analogous computation
also shows that g(wy) is also analytic at w, = ¢~!, and thus we conclude that it is an entire function
of wy.
By looking at each individual rational factor in the terms of the right hand side of (6.27), it is
straightforward to see that the g(wy) is bounded in the limit w, - oco.
And so, we may conclude that g(wy) is a bounded entire function in w,. Since ¢ was arbitrary,
we may conclude that it is a bounded entire function in the remaining wq, ..., Wg_1, Wis1, ..., WN
alphabet, and by Liouville’s theorem, it is a constant. As such, we may evaluate the right hand
side of (6.27) by taking any specialization of the remaining w-alphabet. It is convenient to choose
Wy =+ = Wgoq = Wiy1 = -+ = wy = 0 so that all terms in (6.27) vanish except the second one which
yields the desired result:

— . — 02w
Rgslg(wl,-' Jwy) = a1 (g - 1)H[q w; 1 qul = oM (g-1).

1 -wjq(1l-quw;)

j#k wy=-=wyn=0

(IT) The residue at wy = ¢
Res G(wi,...,wy) = a1 (gt -1),

Wr=q~
which follows by a analogous argument to the one used to calculate the residue at wy = 1.

(IIT) The function G inherits the property

B = ag(wl, vy Wee—1, Wity - - - ,wN)

W=

g(w17' e ,?UN)
from Proposition 6.3. l

6.3. Proof of initial condition. Let us recall the result of Lemma 2.4, where the following or-
thogonality statement on the function F,(w) from (2.7)

_</£ dwl dwy wj —w; 1-quww;
¢ 2mi N 27l 1<KJ<N qu; —w; 1 —ww;
N 1 - quw? 1=, \%i1
qu w;
l F P :5;p 5 6.29
><i=1 |:wi(q+a—1—awi)(1—qwi)(1_qwi) ] y(wl UJN) Y ( )

serves as the initial condition of the half-space ASEP transition probability (2.5). The integration
contours of (6.29) satisfy the requirements of Definition 2.1.

Proof of Lemma 2.4. The proof of this result is rather technical, so we will proceed in several steps.
For some o € By and half-space configurations x = (x1,...,25),y = (y1,-..,Yn), let us define the
following integral expression:

(0) == yé‘ dwy dwy [ w; —w; 1= quw; We(iy = qQWs(j) 1= Wo(i)Wo(j)
7y -
C1

27‘(‘1 Cn 2mi 1<i<j<N w; — qW; 1—w,-wj wg(i)—wg(j) 1—qwa(i)wa(j)

N M
X q wmz(wz) q Py, (wo'(i)) , (630)
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where the function defined by

Yp(w) :=

is analytic at w = 1 for all integers = > 0. It is important to emphasize that the contours in

the integral (6.30) are defined according to Definition 2.1 and do not depend on which signed

permutation is being considering. The orthogonality statement (6.29) can then be restated as:
VooV M Z Ix,y(a) = Oz,

O'EBN

1-quw? (1—w)x1
w(g+a-1-aw)(l-qw) \1-quw

where in particular, the constants outside the sum reduce to 1 whenever M = N. Our argument is
then split into the following claims which together imply the result.

(i) For any configurations with 0 < M < N, Z, (o) =0 for any o € By\Sn.
(ii) For any o € Sy, Z,,(0) =0 whenever M < N.

(iii) Whenever M = N the following summation vanishes:

Y Z,,(0)=0.

seSn\{id}
(iv) When o =id and M = N, the integral may be evaluated Z, ,(id) = d, .

We will proceed by proving these claims individually. Before proceeding, it is useful to remark
on the strategy within the proof regarding the order of integration of the contour alignments of
Definition 2.1. The multiple integral expression (6.30) may be evaluated by successively taking
residues at wy =1, followed by wy =1, and so on. However, we may switch the order of integration
by deforming the contour of the ws-integral from Cs to lie completely within the interior of C;. Due
to the residue theorem, this deformation comes at the expense of the evaluation of residues due to
possible poles at the points wy = quwy, wi!, or any other so-called dynamic poles that are crossed by
this process. Due to the scattering factor in the integrand, the dynamic poles which are crossed
will depend on the signed permutation o.

In order to proceed, the following expressions will prove to be useful
1 1 1—w; \* %10
z; (Wi ) i) = -1 )
)2y, 1, (0 = (0= D= e (o)
a+qui(l-qg-a) qyfl(if1 ( 1-w; )“+ya—1<i)
1 - qu; '

U, (o) = (0= 1)

qu; l-g-a+aw; (1-w;)?
In particular, since all individual coordinates are positive, the second expression has a removable
singularity at w; = 1. Additionally, whenever o € Sy is an element of the symmetric group (that is,
a signed permutation without any sign flips) then the scattering factor in the integrand of (6.30)
may be presented as product over the inversions of o:

Wo (i) — qWo (4)

- (1)
1<i<jsN Wo(5) =~ qWq(3)
a(i)>o(j)

w; —w; 1= quiw; We(j) = QWo(iy 1= We(i)Wo(j) ]

1<i<i<N lwi —qw; 1 -ww; Wo(iy =~ Wo(j) 1= qWe(i)Wo(j)

We now proceed with the proof of (i)—(iv).

(i) Let o be a fixed signed permutation which contains at least one sign-flip, so that o ¢ Sy. Let
ke{l,...,N} be the fixed integer that corresponds to the left-most sign flip within o. That is, let

Ce{l...,N} be the index satisfying o, = -k, so that we may represent the signed permutation as
g = (Ul)' .- 703—17_k70€+17~ . 70N)7
where oy,...,00.1 > 0. We now show that Z,,(c) = 0. First consider the integral expression

(6.30) for a signed permutation with £ = 1. The C; contour is the inner-most contour according
to Definition 2.1, and so, we may evaluate the Z,,(c) by taking the residue at wy; = 1. The
wi-dependence of the integrand is given by
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IJ—VI —w; 1o quiwy | we, mwy IJ—VI wi'/q - qug,
j=2 —qw; 1-ww; |7 Wo, - wit/q =1 wy/q - W,
X H ]' wo'zwll/q 1/)9[:1 (wl)wyg (qw ) lf E < M
it 1-wow Vg, (w1) if 0> M’

which is analytic at w; = 1. We thus conclude that when k = 1 the integral expression (6.30)
vanishes.

Now let us assume that k& > 1. We aim to evaluate the wy-integral in Z, ,(o) by first deforming its
contour from Cj to be contained within the interior of C;, and consequently also within the interiors
of Co,...,Ck_1. The possible dynamic poles of wy, in the integrand of (6.30) are listed below. All of
these poles are either simple poles or removable singularities.

wy = ¢ lw; for all i < k

wy, = qw; for all 7 >k

wy, =w;! for all i # k

wy = g 'w, ;) for all i < (where o(i) > 0)

° wy = w‘a(j)|,q*1w|;1(j)| for all j >/
® Wy = We(;) for all 7 # £ whenever o(i) >0

By virtue of the contour alignment in Definition 2.1 and the numerator of the integrand of (6.30),
the only possible singularities crossed by deforming the contour of the w-integral are those at
wy, = wit for all i < k. Note that the factor [T;.,(w; —wy) in the numerator of the integrand implies
that poles of the form w; = w; are removable, so that we only need to consider the effect of poles
of the form wy = w;'. We will now show that the contribution of these residues vanishes for all
1 <7< k so that the contour of the wg-integral can be deformed to lie arbitrarily close to 1.

We first detail how the singularities wy = w;! appear in the integrand of (6.30). For a fixed
o € By whose left-most sign flip is o, = =k, consider all possible values p € {1,...,k -1} such that
p % 01,...,00.1. These possible values of p precisely correspond to the simple poles of the form
wy, = w," that are present in the integrand. For each such p, we also define m = o~(+p), which is
the index that maps to either +p or —p under 0. We note that due to the restrictions on the values
of p, it follows that m > £. The residue of all simple poles w,, = wljl ultimately do not contribute to
the evaluation of Z, , (o) so that we may deform the contour of the wy-integral. If no such p exists
then the prescribed deformation can be performed freely without crossing any singularities.
Denote by A the set of all possible values of p as described above. In order to show that Z, ,(¢) =0
we will have to show that the any contributions due to residues at wy, = w,* vanish for all possible
combinations of p. More explicitly for any non-empty {pi,...,p,} € A with p; > -+ > p,, we will
show that the following combination of successive residues vanishes:

d
95& Res Res -+ Res gw(wl, .,wy) =0, (6.31)
C

2T wy= wpl1 Wy, = 2 Wp,,_; =wyl
where g, , is the integrand of (6.30) and C is a small circular complex contour, enclosing the point 1
with an arbitrarily small radius. For any value p as described above, consider the following residue
on the wy,w,-dependent factors of g, ,:

w; —w; 1 —quw; W, — Wy, 1 =W, w
Res J J J i
w; — qu; 1 -—ww; we, —ws, 1-quwew

2 ), ()70 ) ),
" (6.32)

-1 . L
WEe=Wp™ 1<i<j<N

where

0y, (2) HL<M

S”(2)2{1 if 0> M
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Should there be a simple pole at wy, = wz;l, then (6.32) can be evaluated which yields a factor of
the form:

(1 —w,)mwtee=2 if {,m>M
1 _ wp) B (1 — w,)7s+en+ve=s if < M,m>M
¢$k (wp) ¢$p (wp)W( q Pm (wip) (1 _ wp)mk+mp+(ye—ym)—3 if E, m < M, O'(m) - 4p .
(1 - wp)xk+ocp+ye+ym—4 if &m < M,O'(m) =—p

We note here that since z;,y; > 1 for all 1 <¢ < N,1 < j < M, all contributions are of the form
(1 —w,)’ for some non-negative integer b > 0. The third item can be seen to have a non-negative
exponent since m > ¢, it follows that y, —y,, > 1. For each successive residue evaluation in the chain

p1 > - > p, in (6.31), we obtain a factor of the same form. Evaluating all the residues leads to
a factor (1 —wpn)b”"'w” in the w,, integral of (6.31) which is analytic at w,, =1 since all b; > 0.
Therefore, the w,, integral of (6.31) vanishes. Finally, since this is true for all non-empty sets A,
the multiple residues at the points w; = w,! do not contribute to the evaluation of (6.30). Thus we
can deform the contour of the wy-integral to lie closely around wy, = 1 without picking up additional
residues. The integration over wy then vanishes and we thus conclude that Z, , (o) = 0 whenever

o € BN\SN.

(ii) For a fixed o € Sy and configurations z, y satisfying M < N, we will prove here that the multiple
integral expression (6.30) vanishes. Let us define k€ {1,..., N} such that oy = k.

Our proof strategy will be similar to the previous part, whereby we aim to deform the contour of
the wg-integral from Cj to be arbitrarily close to 1. Since M < N, the integrand of (6.30) does
not contain a ¢ function with w; as an argument. Hence, due to the form of the v function,
the integrand is analytic at w; = 1. With this in mind, consider the wg-dependent factors in the
integrand:

D" T Wo(i) = 40k
1<i<N Wk — qwo'(i)
o(i)>k
From this expression we can conclude that the only possible singularities are of the form wy, = quw,(;)
for o(i) > k. The alignment of the contours outlined in Definition 2.1 ensures that these singularities
are not enclosed by the C; contour so that the integrand is an analytic function of wj both on and

within the interior of Cx. As a result, the integral (6.30) vanishes.

(iii) For any fixed permutation o € Sy and configurations z,y both containing M = N particles,
the integral expression (6.30) can be written as

T, y(0) = (q- 1)Ny§~%...§,gdwzv(_1)|a| e

¢ 2mi 2mi 1<i<jsN Wo; = qWg,;

N o \ZiYe-1(;
XH[ L 1 (1 wZ) ”]. (6.33)

J
i1 L1 —w; 1 —quw; \1-quw;

We emphasize here that in the absence of sign flips in the signed permutation, the contours have
been deformed to coincide, C; — C, where C is a positively-oriented contour enclosing 1 with an
arbitrarily small radius. From here, we claim that the expression (6.33) has the desired property

Y. Liy(o) =0, (6.34)
oeSn\{id}
which is equivalent to a claim within the proof of Theorem 2.1 of | |. We do not replicate the

argument needed to prove the statement (6.34) due to its technical nature. However, the precise
details of the matching with | | are provided explicitly in Appendix C.
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(iv) Consider finally the integral associated with the identity signed permutation id € By for half-
space configurations x,y with M = N :

L,(0)=(g- )Y § S f oyl L L (L)t

2mi ey 2m Ll —w; 1 -qw; \1-quw;
This integral is readily evaluated by taking successively taking residues at w; = 1 which yields
Z,,(id) = 6., by the residue theorem. O

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF PFAFFIANS

A.1. Definition and identities. A Pfaffian is defined for a skew-symmetric 2n x 2n-dimensional
matrix A with entries a; ; as

PfA-= Z ( 1)|0| H Ao (2i-1),0(2i)-
! oeSh

The determinant of the same even dimensional skew-symmetric matrix A is the square of a poly-
nomial in its entries. It can be shown that the determinant is exactly the square of the Pfaffian:

det A = (PfA)°.

The Pfaffian of a skew-symmetric 2n x 2n matrix A changes sign under simultaneous interchange
of rows and columns of the same index. A simple consequence is the following: if A is given and A
is the reordered matrix

[A],; = Asiro)
with o € Sy, specified as
o(2i-1) =1, o(2i)=n+i for eachi=1,...,n,

then

Pf(A) = (-1)) PE(A). (A1)
Pfaffians may also be thought of as generalizations of determinants: for an arbitrary m x m-
dimensional matrix B, the following identity also holds

det(B) = (<)@ ps[ 0P A2
e - (0@ei| )0 (A2

The following Pfaffian identity, found in | ], is a generalization of (A.2).

Proposition A.1. Let A be a skew-symmetric n x n-dimensional matriz and let B be a n x m-
dimensional matriz. The following Pfaffian evaluation holds: whenever n+m is even

Z(—l)zisi Pf Agdet B(SC;[m]) ifn>m

. 5
Pf[_BT 0 ]:(_1)(2)x det B ifn=m>
0 ifn<m

and whenever n +m s odd

—

A 1, B Ag
Pt —iz 0 o |- (_1)(g)+nfm 5 ZS:(—l)ZiSz‘ Pf|: —ig_m detB(Sc;[m]) zfn>m ,
-BT 0 0 0 ifn<m
where the sum is over subsets S € {1,...,n} of cardinality n —m and S denotes its complement.

We have used the shorthand notation [m]={1,...,m}.

Proof. The version of the result where n +m is even is given explicitly as Corollary 2.4 of | ].
Meanwhile, the odd version can be obtained as a special case of the even version where the last row
and column of an extended skew-symmetric matrix A are set to be +1 appropriately and the last
row of an extended matrix B is set to zero. ([l



55

The following identity, due to Stembridge [ | is crucial to our work.

Lemma A.2 (Stembridge’s Pfaffian). Let z1,...,z,, be an alphabet of fixed length m. The following
Pfaffian identities hold: when m = 2n is even
'I<

=Pf[S(x;, -
1<1<]<2n1 xm] [ ( 1) -7)]1<Z,]§2n7

and when m =2n -1 is odd:

H TioT o S(x;, xi)lgi,jﬁn—l 15,4 |
1<i<j<on-1 1 = TiT;j —12Tn71 0
where I
S iydj) = - .
(l’ x]) 1 _ xlx]
A.2. Pfaffian integration formulas. The following result, due to de Bruijn | ], is the Pfaffian

analogue of the Andréief identity.

Lemma A.3 (de Bruijn’s integration formula). Let m > 0 be a fized integer and let p be an
appropriate measure on a region X. Let gi,...,qn be functions and let h be an skew-symmetric
function of two wvariables which are all integrable over X with respect to . Then the following
identities hold: when m = 2n is even

(2n)!fxdu(wl)---fXdM(w2n)det[gj(wz‘)]lg,jsgnPf[h(wz‘awj)]lsz;jszn=Pf(A)7

and when m =2n -1 s odd

h(wi7wj)1<i,j£2n—1 12n—1:|

17 0
A b
7 o |’

2n-1
where A is a skew-symmetric m x m-dimensional matrix and b is a vector of length m. The matrix
elements are given as:

ﬁ[Xdlu(wl)'“fXdﬂ(UJQn—l)det[gj(wi)hgi,jﬁ%—lpf[

= Pf

= [ an(w) [ du(u)gi(w)g;(w)h(w, ).
- [ an(w)giw),

for each 1 <1,5 <m.

The following Lemma is generalization of Lemma A.3 which appeared in the work | ]

Lemma A.4 (Generalized de Bruijn’s integration formula). Let £ > m > 0 be fized integers and
let i be an appropriate measure on a region X. Let fi,..., fomsG1,---,9m be functions and let h
be an skew-symmetric function of two variables which are all integrable over X with respect to p.
Additionally let S be a constant skew-symmetric matriz of dimension ({ —m) x ({ —m). Then the
following identities hold: when ¢ is even

( 1) h(wluw])1<z]<m fr(w;) 1sicm ]

f dp(wy)-- / dp(wy, ) det [g](wl)]K”(mpf[ i

() sz S
pe| € (A.3)
- -CT 8 ‘

and when ¢ is odd
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h(wiawj)lsi,jSm im fk(wz)lizjﬂn ]
1 .

(GO ) fd,u(wl) /du wm)det[gj(wz)]m%mPf -17 0 0
—fk(’wj) 1<k<l-m 0 S

1<j<m P

A b C]

=Pf| 57 0 0
-cT 0 S |

where A is a skew-symmetric m x m-dimensional matriz, C is an m x ({ —m)-dimensional matric
and b is a vector of length m. The matrixz elements are given as:

ALy = [ du) [ an(w)giw)g;(whtw,u),
Clix= [ dn()gi(w) fi(w),
:[Xdu(W)gi(U)),

foreach 1<i,j<m and 1<k<l-m.

In fact, a more general version of Lemma A.4 appeared in | | involving a additional constant
matrix augmented to the rows of the matrix in the determinant of (A.3). However, this more general
result is not needed for our purposes here and we will not present it.

The well known Andréief integration identity can be recovered from (A.3) by taking ¢ = 2m with
h(w,u) =0 and [S];; =0 for all 1 <4,j <m.

APPENDIX B. SKEW-BIORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS

In this appendix we provide explicit formulas for the skew-biorthogonal polynomials which are
characterized by the relations (5.13). We start with a general result for the Cholesky type skew-
Borel factorization of a skew-symmetric matrix.

Proposition B.1. Let m be a fized integer and let M be a fized 2m x 2m-dimensional skew-
symmetric matriz such that the minors

[Mke, for2j-1<k {<2m
are invertible for all 1 <53 <m. Then M has a skew-Borel factorization of the form
M = RQmJQngTrw

where Ry, 1s an upper-triangular 2m x 2m-dimensional matriz which is uniquely determined up to
setting [ Romly; 1 9; =0 and [Raom]y; ;=1 for each 1< j <m. Also where

a4 1] 1]

A proof of this result can be found in | | with an alternative formulation for the matrix
Jom. Instead of presenting a proof of Proposition B.1, we demonstrate that the matrix Rs,, can be
explicitly given in terms of 2 x 2 blocks of Pfaffian minors. For a 2m x 2m matrix, let us denote its
construction in terms of 2 x 2 blocks by:

[A]Qi—IQj—l [A]2i—1,2j
<A>M:[ [Alys s [Alys, ]

2

for 1 <i,7 <m.
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Proposition B.2. Let I < {1...,2m} be an ordered list and let
Pf M[ = Pf[Mk:,K]k,EeI

denote the Pfaffian of the sub-matriz of M consisting of columns and rows labeled by I with the
convention that My =1. The matrix Ra,, of the skew-Borel factorization of M has the explicit form
given in terms of 2 x 2 blocks as:

Pf Mgic12jpopzjenem]  PEMpaic 2j-1j0(2j+1,2m]
Pt M2j:1,2m) Pt M2j-1,2m) o
, 1<i<j<m
Pt Mpgigjporzjnigm)  PEMyginj1yupzj-1,2n)
Pt M{j41,2m) Pt M{;-1,2m)
(Rom)ij = P Miai-1,2m) 0 ,
Pt M[2i41,2m) , 1=7
0 1
00 1<j9<2<m
0 0 ) - j -

for each block 1 <i,j <m. The inverse Ry} similarly may also be written in terms of 2 x 2 blocks
and 1s giwen explicitly by

PEMpiciompvg2izi-1y P Mpaic omp\g2i2))
Pt M2i_1,2m) Pt M{2i-1 2m) _
) 1<i<j<m
_ Pt Mpaiom)\(2j-1) Pt Miai2m)\(25)
Pt M{9i1,2m) Pt M{9i1,9m)
1y :
<R2m>i,j = Pt M2i41,2m) 0
Pt M2i-1,2m) , 1=7
0 1
00 1<j<i<m
0 O ? — .] -
Recall that ¥(z,y) = Q1.1(x,y), where Qg ¢(z,y) is defined in (3.2) as
dv pdw v-w wh-zet(w-1) vtvet(v-1)
Qk,ﬁ(x7 y) = a?

52mi Js2mil—v-w(w-a)(w-1)F (v-a)lv-1)~
The following is a simple application of the generalized binomial identity on the integrand of

ka,f(xa y)
Lemma B.3. Let us denote, by ©;, the polynomials from (5.8) so that for a fixed integer N

0;(z) = ¢n-iv1n) (15 7) = 515;;1;@( Z)x B (I;i_12)’

where the contour surrounds z = 0 while omitting all other singularities of the integrand. Then the
following holds for all 1 <1,7 < N:

i z@i(x)QLl(l’? ¥)0;(y) = Qir1+1(1,1).

Recall the definition of the skew-symmetric matrix N from (5.22). Lemma implies that the
entries of this matrix are given by

[N]k,z = ¢[k,N] * W x (ﬁb[e,N)T (Jfk;a Tz) = QN—k+2,N—£+2(1, 1),

for each 1 < k,¢ < N. The following result follows by the application of the explicit skew-Borel
factorization of N' = RyJyRE from (5.26), so that Ry is an upper-triangular N x N matrix and
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determined by Proposition B.2. Let us also denote, for I ¢ [1, N] which has an even cardinality,
the following sub-Pfaffian of the matrix which appears in Corollary 3.13:

Pf @[ = Pf [Qi+1,j+1(17 1)]z‘,jel '

Proposition B.4. Let us define the family of polynomials Do, ..., Dy_1 which satisfy the skew-
biorthogonalization relations from (5.13), so that ®y(x) is a polynomial in = of degree k:

S S B (@)U () By(y) = )iy, 1Sk LS. (B.1)

rz=1y=1
These polynomaials are constructed explicitly as

Dy_i(x) = Z[RN] On-ji (@),

where Ry} is the inverse of the upper—trmngular skew-Borel matriz of N'. Moreover, it is constructed
explicitly out of 2 x 2-blocks, wheret*

Pf Q[1n-2is2)\(N-2i+1,N-2j+2} Pt Q1 N-2i+2]\ [ N-2i+1,N-2j+1}

Pf ; Pf Q1 n-os

Qpn-2i+2] ~ Qi N-2i+2] | 1<icjgl
PfQ 1LN=2i+1]\{N-2j+2} Pf Qi Nv-2is1)\(N-2j+1}
1 PfQ 1,N-2i] N PEQp n-2)
<R1—V )m‘ - _ PfQ[l,N—zi] 0 )
Pt Q[l,N—2i+2] ’ 1=7
0 1

00 o
(0 0) , I<y<i<s

for each 1<i,j < N/2.

Recall Remark 5.4, whereby the skew-biorthogonal polynomials which satisfy (B.1) are defined
up to N free parameters. Proposition B.4 constructs an explicit family of these polynomials, @y,
which corresponds to the choices [Ry]y; ;5 =0 and [Ry],;,,; =1 for each 1 <j < N/2; as is made
in Proposition B.1.

APPENDIX C. MATCHING WITH TRACY-WIDOM TRANSITION PROBABILITY

Let us consider the following expression from the proof of the initial condition of Theorem 2.1
of | ]. In the aforementioned work, the authors consider ASEP on Z is considered with a
left-hoping rate of ¢ and a right-hoping right of p, subject to the normalization p+ ¢ = 1. We will
consider a modification of their integral expression where the normalization is relaxed and we set
p = 1. This is given by:

d d LTN-i+1 YN-—i+1—
Loy (@)= 27?1 §é zfrjj HN S 5”“))1—[50(2 & E (C.1)

Ul>0]

where
BRSNS (1+q)&
f(éw 5]) - ;
1+¢&&; - (1+q)¢;
and where 0 is a contour surrounding the origin, & = 0, with a sufficiently small radius to avoid
all other singularities. Let us also emphasize that the convention of labeling individual particle
coordinates in (C.1) are consistent with the main body of this text. We note that the particle

14The signs have been modified from the conventions of Proposition B.2 since the underlying matrices satisfy
PEN = (DN PEQperee1(1,1) i< pen



59

coordinates of | | are the reverse to our conventions. That is, we consider xz; > --- > xy as
opposed to x1 < -+ < xy, which is the reason for xy_;;; appearing in (C.1) rather than z;.
For any configurations x,y, it is proven in | | that the following sum vanishes:
Z ITW((T) 0. (C.2)
oeSn\{id}

The proof of this statement is involved. It is made necessarily more complicated by the fact that
individual terms in the sum (C.2) are in general non-zero after the integrals are evaluated.

Now recall the integral expression from the proof of Lemma 2.4 given by (6.33). We will show here
that this integral expression obeys the vanishing summation property (6.34) by explicitly matching
our expression with (C.1). Let us consider the integral expression (6.33) under the change of
integration coordinates w; ~ 11 q% After straightforward algebraic manipulation, for any 7 € Sy,

(6.33) is given by:

_ Ld& dén .
Loy(7) = o jé 5 ng f (&, 57(3))1_[5 &0 - (C.3)
T(1)>7(4)

From here, for each individual fixed 7, we may simultaneously relabel the integration coordinates
of (C.3) by & = £,y for the permutation defined by p = (r(7))", where r(7) = (7(N), ..., 7(1)) is
permutation which is the reverse ordering of 7. We emphasize here that we are allowed to freely
change the order of integration after relabeling since all contours may be deformed to be the same.
Under this procedure, the quantity (C.3) associated with 7 is

d d
L= G G T Hevon ) [T6350567 (C.4)

5 27l 21 1glien
T(4)>7(5)

We now claim that the integrands of (C.1) and (C.4) agree whenever their respective permutations
are related by the following
T=r ((r(o))_l) :

This relationship is precisely equivalent to saying that 7 is the mirror image of . That is, if,
as expressed a reduced word in simple transpositions s; which generate Sy, we have 7 = sy s,
for some sequence ki,...,k, € {1...,N —1}. Then we have the corresponding expression o =
SN-ky+1°*SN-k,+1- Additionally, we note that this correspondence preserves the identity, i.e. 7 =1id
corresponds with ¢ =id. Using this correspondence, we may conclude that

Y Ly(r)= Y. IW(0)=0,

reSy\{id} oeSx\{id}
which is the desired result.
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