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EXPLICIT CORRELATION FUNCTIONS FOR THE SIX-VERTEX MODEL IN THE
FREE-FERMION REGIME

SAMUEL G. G. JOHNSTON AND ROHAN SHIATIS

ABSTRACT. In this article, we show that, in the free-fermion regime of the six-vertex model, all
k-point correlation functions of vertex types admit a determinantal representation:

]P( () {vertex at v has type tp}> = <II1 atp> det [L(xl,y])]il;:l,
p=1 p=

where ty,..., 1 € {1,...,6} label the six possible vertex types, and {a; : 1 < t < 6} are the
corresponding six-vertex weights. For each 1 < p < k, the four points x2P ’1,x2p,y2" ’1,y2p €
(Z/2)? are t,-dependent choices among the midpoints of the edges incident to v¥. The correlation
kernel L has the contour integral representation

dwy dw, —X| __Yr—X
() % ?ﬁ 2 27T Wy wi" Wy h(c(x), e(y);w, w2),
|wq |=1 J |wy|=1 T wy 27T Wy

where h(c(x),c(y); wy, wy) is a simple rational function of (wq,w;) that depends on x and y only
through their orientations c(x) and c(y). Our proof is fully self-contained: we construct a determi-
nantal point process on Z? and identify the six-vertex model as its pushforward under an explicit

mapping.

1. INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

1.1. The six-vertex model. The six-vertex model (often abbreviated 6V) is a paradigmatic two-
dimensional lattice model in statistical mechanics, originally introduced in the context of the
residual entropy of ice in Pauling’s work [39]. In its modern formulation, it consists of con-
tigurations of edge orientations on a square lattice (or on a torus), subject to the so-called ice
rule. Namely, there must be two arrows in and two arrows out at each vertex, which yields six
allowed local vertex types, from which the model takes its name [35].

T

FiGure 1. All possible arrow patterns.

We consider the six-vertex model on a graph with vertex set either V. = Z?2 or the discrete
torus V. = T, = {0,1,...,n — 1}%. The edge set E consists of pairs {x,y} of neighbouring
vertices (with adjacency on T}, taken modulo 7 in each coordinate). A six-vertex configuration
is an orientation of the edges such that every vertex has indegree and outdegree equal to two. We

represent such a configuration by drawing an arrow on each edge. See Figure 2, which illustrates
1
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a six-vertex configuration on T}, in the case n = 4. The six possibilities for the orientation of the
edges incident to a given vertex, which we associate with six vertex types in {1,...,6}, are
depicted in Figure 1. We also assign weights

(a1,a2,b1,ba,¢1,¢0) € (0,00)°,

in correspondence with the order in which these vertices appear in Figure 1.
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FIGURE 2. A six-vertex configuration on Ty.

Working with the torus T, for the time being, we assign to each six-vertex configuration on

T, a weight
wie)= T] w(; j) (), (1.1)
(ij)€Ty

where w(; (o) € {a1,a2,b1,bz,¢1,¢2} is the weight assigned to the local arrow pattern of o at a
vertex (i,j) € T,. We may thereby endow our configuration space with the Boltzmann measure
defined by

P) =YD, 7= ¥ wl), (12)

n eSSy,

where SV, denotes the set of six-vertex configurations on T}, that is, the set of all ¢ on T}, that
obey the ice rule. The probability measure IP,;, which depends on the weights a1, a2, by, by, c1, c2,
then governs random six-vertex configurations on T,. Note that by construction, this probabil-
ity measure is invariant under translations of space.

Given a six-vertex configuration ¢ on T, we can naturally associate it with a six-vertex con-
figuration on Z?2 by defining the configuration on the subset {0, ...,n —1} x {0,...,n — 1} and
then extending it periodically. From this perspective, P, may be regarded as a probability mea-
sure supported on (1, n)-periodic six-vertex configurations on the lattice Z2. With this in mind,
we may now construct a probability measure IP on six-vertex configurations on the lattice as
the weak limit of IP, as n — co. We are able to show the convergence of the finite dimensional
distributions of

k k
P, (ﬂ {z,i(0) = ti}> =1, (ﬂ {Vertex v' has type ti})
i=1

i=1
as n — oo, and conclude by Kolmogorov’s extension theorem that there is a unique probability
measure P on lattice six-vertex configurations such that

k k
P (ﬂ{’(vi<0') = ti}> = nlgl(}olpn (m{Tvi(U) = ti}) ,
i=1 i=1
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where v' € Z2,t; € {1,...,6} and T,(0) is the local vertex type at location v in the six-vertex
configuration o.

In any case, given a collection of parameters ay, . .., c2, there are two fundamental questions
to tackle:

e Partition functions. Can we calculate the partition function Z, for the six-vertex model
on the torus and the associated free energy F(ay, a3, b1, by, ¢1,¢2) = limy 0 ’11—2 log Z,,?
e Correlation functions. Can we obtain an explicit understanding of the joint correlation

functions IP (ﬂi-‘zl{Tvi(U) = ti}>?

To describe the behaviour of six-vertex configurations at a qualitative level, it is useful to
introduce the anisotropy parameter,

_ maz + blbz — C1C2

24/ Elll?lzblbz

The possible values of the anisotropy parameter partition the model into three qualitatively dis-
tinct regimes. For A > 1, the six—vertex model is in a ferroelectric regime with frozen, ordered
configurations; for |A| < 1, it lies in the disordered (critical) regime with algebraically decay-
ing correlations; and for A < —1, it exhibits antiferroelectric order with a staggered, oscillatory
structure. We are particularly interested in the special subcase of the disordered regime

JANE

(1.3)

A =0,

which is known as the free-fermion regime.

Shortly, we will state our main result, Theorem 1.1, which provides a simple and explicit
formula for the k-fold correlation functions IP(N%_,{7,(¢) = t;}) of the six-vertex model on Z?2
in the free-fermion regime. Before this, however, let us review some related literature.

1.2. Related work. The foundational breakthrough in the exact solution of the six-vertex model
was due to Lieb [36, 37], who computed the free energy of the six-vertex model using a transfer-
matrix method that involved the Bethe ansatz; see also Sutherland [42]. A unified treatment of
transfer-matrix methods can be found in Baxter’s monograph [12] on exactly solvable models.

In recent decades, researchers have focused on boundary condition effects and developed
connections with combinatorics and random tilings. Reshetikhin and Sridhar [40] and Aggar-
wal [2] have discussed limit shapes. Borodin, Corwin, and Gorin [8] study a version of the
six-vertex model with stochastic weights on each line - see also [9] - while Gorin and Nicoletti
[22] study connections with random matrix distributions, proving that the Tracy-Widom distri-
bution arises from the asymptotics of the Izergin-Korepin formula. Lis [34] studies the delocal-
isation of the six-vertex model. Duminil-Copin et al. [18] develop new proofs of existence and
condensation of Bethe roots for the Bethe ansatz equation to give a short and explicit computa-
tion of the partition function in the regime —1 < A < 1. This list is by no means exhaustive.
The reader might consult Zinn-Justin’s article [44] for an excellent review of connections with
non-intersecting paths, domino tilings, and determinantal processes.

A distinct strand of work focuses on the free-fermion regime A = 0 of the six-vertex model
and its equivalences with tiling and dimer models. Ferrari and Spohn [21] make explicit the cor-
respondence (under domain-wall boundary conditions) between the A = 0 six-vertex model
and domino tilings of Aztec-type regions; see also Section 7 of [20]. More recently, Aggarwal,
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Borodin, Petrov, and Wheeler [1] introduced a family of symmetric functions obtained as parti-
tion functions of six-vertex models, and used the algebraic Bethe ansatz to prove explicit formu-
las for them; see also Borodin and Petrov [10]. The resulting models were shown to form a deter-
minantal process with explicit correlations in terms of contour integrals. We mention in particu-
lar that the six-vertex model is in natural bijection with alternating sign matrices [41, 43, 33], and
that its asymptotic and probabilistic structure has been the focus of substantial recent progress,
see, e.g., [3].

In recent years, substantial progress has been made in deriving explicit formulas for corre-
lation functions in the six-vertex model. For instance, Bogoliubov, Pronko, and Zvonarev [11]
showed that under domain-wall boundary conditions, the boundary one-point functions admit
determinantal representations, with the authors obtaining closed-form expressions in the free-
fermion case. More generally, Colomo and Pronko [15] developed multiple-integral represen-
tations for non-local correlation functions, such as row-configuration or emptiness-formation
probabilities, in the finite-size six-vertex model with domain-wall boundaries. More recently,
Belov and Reshetikhin [4] derived analytic expressions for the two-point height-function cor-
relations at the free-fermion point and used them to distinguish between the different decay
regimes: algebraic decay in the disordered phase and exponential decay in the antiferroelec-
tric phase. Further work in the mathematical physics literature on the correlation functions of
six-vertex and XXZ-type models can be found in [27, 13], and in particular, the series of papers
[5,6,24,7,25].

1.3. Main result. While there is a rich and expansive literature on the six-vertex model with
a host of correlation formulas, to the best of our knowledge, there is no simple formula in the
literature for the k-fold correlations

k k
P (ﬂ{rv,-(a) = ti}> =: P (ﬂ{Vertex at v’ has type ti}> ,
i=1

i=1

where v, ..., 0" are elements of ZZand t4, ..., ty € {1,...,6} are labels for the six types of ver-

tices. The main result of the present article is a simple and explicit formula for such correlations
in the free-fermion regime A = 0.

Before stating our main result, let us comment on the parameter space in the discrete setting.
It will transpire that, in the free-fermion regime, we can relabel our parameter space in terms of
the 3 variables «, B, and vy, using the correspondence

bl —> ‘3, bz = Q, (1.4)
C1 =7, C2 =7, (15)
a1, ay — 7> — ap. (1.6)

We will justify these restrictions and analyse them in greater detail in Section 2.3. The limiting
measure P will therefore also be parametrised by «, , and 7.
Let us introduce the set of mid-edges,

M= (Zx@Z+}))u((Z+1)x2z).

We can associate M naturally with the set of edges connecting vertices in the lattice.
Lete! = (1,0),¢? = (0,1) represent unit vectors in T, or Z2. For each vertexv = (v1,v,) € Z?,
there are four mid-edges adjacent to v, these are given by

Wy =v—1e!, Sy=v-—13, E,=v+1ie, Ny=0v+1ie (1.7)
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We refer to these edges as the edges west, south, east and north of v. Of course, a west edge of
v is an east edge of the lattice point v — ¢!, etc.

I

by

o-—:——o 7 o-— -e o—:—o o-:/ —:——o
) ) )

F1GURE 3. All possible arrow patterns.

There is a natural way to associate the orientations of the four edges incident to a vertex v with
a collection of zero, one, or two bonds connecting the west/south mid-edges to the east/north
mid-edges. Namely, if not every edge is oriented down or left (i.e., we are not in the second case
of Figure 3), connect the mid-edges that are oriented down or left with a bond. In the case that
all four incident edges are oriented left or down (i.e., we are in the second case of Figure 3), we
pair the west edge with the north edge, and the south edge with the east edge. The six-vertex
(ice) rule guarantees that these pairings are always possible. See Figure 3 for all six possible
cases.

Given a collection 0!, ..., v* of points in 7?2, and a collection of t1, . .., t; of typesin {1,...,6},
we associate a collection of 4k mid-edges,

Xyt
defined as follows. For each 1 < i < k, x?~1,x%,y%~1, % will be mid-edges incident to vertex

v Regardless of t;, we will take
xH = W, and X% = Syi- (1.8)

2i—1

But the choice of y and y? will depend on both ' and t;. The rule of thumb is that for

j=2i—1orj=2i
y/ := point connected to x/ by a bond as in Figure 3,

where if there is no such bond, we simply set i/ = x/. More specifically, for each 1 < i < k we
have

=1 = y* =W, and y* =35,

ti=2 — yzi_l =N, and yZi =E,,

ti=3 = yZi_l =W, and yZi = N, (19)
ti=4 — yZi’l =E, and yZi = S,i, '
=5 = y* 1=W, and y* =E,

=6 — y? 1= N, and y2 = S.is

where again, Wy, S, E; and N, are defined as in (1.7).

We now define a correlation kernel L : M x IM — C on the set of mid-edges as follows. We
refer to mid-edges associated to horizontal edges as black edges, and mid-edges associated to
vertical edges as white edges, and given x € M write c(x) = B or ¢(x) = W for the colour of
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this edge. Note if v € Z? is a vertex, we have c¢(W,) = ¢(E,) = B and ¢(Sy) = ¢(N,) = W.
Define the polynomial

A(wy,wy) = (14 aw;) (1 + Bwy) — Y*wiw;.

For ¢1,¢; € {B, W} we now define the function g(w1, wy, ¢1, cz) by the relations

¢(w1,wy, B,B) =1+ Bwy, (1.10)
g(wy, wy, W, W) =1+ awy, (1.11)
g(wy,wyp, B,W) = g(wy,wp, W, B) = —'yw%/zw;/z, (1.12)

where we make precise the complex square root in (1.12) in a moment. Now define

B dw,  dw, w] Twy
Lixy) = %ﬁwﬂ:mﬂ:l 27wy 2mtiwy  A(wy, wo) §lwy, w, c(x),c(y)) (1.13)

Note that while both w?"'w3? 2 and g(wy, wy, c(x), c(y)) may have half-powers of w; and
wy, for all x,y € M the quantity

N g, ), 0)

contains only integer powers of w; and w;.

Note that L depends on the parameters «, 8,y through A and g, both of which themselves
depend on these parameters. It is also possible to show that the half-powers of w;, w, cancel for
every combination of ¢(x), c(y), so that the integrand in (1.13) is a rational function.

We now state our main result, which describes the correlations of the six-vertex model in the
free fermion regime:

Theorem 1.1. Let IP be the probability measure governing the six-vertex model in the free fermion regime
with parameters ay,ay, by, by, c1, o indexed by o, B,y as in (1.4), (1.5), (1.6). Let ol ..., ok be distinct
points in Z? and let t1, . . ., t; be labels in {1,...,6}, as in Figure 3. Then

k . k 2k o
P <ﬂ {Vertex o' has type ti}> = Eati 16]12’5 L(x',y/)),

i=1

where L: M x M — C is the correlation kernel on mid-edges M given in (1.13), and xl ..., x%k

yl, ..., y?* are mid-edges adjacent to the v' and defined in (1.8) and (1.9).

We emphasise that the six-vertex model in the free-fermion regime can be realised bijectively
from several integrable models, notably domino tilings. It is therefore natural to expect that one
could in principle recover our main result, Theorem 1.1, by transferring to the domino-tiling
viewpoint and applying existing methods for producing correlation formulas (for instance, the
k =1 frequencies in Proposition 8.2 of [14], or by taking a suitable limit from the general k > 1
formula of Theorem 4.2 in [30]). However, this route involves several non-trivial intermediate
steps and technical justifications. By contrast, our approach establishes the result directly within
the six-vertex framework and remains fully self-contained.

1.4. Vertex type frequencies. Our main result gives reasonably straightforward formulas for
the frequency of each vertex type in the setting of Theorem 1.1.
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Namely, for w = (wy, wp, W1, @, ), define the vertex polynomials

fi(w) = (14 wy) (1 + ady) — ywidy, (1.14)
f(w) = (7 = ap) (V1w — (1+a1)(1+ pz) ) wi s, (115)
fa(w) = B ((1+ puz) (1 + atn) —Pwiwy ), (116)
faw) = awi ((1+ pws) (1 + adoy) = 7202 ), (1.17)
fs(W) = V@a(1 + pw) (wy — @), (1.18)
fo(w) = Vw1 (1 + ay) (@2 — w). (1.19)

It is a simple but tedious calculation to verify that

6
th(w) = A(wy, wp) A(Wq, 7). (1.20)
=1

We prove the following result as a corollary of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. In the setting of Theorem 1.1, forany v € Z? and t € {1,...,6} we have

dw1 dZUQ d’d)l dZT)z ft (W)
P (Vert has t t) = .
(Vertex v has type t) /(51)4 271w 2701w, 270101 27010, A(wy, wo ) A(W1, W)

The reader will note that the fact that the polynomials satisfy (1.20) implies the (reassuring)
fact that the probabilities IP(Vertex v has type t) sum over 1 < t < 6 to unity.

Of course, the frequency of vertex types can be recovered from the partition function (or more
specifically, the free energy). Indeed, to emphasise parameter dependence, write Z,(ay, ..., a¢)
for the partition function of the six-vertex model on the n-by-n torus with parameters ay, . .., 6.
If P, is the associated probability measure, then for 1 <t < 6 we have

E, [#{Number of vertices of type t}]| = a,g£ log Z, (a1, ..., a6).
t

2

Accordingly, since the torus contains n~ vertices, by translation invariance, we have

d 1
P, (Vertex v has type t) = atd—atﬁ log Zy(ay, ..., a6).

If we define the free energy by
.1
E(ay,...,a6) == nlgxc}o ﬁloan(al,...,%),
then, assuming we may interchange the limit and differentiation in a;, we have
d
IP(Vertex v has type t) = ataE(al, oo, g).
t

The free energy E(ay, ...,as) has been computed explicitly in various places [36, 37, 42, 18],
but it is unclear to the authors how differentiating through this quantity relates to the frequency
probabilities we obtain in Theorem 1.2.
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1.5. Proof approach and article structure. We conclude by briefly outlining our approach to
proving Theorem 1.1, which borrows a fundamental idea from a recent article of the authors
[26]. This idea is that certain models in statistical mechanics can be realised as a pushforward
of another model with a determinantal structure. As is noted in that paper, the measure being
pushed forward is not a conventional probability measure, but rather a signed (Radon) measure
on some ensemble. Nonetheless, one can make greater sense of these signed measures, due
to them having determinantal correlations. Better still, the pushforwards of these determinan-
tal correlations give rise to correlations of our original model, defining a genuine probability
measure.

In Section 2 we show how the six-vertex model on the torus can be associated bijectively
with certain configurations of paths travelling in the torus. In Section 3 we develop a Kasteleyn
theory for the six-vertex model, showing that the partition function for this model can be written
as a sum of determinants of certain operators on the mid-edges. We go on to show that the
correlations of this model can be described in terms of the inverses of these operators. In Section
4 we subsequently unravel this bijection, to establish explicit correlation formulas for the six-
vertex model on the torus. We then send the size of the torus to infinity, to obtain a proof of our
main result, Theorem 1.1.

2. CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN SIX-VERTEX MODEL AND SNAKE CONFIGURATIONS

The six-vertex model on the infinite lattice or on the discrete two-dimensional torus can be
associated bijectively with certain collections of non-intersecting paths on the same space, which
we call snake configurations. We will see in particular that this bijection interacts particularly
harmoniously with the parameter regime in the free-fermion case A = 0. Indeed, in this case,
the bijection sends Boltzmann measures to Boltzmann measures.

2.1. The bijection. In this section, we establish a bijection between six-vertex configurations on
the discrete two-dimensional torus graph T,, = Z2 and certain paths connecting the mid-edges
of points of T,,. Namely, let us define the set of mid-edges as M, := ME UM} where

ME = {x+ 1! 1 x €Ty},

MB .= {x + %ez cx € Ty},
with e! = (1,0), ¢> = (0,1), so that M2 are the midpoints of horizontal edges (which we call
the black midpoints) and M} are the midpoints of vertical edges (which we call the white mid-

points).
Now we can specify the space of paths with which we work.

Definition 2.1. A generalised snake configuration on IM,, is a permutation p : M,, — IM,, with the
additional property that, for all x € M,

_ {x,x+1(e' +e?),x+e'} ifxblack,
plx) € 11 o 2 2y ~
{x,x+5(e" +e°),x+e°} if x white.
Let GS ), be the set of generalised snake configurations on IM,,.
A crossing in a generalised snake configuration p is a vertex v € T, for which

plo—3ie")y=v+1ie! and p(v—Lle?) =0+ le

A pure snake configuration (which we will often denote by p) is a generalised snake configuration with
no crossings. Denote S, to be the set of pure snake configurations on IM,,.
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There is a bijective correspondence between six-vertex configurations on T, and pure snake
configurations on IM,,. This bijection is well-known as discussed at length (albeit in varying
coordinate systems and perspectives) in, for instance, [22] and [44].

Since the bijection is well-trodden, we will be content to give a somewhat informal statement
and proof.

Lemma 2.2. There is a bijection
D: SV, —— Sy

between the set SV, of six-vertex configurations on T, and the set S, of pure snake configurations on T ,.

This bijection is constructed by looking at the local vertex type at v, and deciding the values of p(v — Je')

and p(v — }e?) according to the rule in Figure 4:

e a red line from v — 3e' to v + 3el corresponds to setting p(v — te') = v + %el; and

e no red line emerging from v — %ei corresponds to a fixed-point mid-edge, i.e., p(v — te') =

G

v— 3.

FIGURE 4. Arrow patterns and their corresponding path representations.

Proof. It suffices to check that, for all o € SV, ®(0) is a genuine pure snake configuration, and
that the map ® is invertible. Both details are not hard to check. For further details, see Gorin
and Nicoletti [22, Section 2].

O

See Figure 5 for an example of this bijection in action.
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Y A Y A

FIGURE 5. Applying the transformation to the configuration from Figure 2.
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2.2. The shape projector. Recall the definitions of generalised snake configurations, crossings,
and pure snake configurations given in Definition 2.1. There is a natural map

sh: S, — Sy

that is defined by simply "straightening out" all crossings. More explicitly, given a generalised
snake configuration p, we define a pure snake configuration p := sh(p) by letting p(v — 3¢') =
p(v— e'), unless v is a crossing, in which case we set

p(v—1e')=v+1ie? and p(v—1e?) =v+ i

In other words, we “uncross’ the crossing at v. Note that this map is certainly a projection, as
Sy C GSyand for all p € S, we have that sh(p) = p. So we can remark the following.

Remark 1. We may partition the set of generalised snakes as

GSn = || sh™'(p).

PESH

See Figure 6 for an example of the shape map.

FIGURE 6. Demonstration of the map, sh, from a generalised snake configuration
to its corresponding "uncrossed" pure snake configuration.

Given a pure snake configuration p, we would like to describe the collection sh™!(p) of gen-
eralised snake configurations g for which sh(p) = p. In this direction, given a pure snake con-
figuration p write

4(p) = {v € Tu: p(v—}e') = v+ el and p(o — J¢?) = v+ }¢*).
Then, it is clear that sh™'(p) is encoded by choosing subsets S of 4(p) as locations to replace
paths by crossings.

Remark 2. For each p € Sy, there is a bijection
{S C 4(p)} «— sh'(p),

by associating with a subset S of 4(p) the unique generalised snake configuration g in sh™'(p) whose
crossings occur at the vertices S.

2.3. Boltzmann distributions and six-vertex bijections. In this section, we discuss the param-
eterisation of the model and investigate the interaction between partition functions of six-vertex
configurations and snake configurations through the bijective correspondence. We find that in
the free-fermion regime, this map is particularly harmonious: Boltzmann distributions on six-
vertex models correspond to (signed) Boltzmann distributions on general snake configurations.
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To establish this connection, recall from the introduction that given parameters ay, a3, by, b,
c1, and cp, we can define a probability measure IP,, on six-vertex configurations on the torus as
in Equations (1.1) and (1.2). We note that different parameter regimes may give rise to the same
Boltzmann measure for the six-vertex model. For instance, for any ¢t > 0, multiplying each of
the parameters by t leaves the probability measure invariant. A slightly more subtle observation
is encoded in the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. The Boltzmann probability measure IP,, on six-vertex configurations on T, associated
with (ay,a3,b1, by, c1, ¢2) only depends on the parameters c1 and cp through the product cicy.

Proof. Let A1, Ay, B1, By, C1, and C; be the number of vertices of the six distinct types as dis-
played in Figure 3. Note that the number of vertices for which there is a rightward arrow en-
tering from the west must coincide with the number of vertices for which there is a rightward
arrow exiting from the east. This equality reads Ay 4+ By + C; = A; + By 4+ Cy, which reduces
to C; = C,. Since the weight of a configuration only depends on ¢; and c; by the expression
clCl cg 2 = (c162)%1, the proposition follows. O

Note, of course, that the anisotropy parameter A (defined in Equation (1.3)) is invariant under
proportional scaling of all six parameters, and also only depends on cy, ¢, through their product

C1Ca.

Since pure snake configurations are in bijection with six-vertex configurations, there is a nat-
ural Boltzmann measure that we can place on pure snake configurations. More interesting is to
construct a natural Boltzmann measure on generalised snake configurations; rather, it turns out
that the natural such measure is signed. Through the bijection ®, one can see that the natural
Boltzmann measure on pure snake configurations is weighted according to the value of pairs,
p(v — %e') and p(v — 1e?) over v € T,. However, the utility of the (signed) Boltzmann measure
we place on generalised snake configurations will turn out to be that it is defined only using the
information of p at individual vertices and the number of self-intersections.

Let ¢® = 1(e' + €?), and define

A(p) =#{x € My : p(x) = x +¢'}, 1)
B(p) = #{x € M,, : p(x) = x + ¢}, (2.2)
C(p) =#{x € M, : p(x) = x + €%}, (2.3)

which count the three types of non-fixed points of p. We also let
S(p) =#{veTy:p(v— %61) =v+ %el and p(v— %ez) — 4 %62}

count the number of crossings in a generalised snake configuration p.
Given parameters a, B,y > 0, we define the weight of a generalised snake configuration by

0(p) = (—1)*5P) o #AP) gH#B(0) A #C(P), (2.4)

We note that the weight @(p) is negative if p has an odd number of crossings.
We now define a (signed) partition function and (signed) Boltzmann measure on pure snake
configurations by setting

— w 0 =Qoen — =
Pa(p) = Zgﬁ, 78 :p,§3 o(7),
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provided of course that ZJ° # 0. We will see shortly that if 9> — af > 0, then ZS > 0. We
emphasise that P, is not a probability measure but a signed probability measure, i.e., a real-valued
function on the set of generalised snake configurations with the property that ) ;c¢s, Pa(0) = 1.

Recall now that we have the bijection ® from Lemma 2.2 and the projection sh defined in
Subsection 2.2. In particular, we can define a natural composition,

SH:=® 'osh sothat SH: GS, — SV,.

We can push forward the signed Boltzmann measures P, on generalised snake configurations
to obtain probability measures on six-vertex configurations. More specifically, given a signed
probability measure P on a finite set E (i.e. a function P: E — R satisfying Y .cr P(e) = 1), and
a subset F of E, write P(F) := }_cr P(f). Now let ¢: E — E' be a surjective function. Now we

can define a pushforward signed measure ¢4P on E’ by letting, for ¢’ € E/,

(¢4P)(€') := P(97(e)).
Given a signed Boltzmann measure on generalised snake configurations P, we are interested

in its pushforward under the shape map. In this direction we now state and prove the following
result, justifying the change in parameters in our main result.

Theorem 2.4. Let a, B,y > 0 with > — af > 0. Then the pushforward SHuP, is equal to P, the
Boltzmann measure on six-vertex configurations on T, with parameters:

a =1, azzfyz—ocﬁ, bh=B bh=a c1=c2="17. (2.5)
Note that the collection of parameters (a1, aa, by, b, c1, c2) in (2.5) lie in the free-fermion regime

a1a; + biby — c1co
2\/a1a2b1b2

Moreover, every Boltzmann measure on six-vertex configurations on T, in the free-fermion regime with
positive parameters arises this way.

A = =0.

The value of Theorem 2.4 lies in the fact that while P, is not a probability measure in the
usual sense, it has a pliant determinantal correlation structure which we describe below. We
can study this determinantal structure under the SH map to obtain explicit information about
the determinantal structure of the six-vertex model on T),.

Proof. Given parameters &, 8,7 > 0 with 42 — af > 0, let us define the pure weight of a pure
snake configuration by

wip) = Y o). 2.6)
pesh™(p)
Consider the following pictoral variables for the six possible vertex events expressed in terms

of p.

() ={veT,:p(v— %el) =0 — %el and p(v — %ez) —v— 232}
zﬂ?‘(P):{UETnIP(U—%el) v-l—%e and p(v -2):04_%61}
+(p) ={v € Ty:p(v—ie') = v+ L'},
+(p) ={v € Ty:p(v—1e?) =0+ Le?},
H(p) ={v € Ty:p(v—ie?) = v+§e and p(v — Le') = v — le'},
4(p) ={veT,:p(v— %62) =0 ze and p(v — 1) + %ez}
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We can evaluate w’(p) explicitly in terms of these quantities. Indeed, by virtue of Remark 2 we
have

W)=Y (—ap)*s (72)#‘%9)*#5“#—5-(;)) ﬁ#—P'(p)y#-b(pH#‘}-(p),
Sc4(p)
= (9 — aﬁ)#‘b(p) o) ﬁ#—P-(p)v#—fv(p)Jr#ﬁ“(p)'

Using the correspondence
1S, SV,

we see that w'(p) is precisely the weight of the corresponding six-vertex configuration, associ-
ated with the parameters in (2.5). That is,

w'(p) = w(® ' (p)).

To see that every Boltzmann measure on SV, in the free-fermion regime parametrises this
way, first recall that we can freely scale our parameters such that a; = 1 and denote b; =  and
by = «. Secondly, apply Proposition 2.3 so that we may set c; = ¢ both to some -y. Finally,
A = 0 forces a = 4> — ap. O

Let us highlight a simple corollary of this pushforward.

Corollary 2.5. For the six-vertex model with the free-fermion parametrisation (2.5), and the generalised
snake model with parameters a, B and -y, their corresponding partition functions Z9S and Z,, are equal.

Proof. By Remark 1, Equation (2.6) and the bijection ®, we can write

8= Y a@ =Y Y o@=Y o)=Y wo)=2Z.

pEGSH PESH pesh™ (p) PES) cesSy
(]

This, of course, justifies our earlier claim that Z9S is positive when 7> — aB > 0, as Z, is
certainly positive.

3. KASTELEYN THEORY OF THE SNAKE MODEL

Kasteleyn theory was introduced by P. W. Kasteleyn in the 1960s in his solution to the dimer-
counting problem on planar graphs, using Pfaffian methods and what are now called Kaste-
leyn orientations [31, 32]. It has since played a central role in the analysis of planar dimer and
tiling models, including later developments in integrable probability and limit-shape phenom-
ena [14].

In the previous section, we proved that every Boltzmann measure on six-vertex configurations
on T, with positive parameters in the free-fermion regime arises as a pushforward of a signed
Boltzmann measure P, on generalised snake configurations on IM,,. In this section, we begin
by applying techniques from Kasteleyn theory to evaluate the partition function Z9S and the
correlations of the signed probability measure P, explicitly.
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3.1. The Kasteleyn operators. For each § = (01,6,) € {0,1}?, define the operator Kg: M,, x
M,, — C by

(1, ifx=y,
by P 1
Ko(x,y) = Déexp( n )’ if y = x +¢" and x black, -
pexp <%92) if y = x + ¢? and x white,
(yexp ((61+62)), ify=x+(33)

Recall from Corollary 2.5 that under the parameter relation (2.5), the partition functions Z,
and Z¢S are equal. Our foundational result states that this partition function can be written as
a sum of four determinants.

Theorem 3.1. The partition function Z$S has the explicit formula

ng = Z Co det(Kg)
0€{0,1}2

where Cy = %(—1)(91+”+1)(92+”+1), and Ky is defined in Equation (3.1).

Recall that for p € GS,, p is a permutation on M, and therefore has a parity. Recall further
that from (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3), the integers A(p), B(p) and C(p) count the number of east, north
and north-east connections between mid-edges. The main step in the proof of Theorem 3.1 is the
following lemma, which says that the sign of p can be expressed as a sum involving A(g), B(p),
and C(p).

Lemma 3.2 (Kasteleyn Lemma). Forall p € GSy,

sgn(p) (—1)") = §_ Cpexp (mel (A) + 1) + ™% (B(p) + %C(@)) . 62

0cO n
where Cy = %(_1)(91+n+1)(92+n+1).

The proof of this lemma follows mutatis mutandis from a very similar result in a recent preprint
by the authors [26, Lemma 3.5].

Proof. First of all, we claim that if the result holds for all pure snake configurations, then it holds
for all generalised snake configurations. To see this, it suffices to show that if we replace any
local configuration of the form 4, by a crossing -}, the result still holds. Indeed, say g and g’ are
generalised snake configurations such that g’ is the same as g but with one configuration of the
form 4, replaced by a crossing 4. Then

e (' is p composed with a transposition, so sgn(p’) = — sgn(p),

o #5(5') = #5(p) +1, 50 (~1)*0) = —(—1)#5(),

o #A(p') = #A(p) + 1 and #B(p') = #B(p) + 1, whilst #C(p’) = #C(p) — 2.
Opverall, this means that if Equation (3.2) holds for g, then it holds for ¢’. So it suffices to prove
the result for pure snake configurations, that is, we want to show that

710 7T10>
m@=z@w0f@w+%M+7{wwng, (33)
=e)
for any p € 5.
To complete the proof, we need to make use of a topological lemma; see Section 3.4 of [26] for
further information on the details.
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Lemma 3.3. Let p € S, have disjoint cycle decomposition p = cic3 ... cr. For a cycle c on M, define
its horizontal and vertical winding numbers by, respectively,

c 1 c c 1 c
o ADEICE) B )

n n
Then there exist coprime non-negative integers q1,qo such that g;(c;) = q; foralli =1,2and1 < j <.
If p has disjoint cycle decomposition cicy .. . ¢;, then it has sign (—1)Zi=1(¢+1) where |c;| de-

notes the length of cycle ¢;. In particular, |¢;| = A(c;) + B(c;) + C(c;) = n(g1(c;) + g2(ci)), so
using Lemma 3.3, we can write

sgn(p) = (~1)"orte) s

where g7 and g, are the common values of 41 (c;) and g2(c;) over i, respectively.
We can simplify the RHS of Equation (3.3) in the same manner. Using the definition of Cy and
using the integrality of g1 and g, we have that it can be rewritten as

— Z %(_1)(91-"—114-1)(92-"-114-1)(_1)7q191+7‘q292

0c®
— — 1) (n+1)(O24n+1) 47426, 1(_1\01(62+n+1+47qy)
L (=1 L 3(-1)
926{0,1} 916{0,1}
= Y (-1 EA) TR0 (0, + 5+ 14 g1 = 0 mod 2}
926{0,1}

_ (_1)rq1(n+1)+rq2(n+1+q1)

= (—1)"@ta)+ratratrag
However, we can conclude by noting that rgq; 4 rq2 + rq1q2 = r mod 2 always holds whenever
at least one of g1 and g, is odd, which is certainly the case when they are coprime, as given by

Lemma 3.3.
[l

Recall from (2.4) that the weight of a generalised snake configuration p is given by

@(p) = (—1)*5(0)#A(P) g#B(P) (#C(P)

Before proceeding with the proof of Theorem 3.1, we note here that Lemma 3.2 gives a useful
expression for the weight, which we record as an intermediate step.

Lemma 3.4. We have

w(p) =sgn(p) Y, Co J] Kol(x,p(x)).

0c{01}2  x€M,

Proof. Let
104 T 192

F(p) = = (A(p) +3C(p) ) + —2 (B(p) + 1C(p))
be the exponentiated factor appearing in Lemma 3.2. Then we can note that

H Kg(x,p'(x = exp Fg H KOO X, p
xelM,, xeM,
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Hence, by Lemma 3.2,
sgn(p) Y, Co [] Ke(x,p(x)) =sgn(p) Y., Coexp(Fp(0)) [1 Koo (x p(x))
0c{0,1}2  xEM, 0c{0,1}2 xeM,
= (=)@ TT K (xp(x)).
xeM,

The result follows by noting that
We are now equipped to prove Theorem 3.1.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. For a set M, let Sym(M) be the set of permutations on M. Recall that for a
general operator, K: M x M — C, the definition of the determinant is that

det(K)= Y sgn(p) [T K(x,p(x)):
pESym(M) xeM
Hence, we have that

Z Cy det(K9> = 2 Co 2 Sgn(

SC) €@  peSym(My,) xeMy

i
N—
N
>
VS
=
e
~~
=
N—
SN—

In particular, [T,cp, Ko(x, p(x)) is supported on p € GS, C Sym(IM;,), so the sum collapses to
Y Codet(Ke) = ) sgn(p) ) Co [T Ke(x,p(x))
0cO peGSy c®  xcMy

But now by Lemma 3.4,

Y Codet(Kp) = ) (—1)*@ [T Kooy (x0(x)),

0cO 0€GSy xeMy,
= ), @),
p_EgSn
which is the definition of Zg S, [l

3.2. Correlations under P,,. Recall that P, is a signed probability measure on generalised snake
configurations. While P, is not a genuine probability measure, we can nonetheless speak of its
correlations. Let x!, ..., x and yl, e, yk be mid-edges such that yi —xte {(0,0, el,e2, 63}. Then
the correlations of P, are the quantities

k k
Pn [ﬂ{ﬁ(xi) = yi}] =) Pu(p) nl{ﬁ(xi) =y}
i=1 P 1=

Of course, if P, were a genuine probability measure, this quantity would coincide with the
expectation of the product of the random variable [T*_; 1{p(x!) = v'}.

Our next result harnesses the determinantal structure of the partition function to express these
correlations explicitly. This result is a variation on well-known results in the literature: it is very
similar to Lemma 3.8 of [26], but the ideas dates back much earlier (e.g. [29]).

Proposition 3.5. Let xl,..., x5 € M, and let y',...,y¥ be suitable neighbouring mid-edges, so that
y' —x' € {(0,0),¢', e e3} for each i. Then

k k
P, [n{p<xf> - yf}] =IIKoo('¥) T

0€{0,1}2

Co det(Kg )

k .
S5 a0 det K1), 6
n

i,j=
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where gy = exp (% (0,5 (' — xi))), with (0,5_1(y' — x')) being the standard inner product on
R2.
Proof. We first note Jacobi’s identity (see e.g. Horn and Johnson [23, Section 0.8.4]), which states

that, given an invertible matrix (Kyy)1<xy<n and any distinct x1,...,x; and distinct y1, ..., yx
in{1,...,n}, we have

k n k n k
Z Hl{a(xi) = yi}sgn(a) H Kx,a(x) = HKxi/yi dej (Kx,y) dgt (K]Z,lx])

7S, i=1 =1 i=1 xy=1 1j=1
Now, from the definition of P,,

k () TTE 5(xt) = 1/
Pn<ﬂ{p(xf):yi}>: y @I HpE) =y}
i=1

S
PGSy, Zg

From Lemma 3.4, and recalling that [T, Ko(x, 6(x)) is only supported on p € GS,

k k
. . 1 o . . )
Py (ﬂ{P(xl) ZJ/}> =) ~g5Co Yo JTHe(x) =y'ysgn(p) J] Ko(x,p(x)).
i=1 €@ “n pESym(M,,) i=1 xeMy,
But now we can apply Jacobi’s identity to find that

k
Py (ﬂ{P(xi) :yi}) = )
i=1

6€{0,1}2

nget(Kg) k i k R
——— | | Kg(,y") det K Lal).
7 ]} o(¥',y') det Ky 'y, )

The result follows from noting that with gy as in the statement, we have

k k
[IKe(x', ") = g0 ] [ Koo(x'", ") [
i=1 i=1

3.3. Explicit form for the inverse operator. We saw at the end of the previous subsection that
the correlations under P, can be described in terms of the inverse operator of K, ! There are two
obvious questions raised by this result. The first is whether K, ! admits an explicit form, and the
other is how this formula relates to events concerning the six-vertex model. The latter question
takes a bit of setup and will be the subject of the following section, but the former question we
can answer immediately.

As an ansatz based on comparisons with other exactly solvable lattice models, we might as-

sume that Ke_l : M, x M,, — C is given by

_ 1 - -
Kgl(x,y) = ) wy' W fo(wr, wo, (x), c(y)),
w'=1
z"=1

where fy (w1, wy, c(x),c(y)) depends on 6, the roots w1, wy, but only depends on x and y through
their colours c¢(x) and c(y). Explicitly, c : M,, — {B, W} is the function,

o(x) = B if xeM?,
W if xeMY,

taking a mid-edge and returning its colour b or w (standing for black and white respectively).
This indeed turns out to be a good guess.
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Let us recall the definition of Ky from Equation 3.1. In particular, note that we can rewrite Ky
as
1, ifx=y,

Ko(t,1) ng, ify=x+elandc(x) =1, 35)
o\X,Y) = .
Bo ify=x+e?andc(x) =w,

Y 3
7o, ify=x+e.
where

ng 1= xexp (%91> , PBo:=Bexp (%02> , and g := yexp ( (61 +92)>

Throughout this section, we will have square roots of complex numbers. Whilst we shall take
the branch of the square root function z + z!/2 for which z!/2? always has argument taking
values in [0, 1), it should never be relevant to the discussion, as we should find that the choice
of branch cut should not matter.

For any wy, wp € S := {w € C : |w| = 1}, consider the 2 x 2 matrix My(w1, w,) with rows
and columns labelled by B and W, given by

1+ awy fyw%/z %/2>

1/2 1/2

M(wy, wa) = My g (w1, w2) 1= (
YWy 1+ pw;

The determinant of this matrix is given by
A(wy, wz) = (1 + awy)(1+ pwy) — Ywiwy.
Whenever A(wq, w;) # 0, the inverse matrix is given by

1 ( 1+ pwy  —ywiw §/2>

A(wy, ws) fyw}/z ;/2 1+ aw,

M(wy, wp) ™" = (3.6)
Now we can show that our ansatz is accurate, and explicitly write down the form of f, that is
required.

Proposition 3.6. Let x = (x1,x2) and y = (y1,y2) be elements of My,. Then K, : M, x M, — C
takes the explicit form

(x.y) n2 L e gt [Mag e (@1,02) ] ) ey 37)

wi=
Tl 1

Let us emphasise that the expression in (3.7) has no half powers of x and y. To see this, note

thatif x and y have the same colour, i.e. if c¢(x) = ¢(y), then x; — y; and xp — y; are both integers,

and M(w,, wz)c_&) ) contains no half powers, and if x and y have different colours, then x; — y;

and x; — y, will both be non-integer half-integers, but the corresponding half powers of w; and

wy will be coupled with the half powers in My(wy, wz)c_&) () = —m’mw%/zwé/z.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that 6 = (0,0), since both the definition (3.5)
for K and (3.7) for K, ! factor through ag, Bg, 79 Accordingly, we will suppress the subscript

6 = (0,0) from now on in this proof.
With this in mind, we need only check that

(Ko ])(x,y) = Oxy, (3.8)
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with | defined as the RHS of Equation (3.7) (when 6 = (0,0)). Along these lines, using the
definition (3.5), we have that

(Ko])) = ) K(x,2)
zeM,,
—](x y)+1 Bzx](x+e,y)+1 Wﬁ](x+e,y)+'y]<x+e,y>
nz Y w0y (W, w2) o) x(y)s (3.9)
wl—l
wz—l
where

(@1, 2)e(x) xy) = (1+ Le()=pa®1 + Lo swBw2) M~ (w1, 02) () c(y)
+ ywi Wy M (w1, W2) e ()

with é(x) € {B, W} being the choice of colour such that é(x) # c(x). The last term above follows
from the fact that adding ¢ to a mid-edge changes its colour. But now we can rewrite & as

1+0CZU1 'yw1/2 172 -1
h(w1, W2) e(x) e(y) = 1/2..1/2 L M~ (wy, ws),,
c(x)2(y) ce{gw} ol 7l 14 s |, ce(y)
= Y M(wi, w2) (), M w1, w2) ey
ce{B,W}
= Le()=c(y)
Plugging this into (3.9), we find that
(Ko ])( 3 Z wy' Myt )
wl—
w2_1

When ¢(x) # c(y), this expression is 0. And when c(x) = c(y), y1 — x1 and y» — x2 are both
integers, and by discrete Fourier orthogonality, this expression is equal to 1 if and only if x; —
y1 = x2 — y2 = 0. This confirms Equation (3.8) to be true. 4

4. THE INFINITE VOLUME LIMIT

Let us take stock of what we have seen so far. Recall that a generalised snake configuration is
a permutation p: M, — M, on the mid-edges of T, with the property that each edge is either
sent to itself, or to an edge immediately east, immediately north, or immediately north-east of a
vertex. Given parameters «, 3, ¢, we introduced a signed probability measure P, on generalised
snake configurations on IM,. We noted that the pushforward IP,, = SHy P, of this probability
measure, taking a generalised snake configuration and outputting a six-vertex configuration,
is itself the Gibbs probability measure on six-vertex configurations with free-fermion weights
given by the regime in (2.5). We subsequently saw in Proposition 3.5 that the correlations of the
measure P, can be described explicitly in terms of determinants of the inverse operator, which is
subsequently computed explicitly in Proposition 3.6. In this section, we take the infinite volume
limit and pull back our results to the six-vertex model on Z? to prove Theorem 1.1.
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4.1. The infinite volume limit of generalised snakes. Precisely, we aim to describe the local
correlation structure of the generalised snake model (and consequently, the six-vertex model)
on

M= (ZxZ+}))u(@+1)x2Z),

the natural setlimit M, 1 IM. Note that M is the set of mid-edges for Z x Z, on which we want to
consider the six-vertex model. Denote by GS the set of generalised snakes on M, equipped with
the natural cylindrical c-algebra, the o-algebra generated by all the finite-coordinate projections.

Briefly, to be more precise about the mode of convergence, we may reconsider generalised
snake configurations on IM,, to be generalised snake configurations on IM which are periodic,
with period 7 in the vertical and horizontal directions. In this sense, P, can be considered a
measure on the set of generalised snake configurations on the lattice Z?, supported on these n-
periodic generalised snakes. We want to show that a measure P := P*#"7 on GS exists, such that
P, converges weakly to P as n — co. Assuming that the measure P is consistent when restricted
to a measure on finite subsets, P is uniquely determined by its local correlation structure by a
version of Kolmogorov’s extension theorem, since these correlations specify the signed proba-
bility over all cylinder events. However, the consistency is trivial to show, as the measures P,
are consistent by their construction, and this property passes to P through the limit.

Let us now write down the formula for the signed probabilities of the finite coordinate pro-
jections of generalised snakes.

Theorem 4.1. The measures P,, converge weakly to a signed probability measure P on the set of gener-
alised snake configurations on the lattice, whose correlations are given explicitly by

koo ‘
P(H{pX’Zyl}) (HKoo x,y )detL( Y,
i=1
where x1,...,xk,yt, ..., y¥ € M such that for each i, y' — x' € {(0,0),¢',¢?,¢3}, and

dwl de Yi—X1_ Y2—X2 1
L - : 4.1
) 55 ygwl:m:l 2rtiwy 2miw, 12 [M(wr,w2)™ ), (4.1)

Proof. We show that P, converges on all finite-coordinate projections. By the discussion before
the statement of the theorem, this defines the signed probability measure P.

Examine the form of P, in Proposition 3.5 in the limit as n — oo. By its independence of 1,
the product Hi-‘zl K(0,0) (x,y'") remains constant. For any choice of &, 8 and < in our parameter
space, there will only be a finite set of pairs (wy, w;) such that A(wy, wy) = 0. Rephrasing, for
co-finitely many wj, A(wy, w,) will be non-zero for all w, € Sl. So from Proposition 3.6, by
considering the double integral on the set of wy such that A(wy, w;) # 0 for all w, € S!, we have
the convergence of the Riemann sum,

o ¢ det Ky (yi,xj)

/]7
1 1 y - y - 1
d t b )2 M .
i <¢¢w1| |wy|=1 27TLW1 27‘(sz [ (w,w2) L(yi),c(xf)>

Co det(Kg )

Finally, recall from Theorem 3.1 that ) 4. = 1. Therefore, the result follows by taking

-1

n — o0 in Equation (3.4) and noting that M(wl, W)~ is a symmetric matrix. O
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4.2. Correlations of the six-vertex model. We would like to consider the six-vertex model on
T := Z? now, which we can make sense of via the shape map. Denote by SV the set of six-
vertex configurations on T that satisfy the ice rule, and S the set of pure snake configurations
on M. It is clear to see that, defined in the same way as in the finite case, there exists a bijection
®: SV +— S and a projection sh: GS — &, which can be composed into a projection

SH=® losh: GS — SV.

For a choice of parameters a, 8,y such that 9> — & > 0, we will define the (possibly signed)
probability measure P := P%#7 as the pushforward,

IP := SHy P. (4.2)

In fact, the next theorem will show that IP is a genuine probability measure.

To set up the following theorem, let us recall the local vertex types of the six-vertex model. For
the reader’s convenience, we have recalled them in Figure 7, listed in the order they appeared
earlier in Figure 3.

1 2 3 4 5 6
a a» by b, (o] C2
o-—(:)-—c ./-:j-- Q-—I~—o o—?—o ! Z:)-—o

; e ; " ;

FiGure 7. All possible arrow patterns.

Let a; = af’ﬁ "’ be the weight associated with a vertex of type t under the parametrisation
(2.5). Let 0 be a random six-vertex configuration with law IP. For v = (v1,v2) € Ty, let 7,(0)
be the local vertex type of c atvand for t = 1,...,6,let Vi(v) = {1y(c) = t} be the event that
we have a vertex of type t at v in ¢. To relate these to generalised snake events, given a vertex
v € T, let us introduce the shorthand

Wv:v—%el, Sv:v—%ez, EU:v—i—%el, Nz,:v—i—%e2

for the four mid-edges incident to v. Note that W, and E, are black mid-edges, and S, and
N, are white mid-edges. With this notation, a generalised snake configuration is then simply a
permutation p : M — M for which

p(Wy) € {Wy, Ny, Ex} and  §(Sy) € {Sv, Ev, No}

for every v € T. A pure snake configuration p is a generalised snake configuration with no
crossings, i.e., for which there exist no vertices v € T at which p(S,) = N, and p(W,) = E,.

Now, examining how events on the six-vertex model push forward to events on generalised
snakes, for all local vertex types t and v € T, let

Ui (v) = SH™ ! (Vi(0)). (4.3)
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Then we have the relations

U (v) = {p(Wo) = Wo} N {p(S0) = So},

Uz(v) = ({p(Wo) = No} N {p(S0) = Eo}) U ({p(Wo) = Eo} N {p(Sv) = Nu}),
Us(0) = {p(Wo) = Wo} N {p(S0) = No},
U4(U) = { ( ) = EU} N {p(sv) = Sv}/
Us(v) = {p(Wy) = Wo} N {p(Sy) = Ev},

Us(v) = {p(Wo) = No} N {p(S0) = So}-

Note that there is almost a one-to-one relationship between vertex events for the six-vertex
model and the intersections of two distinct events where a generalised snake configuration
sends a particular mid-edge to a particular mid-edge. The one exception is in the second case,
where there are two possibilities for how a vertex of type 2 might arise: either with or without

a crossing at v.
Finally, our main result is a consequence of a nice cancellation that occurs, meaning correla-

tions remain reasonably straightforward under the pullback.

Theorem 4.2. Let 0!, ..., v* be vertices in Z?. Then we have

]P(fk]th.(vi)) (Hat) detL (', yl),
i=1

where L is as in (4.1), and {x',y/ : 1 < i,j < 2k} are mid-edges in M defined from the intersection
ﬂle Vti(vi) as follows. For each 1 < i < k we have
X l=w, and x* =5,

As for yl, ... ,ka,for each 1 < i < k we have

ti=1 = yzz'*l =W, and yZi = S,
ti=2 = y* '=N, and y* =E
=3 = " 1=W, and y* =
=4 — y? 1= s and v =
ti=5 — yzi_l =W, and yZi =E,
ti=6 — yZi_l =N, and yZi = 5.

In other words, Theorem 1.1 holds, once we note that [M(wy,w2) ¢, e, = g(w1, wo, c1,¢2) as defined
in Equations (1.10) to (1.12).

Proof. Immediately, let us use Equation 4.3 to write that

k k
P <ﬂ ‘/ti(vi)> =P (ﬂ Utl.(vi)) :
i=1 i=1

Uy (v) = US(v) U UL (v),

Let us write
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where
U3(v) := {p(Wo) = No} N {p(Ss) = Eo},
Uy (v) := {p(Wo) = Eo} N {p(S0) = N},
are both events for the generalised snake configuration p. Now define
T:={1<j<k:tj=2}.

By disjointness, we may then write

k . . ,
(i) 5 o{ouen quie).
i=1 ¢: T—{0,1} icT ig¢T
which is a sum over all the 2#T functions from ¢:T—{0,1}.

Fix a function ¢: T — {0,1}. Let us use the shorthand Uy = et U ( N0 Nigr U ().
This intersection is precisely the set such that, for any g € Uy, for each i =1,...,k the values
of p(S,:) and p(W,;) are determined. Explicitly, if we fix an arbitrary gy € Uy, and define

=Wy, =Sy vy =p0(Wye), vy = po(Sy),
then the set Uy is precisely given by,

2k ' .
Up = (P = vy}

We emphasise that the function ¢ : T — {0,1} affects the choice of yz’ land y ! whenever
i € T.Indeed, fori € T we have

qb()—0=>y211 N, y¢—E

0

o) =1 = P =y =Ny

[

Note that in the case that ¢(i) = 0 for all i € T, the variables {x,...,x%, y(}),. e yék } coincide

with those defined in the statement of the theorem.
We are now in a position to apply Theorem 4.1 with 2k in place of k. Given our points

yé, o, yﬁ,k associated with our function ¢ : T — {0, 1}, we have

2k
P(Uy) =P (m{pw) _ y;,})
i=1
2k

= ] ] Kool X,y det L(x, y¢) (4.4)
i=1

But now, we can see that
HKOO /ycp ( )#{jGT:cp( =0} (lxﬁ #{]ET o(j)=1} Hat
j&T

Moreover, swapping the value of ¢(i) from 0 to 1 simply swaps two columns of the determinant
in Equation (4.4). In other words,

P (Up) = (—ap/v*) USTHUTIP (Uy,)
where ¢g(i) = 0 foralli € T.
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Hence, summing over all functions ¢, we have

L )= (1) p(u)

¢:T—{0,1}
#T 2%k
14 . .
= ( — —‘[23) H(')/z) Hat]. det L(x',y/).
v jeT  jer WL
The result now follows from the fact that ay = 7% — af. O

Let us conclude by considering the case k = 1, which describes the probabilities associated
with a single vertex. In other words, we will prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By translation invariance, we may assume without loss of generality that
our vertex v lies at 0 = (0,0) in T. Now by setting k = 1 in Theorem 4.2 we have

2 .
P(Vi(0)) = ar det L(x",¥/),
i,j=

where
x!' =Wy =(-1/2,0) and x*=Sp=(0,-1/2),
and
T:1:>y1:W0 and yZ:SO
1=2 = y' =Ny and y*=E
1=3 = y'=W; and > = Np
T=4 = y'=F and y*=Sp
T:5:>y1:W0 and y2:E0
T:6:>y1:N0 and y2:50.
Recall the notation,
dw - dw, dw, dw; do;

- 271w 270wy 27110 27110,
Now, changing the order of integration and taking determinants, we have

2 o 2
a; det L(x',y/) = a; det (/
(sh)

dw1 dZU2 yj —x yj —x
2 27wy 2miwy 1 2 [M(wy,wa) }C(x ), c(yf)

ij=1 ij=1

2 2

1 1 1 1 2 1 2 1
Yi—X1,  Ya—% -1 Yi—x1,_ Ya—% -1
w w M(wq, w w w M(wq, w
= det | 1, 2 (@1 @2 ety ey ©1 2 (@1 02) a0 |
arae 1 1.2 2 2 .2 w
1\4 ~Y1 X =YX ~ o~ =1 ~Y17X1 =Y —Xp ~ = \—1
(sh) Wyt Wy PM(W, W) oy, W' Tyt PM(Wr, W)

=: /(51)4 Al_Aat det Rt(W)dW,

where we are using the obvious shorthand A := A(wy,w,) and A := A(@1,@,). There are six
matrices {R¢(w) : 1 < t < 6} whose determinants we now calculate using the definitions of
x1, X2, yl,yz, and the definition of M(w, wz)’l, which we recall from Equation (3.6). We may

also define
fi(w) = apdet Ry(w).
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We recall from the introduction (in particular, Equations (1.14) to (1.19)) that we called { f;(w) :
1 <t < 6} the vertex polynomials. It is a simple calculation, which we will demonstrate shortly,
to ensure that our definitions here coincide with the previously claimed forms.

When t = 1, we have yl = z! = W,, which are black, and yz = z2 = S, which are white. In
particular,

Ri(w) = 1+ pos vy Py 2wy ) _ 1 ey
1 ,Yw%/z 1/2(~ -1/2 1/2) 1+ aty —ywy 1+aw|’

SO

PAO) = [ SEAwaw
where, because a; = 1,
fi(w) = (14 pwa) (1 + atr) — Vw1 ).
Similar calculations for ¢t = 2 through 6 yield the values in Table 1, which all agree with the
vertex polynomials as claimed.

0
t Ri(w) fr(w)
1 {1_—}:)/’?5&2]2 1__'_7;{;11]1} (1 + ‘BZUZ) (1 + 0(5()1) — ’)’2ZU1H~)2

sy OB 07— ap) (P (1w (14 ) i

1+ pwy  —qywiwy | ~ N 2
3 | Y@ w2(1+m1)_ P2 ((1+,6w2)(1+ocw1) Y wlwz)

4 [(1+ pwa)wr  —ywy |
i —YW1W7 1+ tXZT)l_
1+ ‘BZUZ (1 + ,sz)wl_
| W2 —YW1W2

6 [ —ywiw, —yw |
_(1 —l—lXZT)l)ZT)Z 1 —|—(XZT)1_

awq ((1+ Bwy) (14 awy) — y*@1;)

’)/ZZTJz(l + ,3%02)(@()1 — ZT)l)

V2w (1 + at) (W — ws)

TaBLE 1. The matrices R;(w) and vertex polynomials f;(w) for each vertex type .

One can and should check that Y-°_; f;(w) = AA. This implies that

6
P — =1
Y P((0 z/ 4AAff /(51)4 dw =1,

as expected.
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