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1. Introduction

T he six vertex m odel, a wellknown integrable m odel of two-din ensional statistical
m echanics, hasbeen solved w ith various types ofboundary conditions: in the original solu—
tions, w ith periodic boundary conditions (PBC) {21, then m ore recently w ith antiperiodic
terestingly enough, In the latter case, even \buk" quantities tumed out to be di erent
than w ith PBC .0 ne possble way to understand this is to notice that the six-vertex m odel
possesses at each vertex a constraint: equality of the num ber of ncom ing and outgoing ar-
row s. T his conservation ofarrow s renders the usualtheorem s of statisticalm echanicswhich
ensure the existence of a them odynam ic lim it w ith bulk quantities that are lndependent
of the boundary conditions inapplicable (som e energies being In nite); and it e ectively
creates a non—locality ofthe degrees of freedom  (or ofthe m oves from an algorithm ic point
of view ) which is expected to create sensitivity on boundary conditions. This raises the
general problem of the e ect of boundary conditions on the themm odynam ic lim it of the
six-vertex m odel. Im portant questions such as the com putation of the bulk free energy, as
well as of som e local quantities (local polarization) w ill be addressed here. W e shall try
to give a qualitative understanding of the physical phenom ena involved, as well as som e
explicit calculations whenever they are possble.

W e shall consider in this paper xed boundary conditions BC) from which most
boundary conditions can be derived. A swe shall see, them ain idea isthat these boundary
conditions induce local po]au::lza‘donsE].‘l T hese are responsible for spatial phase separation:
considering a continuum lim it w ith a proper scaling for the dom ain in which the m odel is
de ned and for the lim iting conditions at its boundary, we shall see that several phases
m ay coexist in this dom ain. D epending on the phase diagram (that is on the value of the
Bolzm an weights de ning the m odel), the phases have de nite boundaries in the case of
second order phase transition, whereas in the case of rst order the phases freely m ix.

T he techniques we shall use are strongly inspired by the recent developm ents in the

eld of dim ers / dom ino tilingsi[9,10,11,12] which are them selves related to general ideas
in random tilings [I3]. As was pointed out in this context in [};8], dom ino tilings are
a particular case of the six-vertex m odel, corresponding to a special set of values of the
B oltzm an weights.

L' FBC xin particular the total polarization, but the statem ent is stronger.



T he plan ofthe article is as follow s. In section 2, we shallde ne the six-vertex m odel
w ith general FBC and try to jastify a conctured variational principle for the description
of its them odynam ic lim it. Then we shall analyze the phase diagram ofthem odelin the
three regim es that it possesses and give explicit equations for the variational problem in
som e cases (section 3). Finally, we shall conclude in section 4 w ith som e com m ents on the
applications of this variational principle (in particular in relation to conctures m ade in

{181, and som e open questions.

2. The six—-vertex m odel and its variationalprinciple

T he six-vertex m odel isde ned on a reqular square lattice. For xed boundary condi-
tions EFBC) the lattice w illbe contained in a dom ain D ofthe plane which is assum ed, for
sim plicity, to be convex. For technical reasons w hich w illbecom e clearbelow , wem ust also
consider In parallel the m odelw ith periodic boundary conditions (PBC), in which case the
lattice is on a torus. T he lattice spacing is called

The con gurations of the m odel are obtained by assigning arrow s to each edge of the
lattice (seeFig.1l). The FBC m ean that the arrow s at the boundary ofD are supposed to
be xed once and for all.

Fig.1l:A ocon guration of the six-vertex m odel.

T he partition function is then obtained by sum m Ing over allpossible con gurations:

X Y
7 = w (V) 2:1)

arrow con gurationsvertex vzD
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w here the statistical weights w (v) are assigned to each vertex v of the lattice. These are
given in tem s of the arrow s around the vertex according to

R
S

where a, b, ¢ are positive real num bers. T hese being the only con gurations that respect
the conservation of arrow s, all the other weights are zero.
O ne can consider the arrow s as vectors in the plane w ith unit length; then the polhr-

ization ofa subdomain D D isde ned as
0 1 X
PDY= — peE)

edge e2D 0

where N 09 is the number of vertices in D %, and p ) is the arrow ofedge e. Note that
w ith FBC, the totalpolarization pervertex P P D) is xed, but not with PBC . In the
latter case it isnatural to introduce an electric eldE coupled to the polarization:

X X Y
Z ®)= exp E P ) ) 23)

arrow con gurations edge e2D vertex v2D

We st for now the tem perature to one. it willbe restored when needed). In the case of
PBC it is known that the them odynam ic lim it is wellde ned; that is, independently of
the shape of the torus, when one sends its linear sizes to in nity there is a unique free
energy per vertex

1
FE) = | lin — gz &) (2:4)

where N = N (D) is the num ber of vertices of the lattice. O ne also de nes for future use
the Legendre transform ofF :

GP)=F E)+E F (2:5)
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where P and E are related by

, QF
Pi= - (2:6)
QE
A siswellknown, G isthe free energy per vertex at xed totalpolarization.
In the case of FBC, one also de nes the free energy per vertex to be
1
Grec = N_logZFBC @:7)

where the subscript FBC ram inds us that G depends on a choice of the arrow s at the
boundary ofD .

Finally, we need to de ne the height function h associated to a con guration of the
six-vertex m odelw ith FFBC ; it is a function de ned on the faces of the Jattice, such that
when onem oves from a face to one of tsneighbors, h increasesby  ifthe arrow in between
points right (@nd of course decreasesby  if it points keft). h isonly de ned up to a global
constant. Sim ilarly, there is a boundary height fuinction hy de ned as above on the faces
surrounding D , and which is xed up to a constant when the boundary arrow s are  xed.
In the end, the whole m odel can be recast as a height m odel: the con gurations are now
aZ-valued functions h de ned on the faces of the lattice, which satisfy 1 heoj=  for
neighboring faces f and £°, and the boundary condition hgp = hg. TheBoltzm an weights
are the direct translation of those of the originalm odel.

Now we are ready to take the continuum lm it for FBC . It is obtained by sending
the lattice spacing to zero, keeping thedomain D  xed. W hat happens to the boundary
conditions? Since they can be speci ed by the boundary height function by, we assum e that
the Jatter converges to a given function hy de ned on the boundary @D . It is in portant to
notice that typicalcon gurations of the height function w ill also be described by am ooth
functions de ned on D . In fact the constraint }x hoj=  guarantees that any lim iting
height fiinction w ill satisfy the 1-L.ipschitz condition h (x;y) hedy)y kK ¥ V5
where x and y are coordinates along the directions of the lattice, so that h willbe (@In ost
everyw here) di erentiable.

M ore precisely, ket us consider the average height function hh (x;y)i, which plays the
role of onepoint correlation function in the m odel. In the continuum lm i, hhibecom es a
m acroscopic quantity. In fact, its derivative is nothing but the average localpolarization:

ghh(x;y)i= Py (x;y)i (28a)
@x
Ehh(x;y)i= P, (x;y)i (2 8b)
@y



P (x;y) being de ned by

P ®;y) Iim P @Y
D %3 (x;y)

where D © is a m acroscopic patch around (x;y) whose size tends to zero.

T he In portant consequence of this observation is that the summ ation over h in the
partition fiinction w illbe dom Inated by con gurationsnear localm inin a due to a steepest
descent phenom enon. For the rest of this section we shall assum e that we are in a non—
degenerate situation where the globalm inIn um is unique and can be identi ed with the
average height function hhi (we shallhave to dealw ith degenerate situations later on).

In order to go on we need an expression for the contribution to the free energy of
con gurationsneara given height function h (x;y). W e com e to them ain hypothesis ofthis
reasoning: we assum e that theonly e ect ofthe FBC isto create localpolarizations. T hus,
in every an allpatch D % of the dom ain D in which one can consider the local polarization
P to be approxin ately constant, the free energy in D is a fiinction of P only. Now we
already encountered a m odelw hich isexplicitly translationally invariant (ie.w ith constant
local polarization) : the m odelw ith PBC, in which one can constrain the polarization to
the sam e value P' by Legendre transform . W e therefore con pcture the equality of free
energies per vertex In these two situations as we take the continuum Im it. There are
m any consistency checks of this hypothesis, som e of which we shall see below . The free
energy being extensive, we reach the conclusion that the contribution of con gurations
near h (x;y) is given by

77

dxdy
2

G ( @hx;y)ilih &;y)) 2:9)

where G Py;Py) G P') is the firee energy per vertex with PBC at xed polarizationP
de ned earlier. N ote again that since h isassum ed to be 1-Lipschitz it isalm ost everyw here
di erentiable and the Integralhas a m eaning.

Eq. €.9) is all we need to provide our variational principle. Ik is clear now that
the typicalheight finction i is sin ply obtained by m inim izing £.9) over all 1-Lipschitz
functions h satisfying the boundary condition hygp = hg. And the free energy per vertex
is given by 77

dxdy

Grec = m mG ( Gh&;y);@h x;y)) (2:10)

where A (D) is the area ofthedomain D . Eq. £.10) is our key formula.
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M inin izing the functional above leads to interesting questions. Indeed it is known
that if G P, ;Py) isa twicedi erentiable strictly convex function of B, and P, then h (x;y)
is the unique solution of an elliptic partialdi erential equation (PDE), nam ely:

Q%G Q%G Q%G

( @h;@h)Cxxh  2———( @h;@xh)@xyh+-éﬁ;5< @h;@:h)@,,h= 0 (2:11)

Qp?2 QP,@QP,

X

Tt tums out that for no region of the param eters of the m odel is it fiilly the case; however
the problem s are m ore or less severe depending on the regim e. T he general principles of
statistical m echanics ensure that the function G is convex, but there is the possbility of
singularities (in our case, as we shall see, the endpoints P, Jj= P,j= 1 aswellas the
specialpoint P, = P, = 0); and of linear parts (corresponding to the m ixing of tw o phases
ata rstordertransition).W e arethus led to the study ofthe phase diagram ofthem odel,
w hich willbe the ob fct of the next section.

Let us conclide here by descrbbing how the results for periodic and antiperiodic
boundary conditions m entioned in the introduction can be recovered in a selfconsistent
way in our form alisn . W ith PBC, one can stillde ne a height function on a findam ental

dom ain, say X;y) 2 [0;L] [0;1°]; however, the boundary conditions now read
hx=L;y)=h&= 0;y)+ LP, hx;vy=1%=hx;y=0) 1%, 2:12)

w here the total polarization per vertex P is arbitrary. The free energy is now given by

Eq. ©.10), but where h is subct to the boundary conditions @.14). Linear finctions

clearly satisfy these, and, for given P, and P, m .nin ize £.10) due to the convexity of
G . This m eans that the local polarization is constant and we Inm ediately recover the

free energy G (P'); in particular the unconstrained free energy F , obtained by m inim izing

over P, issmply G (0). M odi ying slightly the argum ent leads to an identical result for
anti-periodic or free boundary conditions.

3. Bethe A nsatz solution and phase diagram

T he six-vertex m odelbeing integrable, onem ight think that a closed expression exists
for the free energy F (') of the six-vertex modelw ith PBC in an elkctric eld. In fact,
even though Bethe A nsatz equations exist foran arbitrary eldE,only forE = 0 can they
be solved in the them odynam ic 1im it. W ebrie vy review here the B ethe A nsatz equations.



Consider the six vertex m odelw ih PBC on a rectangle of size N = N M . One
always starts by using a transfer m atrix form ulation of the PBC partition function:

7 = trT" (3:1)

where T is the usual transfer m atrix, acting on (C 2y N that is on row s of vertical arrow s
ofthe Jattice. T he goalis to diagonalize T ; the Jargest eigenvalue w ill then provide usw ith
the free energy in the themm odynam ic lim it. D ue to the conservation of arrow s (@and the
PBC), the number n of up arrow s is Independent of the row and we can x i. n being
related to the verticalpolarization by Py, = 1 2n=N , the verticaleletric eld playsno role
and can be set to zero; so that the resulting free energy F = Iy m 11 ﬁlogz isa
m ixed function ofP, and E ., related by Legendre transform to both functionsF € ,;E )
and G (P,;Py) de ned earlier.

There are m any equivalent diagonalization procedures. In the coordinate approach
(see for exam ple [14]), one m akes an Ansatz on the wave fiinction of the n up arrows. Tt
is characterized by n distinct m om enta k;; these have to satisfy constraints B ethe Ansatz
Equations, BAE) obtained by having one spoin up circle around the strip of width N,
Interacting w ith all the other spins up:

. »
e v = B (ky;k+) = 1;::3n 32)

=1
16 3

where
1+ exp(@E, + ip+ Q) 2 expRE;+ ip)
B (;q) = — — (33)
1+ exp@Ex + i+ q)) 2 exp (2Ey + i9)
and
a’+ v &
= — (34)
2ab
T he eigenvalue of the transfer m atrix is then given by
N ¥ N ¥
T = ae"" L ky)+ be ®x M (k) (3:5)

=1 =1
where

a=b+ exp (ik + 2E ) 2
L k)= ' (3:0a)
exp(ik+ 2E)a=b 1

M k) = b=a + exp.( ik 2K ) 2 36D)
exp( ik 2E )o=a 1




In ordertow ritedown the nalformm ula forthe free energy, it is convenient to introduce

som e m ore notations. W e set

a=e *® b=e ? c=e °© 3:7)

and split the contribbution to the polarization of an arrow into its two endpoints, so that

the energies of the six vertex con gurationsbecom e

1= a Ex Ey 2= at Ex+ Ey

w
|
a
(9]
Il
Q

Then asM ! 1 one can write
2 3
1 X 1 X
F= Immnd, —  bglk)Fs -~ Dg¥ k)P (3:8)

=1 =1

wheren = % (1 B,), and the ky are solutions of the Bethe Ansatz Egs. 3J) chosen to
m inim ize F.

T here isan cbvious symm etry Py $ P,, and In what ollow swe shallalw ays restrict
ourselves to Py, 0, that is 0 n N =2. T his upper bound on n appears naturally in
the BAE . Several scenarios can occur: the largest eigenvalue of T can be attained by the
trivial state with all spinsup ( = 0); it can correspond to the number n reaching is
maximum valie n = N=2; or it can corregpond to a state w ith an intermm ediate num ber
0 < n < N=2. A fter Legendre transform ation, sin ilar phenom ena take place orP,. W e
are therefore led to the follow ing de nitions:

There m ay be regions off for which the polarization is constant and satis es B j=
PyJ= 1. This corresponds to a frozen phase with all the arrow s aligned: we call it the
ferroelectric phase (). W e can distinguish which vertex con guration (from 1 to 4) is
favored by the subscript: F1, Fy, F3, Fy.



T here m ay be regions oE for which the polarization is constant and is zero: we call it
the antiferroelectric phase AF).

Finally, In regions off’ where the polarization is non-constant, there is no particular
order and we call this the disordered phase ©).

T he phase diagram depends very m uch on the value of the param eter (de ned by
(3.4)), and we shall exam ine three cases separately. Note that in what fllows, we shall
alwaysassum e a > b due to the symm etry between a and b. M ore detailed infom ation on
the phase diagram can be found in {14].

31. The regime > 1

This is one of the two \low tem perature regimes". A s in all other regim es, it seem s

In possible to derive exact expressions for the free energy In arbitrary eld. Instead, it is
naturalto look fora low tem perature expansion. Let us start at zero tem perature, that is
= +1 . In orderto draw the zero tem perature phase diagram , it issu cient to com pare

the four energies and pick the lowest. T his leads to F ig. 2.

F3

Fig.2:Phassediagram as ! +1 .

T here isno bulk entropy and the free energy pervertex issmply F = min(1; 25 37 4)-

correspond to the points P, j= P,J= 1. The square P,;P,) 2 [ 1;1] [ 1;1] isnow
divided into two regions, P, P, 7 04 which correspond to the two triple points of F ig. 2
and w here the phasesFq, F,, and F3 orF, m ix. In these regions G is linear, cfF ig. 3.

2 Had we chosen b> a it would have been P, + P, 7 0.



G
P, Py
Fig. 3: Free energy as a function of the polarization at = +1 .
T he expression of the free energy:
b .
G PyiPy)= o+ Px BRI (3:9)

2
leads, for FBC, to the m inin ization gEthe follow ing quantity:

I= dxdy Jyh + @xhj

wherewe recallthat h isde ned on a convex dom ain D , is xed to be h on the boundary
ofD,and satis es ®hj 1, Jhj 1. R

W em ake the change ofvariables: u= x vy,v= x+ysothatI= dudvfd ;hj The
integralover u is clearly m ininum when @ ,h has xed sign. Letuscally (v) < u; (v) the
intersections of @D and the v = cst line; we see that for xed boundary values by (U (v))

and hg (U, (v)), them Inimum is

I= dvhg s v)) hy (U1 (v)) 3

How m any functions realize thism lnimum ? O ne can always choose h to be linear in u at
xed v:
hv = ——2 p e 22 )
uz (v)  u (V) u (v) w (W)
This function is 1-Lipschitz ifhy is. However, for a generic function hg, this will not be
the only choice, and in fact there willbe an in nity of possble h; this is related to the
non-strict convexity of G, which is itself related to the fact that the phase transitions of

Fig.2 are rst oxder.

T he nalexpressjon forthe FBC %ee energy forFBC at = +1 is:
G + 11 U2 (V h) U7 (V 3:10
FBC a 2 A (D ) 0 \H42 1 J

Tt ishowever in portant to understand that the degeneracy in the choice ofh isan artefact
of zero tem perature, and is lifted by any nite value of . Indeed, let us now look at a
typicalphase diagram when 1 < < +1 Fig.4).
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Fy

F>
F3

Fig.4: Phass diagram in the > 1 regime.

There isa rst order transition left between phases K and F, on a nite interval;
how ever the triple points have been replaced w ith disordered regions w ith second order
phase transitions at the boundary. The resul, at the level of the Legendre transfom ,
is that the two at faces 0of G & ;P,) acquire som e curvature which m ake them strictly
convex In the two regionsP, B, 7 0. There ram ains only a onedin ensional at valley
between the two. Thus, we are led to the conclusion that In each of the spatial regions
w hich correspond to Py P, 7 0 (which are detemm ined, as stated earlier, by the sign of
hy (a2 v)) My @ v))),h isetther\saturated" (;hj= lorR,hj= 1), orthe solution ofan
elliptic PD E . T he zero tem perature lim it of these equations is given by the rst correction
to the free energy. Here we shall not attem pt the calculation of this correction since it
is fairly involved, and a sin ilar (though technically easier) calculation w ill be perfom ed
in the m ore interesting regim e < 1. Note nally, that In the (hon-generic) case of
boundary conditions such that there are regions for which hg W, (v)) = hg Uy v)), there is
of course a unique way ofm inin izing the free energy forall > 1, which corresponds to
rem aining in the atvalley (& + @, )h = 0 m ixture of F; and F,).

32. Thersgime < 1

T his is traditionally called the antiferroelectric regim €, but in an electric eld a dis—
ordered phase and even ferroelectric phases can occur.

W e start once again w ith the zero tem perature 1im it, which correspondsto ! 1.
In this Im it, and In zero eld, the summ ation over six vertex con gurations is dom inated
by the contribution of the ground state, which is, up to a reversal of arrow s, given by
Fig. 5, that ispurely m ade of type c con gurations.
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F ig. 5: A ntiferroelectric ground state.

AF

F>

Fig. 6: Phase diagram as ! 1.

The fullphase diagram at T = 0 is sin ply obtained, ustasin thecase ! +1 ,by
m Inin izing the energy of the six types of vertices, see F ig. 6.

W e note that there are  rst order phase transitions from antiferroelectric to ferroelec—
tric phases. A s before, we expect them to create degeneracies in the variational problem .
In tem s of the polarization P (see Fig.7), we have:

a C

G PyiPy) = o+ P+ Pyt %;Px B, j (3:11)

The domain D will now be divided into four subdom ains depending on the sign of
@« @)hand @+ @, )h. In each ofthese subdom ains, the free energy being linear, there
isgenerically an in nite num ber of functionsh m Inin izing it and satisfying the constraints
,hi 1, ®hj 1. The explicit detem nation of the subdom ains is however not as
sim ple as In the ferroelectric phase and can only be achieved on a casepercase basis.
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Fig. 7: Free energy as a function of the polarization at = 1 .

Z AN

Ex
AF

2

Fig. 8: Phase diagram ofthe < 1 regin e.

Let us now switch on the temperature. W hen 1 < < 1, as we can see on
Fig. 8, there is an intem ediate disordered phase which am ooths the transitions to second
order.

It is convenient at this point to reintroduce a tem perature T = 1= , so that the
w eights becom e

a=e T pb=e »T c=e 77 (3:12)

Sin ilarly to the regine > 1, we expect the rst low tam perature correction to lift the
degeneracy and produce the PDE satis ed by h asT ! 0 in the disordered regions. Let
usnow tum to this calculation.

B ecause of the sym m etries of the phase diagram 6, we can choose to expand around
any of the four triple points. Note that these points are not equivalent from the point

of view of the Bethe Ansatz. W e choose E 4 near >+t jasa consistency check, if Py is
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allowed to vary one should recover a value ofE, near % ¢+ A lso, this corresponds
to theregion P,j P, (cfFig.7).

First we consider the sin pli cation oftheBetheAnsatzin thelm i T ! 0. A ssum Ing
the exp (iky) to rem ain bounded in this lim it, we inm ediately obtain from Eq. {3.3) that

B (0;q) A

so that the Bethe Ansatz Egs. 3J) have a straightforward solution. E xplicitly, taking the
logarithm and introducing halfdntegers I (so that the 2I; have the opposite parity ofn),
we nd

ks n)=2T K

P
where K = jkj is the totalm om entum , which is itself quantized: K = 2 I=N wih
P
I= jIj,so’chat

kj = n(Ij I=N ) (3 113)

T he ground state is obtained by choosing the k; as close to zero as possible, that is

J= 1l:::n (3:14)

N ext we consider the behavior of the energy functions B:6) asT ! 0. W e introduce
a scaling variable u such that 2E, = 5, + Tu;then Egs. 3:6) become

F=ab
M (k)= _ c=ab (3:15b)

e e k1

Ifu> 0aef==T ke Ex~T <o that it isthe st tem in Eq. (3 b), nvolving L k), that

| B

dom inates; whereas ifu < 0 it is the second tem , nvolving M (k).

Let us start with u > 0. Using Egs. 8.8), 3.14) and ({3:15) we nd

Z
F = 2 Tk d=b (3:16)
PN, 20 Peex 1
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u

T his is a dilogarithm integral; expanding in powers ofe " resuls in

1 1+Py>é e™®
T
2 m 2

m=1

shmQ) u>0 (3:17)

Note thatE, = @@g = =1 <+ O (T), as expected.
y

Ifu < 0, expanding M in powers of €', one nds the sam e expression but with u

replaced wih u. It isa nice consistency check of our approach that these two expressions
are analytic continuations of each other as u crosses zero. Indeed it is clearly continuous
atu = 0, and the two explicit expressions of its derivative

(
2@F P, “Pramg@ e ©) u>0

Py= —— = ,
* T Qu Py+l+Pyarg(1 g 1) u< 0

tum out to be equal. In fact, the relation between u and P can be rew ritten m uch m ore

conveniently as

1 P,

a 1+P, .

e = — i B (3:18)
1+ P,

1+P,

Whenu! +1,P, P, and taking the Legendre transform of {3.16) we obtain

G=Py,.+ (1 B). Py=P, (3:19)

which is what is expected ( rst order phase transition between phases K and AF). A

sim flar results holds foru ! 1.

Finally, noting that u = 2= + 2@@§X , we see that Eq. (3.18), supplem ented by
boundary condition (3.19),de nesentirely G . T he explicit expression involves once again
dilogarithm s and w ill not be w ritten down here. W hat is m ore interesting is the second
derivatives of G , which provide the PDE @.11) satis ed by h. A ftera fow calculationswe

nd:

2 P,

) :
- GZ ) S:In(lrLPPy) a P,) (320a)
eF Za+ Py) sin 1+Pyx : l+Pyx

@27(; - . sin f+§’§ By sin 1+2Py 320b)

@P,@Py 2 1+ P,)%sin il++PPyx) . &PP:)

o shih mends e fple fpl
f 2 Wepyen g an £ e o
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e’c e’c e’c  ° 2 g
e, ep, =~ are, 4,theOOJ:IespondJngPDE ofthe om @.11),

O ne has

()
g
[N
()
g

is elliptic.

Note that Eq. B20) are only valid for P,j P,; sin ilar expressions can be fund
in the other three regions by using the various discrete sym m etries of the m odel. T hese
expressions becom e singular when one approaches the boundaries P, j= P, F thisisto be
expected in a perturbative treatm ent around T = 0, but such singularities should disappear
non-perturbatively. O n the contrary, the singularity at P, = P, = 0 should ram ain due to
the nature of the phase diagram (existence of an antiferroelectric phase, cfF ig. 8).

33. Theregime 1< <1

T his is traditionally called the disordered regin €; how ever, as can be seen on the phase
diagram (Fig.9),oncetheelectric eld istumed on both disordered and ferroelectric phases

occur.

1N
N E,

F3

F>

Fig. 9: Phasse diagram for 1< < 1.

The only di erence w ith the phase diagram for > 1 isthat there isno m ore phase
boundary at Ex = E, = 0; instead the neighborhood of this point is entirely inside the
disordered phase. T he transitions from disordered to ferroelectric phases are second order.
Thism eans that we expect that for given FBC , the dom ain D w illbe divided into several
zones (wih de nite boundaries), each corresponding to a phase of Fig. 9: typically the
ferroelectric phases w ill lie close to the boundaries w ith m aximum slope (Jyhoj= 1 or
R,hoF 1), wheretheire ect isstrongest, w hile the disordered phase occupies the rem aining
soace. Inside the disordered zone, the function h w ill satisfy an elliptic PDE .

16



U nfortunately, as in other phases this cannot bem ade explicit exospt in one particular
case: the \free ferm don point", which w illbe described separately in the next section. For
ageneralvalieof between 1 and 1 theonly exact resul that seem sderivable isthe low

eld expansion of the free energy. T his is a standard com putation which w illbe sketched
now .

F irst we introduce another param eterization of the weights:
a=sjn5(1 ) b=sjn§(1+ ) c= sin (321)

wih 1< <1l @r 1< < 0 once we restrict ourselves to a

> b), < , so that
=  cos , and m ake the standard change of variables in Egs,(3.2) :(?} '6

syroe, _ SDh (54 i=2)

ik _ _ (322)
snh (5 i=2)
The BAE becom e:
sinh (5 + =2 T_Y sibh (5 o+
. (;+ ) 2B _ ' (s l') j= 1;:::n 323)
sinh (| _2) ~_sinh (4 Y

16 3§

and the functions L, and M In tem s of which the free energy is express are given by

sinh ( i( =2+ 1))
L()= , , (324a)
sinh ( i =2)
sinh i( =2 1))
M ()= , , (324b)
sinh ( i =2)
N ote that in the ths ofEgs. 8.23), only the di erences ; . appear.

Let usnow assume E, = 0. Then equations (3.23) are real and their \ground state"
solution is given by real ;. If we further assum e that n = N =2 (that is after Legendre
transformm ation, E, = 0), then it isknown that the ; Ilthe entire real axis in the lim it
N ! 1 , and their density is given by a sin ple integral equation. Nam ely, by taking
Ele logarithm of 323) and di erentiating, we nd that the density o ( ), nom alized by

0()d = n=N, satis es
K 2?2 o= (325)

where ? denotes convolution product, and we give K and directly in Fourer transfom :

K ()= K ()ex p@ei )d = 2R D o gng T = SR D o that we
simply nd §( )= 55— or
1
. 326
o() > o (326)
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Ifn < N =2, the equation rem ains sin ilar, but only an interval of the real axis, of the
form [ Q;01] is lled. The integral equation becom es equivalent to a 2 2 Riem ann{
H ibert problem which is In generalunsolvable. However in the Imit Q ! 1 (thatisP,,
E, ! 0),thee ectofthe intervalendpointson each otherbecom e negligble are we are left
wih a smple W iener{H opfproblem . Let us brie y recall the principle. W e concentrate
on one of the two edges, say near Q , consider the new density ( ) and notice that its
Fouriertransform *( )exp( 2i Q) isholom orphic in the halfplaneIn < 0 and bounded
by a polynom ialat in nity. The equation in Fourer transform is now :

K/\l()A()Jr"()=Ao() (327)
where the unknown function ( ) (the density of \holes") is, in our approxim ation, such
that * ( )exp( 2i Q) is on the contrary holom orphic in the halfplane In > 0. Solving
this equation involves the decom position K()=K, ()X ()wher

A (l =)
Ky ()= - —e (328a)

(= 1=)i) (1A=2+1=)

A i @ 1= 1= )i 1=2 i=
K ()=-— ( ( ) ) e) (328b)
a 1i=)
and = i(l= 1= )Ilog(1 = )+ i= log( = ). In generalonem ust also decom pose the
right hand side of @27),but shceQ ! 1 one can consider only the contrioution of the
dom nant poleat = i =2, so that the solution of this analytic problem is elem entary:
o(+iKi(1=2) 1
SR YR LER S (329)
K () + 1 =2
() isunde ned sinceinthisQ ! 1 Im i, ~( + Q) diverges exponentially as ! 1;
how ever one can w rite
. . K i= i
EE GZlQ(‘*'l—Z) +/\( ) ' (3:30)
K+() +l=2deﬁ3med
w here it isunderstood that to recover ( ) onem ust integrate on a deform ed contour that
goes around thepole = i =2.
To recover the expression of F as a function of P, we w rite, rem em bering that there
is also a contribution around = Q:
Z
P,=2 (o() ()Nd = 270)
4 K i=2
= —e © +A<7) (3:31)
K. )



Z
FF=Fy+2Re (o() (1)) gl ()d

1
=Fo+ 2-Res_; L, ()BgL( 1 =2)+ (3:32)
so that after som e calculationswe nd our rst correction to the free energy:
Fir=-(@1 = )cos( =2 333
1= )oos(  =2)F (3:33)

Ifwenow switch on the horizontal eld E,,the factorexp ( 2E,) in Egs. {323) breaks
their reality and we can no longer assum e that the ; are real; Instead they will llsome
curve In the com plex plane. At rst oxder in E; the ; will be digplaced by a purely

In aghhary valie, so that we can w rite
= P+ Eu( )
i i X i

where the ¢ are the solutions ofthe BAE atE, = 0. Expanding the BAE we easily nd

1

the equation for the function () ( )u( ); in Fourer transfom ,

N

K()Au()"'/\u():z ()

w ith the usual analyticity constraintson 7, and ", . The solution is sin ply:

N

A() = _jéZiQ 1 K (O)

u CALA (3:34&)

0K, ()

. 1 K ©
~()= L kO (3:34b)

+ 10K ()

T his tim e the correction to the free energy is
Z

Fo= E.+2E, d ,()@gL)’ )+ 0 E2) (3:35)

R ew riting the iIntegralin Fourier transform , we seethat its  rst two dom inant contributions
com e from thepolesat = 0and = 1 =2. Thepolk at = 0 compensates exactly the
trivial tem Ey, and we are left with:

F, = E,Pysin( =2) (3:36)
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N ote that the absolute nom alization of this term ism eaningful
T he com putation can be carried out to the next order in P,; however it is sin pler

to obtain it by Py, $ P, symmetry. Combining Egs. 3.33) and (3.36) and taking the

Legendre transform , we nd:

1 .
G @xiPy) =G 0;0+ @ = m PZ+ 2sin( =2)ByPy + P/ + (3:37)

T his is the low polarization expansion ofG .

T he corresponding linearized equation forh is:

@2 @2 @2
— 24 =2y~ + — h=0 3:38
@x? sin ( @x@y  @y? ( )

This is a very simnple result, which has the ollow ing interpretation: for a low eld we
expect the usual conform al invariance to hold in the continuum Iim it. Tt is known that the

phase j j< 1 iscriticaland its infrared lim it is descrlbbed by a free m asslessboson. Here,

h plays the role of the euclidean bosonic eld. Therefore tmust satisfy h = 0. However
it iswellknow n that the spectralparam eter creates an anisotropy of the lattice: the two

directions of the lattice m ust be considered as form ing an angle of = x ), which leads
toEq. 3.39).

34. The firee ferm ion point = 0

W hen = 0,that iswhen the Bolm ann weights satisfy the relation a? + ¥ = &, the
system describes free fem ions; this is particularly clear when one considers the expression
(B3) of the twobody interaction in the Bethe Ansatz equations, which becom es sim ply
B = 1;theBAE (32) then selves becom e

N = (1p t (3:39)
ie. descrbe (ignoring the sign issue related to our \bosonic" description of ferm ions) the
quantization of the m om enta of free particles. T he k; still satisfy an exclusion principle,
and the largest eigenvalue of the transfer m atrix is obtained by choosing

K 2 o n+ 1 _— (3:40)
L= =1:::n :

3 N J > J

T he edge of the Fermm i sea is



and the free energy is given by an integral of a type encountered above:

Z ,
2 gk a=b+ ekt 2Ex

P = — g —
! o2 2 deEigyp 1

(342)

Finally, by taking the Legendre transform and di erentiating tw ioe, we obtain the
PDE (ofthe type @.01)) satis ed by h in the unsaturated regionsat = 0:

h
0= @ + b') o’ —= hyx
+h h
+ 2 azcosM BCOSM cos 2x cos— hyy
2 1 12) ;o hy .
+ @+ b)co Thyy (343)

It is easy to check that this equation is elliptic for all h, j< 1, h,j< 1. Ifone setsa= b,
after rotation of =4 one recovers the PDE found in {12] for dom ino tilings.

4. Conclision

W e have proposed in this paper a variational principle Eq. £.10)) or the the six-
vertex m odelin the continuum lim it. Forgeneric xed boundary conditionsthisvariational
principle has a non-trivial solution, so that the existence of a thermm odynam ic lim it for
the six-vertex m odel is invalidated. A qualitative discussion of the phase diagram In
the various regin es of the m odel has suggested that in general the system undergoes
phase separation into regions which belong to one of three phases: two ordered phases
(ferroelectric, anti-ferroelectric), and one disordered phase in which one can w rite a partial
di erential equation satis ed by the height finction Eq.'@.i1)). This leads to a rst
open question: it would be nice to have a rigorous proof of the existence of such a phase
Separation. In particular, it isnot obvious at all in our fram ew ork why an anti-ferroelectric
region should exist at all, though we confecture it is generically the case for < 1.
The calculations presented in this paper are essentially a perturbative analysis around
zero tem perature, which is highly degenerate and does not help to solve this issue. W e
have however given the explicit PDE in the disordered regions in the lim it ! 1
Egs. (320)).

It isunclear at the m om ent how useful this varationalprinciple is In given particular
cases. One application is the dom ain wall boundary conditions m entioned in the intro—
duction. Note that for = 0, a = b, this is equivalent to the problem of dom ino tilings
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of the aztec diam ond [], or which the height function is known exactly [11] and solves
Eq. 843). For > 1,a> b, using the form alisn of section 3., it is very easy to proof
the confcture of section 41 (Fig. 4) of [1]. In our language, it states that the height
function isgiven forall > lbyhE;y)= kK+vyj 1 X;y 1 (ie. i m inin izes the
free energy am ong the functions w ith identical boundary values at kj= 1, yj= 1); i
corresoonds to the non-generic case m entioned at the end of section 3.1 where one ram ains
in the at onedimensionalvalley B, = P, . Similarly, for ! 1 , one can prove the
confcture of section 5.3 Fig.3) of B], with m ild assum ptions on the possble form of the
AF/F dom ains. O ne should however note that the DW BC, w ith theirm axin um slope on
allboundaries, are very non-generic boundary conditions, which explains in particular the
absence of degeneracy for = 1 . Other sim ilar boundary conditions which give rise
to exact determ inant form ulae are introduced in f15], and can probably be analyzed along
the lines of [1] or B]; however, they presum ably give rise to the sam e height filnction, since
they can be obtained from DW BC con gurationsby dividing by a certain discrete symm e~
try which is not spontaneously broken. It would therefore be usefilto nd other exactly
solvable boundary conditions to provide non-trivial exam ples of the variational principle
developed here.
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