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In the limit of the lattice spacing going to zero, we consider the dimer model on isoradial graphs
in the presence of singular U(N,C) gauge fields flat away from a set of punctures. We consider
the cluster expansion of this twisted dimer partition function show it matches an analogous cluster
expansion of the 2D Dirac partition function in the presence of this gauge field. The latter is often
referred to as a tau function. This reproduces and generalizes various computations of Dubédat [1].
In particular, both sides’ cluster expansion are matched up term-by-term and each term is shown to
equal a sum of a particular holomorphic integral and its conjugate. On the dimer side, we evaluate
the terms in the expansion using various exact lattice-level identities of discrete exponential functions
and the inverse Kasteleyn matrix. On the fermion side, the cluster expansion leads us to two novel
series expansions of tau functions, one involving the Fuschian representation and one involving the
monodromy representation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The dimer model is a statistical model that counts perfect matchings on a planar graph. The Dirac fermion in two
dimensions is a simple yet important quantum field theory. Both of these models occupy special places in the study
of two-dimensional physics, particularly in the setting of critical phenomena. In this paper, we show that in a wide
sense these theories are the same.

On one hand, the dimer model on the square grid was among the first models for which conformal invariance
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was rigorously demonstrated [2, 3]. Moreover, exact ‘discrete holomorphic’ structures studying dimers on ‘critical’
graphs [4] have been essential in establishing conformal invariance in more general settings, such as in the Ising
model [5, 6].

On the other hand, the 2D Dirac fermion is also an important example of a conformal field theory. Moreover, it is
a ‘building block’ of the large class of rational conformal field theories (e.g. the Ising model, Potts model,...) in the
sense that its current algebra generates the operator algebras of these theories (c.f. [7]).

These two theories are closely related. First, we have that the dimer model’s partition function is the determinant
of a so-called Kasteleyn matrix ∂. This suggestive notation is because the Kasteleyn matrix can be thought of as a
discretization of the holomorphic derivative (see Sec. IIA). One way to phrase the dimer partition function is thus to
use the language of Grassmann calculus (see e.g. [7] for a review on Grassmann calculus)

Zdimer = ∫ dψdψe− ∫ ψ∂ ψ = det(∂).

Immediately, this shares an aesthetic similarity 1 with the partition function of the the two dimensional fermion,

ZDirac,2D = ∫ dψdψe− ∫ ψ /∂ ψ = det( /∂),

especially since the two-dimensional Dirac operator /∂ is comprised of a holomorphic and antiholomorphic derivative.
This similarity is also quantitative. An early indication around 2000 was the result [3] that studied fluctuations in

the ‘height function’, an integer-valued function on faces of the graph that’s dual to a dimer matching (see Sec. IID).
These fluctuations were shown (in the sense of a weak limit) to identify the height function to the Gaussian Free
Field, which is the free boson theory in 2D with action Sboson(ϕ) = −π ∫ (∂ϕ)

2. This duality is reminiscent of the
continuous version of the boson-fermion duality.

On higher genus surfaces, there are multiple ∂ operators identified with spin structures [9] and higher-genus bosoniza-
tion formulas [10] apply to compute partition functions, although conformal invariance on the lattice is harder to
formulate and establish on higher-genus surfaces.

Later in 2011, Dubédat [11] considered the stronger forms of height fluctuations and shows that they agree with
the Gaussian Free Field / free boson expectations. He coupled the dimer model to a background U(1)-connection,
often taken to be singular, and computed the partition function with respect to the connection. A key tool he uses
is a special discrete holomorphic function with monodromy. In [1], he extends this analysis to coupling to certain
(singular) SL(2,C) connections. In both of these analyses, he finds that the dimer partition function with respect to
this connection matches with a τ function, which is a mathematical construction of a 2D Dirac determinant in the
presence of a singular connection (see the Appendix D). This can be rephrased as follows. Given a background lattice
connection U corresponding to a continuum gauge field A, these analyses demonstrate asymptotic equalities between
the (normalized) partition functions

Zdimer(U) = det(∂(U)) and ZDirac,2D(A) = det( /∂ − /A)

where ∂(U) is a twisted Kasteleyn operator (see Sec. II C) and /∂ − /A is the twisted Dirac operator (see Appendix D).
More generally, graph connections have applications to studying the scaling limit of the dimer model. In [12],

Kenyon used SL(2,C) connections to prove that loops in the double-dimer model (formed by superimposing two
independent dimer matchings) are distributed in a conformally invariant way, which was conjectured [13, 14] to
be related to CLE(4), a certain ‘conformal loop ensemble’ of loop-soups in the plane with a conformally invariant
distribution. Dubédat’s work [1] about SL(2,C)-connections established a quantitative link between the twisted
dimer partition function and certain CLE(4) observables. More recently in [15], SL(N,C)-twisted determinants were
related to weighted sums over so-called ‘webs’, weighted by traces of the web.

In this paper, we establish another quantitative link between the partition function of ‘critical’ dimer models in
the presence of background singular U(N) connections that are flat away from a finite number of ‘punctures’. In
particular, given a U(N) lattice gauge field U and corresponding continuum field /A that are flat away from a set of
punctures, and a ‘scale’ R corresponding to an inverse ‘mesh size’ of the lattice, we will have that the normalized
partition functions are related as:

det(∂(U))

det(∂)

R→∞,moments
ÐÐÐÐÐÐÐÐ→

det( /∂ − /A)

det( /∂)
× eiΦn.u. .

1Similar observations were made in [8].
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Above, ‘
R→∞
ÐÐÐ→’ means up to O(1/R) factors. We explain the meaning of

moments
ÐÐÐÐÐ→ below. And, eiΦn.u. is a non-

universal phase factor that depends on various microscopic data (see Sec. III C 1). And, the ratio det( /∂− /A)
det( /∂) is a

‘regulated’ fermion determinant that diverges logarithmically as log(R), but that we can relate to the standard τ
function (see Sec. D).

This extends and complements the works of Dubédat. His strategy to equate the dimer partition functions to
tau functions is variational, i.e. by displacing the punctures and finding matching differential equations for the tau
function and for (logarithms of) the partition functions. In particular, this leads to various undetermined constants
in the equations, related to the initial data of the differential equation.

In our strategy, we consider the cluster expansion of the dimer partition function. We are able to explicitly relate
the series in the cluster expansion to a series of holomorphic integrals; the heart of these calculations is various exact
lattice-level identities of discrete exponentials on isoradial graphs (see Sec. III C). In certain cases, this expansion
can be resummed and lead to determinations of the previously undetermined constants (see Sec. IIID). A quantum
field theory-like calculation (see Appendix D4) confirms that the dimer cluster expansion matches the free fermion
expansion after a certain resummation of the Dirac partition function. On the Dirac side, certain integrals in the
cluster expansion are divergent. This is not an issue for the dimer model, since the lattice scale naturally regulates
the integrals to produce finite numbers that diverge with the lattice scale (see Sec. IVD).

One disadvantage of our method is that while we can rigorously compute the terms in the cluster expansion, this
method alone cannot yet rigorously show that their sum converges, whereas in the variational analysis of Dubédat this
convergence is manifest. Combining his results with ours do however lead to rigorous results about the correlations
by showing moments with respect to the connection converge. As an example, Dubédat shows that (let −π < α < π)

height correlations of the form ⟨eiα(h(F )−h(F
′))⟩ converge as

log ∣ ⟨eiα(h(F )−h(F
′))
⟩ ∣
∣F−F ′∣→∞
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ −

1

2π2
α2 log(∣F − F ′∣) +C(α)

for some constant C(α), which agrees with classical Coulomb gas heuristics [16]. For us, we can rigorously compute
all moments with respect to α allowing us to determine C(α) (see Sec. III). Our methods alone can’t demonstrate that
the sum of moments converges, due to the presence of subleading corrections, but our moment calculations rigorously
fix C(α). Similarly, we can rigorously demonstrate moment generating functions for twisted Kasteleyn determinants
corresponding to other singular gauge fields (see Sec. IV).

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we review the preliminaries of isoradial graphs, the dimer
model, and graph connections. In Sec. III, we compute the partition function with respect to connections flat away
from two punctures. In Sec. IV, we compute the partition function with respect to multiple punctures. The details of
the specific calculations, the expectations, and the results are highlighted in the beginning of each of those sections.
In Sec. V, we conclude with discussion and further questions.

Various technical calculations are left in the appendix. However, of independent interest in the Appendix D, we
give a (non-rigorous) overview of computing the partition function of Dirac fermions with respect to background
connections in two dimensions. There, we employ the series expansions of the Dirac fermion in the background
connections, demonstrating (after a ‘counterterm correction’) the gauge invariance of the series. Representing the
gauge field in two different ways leads to two different expansions of the determinant, one related to the Fuschian
representation of the connection and one related to its monodromy representation. The first can be shown to satisfy
the defining equations of the tau function and the second is closely related to the dimer model partition function. We
haven’t seen either of these expansions in the literature.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In Sec. II A, we discuss the basic definitions of isoradial graphs, ∂ operator, and its inverse following [4] (see also
[17]). Then, we discuss its relation to the dimer model. See [18] for an introduction to the dimer model. In Sec. II C,
we discuss graph connections and their implementation in twisting the dimer model. In Sec. IID, we discuss the
definition of height functions associated to dimer matchings and the application of graph connections to the study of
height functions.

A. Dimer Model on Isoradial Graphs, ∂, and 1

∂

An isoradial embedding of a graph is a planar embedding of the graph for which every edge is drawn as a straight
line and every face is circumscribed in a circle of radius 1; a graph is isoradial if it has an isoradial embedding.
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Equivalently, one can think of an isoradial embedding as related to an underlying rhombus graph as follows. The
rhombus graph is a planar graph whose edges are drawn as straight lines and whose faces are all rhombi of side-
lengths 1. Then the isoradial graph can be formed by drawing edges between opposite faces of the rhombi. Note
that a rhombus graph is bipartite since all faces have an even number of sides, so this procedure will give rise to two
distinct graphs that are dual to each other and that are both isoradial.

In this paper, we will consider exclusively cases where the isoradial graph itself is bipartite with a decomposition
into black and white vertices. Given a bipartite isoradial graph, one can give an orientation to each edge of the
rhombus graph by having them point away from white vertices and towards black ones. As such, every edge of the
rhombus graph depicts a vector which is associated to a unit complex number. See Fig. 1 for a depiction.

Now, we can suggestively define the ∂ operator on the graph as follows. Given a black vertex b connected by an
edge to a white vertex w, the above-stated orientations of the rhombus graph edges define rhombus angles eiϑ,eiφ

(say ϑ − π < φ < ϑ) coming out from w on the right,left side of w respectively. Then, we define

∂
●→○
(b,w) = −∂

○→●
(w, b) = i(eiϑ − eiφ) = −ei(ϑ+φ)/2ν(b,w) , where ν(b,w) = 2 sin(

ϑ − φ

2
) > 0. (1)

ν(b,w) is a positive weight function on edges. Note ∂
●→○
(b,w) acts from black-to-white vertices and ∂

○→●
(w, b) =

−∂
●→○
(b,w) acts from white-to-black. Then, we define

∂
●→○
(v, v′) = ∂

○→●
(v, v′) = 0 , for all vertices v, v′ not neighboring

and define the full matrix

∂ = ∂
●→○
+ ∂
○→●

. (2)

The matrix ∂ can be thought of as a discretization of the antiholomorphic derivative ∂z =
1
2
(∂x + i∂y). For example,

the square-lattice (
√
2Z)2 is an isoradial graph, and given a function f(v) on vertices of (

√
2Z)2, we have

(∂f)(v) =
√
2(f(v→) − f(v←)) + i

√
2(f(v↑) − f(v↓))

where v→, v←, v↑, v↓ are the vertices to the right,left,above,below v on the grid. As such, a function f on the vertices
is said to be discrete holomorphic or discrete analytic if ∂f = 0. For most of this paper, we will only be concerned

with the half ∂
●→○

of ∂.
For any finite isoradial graph, it turns out that ∂

●→○
is a Kasteleyn matrix, whose determinant gives a positive-

weighted sum over dimer configurations (i.e. perfect matchings) of the graph. In particular, we’d have

det(∂
●→○
) = eiΦ0 ∑

perfect matchings
M of graph

∏
edges e=(b,w)
part of M

ν(b,w) (3)

where eiΦ0 is a unit complex number that doesn’t change even if we modify the definition of the weight function

ν(b,w) in Eq. (1). For example, instead choosing ν(b,w) = 1 would instead equate det(∂
●→○
) to the number of dimer

matchings, an example of the celebrated Kasteleyn’s Theorem [19]. For our purposes, we instead use the so-called
critical weights as in Eq. (1).
For most of the remainder of this paper, we consider infinte isoradial graphs. In this case, the determinant

det(∂
●→○
) is infinite, although ratios of related determinants used to characterize certain dimer correlation functions

will be well-defined. On an infinte graph, there is a special class of discrete holomorphic functions that we’ll refer
to as discrete exponentials or lattice exponentials. Given two vertices v,w on the rhombus graph and a path v → w
on the rhombus graph, the discrete exponential is a rational function gv→w(z) defined recursively. First, we’d have
gv→v(z) = 1. Then, if v, v′ share an edge on the rhombus graph with the edge oriented v → v′ with v′ − v = eiφ, we’ll
have g⋯→v′(z) = g⋯→v(z) ⋅

1
z−eiφ . The rhombus graph structure means these functions don’t depend on the path v → w.

See Fig. 2 for depictions and an example. For v any vertex, b any black vertex and z any complex number avoiding
the poles of gv→⋯, it is simple to check that ∑w white ∂(b,w)gv→w(z) = 0 so that gv→⋅(z) are all discrete holomorphic.
Note that the definitions also make sense for v,w on the rhombus graph corresponding to faces - such functions are
important in this paper’s analysis. The functions gv→w(z) are referred to as exponentials because of their asymptotic
behavior for ∣z∣≪ 1 and ∣z∣≫ 1, which are reviewed in Appendix A.
The inverse Kasteleyn matrix 1

∂
comprised of 1

∂
●→○ and 1

∂
○→● would satisfy

∑
w

∂
●→○
(b,w)

1

∂
●→○ (w, b

′
) = δb,b′ , ∑

b

1

∂
●→○ (w, b)∂

●→○
(b,w′) = δw,w′ ,

1

∂
●→○ (w, b) = −

1

∂
○→● (b,w)

b→∞
ÐÐÐ→ 0. (4)



5

FIG. 1: Example portion of a bipartite isoradial graph. (Bottom-Left) Legend labeling vertices corresponding to
dual faces and black/white vertices, as well as the edges for the isoradial graph and oriented edges of the rhombus

graph. (Bottom-Right) Depiction of the Kasteleyn operator ∂ for the different directions ∂
●→○
(b,w) and ∂

○→●
(w, b).

FIG. 2: The discrete exponential function. (Left) Rules for relating g⋯→v′ and g⋯→v for v, v′ adjacent on the
rhombus graph. Consistency of the products around a rhombus implies each gx→y(z) is well-defined and
independent of the path x→ y. (Right) Example of discrete exponential between a white and black vertex.
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In fact, an exact formula [4] exists

1

∂
●→○ (w, b) = −

1

∂
○→● (b,w) =

1

2π
∫

−eiϕ∞

0
dz gw→b(z) , where ∣ϕ − arg(b −w)∣ < π. (5)

In the above, the contour 0 → −eiϕ∞ is taken to be a straight-line ray starting going 0 → ∞ going out in the −eiϕ

direction. The exact choice of contour doesn’t depend on ϕ, because gw→b(z)
b→∞
ÐÐÐ→ 1

z2
and the general fact [4, 20]

that the poles of gw→b(z) are in the set of unit complex numbers {+eiϕ ∣ ϕ ∈ R and ∣ϕ − arg(b −w)∣ < π}.

B. Edge-Probabilities and Correlation Kernels

Given a finite isoradial graph and a collection of edges coll = {e1,⋯,en} = {(b1,w1),⋯, (bn,wn)}, we may want to
ask what the probability that all edges in coll are contained in a given dimer matching. This probability is given by
(see e.g. [21])

Prob(all edges in coll are in a matching) = (
n

∏
i=1
∂(bi,wi)) ⋅ det(∂

−1
∣
{w1,⋯,wn},{b1,⋯,bn}

) , (6)

i.e. is the product of Kasteleyn edge weights times a corresponding minor of the inverse Kasteleyn matrix.
Above, the only way that the above probability could be nonzero is if all {bi} and {wi} are distinct because all

vertices can only appear in one edge at a time. In this paper, it’s important to consider collections coll of edges with

repeated {bi} or {wi}. The restriction of ∂
●→○
coll to the edges in coll is imporant, defined as

∂
●→○
coll(b,w) = {

∂
●→○
(b,w) if (b,w) ∈ coll,

0 otherwise.
(7)

Also, matrices of the form
∂
●→○
coll

∂
●→○ ∶= ∂

●→○
coll

1

∂
●→○ are important in our analysis. Indeed, we can see it as a certain

correlation kernel as follows. Consider the principal minors of such matrix. For a collection B̃ = {b̃1⋯b̃k} of black
vertices of the graph, we can express the corresponding principal minor as:

det
⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
coll

∂
●→○

RRRRRRRRRRRB̃,B̃

⎞

⎠
= ∑
W̃ ∶={w̃1,⋯,w̃k}
⊂ white vertices

det(∂
●→○
coll∣

B̃,W̃
) ⋅ det(

1

∂
●→○ ∣

W̃ ,B̃

)

= ∑
W̃ ∶={w̃1,⋯,w̃k}
⊂ white vertices

∑
σ∈Sym(n)

(−1)σ (
n

∏
i=1
∂
●→○
coll(b̃i, w̃σ(i))) ⋅ det(∂

−1
∣
{w̃1,⋯,w̃n},{b̃1,⋯,b̃n}

)

= ∑
W̃ ∶={w̃1,⋯,w̃k}
⊂ white vertices

∑
σ∈Sym(n)

(
n

∏
i=1
∂
●→○
coll(b̃i, w̃σ(i))) ⋅ det(∂

−1
∣
{w̃σ(1),⋯,w̃σ(n)},{b̃1,⋯,b̃n}

)

= ∑
W̃ ∶={w̃1,⋯,w̃k}

ordered collection
of white vertices

Prob(all edges (b̃1, w̃1)⋯(b̃n, w̃n) are in coll and in a matching)

= Prob(b̃1,⋯, b̃n are all matched in edges in coll).

(8)

The first line is the Cauchy-Binet identity. The second line is expanding the first determinant. The third line absorbs
(−1)σ into rearranging the rows. The fourth line uses Eq. (6) and absorbing the two summations into a single sum.
So, all principal minors lie between 0 and 1 since they have a probabilistic interpretation. Consider the modified
characteristic polynomial,

P (t) = det
⎛

⎝
1 + (t − 1)

∂
●→○
coll

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠
=
det (∂

●→○
+ (t − 1)∂

●→○
coll)

det (∂
●→○
)

=

∣coll∣

∑
k=1

tkPk,

where Pk = Prob(exactly k distinct vertices of {b1,⋯, b∣coll∣} are matched in edges of coll).

(9)
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This is because ∂
●→○
+(t−1)∂

●→○
coll is exactly the matrix ∂

●→○
except the edge weights get modified as ν(b,w)→ t ⋅ν(b,w)

for (b,w) ∈ coll and remain unchanged for other edges, so the coefficient of tk in det (∂
●→○
+ (t − 1)∂

●→○
coll) is proportional

to the number of matching containing exactly k edges of coll.
Since the Pk are all non-negative, we have the following lemma.

Lemma 1. All real eigenvalues of
∂
●→○
coll

∂
●→○ lie between [0,1]. And all complex eigenvalues come in conjugate pairs.

Proof. Nonzero eigenvalues λ0 correspond to roots t0 with P (t0) = 0 as λ0 =
1

1−t0 . Since P (t) has all non-negative

and some positive coefficients, real t0 must have t0 ≤ 0 and complex t0 must have a conjugate pair. These statements
imply the lemma.

We showed above lemma was for finite graphs and finite coll, the same statement holds for infinite graphs and
finite coll. In particular, since the analogous P (t) for infinite graphs will be a limit of polynomials of finite graphs,
P (t) would have non-negative coefficients that add up to 1 again.

C. Graph connections and twisting ∂

For a group G, a G-connection (or G- gauge field or G- local system) on a graph is a function

U ∶ {directed edges of graph}→ G , so that U(b→ w) = U(w → b)−1 for all edges e = (b↔ w). (10)

Two connections U , Ũ are said to be gauge equivalent if there exists a function

g ∶ {vertices of graph}→ G , so that Ũ(b→ w) = g(b)U(b→ w)g(w)−1 for all edges e = (b↔ w). (11)

Such a function g is called a gauge transformation. Any gauge transformation (say, on a finite graph) can be written
as a sequence of elementary gauge transformations for which g(v) = g for a single vertex v while g(v′) = 1 for all other
vertices v′.
In this paper, we will be concerning ourselves with the matrix-groups G ⊂ GL(N,C) that act on CN . In this case,

a coordinate-free description of a G-connection can be given by assigning vector spaces isomorphic to CN to each
vertex and viewing the function U as a set of isomorphisms between adjacent vertices’ vector spaces with respect to
some basis. Then, a gauge transformation corresponds to a change-of-basis at each vertex.

Note that for any loop of vertices ℓ = v1 → v2 → ⋯vk → v1, the productM(ℓ) = U(v1 → v2) ⋅U(v2 → v3) ⋅⋯U(vk → v1)

known as the monodromy matrix of the loop changes by conjugation M(ℓ)↦ M̃(ℓ) = g(v1)M(ℓ)g(v1)
−1. In general,

two connections U,U ′ are gauge equivalent iff for a base-point v and any loop ℓ starting at v, the monodromy matrices
M(ℓ),M ′(ℓ) coming from U,U ′ are related as M ′(ℓ) = gM(ℓ)g−1 for some g ∈ G independent of ℓ. The field U is flat
around a face if the monodromy around it is the identity matrix. For the infinite graphs of interest to us, we will
consider the cases where the monodromy is flat except only nontrivial around a finite number of faces, referred to as
punctures.
Now, given a GL(N,C)- gauge field U and our Kasteleyn Matrix ∂, we can form a twisted Kasteleyn matrix ∂(U)

that is C-valued matrix with indices in {1,⋯,N}×{vertices} or equivalently as a GL(N,C)-valued matrix with indices

in {vertices} follows. The matrix ∂(U) is comprised of the parts ∂
●→○
(U) and ∂

○→●
(U) and can be written

∂
●→○
(U)(b(i),w(j)) = ∂

●→○
(b,w) ⋅U(b→ w)i,j ↔ ∂

●→○
(U)(b,w) = ∂

●→○
(b,w) ⋅U(b→ w), and

∂
○→●
(U)(w(i), b(j)) = ∂

○→●
(w, b) ⋅U(w → b)i,j ↔ ∂

○→●
(U)(w, b) = ∂

○→●
(w, b) ⋅U(w → b).

(12)

In the above, the n vertices v(1),⋯, v(N) correspond to the N ‘copies’ of the vertex v.
From the latter perspective, one can phrase a gauge transformation as a conjugation

∂(Ũ) = diag(g)∂(U)diag(g)−1 , where diag(g)(v, v′) = g(v)δv,v′ . (13)

As depicted in Fig. 3, an elementary gauge transformation g on a vertex v acts on the pieces ∂
●→○
(U) and ∂

○→●
(U)

as

∂
●→○
(Ũ)(b,w) = ∂

●→○
(U)(b,w) ⋅ g−1 , ∂

○→●
(Ũ)(w, b) = g ⋅ ∂

○→●
(U)(w, b) , if v = w

∂
●→○
(Ũ)(b,w) = g ⋅ ∂

●→○
(U)(b,w) , ∂

○→●
(Ũ)(w, b) = ∂

○→●
(U)(w, b) ⋅ g−1 , if v = b
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FIG. 3: Effects of elementary gauge transformations on the twisted Kasteleyn matrix.

Note that this implies det(∂) is gauge-invariant, i.e. doesn’t change upon a gauge transformation. However, the
individual components do indeed change as

det(∂
●→○
(Ũ))

det(∂
●→○
(U))

= {
det(g) if v black

det(g)−1 if v white
,

det(∂
○→●
(Ũ))

det(∂
○→●
(U))

⋅ {
det(g)−1 if v black

det(g) if v white
. (14)

So although det(∂
●→○
(U)) isn’t gauge-invariant, if we restrict to groups G ⊂ SL(N,C), then we’ll have det(g) = 1

so that det(∂
●→○
(U)) would indeed be invariant. Also, note that if we restrict all edge matrices U and gauge

transformations to live in U(N), the absolute-value ∣det(∂
●→○
(U))∣ will be gauge invariant.

In our setup with infinite graphs, we will only consider connections that are nontrivial in a finite region so all gauge
transformations would indeed be connected by elementary gauge transformations. In particular, this means that the
monodromy ‘around infinity’ will be trivial.

D. Height Functions of Dimer Matchings

Now we discuss a prototypical application of graph connections which is the study of height functions on bipartite
planar graphs, for which we only need G to be an abelian group. Given a reference dimer matching, one can assign to
dimer matching a height function on the faces formed as follows. Orient the reference matching from white-to-black
and orient the dimer matching from black-to-white. Then the combination of the matchings form a set of closed,
directed loops on the graph. The loops define the contour lines of a height field h, where the value of h at a specific
face is fixed, say, to be zero. In particular, dualizing the directed edges clockwise (and ignoring doubled edges) defines
a divergence-free flow on the dual graph that defines a function after fixing the value at a face. See Fig. 4 for a
depiction.

As such, one may ask how to study correlation functions of differences in the height field {h(F ) − h(F ′)∣F,F ′ ∈
{faces}}. One way to do this is to add a C×-valued connection on the graph. For example, consider adding a connection
U of whose only monodromies are e−iα counterclockwise around F and eiα counterclockwise around F ′ and localize
them on judiciously chosen edges so that either U(b→ w) = e±iα or U(b→ w) = 1 for each edge and so that the dual of
these edges form a path between F → F ′. Such a connection is referred to as a zipper. See Fig. 4 for a depiction. Then

we can compute det(∂
●→○
(U)) using the formula Eq. (3), since one can think of the choice of connection modifying

the weight function ν as adding a weight × exp (iα(h(F ) − h(F ′) −H0)) to each dimer matching. Here, H0 is some

constant that depends on the specific choice of zipper. As such, if one can compute det(∂
●→○
(U)), taking moments



9

0
0

0

0
0

1
1 1 1

1
1

0

1 1
1

1

-1

-1 -1
1

2
2

2

0

2

FIG. 4: (Left) Given a reference matching and a dimer matching, we can construct a height function h on the dual
graph. (Right) Adding a zipper connection of strength eiα between two faces F,F ′ modifies Eq. (3) to count

matchings with an additional weight of eiα(h(F )−h(F
′)−H0). In this case H0 = 6.

with respect to α can give expectation values ⟨(h(F ) − h(F ′) −H0)
k⟩. Similarly, other height correlations involving

faces F1, F2,⋯ can be studied by adding multiple zippers of strengths eiα1 , eiα2 ,⋯ between various faces.
Note that the height function depends sensitively on the choice of the reference matching 2 and that different gauge-

equivalent connections will change the value of H0. This isn’t surprising, since e
iα corresponds to a gauge field that’s

not in SL(1,C) = {1}, so gauge transformations of U should be expected to change det(∂
●→○
)(U). As such, studying

height function correlations directly comes with the extra baggage of these microscopic choices. However, restricting

to to U(1) connections and U(1) weights leaves the absolute value ∣det(∂
●→○
(U))∣ invariant, and the baggage of

microscopic choices leads only to a non-universal phase of the determinant.
Similarly, we will choose to focus on computing determinants of U(N)-connections, which are invariant up to a

non-universal phase.

III. TWO PUNCTURES

The first computation we do involves punctures at two far-away faces F,F ′ on the isoradial graph and a connection

U flat away from these punctures. We compute the ratio of determinants det∂
●→○(U)

det∂
●→○ . Formally, both of these quantities

are infinite and must be defined by taking the limit of larger and larger finite graphs that encompass the gauge field
configuration (which we stipulated were only nontrivial in a a finite region). Then after that, we’d need to take the
limit of ∣F − F ′∣ becoming large. From our perspective, we won’t need to deal with the technicality of taking larger
and larger graphs, and we only worry about the latter limit. Furthermore, we will need to restrict our attention to
isoradial graphs satisfying certain regularity conditions as outlined in Appendix A.
Since there are only two punctures and the monodromy at infinity is trivial, we have that the monodromies around

the two punctures will be inverses of each other M,M−1. By diagonalization, we can equate this determinant to a
product of the determinants of C×-valued connections, where the eigenvalues are in C×. Even though these aren’t
gauge invariant individually, their products will be. 3 Say that we put a weight eiα along a zipper connecting

F → F ′ to form a twisted matrix ∂
●→○
(eiα). The ratio det∂

●→○(eiα)
det∂

●→○ is related to expectation values ⟨eiα(h(F )−h(F
′))⟩

for a suitable choice of height function (see Sec. IID). The expected convergence of height fluctuations to a Gaussian
process matches the expectation of convergences to the free fermion determinant of an abelian connection that’s

2Note that there are more invariant definitions of height functions (see e.g. [22]).
3Although, for eigenvalues that are unit complex numbers, the changes in partition function Eq. (14) are only unit complex numbers

if we restrict to unitary gauge transformations. With these restrictions in allowed gauge fields U , the absolute values ∣det∂
●→○
(U)

det∂
●→○ ∣ are

well-defined.
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singular and flat away from the punctures. The discussion surrounding Eq. (D29) (see also Sec. D 2 a) gives the
heuristics for such a determinant. In particular, since there’s a monodromy of eiα around one puncture and e−iα

around the other, we would expect that the continuum limit satisfies

log
det∂

●→○
(eiα)

det∂
●→○

∣F ′−F ∣→∞
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ −

1

2π2
α2 log(∣F ′ − F ∣)

However, a subtlety is that the twisted Kasteleyn determinant must necessarily be periodic in α whereas α2 is not
periodic in α. In [11], Dubédat establishes that for −π < α < π, this ratio does indeed converge as

log
RRRRRRRRRRR

det∂
●→○
(eiα)

det∂
●→○

RRRRRRRRRRR

∣F ′−F ∣→∞
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ −

1

2π2
α2 log(∣F ′ − F ∣) +C(α) + o(1) (15)

for some undetermined constant C(α) and that this convergence is uniform on compact subintervals of (−π,π). This
means that for generic unitary M ∈ U(N) whose eigenvalues are unit complex numbers eiα1 ,⋯, eiαN with −π < α < π,
we’ll get

log
det∂

●→○
(U)

det∂
●→○

∣F ′−F ∣→∞
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ −

1

2π2
(α2

1 +⋯ + α
2
N) log(∣F

′
− F ∣) +C(α1) +⋯ +C(αN) + o(1)

+ ‘imaginary part’.

(16)

In the above, there will generically be an ‘imaginary part’ that is not universal in the sense that it will depend on
microscopic details of the graph and zipper (see Secs. III B 1,III C 1).

In our analysis, we’ll be able to explicitly identify the constant C(α) (see Sec. IIID) as

C(α) = −
α2

2π2
(1 + γEuler) − 4

∞
∑
n=2

1

2n
(
α

2π
)
2n

ζ(2n − 1)

where ζ is the Riemann-zeta function. In particular, we are rigorously able to establish a generating function for the
coefficients of C(α), where the coefficients have subleading corrections as ∣F − F ′∣ = D → ∞. Our analysis by itself
does not establish that the series for C(α) including the subleading corrections actually converges. But, Dubédat’s
convergence result coupled with our calculation of moments means that C(α) is rigorously determined.
Additionally, even though Dubédat’s convergence results and our analysis focus on the eigenvalues eiα of M being

unit complex numbers, we can analytically continue the moment generating function to complex α to get general C×
eigenvalues, although we don’t know how to analyze whether that sum converges. We expect that in general, this will
lead to non-universal answers. In particular, the ‘imaginary part’ of the above answer will end up corresponding to
odd powers of α, which we expect not to be universal (see Sec. III C 1). Analytically continuing U(1) to C× will mix
up the real and imaginary parts of the above expansion and thus mix up the universal and non-universal quantities.

In Sec. III A, we establish a convenient microscopic choice of the zipper F → F ′. In Sec. III B, we discuss a particular
cluster expansion of the twisted determinant that is useful for this problem. In Sec. III C, we discuss exact formulas
of the terms in the cluster expansion and intermediate exact formulas used throughout the paper. In Sec. IIID, we
give asymptotic expressions of the terms in expansion.

A. Straight-line Zippers

We’ll be given a bipartite isoradial graph. Let F,F ′ be vertices corresponding to faces of the graph, and overload
F,F ′ to also refer to the complex coordinate of the corresponding vertex on the rhombus graph. Define an angle θ0
so that F ′ − F =Deiθ0 for some D > 0. Then, we have in general [20] that there exists a path

F =∶ v0 → v1 → v2 → v3 → ⋯→ v2P−3 → v2P−2 → v2P−1 → v2P ∶= F
′ (17)

of vertices v⋯ in the rhombus graph such that each

vj+1 − vj = e
iϕj→j+1 , where θ0 −

π

2
< ϕj→j+1 < θ0 +

π

2
. (18)

Since the rhombus graph is bipartite (with black or white vertices of the isoradial graph being neighbors with the
faces), each v2j =∶ Fj defines a face Fj , so that F0 = F and FP = F

′. And, each v2j−1 will be a black or white vertex,
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FIG. 5: There exists a path between F = F0 = v0 → F ′ = FP = v2P where the angles of the path (red arrows) are
constrained to be in the range (θ0 −

π
2
, θ0 +

π
2
) where F ′ − F ∝ eiθ0 , as in the right side of the figure. By finiteness,

one can constrain the angles to lie in (θmin(F0 → FP ), θmax(F0 → FP )) where
θ0 −

π
2
< θmin(F0 → FP ) < θmax(F0 → FP ) < θ0 +

π
2
.

FIG. 6: A connection on the isoradial graph associated to the path chosen in Fig. 5, whose edges weights to modify
near v2j−1 depend on whether v2j−1 is black or white, as described in the main text. The angles ϕj,k that determine
the orientation direction of the rhombus edges can be bounded between θmin(F0 → FP ) < ϕj,k < θmax(F0 → FP ) + π.
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which we’ll call either wj or bj . See Fig. 5. Furthermore, since the path is finite we can constrain all the angles to
lie in (θmin(F0 → FP ), θmax(F0 → FP )) where θ0 −

π
2
< θmin < θmax < θ0 +

π
2
. We refer to these kinds of paths as

straight-line paths on the rhombus graph.
Now we want to construct a zipper between F and F ′ by adding a connection on some edges of the graph along

a straight-line path. This will be referred to as a straight-line zipper. We will choose a connection with a transition
matrix of M ∈ U(N) across the zipper. In particular, we’ll choose a connection so that the weights of some edges for

∂ near each v2j−1 = wj or bj get their weights multiplied by M±1. The particular choice of which edge weights get
multiplied will depend on whether v2j−1 is white or black. First if v2j−1 = wj is white, then wj has nj black neighbors

bj,1,⋯, bj,nj that lie on the side of the path v0 → ⋯ → v2P that points towards ei(θ0+
π
2 ). And if v2j−1 = bj is black,

then bj has nj white neighbors wj,1,⋯,wj,nj that lie on the side of the path pointing towards ei(θ0−
π
2 ). In both cases

along the edges going around we multiply the M−1,M in the black→white, white→black direction. See Fig. 6.
The reason we chose these specific edge weights is to constrain the directions of the oriented edges in the rhombus

graph. Let’s define eiϕj,1 ,⋯, eiϕj,nj+1 be the rhombus edge directions pointing away from wj going clockwise, and

eiϕj,1 ,⋯, eiϕj,nj+1 be the rhombus edge directions pointing towards bj going counterclockwise. In particular, we’ll have

eiϕj,1 = −eiϕ2j−2→2j−1 for v2j−1 white and eiϕj,nj+1 = −eiϕ2j−2→2j−1 for v2j−1 black, with eiϕj→j+1 defined in Eq. (18). Then
we’ll have that (see Fig. 6) the angles can all bounded between θmin(F0 → FP ) < ϕj,k < θmax(F0 → FP ) + π. In
particular, this means that all of these angles will be bounded away from θ0 −

π
2
.

B. Cluster Expansion of the twisted determinant: single straight-line zipper

Given a straight-line zipper between F → F ′ as described in Sec. III A, we want to expand the determinant in
terms of the matrix M ∈ U(N). Since we have only one matrix involved, we can study this problem in terms of the
eigenvalues of M , or equivalently if we replace M with a complex number eiα in the construction. We will restrict
our attention to real α ∈ (0, π), the other cases can be handled by complex conjugation and periodicity. Throughout

the rest of this section, we will refer to ∂(eiα) as the twisted Kasteleyn matrix. We have

∂(eiα) = ∂
●→○
+ (e−iα − 1)∂

●→○
zip

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=∶∂●→○(eiα)

+∂
○→●
+ (eiα − 1)∂

○→●
zip

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=∶∂○→●(eiα)

(19)

where ∂
●→○
zip and ∂

○→●
zip are the restrictions of the ∂ matrix to the zipper, for the black-to-white and white-to-black

portions of the matrix respectively.

We restrict our attention to evaluating one half of the twisted matrix, namely det∂
●→○(eiα)

det∂
●→○ . The logarithm of this

ratio is more tractable to study using the identity tr log = log det. As such, we can expand

log
det∂

●→○
(eiα)

det∂
●→○ = tr log

⎛

⎝
1 − (1 − e−iα)

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠
= −

∞
∑
n=1

1

n
(1 − e−iα)ntr[(

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

n

] (20)

where
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ ∶= ∂

●→○
zip

1

∂
●→○ .

1. Real and Imaginary Parts of Expansions

At this point, we will note that only the real parts of the series expansion are important in height correlations. By

Lemma 1, all traces of powers of
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ will be real. As such, the terms in the expansion corresponding to even powers

of α will be real and those with odd powers of α will be imaginary. The imaginary terms do not affect the absolute
value of the determinant.

To get the real part of the determinant, consider the equality,

1

2
(log (1 − (1 − e−iα)y) + log (1 − (1 − eiα)y)) =

1

2
log (1 − (2 sin(α/2))2y(1 − y)) (21)

This leads to the expansion

tr log
⎛

⎝
1 − (1 − e−iα)

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠
= −

∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2ntr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○
⎛

⎝
1 −

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

⎞

⎠

n⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

+ ‘imaginary part’. (22)
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Note that since each
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ is a finite-rank matrix, we’ll have that each of tr log (1 − (1 − e±iα)

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ ) both converge

absolutely for small enough α, so both sides of the above will converge for small α, thus their moments with respect
to α will be given by moments with respect to the above.

It will turn out that evaluating these traces tr [(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ (1 −

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ ))

n

] are tractable, and the much of this section will

be dedicated to evaluating these.

C. Exact expressions for zipper traces

This section finds an exact expression for the traces tr [(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ (1 −

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ ))

n

] that are part of Eq. (22), culminating

in Proposition 4. However, the intermediate steps to the proposition and the reasoning behind them are also at the
heart of the multiple zipper calculations in Sec. IV.

The following equality is central.

Lemma 2. Let n > 1. Let e1 = (b1,w1),⋯,en = (bn,wn) be n edges in the zipper. Define FLei
, FRei

to be the rhombus
graph vertices corresponding to the two dual faces on the dual edge of each ei on the left,right side of wi → bi, as in
Fig. 7. Then for any vertex or dual vertex ṽ1,⋯, ṽn

∂
●→○
zip (b1,w1) ⋅ gw1→b2(z2) ⋅ ∂

●→○
zip (b2,w2) ⋅ gw2→b3(z3) ⋅ ⋯ ⋅ ∂

●→○
zip (bn,wn) ⋅ gwn→b1(z1)

=
⎛

⎝

gṽ1→FL
1
(z1)

gṽ2→FL
1
(z2)

−
gṽ1→FR

1
(z1)

gṽ2→FR
1
(z2)

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

gṽ2→FL
2
(z2)

gṽ3→FL
2
(z3)

−
gṽ2→FR

2
(z2)

gṽ3→FR
1
(z3)

⎞

⎠
⋯
⎛

⎝

gṽn→FL
n
(zn)

gṽ1→FL
2
(z1)

−
gṽn→FR

n
(zn)

gṽ1→FR
1
(z1)

⎞

⎠

×
(−i)n

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn − z1)
.

(23)

If n = 1, then the expression above should be taken to modify 1
z1−z1 with an appropriate limit which defines a derivative

∂
●→○
zip (b1,w1) ⋅ gw1→b1(z1) = “

−i

z1 − z1

⎛

⎝

gṽ1→FL
1
(z1)

gṽ1→FL
1
(z1)

−
gṽ1→FR

1
(z1)

gṽ1→FR
1
(z1)

⎞

⎠
” = −i

⎛

⎝

d
dz1

gṽ1→FL
1
(z1)

gṽ1→FL
1
(z1)

−

d
dz1

gṽ1→FR
1
(z1)

gṽ1→FR
1
(z1)

⎞

⎠
(24)

FIG. 7: Given edges e1,⋯,en along the zipper, the dual faces FLei
, FRei

are on the left, right sides of the edge wi → bi.

Also, define eiφi = FRei
−wi and e

iϑi = FLei
−wi to be the rhombus vectors along each edge.

Proof. We have that

∂
●→○
zip (bi,wi) = i(e

iϑi − eiφi)

where eiφ1 = FLei
−wi, e

iϑ1 = FRei
−wi as in Fig. 7. Also, we have that each

gwi→bi+1(zi+1) = gbi→bi+1(zi+1)
1

(zi+1 − eiϑi)(zi+1 − eiφi)
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where bn+1 ∶= b1.
Let’s start with the n = 1 case. We’ll have

∂
●→○
zip (b1,w1) ⋅ gw1→b1(z1) = i(e

iϑi − eiφi)
1

(z1 − eiφ1)(z1 − eiϑ1)
= i(

1

z1 − eiϑ1
−

1

z1 − eiφ1
)

Now, note that for any ṽ1, we can write for some k, {ζj}, {±j}

gṽ1→b1(z1) =
k

∏
j=1
(z1 − e

iζj)
±j1.

Also, we’d have

gṽ1→FL
e1
(z1) = gṽ1→b1(z1)(z1 − e

iφ1) , gṽ1→FR
e1
(z1) = gṽ1→b1(z1)(z1 − e

iϑ1).

These facts together imply

∂
●→○
zip (b1,w1) ⋅ gw1→b1(z) = i(

1

z1 − eiϑ1
−

1

z1 − eiφ1
)

= −i
⎛

⎝
(

1

z1 − eiφ1
+

k

∑
j=1
±j

1

z1 − eiζj
) − (

1

z1 − eiϑ1
+

k

∑
j=1
±j

1

z1 − eiζj
)
⎞

⎠
= −i
⎛

⎝

d
dz1

gṽ1→FL
1
(z1)

gṽ1→FR
1
(z1)

−

d
dz1

gṽ1→FR
1
(z1)

gṽ1→FL
1
(z1)

⎞

⎠

the result for n = 1.
For n > 1, we have that

∂
●→○
zip (b1,w1) ⋅ gw1→b2(z2) ⋅ ∂

●→○
zip (b2,w2) ⋅ gw2→b3(z3) ⋅ ⋯ ⋅ ∂

●→○
zip (bn,wn) ⋅ gwn→b1(z1)

= [i(eiϑ1 − eiφ1)
1

(z2 − eiϑ1)(z2 − eiφ1)
gb1→b2(z2)]⋯[i(e

iϑn − eiφn)
1

(z1 − eiϑn)(z1 − eiφn)
gbn→b1(z1)]

= (−i)ngb1→b2(z2)⋯gbn→b1(z1)[
1

z1 − eiφn
−

1

z1 − eiϑn
]⋯[

1

zn − eiφn−1
−

1

zn − eiϑn−1
]

= (−i)n
gṽ2→b2(z2)

gṽ2→b1(z2)
⋯
gṽ1→b1(z1)

gṽ1→bn(z1)
[

1

zn − z1
(
zn − e

iφn

z1 − eiφn
−
zn − e

iϑn

z1 − eiϑn
)]⋯[

1

zn−1 − zn
(
zn−1 − e

iφn−1

zn − eiφn−1
−
zn−1 − e

iϑn−1

zn − eiϑn−1
)]

=
(−i)n

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
(
gṽ1→FL

e1
(z1)

gṽ2→FL
e1
(z2)

−
gṽ1→FR

e1
(z1)

gṽ2→FR
e1
(z2)
)⋯(

gṽn→FL
en
(zn)

gṽ1→FL
en
(z1)

−
gṽn→FR

en
(zn)

gṽ1→FR
en
(z1)

)

A corollary of the above lemma is an explicit integral expression for tr[(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

n

].

Corollary 3.

tr[(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

n

] =
1

(2πi)n
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz1⋯∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dzn

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zn)

gF→F ′(z1)
) (25)

Proof. By the inverse Kasteleyn formula Eq. (5) and the discussion of rhombus angles in the zipper in Section IIIA
and Fig. 6, we have that 0→ −ieiθ0∞ is a valid integration contour of 1

∂
●→○ (w, b) for all w, b part of the zipper. So,

1

∂
●→○ (w, b) =

1

2π
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dzgw→b(z).

Also, let us label the edges in the zipper from F → F ′ as E1⋯EQ in order, so that the dual edges {E∨j } in the order

E∨1 → ⋯ → E∨Q give the path F → F ′ on the dual graph. Note that FLE1
= F , FREQ

= F ′, and FREj
= FLEj+1 for all j. As

such, summing over all edges of the right-hand-side of Eq. (23) is a telescoping sum, that if we choose all ṽi = F

∑
e1⋯en∈
{E1⋯EQ}

⎛

⎝

gF→FL
e1
(z1)

gF→FL
e1
(z2)

−
gF→FR

e1
(z1)

gF→FR
e1
(z2)

⎞

⎠
⋯
⎛

⎝

gF→FL
en
(zn)

gF→FL
en
(z1)

−
gF→FR

en
(zn)

gF→FR
en
(z1)

⎞

⎠
= (1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zn)

gF→F ′(z1)
)

because all terms cancel except for the FLE1
= F and FREQ

= F ′ terms. This implies the Eq. (25).
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Note that in Corollary 3, all the integration contours are the same, 0 → −ieiθ0 . Even though the 1
zi−zi+1 terms

becomes singular, the full integrand is never singular because (1 −
gF→F ′(zi)
gF→F ′(zi+1)

) is a rational function with a zero at
zi = zi+1.

There’s a similar statement we can show.

Proposition 4.

tr[
⎛

⎝
(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )(1 −

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

⎞

⎠

n

] =∶ I2n

= (−1)ntr[(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

2n

] − (−1)n(
n

1
)tr[(

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

2n−1

] + (−1)n(
n

2
)tr[(

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

2n−2

]⋯+ (
n

n
)tr[(

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

2n−n

]

=
1

(2π)2n
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz1⋯∫

ieiθ0∞

0
dz2n

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(z2n − z1)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(z2n)

gF→F ′(z1)
)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=∶I2n(z1,⋯,z2n)

(26)

where the integration contours for z1,⋯, z2n alternate between the contours zj ∶ 0 → −ie
iθ0∞ for j odd and zj ∶ 0 →

ieiθ0∞ for j even.

In the above, we defined the full integral to equal I2n and define the integrand to be I2n(z1,⋯, z2n).

Proof. This formula relies on the following formula, valid for any k > 1:

1

(2πi)k
∫

ieiθ0∞

0
dz1 ∫

±2ieiθ0∞

0
dz2⋯∫

±kieiθ0∞

0
dzk

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk − z1)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z1)
)

=
1

(2πi)k
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz1 ∫

±2ieiθ0∞

0
dz2⋯∫

±kieiθ0∞

0
dzk

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk − z1)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z1)
)

−
1

(2πi)k−1
∫

±2ieiθ0∞

0
dz2⋯∫

±kieiθ0∞

0
dzk

1

(z2 − z3)⋯(zk − z2)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z2)

gF→F ′(z3)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z2)
).

(27)

In the above, the contours of zi for j = 2,⋯, k are either one of 0 → ±ji∞, fixed on both sides of the equation.

Because the integrand is cyclically symmetric, the above Eq. (27) implies the corollary by changing the z2ℓ ∶ 0→ ieiθ0∞
to z2ℓ ∶ 0 → −ie

iθ0∞ one at a time. In particular, the (n
j
) collections of changing j of these contours correspond to

the coefficient (n
j
) of (−1)j(n

j
)tr[(

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

2n−j

]. Note that it also implies that integral is independent the order of the

contours zj ∶ 0→ ±ji∞ (i.e. only depends on the numbers #{±j = +}, #{±j = −}), since it would mean

1

(2πi)k
∫

+ieiθ0∞

0
dz1 ∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz2 ∫

±3ieiθ0∞

0
dz3⋯

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk − z1)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z1)
)

=
1

(2πi)k
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz1 ∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz2 ∫

±3ieiθ0∞

0
dz3⋯

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk − z1)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z1)
)

−
1

(2πi)k−1
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz2 ∫

±3ieiθ0∞

0
dz3⋯

1

(z2 − z3)⋯(zk − z2)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z2)

gF→F ′(z3)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z2)
)

=
1

(2πi)k
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz1 ∫

+ieiθ0∞

0
dz2 ∫

±3ieiθ0∞

0
dz3⋯

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk − z1)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z1)

gF→F ′(z2)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z1)
).

Now we prove Eq. (26). Writing gF→F ′(z) =∏
P
j=1

z−eiαj

z−eiβj
, we have that the poles {eiβj} of gF→F ′(z1) are of the form

θ0 −
π
2
< βj < θ0 +

π
2
}, whereas all of the poles {eiαj} of 1

gF→F ′(z1)
are of the form θ0 − 3

π
2
< αj < θ0 −

π
2
}. As such, the

strategy is to split the product involving z1 into two terms

⋯

(1 −
gF→F ′(z1)
gF→F ′(z2)

)(1 −
gF→F ′(zk)
gF→F ′(z1)

)

(zk − z1)(z1 − z2)
⋯ = ⋯

(1 −
gF→F ′(z1)
gF→F ′(z2)

)

(zk − z1)(z1 − z2)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

term 1

⋯−⋯

(
gF→F ′(zk)
gF→F ′(z1)

−
gF→F ′(zk)
gF→F ′(z2)

)

(zk − z1)(z1 − z2)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

term 2

⋯.
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Then, for each of each of the terms one can shift the contours in such a way to avoid the poles {eiα} or {eiβ}. In
particular one would shift clockwise for ‘term 1’ and counterclockwise for ‘term 2’ since ‘term 1’ has poles at {z1 = e

iα}

and ‘term 2’ has poles at {z1 = e
iβ}. However, this procedure has an issue in that each of the ‘term 1’ and ‘term 2’

have a pole at z1 = zk. (Note that there’s no pole at z1 = z2.) So there’s an issue that the integrals of these individual
terms will be undefined on z1 ∶ 0→ ±ki∞ on whichever part of the equation that is. So to rectify this, one first needs
to regulate the integration contours so that the z1 contour is separated from the others, which must be done before
spliting up the term. See Fig. 8 for a visual aid for the following computation.

z1

ro
ta

te
 c

on
tour fo

r 'te
rm 1' rotate contour for 'term

 2'

FIG. 8: (Left) Depiction of the poles {eiα} and {eiβ} related to the angles eiθ0 , eiθmin,max(F→F ′) of Fig. 6. The poles
lie on unit circle, along the thick parts of the circular wedges. (Right) We slighly deform the z1 contour
counterclockwise from the original 0→ −ieiθ0∞. Then, rotating the countours to slightly clockwise from 0→ ieiθ0∞
separately for each of ‘term 1’ and ‘term 2’, as described in the main text, will give a at z1 = zk.

First, let r =#{±j = +} and 1 ≤ a1 < ⋯ < ak−r ≤ k be the coordinates for which ±aj = −, and let 1 = b1 < b2 < ⋯ < br ≤ k
be the coordinates with ±bj = + . We set b1 = 1 because on the left-hand-side of this proposition, z1 takes the contour

z1 ∶ 0→ +i∞e
iθ0 .

We can start by slightly rotating the z1 contour to be 0 → iei(θ0−ϵ) for 0 < ϵ ≪ 1 small enough to avoid the poles
{eiβj} before splitting up the term. Then, we’ll rotate this shifted z1 contour to the new contour z1 ∶ 0→ −ie

i(θ0+ϵ)∞
clockwise for ‘term 1’ and counterclockwise for ‘term 2’. For ‘term 1’, this rotation will only cross the pole at z1 = zk
leaving (−2πi) times that residue, which leaves a residue of

−
1

(2πi)k−1
∫

−ieiθ0∞

0
dz2 ∫

±3ieiθ0∞

0
dz3⋯

1

(z2 − z3)⋯(zk − z2)
(1 −

gF→F ′(z2)

gF→F ′(z3)
)⋯(1 −

gF→F ′(zk)

gF→F ′(z2)
)

while the rotation for ‘term 2’ will leave no residues. At the end of these rotations we can then recombine the ‘term
1’ and ‘term 2’ into the original integrand on their common contour and rotate it back to 0 → −ieiθ0∞. This new
integral plus the residue term are what we wanted to obtain.

1. Non-Universality of Imaginary Parts of log-determinant

In general, the imaginary parts of the above expansion will generally be non-universal and depend on microscopic

lattice details. To see an example, we consider the α1 term in the expansion, corresponds to tr[
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ ]. By Corollary 3

and writing gF→F ′(z) =∏
P
j=1

z−eiαj

z−eiβj
, we’ll have

tr[
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ ] = −

1

2πi
∫

ieiθ0∞

0
dz

d
dz
gF→F ′(z)

gF→F ′(z)
=

1

2π

P

∑
j=1
(αj − βj). (28)
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where the angles α,β can be uniquely specified by the integration contour along 0 → ieiθ0∞. This quantity depends
sensitively on the underlying lattice and can’t be written as a universal function of ∣F −F ′∣, even in the limit of large
∣F − F ′∣.

In the next Section IIID, we’ll see that each of the tr[
⎛

⎝
(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )(1 −

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )
⎞

⎠

n

] will asymptotically equal a universal

quantity, a uniquely specified function in ∣F − F ′∣.

However, we also have a series expansion t = ∑
∞
n=1

1
n
(
2n−2
n−1 )(t(1 − t))

n for 0 < t < 1/2. Thus, we may expect the
equality

tr[
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ ]

?
=
∞
∑
n=1

1

n
(
2n − 2

n − 1
)tr[
⎛

⎝
(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )(1 −

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )

⎞

⎠

n

].

As such, we may be concerned that an infinite sum of ‘universal’ terms may sum up to a non-universal one. There
are two issues with this reasoning. First, the equality t = ∑

∞
k=1

1
k
(
2n−2
n−1 )(t(1 − t))

n doesn’t hold for all t so there

may be convergence issues for eigenvalues outside of [0,1/2]. Second, each tr[
⎛

⎝
(
∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )(1 −

∂
●→○
zip

∂
●→○ )
⎞

⎠

n

] will have sub-

leading corrections for which we don’t have uniform control, so resummation of these lower-order terms may lead to
non-universal sums.

In general, odd powers of α in the expansion of log(1 − (1 − e−iα)y) will be accompanied by such infinite sums in
y(1 − y), whereas even powers of α will be accompanied by finite sums, by Eq. (21). These finite sums of universal
quantities will also be universal. So we’ll see that even powers are universal while odd powers are not. In particular,
the real part will be universal while the imaginary part isn’t.

D. Asymptotics of Eq. (26) for I2n

Now, we give asymptotic estimates of the integrals Eq. (26). In this section, we’ll assume WLOG that eiθ0 = 1.
And for notational compactness, we’ll write g(z) = gF→F ′(z) throughout this section. The computation relies on the

asymptotics of the function gF→F ′(z) =∏
P
j=1

z−eiαj

z−eiβj
from [4] and also Appendix A. We’ll also define in this section

D ∶= ∣F ′ − F ∣ (29)

to be the distance between the dual faces on the rhombus graph.
The remainder of this section will be devoted towards the following proposition.

Proposition 5.

I2n ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) +O(1/D) = J2n

∶=
2

(2π)2n
∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw1 ∫
0
+
Ð→1

dw2⋯∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw2n−1 ∫
Cout

dw2n
1

(w1 −w2)⋯(w2n −w1)
(1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣).

(30)

In the above (for ± ∈ {+,−}), the contours 0
±
Ð→ 1 refer to contours 0→ 1 in the complex plane, except deformed slightly

in the imaginary direction ±i away from the real axis. And, we define Cout as the contour consisting of the union of
the lines {0→ −∞} ∪ {∞→ 1} along the real axis.

Originally, we wanted to evaluate log det∂
●→○(eiα)

det∂
●→○ . The Eq. (22,26,30) imply that

log
det∂

●→○
(eiα)

det∂
●→○ = −

∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2nI2n + ‘imaginary part’.

In Appendix C, we instead consider the sum over the leading-order contributions −∑
∞
n=1

1
2n
(2 sin(α/2))2nJ2n, which

is expected to give log det∂
●→○(eiα)

det∂
●→○ up to negligible corrections. This gives the final result Eq. (C19)

−
∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2nJ2n +O(D

−1/3
) = −

α2

2π2
(1 + log(D) + γEuler) − 4

∞
∑
n=2

1

2n
(
α

2π
)
2n

ζ(2n − 1) (31)
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where ζ is the Riemann-zeta function.
By using the series expansion

−
(2arcsin(β/2))2

2π2
= −

∞
∑
n=1

1

n

2

π2

(2n − 2)!!

(2n − 1)!!
β2n, (32)

we can substitute in α = 2arcsin(β/2) to deduce

J2n +O(D
−1/3
) =

4

π2

(2n − 2)!!

(2n − 1)!!
log(D) + c2n (33)

where c2n are constants that can be determined by Eq. (31) but for which we don’t know a closed form.

1. Setting up the calculation

Using the regularity conditions in Appendix A, the asymptotic form of g(z) and 1
g(z) functions for D ≫ 1 will be

gF→F ′(−∣z∣) ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

γe−D∣z∣ if ∣z∣ <D−2/3

≈ 0 if D−2/3 < ∣z∣ <D2/3

e−D/∣z∣ if
√
D < ∣z∣

(34)

and

1

gF→F ′(∣z∣)
⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

1
γ
γe−D∣z∣ if ∣z∣ <D−2/3

≈ 0 if D−2/3 < ∣z∣ <D2/3

e−D/∣z∣ if D2/3 < ∣z∣

(35)

where ≈ 0 means exponentially small and can be treated as negligible in the integrals (see Prop. 10). And above, we

define γ ∶= gF→F ′(0) = ∏
P
j=1

eiαj

eiβj
which is a unit complex number whose value depends on the microscopic details of

the specific path and won’t make a difference in the asymptotic evaluation of the integrals.
Note that these asymptotics only give useful information about z on the negative real axis for g(z) and on the

positive real axis for 1
g(z) and don’t directly give information about the integrand on the contours zj ∶ 0 → ±i∞.

As such, to actually use these asymptotic expansions, we need to find a way to shift the contours from the original
0 → ±i∞ to 0 → ±∞. We can’t directly do this, for two reasons. First, the integrand has poles at both {zj = e

iα}

and {zj = e
iβ} since they contain pieces of both g(zj) and

1
g(zj) , so these contour deformations will cross many poles.

Second, the asymptotics for g(z) and 1
g(z) aren’t even useful on the same halves of the real axis. To deal with this,

we need to split up the terms in such a way that each term only contains one of g(zj) or
1

g(zj) .

To do this, first write the integrand of Eq. (26) as

I2n =
1

(z1 − z2)⋯(z2n−1 − z2n)(z2n − z1)
[(1 −

g(z1)

g(z2)
)(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)⋯(1 −

g(z2n−1)

g(z2n)
)]

× [(1 −
g(z2)

g(z3)
)⋯(1 −

g(z2n−2)

g(z2n−1)
)(1 −

g(z2n)

g(z1)
)] .

(36)

If we expand out the second line of the above into its 2n factors and consider the terms gotten by multiplying the first
line by those factors, then we can see that every term will only have g(zj) either in the numerator or the denominator.
For example, the case n = 2 has an integrand that can be written as

I4 =
1

(z1 − z2)⋯(z4 − z1)
×

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

(1 −
g(z1)

g(z2)
)(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

−(1 −
g(z1)

g(z2)
)
g(z2)

g(z3)
(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

−(1 −
g(z1)

g(z2)
)(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)
g(z4)

g(z1)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

+(1 −
g(z1)

g(z2)
)
g(z2)

g(z3)
(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)
g(z4)

g(z1)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

(37)
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For each zi, each of the terms in with an underbrace in the above can be simplified to only contain a factor of g(zi)
or 1

g(zi) . Also, note that the configuration of the contours of integration alternating between 0 → +i∞ and 0 → −i∞

mean that we can deform the pieces of the full integral for n = 2 to equal without crossing singularities and without
residues

I4 =
1

(2π)4

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∫

−∞

0
dz1 ∫

+∞

0
dz2 ∫

−∞

0
dz3 ∫

+∞

0
dz4

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(z4 − z1)
(1 −

g(z1)

g(z2)
)(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
‘Part (00)’

−∫

−∞

0
dz1 ∫

−∞

0
dz2 ∫

+∞

0
dz3 ∫

+∞

0
dz4

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(z4 − z1)
(1 −

g(z1)

g(z2)
)
g(z2)

g(z3)
(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
‘Part (10)’

−∫

+∞

0
dz1 ∫

+∞

0
dz2 ∫

−∞

0
dz3 ∫

−∞

0
dz4

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(z4 − z1)
(1 −

g(z1)

g(z2)
)(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)
g(z4)

g(z1)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

‘Part (01)’

+∫

+∞

0
dz1 ∫

−∞

0
dz2 ∫

+∞

0
dz3 ∫

−∞

0
dz4

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(z4 − z1)
(1 −

g(z1)

g(z2)
)
g(z2)

g(z3)
(1 −

g(z3)

g(z4)
)
g(z4)

g(z1)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
‘Part (11)’

.

(38)

In particular, we label the terms ‘Part(x1x2)’ for x1, x2 ∈ {0,1}. If xj = 1, then the integrand of the term will have

a factor −
g(z2j)
g(z2j+1) being multiplied in and the integration contours will be z2j ∶ 0 → −∞ and z2j+1 ∶ 0 → +∞, whereas

if xj = 0, the integrand of the term will have a factor 1 being multiplied in and the integration contours will be
z2j ∶ 0→ +∞ and z2j+1 ∶ 0→ −∞.

For general n, in the same exact manner as above, we can split up the integral into 2n parts, labeled ‘Part(x1⋯xn)’
for x1,⋯, xn ∈ {0,1}. Note that since each of the pieces has a pole at z2j = z2j+1 (where again, z2n+1 ≡ z1), one may be
concerned that moving the contours may produce residues. However, note that in this procedure that we are shifting
the contours z2j ∶ 0→ i∞ and z2j+1 ∶ 0→ −i∞ to z2j ∶ 0→ ±2j∞ and z2j+1 ∶ 0→ − ±2j∞ for all 2n choices of {±2j}. So
the fact that these contours always lay opposite to each other means that this procedure will never have the contours
crossing any poles and this procedure doesn’t produce any residues.

It will be instructive to analyze the asymptotics of the n = 1 case, I2, before moving on to the general case.

2. The n = 1 case, I2

Somewhat simpler, the I2 integral can be written

I2 =
1

(2π)2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∫

−∞

0
dz1 ∫

+∞

0
dz2

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
(1 −

g(z1)

g(z2)
)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
‘Part (0)’

−∫

+∞

0
dz1 ∫

−∞

0
dz2

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
(
g(z2)

g(z1)
− 1)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
‘Part (1)’

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

(39)

which can be analyzed using the asymptotics in Eqs. (34,35). Let’s first analyze ‘Part (0)’, as the story for ‘Part (1)’
will be very similar.

Note that we can use the asymptotic form Eq. (34) of g(z) to write
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‘Part (0)’ ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) =
1

(2π)2
∫

−1

0
dz1 ∫

∞

0
dz2

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
(1 − eD(z1−z2)) +O(1/D)

+
1

(2π)2
∫

−1

0
dz1 ∫

∞

0
dz2

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
(1 − e

D( 1
z1
− 1

z2
)
) +O(1/D)

=
2

(2π)2
∫

−1

0
dz1 ∫

∞

0
dz2

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
(1 − eD(z1−z2)) +O(1/D)

=
1

2π2
(log(D) + γEuler + 1) +O(1/D)

(40)

In the above, the second equality follows from changing variables z1 ↦
1
z1

and z2 ↦
1
z2

in the second term. In the

third equality, γEuler the Euler gamma constant, and the result can be found from explicitly evaluating the integral.
However, the first line requires some justification, as follows.

First, we note that in the ‘corner region’ of z1 ∈ (−D
2/3,−∞) and z2 ∈ (0,D

−2/3), the term will be O(1/D) since it
will be of the form

−
1

(2π)2
∫

−∞

−D2/3
dz1 ∫

1

D2/3

0
dz1

1

(z1 − z2)2
(1 − γe

D( 1
z1
−z2)) +O(1/D)

= −
1

(2π)2
∫

−D−2/3

0
dz1 ∫

D−2/3

0
dz1

1

(1 − z1z2)2
(1 − γeD(z1−z2)) +O(1/D) = O(1/D)

(41)

The first line uses the asymptotic form of g(z) to write the integral up to a lower order O(1/D) term. The second

line changes variables z1 →
1
z1
, and the third line follows because ∣ 1−γe

D(z1−z2)

(1−z1z2)2 ∣ < 2 on the region, and the region itself

has area 1/D4/3. As such, we can asymptotically ignore that part.

Second, even though asymptotically g(z1) ≈ 0 and 1
g(z2) ≈ 0 on the middle regions z1 ∈ (−D

2/3,−D−2/3) and

z2 ∈ (D
−2/3,D2/3), we can substitute g(z1)→ eDz1 and 1

g(z2) → e−Dz2 into the integrals on the full interval at the cost

of a lower-order term, since the exponentially small terms will contribute at most an O(1/D) contribution.

The computation for ‘Part (1)’ goes through exactly the same and gives the same asymptotic result. As such, we
have

I2 = ‘Part (0)’ + ‘Part (1)’ =
1

π2
(log(D) + γEuler + 1) ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)), (42)

which is consistent with the Proposition 5.

Now, we show how show the equality with the integral over the {wj} variables in Proposition 5. Let’s analyze ‘Part
(0)’ first. We have

‘Part (0)’ ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) +O(1/D)

=
2

(2π)2
∫

−1

0
dz1 ∫

∞

0
dz2

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
(1 − eD(z1−z2))

=
2

(2π)2
∫

−1

0
dz1 ∫

∞

0
dz2 ∫

D

0
dw1 ∫

−∞

0
dw2 e

z1(w1−w2)ez2(w2−w1)

=
2

(2π)2
∫

D

0
dw1 ∫

−∞

0
dw2

1

(w1 −w2)(w2 −w1)
(1 − e(w2−w1)).

(43)

The first line was derived previously. The second line uses the ‘Schwinger parameterization trick’ substituting
1−eD(z1−z2)

z1−z2 = − ∫
D
0 dw1 e

w1(z1−z2) and 1
z2−z1 = − ∫

−∞
0 dw2 e

w2(z2−z1). Note that the w2 integral converges since z2−z1 > 0.

The last line follows from evaluating the integrals over z1, z2, noting that the z2 integral converges if we choose
w1 ∶ 0→D and w2 ∶ 0→ −∞ to be straight lines along the real axis, which would imply w2 −w1 < 0.

Similarly, we can write
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‘Part (1)’ ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) +O(1/D)

=
2

(2π)2
∫

+1

0
dz1 ∫

−∞

0
dz2

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
(1 − eD(z1−z2))eD(z2−z1)

=
2

(2π)2
∫

+1

0
dz1 ∫

−∞

0
dz2 ∫

D

0
dw1 ∫

D

∞
dw2 e

w1(z1−z2)ew2(z2−z1)eD(z2−z1)(eD(z1−z2) − 1)

=
2

(2π)2
∫

D

0
dw1 ∫

D

∞
dw2

1

(w1 −w2)(w2 −w1)
(1 − e−(w2−w1)),

(44)

noting similarly that all of the integrals going out to infinity converge. In total, we find that up to additive and
multiplicative factors of O(1/D), we have ‘Part (0)’ + ‘Part (1)’ equal the integral specified in Proposition 5, after
changing variables w1,2 ↦ w1,2/D.

3. The general case

Now, let us consider the general case inputting the asymptotic form of Eqs. (34,35) into the decomposition discussed
following Eq. (38).

First, let’s again consider the ‘corner regions’ of all of the ‘Part(⋯)’, where for some j ≠ k we have ∣zj ∣ ∈ (0,D
−2/3)

and ∣zk ∣ ∈ (D
2/3,∞) and for all other ℓ ≠ j, k, either ∣zℓ∣ ∈ (0,D

−2/3) or ∣zℓ∣ ∈ (D
2/3,∞). It will be a general fact that

the integrals on these corner regions will be lower-order terms as D →∞, as follows.

Lemma 6. Define the integrands I2n(z1,⋯, z2n;x1⋯xn) of each of the ‘Part(x1⋯xn)’. Then, for all j ≠ k, we have

⋯∫

±D−2/3

0
dzj⋯∫

±∞

±D2/3
dzk⋯I2n(z1,⋯, z2n;x1⋯xn) = O(1/D) (45)

where the integration regions for all zℓ, ℓ ≠ j, k can be either one of (0,±D−2/3) or ±(D2/3,∞).

In the above lemma, the choice of signs ± for the intervals is specified by the integration contours corresponding to
‘Part(x1⋯xn)’.

Proof. First, we change variables zp → ∣zp∣ = ±zp for all p. At this point, the integrand can be written as a product of
various factors of one of the following forms

1 − g(z2m−1)
g(z2m)

∣z2m−1∣ + ∣z2m∣

1

∣z2m∣ + ∣z2m+1∣
for z2m−1 ∈ (0,−∞) and z2m ∈ (0,+∞), i.e. xm = xm−1 = 0,

1 − g(z2m)
g(z2m−1)

∣z2m−1∣ + ∣z2m∣

1

∣z2m∣ + ∣z2m+1∣
for z2m−1 ∈ (0,+∞) and z2m ∈ (0,−∞), i.e. xm = xm−1 = 1,

g(z2m−1) − g(z2m)

∣z2m−1∣ − ∣z2m∣

1

∣z2m∣ + ∣z2m+1∣
for z2m−1 ∈ (0,−∞) and z2m ∈ (0,−∞), i.e. xm = 1, xm−1 = 0,

1
g(z2m−1) −

1
g(z2m)

∣z2m−1∣ − ∣z2m∣

1

∣z2m∣ + ∣z2m+1∣
for z2m−1 ∈ (0,+∞) and z2m ∈ (0,+∞), i.e. xm = 0, xm−1 = 1

depending on the specific ‘Part(x1⋯xn)’.

Next, we change variables to all lie in int0 ∶= (0,D
−2/3) by sending ∣zp∣ → z̃p ∶= ∣zp∣

±1, depending on the interval
chosen. At this point, we will use the bounds in Propositions 11,12 and Eq. (A11). In addition, we use the fact that
for these ranges of {zp} that

∣1 −
g(z2m−1)

g(z2m)
∣ ≤ 2 , ∣1 −

g(z2m)

g(z2m−1)
∣ ≤ 2 , ∣

1

g(z2m−1)
−

1

g(z2m)
∣ ≤ 2 , ∣g(z2m−1) − g(z2m)∣ ≤ 2.

Then, after having distributed the Jacobians − 1
z2

throughout the denominators appropriately, we can bound the full
integral as a product of factors of the form

2

z̃2m−1 + z̃2m
,

2

1 + z̃2m−1z̃2m
,

1

z̃2m + z̃2m+1
,

1

1 + z̃2mz̃2m+1
,
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where all z̃2m ∈ (0,D
−2/3). The fact that the original integration regions were ∣zj ∣ ∶ 0 → D−2/3 and ∣zk ∣ ∶ D

2/3 → ∞
means that there’s at least one factor of 1

1+z̃r z̃r+1 in the bounding integral. Note that 1
1+z̃r z̃r+1 ≤ 1. As such, we can

bound the full integral as a constant power of two times the product of at least two integrals of the form

∫

D−2/3

0
dz̃r ∫

D−2/3

0
dz̃r+1⋯∫

D−2/3

0
dz̃r+s

1

z̃r + z̃r+1

1

z̃r+1 + z̃r+2
⋯

1

z̃r+s−1 + z̃r+s

=
1

D2/3 ∫
1

0
dz̃r ∫

1

0
dz̃r+1⋯∫

1

0
dz̃r+s

1

z̃r + z̃r+1

1

z̃r+1 + z̃r+2
⋯

1

z̃r+s−1 + z̃r+s
,

(46)

where we can allow possibly s = 0, in which case the relevant integral would just be ∫
D−2/3

0 dz̃r =
1

D2/3 .

The fact that the integrals ∫
1
0 dz̃r ∫

1
0 dz̃r+1⋯ ∫

1
0 dz̃r+s

1
z̃r+z̃r+1⋯

1
z̃r+s−1+z̃r+s are convergent, finite numbers independent

of D and that there are at least two of them means that the full integral can be bounded by a constant times 1
D4/3 ,

which implies what we wanted to show.

Now, we can proceed to show the proposition. In particular, we will show the following expression for ‘Part(x1⋯xn)’.

Lemma 7. Fix some x1,⋯, xn ∈ {0,1}. Then,

‘Part(x1,⋯, xn)’ ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) +O(1/D) = ∫
D

0
dw1 ∫

Cx1

dw2⋯∫

D

0
dw2n−1 ∫

Cxn

dw2n
1 − e−∣w2n−w1∣

(w1 −w2)⋯(w2n −w1)
. (47)

In the above, the contours for w2j are Cxj , defined as follows. We define C0 = 0→ −∞ and C1 = +∞→D.

Note that this lemma implies the Proposition 5. In particular, note that all of the integrands above have the same
integrand. As such, adding up all of the integration contours over all assignments of {xj} will give (after changing all
variables of all wj ↦ wj/D)

I2n = ∑
x1,⋯,xn∈{0,1}

‘Part(x1,⋯, xn)’ ⋅ (1 +O(1/D))

=
2

(2π)2n
∫

1

0
dw1 ∫

Cout

dw2⋯∫

1

0
dw2n−1 ∫

Cout
dw2n

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

(w1 −w2)⋯(w2n −w1)
+O(1/D).

Note that for fixed w2n, one can set e−∣w2n−w1∣ with one of ew2n−w1 or ew1−w2n depending on if w2n < 0 or w2n > 0.
So, the integrands are all holomorphic as functions for all other w⋯ and vanish as 1

w2⋯
. As such, one can deform the

contours without changing the value of the integrands, as long as a wj contour doesn’t cross any wj±1 contour in the
process. In particular, one can change the contours to be as in the integral Proposition 5.

The proof of the lemma will be as follows, similar to the n = 1 analysis of I2 from earlier.

Proof of Lemma 7. First, note that we can use the asymptotics of g(z) and the definition of each of the ‘Part(x1,⋯, xn)’
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as follows. Justification for each equality will be provided afterward.

‘Part(x1,⋯, xn)’ ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) +O(1/D)

=
1

(2π)2n
∫

−(−1)xn

0
dz1 ∫

(−1)x1∞

0
dz2 ∫

−(−1)x1∞

0
dz3 ∫

(−1)x2∞

0
dz4⋯∫

−(−1)xn−1∞

0
dz2n−1 ∫

(−1)xn∞

0
dz2n

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

(1 − eD(z1−z2))( − eD(z2−z3))

x1

(1 − eD(z3−z4))( − eD(z4−z5))

x2

⋯(1 − eD(z2n−1−z2n))( − eD(z2n−z1))

xn

(z1 − z2)⋯(z2n − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

+
1

(2π)2n
∫

−(−1)xn∞

−(−1)xn
dz1 ∫

(−1)x1∞

0
dz2 ∫

−(−1)x1∞

0
dz3 ∫

(−1)x2∞

0
dz4⋯∫

−(−1)xn−1∞

0
dz2n−1 ∫

(−1)xn∞

0
dz2n

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

(1 − e
D( 1

z1
− 1

z2
)
)( − e

D( 1
z2
− 1

z3
)
)

x1

(1 − e
D( 1

z3
− 1

z4
)
)( − e

D( 1
z4
− 1

z5
)
)

x2

⋯(1 − e
D( 1

z2n−1 −
1

z2n
)
)( − e

D( 1
z2n
− 1

z1
)
)

xn

(z1 − z2)⋯(z2n − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

=
2

(2π)2n
∫

−(−1)xn

0
dz1 ∫

(−1)x1∞

0
dz2 ∫

−(−1)x1∞

0
dz3 ∫

(−1)x2∞

0
dz4⋯∫

−(−1)xn−1∞

0
dz2n−1 ∫

(−1)xn∞

0
dz2n

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

(1 − eD(z1−z2))( − eD(z2−z3))

x1

(1 − eD(z3−z4))( − eD(z4−z5))

x2

⋯(1 − eD(z2n−1−z2n))( − eD(z2n−z1))

xn

(z1 − z2)⋯(z2n − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

=
2

(2π)2n
∫

−(−1)xn

0
dz1 ∫

(−1)x1∞

0
dz2 ∫

−(−1)x1∞

0
dz3 ∫

(−1)x2∞

0
dz4⋯∫

−(−1)xn−1∞

0
dz2n−1 ∫

(−1)xn∞

0
dz2n

∫

D

0
dw1 ∫

Cx1

dw2 ∫

D

0
dw3 ∫

Cx2

dw4⋯∫

D

0
dw2n−1 ∫

Cx2n

dw2n {e
w1(z1−z2)ew2(z2−z3)⋯ew2n(z2n−z1)}

=
2

(2π)2n
∫

D

0
dw1 ∫

Cx1

dw2⋯∫

D

0
dw2n−1 ∫

Cxn

dw2n
1 − e−∣w2n−w1∣

(w1 −w2)⋯(w2n −w1)

(48)

The first equality of the above equation follows from substituting the asymptotics from Eqs. (34,35) into the integrand
of ‘Part(x1,⋯, xn)’. There, we need to add in the O(1/D) correction to extend the approximate g(z) ≈ e±Dzj or

g(z) ≈ e
±D 1

zj from the regions ∣z∣ <D−2/3 or ∣z∣ >D2/3. The second equality follows from substituting zj →
1
zj

for each

j in the second term. The third equality can be justified slightly differently for the wj integrals depending on if j even

versus j odd. The integrals over w2j come from the ‘Schwinger parameterization’ of substituting −
(−eD(z2j−z2j+1))

x1

z2j−z2j+1 =

∫Cxj
dw2j e

w2j(z2j−z2j+1). There, the contour w2j ∶ 0 → −∞ for xj = 0 or w2j ∶ ∞ → D for xj = 1 work for each pair

z2j , z2j+1. In particular, since the z2j and z2j+1 contours are always opposite each other, these contours always lead

to convergent integrals. The integrals w2j−1 follow from − 1−eD(z2j−1−z2j)
z2j−1−z2j = ∫

D
0 dw2j−1 e

w2j−1(z2j−1−z2j). The fourth

equality follows from integrating over the {zj}, noting that all of the integrals converge because of the orientations of
the {wj}.

IV. MULTIPLE PUNCTURES

Now, we consider the analogous calculation for multiple punctures and a gauge field that’s flat away from a finite
number of well-separated punctures. A key example considered by Dubédat in [11] is a U(1)-valued gauge field
when for s pairs of faces F1, F

′
1,⋯, Fs, F

′
s are all well-separated and the field’s monodromy around Fj is the unit

complex number eiαj and the monodromy around F ′j is e−iαj . Such connections are related to the height correlators

⟨exp (i∑
s
j=1 αj(h(Fj) − h(F

′
j)))⟩, and the limit αj → π can be applied to the strength of monomer insertions around

the Fj , F
′
j . Note that by the Footnote 3, the absolute value ∣det∂

●→○(eiα1 ,⋯,eiαs)
det∂

●→○ ∣ is well-defined if we restrict to unitary
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gauge transformations.
In accordance with the free fermion determinant and Gaussian field expectations Eq. (D29) and the results for two

punctures Eq. (16), one would expect

log
RRRRRRRRRRR

det∂
●→○
(eiα1 ,⋯, eiαs)

det∂
●→○

RRRRRRRRRRR

∣F ′−F ∣→∞
ÐÐÐÐÐÐ→ −

1

2π2

s

∑
j=1
(α2

j log(∣F
′
j − Fj ∣) +C(αj))+

1

π2 ∑
1≤i<j≤s

αiαj log(
∣Fi − Fj ∣∣F

′
i − F

′
j ∣

∣Fi − F ′j ∣∣F
′
i − Fj ∣

)+o(1).

In fact, Dubédat verfies that this holds and converges for −π < αj < π. Furthermore, in [1], Dubédat extends this
analysis to certain classes of SL(2,C) connections that are well-separated as above and shows that for non-abelian

connections, well-separated zippers the analogous determinant log det∂
●→○(U)

det∂
●→○ converges to a certain ‘τ ’ function, which

can be interpreted as a generalization of the free fermion determinants except for non-abelian connections.
In our analysis, we are able to demonstrate that (in a sense of moments, up to leading-order as the lattice-spacing

goes to zero, to be described shortly) log det∂
●→○(U)

det∂
●→○ matches with the free-fermion determinant. In particular, we’ll

have that for well-separated zippers approximating paths Pj ∶ F̃j → F̃ ′j in the complex-plane and endowed with a

graph connection representing a jump matrix Uj ∈ U(N) with eigenvalues eiα
(j)
1 ,⋯, eiα

(j)
N going right-to-left across Pj ,

the determinant is asymptotically

log
det∂

●→○
(U)

det∂
●→○

moments
ÐÐÐÐÐ→
R→∞

s

∑
j=1
(−

1

2π2
(α
(j)
1

2
+⋯ + α

(j)
N

2
) log (R∣F̃ ′j − F̃j ∣) +C(α

(j)
1 ) +⋯ +C(α

(j)
N )) + ‘imaginary part’

−
∞
∑
n=2

1

n
∑

j1⋯jn∈{1⋯s}
!(j1=⋯=jn)

tr [(1 −U−1j1 )⋯(1 −U
−1
jn
)]

(2πi)n
{∫

P
(c(1))
j1

dw1⋯∫
P
(c(n))
jn

dwℓ1+⋯+ℓn
1

(w1 −w2)⋯(wn −w1)
+ c.c.}

(49)

where above, c(1)⋯c(n) satisfy c(k) = 1, c(k + 1) = 2,⋯, c(k + ℓ) = ℓ + 1 for jk−1 ≠ jk = ⋯ = jk+ℓ ≠ jk+ℓ+1 and jk+m = jk
for all k, the curves P

(1)
j ,P

(2)
j ,P

(3)
j ,⋯ are disjoint curves F̃j → F̃ ′j near Pj going right-to-left (see Fig. 26), and R is

a parameter for which 1/R can be thought of as the lattice-spacing (see Sec. IVA). The notation
moments
ÐÐÐÐÐ→
R→∞

refers to

the fact all moments with respect to the matrix elements of U−11 ,⋯, U−1s
4 have a well-defined limit as R →∞ and can

be rigorously computed using the above formula. The cluster expansion Eq. (51), the results from the single-zipper
case Eq. (16), and the Proposition 8 taken together give the equation above. One can compare this the free-fermion
calculation Eq. (D56) and see that it agrees.

The first line comes from terms in the cluster expansion that are of the same form as those in Sec. III A. In particular,
the ‘imaginary part’ above will be a sum of the ‘imaginary parts’ of the corresponding calculations from Sec. IIIA,
which we argued in Sec. III C 1 be non-universal. The other terms in the cluster expansion correspond to the second
line of the expansion. They will all be universal in the sense that their asymptotics only depend on the continuum
paths that the gauge-field configurations approximate. These terms will generically have real and imaginary parts
which are both universal.

Above, we’ve been focusing on well-separated zippers, for which all of the above integrals are well-defined and
convergent. When the zippers are allowed to share endpoints, then some of the integrals will diverge logarithmically.
On the lattice, everything will be a finite number for a fixed R, and it turns out that for well-chosen zippers, a simple
modification to the integrals (see Sec. IVD) will give a finite result with a logarithmic divergence in R.
While we can rigorously compute everything with respect to the moments as above, we do not know how to analyze

the convergence of the cluster expansion, in particular of the behavior of the subleading terms. In [1], this convergence
was established for certain subclasses of well-separated zipper configurations with a reflectional symmetry around
R ⊂ C and for unipotent Uj ∈ SL(2,R). In this case, the first line in the RHS of Eq. (49) diverging logarithmically
with R vanishes. In particular, choosing unipotent {Uj} will automatically give zero for the two-puncture calculations

4More precisely, writing Uj = exp[∑κ
(j)
a Ta] for Ta a basis of the Lie algebra of whatever group we choose to work with, the moments

with respect to the κ
(j)
a are determined by the formula. In particular, the matrix elements themselves generally won’t be independent

since we work with U(N).
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of Sec. III, including for the ‘non-universal’ imaginary parts. As such in this case, our series expansion is universal.
Then, our result can be seen as rigorously giving a series expansion for Dubédat’s version of the tau function.

In Sec. IVA, we go through the geometric preliminaries needed to compare the lattice and continuum zipper setups
for well-separated zippers. In Sec. IVB, we derive the cluster expansion used in our analysis. In Sec. IVC, we evaluate
the terms in the cluster expansion for well-separated zippers. In Sec. IVD, we explain how to modify the above steps
for non-separated zippers.

A. Setup for well-separated Zippers

The general strategy of constructing well-separated zippers will be similar for this computation as it was for the
previous case of a single pair of faces (F,F ′). In particular, we will consider a deformation ∂(U) of the Kasteleyn

matrix ∂ by multiplying the edge weights on the graph by weights that correspond to a connection on the graph with
monodromies that jump as Uj left-to-right across Fj → F ′j .
We will be able to arrange these monodromies by considering a collection of s zippers, which are each a path on

the dual graph connecting Fj → F ′j . Then we will multiply the edge weights by U±1j on the edges corresponding to

the dual edges of the path, where Uj will be multiplied in the direction right-to-left relative to the path and U−1j will

be multiplied in the direction right-to-left. 5

However, there will be a difference from the previous section in the specific zippers we use to do our calculation.
Previously the weights U−1j were always pointing in the direction of black-to-white vertices, and we chose zippers
along a dual that were approximated by a straight line going from F → F ′. In the setup for this calculation, we will
still keep the U−1j factors pointing in the black-to-white direction. However, we will abandon specifically choosing
the paths to be ‘straight lines’. Specifically, we want to keep the zippers themselves well-separated from each other
so that the zippers don’t have any crossings. The reason for this is with some foresight from the previous discussion
is that in the continuum limit, the series expansions for these will require asymptotics of the functions gv→w(z) for
∣v −w∣ large. With even more foresight, we’ll have that the integrals will involve an integrand 1

(w1−w2)⋯(wn−w1) where

the wj are on contours that the zipper approximate. If the zippers cross, then these integrals will diverge, or at least
be ambiguous.

As such, we will need to split up our paths into smaller pieces, and if there are crossing between the zippers, then
possibly the asymptotics for gv→w(z) for v,w near the crossings will no longer be valid and the continuum expressions
for the integrals wouldn’t make sense. Throughout this section, we will assume that all of the zippers in our analysis
are contained in a convex 6 region of the rhombus graph that satisfy the regularity conditions of Appendix A.
We starting by fixing some notation and talk about how exactly we will phrase the ‘continuum limit’ of our problem.

First, note that in the continuum limit, the relative distances between the {Fj} and {F
′
j} will be much larger than

the scales relevant to the asymptotics of g(z) and the length 1 of the rhombus edges. And, we are considering the
limit as the relative distances goes to ∞. As such, we will instead find it convenient to define fixed complex numbers
{F̃j} and {F̃

′
j} and a additional parameter R for which the coordinate of the faces will be Fj ≈ RF̃j and F ′j ≈ RF̃

′
j ,

where ‘≈’ means that the Fj , F
′
j are the closest dual face to the given complex number. We will be looking at terms

at leading order in R as R →∞.
Next, we need to consider how to choose our zippers. First, we want to choose continuum paths Pj ∶ F̃j → F̃ ′j in

the complex plane that are smooth and do not mutually intersect. We will want our zippers to ‘approximate’ these
continuum paths in some sense. Recall that in the case of a single zipper, we essentially chose the continuum path Pj

to be a straight line between F → F ′, and we were able to approximate the zipper by choosing a monotone rhombus
path. For our case, we may not be able to choose straight paths without them intersecting. So instead, we will split
the continuous curve into sufficiently small but still finite-sized pieces on which the zippers can be chosen to be the
monotone paths, where ‘sufficiently small’ will be defined soon. In particular, we’ll choose to split up the paths into
small enough regions that the asymptotics of the functions gF→F ′(z) can be applied for F,F ′ being endpoints of two

different segments. Every continuous path Pj ∶ F̃j → F̃ ′j will be split up and turned into some number Nj of segments.

There will be Nj + 1 total points on each Pj , labeled by complex numbers F̃j =∶ F̃j,0, F̃j,1, F̃j,2,⋯, F̃j,Nj−1, F̃j,Nj ∶= F̃
′
j .

We will give a label Pj,k ∶ F̃j,k−1 → F̃j,k to each of the segments, which each correspond to a monotone, straight-line,

5Note that these definitions seem ‘opposite’ to the fact that the monodromy in the continuum is multiplied by Uj going left-to-right. A
way to see that they should be inverses is that on the graph (see Sec. II C), the gauge-invariant monodromy for a path v1 → v2 → ⋯→ vk → v1
is computed as U(v1 → v2)U(v2 → v3) ⋅ ⋯ ⋅ U(vk → v1). However in the continuum, the monodromy matrices would be multiplied in the
opposite order Ũ(vk → v1) ⋅ ⋯ ⋅ Ũ(v2 → v3)Ũ(v1 → v2). As such, identifying the graph monodromies of U as the inverses of the continuum
monodromies Ũ is natural and consistent.

6By ‘convex’, we mean that for any two vertices in the region, the ‘straight-line’ paths analogous to the ones defined in Section IIIA
and Fig. 5 are contained within the region.



26

FIG. 9: Example of multiple zippers that are well-separated. (Left) For j = 1⋯4, there are four continuous,

nonintersecting curves Pj in C that go between F̃j → F̃ ′j . They are split into Nj segments, where
N2 = 16,N3 = 13,N4 = 10 and N1 is unspecified. On the curve P1, a depiction (not to scale) of the corresponding
rhombus graph is given. We associate a matrix Uj for going right-to-left across the path Pj , which gives a flat

connection on the punctured plane. (Right) For some R≫ 1, we choose faces Fj,k ≈ RF̃j,k. Then for each of the

segments Pj,k ∶ F̃j,k−1 → F̃j,k, we associate a monotone path on the rhombus graph zip j, k ∶ Fj,k−1 → Fj,k. On the
top, we depict the straight-line zipper path together with the connection that we put in the graph, associated with
the connection in the continuum. On the bottom, we show the allowed range of rhombus angles for these
straight-line paths.

Fj′,k′−1 ≈ RF̃j′,k′−1

Fmid
{j,j′},{k,k′} ≈ RF̃mid

{j,j′},{k,k′}
Fj′,k′ ≈ RF̃j′,k′

ε

8
ε

8

ε

8

Fj,k ≈ RF̃j,k

Fj,k−1 ≈ RF̃j,k−1

∝ exp
[
i θmid, j

{j,j′},{k,k′}

]
ε

8

Fj,k ≈ RF̃j,k

Fj,k−1 ≈ RF̃j,k−1

∝ exp
[
i θmid, j′

{j,j′},{k,k′}

]

Fj′,k′−1 ≈ RF̃j′,k′−1

Fmid
{j,j′},{k,k′} ≈ RF̃mid

{j,j′},{k,k′}
Fj′,k′ ≈ RF̃j′,k′

FIG. 10: Depicition of necessary conditions for splitting up the curve into sufficiently small segments, namely the

existence of angles θmid , j
{j,j′},{k,k′}, θ

mid , j′

{j,j′},{k,k′} and a midpoint F̃mid
{j,j′},{k,k′} for which F̃j,k−1, F̃j,k and F̃j′,k′−1, F̃j′,k′ are in

arcs that subtend an angle smaller than ϵ/8 from the midpoint, and for which the rays from the midpoints with

angles θmid , j
{j,j′},{k,k′}, θ

mid , j′

{j,j′},{k,k′} going in both directions intersect both line segments.
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segments. Also, we will use zip j, k ∶ Fj,k−1 → Fj,k to refer to these straight-line segments on the rhombus graph. Also,

we will find it useful to define the angle eiθj,k =
Fj,k−Fj,k−1
∣Fj,k−Fj,k−1∣ . See Fig. 9 for a depiction.

Now, we discuss what we mean by ‘sufficiently small’ for the decomposition into segments. This will require the defi-
nition of some new auxiliary quantities. The estimate Prop. 10 from Appendix A uses the regularity conditions to show
that there exists an angle ϵ/8 (related to the ϵ used in the appendix) for which gF→F ′(z) is exponentially suppressed for

z = −∣z∣eiθ in an intermediate range of D−2/3 < ∣z∣ <D2/3 angles in a range of θ ∈ (arg(F ′ −F )− ϵ/8,arg(F ′ −F )+ ϵ/8).
For the segments to be ‘sufficiently small’ means that for each pair of segments (zip j, k , zip j′, k′), there exists a

complex number F̃mid
{j,j′},{k,k′} in the region subtended by the pair, and two angles θmid , j

{j,j′},{k,k′}, θ
mid , j′

{j,j′},{k,k′} such that

both F̃j,k, F̃j,k+1 are contained in the cone F̃mid
{j,j′},{k,k′}⊔θ−θmid , j

{j,j′},{k,k′}∈(−ϵ/8,ϵ/8)
eiθR>0 emanating from F̃mid

{j,j′},{k,k′} and

so that both F̃j′,k′ , F̃j′,k′+1 are in the cone F̃mid
{j,j′},{k,k′}⊔θ−θmid , j′

{j,j′},{k,k′}∈(−ϵ/8,ϵ/8)
eiθR>0. Furthermore, we require that the

rays from F̃mid
{j,j′},{k,k′} going out in both directions along the angles θmid , j

{j,j′},{k,k′}, θ
mid , j′

{j,j′},{k,k′} intersect both segments.

See Fig. 10 for a depiction.
Note that this decomposition is always possible. For j ≠ j′, it is clear sufficiently subdivided curves will satisfy this

since the distance between different segments is bounded from below. For j = j′, segments that are far enough apart
and small enough can satisfy this. However for segments that are close, the fact that the curves are smooth means that
within some neighborhood, the curves well approximate straight lines, and any choice of midpoint F̃mid

{j,j′},{k,k′} along

the Pj between the two segments will be a suitable choice. For non-adjacent segments within such a neighborhood,

we want to choose F̃mid
{j,j′},{k,k′} to be along Pj strictly in between the segments. For adjacent segments Pj,k,Pj,k+1

that share F̃j,k, we will choose F̃mid
{j,j},{k,k+1} = F̃j,k.

B. Cluster Expansion of the twisted determinant: multiple zippers

Now we will descibe the cluster expansion used in this analysis. Consider the Kasteleyn matrix ∂(U) as described
before, with a connection along the previously mentioned zippers connections contributing U1,⋯, Us to the monodromy
going right-to-left across F1 → F ′1,⋯, Fs → F ′s. This is defined by

∂(U) = ∂
●→○
+ (U−11 − 1)∂

●→○
zip 1 +⋯ + (U

−1
s − 1)∂

●→○
zip s

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=∶∂●→○(U)

+ ∂
●→○
+ (U1 − 1)∂

○→●
zip 1 +⋯ + (Us − 1)∂

○→●
zip s

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
=∶∂○→●(U)

(50)

where each ∂
●→○
zipk or ∂

○→●
zipk is the restriction of the ∂ operator to the kth zipper in the black-to-white or white-to-black

directions of the lattice. As such, we can expand

log
det∂

●→○
(U)

det∂
●→○ = tr log

⎛

⎝
1 − (1 −U−11 )

∂
●→○
zip 1

∂
●→○ −⋯ − (1 −U

−1
s )

∂
●→○
zip s

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

= −
∞
∑
n=1

1

n
∑

i1⋯in∈{1⋯s}
tr [(1 −U−11 )⋯(1 −U

−1
n )] ⋅ tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

Note that the terms where i1 = i2 = ⋯ = in = j for all n with some fixed j correspond to the series expansion of

log
det(∂●→○+(1−U−1j )∂

●→○
zip j)

det(∂●→○)
, which was already analyzed in Sec. III. We will consider subtracting out these terms and

analyzing the remainder. So, we can similarly expand out

det∂
●→○
(U)

det∂
●→○ −

s

∑
j=1

log
det (∂

●→○
+ (1 −U−1j )∂

●→○
zip j)

det∂
●→○

= −
∞
∑
n=1

1

n
∑

i1⋯in∈{1⋯s}
i1⋯in not all same

tr [(1 −U−11 )⋯(1 −U
−1
n )] ⋅ tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

(51)

Similarly to the series expansion of the single-zipper case, we will show that the leading order contributions to the

traces tr [
∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○ ] can be expressed by some continuous integrals over n variables w1⋯wn.
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C. Evaluating tr [
∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○ ] for well-separated zippers

We want to asymptotically evaluate the terms on the left-hand side of Eq. (51) when the i1⋯in are not all the same,

in the limit of the parameter R →∞ for fixed {F̃j , F̃
′
j}. In particular the leading order term will schematically be of

the form

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

R→∞
ÐÐÐ→ “

1

(2πi)n
∫
Pi1

dw1⋯∫
Pin

dwn
1

(w1 −w2)⋯(wn −w1)
+ c.c.”

A priori, the integral in quotes on the right-hand-side above is not well-defined because it will be singular whenever
ik = ik+1. However, we will see instead that the integral above will be a certain regularization of the singular expression
above. The regularization will involve slightly deforming the contours with with the same ik = ⋯ = ik+k′ =∶ j into k

′+1
contours that are close to Pj that don’t mutually intersect except at the endpoints F̃j , F̃

′
j .

We now describe the particular regularization that pops out of the series expansion. First, note that since Pj

is a directed curve in the complex plane, there is a canonical ‘left’ and ‘right’ side of the curve. Now suppose
ik = ⋯ = ik+r−1 =∶ j ∈ {1⋯s} are a maximal set of cyclically adjacent indices that are all equal among the indices, i.e.

for which ik−1 ≠ j, ik+r ≠ j. Then we can define P
(1)
j ⋯P

(r)
j to be r non-intersecting curves near Pj with endpoints

at F̃j → F̃ ′j with ‘left-to-right’ order P
(r)
j → P

(r−1)
j → ⋯ → P

(2)
j → P

(1)
j . Then, we’ll have the regulated integrals that

show up in the series expansions will have wk,⋯,wk+r−1 vary over the curves P
(1)
j ,⋯,P

(r)
j . See the below proposition

for the formal statement and Figs. 11,26 for various examples.

Proposition 8. Let i1⋯in ∈ {1⋯s} not all be the same index. Let us give adjacent labels, where i1 = ⋯ = ir1 =∶ j1,
ir1+1 = ⋯ = ir1+r2 =∶ j2, ⋯, ir1+⋯+rt−1+1 = ⋯ = ir1+⋯+rt−1+rt =∶ jt, with r1+⋯+rt =m. Without loss of generality, suppose
that i1 = j1 ≠ jt = in. Then, we have

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⋅ (1 +O(1/R)) +O(1/R) = tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
zip j1

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

r1

⋯
⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
zip jt

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

rt⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⋅ (1 +O(1/R)) +O(1/R)

=
1

(2πi)n
∫
P
(1)
j1

dw1⋯∫
P
(r1)
j1

dwr1

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
i1=⋯=ir1=j1

⋯∫
P
(1)
jt

dwr1+⋯+rt−1+1⋯∫
P
(rt)
jt

dwn

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
ir1+⋯+rt−1+1=⋯=in=jt

1

(w1 −w2)⋯(wn −w1)
+ c.c.

(52)

where the contours P
(⋯)
j⋯ are a choice of regulated contours as defined above. The constants in the different O(1/R)

can be chosen to depend only on the continuous paths {Pj} and their decompositions into segments.

The choice of i1 ≠ in is done for notational convenience. Note that since the integrands and traces are cyclically
symmetric in the {i1⋯in}, all cases of them not being all the same index can be reduced to the form above.

Proof. We will use the decomposition of the zippers into the segments {zip j, k = Fj,k → Fj,k+1}. So for each of the
full zippers ‘zip j’, we can write

∂
●→○
zip j = ∂

●→○
zip j,1 +⋯ + ∂

●→○
zip j,Nj

(53)

where each of the ∂
●→○
zip j,k is the restriction of the ∂ operator to the black-to-white part of to the graph along the

zipper. From here, our strategy will be to analyze the traces tr [
∂
●→○
zip i1,i′

1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in,i′n
∂
●→○ ], where each i′k ∈ {1⋯Nik}.

It turns out that these traces will have precisely the same form the main proposition. We first establish some
notation. Let {Pik,i′k} be the continuous curves along the segments. And for some fixed j, j′, we analogously let

P
(1)
j,j′ ,P

(2)
j,j′ ,P

(3)
j,j′ ,⋯ be some sequence of curves F̃j,j′−1 → F̃j,j′ nearby the original Pj,j′ that don’t intersect except

at the endpoints and so that P
(1)
j,j′ → P

(2)
j,j′ → P

(3)
j,j′ → ⋯ is the right-to-left order of the curves with respect to the

orientation of Pj,j′ . Then, we’ll have the following lemma
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FIG. 11: Various examples of the regulated integration contours of the integrand 1
(2πi)n

1
(w1−w2)⋯(wn−w1) that appear

in the evaluation of tr [
∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○ ]. The dotted red lines are the original smooth curves {P⋯} used to define the

zippers, and are labeled. The solid pink lines are the deformed contours {P(⋯)⋯ }, and these paths together with the
assignments of variables w1⋯wn to the path (corresponding to the integral in the Prop. 8) are labeled. (Top-Left)
An n = 3 example with two zippers. (Top-Right) An n = 6 example with three zippers. (Bottom) An n = 9 example
with four zippers.

Lemma 9. Let q1⋯qτ ∈ {1⋯s} not all be the same, and let each q′k ∈ {1⋯Nqk}, and let positive integers {ρk} satisfy
ρ1 +⋯ρτ = n. Then,

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
zip q1,q′1

∂
●→○

⎞

⎠

ρ1

⋯
⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
zip qτ ,q′τ

∂
●→○

⎞

⎠

ρτ ⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⋅ (1 +O(1/R)) +O(1/R)

=
1

(2πi)n
∫
P
(1)
q1,q′

1

dw1⋯∫
P
(ρ1)
q1,q′

1

dwρ1

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

⋯∫
P
(1)
qτ ,q′τ

dwρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+1⋯∫
P
(ρτ )
qτ ,q′τ

dwn

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

1

(w1 −w2)⋯(wn −w1)
+ c.c.

(54)

Note that this proposition implies the full result. In particular, we can first specify the {qk},{ρk} so that

(q1,⋯, q1
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
ρ1 times

, q2,⋯, q2
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
ρ2 times

,⋯, qτ ,⋯, qτ
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
ρτ times

) = (i1,⋯, in).
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Then we can consider summing over all possible {q′k}. Summing over the left-hand-sides of Eq. (54) clearly yields the
left-hand-side of Eq. (52). Similarly, one can sum over the right-hand-sides of Eq. (54) to yield the right-hand-side of
Eq. (52), possibly after some contour deformations. As such, proving the above lemma implies the main proposition.

In the remainder of this proof, instead proving the formula for the general case, we will more explicitly show the
formula for various simpler cases to avoid tedious notation and explain at the end how the steps generalize in the
most general case.

1. Setup and Notation

We introduce some notational compression as follows. Denote Fqj ,q′j−1 =∶ Fj and Fqj ,q′j =∶ F
′
j for j = 1,⋯, τ ,

so that all of the segments Fj → F′j will be distinct. Furthermore, denote the paths on the rhombus graph as

Fmid
{qj−1,qj},{q′j−1,q

′
j}
=∶ Fmj−1,j , θ

qj ,q
′
j =∶ Θj , θ

mid,qj−1
{qj−1,qj},{q′j−1,q

′
j}
=∶ Θm,j−1j−1,j and θ

mid , qj
{qj−1,qj},{q′j−1,q

′
j}
=∶ Θm,jj−1,j . For the continuum

coordinates, similarly denote F̃qj ,q′j−1 =∶ F̃j and F̃qj ,q′j =∶ F̃
′
1, and also F̃mid

{qj−1,qj},{q′j−1,q
′
j}
=∶ F̃mj−1,j . And denote each

zip qj , q
′
j =∶ z̃ipj . We will also denote the continuum paths P

(j)
qk,q′k

as F̃k
(j)
Ð→ F̃′k and also Pqk,q′k as F̃k → F̃′k. In all the

above, the indices are cyclic so that j − 1 = 0 corresponds to the index τ .
To show the lemma, we first claim the following exact equality.

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
z̃ip1

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

ρ1

⋯
⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
z̃ipτ

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

ρτ ⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
1

(2πi)n
∫

0→− exp[iΘm,1
τ,1 ]∞

dz1 ∫
0→−ieiΘ1∞

dz2 ⋯∫
0→−ieiΘ1∞

dzρ1

∫
0→− exp[iΘm,2

1,2 ]∞
dzρ1+1 ∫

0→−ieiΘ2∞
dzρ1+2 ⋯∫

0→−ieiΘ2∞
dzρ1+ρ2

⋯

∫
0→− exp[iΘm,τ

τ−1,τ ]∞
dzρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+1 ∫

0→−ieiΘτ∞
dzρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+2 ⋯∫

0→−ieiΘτ∞
dzn

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)

⋅ {G1 (z1,⋯, zρ1+1) ⋅ G2 (zρ1+1, zρ1+2,⋯, zρ1+ρ2+1) ⋯Gτ (zρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+1, zρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+2,⋯, zn, z1) }

where for each j = 1⋯τ , for zρ1+⋯+ρτ+1 = zn+1 ∶= z1, we define the functions

Gj (zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1,⋯, zρ1+⋯+ρj+1) =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

(
gFm

j−1,j→Fj
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1)

gFm
j,j+1→Fj

(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2)
−
gFm

j−1,j→F′
j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1)

gFm
j,j+1→F′

j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2)

) if ρj = 1

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

(
gFm

j−1,j→Fj
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1)

1
−
gFm

j−1,j→F′
j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1)

gFj→F′
j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2)

)

×(1 −
gFj→F′

j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2)

gFj→F′
j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+3)

) ×⋯ × (1 −
gFj→F′

j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj−1)

gFj→F′
j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj )

)

×( 1
gFm

j,j+1→Fj
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj+1)

−
gFj→F′

j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj )

gFm
j,j+1→F′

j
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj+1)

) if ρj > 1.

(55)

This equality follows from a few steps. First, we recall the fact from Eq. (5)

1

∂
●→○ (w, b) =

1

2π
∫
0→−eiθ∞

dzgw→b(z) for any angle θ ∈ (arg(b −w) −
π

2
,arg(b −w) +

π

2
)

from Lemma 2. Next, we note that θ = Θj +
π
2
is an angle that works uniformly for all white vertices w ∈ z̃ipj and black

vertices b ∈ z̃ipj , as in Fig. 6. And similarly, θ = Θm,jj−1,j works uniformly for for all white vertices w ∈ z̃ipj−1 and black

vertices b ∈ z̃ipj , which can be seen from Fig. 10. Then, the equality above follows in a similar way to the Corollary 3.
In particular, summing the equality of Lemma 2 over all edges in the zipper gives the integrand above via a telescoping
sum similar to Corollary 3 by choosing each ṽρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1 = F

m
j−1,j and each ṽρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2 = ⋯ = ṽρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj = Fj if

ρj > 1, and the equality follows from the shared integration contours of all expressions.
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2. A first example

The first case we consider will be with n = 3 and τ = 3, so that necessarily ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ3 = 1. One can look at Fig. 12
for visual aid, but the specifics of the zipper configurations will not yet be important. The equality Eq. (55) will read

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∂
●→○
z̃ip 1

∂
●→○

∂
●→○
z̃ip 2

∂
●→○

∂
●→○
z̃ip 3

∂
●→○

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

=
1

(2πi)3
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz3

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)(z3 − z1)

×
⎛

⎝

gFm
3,1→F1(z1)

gFm
1,2→F1(z2)

−
gFm

3,1→F′1(z1)

gFm
1,2→F′1(z2)

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

gFm
1,2→F2(z2)

gFm
2,3→F2(z3)

−
gFm

1,2→F′2(z2)

gFm
2,3→F′2(z3)

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

gFm
2,3→F3(z3)

gFm
3,1→F3(z1)

−
gFm

2,3→F′3(z3)

gFm
3,1→F′3(z1)

⎞

⎠

Now from here, we can apply the asymptotics of the functions g⋯→⋯(z) from Appendix A. In particular, we have the
exponential suppression of all factors gFm

j−1,j→Fj(zj) , gFm
j−1,j→F′j(zj) ,

1
gFm

j−1,j→Fj−1(zj)
, 1
gFm

j−1,j→F′
j−1
(zj) in intermediate

values of ∣zj ∣ because of how we chose the segments F⋯ → F⋯ and angles Θm,⋯⋯,⋯ as in Fig. 10. The asymptotics and
some more manipulations will give us

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∂
●→○
z̃ip 1

∂
●→○

∂
●→○
z̃ip 2

∂
●→○

∂
●→○
z̃ip 3

∂
●→○

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

⋅ (1 +O(1/R)) +O(1/R)

=
1

(2πi)3
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]

0
dz1 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz3

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)(z3 − z1)

× (exp [z1(F1 −Fm3,1) − z2(F1 −Fm1,2)] − exp [z1(F
′
1 −F

m
3,1) − z2(F

′
1 −F

m
1,2)])

× (exp [z2(F2 −Fm1,2) − z3(F2 −Fm2,3)] − exp [z2(F
′
2 −F

m
1,2) − z3(F

′
2 −F

m
2,3)])

× (exp [z3(F3 −Fm2,3) − z1(F3 −Fm3,1)] − exp [z3(F
′
3 −F

m
2,3) − z1(F

′
3 −F

m
3,1)])

+
1

(2πi)3
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]

dz1 ∫
− exp[iΘm,2

1,2 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz3

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)(z3 − z1)

× (exp [
1

z1
(F1 −F

m
3,1) −

1

z2
(F1 −F

m
1,2)] − exp [

1

z1
(F′1 −F

m
3,1) −

1

z2
(F′1 −F

m
1,2)])

× (exp [
1

z2
(F2 −F

m
1,2) −

1

z3
(F2 −F

m
2,3)] − exp [

1

z2
(F′2 −F

m
1,2) −

1

z3
(F′2 −F

m
2,3)])

× (exp [
1

z3
(F3 −F

m
2,3) −

1

z1
(F3 −F

m
3,1)] − exp [

1

z3
(F′3 −F

m
2,3) −

1

z1
(F′3 −F

m
3,1)])

=
1

(2πi)3
∫

− exp[−iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

− exp[−iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[−iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz3

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)(z3 − z1)

× (eF
′
1(z1−z2) − eF1(z1−z2)) (eF

′
2(z2−z3) − eF2(z2−z3)) (eF

′
3(z3−z1) − eF3(z3−z1))

+ c.c. +O(1/R)

=
1

(+2πi)3
∫

− exp[−iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

− exp[−iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[−iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz3 ∫

F′1

F1

dw1 ∫

F′2

F2

dw2 ∫

F′3

F3

dw3

{ew1(z1−z2)ew2(z2−z3)ew3(z3−z1)}

+ c.c. +O(1/R)

=
1

(+2πi)3
∫

F′1

F1

dw1 ∫

F′2

F2

dw2 ∫

F′3

F3

dw3
1

(w1 −w2)(w2 −w3)(w3 −w1)
+ c.c. +O(1/R)

=
1

(+2πi)3
∫

F̃′1

F̃1

dw1 ∫

F̃′2

F̃2

dw2 ∫

F̃′3

F̃3

dw3
1

(w1 −w2)(w2 −w3)(w3 −w1)
+ c.c. +O(1/R)

(56)

where the integrals wj ∶ Fj → F′j must be taken to be homotopic to the straight line contours Fj → F′j (a fact that
will be explained soon), which is consistent with what we wanted to show. Now we explain the above steps and some
subtleties in their derivation.

The first equality above is entirely analogous to the first equality of Eq. (40), which required a few steps of
justification. First, it required the asymptotics of g⋯→⋯(zj) for the values of ∣zj ∣ small (giving the integrand of the
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first term) and of ∣zj ∣ large (giving the second integrand). 7 Then, a similar computation as in the Lemma 6 shows
that the ‘corner regions’ give an O(1/R) contribution to the integrals. Then, extending the asymptotics from the
regions of ∣zj ∣ small to the whole integration regions give another small O(1/R) contribution.

The second equality again has a few parts. First, the integrand simplifies because the factors involving the auxiliary
midpoints Fmj−1,j cancel out. 8 Next, we extend the contours of integration of the z1 contour from ∣z1∣ ∶ 0 → 1 to

∣z1∣ ∶ 0→∞ and respectively ∣z1∣ ∶ 1→∞ to ∣z1∣ ∶ 0→∞ for each of the terms. This only gives an extra O(1/R) factor.
9

Then, we note that upon changing all variables zj ↦
1
zj
, the second term and first term are complex conjugates; we

choose express the result in terms of the second term.

The third equality follows from the Schwinger parameterizations ∫
F′j
Fj

dwje
wj(zj−zj+1) = e

F′j(zj−zj+1)−eFj(zj−zj+1)

zj−zj+1 . At

this stage, the exact choice of contours wj ∶ Fj → F′j may not appear to matter a priori. However, to perform
the integrals over all the zj in the fourth equality, this choice of contour being (homotopic to) a straight line is
crucial. In particular, suppose instead that we chose a contour wj ∶ Fj → F′j that ‘wrapped around’ one of the

contours Fj±1 → F′j±1. Then, there would be values of (wj −wj−1) [resp. (wj+1 −wj)] for which the integral over zj

[resp. zj+1] does not converge, because ∫
−e−iΘ∞
0 dz eκz will diverge if eiΘ and κ form an obtuse angle. By Fig. 10,

Re(−e−iΘ
m,j
j−1,j(wj −wj−1)) < 0 for wj−1,wj along the straight-line segments Fj−1 → F′j−1,Fj → F′j , so the integral over

zj converges.
Indeed, the value of the integral will change upon changing the contour to wrap around in such a way due to the

poles at wj = wj±1. Such subtleties of contour integration will play a big role in the resulting integrals of more general
terms.

The last equality follows from changing variables wj ↦ R ⋅wj , which again changes the integral by a small O(1/R)

correction because each Fj ≈ R ⋅ F̃j .

3. More Setup and More Notation

Before moving on to more representative examples, it will be helpful to setup some more notation to help compactify
the computations. Generally, we would like to apply the asymptotics of the functions g⋯→⋯(z) as we did in the previous
example. However, if we had some ρj > 1, then the contours of integration in Eq. (55) for zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2,⋯, zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj
would be 0 → −ieiΘj∞ and the integrand would have factors of both gFj→F′j and 1

gFj→F′
j

. Both of these factors have

asymptotic expansions that decay on opposite contours 0→ −eiΘ1∞ and 0→ eiΘ1∞, which are mutually incompatible
and also incompatible with the original contour.

The strategy to deal with this will be the similar to the single-zipper case in that we need to split up the integrand
into various parts so that only one of gFj→F′j or 1

gFj→F′
j

appears per term for these variables and then rotate their

contours to their relevant rays for asymptotic analysis, often at the cost of residues. However, the details of this
procedure will be slightly different. In particular, we’ll split up the term containing variables zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2, zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+3
and rotate those contours, which would give a residue term. Then for the rest of the terms, we do the same thing
recursively.

As such, for any even integer 2λj with 0 ≤ 2λj ≤ ρj , we are motivated to write

7A subtle point is that with our choices, sometimes Fm
j,j+1 equals one of the Fj ,F

′

j ,Fj+1,F
′

j+1 precisely when the two segments

correspond to adjacent segments along the zipper. In this case each ∣Fm
j,j+1 −Fj ∣ , ∣Fm

j,j+1 −F
′

j ∣ , ∣F
m
j,j+1 −Fj+1∣ , ∣Fm

j,j+1 −F
′

j+1∣ is either

exactly zero or large when R≫ 1, so the asymptotic expansions still are valid, in particular because gF→F (z) = 1 for any face F matches
up with exp[z(F − F )] = 1.

8This should not be a surprise, since the original integrand in terms of the g⋯→⋯ didn’t depend on the exact choice of of the midpoints.
Rather, those midpoints were needed as auxiliaries to justify the asymptotic expressions above.

9Note a difference in this computation versus Eq. (40) in the single zipper case is that we were not able to extend the z1 contour
to infinity, because the integrands were more singular and extending the contour would not give a small term (in fact it would diverge)
if we did that. Since the integrands here decay more rapidly, we are allowed to extend the integrals at the cost of a small term.
Crucially, this depended on our condition that q1 ≠ qτ (here, τ = 3) which implied that the segments lie on different zippers and

the faces {F1,F
′

1} are distinct from {F3,F
′

3}. If instead we had, say F1 = F3, then
(eF3(z3−z1)−eF

′
3(z3−z1))(eF1(z1−z2)−eF

′
1(z1−z2))

(z3−z1)(z1−z2)
=

eF
′
1(z3−z2)

(1−e(F
′
1−F1)(z1−z2))(1−e(F

′
3−F1)(z3−z1))

(z3−z1)(z1−z2)
would not be exponentially suppressed in z1, so it would not be justified to extend the

integration contour.
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Gj = ∑

ζ
(2λj),2
j ,ζ

(2λj),4
j ,⋯,ζ

(2λj),2λj
j ∈{0,1}

gFm
j−1,j→Fj(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1)

×
⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2)

⎞

⎠
×
⎛

⎝
−
gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+3)

⎞

⎠

ζ
(2λj),2
j

×
⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+3)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+4)

⎞

⎠
×
⎛

⎝
−
gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+4)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+5)

⎞

⎠

ζ
(2λj),4
j

×⋯

×
⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj−1)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj)

⎞

⎠
×
⎛

⎝
−
gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj+1)

⎞

⎠

ζ
(2λj),2λj
j

×
⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj+1)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj+2)

⎞

⎠
×⋯ ×

⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj+1)

⎞

⎠

×
1

gFm
j,j+1→Fj(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj+1)

=∶ ∑

ζ
(2λj),2
j ,ζ

(2λj),4
j ,⋯,ζ

(2λj),2λj
j ∈{0,1}

G
(2λj)
j

r
ζ
(2λj),2
j , ζ

(2λj),4
j ,⋯, ζ

(2λj),2λj

j

z
(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1,⋯, zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj+1).

(57)

Above, we split up each factor Gj into 2λj terms by expanding out the sub-factors

⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+3)

⎞

⎠
,
⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+4)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+5)

⎞

⎠
,⋯,
⎛

⎝
1 −

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj)

gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2λj+1)

⎞

⎠

into its two components, and named them based on the term ζ
(2λj),2
j , ζ

(2λj),4
j ,⋯, ζ

(2λj),2λj

j corresponding to them. Note

that each component G
(2λj)
j

r
ζ
(2λj),2
j , ζ

(2λj),4
j ,⋯, ζ

(2λj),2λj

j

z
has asymptotics for gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2ℓ) that we desire

along the axis (−1)ζ
(2λj),2ℓ
j exp[iΘ1]∞ and for gFj→F′j(zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2ℓ+1) along (−1)

1−ζ
(2λj),2ℓ
j exp[iΘ1]∞ if 2ℓ + 1 ≤ ρj .

This motivates the following definitions.

Now for each 0 ≤ 2λj ≤ ρj and ζ
(2λj),2ℓ
j ∈ {0,1}, define

[2λj + 1] ∶=min(2λj + 1, ρj) ζ
(2λj),2ℓ+1
j = 1 − ζ

(2λj),2ℓ
j if 2λj + 1 ≤ ρj (58)

and the strings of characters

η
(2λj),2ℓ
j ∶=

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

+ − if ζ
(2λj),2ℓ
j = 0

− + if ζ
(2λj),2ℓ
j = 1

for 2ℓ < ρj η
(2λj),2ℓ
j ∶=

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

+ if ζ
(2λj),2ℓ
j = 0

− if ζ
(2λj),2ℓ
j = 1

for 2ℓ = ρj . (59)

From here, we will define quantities

T̃erm [η
(2λ1),2
1 ⋯η

(2λ1),2λ1

1 ρ1−[2λ1+1]−1 ∣ ⋯ ∣ η
(2λτ ),2
τ ⋯η(2λτ ),2λτ

τ ρτ−[2λτ+1]−1]

∶=
1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)

⋅

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

G
(2λ1)
1

r
ζ
(2λ1),2
1 , ζ

(2λ1),4
1 ,⋯, ζ

(2λ1),2λ1

1

z
(z1,⋯, zρ1+1)

× ⋯×

× G
(2λτ )
τ

r
ζ(2λτ ),2
τ , ζ(2λτ ),4

τ ,⋯, ζ(2λτ ),2λτ
τ

z
(zρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+1,⋯, zρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+ρτ , z1)

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

(60)
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which will be the integrand of the integral

Term [η
(2λ1),2
1 ⋯η

(2λ1),2λ1

1 ρ1−[2λ1+1]−1 ∣ ⋯ ∣ η
(2λτ ),2
τ ⋯η(2λτ ),2λτ

τ ρτ−[2λτ+1]−1]

=
1

(2πi)n
∫

0→− exp[iΘm,1
τ,1 ]∞

dz1

∫
0→(−1)ζ

(2λ1),2
1 exp[iΘ1]∞

dz2 ⋯ ∫
0→(−1)ζ

(2λ1),[2λ1+1]
1 exp[iΘ1]∞

dz[2λ1+1]

∫
0→−i exp[iΘ1]∞

dz[2λ1+1]+1 ⋯ ∫ 0→−i exp[iΘ1]∞
dzρ1

⋯⋯

∫
0→− exp[iΘm,1

τ,1 ]∞
dzρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+1

∫
0→(−1)ζ

(2λτ ),2
τ exp[iΘτ ]∞

dzρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+2 ⋯ ∫
0→(−1)ζ

(2λτ ),[2λτ+1]
τ exp[iΘτ ]∞

dz
ρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+[2λτ+1]

∫
0→−i exp[iΘτ ]∞

dz
ρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+[2λτ+1]+1 ⋯ ∫ 0→−i exp[iΘτ ]∞

dzρ1+⋯+ρτ−1+ρτ

{T̃erm[η
(2λ1),2
1 ⋯η

(2λ1),2λ1

1 ρ1−[2λ1+1]−1 ∣ ⋯ ∣ η
(2λτ ),2
τ ⋯η(2λτ ),2λτ

τ ρτ−[2λτ+1]−1]}

(61)

formed by pushing the contours for each zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2,⋯, zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+[2λj+1] to their locations relevant for asymptotic

analysis and leaving the contours for z
ρ1+⋯+ρj−1+[2λj+1]+1,⋯, zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj unrotated, along 0 → −i exp[iΘj]∞. Note

that by definition, these integrands satisfy

T̃erm[⋯ ∣ η
(2λj),2
j ⋯η

(2λj),2λj

j ρj−[2λj+1]−1 ∣ ⋯]

= T̃erm[⋯ ∣ η
(2λj),2
j ⋯η

(2λj),2λj

j + −
ρj−[2λj+1]−3 ∣ ⋯] + T̃erm[⋯ ∣ η

(2λj),2
j ⋯η

(2λj),2λj

j − +
ρj−[2λj+1]−3 ∣ ⋯]

if ρj − [2λj + 1] − 1 > 1

T̃erm[⋯ ∣ η
(2λj),2
j ⋯η

(2λj),2λj

j 1 ∣ ⋯]

= T̃erm[⋯ ∣ η
(2λj),2
j ⋯η

(2λj),2λj

j + 0 ∣ ⋯] + T̃erm[⋯ ∣ η
(2λj),2
j ⋯η

(2λj),2λj

j − 0 ∣ ⋯]

(62)

which tells us that the integrands can be recursively defined.

4. Another representative example

Now, we are in a position to consider another representative example, in which we utilize and give examples of the
notation we built above. We take n = 6, τ = 3, and ρ1 = 3, ρ2 = 2, ρ3 = 1 with the zipper segments as in Fig. 12. In
this example, we’ll see several general features of the contour integration procedures that will generalize.
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FIG. 12: Example configurations of zipper segments z̃ip 1, z̃ip 2, z̃ip 3 and related auxiliary constructions.

FIG. 13: Given the straight-line segment (Fj → F′j), we define several contours as follows. The (Fj →∞)
L and

(Fj →∞)
R go out a small amount in the − exp[iΘj] direction then along an infinite ray in the +i exp[iΘj] and

−i exp[iΘj] directions respectively. The (∞→ F′j)
L and (∞→ F′j)

R start at infinity going along rays in the

−i exp[iΘj] and +i exp[iΘj] directions respectively before turning to the − exp[iΘj] direction to ending at F′j .

Depending on the orientation of (Fj+1 → F′j+1), particularly whether exp[iΘm,j+1j,j+1 ] lies on the left-side (i.e. Case L)

or right-side (i.e. Case R) of (Fj → F′j), the contours (Fj →∞)
L, (Fj →∞)

R or (∞→ F′j)
L, (∞→ F′j)

R will have
the required orientation to apply the Schwinger parameterization trick to evaluate the integrals relevant to our
paper.
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The equality Eq. (55) reads

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
z̃ip 1

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

3
⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
z̃ip 2

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

2
⎛

⎝

∂
●→○
z̃ip 3

∂
●→○
⎞

⎠

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

= Term(2 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

=
1

(2πi)6
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

−i exp[iΘ(1)1 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

−i exp[iΘ(2)1 ]∞

0
dz3 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz4 ∫

−i exp[iΘ2]∞

0
dz5

∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz6

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)(z3 − z4)(z4 − z5)(z5 − z6)(z6 − z1)
(
gFm

3,1→F1(z1)

1
−
gFm

3,1→F′1(z1)

gF1→F′1(z2)
)

×

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
T̃erm(+−0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

−
gF1→F′1(z2)

gF1→F′1(z3)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

T̃erm(−+0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

⎛

⎝

1

gFm
1,2→F1(z4)

−
gF1→F′1(z3)

gFm
1,2→F′1(z4)

⎞

⎠
(
gFm

1,2→F2(z4)

1
−
gFm

1,2→F′2(z4)

gF2→F′2(z5)
)

×
⎛

⎝

1

gFm
2,3→F2(z6)

−
gF2→F′2(z5)

gFm
2,3→F′2(z6)

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

gFm
2,3→F3(z6)

gFm
3,1→F3(z1)

−
gFm

2,3→F′3(z6)

gFm
3,1→F′3(z1)

⎞

⎠
,

(63)

where we split up the various underbraced terms in the integrand and define the ‘T̃erm(⋯∣⋯∣⋯)’ as the term in the
integrand corresponding to them in the same way as defined earlier.

Above, we defined two split-up contours along the two angles −ieiΘ
(1)
1 ,−ieiΘ

(2)
1 are ‘near enough’ −ieiΘ1 . We choose

−ieiΘ
(1)
1 lying slightly clockwise to −ieiΘ

(2)
1 as in Fig. 14. Here, ‘near enough’ means the contours avoid the poles of

gF1→F′1 or 1
gF1→F′

1

. We need to split up the contours because the integrands T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) and T̃erm(− + 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

have poles at z2 = z3, so we need to split up the contours to get a well-defined integral.
Now, we carry out the contour deformations the above integrals into ‘Term(+− 0∣1∣0)’,‘Term(−+ 0∣1∣0)’ respectively

so that we can apply the asymptotics of the g⋯ to the z2, z3 contours. As we alluded to before, some of contour
deformations will often be at the cost of a residue caused by the contours crossing at one of poles at z2 = z3. See
Fig. 14 for a depiction of this contour rotation procedure.

Because of the way the zippers are oriented as in Fig. 12, we’ll have that there are only crossings at z2 = z3 to
obtain Term(+− 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) and there is no such crossing to obtain Term(−+ 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0). And, we can arrange the crossings
of z2 = z3 to occur along the contour 0 → −ieiΘ1∞. These crossings give rise to residues. For example, the integral
over T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) will become

1

(2πi)6
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

−i exp[iΘ(1)1 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

−i exp[iΘ(2)1 ]∞

0
dz3 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz4 ∫

−i exp[iΘ2]∞

0
dz5

∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz6{T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)}

= Term(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

+
1

(2πi)5
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

−i exp[iΘ1]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz4 ∫

−i exp[iΘ2]∞

0
dz5

∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz6

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z4)(z4 − z5)(z5 − z6)(z6 − z1)

× (
gFm

3,1→F1(z1)

1
−
gFm

3,1→F′1(z1)

gF1→F′1(z2)
)
⎛

⎝

1

gFm
1,2→F1(z4)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
T̃erm(+0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

−
gF1→F′1(z2)

gFm
1,2→F′1(z4)

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
T̃erm(−1 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

⎞

⎠
(
gFm

1,2→F2(z4)

1
−
gFm

1,2→F′2(z4)

gF2→F′2(z5)
)

×
⎛

⎝

1

gFm
2,3→F2(z6)

−
gF2→F′2(z5)

gFm
2,3→F′2(z6)

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

gFm
2,3→F3(z6)

gFm
3,1→F3(z1)

−
gFm

2,3→F′3(z6)

gFm
3,1→F′3(z1)

⎞

⎠

= Term(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) +Term(1 ∣ 1 ∣ 0).

(64)

In the right-side of the first equality, we get the rotated Term(+−0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) and the plus a residue term. For the residue
term, after changing notation z4, z5, z6 ↦ z3, z4, z5, we can split the integrand up into two parts that correspond to
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FIG. 14: Rotating the z2, z3 contours in this example from around the −ieiΘ1 axis to their relevant final +eiΘ1 or
−eiΘ1 axes for each of the integrands T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0), T̃erm(− + 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0), matching the constructions in Fig. 12.

Because of the zipper segments’ orientations, these deformations will never cross the − exp[iΘm,21,2 ] axis. (Left)

Relevant integration axes for z2, z3, z4. (Right-Top) The contour deformation to turn T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) with the
initial contours into Term(+− 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) has crossings of the z2 and z3 axes, which lead to a residue Term(1 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) like

in Eq. (64). (Right-Bottom) The deformation to turn the initial integrals over T̃erm(− + 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) into
Term(− + 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) have no crossings, thus no residues.

FIG. 15: Rotating the contours in this example from around the −ieiΘ2 axis to their relevant final +eiΘ2 or −eiΘ2

axes for the zippers in Fig. 14. Some of the contour rotations give residues because of the relative configurations of
zippers. In black are the relevant contours and constructions for T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(− + 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0),

T̃erm(+− 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(−+ 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) and in pink are the relevant ones for T̃erm(+ 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(− 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0),

T̃erm(+ 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(− 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0).
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T̃erm(+ 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) + T̃erm(− 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) which add up to Term(1 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) when integrated. In total, we summarize Fig. 14
and the above calculations by the following equality:

Term(2 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) = Term(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

from integration of T̃erm(+−0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

+ Term(− + 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

from integration of T̃erm(−+0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

+Term(1 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)
´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶

residue
(65)

At this point, we still haven’t rotated all of the contours away from the ray −ieiΘ1 since the integrals over
T̃erm(+0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0),T̃erm(−0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) remain unrotated. We follow the same contour rotation procedure as before. This
time, the integrand has a pole at z2 = z3. However, similarly to Fig. 14 this is not crossed. Additionally, we will not
encounter any more residues since we only rotate one contour. This gives

Term(1 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

=
1

(2πi)5
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

−i exp[iΘ1]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz3 ∫

−i exp[iΘ2]∞

0
dz4 ∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz5

{T̃erm(+ 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) + T̃erm(− 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)}

= Term(+ 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) +Term(− 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0).

(66)

Now, we do the same procedure as above to rotate all of the remaining contours away from −ieiΘ2 . Recall from
Eq. (60) that each T̃erm(⋯ ∣ 1 ∣ ⋯ ) = T̃erm(⋯ ∣ +0 ∣ ⋯ )+T̃erm(⋯ ∣ −0 ∣ ⋯ ). We need to rotate the the z5 contour for

T̃erm(+− 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(+− 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(−+ 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(−+ 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) and respectively the z4 contour for

T̃erm(+0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(+0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(−0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), T̃erm(−0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0). In this case however, because of the ways
that the zippers are configured, some of the contour rotations will cross the the pole along the z6 and respectively z5
contour which give some residues. See Fig. 15.

For example, we get

Term(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0)

=
1

(2πi)6
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

−i exp[iΘ(1)1 ]∞

0
dz2 ∫

−i exp[iΘ(2)1 ]∞

0
dz3 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz4 ∫

−i exp[iΘ2]∞

0
dz5

∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz6 {T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) + T̃erm(+ − 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0)}

= Term(+ − 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ − 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ − 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0).

(67)

In general, we get the equalities

Term(+ − 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) = Term(+ − 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ − 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ − 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0)

Term(− + 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) = Term(− + 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− + 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− + 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0)

Term(+ 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) = Term(+ 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0)

Term(− 0 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) = Term(− 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0).

(68)

In total, by the equalities Eq. (65,66,67,68), we get

Term(2 ∣ 1 ∣ 0) = Term(+ − 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ − 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− + 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− + 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0)

+Term(+ 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(+ 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0)

+Term(+ − 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− + 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0)

+Term(+ 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0) +Term(− 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0).

(69)
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Now, we’re in a position to apply the asymptotic analysis to these terms. One of these terms is

Term(+ − 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0)

=
1

(2πi)6
∫

− exp[iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

+ exp[iΘ1]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[iΘ1]∞

0
dz3 ∫

− exp[iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz4 ∫

−i exp[iΘ2]∞

0
dz5

∫

− exp[iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz6

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)(z3 − z4)(z4 − z5)(z5 − z6)(z6 − z1)
(
gFm

3,1→F1(z1)

1
−
gFm

3,1→F′1(z1)

gF1→F′1(z2)
)

× (1)
⎛

⎝

1

gFm
1,2→F1(z4)

−
gF1→F′1(z3)

gFm
1,2→F′1(z4)

⎞

⎠
(
gFm

1,2→F2(z4)

1
−
gFm

1,2→F′2(z4)

gF2→F′2(z5)
)

× (−
gF2→F′2(z5)

gF2→F′2(z6)
)

1

gFm
2,3→F2(z6)

⎛

⎝

gFm
2,3→F3(z6)

gFm
3,1→F3(z1)

−
gFm

2,3→F′3(z6)

gFm
3,1→F′3(z1)

⎞

⎠

(70)

whose asymptotics give

Term(+ − 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) ⋅ (1 +O(1/R)) +O(1/R)

=
1

(+2πi)6
∫

− exp[−iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

+ exp[−iΘ1]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[−iΘ1]∞

0
dz3 ∫

− exp[−iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz4 ∫

− exp[−iΘ2]∞

0
dz5

∫

− exp[−iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz6
(eF

′
1(z1−z2) − eF1(z1−z2))

z1 − z2

(−eF1(z2−z3))

z2 − z3

(eF
′
1(z3−z4) − eF1(z3−z4))

z3 − z4

×
(eF

′
2(z4−z5) − eF

′
2(z4−z5))

z4 − z5

(eF
′
2(z5−z6))

z5 − z6

(eF
′
3(z6−z1) − eF

′
3(z6−z1))

z6 − z1
+ c.c. +O(1/R)

=
1

(+2πi)6
∫

− exp[−iΘm,1
3,1 ]∞

0
dz1 ∫

+ exp[−iΘ1]∞

0
dz2 ∫

− exp[−iΘ1]∞

0
dz3 ∫

− exp[−iΘm,2
1,2 ]∞

0
dz4 ∫

− exp[−iΘ2]∞

0
dz5

∫

− exp[−iΘm,3
2,3 ]∞

0
dz6 ∫

F′1

F1

dw1 ∫
(F1→∞)L

dw2 ∫

F′1

F1

dw3 ∫

F′2

F2

dw4 ∫
(∞→F′2)R

dw5 ∫

F′3

F3

dw6

{ew1(z1−z2)ew2(z2−z3)ew3(z3−z4)ew4(z4−z5)ew5(z5−z6)ew6(z6−z1)}

+ c.c. +O(1/R)

=
1

(+2πi)6
∫

F′1

F1

dw1 ∫
(F1→∞)L

dw2 ∫

F′1

F1

dw3 ∫

F′2

F2

dw4 ∫
(∞→F′2)R

dw5 ∫

F′3

F3

dw6

{
1

(w1 −w2)(w2 −w3)(w3 −w4)(w4 −w5)(w5 −w6)(w6 −w1)
}

+ c.c. +O(1/R).

(71)

The first equality above follows from the same reasoning as second equality of Eq. (56). In the second equality above,
the contours w2 ∶ (F1 →∞)

L and w5 ∶ (∞→ F′2)
R refer to integration contours as defined and depicted in Fig. 13. As

in that figure, we note that the relevant contours are configured in such a way that the individual integrals over each
of the z⋯ converge. The second equality itself is then similar to the third equality of Eq. (56). The third equality
above again is similar to the last equality of Eq. (56), relying on the convergence of the integrals from the Schwinger
trick as in Fig. 13. Again, all of the integrals Fj → F′j are taken to be the straight-line segments between the faces.

Similarly, we can depict the integration contours for all of the terms on the right-hand-side of Eq. (69). See
Figs. 16,17,18 for the contours and the integrals they represent. Also in those figures, we add various groups of
contours so that all terms with a contour (Fj → ∞)

L,R on a variable get paired with another term with a contour
(∞→ F′j)

L,R on the same variable. As such, all contours will start with some Fj and end with some F′j . As such, we
can deform all contours to be close to the straight-line segment Fj → F′j . However, we have to be mindful of the order
of the contours around Fj → F′j because crossing a contour wk with a contour wk+1 will lead to a residue because of

the factor 1
2πi

1
wk−wk+1

in the integrand.

As in the Figs. 16,17,18, we choose to define the terms (i), (ii), (iii), (iv) as the groups of terms in Eq. (69) we
described above to add up. Then in Fig. 19, we note that similar deformations of contours and accounting of their
residues gives the integral we wanted to show in Lemma 9, up to additive and multiplicative factors of O(1/R).
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(i)

FIG. 16: Contours for the terms Term(+ − 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), Term(+ − 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0), Term(− + 0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0),
Term(− + 0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) with integrand 1

(2πi)6
1

(w1−w2)(w2−w3)(w3−w4)(w4−w5)(w5−w6)(w6−w1) , up to additive and

multiplicative factors of O(1/R). When adding up these terms, note that we can deform the w2 contour to the
position as shown. This gives a sub-term we call (i).

(ii)

FIG. 17: Contours for the terms Term(+0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), Term(+0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0), Term(−0 ∣ + 0 ∣ 0), Term(−0 ∣ − 0 ∣ 0) with
integrand 1

(2πi)5
1

(w1−w2)(w2−w3)(w3−w4)(w4−w5)(w5−w1) , up to additive and multiplicative factors of O(1/R), which are

then added up. This gives a sub-term we call (ii).
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(iii) (iv)

FIG. 18: Adding the terms (Left) Term(+ − 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0), Term(− + 0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0) with integrand
1

(2πi)5
1

(w1−w2)(w2−w3)(w3−w4)(w4−w5)(w5−w1) , and the terms (Right) Term(+0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0), Term(−0 ∣ 0 ∣ 0) with integrand
1

(2πi)4
1

(w1−w2)(w2−w3)(w3−w4)(w4−w1) , up to additive and multiplicative factors of O(1/R), which are then added up.

These gives sub-terms we call (iii) and (iv) respectively.

(v) (vi)

(i) (ii) (iii) (iv)

(v) (vi)

FIG. 19: (Top-Left) Adding up the sub-terms (i) + (ii) gives a sub-term we call (v). This equality follows from a
residue coming from a contour deformation wrapping the w3 contour around the w2 one in (i). (Top-Right)
Similarly, adding up the sub-terms (iii) + (iv) gives a sub-term we call (vi). (Bottom) In (v), wrapping the w5

contour around the w6 contour gives a residue which when added to (vi) gives the contour shown, which matches
the integral in Lemma 9.
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5. Argument for general terms

The arguments and notation we used for the example above will readily generalize. In particular, the residue
calculus in the spectral variables z1, z2,⋯ conspire to produce a series of terms which eventually we’ll be able to
transform into real-space variables w1,w2,⋯ via the Schwinger parameterization trick. Then, we regroup these terms
in convenient ways so that all contours run between some Fj → F′j in some orders. Then, adding the contours in some
special orders together with some residue calculus in the real-space variables w1,w2,⋯ will conspire to produce the
integral shown in Lemma 9.

In general, we have the equality

Term(⋯ ∣⋯ ρj ∣⋯) = Term(⋯ ∣⋯+ −ρj−2 ∣⋯) +Term(⋯ ∣⋯− +ρj−2 ∣⋯) +Term(⋯ ∣⋯ρj−1 ∣⋯) if ρj ≥ 2 (72)

where the ⋯ refer to any assignment of the variables η⋯⋯ ∈ {+−,−+,+,−} as described in Sec. IVC4. This equality
follows from the same reasoning as in Eq. (65). Similarly, we find that

Term(⋯ ∣⋯ 1 ∣⋯) = Term(⋯ ∣⋯+ 0 ∣⋯) +Term(⋯ ∣⋯− 0 ∣⋯) + {
Term(⋯ ∣⋯ 0 ∣⋯) for Case L

0 for Case R
(73)

where Case L / Case R are described in Fig. 13. A prototype calculation for Case R is given in Eq. (66), while
a prototype for Case L is in Eq. (67). This equality follows because rotating the contours z⋯ from −i exp[iΘj] to

+ exp[iΘj] or − exp[iΘj] gives a residue from crossing the − exp[iΘm,j+1j,j+1 ] axis in Case L, like in Fig. 15 whereas this
crossing is avoided in Case R, like in Fig. 14.

In general, note that these equalities allow us to expand tr [(
∂
●→○
z̃ip1

∂
●→○ )

ρ1

⋯(
∂
●→○
z̃ipτ

∂
●→○ )

ρτ

] in terms of “Term”s of the form

Term(⋯ 0 ∣⋯ 0 ∣⋯) for which we can apply the asymptotic analysis of the functions gv→w(z). In particular, we get this
sum is over all admissible assignments of the variables assignment of the variables η⋯⋯ ∈ {+−,−+,+,−} consistent with
the index-lengths. Now, the same asymptotic analysis from Eq. (71) and the reasoning from the examples of adding
up all assignments of η⋯⋯ ∈ {+−,−+,+,−} in Figs. 16,17,18 shows that in general, the sum

∑

ζ
(2⌊ρj /2⌋),2
j ,ζ

(2⌊ρj /2⌋),4
j ,⋯,ζ

(2⌊ρj /2⌋),2⌊ρj /2⌋
j ,∈{0,1}

Term [⋯ ∣η
(2⌊ρj/2⌋),2
j , η

(2⌊ρj/2⌋),4
j ,⋯, η

(2⌊ρj/2⌋),2⌊ρj/2⌋
j 0 ∣⋯ ]

has the asymptotic form of a certain contour integral with integrand 1
(2πi)n

1
(w1−w2)⋯(wn−w1) and for which the contours

zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1,⋯, zρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj can be taken to be in a neighborhood of (Fj → F′j) in a certain order. The specific order

depends on whether (Fj → Fj) and (Fj+1 → Fj+1) are oriented as in Case L or Case R. See Fig. 20 for depictions.
And in general, an inductive argument summarized in Fig. 21 shows that this sum of the contour integrals gives

the desired integral in the contour configuration described in this lemma. The base cases for the various Case L and
Case R are essentially given by the example in the previous subsection, culminating in Fig. 19. This concludes the
proof.

D. Modifications for computing tr [
∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○ ] with zippers sharing endpoints.

Now, we consider the modifications needed to generalize the previous subsections computations to connections
where the zippers share endpoints. Note that if there are variables wj ,wj+1 along zippers that are well-separated
and don’t share endpoints, the continuum integrals in Proposition 8 converge. However, if we replace the continuum
integrals in Proposition 8 with zippers so that every pair of adjacent variables wj ,wj+1 vary along zippers that share
endpoints, the resulting integral is actually divergent. Since we work on a lattice, for any finite R, the final result
should be be finite, although the final result should be expected to diverge as R →∞.

To do the computation for finite R, we will choose a specific representation of the zipper gauge field, as in Fig. 22.
Given punctures F̃0,⋯, F̃s ∈ C, we can choose continuum curve passing through the points in the order F̃0 → F̃1 → ⋯→

F̃s−1 → F̃s and so that the neighborhood of the curve in the neighborhood of each of the interior points F̃1,⋯, F̃s−1 is
a straight line segment. Then, for each of the parts of the curve F̃j−1 → F̃j , we assign the connection Uj = e

uj going
across the segment. Then, we break up the zippers into small segments in the same way as Figs. 9,10, making sure
that the segments on either side of F̃j for j = 1,⋯, s − 1 are straight lines parallel to each other. We refer to these
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FIG. 20: ∑
ζ
(2⌊ρj /2⌋),2
j ,ζ

(2⌊ρj /2⌋),4
j ,⋯,ζ

(2⌊ρj /2⌋),2⌊ρj /2⌋
j ,∈{0,1}

Term [⋯ ∣η
(2⌊ρj/2⌋),2
j , η

(2⌊ρj/2⌋),4
j ,⋯, η

(2⌊ρj/2⌋),2⌊ρj/2⌋
j 0 ∣⋯ ]

asymptotes to a contour integral of 1
(2πi)n

1
(w1−w2)⋯(wn−w1) with ρj contours near (Fj → F′j) in the configuration

shown above. The specific configurations depend on whether the zipper (Fj+1 → F′j+1) and exp[iΘm,j+1j,j+1 ] give a Case

L or Case R configuration (see Fig. 13).

FIG. 21: Inductive argument for the sum over contour integrals in the expansion into terms of the form Fig. 20

giving the desired contour integral for our Lemma. The Term [⋯ ∣ + −ρj−3 ∣⋯] and Term [⋯ ∣ − +ρj−3 ∣⋯] can

inductively be shown to have the configurations shown above, with ρj contours wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1,⋯,wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj and an

integrand 1
(2πi)n

1
(w1−w2)⋯(wn−w1) . These have contours for wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2 being (Fj →∞) and (∞→ F′j) respectively,

and add up to a closed contour (Fj → F′j) on the right-side of all other contours relative to the others. The

Term [⋯ ∣ + −ρj−3 ∣⋯] is the residue term, and has ρj − 1 contours wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1,⋯,wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj−1 and an integrand
1

(2πi)n−1
1

(w1−w2)⋯(wn−1−w1) , with the arguments and contours for wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj ,⋯,wn−1 being the same as

wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+ρj+1,⋯,wn respectively. This residue term acts as the residue that arises from switching the order of the
wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+1,wρ1+⋯+ρj−1+2 contours in the previous equality.
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FIG. 22: Configurations of zippers as described in Sec. IVD.

parallel straight-line segments on the left- and right-side of F̃j as zip←j and zip→j respectively, and we define their

direction along the curve as eiΦj .
Now, we want to describe the modification to the expression of Lemma 9 in the situation where zip q1, q

′
1 = zip

→
j

and zip qn, q
′
n = zip

←
j or vice-versa for some j. In summary, given a kind of configuration of zippers, the only

modification is to replace the integrand

1

(2πi)n
1

(w1 −w2)⋯(wn −w1)
+ c.c.↦

1

(2πi)n
1 − e−R∣wn−w1∣

(w1 −w2)⋯(wn −w1)
+ c.c.,

so that the term for i1,⋯, in not all equal is asymptotically

tr

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∂
●→○
zip i1

∂
●→○ ⋯

∂
●→○
zip in

∂
●→○

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

R→∞
ÐÐÐ→

1

(2πi)n
∫
P
(c(1))
j1

dw1⋯∫
P
(c(n))
jn

dwℓ1+⋯+ℓn
1 − e−R∣wn−w1∣

(w1 −w2)⋯(wn −w1)
+ c.c.. (74)

We can compare this to the analogous factor of (1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣) which appeared in the single-zipper case of Propsi-
tion. 5.

In general, the only step in the previous subsection’s arguments that don’t carry through is the analog of the second
equality in Eq. (56). Using the same notational compression as Sec. IVC1, this step involved changing the integration

bounds of z1 from 0 → − exp [iΘm,1τ,1 ] to 0 → − exp [iΘm,1τ,1 ]∞. If the zippers were all well-separated, we explained
there how this extension did not affect the asymptotic analysis and warned in the Footnote 9 how this breaks down if
zip q1, q

′
1 = zip

→
j and zip qn, q

′
n = zip

←
j [resp. vice-versa] for some j. In this case, we have exp [iΘm,1τ,1 ] = e

iΦj [resp. −eiΦj ].

Then, the analog of the fourth equality of Eq. (56) will have the integral over z1 return 1−ee
−iΦj (wn−w1)
wn−w1

= 1−e−∣wn−w1 ∣
wn−w1

[resp. 1−e−e
iΦj (wn−w1)
wn−w1

= 1−e−∣wn−w1 ∣
wn−w1

]. The factor of R in front of ∣wn −w1∣ comes from replacing all F⋯ ↦ F̃⋯.

While the above argument gives the 1−e−R∣wn−w1 ∣
wn−w1

factor for adjacent segments, one may as well stick in that factor

for the whole integral, since e−R∣wn−w1∣ is negligibly small for non-adjacent segments.
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V. DISCUSSION

We’ve shown how the series expansion of isoradial dimer models in the presence of singular connections flat away
from a fixed set of punctures matches an analogous series expansion for free fermions in the scaling limit of the lattice
size going to zero.

It would be nice to reproduce the convergence results of Dubédat [1, 11] in our framework. Furthermore, it would be
interesting to see if the series expansions for more general correlation functions could be explicitly resummed. In [11],

the question of evaluating height function correlations like ∣ ⟨ei2π/3(h(F1)+h(F2)+h(F3))⟩ ∣ was raised. In our framework,

this corresponds to three punctures and two zippers of strength ei2π/3 between them. The results of Sec. IVD give a
series expansion for these correlations, but a few thing are unclear, namely whether the subleading corrections make
a difference to the summation or whether we should even expect a nice universal answer to these correlations in the
first place.

While we spent our time analyzing this for the case of singular connections, an analogous statement should hold if
we consider a smooth, non-flat connections on C approximated by a graph connection. In particular, the expansion
Eq. (D25) is expected to be recovered from considering the analogous cluster expansion of the graph connection. In

the case of a smooth connection, the difference between the twisted ∂(U) and the original ∂ will be of the same
order as the lattice scale; the leading order terms from summing over all edges in the graph should lead to the same
expression as the continuous Dirac fermions. We leave details and precise formulations of this to future work.

Also, we expect these results to hold in more general settings than isoradial dimers. In particular, we expect
the same result to hold for any liquid phase dimer model [23]. For example, recent progress towards generalizing
isoradial graphs to support dimer models with higher-genus spectral curves has been made. In [24], so-called isoradial
immersions are classified and shown [25] to have analogous discrete exponentials and contour integral formulas for
inverse Kasteleyn matrices in various phases of more general dimer models (see also [26–28]). We expect that in
the liquid phase of critical dimers, analogous computations to the exact identities of Sec. III C would facilitate these
computations.

While the expectation for liquid phase dimers is clear, it is not clear what to expect for dimers in a gaseous phase
away from criticality. It would be interesting if they could be identified with, for example, adding a fermionic mass
term or more general terms to the Lagrangian.

And more generally and vaguely, it would be nice to elucidate and expand on the close relationship between the
dimer model and the free fermion model. The free fermion is a ‘basis’ of rational conformal field theories in the sense
that products and quotients of its operator algebras generate many if not all of them [7]. Since many statistical models’
correlations are described by rational theories, it is interesting to ask how generally various models’ correlations could
be expressed in terms of the dimer model, either in an exact or scaling-limit sense.
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Appendix A: Asymptotics of the functions gv→w(z)

We now discuss asymptotics of the functions g(z) = gv→w(z) = ∏
P
j=1

z−eiαj

z−eiβj
in the limit of large distance between

vertices corresponding to dual faces on the rhombus grid D ∶= ∣w−v∣→∞, following and extending the analysis of [4].
In a similar vein as Sec. III A), the fact that we are dealing with a rhombus graph means [4, 20] that there exists

some ϕ0 for which {βj} are angles within some range (arg(w − v) − π
2
,arg(w − v) + π

2
) and the {αj} are in a range

(arg(w − v) + π
2
,arg(w − v) + 3π

2
).

To study the function g(z), we need to impose certain regularity conditions on the angles {αj} and {βj}. In
particular, we want that these angles are always bounded away from the extremal values, that there exists angles ϕ0
and ϵ > 0 such that

−
π

2
+ ϵ < βj − ϕ0 <

π

2
− ϵ and

π

2
+ ϵ < αj − ϕ0 <

3π

2
− ϵ with ∣arg(w − v) − ϕ0∣ < ϵ,
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uniformly for all v,w in the portion of the graph we care about. This condition will automatically be satisfied if the
rhombus graph is periodic, or more generally if the total possible number of angles is finite (studied in [20] as the
quasicrystallograhic condition).

In the remainder section, we will assume this regularity condition. In the remainder of this section, we’ll WLOG
that arg(w − v) = 0.

Note that this regularity condition implies there is some constant cϵ = cos(ϵ) < 1 such that Re ei(βj−ϕ0) = cos(βj−ϕ0) >

cϵ and −Re e
i(αj−ϕ0) = − cos(αj − ϕ0) > cϵ, so that

D = ∣w − v∣ ≥ Re((w − v)e−iϕ0) = Re
P

∑
j=1
(ei(βj−ϕ0) − ei(αj−ϕ0)) > 2P ⋅ cϵ , D =

RRRRRRRRRRR

P

∑
j=1
(eiβj − eiαj)

RRRRRRRRRRR

< 2P,

so
D

2
< P <

1

2cϵ
⋅D

(A1)

using our assumptions about the {αj},{βj}. Now, we can express g(z) using a series expansion.
For ∣z∣ < 1, we have

g(z) =
P

∏
j=1

z − eiαj

z − eiβj
=
⎛

⎝

P

∏
j=1

eiαj

eiβj

⎞

⎠
⋅ exp

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣
z
P

∑
j=1
(e−iβj − e−iαj) +

z2

2

P

∑
j=1
(e−2iβj − e−2iαj) +

z3

3

P

∑
j=1
(e−3iβj − e−3iαj) +⋯

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

= γ ⋅ exp [(w − v)z + h1(z)] .

(A2)

In the above, we defined γ ∶= (∏
P
j=1

eiαj

eiβj
) in addition to h1(z) =

z2

2 ∑
P
j=1(e

−2iβj − e−2iαj)+ z
3

3 ∑
P
j=1(e

−3iβj − e−3iαj)+⋯.

We can bound h1(z) and its derivatives using Eq. (A1), so that for ∣z∣ < 1,

∣h1(z)∣ < 2P (z − log (1 − z)) <
D

cϵ
(z − log(1 − z)) (A3)

For ∣z∣ > 1, we have

g(z) =
P

∏
j=1

z − eiαj

z − eiβj
= exp

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

1

z

P

∑
j=1
(eiβj − eiαj) +

1

2z2

P

∑
j=1
(e2iβj − e2iαj) +

1

3z3

P

∑
j=1
(e3iβj − e3iαj) +⋯

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

= exp [(w − v)z + h2(1/z)] .

(A4)

Above, we defined h2(z) =
z2

2 ∑
P
j=1(e

2iβj − e2iαj) + z3

3 ∑
P
j=1(e

3iβj − e3iαj) + ⋯. Again, we can bound h1(z) and its
derivatives using Eq. (A1), so that for ∣z∣ > 1,

∣h2(z)∣ < 2P (z − log (1 − z)) <
D

cϵ
(z − log (1 − z)) (A5)

Now, let’s consider how to bound ∣g(z)∣ for z lying in a cone z ∈ ⊔θ∈(− ϵ
8 ,

ϵ
8 ) e

iθR<0. In particular, we will see that for

intermediate values of D−2/3 < ∣z∣ <D2/3 in the above cone, g(z) is exponentially suppressed.

Proposition 10. Let D be sufficiently large. Then there exists a constant c′ϵ depending only on ϵ for which

∣g(z)∣ < exp [−
D1/3

c′ϵ
] (A6)

for all z = −eiθ ∣z∣ with θ ∈ (− ϵ
8
, ϵ
8
) and D−2/3 < ∣z∣ <D2/3.

In [4], a similar inequality was demonstrated (in our notation) along the ray eiϕ0R<0. This statement now is a
strengthening of the inequality in a cone containing eiϕ0R<0.

Proof. The point of our proof will be to balance two competing effects. First, the rhombus angles that are bounded
away from ±i will be contribute to the exponential decay of g(z). Second, the rhombus angles close to ±i may cause
g(z) to grow. As such, if we can show that there aren’t that many rhombus angles close to ±i, then the exponential
decay of the ones away from ±i will outweigh the factors of contributing to possible exponential growth.
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Recall that w − v = ∑
P
j=1(e

iβj − eiαj). Let us label {eiβ1 ,⋯, eiβP ,−eiα1 ,⋯,−eiαP } as {eiβ̃1 ,⋯, eiβ̃2P } so that all

−π
2
< β̃ < π

2
. Note that the regularity condition implies that the total possible range of the angles is an interval of

length (π − 2ϵ) by our regularity conditions.

Furthermore, let’s say that the angles {β̃1,⋯, β̃k} are the ‘problematic angles’ that lie in a range (π
2
− ϵ

2
, π
2
). Since

the total range of possible angles has length π − 2ϵ, we’ll have that if k > 0, then all other angles {eiβ̃k+1 ,⋯, eiβ̃2P } will
necessarily lie in the range (−π

2
+ 3ϵ

2
, π
2
− ϵ

2
). We will henceforth assume that k > 0, so that the problematic angles are

in the range (π
2
− ϵ

2
, π
2
). If there are no problematic angles in this range, we can consider instead they exist in the

range (−π
2
,−π

2
+ ϵ

2
) and that the rest of the angles exist in (π

2
+ ϵ

2
, π
2
− 3ϵ

2
). If there are no problematic angles in either

of these ranges, then the estimates can be derived similarly to [4] and will be stronger than in the rest of this proof.
We want to show that the fraction of problematic angles is less than 1/2 and also bounded away from 1/2. Note

that since w − v = ∑
2P
j=1 e

iβ̃j is real, we have

k

∑
j=1

sin(β̃j) = −
2P

∑
j=k+1

sin(β̃j).

Also, we have that for j = 1,⋯, k, sin(β̃j) > sin(
π
2
− ϵ

2
) = cos( ϵ

2
) . And for j = k + 1,⋯,2P , − sin(β̃j) < sin(

π
2
− 3ϵ

2
) =

cos( 3ϵ
2
). These with the above equation give the bound

k ⋅ cos(ϵ/2) <
k

∑
j=1

sin(β̃j) = −
2P

∑
j=k+1

sin(β̃j) < (2P − k) cos(3ϵ/2)

which implies

k

2P
<

1

2 + cos(ϵ/2)−cos(3ϵ/2)
cos(3ϵ/2)

(A7)

which is bounded away from 1/2 as we wanted.
Now, we turn back to analyzing ∣g(z)∣ in our range. Since z = −∣z∣eiθ, we have

∣g(z)∣ =
RRRRRRRRRRR

P

∏
j=1

z − eiαj

z − eiβj

RRRRRRRRRRR

=

RRRRRRRRRRR

P

∏
j=1

∣z∣ + ei(αj−θ)

∣z∣ + ei(βj−θ)

RRRRRRRRRRR

=
P

∏
j=1

¿
Á
ÁÀ∣z∣

2 + 2∣z∣ cos(αj − θ) + 1

∣z∣2 + 2∣z∣ cos(βj − θ) + 1
=

P

∏
j=1

¿
Á
Á
Á
ÁÀ

1 +
2 cos(αj−θ)
∣z∣+1/∣z∣

1 +
2 cos(βj−θ)
∣z∣+1/∣z∣

. (A8)

Let’s now bound each of the numerators and denominators in the above.
First, consider αj or βj being an ‘unproblematic’ angle β̃2k+1,⋯, β̃2P , meaning that αj ∈ (

π
2
+ ϵ

2
, 3π

2
− 3ϵ

2
) and

βj ∈ (−
π
2
+ ϵ

2
, π
2
− 3ϵ

2
). Combining with the original restriction θ ∈ (− ϵ

8
, ϵ
8
), we get that for these unproblematic

angles, αj − θ ∈ (
π
2
+ 3ϵ

8
, 3π

2
− 11ϵ

8
) so that − sin(3ϵ/8) < cos(αj − θ) < 0. Similarly, βj − θ ∈ (−

π
2
+ 3ϵ

8
, π
2
− 11ϵ

8
) so that

cos(βj − θ) > sin(3ϵ/8). These give the estimates

∣1 +
2

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
cos(αj − θ)∣ < ∣1 −

2

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)∣ < ∣1 −

1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)∣ < exp [−

1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)] ,

and

RRRRRRRRRRRR

1

1 + 2
∣z∣+1/∣z∣ cos(βj − θ)

RRRRRRRRRRRR

< ∣1 −
1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)∣ < exp [−

1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)] .

(A9)

In the latter set of inequalities, the first step uses 1
1+x < 1 −

x
2
for x ∈ (0,1). Note that these terms contribute to an

exponential decay of ∣g(z)∣.
Now, we consider how to bound the ‘problematic angles’ which satisfy αj ∈ (

3π
2
− ϵ

2
, 3π

2
) and βj ∈ (−

π
2
− ϵ

2
, π
2
). For

these angles, note that αj−θ ∈ (
3π
2
− 3ϵ

8
, 3π

2
+ ϵ

8
) and βj−θ ∈ (

π
2
− 3ϵ

8
, π
2
+ ϵ

8
). We get that − sin(3ϵ/8) < cos(αj−θ) < sin(ϵ/8)

and − sin(ϵ/8) < cos(βj − θ) < sin(3ϵ/8). This gives

∣1 +
2

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
cos(αj − θ)∣ < ∣1 +

2

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(ϵ/8)∣ < ∣1 +

1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)∣ < exp [

1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)] ,

and
1

∣1 + 2
∣z∣+1/∣z∣ cos(βj − θ)∣

<
1

∣1 − 2
∣z∣+1/∣z∣ sin(ϵ/8)∣

< 1 +
1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8) ≤ exp [

1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
sin(3ϵ/8)] .

(A10)
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In the first line, the second inequality uses 2 sin(ϵ/8) < sin(3ϵ/8) for all ϵ ∈ (0, π
2
). In the second line, the second

inequality uses 1
1−x sin(ϵ/8) < 1 +

x
2
sin(3ϵ/8) for x ∈ (0,1) and ϵ ∈ (0, π

2
).

Combining Eqs. (A7,A8,A9,A10) shows that there’s some constant c̃′ϵ = (1 −
2

2+ cos(ϵ/2)−cos(3ϵ/2)
cos(3ϵ/2)

) sin( 3ϵ
8
) > 0 for which

∣g(z)∣ < exp[−2P c̃′ϵ
1

∣z∣ + 1/∣z∣
].

Now, we use the fact that 1
∣z∣+1/∣z∣ <D

1/3 for D−2/3 < ∣z∣ <D2/3 and that P >D/2 to prove the in the proposition.

Now, we want to show the following statements comparing the asymptotic forms of expressions that show up
throughout this paper.

Proposition 11. Let z1 = e
iθ1 ∣z1∣, z2 = e

iθ2 ∣z2∣. Suppose either 0 < ∣z1∣, ∣z2∣ < D
−2/3 or D2/3 < ∣z1∣, ∣z2∣ < ∞. And

suppose π − ϵ/8 < θ1 < π + ϵ/8 and −ϵ/8 < θ2 < ϵ/8, Then there exist positive Dϵ and Cϵ depending only on ϵ such that
for D >Dϵ

1 − g(z1)
g(z2)

z1 − z2
= (1 +

C(z1, z2)

D
)
1 − eD(z1−z2)

z1 − z2
, where ∣C(z1, z2)∣ < Cϵ

Proposition 12. Let z1 = e
iθ1 ∣z1∣, z2 = e

iθ2 ∣z2∣. Suppose either 0 < ∣z1∣, ∣z2∣ < D
−2/3 or D2/3 < ∣z1∣, ∣z2∣ < ∞. And

suppose π − ϵ/8 < θ1 < π + ϵ/8 and π − ϵ/8 < θ2 < π + ϵ/8,

g(z1) − g(z2)

z1 − z2
= (1 +

C(z1, z2)

D
)
eDz1 − eDz2

z1 − z2
, where ∣C(z1, z2)∣ < Cϵ

or that both z1, z2 both satisfy either 0 < z1,−z2 <D
−2/3 or D2/3 < z1,−z2 <∞.

Note that for Proposition 11 the z1, z2 have approximately opposite arguments close to the negative,positive real

axis, and g(z1)
g(z2) is decays exponentially in that region, whereas for Proposition 11 z1, z2 have approximately the same

arguments close to the negative real axis. Also, for all ∣z1∣, ∣z2∣ > 0, note that

0 <
exp[−D∣z2∣] − exp[−D∣z1∣]

∣z1∣ − ∣z2∣
<
1 − exp[−D(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)]

∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣
, (A11)

which can be combined with the above Propositions to estimate certain quantities that show up in our analyses.

Proof of Proposition 11. We will show the statement for −D−2/3 < z1, z2 < 0. The other cases of −∞ < z1, z2 < −D
2/3

or involving 1
g(z) follows from the exact same reasoning using the above estimates of g(z) after changing variables

z → 1
z
or using the similar estimates for 1

g(z) .

First, let’s write

1 − g(z1)
g(z2)

z1 − z2
=
1 − exp [D(z1 − z2) + h1(z1) + h2(z2)]

z1 − z2
= exp [h1(z1) + h1(z2)]

exp [−h1(z1) − h2(z2)] − exp [D(z1 − z2)]

z1 − z2
.

(A12)
We want to estimate the real and imaginary parts of the factor exp [±(h1(z1) + h2(z2))]. First, we need to estimate
∣h1(z1) + h2(z2)∣. By Eq. (A3,A5),

∣h1(z1) + h2(z2)∣ <
D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣ − log(1 − ∣z1∣) − log(1 − ∣z2∣)) <

D

cϵ
((∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣) − log(1 − (∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)))

<
D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2, on ∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣ ∈ (0,2D
−2/3
) for D > 10

(A13)

This gives (for D > 10)

exp [−
D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2
] < Reexp[±(h1(z1) + h2(z2))] < exp [

D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2
] ,

and ∣Imexp[±(h1(z1) + h2(z2))]∣ < exp [
D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2
] ⋅
D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2
(A14)
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At this point, we want to estimate exp[D
cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2]. By the Taylor approximation theorem, we can write

exp[
D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2
] = 1 +R(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣), where ∣R(y)∣ < y ⋅max∣z1∣+∣z2∣∈(0,2D−2/3) {

D

cϵ
2y exp [

D

cϵ
(∣z1∣ + ∣z2∣)

2
]}

=
(2D)−1/3

cϵ
exp [

(2D)−1/3

2cϵ
] .

(A15)

Combining the above equations gives that there exists positive D1,ϵ,C1,ϵ such that if D >D1,ϵ,

exp[±(h1(z1) + h2(z2))] = 1 +
C1,±(z1, z2)

D
, where ∣C1,±(z1, z2)∣ < C1,ϵ. (A16)

for ∣z1∣, ∣z2∣ <D
−2/3. Similarly, we can say that

exp[−h1(z1) − h2(z2)] − e
D(z1−z2)

z1 − z2
=
1 − eD(z1−z2)

z1 − z2
(1 −

1 − exp[−h1(z1) − h2(z2)]

1 − eD(z1−z2)
) .

So, using the estimate Eq. (A13) and considering the range of arguments of z1, z2, we can say that there exist positive
constants D2,ϵ,C2,ϵ such that if D >D2,ϵ then

exp[−h1(z1) − h2(z2)] − e
D(z1−z2)

z1 − z2
=
1 − eD(z1−z2)

z1 − z2
(1 +

C2(z1, z2)

D
) , where ∣C2(z1, z2)∣ < C2,ϵ. (A17)

From here, the proposition follows by combining Eqs. (A12,A16,A17) choosing Cϵ = C1,ϵ⋅C2,ϵ andDϵ =max(10,D1,ϵ,D2,ϵ).

Proof of Proposition 12. This estimate is proved quite similarly to the Proposition 11. Again, we’ll just show this in
the range 0 < ∣z1∣, ∣z2∣ <D

−2/3, and the rest can be proved similarly. First write

g(z1) − g(z2)

z1 − z2
= eh1(z1) exp[−Dz1] − exp[−Dz2 − h1(z1) + h1(z2)]

z1 − z2
.

Similar estimates for eh1(z1) and exp[−h1(z1) + h1(z2)] to the previous section show that there’s constants C3,ϵ,D4,ϵ

so that for D >D3,ϵ large enough

eh1(z1) = (1 +
C3(z1)

D
) , where ∣C3(z1)∣ < C3,ϵ

and for D >D4,ϵ,

exp[−Dz1] − exp[−Dz2 − h1(z1) + h1(z2)]

z1 − z2
=
exp[−Dz1] − exp[−Dz2]

z1 − z2
(1 +

C3(z1, z2)

D
) , where ∣C4(z1, z2)∣ < C4,ϵ.

Then, we can choose C̃ϵ = C3,ϵ ⋅C4,ϵ and D̃ϵ =max(D3,ϵ,D4,ϵ).

Appendix B: Spectral Theory of Finite Hilbert Transformations

Consider a finite interval (a, b) ⊂ R and the operator T(a,b) ∶ L
2(a, b)→ L2(a, b) defined as

(T(a,b)f)(w) ∶=
1

iπ
p.v.∫

b

a

f(w′)

w′ −w
dw′ (B1)

where p.v. refers to the Cauchy principal value of the integral. Such a T(a,b) is called a ‘Finite Hilbert Transformation’,

since it is a restriction of the Hilbert transformation on L2(R)→ L2(R),

(Tf)(w) ∶=
1

iπ
p.v.∫

∞

−∞

f(w′)

w′ −w
dw′. (B2)
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Note T has a spectrum of ±1, where the +1 eigenspace is generated by plane waves {eikw ∣k > 0} and the −1 eigenspace
is generated by plane waves {eikw ∣k < 0}. As such, the spectrum of T(a,b) is contained entirely in the range [−1,1].
In [32], it is found that the functions

fξ(w) ∶=
exp [ 1

2πi
(log 1+ξ

1−ξ) (log
b−w
w−a)]

√
(b −w)(w − a)

(B3)

are eigenfunctions that satisfying (Tfξ)(z) = ξfξ(z).
This was solved for in [32] by supposing (Tfξ)(z) = ξfξ(z) and using the ansatz that one can continue fξ analytically,

to consider the functions f⋆ξ (w) ∶=
1

2πi ∫
b
a
fξ(w′)
w′−w dw

′ (defined holomorphically for w ∈ C without using a principal value).
In particular, one would have the relations,

f⋆ξ (w + i0
+
) − f⋆ξ (w − i0

+
) = fξ(w), for w ∈ (a, b)

f⋆ξ (w + i0
+
) − f⋆ξ (w − i0

+
) = 0, for w ∈ R − (a, b)

f⋆ξ (w + i0
+
) + f⋆ξ (w − i0

+
) =

1

πi
p.v.∫

b

a

fξ(w
′)

w′ −w
dw′ = (T(a,b)fξ)(w) = ξfξ(w), for w ∈ (a, b)

f⋆ξ (∞) = 0.

(B4)

The first two equalities follows from the residue theorem showing a branch cut along (a, b), and the third one follows
from the ansatz of fξ(w) being an eigenfunction. The above equalities combine to give the ‘barrier equations’

(ξ − 1)f⋆ξ (w + i0
+
) − (ξ + 1)f⋆ξ (w − i0

+
) = 0, for w ∈ (a, b)

f⋆ξ (w + i0
+
) − f⋆ξ (w − i0

+
) = 0, for w ∈ (a, b).

(B5)

In particular, one can guess that for ξ ∈ (−1,1)

h±ξ (w) = exp [
1

2πi
(log

1 + ξ

1 − ξ
± iπ)∫

b

a

1

w′ −w
dw′] (B6)

are also solutions that have a branching structure that solve the barrier equation. However, these functions satisfy
h±ξ (∞) = 1. As such, any multiple of f⋆ξ (w) = h

+
ξ (w)−h

−
ξ (w) is a solution that vanishes at ∞. From here, one can use

Eq. (B4) to find that the fξ(w) defined in Eq. (B3) work.

There is also a direct derivation as follows. For now, suppose −1 < ξ < 0 so that log 1+ξ
1−ξ > 0.

(Tfξ)(w) =
1

iπ
p.v.∫

b

a

exp [ 1
2πi
(log 1+ξ

1−ξ) (log
b−w′
w′−a)]

√
(b −w′)(w′ − a)

1

w′ −w
dw′

= p.v.∫
∞

−∞

1

2πi

exp [ 1
2πi
(log 1+ξ

1−ξ)W
′]

cosh(W
′

2
)

1

( b−a
eW ′+1 + a) −w

dW ′,

(B7)

where the second equality follows from the change of variables W ′ = log b−w′
w′−a . At this point, note that the integrand

has poles at W ′ ∈ 2πiZ+ log b−w
w−a , and has a residue of 1

2πi
2(−1)k+1√
(b−w)(w−a)

(
1+ξ
1−ξ)

k
exp [ 1

2πi
(log 1+ξ

1−ξ) (log
b−w
w−a)] at each pole

W ′ = 2πik + log b−w
w−a . We can close the contour in the upper-half plane, since log 1+ξ

1−ξ > 0. Since we are considering a

principal value integral, the full integral is the sum over 2πi times the poles with k > 0 and πi times the k = 0 pole,
since the k = 0 pole lies on the real axis. This sum over poles gives a geometric series that ends up equalling ξfξ(w).
Essentially the same argument for 0 < ξ < 1 works, except one needs to close the contour in the lower-half plane.
Upon proper normalization of the functions fξ(w), these functions form an orthonormal basis and there’s a Fourier-

inversion formula using these eigenfunctions. In particular, the formulas

f(w) =
1

π

√
b − a

2
∫

1

−1

exp [ 1
2πi
(log 1+ξ

1−ξ) (log
b−w
w−a)]

√
(1 − ξ2)(b −w)(w − a)

g(ξ)dξ

g(ξ) =
1

π

√
b − a

2
∫

b

a

exp [− 1
2πi
(log 1+ξ

1−ξ) (log
b−w
w−a)]

√
(1 − ξ2)(b −w)(w − a)

f(w)dw

(B8)
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give equations for the spectral transform of functions in the ‘real space’ L2(a, b) to functions in the ‘spectral space’
L2(−1,1).

A derivation of the above follows from the standard Fourier Inversion formula

F (x) =
1
√
2π
∫

∞

−∞
eikxG(k)dk , G(k) =

1
√
2π
∫

∞

−∞
e−ikxF (x)dx (B9)

upon the changes of variables and reassignments

k =
1
√
2π

log
1 + ξ

1 − ξ
, x = −

1
√
2π

log
b −w

w − a

g(ξ) = (
2

π
)

1/4 1
√
1 − ξ2

G(u(ξ)) , f(w) = (
2

π
)

1/4√ b − a

(b −w)(w − a)
F (w(x)).

Note that the above assignments of f, g with respect to F,G are consistent with ∫
∞
−∞ ∣G(k)∣

2dk = ∫
1
−1 ∣g(ξ)∣

2dξ and

∫
∞
−∞ ∣F (x)∣

2dx = ∫
b
a ∣f(w)∣

2dw.
In this paper, we considered a = 0, b = 1 and the operators

(T ±f)(w) ∶=
1

iπ
∫
0
±
Ð→1

f(w′)

w′ −w
dw′ (B10)

defined on functions on a neighborhood of (0,1). The fact that all eigenfunctions fξ(w) are holomorphic in w around
(0,1) mean that

(T ±fξ)(w) = (ξ ± 1)fξ(w) (B11)

by the residue theorem.
Similarly, we eventually find it useful to express 1

w−w′ for w
′ ∈ (0,1)±i0+ that lie slightly above or below the real-axis

around (0,1). The inversion formulas in Eq. (B8) give

1

w −w′
=
i

2π
∫

1

−1

−ξ ± 1

1 − ξ2
f−ξ(w

′
)fξ(w)dξ, for w′ ∈ (0,1) ± i0+. (B12)

This follows because an expression for the ‘g(ξ)’ of Eq. (B8) ends up returning (−ξ±1)
f−ξ(w′)

π
√
2
√

1−ξ2
, which can be derived

similarly to the discussion around Eq. (B7), where the −ξ±1 factor follows because the above integral is not a principal
value integral and integrating around the pole along the real axis modifies the sum over poles.

Appendix C: Summing over the leading-order contributions, −∑
∞

n=1
1
2n
(2 sin(α/2))2J2n for a single zipper

In Eq. (30), we defined the leading-order contribution to I2n as

J2n ∶=
2

(2π)2n
∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw1 ∫
0
+
Ð→1

dw2⋯∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw2n−1 ∫
Cout

dw2n
1

(w1 −w2)⋯(w2n −w1)
(1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣), (C1)

so that Proposition 5 says I2n ⋅ (1 +O(1/D)) +O(1/D) = J2n.
We will instead consider the similar sum −∑

∞
n=1

1
2n
(2 sin(α/2))2nJ2n which will sum over all the universal leading-

order contributions. This sum can be tackled by the spectral theory of the operators T ±

(T ±f)(w) ∶=
1

iπ
∫
0
±
Ð→1

f(w′)

w′ −w
dw′

defined on functions in a neighborhood of (0,1). These operators’ spectral theory is closely related to that of the
‘Finite Hilbert Transformation’. This operation is reviewed in Appendix B.

The relevant points are that these operators are diagonalized by certain functions {fξ(w)}ξ∈(−1,1) (see Eq. (B3)),
so that

(T ±f)(w) = (ξ ± 1)fξ(w).
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After an additional normalization, the fξ(w) can be thought of as orthonormal, and there is an analog of the Fourier-
inversion formula (see Eq. (B8)) using these functions that is an isometry between the ‘real space’ L2(0,1) and the
‘spectral space’ L2(−1,1) parameterized by the ξ variable. As in Eq. (B12), the inversion formula allows us to write

1

w1 −w2
=
i

2π
∫

1

−1

−ξ + 1

1 − ξ2
f−ξ(w2)fξ(w1)dξ, (C2)

since w2 −w1 lies slightly above the real axis. At this point, we can write

J2n ∶ = 2
(iπ)2n−2

(2π)2n
∫
Cout

dw2n ∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw1 ∫

1

−1
dξ fξ(w1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1

i

2π

−ξ + 1

1 − ξ2

∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw2n−1

iπ

1

w2n−1 −w2n
⋯∫

0
−
Ð→1

dw3

iπ

1

w3 −w4
∫
0
+
Ð→1

dw2

iπ

1

w2 −w3
f−ξ(w2)

= 2
(iπ)2n−2

(2π)2n
∫
Cout

dw2n ∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw1 ∫

1

−1
dξ fξ(w1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1

i

2π

−ξ + 1

1 − ξ2

∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw2n−1

iπ

1

w2n−1 −w2n
⋯∫

0
−
Ð→1

dw3

iπ

−ξ + 1

w3 −w4
f−ξ(w3)

= ⋯

= 2
(iπ)2n−2

(2π)2n
∫
Cout

dw2n ∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw1 ∫

1

−1
dξ fξ(w1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1

i

2π

−ξ + 1

1 − ξ2
(−ξ − 1)n−2(−ξ + 1)n−1

∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw2n−1

iπ

1

w2n−1 −w2n
f−ξ(w2n−1).

At each step above, we used the fact that (T ±f−ξ)(w) = (−ξ ± 1)f−ξ(w). For j even, the (n − 1) integrals so far over
wj correspond to T +. For j odd, the (n − 2) integrals so far over wj correspond to T −.

We want to do the same for the integral over w2n−1. However, at this point we have an issue that w2n is not in
(0,1). One way to evaluate the next integral is to analytically continue the solution by evaluating the integral for
w′2n ∈ (0,1) + i0

+ and considering the analytic continuation of that solution to w2n while avoiding the branch cut at
(0,1). Substituting in the expression for fξ(w2n) as in Eq. (B3) and doing this integral gives

J2n = 2
(iπ)2n−2

(2π)2n
∫
Cout

dw2n ∫
0
−
Ð→1

dw1 ∫

1

−1
dξ fξ(w1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1

i

2π

−ξ + 1

1 − ξ2
(−ξ − 1)n−1(−ξ + 1)n−1

×
exp [ 1

2πi
(log 1−ξ

1+ξ) (log
w2n−1
w2n
)]

√
w2n(w2n − 1)

⋅
sgn(w2n)

i

√
1 + ξ

1 − ξ

=
1

π3 ∫Cout

dw2n ∫

1

0
dw1 ∫

1

−1
dξ

exp [ 1
2πi
(log 1+ξ

1−ξ) (log
1−w1

w1

w2n

w2n−1)]
√
w1(1 −w1)

√
w2n(w2n − 1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1

× (
1 − ξ2

4
)

n
1

(1 − ξ2)3/2
sgn(w2n)

Above, sgn(w2n) is the sign function, equalling −1 on the negative branch and +1 on the positive branch. Now, we
can set ξ = tanh(x/2) to get

J2n =
1

2π3 ∫Cout

dw2n ∫

1

0
dw1 ∫

∞

−∞
dx

exp [ 1
2πi
x (log 1−w1

w1

w2n

w2n−1)] sgn(w2n)
√
w1(1 −w1)

√
w2n(w2n − 1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1
(

1

(2 cosh(x/2))2
)

n

cosh(x/2)

Note that 1
(2 cosh(x/2))2 < 1/4 for x ∈ R − {0}. This means that the series Eq. (21) converges so that

−
∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2n (

1

(2 cosh(x/2))2
)

n

=
1

2
log [1 −

sin(α/2)2

cosh(x/2)2
] =

1

2
log [

cos(α) + cosh(x)

1 + cosh(x)
] (C3)

where the logarithm’s branch is well-defined and satisfies log [ cos(α)+cosh(x)
1+cosh(x) ]

x→±∞
ÐÐÐ→ 0 .
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From here, we can derive that the full sum over the integrals to be

−
∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2J2n

=
1

4π3 ∫Cout

dw2n ∫

1

0
dw1 ∫

∞

−∞
dx

exp [ 1
2πi
x (log 1−w1

w1

w2n

w2n−1)]
√
w1(1 −w1)

√
w2n(w2n − 1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1
cosh(

x

2
) log [

cos(α) + cosh(x)

1 + cosh(x)
] .

(C4)

Note that the analytic continuation of the logarithm for complex x can be chosen to have branch cuts along along all

of the segments x ∈ i(π−α)∪ i(π+α)+2πiZ, each of which map the arguments cos(α)+cosh(x)
1+cosh(x) to paths 0→∞∪∞→ 0.

One can check that the branch cut is of the form

log [
cos(α) + cosh(x + i0+)

1 + cosh(x + i0+)
] − log [

cos(α) + cosh(x + i0−)

1 + cosh(x + i0−)
] =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

+2πi, for x0 ∈ (π − α,π) + 2πZ
−2πi, for x0 ∈ (π,π + α) + 2πZ
0, for x0 ∈ R − ((π − α,π + α) + 2πZ)

At this point, we can perform the x integral by closing the contour into the upper-half or lower-half plane, depending
on if Λ ∶= log 1−w1

w1

w2n

w2n−1 is negative or positive. Let’s first consider the case of Λ < 0, so we close into the upper-half

plane. The contour can be deformed to surround the branch cuts. In particular, we end up getting

∫

∞

−∞
dx exp [

Λ

2πi
⋅ x] cosh(

x

2
) log [

cos(α) + cosh(x)

1 + cosh(x)
]

= +2πi
∞
∑
m=0
∫

i(π+2πm)

i(π−α+2πm)
dx exp [

Λ

2πi
⋅ x] cosh(

x

2
) − 2πi

∞
∑
m=0
∫

i(π+α+2πm)

i(π+2πm)
dx exp [

Λ

2πi
⋅ x] cosh(

x

2
)

= −2π (
∞
∑
m=0
(−1)memΛ

)∫

π

π−α
dx exp [

Λ

2π
⋅ x] cos(

x

2
) + 2π (

∞
∑
m=0
(−1)memΛ

)∫

π+α

π
dx exp [

Λ

2π
⋅ x] cos(

x

2
)

= −2π
1

1 + eΛ
∫

α

0
dα′ exp [

Λ

2π
⋅ (π − α′)] cos(

π − α′

2
) + 2π

1

1 + eΛ
∫

0

−α
dα′ exp [

Λ

2π
⋅ (π − α′)] cos(

π − α′

2
)

= −π
1

cosh (Λ
2
)
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
) exp(−

α′Λ

2π
)

The analogous calculation for Λ < 0 gives the same answer. As such, we can write

−
∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2J2n

= −
1

2π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫
Cout

dw2n ∫

1

0
dw1

cosh (−α
′Λ
2π
) / cosh (Λ

2
)

√
w1(1 −w1)

√
w2n(w2n − 1)

1 − e−D∣w2n−w1∣

w2n −w1

= −
1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

1

∞
dw2n ∫

1

0
dw1 (

1 −w1

w1

w2n

w2n − 1
)

−α′/2π 1 − e−D(w2n−w1)

(w2n −w1)
2

= −
1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

1

0
dw̃2n ∫

∞

0
dw̃1 (

w̃1

w̃2n
)

−α′/2π 1 − e
−D( 1

1−w̃2n
− 1

1+w̃1
)

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2

= −
1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

1

0
dw̃2n ∫

∞

0
dw̃1

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

(1 − e−D(w̃2n+w̃1))

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
‘Piece 1’

− (e
−D( 1

1−w̃2n
− 1

1+w̃1
)
− e−D(w̃2n+w̃1))

´¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¸¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¹¶
‘Piece 2’

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

(C5)

Above, the first equality was substituting in the result of the previous algebra. The second equality has two ingredients.
One was the fact that 1

cosh(Λ2 )
1√

w1(1−w1)
√
w2n(w2n−1)

= 2
∣w2n−w1∣ over our integration range. The other is that the integral

over w2n ∶ ∞ → 1 equals the integral over w2n ∶ 0 → −∞ upon the substitutions {w1 → 1 − w1,w2n → 1 − w2n}. The
third equality follows from substituting w̃1 =

1−w1

w1
, w̃2n =

w2n−1
w2n

. In the fourth equality, we split up the integrand and

split it up into two pieces and denote their respective integrals as ‘Piece 1’ and ‘Piece 2’.
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We will argue now that the integral over ‘Piece 2’ is negligible. First, we use the fact 1
1−w̃2n

− 1
1+w̃1

= w̃2n

1−w̃2n
+ w̃1

1+w̃1
.

Then, we note that for D large enough, if w̃1 > D
−2/3 [resp. w̃2n > D

−2/3], we have w̃1

1+w̃1
> 0.99D−2/3 [resp. w̃2n

1−w̃2n
>

D−2/3]. In these regions, we would have e
−D( 1

1−w̃2n
− 1

1+w̃1
)
< e−D

1/3
and e−D(w̃2n+w̃1) < e−0.99D

1/3
[resp. e

−D( 1
1−w̃2n

− 1
1+w̃1

)
<

e−D
1/3

and e−D(w̃2n+w̃1) < e−D
1/3

].

∣‘Piece 2’∣ =

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

1

0
dw̃2n ∫

∞

0
dw̃1

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2
(e
−D( 1

1−w̃2n
− 1

1+w̃1
)
− e−D(w̃2n+w̃1))

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

< 2e−D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

1

D−2/3
dw̃2n ∫

∞

0
dw̃1

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2

+ 2e−0.99D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

∞

D−2/3
dw̃1 ∫

1

0
dw̃2n

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2

+

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃2n ∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃1

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2
(e
−D( w̃2n

1−w̃2n
+ w̃1

1+w̃1
)
− e−D(w̃2n+w̃1))

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR
=∶ ‘Piece 2a’ + ‘Piece 2b’ + ‘Piece 2c’

(C6)

Here on the last equality, ‘Piece 2a’, ‘Piece 2b’, ‘Piece 2c’ are respectively the first, second, third integrals after the
previous inequality. We will analyze these terms separately. First, we have

‘Piece 2a’ = 2e−D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

1

D−2/3
dw̃2n ∫

∞

0
dw̃1

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2

= 2e−D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′}∫

1

D−2/3
dw̃2n

α′

4

1

w2n
=
α2

2π2
log(D2/3

)e−D
1/3
<
log(D)e−D

1/3

3
= O(1/D).

(C7)

Next we have

‘Piece 2b’ = 2e−0.99D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

∞

D−2/3
dw̃1 ∫

1

0
dw̃2n

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2

= 2e−0.99D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

∞

D−2/3
dw̃1 w̃

−2− α′
2π

1 (
w̃1

1 + w̃1
− 2F1 (1,1 +

α′

2π
,2 +

α′

2π
;−

1

w̃1
) ⋅

α′

2π + α′
)

< 4e−0.99D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

∞

D−2/3
dw̃1 w̃

−2− α′
2π

1

= 4e−0.99D
1/3 1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)

2π

α′ + 2π
D
(2+α′

π )/3 <
8

π
e−0.99D

1/3
D = O(1/D).

(C8)

In the above, 2F1 is the Gauss hypergeometric function [33]. We used the following fact that for α′ ∈ (0, π) and

w̃1 ∈ (0,∞) that 0 < 2F1 (1,1 +
α′
2π
,2 + α′

2π
;− 1

w̃1
) < 1. This follows from inputting negative values of w into the next

lemma and bounding 2F1 (1,1 +
α′
2π
,2 + α′

2π
;− 1

w̃1
) by ∫

∞
0 dt e−t = 1

Lemma 13. The hypergeometric function 2F1 (1,1 +
α′
2π
,2 + α′

2π
;w) is an analytic continuation of the following inte-

gral.

2F1 (1,1 +
α′

2π
,2 +

α′

2π
;w) = ∫

∞

0
dt

e−t

1 − e
− t

1+ α′
2π w

(C9)
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Proof. By the definition of hypergeometric functions [33], and manipulations of the various Pochhammer symbols,

one can show that 2F1 (1,1 +
α′
2π
,2 + α′

2π
;w) is defined by the series

2F1 (1,1 +
α′

2π
,2 +

α′

2π
;w) =

∞
∑
n=0

zn

1 + n

1+ α′
2π

= ∫

∞

0
dt e−t

∞
∑
n=0

zne
−(1+ n

1+ α′
2π

)t
= ∫

∞

0
dt

e−t

1 − e
− t

1+ α′
2π w

. (C10)

Now, we want to bound the last ‘Piece 2c’.

∣‘Piece 2c’∣ <
1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃2n ∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃1

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2
e−D(w̃2n+w̃1) (1 − e

−D( w̃2
2n

1−w̃2n
− w̃2

1
1+w̃1

)
)

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

<
1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃2n ∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃1

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2
⋅ 2D (

w̃2
2n

1 − w̃2n
−

w̃2
1

1 + w̃1
)

RRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR

<
2D

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃2n ∫

D−2/3

0
dw̃1 (

w̃1

w̃2n
)

−α′/2π
⋅
3D−2/3

w̃2n + w̃1

=
6

π2
D−1/3 {∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′}

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

π −
4π2 sin (α

′
2
)

2πα′ + α′2
2F1 (1,

α′

2π
,2 +

α′

2π
;−1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

= O(D−1/3)

(C11)

The first inequality brought the absolute values inside the integral and rewrote the integrand. In the second inequality,
we use two facts. First, we have e−D(w̃1+ ˜w2n) < 1. Then, we have that for D (mildly) large enough, we have

D (
w̃2

2n

1−w̃2n
−

w̃2
1

1+w̃1
) ≪ 1 for w̃1 ∈ (0,D

−2/3) and w̃2n ∈ (0,D
−2/3) so that ∣1 − e

−D( w̃2
2n

1−w̃2n
− w̃2

1
1+w̃1

)
∣ < ∣2D (

w̃2
2n

1−w̃2n
−

w̃2
1

1+w̃1
)∣.

In the third inequality, we use
RRRRRRRRRRR

w̃2
2n

1−w̃2n
− w̃2

1
1+w̃1

(w̃2n+w̃1)2

RRRRRRRRRRR

= ∣
w̃1−(1+w̃1)w̃2n

(1+w̃1)(1− ˜w2n)(w̃2n+w̃1) ∣ <
3D−2/3
w̃2n+w̃1

within the integration region for D

large enough. In the fourth (in)equality, we perform the integrals over w̃1 and w̃2n. In the final equality, we use the

Lemma 14 below to bound 2F1 (1,
α′
2π
,2 + α′

2π
;−1) < ∫

∞
0 dt1 ∫

∞
0 dt2 e

−t1e−t2 = 1. As such, one can see that the integrand

is a finite convergent integral that can be uniformly bounded for α ∈ (0, π).

Lemma 14. The hypergeometric function 2F1 (1,
α′
2π
,2 + α′

2π
;w) is an analytic continuation of the following integral.

2F1 (1,
α′

2π
,2 +

α′

2π
;w) = ∫

∞

0
dt1 ∫

∞

0
dt2

e−t1e−t2

1 − e−t1
2π
α′ e−t2

2π
2π+α′ w

(C12)

Proof. By the definition of hypergeometric functions, and manipulations of the various Pochhammer symbols, one

can show that 2F1 (1,1 +
α′
2π
,2 + α′

2π
;w) is defined by the series

2F1 (1,
α′

2π
,2 +

α′

2π
;w) =

∞
∑
n=0

wn

(1 + 2πn
α′ )(1 +

2πn
2π+α′ )

= ∫

∞

0
dt1 ∫

∞

0
dt2

∞
∑
n=0

wne−t1(1+
2πn
α′ )e−t2(1+

2πn
2π+α′ ) = ∫

∞

0
dt1 ∫

∞

0
dt2

e−t1e−t2

1 − e−t1
2π
α′ e−t2

2π
2π+α′ w

(C13)

Combining Eqs. (C5,C6,C7,C8,C11), we get

−
∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2J2n =

1

π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′} sin(

α′

2
)∫

1

0
dw̃2n ∫

∞

0
dw̃1

( w̃1

w̃2n
)
−α′/2π

(w̃2n + w̃1)
2
(1−e−D(w̃2n+w̃1))+O(D−1/3)

(C14)
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Now, we can perform the first two integrals over w̃1 and w̃2n in Mathematica and arrive at

−
∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2J2n +O(D

−1/3
)

= −
1

2π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′}

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

α′ + α′D1+ α′
2π

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)

Γ (2 + α′
2π
)
2
⋅ 2F2 [

1 + α′
2π

, 1 + α′
2π

2 + α′
2π

, 2 + α′
2π

; −D]

+ 2 ⋅D1+ α′
2π Γ(−

α′

2π
) sin(

α′

2
)(e−D − (D −

α′

2π
)∫

∞

1
dt e−Dtt

α
2π )

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

(C15)

In the above, Γ is the Gamma function and 2F2 [
1 + α′

2π
, 1 + α′

2π

2 + α′
2π

, 2 + α′
2π

; −D] is the generalized hypergeometric function [33].

Note that the second line above can be uniformly bounded so only contributes at most an O(1/D) factor. We have
the following lemma to analyze the other term.

Lemma 15. The hypergeometric function 2F2 [
1 + α′

2π
, 1 + α′

2π

2 + α′
2π

, 2 + α′
2π

; w] is an analytic continuation of the following in-

tegral.

2F2 [
1 + α′

2π
, 1 + α′

2π

2 + α′
2π

, 2 + α′
2π

; w] = (1 +
α′

2π
)

2

∫

∞

0
dt1 ∫

∞

0
dt2e

−t1(1+ α′
2π )e

−t2(1+ α′
2π ) exp [we−t1e−t2] . (C16)

Proof. By the definition of hypergeometric functions, and manipulations of the various Pochhammer symbols, one

can show that 2F2 [
1 + α′

2π
, 1 + α′

2π

2 + α′
2π

, 2 + α′
2π

; w] is defined by the series

2F2 [
1 + α′

2π
, 1 + α′

2π

2 + α′
2π

, 2 + α′
2π

; w] = (1 +
α′

2π
)

2 ∞
∑
n=0

wn

n!

1

(n + 1 + α′
2π
)
2

= (1 +
α′

2π
)

2

∫

∞

0
dt1 ∫

∞

0
dt2

∞
∑
n=0

wn

n!
e
−t1(n+1+ α′

2π )e
−t2(n+1+ α′

2π )

= (1 +
α′

2π
)

2

∫

∞

0
dt1 ∫

∞

0
dt2e

−t1(1+ α′
2π )e

−t2(1+ α′
2π ) exp [we−t1e−t2] .

(C17)

This gives

D1+ α′
2π

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)

Γ (2 + α′
2π
)
2
⋅ 2F2 [

1 + α′
2π

, 1 + α′
2π

2 + α′
2π

, 2 + α′
2π

; −D]

=
1

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)
∫

∞

0
dt1 ∫

∞

0
dt2e

−(t1+t2−log(D))(1+ α′
2π ) exp [− e−(t1+t2−log(D))]

=
1

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)
∫

∞

− log(D)
dt′(t′ + log(D))e

−t′(1+ α′
2π ) exp [−e−t

′
]

=
1

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)
∫

∞

−∞
dt′(t′ + log(D))e

−t′(1+ α′
2π ) exp [−e−t

′
] +O(1/D)

=
1

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)
∫

∞

0
dt′′(− log(t′′) + log(D))t′′

(1+ α′
2π )−1e−t

′′
+O(1/D) = log(D) −

Γ′ (1 + α′
2π
)

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)
+O(1/D).

(C18)

The first equality above uses Lemma 15 and simplification. The second equality follows from setting t′ = t1+t2−log(D)
and doing the integral over t1 − t2. In the third equality, the integral over t′ ∶ −∞→ − log(D) is an O(1/D) term since

the integrand is super-exponentially suppressed so we can add it in. In the fourth equality, we substitute t′′ = e−t
′
. In
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the last equality, Γ′ is the derivative of the Gamma function and note that the integration of the term corresponding

to log(t′′) gives Γ′ (1 + α′
2π
) and the term corresponding to log(D) gives log(D)Γ (1 + α′

2π
).

Finally, using Eqs. (C15,C18) we get

−
∞
∑
n=1

1

2n
(2 sin(α/2))2J2n +O(D

−1/3
) = −

1

2π2
{∫

α

0
dα′ − ∫

0

−α
dα′}α′

⎛
⎜
⎝
1 + log(D) −

Γ′ (1 + α′
2π
)

Γ (1 + α′
2π
)

⎞
⎟
⎠

= −
α2

2π2
(1 + log(D) + γEuler) − 4

∞
∑
n=2

1

2n
(
α

2π
)
2n

ζ(2n − 1)

(C19)

where ζ is the Riemann-zeta function.

Appendix D: 2D Free Fermion Determinants and Tau Functions

We warn the reader that throughout this section the computations should be taken to be formal, and the results
of this section aren’t meant to be mathematically rigorous. However, these formal manipulations match the rigorous
calculations of this paper for the dimer model, of Sec. IV.

The tau function as introduced by [34], is a function that’s holomorphic in the variables p1,⋯, ps, depending on a
flat connection ρ on the punctured plane C − {p1,⋯, ps}. A more closely related viewpoint that we take is related to
that of Palmer [35] who interprets the tau function as some regularized determinant of a Cauchy-Riemann operator
in the presence of a singular gauge field that’s flat away from the punctures p1,⋯, ps.

The perspective we take in this paper is to formally consider the ‘determinant’ of the two-dimensional Dirac operator
/∂(p1,⋯, ps∣ρ) in the presence of such a flat connection ρ with respect to punctures p1,⋯, ps. Normalizing with the
determinant of the starnard Dirac operator /∂ we will get a function

τ(p1,⋯, ps∣ρ) ∶=
det ( /∂(p1,⋯, ps∣ρ))

det ( /∂)
(D1)

This function will differ from the original tau function of [34] in two ways, which is why we refer to our functions as
‘modified tau functions’.

The first difference is that log τ(p1,⋯, ps∣ρ) will be defined in terms of a series expansion of integrals, many of
which are actually divergent integrals. Even though this series expansion may seem ill-defined, in our paper in the
context of dimer models, the integrals in the series expansion are naturally regulated by the lattice scale and diverge
logarithmically with this scale. The second is that our series expansion of log τ is actually not holomorphic in the pi,
but rather is a sum of a holomorphic and antiholomorphic functions. The holomorphic part can be identified with the
original Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno tau function while the antiholomorphic part can be identified with a similar ‘conjugate’
version (see the end of Sec. D 4).

In Sec. D 1, we will review the gauge-theoretic setup and the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno definition of the tau function in
their original vocabulary in terms of Fuschian systems, and then compare the Fuschian representations to the zipper
representations of flat gauge fields. In Sec. D 2, we review the calculus of computing determinants of Dirac operators
and show how it’s gauge-invariant. Then in Sec. D 3, we will show how the Fuschian representation of the gauge
field gives a representation of log τ that satisfies the defining Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno equations. In Sec. D 4, we show how
the alternate series expansion for τ encountered in dimer correlations (see Sec. IV) can be derived using the zipper
representation of the gauge fields.

1. Singular Gauge Fields and Isomonodromic Tau functions

Consider the punctured plane C−{p1,⋯, ps} and a connection ρ that’s flat away from the punctures. Furthermore,

suppose that the monodromy of ρ around infinity is zero, so that ρ can be viewed as a flat connection on CP1
−

{p1,⋯, ps}. In our setup, we will consider GL(N,C)-connection, which can be viewed as an glN -valued 1-form A on

CP1. We will mostly consider connections that satisfy the flatness condition dA−A∧A = 0 away from the punctures.
In local (real) coordinates x, y on C or equivalently the (complex) coordinates z = x + iy and z = x − iy, we will have

A = Ax(x, y)dx +Ay(x, y)dy = Az(z, z)dz +Az(z, z)dz

Ax = Az +Az , Ay = iAz − iAz

∂yAx − ∂xAy − [Ax,Ay] = 0 iff ∂zAz − ∂zAz − [Az,Az] = 0,

(D2)
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where the last equation holds when we consider flat gauge fields. We say that a (local) N -component field Ψ is a
(local) flat section of A if it satisfies the equation (d − A)Ψ = 0, which gives a pair of differential equations that Ψ
needs to satisfy.

Note for any GL(N,C)-valued gauge transformation g(x, y), we have

(d −A)Ψ = 0 iff (d − (gAg−1 − gdg−1))(gΨ) (D3)

As such, the flatness of Ψ with respect to A is equivalent to the flatness of flatness of gΨ with respect to gAg−1−gdg−1.
As such, we say that two gauge fields A,A′ are gauge equivalent if there exists a function g such that A′ = gAg−1−gdg−1.
Via the path-ordered exponential, a basis local flat sections {Ψ1,⋯,ΨN} of any flat gauge field on CP1

−{p1,⋯, ps}

exist on any simply connected subset of CP1
− {p1,⋯, ps}. However, solutions will often not be consistent in a loop

going around a puncture, and will instead have a monodromy going around a loop associated to crossings with

branch cuts coming out from the punctures. For example, the solution Ψ = ( z
z−1)

α
is a holomorphic solution to

(∂z − α (
1
z
− 1
z−1))Ψ = 0, ∂zΨ = 0, but for α /∈ Z, Ψ has a branch cut along paths connecting 0 → 1. In general,

given a basepoint p in CP1
− {p1,⋯, ps}, the path-ordered exponential associates flat connections to monodromy

representations π1(CP1
−{p1,⋯, ps})→ GL(N,C). Under gauge transformation g, such representations are equivalent

up to conjugation by g(p) ∈ GL(N,C). And, any two flat connections with the same monodromy representation are
gauge equivalent.

Another way to think about the monodromy representation is as follows. We can fix a simply connected subset
by choosing a collection of k non-intersecting segments, each of which start at one of the p1,⋯, ps and end at some
common point p, where the clockwise order of the zippers coming out from p are p1 → p2 → ⋯ → ps. We often refer
to such segments as ‘zippers’ in analogy with the lattice case. Cutting CP1

− {p1,⋯, ps} along a small neighborhood
of these zippers will leave a simply connected region. And, we can construct a matrix of solutions Ψ = (Ψ1,⋯,ΨN)
with (d − A)Ψ = 0 in this region and smooth it out near the zippers. Choosing a gauge transformation g = Ψ−1

will mean that in the region away from the cuts, we’ll have that the transformed gauge field is zero, since A′ =
−Ψ−1(d − A)Ψ = 0. After making this gauge transformation, the path-ordered exponential going from left-to-right
across the zippers coming from p1,⋯, ps will be associated to monodromy matrices M1,⋯,Ms, which generate the flat
connection π1(CP1

−{p1,⋯, ps})→ GL(N,C). Sometimes, we refer to the {Mj} as jump matrices. Because there’s no
monodromy around the point p where the zippers meet, there’s an additional ‘flatness condition’ thatMs⋯M1 = 1. In
general, the zippers need not meet at a single point, and any graph with endpoints at p1,⋯, ps will work. IfM1,⋯,Ms

are associated to loops going around p1,⋯, ps, the matrices going along the edges of any such graph are subject to
a flatness condition around each vertex of the graph that’s not p1,⋯, ps. See Fig. 23 for a depiction. We use these
zipper representations in Sec. D 4.

Gauge
Transformation

Flat connections      with             away from zippers withFlat connection    

OR

FIG. 23: A gauge transformation can transform a flat gauge into one that’s zero in a simply connected region away
from some set of ‘zippers’ which have matrices attached to them according to what the path-ordered exponential
assigns going across the zipper. Around points that aren’t p1,⋯, ps where the zippers meet, there is a flatness
condition for the matrices.

A related problem of finding holomorphic solutions to so-called Fuschian systems can be phrased this way. For
some points p1,⋯, ps ∈ C and n × n matrices B1,⋯,Bs satisfying ∑j Bj = 0, consider the differential equations

∂zΨ =
⎛

⎝
∑
j

Bj

z − pj

⎞

⎠
Ψ and ∂zΨ = 0. (D4)
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Local solutions to these equations are equivalent to finding local flat sections of a connection with Az = ∑j
Bj

z−pj ,

Az = 0. Note that away from the pj , dA −A ∧A = 0 so A flat. The condition ∑j Bj = 0 means that there’s no pole of

Az at infinity, so the gauge field is non-singular if extended to CP1.
Since the Fuschian connection is flat, any points p1,⋯, ps and matrices B1,⋯,Bs are associated to monodromy

matrices M1,⋯,Ms up to overall conjugation, as in the zipper construction above. 10 In general, small deformations
the {pj} or of the matrices {Bj} will lead to deformations in the monodromy matrices {Mj}. The problem of finding
isomonodromic deformations asks: given a small deformation of the {pj}, what deformations of {Bj} are necessary
to keep the monodromy data fixed? The following Schlesinger Equations

∂pkBi =
[Bk,Bi]

pk − pi
, if k ≠ i and ∂pkBk = −∑

ℓ≠k

[Bk,Bℓ]

pk − pℓ
(D5)

give sufficient equations for finding isomonodromic deformations. Note that the second equation above follows from
the condition that ∑j Bj = 0. We will find it convenient to write these more compactly as

∂pkBi =
[Bk,Bi]

pk − pi
− δk,i∑

ℓ

[Bk,Bℓ]

pk − pℓ
(D6)

with the understanding that the ‘singular’ terms “
[Bj ,Bj]
pj−pj ” are set to zero.

In [34] Jimbo, Miwa, Ueno constructed the differential form ω

ω ∶=
1

2
∑
i≠j

tr(BiBj)

pi − pj
d(pi − pj), (D7)

on the parameter space of points {pj}. From Eq. (D5), one finds dω = 0, so that there are local solutions d log τ = ω,
or equivalently of the equations

∂pi log τ =∑
j≠i

tr(BiBj)

pi − pj
(D8)

This local function τ (defined up to multiplication by an overall scalar or antiholomorphic function) is the isomodromic
tau function of Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno.

2. Determinants of 2D Dirac operators, Counterterms, and Gauge Invariance

Here we will review general series expansions for determinants of 2D Dirac operators, also known as partition
functions of 2D free Dirac fermions, in the presence of a background gauge fields. The lesson is that the naive series
expansion for Dirac determinants in a background gauge field is not actually gauge invariant, but one can add a local
counterterm making a gauge-invariant partition function. Our presentation is motivated by notes of Nair [37], for
whom perspective is equating this fermion determinant with the action of the WZW theory [38] (see also [39]). Our
discussion sidesteps WZW theory and derives things more directly.

Let A be any gl(N,C) gauge field with components Az,Az. Throughout this section, we’ll assume that A decays
quickly, at least quadratically approaching infinity. In two dimensions, the 2D Dirac operator in the presence of this
gauge field is the operator

/∂ − /A = (
0 ∂z
∂z 0

) − (
0 Az
Az 0

) = (
0 ∂z −Az

∂z −Az 0
) (D9)

formed from the operators /∂ and /A. acting on ‘spinors’, which for our purposes are pairs of CN -valued functions

ψL, ψR arranged into C2N -valued ones as (
ψL
ψR
). The components ψL and ψR are the ‘left’ and ‘right’ components of

the spinor.

10In fact, the inverse problem of constructing matrices construct matrices B1,⋯,Bs given points {p1,⋯, ps} given monodromy data
{M1,⋯,Ms}, known as Hilbert’s 21st problem, can be solved for generic monodromy matrices {M1,⋯,Ms} (c.f. [36]).
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Our goal is to make sense of the expression det ( /∂ − /A). The fact that /∂− /A is an infinite-dimensional linear operator
indicates that such expressions are likely singular and ill-defined, even in a physical sense. We’ll have more luck if
instead we consider the ratio of the above determinant with det ( /∂). Formally, we can expand the above quantity’s
logarithm as

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

form
= log det [1 −

1

/∂
/A] = tr log [1 −

1

/∂
/A] = −

∞
∑
n=1

1

n
tr [(

1

/∂
/A)
n

] , (D10)

where
form
= refers to an equality in the sense of formal series. In the above, 1

/∂ refers to the Green’s function

1

/∂
(x1, x2) = (

0 1
∂z
(x1, x2)

1
∂z
(x1, x2) 0

) = (
0 1

π
1

z1−z2
1
π

1
z1−z2 0

) (D11)

which is formed by the individual Green’s functions 1
∂z
(x1, x2) =

1
π

1
z1−z2 and 1

∂z
(x1, x2) =

1
π

1
z1−z2 .

In the above, for each coordinate xj = (xj,1, xj,2), we denote zj = xj,1 + ixj,2 and zj = xj,1 − ixj,2. Throughout this
section, we will use this notation, where ‘x’ refers to the coordinate in R2 and z amd z refer to the corresponding
complex coordinate in C and its conjugate.
Now, we should make sense of the ‘matrix multiplication’ and traces above. The space we’re acting on is C2N

tensored with some suitable function space (e.g. L2(C),C∞(C)). As such, linear operators on this space live
in M2N×2N(C) tensored with linear operators on the function space. Given two operators O1,O2, we’ll have
(O1O2)(x1, x2) = ∫ dz

′O1(x1, x
′)O2(x

′, x2), and the quantity O1(x1, x
′)O2(x

′, x2) refers to matrix multiplication
in M2N×2N(C). In this sense, since /A is a diagonal matrix, we would express

/A(x1, x2) = /A(x1)δ
2
(x1 − x2) (D12)

where δ2(z1, z2) is a Dirac delta function. This means that

1

/∂
/A(x1, x2) =

⎛

⎝

1
π
Az(z2)
z1−z2 0

0 1
π
Az(z2)
z1−z2

⎞

⎠
. (D13)

Since this is block-diagonal with respect to the left and right spinor components, we can write

tr [(
1

/∂
/A)
n

]
form
= tr [(

1

∂z
Az)

n

] + tr [(
1

∂z
Az)

n

]

form
=

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn {

tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn−1 − zn)(zn − z1)
+

tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn−1 − zn)(zn − z1)
}

(D14)

In the above, we integrate over all x1,⋯, xn ∈ R2. The first term in the brackets comes from the ‘left’ half of the spinor
field and the second term comes from the ‘right’ half.

A degenerate case is n = 1 where formally, the expression is

tr [
1

/∂
/A]

form
= tr [

1

∂z
Az] + tr [

1

∂z
Az]

form
=

1

π
∫ d2x1 {

tr [Az(x1)]

z1 − z1
+
tr [Az(x1)]]

z1 − z1
} . (D15)

A priori this seems ill-defined. However, a ‘point-splitting regularization’ that smooths out the Green’s functions
1
∂z
, 1
∂z

by bump functions Bϵ(x,x
′) of shrinking width ϵ will create ‘regulated’ Green’s functions. We will choose

symmetric, normalized bump functions. For example, a Gaussian kernel Bϵ(x,x
′) = 1

πϵ
e−∣x−x

′∣2/ϵ serves our purpose.
This gives a regulated Green’s function

(
1

∂z
)
reg

(x1, x2) = lim
ϵ→0+ ∫

d2x′
1

∂z
(x1, x

′
)Bϵ(x

′, x2) = {
1
π

1
z1−z2 , if z1 ≠ z2

0, if z1 = z2
(D16)

Similarly, ( 1
∂z
)
reg

agrees with the unregulated version away from the diagonal and returns zero on the diagonal. This

gives that the n = 1 term vanishes.

tr [
1

/∂
/A]

reg
= ∫ d2x{tr [Az(x)] (

1

∂z
)
reg

(x,x) + tr [Az(x)] (
1

∂z
)
reg

(x,x)} = 0, (D17)
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where
reg
= refers to this quantity vanishing in this regulated scheme. In total, this will give a series expansion

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

form
= log

det (∂z −Az)

det (∂z)
+ log

det (∂z −Az)

det (∂z)

reg
= −

∞
∑
n=2

1

n

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn {

tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
+
tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
}

(D18)

Before, we said that the above series expansion is in fact not gauge invariant. First, we can’t expect either of the

parts log det(∂z−Az)
det(∂z) and log det(∂z−Az)

det(∂z)
to be gauge invariant. This is because general gauge fields Az and Az can be

written as

Az = −M∂zM
−1 , Az = −M∂zM

−1
(D19)

for some independent matrix-valued fields M,M . 11 So, each individual component Az,Az can be written as a gauge

transformation of the trivial field, even though the full field may not. As such, if log det(∂z−Az)
det(∂z) and log det(∂z−Az)

det(∂z)
were

gauge invariant, they’d both be trivial.

At this point, we want to evaluate the variation of each of the summands log det(∂z−Az)
det(∂z) and log det(∂z−Az)

det(∂z)
with

respect to an infinitesimal gauge transformation eδu(x), where δu is small. Under this transformation A→ eδuAe−δu −
eδu d e−δu, we have that the gauge field varies as

δAz = [δu,Az] + ∂zδu , δAz = [δu,Az] + ∂zδu (D21)

at first order in δu. Let’s first examine the variation in the expansion log det(∂z−Az)
det(∂z)

. At first order, we’ll have

δ log
det (∂z −Az)

det (∂z)

reg
= −

∞
∑
n=2

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn

tr [([δu(x1),Az(x1)] + ∂z1δu(x1))Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)

= −
∞
∑
n=2

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xntr [δu(x1){[Az(x1) ,

Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
] − ∂z1 (

Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
)}]

= −
∞
∑
n=2

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xntr [δu(x1){

Az(x1)Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
−
Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)Az(x1)

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
}]

−
1

π2 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2 tr [δu(x1)∂z1
Az(x2)

(z1 − z2)2
]

+
∞
∑
n′=3

1

πn′
π∫ d2x2⋯∫ d2xn′tr [δu(x2)

Az(x2)⋯Az(xn′)

(z2 − z3)⋯(zn′ − z2)
− δu(xn′)

Az(x2)⋯Az(xn′)

(zn′ − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn′−1 − zn′)
]

= −
1

π
∫ d2x tr [(∂zδu)Az]

(D22)

The first equality follows from the product rule and a cyclic reordering of each of the n terms, which gets rid of the
1
n

factor. The second equality is two steps. First, we rearrange the commutator using the identity tr([A,B]C) =

tr(A[B,C]). Next, we integrate the other summand by parts, noting that ∫R d
2x∂z(⋯) = −2i ∫∂R dz(⋯) is a boundary

term, which drops away if the integrand decays fast enough. The third equality does some rearranging uses a partial
fractions decomposition together with the equality ∂z1

1
z1−z′ = πδ

2(x1 −x
′) before integrating over x1. The n

′ = 2 term

is a special case and will be handled separately next. In the fourth equality, notice that in the infinite sums above, pairs
of terms with index-labels n,n′ with n′ = n + 1 cancel each other exactly, so only the n′ = 2 term remains. Then, we
use the fact that ∂z1

1
(z1−z2)2 = −∂z1∂z1

1
(z1−z2) = −π∂z1δ

2(x1−x2). Then, the equality follows from integration-by-parts

and integrating over x1. Similarly, we can express

δ log
det (∂z −Az)

det (∂z)

reg
= −

1

π
∫ d2x tr [(∂zδu)Az] (D23)

11This follows because for a gauge field H, the operators ∂z −Hz and ∂z −Hz are invertible. For example, we have a series

1

∂z −Hz

(x, x′) =
1

∂z
(x, x′) + (

1

∂z
Hz

1

∂z
)(x, x′) + (

1

∂z
Hz

1

∂z
Hz

1

∂z
)(x, x′) +⋯

=
1

π

1

z − z′
+

1

π2 ∫ d2x1
tr [Hz(x1)]

(z − z1)(z1 − z′)
+

1

π3 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2
tr [Hz(x1)Hz(x2)]

(z − z1)(z1 − z2)(z2 − z′)
+⋯

(D20)

which satisfies ((∂z −Hz) 1
∂z−Hz

) (x, x′) = δ(x, x′). As such, the flatness condition ∂zAz − [Az ,Az] = ∂zAz can be solved for Az , since

∂z − [Az , ⋅] is a connection in the adjoint representation. Since the gauge field (Az ,Az) is flat on CP1, M can be expressed as the
path-ordered exponential with respect to the gauge field. Parallel manipulations work to find the matrix M .
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so that the full variation of the regulated series expansion

δ log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

reg
= −

1

π
∫ d2x{tr [(∂zδu)Az] + tr [(∂zδu)Az]} = −

1

π
δ∫ d2x tr [AzAz] . (D24)

As such, the regulated series expansion is not gauge invariant which can be said to be a gauge anomaly. However, the
addition of a local counterterm 1

π ∫ d
2x tr [AzAz] to the series expansion will indeed give us a series for the determinant

that’s invariant under infinitesimal gauge transformations.

As such, the series should be the same for ‘small gauge transformations’ that are connected to the identity. However,
for ‘large gauge transformations’ that aren’t connected to the identity, we can’t expect that these two determinants
are the same. This behavior is also the case for the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno tau function. For example, the connections
Az = α (

1
z
− 1
z−1) ,Az = 0 and A′z = (α + 1) (

1
z
− 1
z−1) ,A

′
z = 0 give the same monodromy representation. But, their

corresponding Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno equations Eq. (D8) don’t match. Note that the gauge transformation connecting
these two connections looks like g(x) = z

1−z which is zero or singular or zero at z = 0,1. So, these large gauge
transformations cannot be extended to the punctures of the sphere.

In total, adding this counterterm gives us our final expression for the series expansion

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

corr
= −

∞
∑
m=2

1

n

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn {

tr [Az(x1)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
+
tr [Az(x1)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
}

+
1

π
∫ d2x tr [AzAz]

(D25)

where
corr
= refers to a ‘corrected’ determinant, which we henceforth take to be the definition of the Dirac determinant’s

series expansion.

We note that this quadratic term AzAz mixes the holomorphic and antiholomoprhic sectors, like a mass term would.
Indeed, one can find that this term can be derived from doing this whole story with the massive Dirac operator /∂ +m
and investigating the limit m→ 0.

a. Dirac Determinants of Abelian connections

As an example where we can evaluate the above series, let’s take A to be an abelian gauge field, so that
[Az(x),Az(x

′)] = [Az(x),Az(x
′)] = [Az(x),Az(x

′)] = 0 for all x,x′. Since A is abelian, we can symmetrize over the
order of the variables in the trace, or equivalently make the replacement

tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
→

1

n!
tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)⋯Az(xn)] ∑

σ∈Sym(n)

1

(zσ(1) − zσ(2))(zσ(2) − zσ(3))⋯(zσ(n) − zσ(1))

(and similarly for the other term z ↔ z) in the expression where Sym(n) is the symmetric group of order n. Then by
the next lemma, it turns out that all terms in the series for n ≥ 3 vanish.

Lemma 16. Let be n ≥ 3. Then for z1,⋯, zn distinct,

∑
σ∈Sym(n)

1

(zσ(1) − zσ(2))(zσ(2) − zσ(3))⋯(zσ(n) − zσ(1))
= 0 (D26)

A clean proof is done similarly to a similar computation in [40].

Proof. Let f(z1,⋯, zn) be the left-hand-side of Eq. (D26). Let V (z1,⋯, zn) = ∏1≤i<j≤n(zi − zj) be the Vandermonde
determinant. Note that f is manifestly a symmetric function in z1,⋯, zn, whereas V is antisymmetric. This means
that f ⋅V is an antisymmetric function. Moreover, every term in f ⋅V is a polynomial in z1,⋯, zn of lower degree than
V . Since V is the lowest degree non-constant antisymmmetric polynomial in z1,⋯, zn, this means that f ⋅V must be a
constant. For n > 3, every term has degree greater than zero, so f ⋅V must be exactly zero, implying that f vanishes.
The vanishing for n = 3 can be verified directly.
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So for abelian gauge fields, we have the expression

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

corr
= −

1

2

1

π2 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2 {
tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
+
tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
} +

1

π
∫ d2x tr [AzAz]

= +
1

2

1

π2 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2{tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)]∂z1∂z2 log(∣x1 − x2∣
2
) + tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)]∂z1∂z2 log(∣x1 − x2∣

2
)

− tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)]∂z1∂z2 log(∣x1 − x2∣
2
) − tr [Az(x1)Az(x2)]∂z1∂z2 log(∣x1 − x2∣

2
)}

= −
1

8π2 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2{ log(∣x1 − x2∣
2
) tr[F (x1)F (x2)]}

(D27)

where F = ∂yAx − ∂xAy = −2i(∂zAz − ∂zAz) is the field strength of the abelian connection. In the second equality, we
use the facts ∂z log(∣x − x

′∣2) = 1
z−z′ so ∂z′∂z log(∣x − x

′∣2) = πδ2(x − x′) so that

∫ d2xAzAz = ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2Az(x1)Az(x2)δ
2
(x1 − x2) =

1

π
∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2Az(x1)Az(x2)∂z1∂z2 log(∣x1 − x2∣

2
).

In the third equality, we do various integrations-by-parts and reorganize terms. For A a C× connection, this final
result is the same result one would get from coupling the Gaussian Free Field (i.e. free boson) to the field strength
F , which can be expressed as

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)
= −

1

8π2 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2{ log(∣x1 − x2∣
2
)F (x1)F (x2)} = log

ZGFF (F )

ZGFF (0)

where ZGFF (F ) = ∫ [dϕ]e
− ∫ d2x{π(∂ϕ)2+F (x)ϕ(x)}.

(D28)

Such a result was known as early as 1962 by Schwinger [41] and is an example of bosonization, where in 2D, certain
bosonic and fermion correlators can be equated.

3. ‘Fuschian’ expansion of log τ and the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno equations

Now, we apply our formalism above to compute the determinant with respect to Fuschian connections and show
how the expansion satisfies the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno equations. Above, we had to manipulate various infinities to justify
a gauge-invariant series expansion. Here, we will encounter another set of infinities that come from the singular
nature of the connection. To handle these singularities, we will instead consider a ‘smeared out’ determinant where
the singular connection is smoothed by a kernel of width ϵ to become a regular connection and consider the expansion
around ϵ → 0. This will give functions that diverge logarithmically with ϵ. We conjecture that after appropriately
subtracting off the divergence, the limiting series expansion indeed converges to the modified tau function.

It will be instructive to start out using our previous results above to handle the case of abelian connections, many
of whose lessons with the divergences can be transferred onto the nonabelian case.

Consider a singular abelian connection Az = ∑j
bj
z−pj , Az = 0 with each bj ∈ C satisfying ∑j bj = 0. This connection

has monodromy e2πibj around the puncture pj . This will give us a field strength of F = 2πi∑j bjδ
2(x−xj). Proceeding

naively, this will give an expression

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)
= −∑

i,j

1

8π2
(2πibi)(2πibj) log(∣pi − pj ∣

2
) = +∑

i<j
bibj log(∣pi − pj ∣

2
) +∑

j

1

2
b2j log(∣0∣

2
). (D29)

The infiniteness of the log(∣0∣2) terms in this expression can be traced back to the fact that our gauge fields were
singular. However, note that if we treat this infinity as a constant, the tau function agrees exactly with the Jimbo-
Miwa-Ueno equations Eq. (D8).

To actually get a finite expression, one thing we could do is to ‘smooth out’ the connection by convolving it with a

Gaussian Bϵ(x,x
′) = 1

πϵ
e−∣x−x

′∣2/ϵ and considering the expansion as ϵ→ 0. In this limit, the terms ∑i<j bibj log(∣pi−pj ∣
2)

will be preserved up to lower-order terms in ϵ. However, the log(∣0∣2) turns into

log(∣0∣2)→ ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2 log(∣x1 − x2∣
2
)
e−

x2
1+x

2
2

ϵ

(πϵ)2
=
⎛
⎜
⎝
∫ d2x̃1 log(∣x̃1∣

2
)
e−

x̃2
1

2ϵ

πϵ

⎞
⎟
⎠

⎛
⎜
⎝
∫ d2x̃2

e−2
x̃2
2
ϵ

πϵ

⎞
⎟
⎠
= log(2ϵ) − γEuler

(D30)
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where x̃1 = x1 − x2, x̃2 =
1
2
(x1 + x2). This still a constant with respect to the {p1⋯pk} that diverges logarithmically

with ϵ. This gives a smeared determinant

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣
log

det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦smeared,ϵ

=∑
i<j
bibj log(∣pi − pj ∣

2
) +∑

j

1

2
b2j (log(2ϵ) − γEuler) +O(ϵ) (D31)

for abelian gauge fields. As such,

lim
ϵ→0

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣
log

det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦smeared,ϵ

−∑
j

1

2
b2j log(ϵ)

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

is well-defined and can be viewed as the tau function agreeing with the Eqs. (D8) for abelian fields. In the next
section, we argue that the series expansion for nonabelian gauge fields corresponds to the tau function.

Let’s generalize the calculation above to non-abelian Fuschian systems. Here, Az = 0 and Az = ∑j
Bj

z−pj for matrices

{Bj} satisfying ∑j Bj = 0, where the {Bj} depend on the {pj} via the Schlesinger Equations (D6). In this case, our
series expansion becomes

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

corr
= −

∞
∑
n=2

1

n

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

tr [(∑i
Bi

z1−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

=∶
∞
∑
n=2
In (D32)

where In is the nth term in the expansion. To compare to the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno equations Eq. (D8), we take the
derivative with respect the pj . First, we look at the n = 2 term. This calculation ends up working the same as the
abelian case. In particular after a Gaussian smoothing by Bϵ, we get

I2 =∑
i<j

tr [BiBj] log(∣pi − pj ∣
2
) +∑

j

1

2
tr [B2

j ] (log(2ϵ) − γEuler) +O(ϵ) (D33)

so that as ϵ→ 0

∂pkI2 = ∑
j≠k

tr(BkBj)

pk − pj
+∑
i≠j

tr [(
[Bk,Bi]

pk − pi
− δk,i∑

ℓ

[Bk,Bℓ]

pk − pℓ
)Bj] log(∣pi − pj ∣

2
)

= ∑
j≠k

tr(BkBj)

pk − pj
− ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2

tr [(∑ℓ
[Bk,Bℓ]
pk−pℓ (

1
z1−pℓ −

1
z1−pk )) (∑i

Bi

z2−pi )]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
=∶ ∑
j≠k

tr(BkBj)

pk − pj
+ δ
(2)
k I2.

(D34)

In the first equality, the first term comes from the derivative of the ‘log(∣pi − pj ∣
2)’ terms and the second comes from

the Schlesinger equations and the variation of {Bj}, noting that tr [B2
j ] remains invariant. The second equality just

rewrites the second term, which we define as δ
(2)
k I2 in parallel with future notation. (See also the following derivation

for an explanation for this rewriting of δ
(2)
k I2.)

Note that the first term in the equality is what we want for the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno equations. We will see that
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δ
(2)
k I2 gets cancelled out by higher terms. Now, we write the derivative of In for n > 2:

∂pkIn = −
1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn

tr [( Bk

(z1−pk)2 +∑i (
[Bk,Bi]
pk−pi − δk,i∑ℓ

[Bk,Bℓ]
pk−pℓ )

1
z1−pi ) (∑i

Bi

z2−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn − z1)

= −
1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯

tr [(−∂z1
Bk

z1−pk ) (∑i
Bi

z2−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn − z1)

−
1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯

tr [(∑i
[Bk,Bi]
pk−pi

1
z1−pi −∑ℓ

[Bk,Bℓ]
pk−pℓ

1
z1−pk ) (∑i

Bi

z2−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn − z1)

= −
1

πn−1
∫ d2x2⋯∫ d2xn

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

tr [( Bk

z2−pk ) (∑i
Bi

z2−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z2 − z3)⋯(zn−1 − zn)(zn − z2)
−
tr [( Bk

zn−pk ) (∑i
Bi

z2−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(zn − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn−1 − zn)

⎫⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

−
1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn

tr [(∑ℓ
[Bk,Bℓ]
pk−pℓ (

1
z1−pℓ −

1
z1−pk )) (∑i

Bi

z2−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn − z1)

= +
1

πn−1
∫ d2x2⋯∫ d2xn

tr [(∑ℓ
[Bk,Bℓ]
pk−pℓ (

1
z2−pℓ −

1
z2−pk )) (∑i

Bi

z3−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z2 − z3)⋯(zn−1 − zn)(zn − z2)

−
1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn

tr [(∑ℓ
[Bk,Bℓ]
pk−pℓ (

1
z1−pℓ −

1
z1−pk )) (∑i

Bi

z2−pi )⋯ (∑i
Bi

zn−pi )]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z3)⋯(zn − z1)

=∶ δ
(1)
k In + δ

(2)
k In,

(D35)

where δ
(1)
k In and δ

(2)
k In are the first and second terms of the second-to-last line above. In the first equality, the

cyclicity of the trace gets rid of the 1/n factor and lets us put the derivative completely in the first Az(x1) factor. In

the second equality, the two terms from the derivatives of the { 1
z1−pi } factors and of the {Bj} factors respectively are

split up, and the first term is rewritten as a derivative with respect z1. The third equality is a few steps. First, the
second term is rewritten whose form matches for n = 2 as well as n > 2. Then for the first term, we integrate the ∂z1
by parts giving ∂z1

1
(z1−z2)(z2−z3)⋯(zn−z1) = π (δ

2(x1 − x2) − δ
2(x1 − xn))

1
(z2−z3)⋯(zn−z2) , which requires n > 2. Then,

integration over x1 gives what is written. In the fourth line, the first term is rewritten by changing variables for one
half of the integrand, expanding terms in partial fractions, and recollecting terms.

Note that for these terms, we have δ
(2)
k In + δ

(1)
k In+1 = 0 for all n ≥ 2. As such, the derivative of the series expansion

will have all terms telescope away except for ∑j≠k
tr(BkBj)
pk−pj . This is what we wanted to show.

Above, we didn’t deal with the smearing procedure for the terms with n > 2. In general, we conjecture that the
only divergence comes from the n = 2 term and that after subtracting away the divergence ∑j

1
2
tr [B2

j ] log(ϵ), the
series expansion above (potentially after some resummation procedure) has a well defined limit as ϵ→ 0.

4. ‘Zipper’ expansion of log τ

Now, let us use zipper representations of flat gauge fields to expand the Dirac determinant. In this section, we
consider a gauge field localized on s non-intersecting path segments γ1,⋯, γs which may share endpoints and that’s
flat away from these endpoints. Then, after orienting the path segments, we assign a matrix of Uj = e

uj ∈ GL(N,C)
that gives the path-ordered exponential going right-to-left across γj . See Fig. 24 for an example.
This gauge field corresponds to a connection d −A for a gl(N,C)-valued 1-form A which we write as

A =
s

∑
j=1

A(j) where A(j) ∶= uj δ
⊥
(γj). (D36)

Here, we define the singular 1-form-valued distribution δ⊥(γj) whose fundamental property is

∫
R2
δ⊥(γj) ∧ v ∶= ∫

γj
v (D37)

for 1-forms v. Soon, we’ll give a concrete construction of this form.
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FIG. 24: Example zipper representation of flat gauge field.

Say that γj goes between qj → q′j . Then, we claim that the differential of this form acts as a difference of delta

functions, that (dδ⊥(γj))(x) = (δ
2(x− q′j)− δ

2(x− qj))d
2x, where d2x = dx∧dy is the volume form on R2. To see this,

let g ∈ C1(C) be a smooth test function. Then,

∫
R2
g dδ⊥(γj) = ∫

R2
d(g δ⊥(γj))+∫

R2
δ⊥(γj)∧ dg = ∫

γj
dg = g(q′j)− g(qj) = ∫ g(x)(δ2(x− q′j)− δ

2
(x− qj))d

2x. (D38)

The first equality uses a differential forms identity. The second one uses that g δ⊥(γj) vanishes at infinity and the
definition of δ⊥(γj). So, the monodromy of the restricted connection d − uj δ

⊥(γj) going counterclockwise around qj
or clockwise around p′j is euj . Since the connection is zero away from γj , the path-ordered exponential across γj is
also euj .

Now, let’s describe the distribution δ⊥(γj) as the ϵ → 0 limit of a collection of ‘regulated’ 1-forms δ⊥(γj)
ϵ. Let

γL,ϵj ,γR,ϵj be two curves between pj → p′j , such that γL,ϵj [resp. γR,ϵj ] is on the left [resp. right] side of γj , and that

they’re within a distance ϵ of γj . Then, R
ϵ
j is a region bounded by γL,ϵj ⊔γ

R,ϵ
j containing γj . Now, let f ϵ be a smooth

function on Rϵj −{pj , p
′
j} that takes 0 < f(x) < 1 for all x ∈ int(Rϵj) and so that f(x) = 0 [resp. f(x) = 1] on γL,ϵj [resp.

γR,ϵj ]. Then, we define our regulated 1-forms as

(δ⊥(γj)
ϵ
)(x) = {

(df ϵ)(x) if x ∈ int(Rϵj)

0 otherwise
. (D39)

See Fig. 25 for a depiction.

FIG. 25: A depiction of δ⊥(γj)
ϵ (purple vector field) which is the gradient of the function f ϵ (the white-red color

gradient) as well as the auxiliary objects in the construction. The curves γL,ϵj ,γR,ϵj are within a distance ϵ of γj .

Now, we argue that the ϵ → 0 limit of these forms satisfies the defining equation Eq. (D37). Let v be a sufficiently
regular 1-form. Then,

∫
R2
δ⊥(γj)

ϵ
∧ v = ∫

Rϵ
j

df ϵ ∧ v = −∫
Rϵ

j

f ϵdv + ∫
∂Rϵ

j

f v
ϵ→0
ÐÐ→ ∫

γj
v. (D40)
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The first equality uses that δ⊥(γj)
ϵ = 0 outside of Rϵj . The second equality uses a differential forms identity and

Stokes’ theorem. In last equality, first we use ∫∂Rϵ
j
f v = ∫γR,ϵ

j
v which tends to ∫γj v. Then, with mild regularity

conditions on v, the term ∫Rϵ
j
f ϵdv vanishes as ϵ → 0. For our cases of interest, we will choose v to be closed which

would give an equality to ∫γR,ϵ
j

v even for finite ϵ.

To compare to the zipper representation as in Fig. 23, note that some of the endpoints {qj , q
′
j} will correspond to

punctures and an associated monodromy, while others won’t be punctures and will just be places where the zippers
meet. A subtle point is that there may be a puncture at a point p even though the monodromy around p is trivial.
This will happen when the loop going around p traces out a nontrivial loop in π1(GL(N,C)) = Z. For example, this
happens with the abelian connection A′z = 0 , A′z =

1
z
− 1
z−1 for which the monodromies around p = 0,1 are trivial but

trace out nontrivial paths in C − {0}.
Now we want to expand the Dirac determinant Eq. (D25) with the correction Eq. (D36). First, recall that we can

expand the determinant as

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

corr
= tr log

⎛

⎝
1 −

1

/∂

s

∑
j=1

/A(j)
⎞

⎠
+
1

π
∫ d2x

⎛

⎝

s

∑
j=1

A
(j)
z

⎞

⎠

⎛

⎝

s

∑
j=1

A(j)z
⎞

⎠

=
s

∑
j=1

⎛
⎜
⎝
−
1

2

1

π2 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

tr [A
(j)
z (x1)A

(j)
z (x2)]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
+
tr [A

(j)
z (x1)A

(j)
z (x2)]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

+
1

π
∫ d2xA

(j)
z (x)A

(j)
z (x)

⎞
⎟
⎠

−
∞
∑
n=2

1

n
∑

j1⋯jn∈{1⋯s}
!(j1=⋯=jn)

1

πn
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xn

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

tr [A
(j1)
z (x1)⋯A

(jn)
z (xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
+
tr [A

(j1)
z (x1)⋯A

(jn
z (xn)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

(D41)

In the first equality we just split up A into its zipper components. In the second equality, we use a few facts.

First, A
(j)
z (x)A

(j)
z (x) = 0 for j ≠ j′ since the zippers are disjoint. Then from the same reasoning as the abelian

connections, the terms in the expansion − 1
n
tr [( 1/∂

/A(j))
n
] for n > 2 disappear. The other terms are the expressions for

− 1
n
tr [ 1/∂

/A(j1)⋯ 1
/∂
/A(jn)] for j1,⋯, jn not all equal.

First, using Eq. (D27) and the fact that dA(j) = uj(δ
2(x − qj) − δ

2(x − q′j))d
2x

−
1

2

1

π2 ∫ d2x1 ∫ d2x2

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

tr [A
(j)
z (x1)A

(j)
z (x2)]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
+
tr [A

(j)
z (x1)A

(j)
z (x2)]

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

+
1

π
∫ d2xA

(j)
z A(j)z

=
1

4π2
tr [u2j] (log(∣q

′
j − qj ∣

2
) − log(∣0∣2))

(D42)

where log(∣0∣2) is an infinite constant as in Eq. (D30).

Now, we will expand and re-sum the rest of the terms of Eq. (D41). First, we will consider the case of the partial

sum over the terms of the form tr [( 1/∂
/A(1))

k
1
/∂
/A(2)] for k ≥ 1 which will add up to a sum

−
∞
∑
k=1

1

πk+1
∫ d2x1⋯∫ d2xk+1

⎧⎪⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

tr [A
(1)
z (x1)⋯A

(1)
z (xk)A

(2)
z (xk+1)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk+1 − z1)
+
tr [A

(1)
z (x1)⋯A

(1)
z (xk)A

(2)
z (xk+1)]

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk+1 − z1)

⎫⎪⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎪⎭

.

Note we don’t include the pre-factor 1
k+1 because the cyclicity of the trace will give k + 1 equal terms corresponding

to k above.

The main point in analyzing the above integrals are the observations that

A
(j)
z d2x =

1

2i
A(j) ∧ dz , A(j)z d2x =

1

−2i
A(j) ∧ dz. (D43)

This observation combined with the defining property Eq. (D37) means that we can replace the integrals over d2x
with holomorphic and antiholomorphic integrals over the curves {γj}.
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For example, the k = 1 term above looks like

tr [
1

/∂
/A(1)

1

/∂
/A(2)] = −

tr[u1u2]

π2
{∫

γ1

dz1
2i
∫
γ2

dz2
2i

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
+ ∫

γ1

dz1
−2i
∫
γ2

dz2
−2i

1

(z1 − z2)(z2 − z1)
}

= +
tr[u1u2]

(2π)2
log ∣
(q′2 − q

′
1)(q2 − q1)

(q′2 − q1)(q2 − q
′
1)
∣

2

.

(D44)

This is not singular if γ1 ∶ q1 → q′1 and γ2 ∶ q2 → q′2 don’t share any endpoints, but has a logarithmic divergence
otherwise.

Applying this prescription naively with other terms k > 1 leads to the expression

−tr [(
1

/∂
/A(1))

k 1

/∂
/A(2)] = “ − tr[uk1u2] {

1

(−2πi)k+1
∫
γ1
dz1⋯∫

γ1
dzk ∫

γ2
dzk+1

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk+1 − z1)
+ c.c.}”

where c.c. refers to complex conjugation. This expression is singular for along the given domains. However, by the
discussion around Eqs. (D39,D40) about the smeared out δ⊥(γ1)

ϵ, together with the holomorphicity of the integrands
1

(z1−z2)⋯(zk+1−z1) implies that the contour γj gets split up in the following way. Let γ
(1)
j ,⋯, γ

(k)
j be non-intersecting

curves qj → q′j close to γj so that γ
(k)
j → ⋯ → γ

(1)
j is the left-to-right order relative to the orientation of γj (see

Fig. 26). Then, the correct expression is

−tr [(
1

/∂
/A(1))

k 1

/∂
/A(2)] = −

tr[uk1u2]

k!
∑

σ∈Sym(k)
{

1

(2πi)k+1
∫
γ
(σ(1))
1

dz1⋯∫
γ
(σ(k))
1

dzk ∫
γ2
dzk+1

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zk+1 − z1)
+ c.c.}

(D45)
so that we split up the contours for each variable z1⋯zk into disjoint non-intersecting contours in all possible ways
with equal weight.

FIG. 26: Splitting the contour γj into a series of disjoint curves γ
(1)
j ,⋯, γ

(k)
j with the left-to-right order being

γ
(k)
j → ⋯→ γ

(1)
j .

Now for a permutation σ ∈ Sym(ℓ) for any ℓ ≥ 1, we’ll define

[σ] = [σ(1)⋯σ(ℓ)] ∶=
1

(2πi)ℓ+1
∫
γ
(σ(1))
1

dz1⋯∫
γ
(σ(ℓ))
1

dzℓ ∫
γ2
dzℓ+1

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zℓ+1 − z1)
+ c.c. (D46)

These quantities have many relations between them. For example, by the residue theorem and some convenient factors

of 1
2πi

, we have [21] = [12] − [1]. So, we can change the orders of the contours, sometimes at the cost of a residue
which is a lower-order integral. In general, we have the relation

[σ(1)⋯σ(m), σ(m + 1)⋯σ(ℓ)] = {
[σ(1)⋯σ(m + 1), σ(m)⋯σ(ℓ)] ∓ [σ′(1)⋯σ′(m)⋯σ′(ℓ − 1)] if σ(m) = σ(m + 1) ± 1

[σ(1)⋯σ(m + 1), σ(m)⋯σ(ℓ)] otherwise

(D47)
Above, σ′ ∈ Sym(ℓ − 1) is the permutation induced from σ ∶ {1⋯ℓ}/{m}→ {1⋯ℓ}/{σ(m)} by preserving the ordering.
Define (c.f. [42])

desc(σ) ∶=#{m ∣σ(m) > σ(m + 1)} , A(ℓ,m) =#{σ ∈ Sym(ℓ) ∣desc(σ) =m} (D48)
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as the number of descents of a permutation and the number of permutations with a fixed number of descents. These
A(k,m) are called Eulerian numbers. Note that A(k,m) = 0 for m > k − 1 and define A(0,m) ∶= 0 12. They satisfy
the generating relation

∞
∑
k=0

∞
∑
m=0

ηk

k!
A(k,m)ξm =

ξ − 1

ξ − e(ξ−1)η
− 1. (D49)

For σ ∈ Sym(ℓ), repeated applications of Eq. (D47) gives

[σ] =
ℓ

∑
i=0
(−1)i(

desc(σ)

i
)[1,2,⋯, ℓ − i] (D50)

so that our full sum becomes

−
∞
∑
k=1

tr [(
1

/∂
/A(1))

k 1

/∂
/A(2)] = −

∞
∑
k=1

tr[uk1u2]

k!

k

∑
m=0

A(k,m)
m

∑
i=0
(−1)i(

m

i
)[1,2,⋯, k − i] (D51)

Now we want to ask what the coefficient of [1,2,⋯, k − i] is in the sum above. To do this, we use generating functions.

For the function C(t) formed by replaced [1,2,⋯, ℓ]↦ tℓ in the sum above, the coefficient of tℓ will give the coefficient

of [1,2,⋯, ℓ]. We have

C(t) ∶= −
∞
∑
k=1

k

∑
m=0

tr[uk1u2]

k!
A(k,m)

m

∑
i=0
(−1)i(

m

i
)tk−i = −

∞
∑
k=0

∞
∑
m=0

tr[uk1u2]

k!
A(k,m)tk (1 −

1

t
)

m

= − tr [{
∞
∑
k=1

∞
∑
m=0

(u1t)
k

k!
A(k,m) (1 −

1

t
)

m

}u2] = −tr [(
1

1 − t(1 − e−u1)
− 1)u2] = −

∞
∑
ℓ=1

tℓtr [(1 − e−u1)
ℓu2] .

(D52)

In the second-to-last equality, we simplify after using the generating relation Eq. (D49). This implies

−
∞
∑
k=1

tr [(
1

/∂
/A(1))

k 1

/∂
/A(2)] = −

∞
∑
ℓ=1

tr [(1 − e−u1)
ℓu2]{

1

(2πi)ℓ+1
∫
γ
(1)
1

dz1⋯∫
γ
(ℓ)
1

dzℓ ∫
γ2
dzℓ+1

1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zℓ+1 − z1)
+ c.c.}

(D53)

In general, the same exact steps above can re-sum many groups of terms in the full series log
det( /∂− /A)
det( /∂) . In particular,

for some n > 1, let j1 ≠ j2, j2 ≠ j3, ⋯, jn ≠ j1, with each j⋯ ∈ {1,⋯, s}. Then, we have the equality

∞
∑
k1=1
⋯

∞
∑
kn=1

tr [(
1

/∂
/A(j1))

k1

⋯(
1

/∂
/A(jn))

kn

] =
∞
∑
ℓ1=1
⋯

∞
∑
ℓn=1

tr [(1 − e−uj1 )
ℓ1⋯(1 − e−ujn )

ℓn]

×

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

1

(2πi)ℓ1+⋯+ℓn
∫
γ
(1)
j1

dz1⋯∫
γ
(ℓ1)
j1

dzℓ⋯⋯∫
γ
(1)
jn

dzℓ1+⋯+ℓn−1+1⋯∫
γ
(ℓn)
jn

dzℓ1+⋯+ℓn
1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zℓ1+⋯+ℓn − z1)
+ c.c.

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

.

(D54)

Note that now, the series expansion is in terms of the {e−uj = U−1j }.
Now, we can rewrite the full partition function using some combinatorics. First, we have

∞
∑
n′=2

1

n′
∑

j′1⋯j
′
n′∈{1⋯s}

!(j′1=⋯=j
′
n′)

tr [
1

/∂
/A(j
′
1)⋯

1

/∂
/A(j
′
n′)] =

∞
∑
n=2

1

n
∑

j1⋯jn∈{1⋯s}
j1≠j2,⋯,jn≠j1

∞
∑
k1=1
⋯

∞
∑
kn=1

tr [(
1

/∂
/A(j1))

k1

⋯(
1

/∂
/A(jn))

kn

] . (D55)

This follows from cyclicity of the trace and noting that the total weight of an equivalence class of the terms modulo
cyclic symmetry is the same on both sides. Then we will combine Eqs. (D41,D42,D55,D54), which gives us (after an

12WARNING: This choice doesn’t agree with the standard convention that A(0,m) = δm,0.
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additional step of combinatorics which is the same as the reverse of the Eq. (D55))

log
det ( /∂ − /A)

det ( /∂)

corr
=

N

∑
j=1

1

4π2
tr [u2j] log(

∣q′j − qj ∣
2

∣0∣2
)

−
∞
∑
n=2

1

n
∑

j1⋯jn∈{1⋯s}
!(j1=⋯=jn)

tr [(1 −U−1j1 )⋯(1 −U
−1
jn )]{

1

(2πi)n
∫
γ
(c(1))
j1

dz1⋯∫
γ
(c(n))
jn

dzℓ1+⋯+ℓn
1

(z1 − z2)⋯(zn − z1)
+ c.c.}

(D56)

where the choice of c(1)⋯c(n) satisfy c(k) = 1, c(k + 1) = 2,⋯, ck+ℓ = ℓ + 1 for jk−1 ≠ jk = ⋯ = jk+ℓ ≠ jk+ℓ+1, the
indices k + n ∼ k being defined cyclically. This is just a cyclic reordering of the variables in the integration variables
of Eq. (D54).

Note that this series is entirely in terms of the monodromy representation {U−1j }. However as we noted before,

the τ function depends not only on the monodromy data but changes under an action of π1(GL(N,C)) = Z acting
on a puncture that twists the flat connection. (See for example the dicussion before Eq. (D25) about large gauge
transformations and the result for the abelian case Eq. (D27).) As such, the series above should not be expected to
converge to the desired result (even after subtracting off appropriate logarithmic divergences) for all choices of {Uj},
but should be viewed as a series whose analytic continuation corresponds to the τ function.

Also, note that the the holomorphic and antiholomorphic integrals above evaluate to holomorphic and antiholo-
morphic functions in the punctures. After splitting up the logarithms into their holmorphic and antiholomorphic
components, we find that the entire regularized determinant splits up into a holomorphic and antiholomorphic piece.

The fact that the Fuschian representation of Sec. D 3 satisfies the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno equations leads us to identify
the holomorphic piece with the original tau function of [34]. The antiholomorphic piece should be the conjugate of

the tau function corresponding to the conjugate monodromies U1,⋯, Us.
On this note, we conjecture that the regulation of divergent integrals as appeared in Sec. IVD for the dimer model

asymptotically gives the Jimbo-Miwa-Ueno tau function.
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[11] J. Dubédat, Dimers and families of Cauchy-Riemann operators I, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 28, 1063 (2015).
[12] R. Kenyon, Conformal invariance of loops in the double-dimer model, Communications in Mathematical Physics 326, 455

(2014).
[13] S. Sheffield, Exploration trees and conformal loop ensembles, Duke Mathematical Journal 147 (2006).
[14] R. W. Kenyon and D. B. Wilson, Boundary partitions in trees and dimers, Transactions of the American Mathematical

Society 363, 1325 (2011).
[15] D. Douglas, R. Kenyon, and H. Shi, Dimers, webs, and local systems, arXiv preprint 2205.05139 (2022).
[16] B. Nienhuis, Critical behavior of two-dimensional spin models and charge asymmetry in the coulomb gas, Journal of

Statistical Physics 34, 731 (1984).
[17] C. Mercat, Discrete riemann surfaces and the ising model, Commun. Math. Phys. 218, 177 (2001).
[18] R. Kenyon, Lectures on dimers, arXiv preprint arXiv:0910.3129 (2009).
[19] P. Kasteleyn, The statistics of dimers on a lattice: I. the number of dimer arrangements on a quadratic lattice, Physica

27, 1209 (1961).

https://doi.org/10.1214/aop/1019160260
https://doi.org/10.1214/aop/1015345599
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00222-002-0249-4
http://www.jstor.org/stable/29764643
http://www.jstor.org/stable/29764643
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aim.2011.06.025
https://books.google.com/books?id=keUrdME5rhIC
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-007-0302-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-007-0302-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01218489
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01218489
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-013-1881-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-013-1881-0
https://doi.org/10.1215/00127094-2009-007
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41062602
http://www.jstor.org/stable/41062602
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01009437
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01009437
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-8914(61)90063-5
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0031-8914(61)90063-5


71

[20] A. I. Bobenko, C. Mercat, and Y. B. Suris, Linear and nonlinear theories of discrete analytic functions. integrable structure
and isomonodromic green’s function, 2005, 117 (2005).

[21] R. Kenyon, Local statistics of lattice dimers, Annales de l’Institut Henri Poincare (B) Probability and Statistics 33, 591
(1997).

[22] R. W. Kenyon, J. G. Propp, and D. B. Wilson, Trees and matchings, Electron. J. Comb. 7 (1999).
[23] R. Kenyon, S. Sheffield, and A. Okounkov, Dimers and amoebae, Annals of mathematics, ISSN 0003-486X, Vol. 163, Nº

3, 2006, pags. 1019-1056 163 (2003).
[24] C. Boutillier, D. Cimasoni, and B. de Tilière, Isoradial immersions, Journal of Graph Theory 99, 715 (2022),

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/jgt.22761.
[25] C. Boutillier, D. Cimasoni, and B. de Tilière, Elliptic dimers on minimal graphs and genus 1 harnack curves, arXiv preprint

2007.14699 (2020).
[26] C. Boutillier, D. Cimasoni, and B. de Tilière, Minimal bipartite dimers and higher genus harnack curves, arXiv preprint

arXiv:2112.12622 (2021).
[27] V.V.Fock, Inverse spectral problem for gk integrable system, arXiv preprint arXiv:1503.00289 (2015).
[28] T. George, A. Goncharov, and R. Kenyon, The inverse spectral map for dimers, arXiv preprint arXiv:2207.10146 (2022).
[29] F. P. (https://mathoverflow.net/users/4312/fedor petrov), A multiple integral that seems related to the

ζ function at even integers, MathOverflow, uRL:https://mathoverflow.net/q/403179 (version: 2021-09-04),
https://mathoverflow.net/q/403179.

[30] T. T. (https://mathoverflow.net/users/766/terry tao), Diagonalizing the ‘restricted’ hilbert transform on L2
(0,1),

f(z1) ↦ p.v. ∫
1

0
i

z1−z2
f(z2)dz2, MathOverflow, uRL:https://mathoverflow.net/q/413713 (version: 2022-01-13),

https://mathoverflow.net/q/413713.
[31] W. R. Inc., Mathematica, Version 13.1, champaign, IL, 2022.
[32] W. Koppelman and J. Pincus, Spectral representations for finite hilbert transformations., Mathematische Zeitschrift 71,

399 (1959).
[33] W. Bailey, Generalized Hypergeometric Series, Cambridge tracts in mathematics and mathematical physics (The University

Press, 1935).
[34] M. Jimbo, T. Miwa, and K. Ueno, Monodromy preserving deformation of linear ordinary differential equations with rational

coefficients: I. general theory and τ -function, Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena 2, 306 (1981).
[35] J. Palmer, Tau functions for the Dirac operator in the Euclidean plane., Pacific Journal of Mathematics 160, 259 (1993).
[36] A. Bolibrukh, The 21st Hilbert Problem for Linear Fuchsian Systems, Matematičeskij Institut Imeni V. A. Steklova Moskva:

Proceedings of the Steklov Institute of Mathematics No. no. 206 (American Mathematical Society, 1995).
[37] V. Nair, Chern-simons, wzw models, twistors, and multigluon scattering amplitudes, Notes for lectures at BUSSTEPP

2005 (2005).
[38] E. Witten, Nonabelian bosonization in two dimensions, Communications in Mathematical Physics 92, 477 (1984).
[39] A. Polyakov and P. Wiegmann, Theory of nonabelian goldstone bosons in two dimensions, Physics Letters B 131, 121

(1983).
[40] C. Boutillier, Modèles de dimères : comportements limites, Theses, Université Paris Sud - Paris XI (2005), rapporteurs :
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