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T he four height variables, boundary correlations, and dissipative defects in the

A belian sandpile m odel

M. Jeng’,_:
Box 1654, D epartm ent of P hysics, Southem Illinois University Edwardsville, Edwardsville, IL, 62025

W e analyze the two-din ensional Abelian sandpilk m odel, and dem onstrate that the four height
variables have di erent eld identi cations in the bulk, and along closed boundaries, but becom e
dentical, up to rescaling, along open boundaries. W e consider two-point boundary correlations in
detail, and discuss a num ber of com plications that arise in the m apping from sandpile correlations
to spanning tree correlations; the structure of our resuls suggests a concture that could greatly
sin plify future calculations. W e nd a number of threepoint fiinctions along closed boundaries,
and propose closed boundary eld identi cations for the height variables. W e analyze the e ects of
dissipative defect sites, at which the num ber of grains is not conserved, and show that dissipative
defects along closed boundaries, and In the bulk, have no e ect on any weakly allowed cluster vari-
ables, or on their correlations. A long open boundaries, we nd a particularly sin ple eld structure;
we calculate alln-point correlations, for any com binations of height variables and dissipative defect

sites, and nd that all heights and defects are represented by the sam e eld operator.

PACS numbers: 05.65+4+b,45.70

I. NTRODUCTION

The Abelian sandpike model A SM ), introduced by
Bak, Tang, and W iesenfeld, is the origihal prototype for
selforganized criticality 'Q,']. System s w ith selforganized
criticality are naturally driven to a critical point, and
thus can potentially explain how power law s occur in na—
ture w thout any ne-tuning of param eters. Since their
Introduction, sandpile m odels have been used to m odel
an extraordinarily wide range of system s, from earth-
quakes E_Z] to river netw orks [_3,-'_4]; see E,:_é] for review s.

To be precise, we are considering the tw o-din ensional
isotropic Abelian sandpile m odel. This is a very sin ple
m odel; In fact, its sim plicity is its strength, since other-
w ise it could not act as a m odel for such a diverse range
of physical systems. The ASM is de ned on a square
lattice, where each site has a height variable (the num —
ber of grains of sand at that site) that can range from
1 to 4. At each tine step, a grain of sand is added to
a random site. Any site with m ore than four grains is
unstable, and collapses, losing our grains, and sending
one grain to each of its neighbors. Unstable sies are
repeatedly collapsed until all sites are stable. Then, a
new tin e step begjns| a grain isadded to a random site,
and the processbegins anew E.']. Iniially, probabilities of
con gurations w ill depend on the initial conditions, but
after a long period of tine, the ASM develops a well-
de ned probability distribution of states, independent of
the initial conditions ij]. T ypically, the num ber of grains
is conserved In each toppling, exoept for sites along open
boundaries, w here grains are lost w ith each toppling (ie.
fallo the edge). T here m ust be at least one disspative
site| ie. at least one site w here the num ber of grains de-
Creases upon topp]jng| or else the sandpil would even—
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tually reach a state where topplings continued endlessly
during a single tim e step.

D espite is sim plicity, certain basic properties of the
ASM rem ain unknown. For exam ple, despite intensive
work, the power law goveming the sizes of avalanches
in the ASM is st:'Jlunknown| see i_g] for a review . And
w hile the height one variable iswellunderstood, the roles
played by the higher height variables (two, three, and
four) are not. Forexam ple, no bulk two-point correlation
functions of higher height variables are known.

Tt isknown that the ASM is related to the set of span—
ning trees that can be drawn on the sandpik lattice, and
that this relationship can be used to perform exact cal-
culations of A SM probabilities {j, :_é]. A spanning tree is
a set of arrow s drawn on the lattice, such that each site
has exactly one arrow pointing from the site to a neigh—
bor, and such that there are no closed loops of arrow s.
Follow ing the path ofarrow s from any site w illeventually
lead o the edge of the sandpile (or, m ore generally, to
a dissipative site, such as found on an open boundary) |
the \site" o the edge of the sandpilk is called the root.
A num ber of relationships between the ASM and span-—
ning tree states are known. For exam ple, the num ber
of recurrent states of the ASM (states that occur w ith
nonzero probability after a long am ount oftim €) isequal
to the num ber of spanning trees that can be drawn on
the sandpik hattice {].

Spanning trees are, n tum, related to the c = 2
conform al eld theory CFT). Thec= 2 CFT isthe
sin plest known exam ple of a logarithm ic conform al eld
theory (LCFT), and is wellunderstood (1,113, 131.

A method introduced by M ajum dar and Dhar ex—
ploits the m apping between ASM states and spanning
tree states to cbtain exact ASM probabilties [[4].
has long been known that the M ajim darD har m ethod
can be used to nd the two-point correlation fiinction
of the unit height variablk, which decays as 1=r [[4].
M ore recently, M ahieu and Ruelle used the M ajum dar-
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D harm ethod to calculate correlation functions ofa num —
ber of ASM height con gurations, known as weakly ak-
Iowed cluster variables {5]. They not only found that
all the correlations decayed as 1=r?, but were abl to
use their correlations to identify the thirteen simplest
weakly allowed cluster variables with operators in the
LCFT. These variables were all identi ed wih linear
com binations ofthree LCFT eld operators, allofwhich
had scaling din ension two, but only one ofwhjch| the
@ @ +@ @ operator| was isotropic. Tn som e ways, this
suggested that the higherheight variables should be iden—
tiedwith @ @ +@ @ ;on the otherhand, M ahieu and
Ruelle pointed out that this appeared inconsistent w ith
LCFT operator product expansions OPE’s).

Degpite the power of these m appings, and of the
M ajim darD har m ethod, findam ental questions about
the ASM rem ain unanswered, because aspects of the
m appihg between the ASM and c= 2 LCFT are still
unknown| for example, it is not known what eld oper—
ators In the c= 2 LCFT represent the higher height
variables of the ASM (or, indeed, whether such a rep—
resentation even exists). A single site with height two,
or any higher height variable, is not a weakly allowed
cluster, and thus higher height probabilities and corre-
lations cannot be calculated with the M ajim darD har
m ethod. P riezzhev was able to extend the M ajim dar-
D har m ethod to calculate the buk probabilites for all
higher height variables I_l-(_i] However, the buk corre—
lations of the higher height variables, which would be
needed to obtain the eld identi cations of the higher
height variables, rem ain unknown.

Tvashkevich calculated all two-point correlation func—
tionsofallheight variables, along open and closed bound-
aries f_l-e_i] He found that all boundary correlations, be—
tween all height variables, decayed as 1=r?, and argued
that this In plied that all four height variables should be
represented by the sam e eld operator (up to rescaling).
D har has argued that, based on clustering properties of
correlation finctions, the bulk correlations should be ex—
pected to factorize in a m anner consistent w ith gJang all
four height variables the same eld denti cation [L7].

H owever, we argue here that the four height variables
should In fact receive di erent eld identi cations, both
along closed boundaries, and In the bulk, and propose

eld identi cations along closed boundaries. O ur con—
clusions are based on analysis of closed boundary three—
point functions, and of dissipative defect sites, aswellas
a reanalysis of the m ethods and resuls of Ivashkevich.
However, we show that along open boundaries all four
height variables, as well as dissipative defect sites, are
represented by the sam e operator, @ @ , n thec= 2
LCFT.W e dam onstrate this by com puting all npoint
correlations of height variables and dissipative defects.

In sections IT and Ir]ZI-II we brie v review the m ethods
used by M ajim dar, D har, and P riezzhev for studying the
A SM . In section nIV-, we review Ivashkevich’s calculations
of the boundary height probabilities.

Th section -V.r and appendnoes-A' and :B' w e discuss issues

associated w ith boundary correlation functions. W hilke
Tvashkevich has already calculated the boundary two—
point correlations f_l-é], we show that hem ischaracterized
the m apping between A SM con gurations and spanning
tree con gurations, and a correct characterization results
In a num ber of com plications, necessitating a reanalysis
of the twopoint correlations. The relationship between
ASM states and spanning tree states is not what one
m ight have niially expected; we also note that lnear
relationships between nonlocal spanning tree conditions
and localspanning tree conditions for one-point probabilk-
ities do not carry over in a sin ple fashion for m ultipoint
correlation functions. Both of these com plications intro—
duce whatwe call\anom alousgraphs" | while these com —
plications are in portant, because they are technical in
nature, we delegate m uch of the discussion to the appen—
dices. In section :y: we calculate the anom alous graphs,
and congcture that the anom alous graphs have no ef-
fect on the universal parts of any boundary correlation
functions; while we have not been able to prove this con—
ecture, i holds true for all correlation finctions that we
have calculated.

In section i_/-_i, we look at correlation functions along
closed boundaries. For two-point correlation functions,
we nd that while we disagree w ith Ivashkevich’s rela-
tionship between A SM and spanning tree states, we agree
w ih his nal results. However, we argue that these -
nalresultsare, n fact, not consistent w ith identifying all
height variables w th the same eld operator. Next, we
calculate all threepoint functions along closed bound-
ardes that involve at least one unit height variable, and
usethesetom ake eld identi cationsalong closed bound-
aries. Selected three-point finctions appear in Egs. Cl%—
,l§ and we state the eld identi cations in Egs. (20.—22-)

N ext, in section y_];, w e introduce the concept ofa dis—
sipative defect site, and discuss its e ect on the lattice
G reen functions for the open, closed, and buk cases. In
section 'S/_-II_-ZL we show that in the closed and buk cases,
dissipative defects have no e ects on any weakly allowed
cluster variables. This dem onstrates that an ana]ys:ls of
weakly allow ed cluster variables, such as that in [15], can—
not provide a com plete picture of the ASM . O ur results
In ply, as a particular case, that dissipative defects In the
closed and buk cases have no e ect on the unit height
probability, or on correlations of unit heights. T hey do,
how ever, have an e ect on the higherheight variables; we
show this analytically forthe closed case, in Egs. 28-29),
and have checked this num erically for the buk case.

Tn sectionsiXi, X!, and X 1, we com pute alln-point cor-
relation functions, for any number of height variables,
and w ith any num ber of dissipative defects, along open
boundaries. W e nd that there, all our height variables,
and dissipative defects, are all represented by the sam e
dimension two eld, @ @ . In fact, all local arrow dia—
gram s along open boundaries are represented by @ @ ,
up to m ultiplicative prefactors.

A short sum m ary ofthese resuls can be found at {_l-§'



II. METHODS FOR ANALYSING THE A SM

At its core, the ASM is a tractable m odelbecause the
sandpilem odelhas an Abelian structure; the state ofthe
sandpilke does not depend on the order In which grainsare
added to the sites [l]. Asa resul of this Abelian struc-
ture, it can be shown that the states of the sandpike 21l
into two sin ple categories. Som e of the 4" states of the
sandpike Where N is the num ber of sites) are transient,
w hich m eans that they can occurearly in the A SM ’s evo—
lution, but occur w ith zero probability affer an In nitely
Iong tin e. T he other states are recurrent, and all occur
w ith equalprobability affer long tim es. So the probabil-
ity for a property X to occur is nothing m ore than the
fraction of recurrent states having property X .

To analyze the sandpil, i is convenient to allow m ore
general toppling rules. W e characterize the sandpile by
a toppling m atrix, 4 where 1 and ¥ are any lattice
sites. 1 topples if its height is ever greater than ,,, at
which point its height goesdown by ., and the height
of every other site 3 goes up by 1 0 ( 1y = 0 if1
and 3 are not neighbors). The originalA SM , descrbed
in the Introduction, has 1y = 4wheni= 3 (or 1y = 3

when 1= % is along a closed boundary), 1 when
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1 and 3 are nearest neighbors, and 1y = 0 otherw ise.
Dhar was ablk to show that the number of recurrent
states, given very general restrictions on , is equalto
det( ) ij.]. However, det( ) is also known to be equal
to the num ber of spanning trees that can be drawn on
the lattice i_é]. In the spanning tree representation, .4
Indicates the num ber of neighbors that the arrow from 1

can point to, g = 1 ifan arrow can point from 1 to

%, and 1y = 0 otherw ise.
C ertain height probabilities iIn the A SM can be equated
w ith probabilities for spanning trees to have particular
arrow con gurations. P robabilities for som e arrow con-—
gurations can be com puted sinply by mod ying the
toppling m atrix from to 9 in a way that enforoes
that arrow con guration. T hen, the num ber of spanning
trees w ith the con guration is det( 0), and the proba—

bility of the con guration is det( %=det( ). De ning
B 0 , the probability becom es
det( 9
—— =det(I+ BG): @)
det( )
G ! is the welkknown lattice G reen function R4
(see appendix C!). If % only di ers from In a nie

num ber of entries, then B is nite-din ensional, and the
probability can be easily com puted.

M ajim darand D harused thism ethod to nd the prob-
ability for a site 1 to have unit height [14]. To do this,
they de ned a modi ed, or \cut" ASM , in which three
of the four bonds connecting 1 to nearest neighbors are
rem oved. W hen a bond is rem oved, the m axin um height

of sites on each end is decreased by one; so the three
sites adpoent to 1 get m axim um heights of 3, and 1 gets
a maxinum height of 43=1. It is not di cul to show
that recurrent states S (ofthe origihalA SM ) whered has
height one are in one-to-one correspondence w ith the re—
current states S° ofthe cut A SM . In this correspondence,
wemap from S to SO by lowering the heights of each of
the three sites cut o from 1 by one. Letting %, %, and
s, be the three the neighbors that 1 has been cut o
from , we have

1% %
0311113’-

B 1 1 0 0C %

B -8 o 1 oAy @)
1 0 O lAj3

T hen the uni height probability isdet(I+ BG ) = 2(
2)= 3. This method was also used by M ajmdar and
D har to calculate the twopoint correlation of the unit
height variablk 4.

P riezzhev extended the M a jim darD harm ethod to al-
low for the calculation of diagram s w ith closed loops.
W ith the basicM ajim darD harm ethod, allo -diagonal
entries of the toppling m atrix are either 0 or -1. P riez—
zhev proved that ifin  ®we set n o -diagonalentries of

to , then

_det( 9
J!Jml B €))
isequalto the num ber of arrow con gurations such that
each of the n corresponding arrow s is in a closed loop
of arrow s, where each closed loop contrbutes a factor of

1, and there are no closed loops other than those going
through these n bonds.

Such con gurations are not spanning trees; spanning
trees cannot have any closed loops. H owever, P riezzhev
found that to calculate certain spanning tree probabili-
ties, he needed to calculate graphs that had closed loops
( -graphs). W e nd this m ethod useful for the calcula—
tion of certain closed boundary correlations.

III. HEIGHT PROBABILITIES

P riezzhev determm Ined a relationship between higher
height probabilities and spanning tree states, which we
review here [{LG].

C entralto our analysis is the conoept of forbidden sub-
con gurations F'SCs). A forbidden subcon guration isa
subsetF ofthe lattice, such that foralli2 F ,h, ¢ ),
where h"i is the height of site i, and c ® ) is num ber of
neighbors that 1has In F . M ajim dar and D har proved
that a state ofthe ASM is recurrent if and only if it has
noFSC'’s f_'/:, -'fj].



T he probability for a site™ to have height two ism ore
com plicated than the height one probability llO In this
case, changing the site height to one could either leave
the ASM in an allowed (recurrent) state, or produce an
FSC.The rstcase jist gives the height one probability,
w hich hasalready been calculated, so we considerthe sec—
ond case. Changing the height of1 from two to one can
produce multiple FSC'’s. Let F be the m axim al forbid-
den subocon guration M FSC) produced by this change.
(B ecause m ore than one FSC can be produced, the word
\m axin al" is necessary for com plete precision, and for
thism apping to work; P riezzhev sin ply referred to \the"
F'SC, but this does not introduce any errors in his analy—-
sis '_ﬂg].) F must contain 3, and exactly one of the neigh—
bors of4, and be sinply connected, but can otherw ise
have arbitrary shape. T he states S of the orighal A SM
w here changing the height of1 from two to one produces
F asthe M FSC are in one-to-one correspondence w ih
states S® ofamodi ed ASM . n themodied ASM, all
the bondsbordering F are rem oved, except forone (@i
trarily chosen) bond ofi. In the correspondence, wem ap
from S to S°by lowering heights of all sites that border
F by the num ber of neighbors of F that they have been
cut o from . (In this m apping, heights n F are unaf
fected.) W ith this m apping, the state S has no FSC's
in the orighhal ASM if and only if the state S° has no
FSC’s In the cut ASM . (P riezzhev’s explanation used a
slightly di erent, but equivalent, argum ent, based on the
buming a]gont‘rm am ethod for detem ining ifa state is
recurrent [7., :10]

The site 1 is called a predecessor of the site ¥ in the
spanning tree if the path from 1 to the root goes through
Y. W e de ne NNP,, as the num ber of nearest-neighbors

of1 that are predecessors of1. T hen, the correspondence
above show s that the number of states of the m odi ed
ASM is equal to the number of spanning trees of the
m odi ed lattice, which is In tum equalto the num ber of
spanning trees where F  is the set of predecessors of 1.
Summ ing over allpossble sets F , we sin ply obtain the
num ber of spanning treeswhere NNP, = 1.

Sim flarly, it can be shown that the number of A SM
states allowed when 1 has height h (or greater) but for-
bidden when 1hasheight h 1 (or lss), is equalto the
num ber of spanning treeswhereNNP, = h 1. Thus, the
probability Pa sy () for the site to have exactly height
h In theASM is

X

Pagw y- ool D @)
g Wy +1 u
where Pgprr @ 1) is the probability that a random ly
chosen spanning tree willhave NNP,=u 1,andm; is
the m axin um possible height of. my= 4 In the bulk,
and along open boundaries, while m., = 3 along closed
boundaries.) Form ore details, see f_l-(_)]

T hisgives an exact representation ofA SM height prob—
abilities in term s of spanning tree probabilities. H ow ever,

FIG.1l: Nonlbcalarrow diagram s along closed boundaries.

these spanning tree probabilities are not easy to calcu—
late. Spanning tree probabilities that correspond to lo—
cal restrictions on the spanning tree can be calculated
w ith the M ajum darD har m ethod. However, the state-
ment that NNP, = u 1 isa nonbcal restriction on the
spanning tree (foru > 1). P rdezzhev was able to calcu-
late these nonlocalprobabilities, but his calculationswere
com plicated, and do not appear to be easily extensble to
calculation of buk correlations. However, this problem

tums out to be m ore tractable along a boundary.

IV. BOUNDARY HEIGHT PROBABILITIES

For sites at the boundary, the relationship between
height probabilities and NN P ’s still holds, and the NNP
condition is still nonlocal. N evertheless, Tvashkevich was
abl to show , through an Ingenious transform ation, that
the A SM height probabﬂmes arem uch easier to calculate
along boundar_les ll6]

In gure QJ we list all possble nonlocal arrow con g—
urations around a site 1 of a closed boundary. In each
picture, the dashed line is the boundary, and the central
site is1. Large, solid, circles are predecessors of3, while
large, open, circles are not. W e see explicitly that the
predecessor relationships are nonlocal. 1 and 1 dier
only in whether the site above leads to 1 by a chain of
arrow s| since the chain of arrow s can go through sites
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FIG .2: Localarrow diagram s along closed boundaries.

distant from 3, this is a nonlocal distinction. If we can
gure out the probabilities of all these diagram s, we can
gure out the NNP probabilities (and thus the height
probabilities) . Forexam ple, the probability orNNP, = 1
issmply 2 1+ 2 ,+ 2 , since these diagram s catalogue
allthe ways that 1 can have exactly one NNP .

T hese nonlocaldiagram s are di cult to calculate. On
the other hand, local restrictions are easily calculated
with the M ajim darD har m ethod. A1l local arrow di-
agram s along closed boundaries are shown In gure :_2
N ote that these diagram s do not have solid or open cir-
cles, because predecessor relationships are not speci ed
In localdiagram s. Ivashkevich pointed out that the local
arrow diagram s could be w ritten as linear com binations
ofnonlocalarrow diagram s. For exam ple, looking at g—
ures:_il: and:g:g, weseethat L.y = 1+ 1.At rstsight,
there arem ore nonlocalarrow diagram sthan localarrow
diagram s, so such linear relationships would not appear
to let us solve for the nonlocalarrow diagram s. H ow ever,
Tvashkevich also pointed out that certain nonlocal arrow
diagram s are equal In probaijjty| for example, 1 and

2 are equal In probability, because we can m ake a one—
to-one m apping from ; to , by reversing all arrow s
In the Iong path of ;, and then swiching the incom —
ng arrow to 1. Similark, ;1 = ,. Then, we have as
m any nonlocaldiagram sas localdiagram s, and can solve
for the nonlocal arrow diagram s. (In fact, along open
boundaries, the num ber of local diagram s is one greater
than the num ber ofnonlocalarrow diagram s, so that the
system is overconstrained, providing a check on the cal-
culations.) Ivashkevich used this to calculate all height
probabilities along open and closed boundaries. See [_1-§]
for the fi1ll list of linear relationships between local and
nonlocaldiagram s.

FIG .3: Anom alous graph ofthe st kind arising in the cal-
culation of the two-point function.

V. BOUNDARY TW O-POINT CORRELATIONS
AND ANOMALOUS GRAPHS

T he calculation ofboundary correlations ism uch m ore
di cuk.W e show In appendix Z;;:that Tvashkevich’s cal-
culation of the two-point functions was incorrect, and
ignored com plications that arise in the relationship be-
tween A SM height correlationsand spanning tree correla—
tions (a]i:hc_Jugh hisend result tums out to be correct) . In
appendix E:, we discuss further com plications that arise
In transform ing from nonlocal spanning tree correlations
to Jocalspanning tree correlations. W e sum m arize the re—
sultshere, and analyze the resulting \anom alousgraphs".

The rst com plication arises in the correspondence be—
tween A SM height probabilities and spanning tree prob—
abilities. Tt would be naturalto think that, analogously
to Eq. ), the ASM probability, Pasy (hyhy), Dr the

sites? and % to have exactly heightsh, and hj should be
given by

Paswy (h"i;h“j):? S Psprr @ 1;v 1) ;
) (mj+ 1 u)ﬁnj+ 1 wv)
©)
where Pspr- (0 1;v 1) is the probability that in a
spannjngUee,NNP~1= u 1 andNNPNj = v 1l.However,
thistumsouttonotbe quiethecase. Eq. {_5) isanatural
guess, which we calla \naive" approach, but as shown in
appendix &, the keft and right sidesofEq. ) di erby a
subset of spanning trees that we call anom alous graphs
of the st kind. (These graphs are not anom alous in
any physical sense; we sin ply m ean that they di er from
what we would get, using a certain naive starting point.)
T he set of anom alous graphs of the rst kind, for the
closed case, is shown In qure:_i W e represent the root
with a star.) In the graph, NNP, = NNPNj = 1, so this
graph appears in the right-hand side ofEq. (§) frh, =
hy = 2. However,we show in appendix A, that this graph
does not contribute to the 22 (height two-height two)
correlation, but instead contributes to the 23 and 32
correlations, and gets subtracted from the 3-3 correlation.
Second, leaving aside fornow the anom alous graphs of
the rstkind, we need to calculate correlations ofnonlo—
cal arrow diagram s. It would be convenient if we could
use the linear relationships relating nonlocal arrow dia—
gram s to localarrow diagram s found for onepoint func—

u=1v=



1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
N
1
Y
1
n

N (N
_________ - e o m om =

FIG . 4: Anom alous graphs of the second kind arising in the
calculation of the two-point functions.

bl term

b2 term

b3 term

FIG .5: Anom alous graph b as a linear com bination of closed
Joop diagram s.

tions (section :_1{5:), and use them independently at 1 and
at ¥ ortwo-point finctions. W e again call this approach
\naive," and again, this approach does not quite work.
The problem arises because for onepoint functions, we
treated ; and , as equivalent, based on a one-to-one
correspondence in which a long path was reversed. In a
correlation finction ofnonlocalarrow diagram s, the long
path from a ; atimay go through arrow constraints
near™, which are not free to be reversed. W e discuss this
problem in detail n appendix :E:. C onsideration of this
problem show s that, relative to the naive approach, our
resuls are changed by graphs a and b, shown in gure'_ .
W e call these anom alous graphs of the second kind.

T he anom alous graphs a, b, and ¢ can be calculated
w ith the extension ofthe m ethod ofP riezzhev, discussed
in section II [Id]. W e discuss only the calculation of the
b tem ; the analysis of the other termm s is sim ilar.

b representsa subset of spanning trees, and thus cannot
have any closed loops. H owever, it com es \very close" to
having a closed loop that includes the distant sites™ and
%, and we see in gure:§ that b can be w ritten as a sum
of closed loop diagram s.

P riezzhev’s m ethod allow s us to calculate the closed
loop diagram s. W e represent an arrow w hose weight in
isset to (! 1 )wihawavybond line. A sdiscussed
In section IT, these bonds m ust be part of a closed loop,
and we get a factor of 1 for every closed loop. This
gives the relations in  qure @. Taking the di erence of
thetwo graphsin gure '§ then gives the value ofa closed
Joop diagram s that goes through both 1and 3. U sing this
method, we nd the number of diagram s bl, b2, and b3
(labeled In gure 5), as ratios of N , the totalnum ber of
spanning trees:

Np _ G 82 ( gx) 1) . ( 128+ 48 + 2)+ (256 192 + 30 ?) gx) 1o (i) )

N 4 4x2 16 x4 %6

N2 B 8*(gx 1) G B8Rgk) 1) @B 8)(¢4 )+ B 8) gi)) 1

N 2 4x2 * 4 3x3 * 2 4x4 *o (;) @

Nps _ G 82 ( gx) 1) . B 8R gx) 1)+ 128+ 48 2y+ (256 192 + 42 ?) gx) ‘o (i)

N 4 4x2 4 3x3 16 x4 x>
8)

x is the separation between 1 and 3 along the defect.
g (x) is the G reen function between 1 and %, and diverges
as h L), where L is the system size (i also diverges
as In (x)). The restriction that spanning trees should
have no closed loops greatly lim its the num ber of pos—

sble spanning trees, when the outlets to the root (open
boundaries) are very far away. So diagram s such as bl,
b2, and b3, that allow a closed loop, are m uch m ore nu—
m erous than diagram s of spanning trees.

However, to nd b, we take the linear com bination,



Y
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FIG.6: Use of - welght bonds to evaluate closed loop diagram s.

Np1 Npz + Np3)=N, and the In L) divergences cancel
(this provides a check on our calculations). a and c can
be found sim ilarly. W e nd

a = > o 0 (=) ©)
38 1
b= G T OGS wo
1
c= 0(z) 11)
X

a and b are both of order 1=x*. T he two-point correla—
tion functions tum out to decay as 1=x*, so the anom a—
lous graphs could, in principle, a ect the universalparts
of the correlation functions. However, the anom alous
graphs oftl'_le_ sgqond kind com e in the combination @ b)
(see Egs. B5B7)). So their total contrbutions to the
tw o-point correlationsare O (1=x°), and can be dropped.

The end resul is rather surprising. A \naive" ap—
proachm ight sin ply apply the relationship between A SM
statesand NN P conditions found for the onepoint func—
tions, independently at 1 and 3 (ie. extend Eq. ;ff) to
Eqg. 6'_5)), and then apply the relationships between non-
Jocalarrow diagram s and localarrow diagram s found for
the onepoint finctions, independently at i and %. Nei-
ther of these steps is correct, and a correct analysis pro—
duces correction tem s (the anom alous graphs) to this
naive approach. But, som ehow , the anom alous graphs,
while nonzero, produce no correction to the leading-—
order, universal results at any stage of the com putation;
the naive approach gives the answers. In fact, we nd In
the follow ing sections that the naive approach again gives
correct results forallthreepoint closed boundary correla—
tions that we have calculated, and for all open boundary
correlations. This leads us to congcture that the naive
approach always produces correct universal resuls, for
all correlations. If this concture were proven true, it
would greatly sim plify further ca]cu]atjons| forexam ple,
the anom alous diagram s have prevented us from calcu—
lating the 222 correlation along closed boundaries.

VI. TWO-AND THREE-POINT CLOSED
BOUNDARY CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

W e de ne, for all correlation functions along closed
boundaries,

h( hy, a1 Payjc) 128 ( hy, ian Pa, ic)ic 7 (12)

In this correlation function, the height h,, at thebound-
ary site x, is required to be a, . W e have subtracted o
the constant boundary probabilities, p,, ;c, which were
fund in [[6], as descrbed in section iV,. T he subscript
\c" stands for \closed." A s already noted, despite errors
In the setup In [_iﬁ], the results of @-é] are nevertheless
correct, where it was found that

. B 9 48 64 1
fc(l,l) = —2+ —3 —4 m+ cee (13)
. B 12 68 96 1
f.@1;2) = - =t m+ i (14)
£ ;) = 61 N 96 144 1 P
c\er - 4 2 3 4 ®, %)%
15)

T he correlation functions nvolving the height three vari-
ableswere also calculated, but we do not w rite them here,
asthey are determ ined by the requirem ent that allheight
probabilitiesm ust sum to one at every site. (There isa
m isprint in the result or £, 3;3) i 6]

Ivashkevich argued that the fact that alltw opoint cor—
relations decay as 1=(x;  x,)? indicates that all three
height variables are represented by the sam e eld opera—
tor. H owever, if all height variables were represented by
the sam e operator, we would expect the two-point func—
tions to factorize, as

KK

ﬁ ;o u;v2 £f1;2;3g; (16)
1 X2

fo;v) =

j?r som e constantsK , . However, the results in Egs. C_l-i_’;—
:_l§) do not factorize in this m anner. Dhar argued that



we should expect this factorization for bulk correlations,
based on the \clustering properties of correlation fiinc—
tions," but we see that this factorization already fails
abng closed boundaries fl?] W e will see Jater that the
open boundary correlations do, how ever, factorize in this
m anner, or alln-point correlations.)

To clarify the eld identi cations, we have calculated
all three-point functions along closed boundaries, w here
at least one ofthe heights is the uni height. Som e ofour
resuls are

f.1;1;1) = 26 8)3
T b1 x2)? (1 X3)2 &y x3)?
@7
8( 3)3 8)?
f.1;1;2) =
( bx1 %2)? (K1 x3)2 &y x3)?
B 8
18
S&r %33y x3) e
£ 1;2:2) = 43  8)( 5%+39 72
e bx1 %2)? (K1 x3)2 @&y x3)?
3 8) (24 7))
+ + ::: 19
2%k x2)& x3)3 2

O ther threepoint correlation fiunctions, ca]cu]ated
w ith the sam e m ethods, are listed in appendix -D' They
are all consistent w ith the requirem ent that the three
height probabilities m ust sum to one at any site, and
pem utation symm etry, thus providing a check on our
calculations.

W e again get a num ber of anom alous graphs (relative
to a naive approach), and as stated in the previous sec—
tion, again nd that all anom alous graphs cancel In the
universal, lrading-ordertem s ofthe correlation finction.

T hese correlation fiinctions are consistent w ith identi-
fying the height variables w ith the follow Ing eld opera—

torsin thec= 2CFT:
) 23 8)
Heightone : ———— @ @ (20)
. 6 ( 4) 1,
Height two : — @@ + 'R @ 1)

1@ ©2)
2

The representation ofthe c= 2 CFT used here is de-
scribed brie v In appende E N ote that the boundary
correlations in Egs. Cl7 .19 are the sam e as the buk cor-
relations ofEgs. 20+ 22), and that whikethec= 2CFT

contains holom orphic and antiholom orphic elds (the @

and @ of Eqg. @El:)), the elds in Egs. C_Z-C_;—Z-g:) contain
only holom orphic elds. T his is consistent w ith boundary
CFT .W hile eldsin thebulk generally have holom orphic
and antiholom orphicparts, neara boundary the anttholo—
m orphic pieces behave, in all correlation functions, lke
holom orphic pieces at m irror positions across the bound-

ary [19).

8
Height three : — @ @

It is also consistent to m ake the substitution ! ,

! in these eld identi cations,asthec= 2_L_C FT
is sym m etric under this transfom ation (seeEq. E1)).

The fact that the eld identi cations for the height
variablesdi er along a closed boundary proves that they
must also di er in the buk. This isbecause n a CFT,
boundary operators are derived from operator product
expansions (O PE’s) ofbuk operators [_ffi] Furthem ore,
In appendix E: we present a sin ple argum ent, based on
generalCF T principles, and not on any detailed calcula—
tions, that the height variables m ust have di erent eld
denti cations in the buk.

W e have not been abl to calculate threepoint corre—
lation functions that have no unit height variables. T he
basic problem isw ith the anom alous diagram s that arise
when we convert from nonlocal arrow diagram s to local
arrow diagram s (@s in appendix :I_B:) . The trick shown
n gure :§, for evaluating the resultant closed loop dia—
gram s, doesnot work forthese three-point fiinctions. W e
note that if we use the confcture proposed in section y:
(ie., Ignore the anom alous graphs), we ocbtain

61 2)

x3)2 &2 X3)

24 5 )( 576+ 384
4 6 (x;

£f.@2;2;2) = 3 HE

@3)
(and other threepoint finctions consistent w ith the re—
quirem ent that all three height probabilities m ust sum
to one at any site). This correlation function is consis—
tent with the el identi cation in Eq. (1), providing
support for our congcture.

x2)? &1

VII. DISSIPATIVE DEFECT SITES,GENERAL

W e now consider the e ects of dissipative defects on
the A SM .G enerally, at sites in the bulk, or along closed
boundaries, the number of grains is conserved at each
toppling. Usually, i is only at open boundaries that
the num ber of grains is not conserved; there, of the four
grains toppled, three grains are sent to neighbors, whilke
the rem aining grain goes o the edge of the sandpilk, to
the root.

Som e dissipation (ie. sites where topplings rem ove
grains from the sandpik) is necessary for the sandpike
m odelto bewellde ned, sihce otherw iseswewould end up
w ith states where the topplings never term inated. Nev—
ertheless, dissipation often plays a m nor role In analysis
of the sandpilk, because properties are often studied In
the bulk ofthe A SM , w ith the dissipative sites along the
open boundaries in nitely far away.

Som e previous studies have investigated the e ect of
adding dissipation throughout the buk ofthe ASM . In—
stead of having buk sites topple when their height is
greater than 4, they topple when their height is greater
than 4+ k ( > 0). Then, one graln is sent to each
of the Pur neighbors, and k grains are lost to the root.
Tt has been shown, both num erically and analytically,



that if this is done at all sites, the ASM is taken o
the critical point, and the power law correlations are de-
stroyed B0, 21, 23]. This happens even when k is in-

nitesim al. @A though thism odi cation to the ASM has
its m ost obvious interpretation for integer k, the the-
ory can be given a sensbl interpretation for any ra-
tional value of k. See I_Z-g] for details.) M ore recently,
M ahieu and Ruelle have dem onstrated the precise m an—
ner in which dissipation throughout the bulk takes the
ASM o the criticalpoint. They found that the dissipa-
tion has exactly the sam e e ect on correlation fiinctions
ofweakly allowed cluster variables, asadding the integral
ofthe din ension 0 varisbl, ,tothec= 2CFT [5].
A dding dissipation along a line has been shown to split
the ASM into two separate halfplanes, each wih open
boundary conditions [_23]

Here, we consider the e ect of adding dissipation at
only a single defect site. T hen, them ethods ofM ajim dar
and D har stillw ork, but we need to useam odi ed lattice
G reen function. Ifk grains of sand are dissipated at the
lattice position &, then we call k the \strength" of the
defect. The toppling m atrix is then changed from the
defect—free toppling m atrix, o, to

+ k (24)

1T oA La 4a

T he G reen function is sin ply the Inverse of the toppling
m atrix, and is changed from the _deﬁct—fcee G reen func-
tion, G¢ (descrbed in appendix L)), to

k

— GGGy Gy (25)
1+ kG (d,d)

Thisholds for any value ofk, and regardless of the loca-
tion of the defect. N evertheless, the defect behaves very
di erently In the open case, and in the closed/bulk cases.
T his is because the G reen function between nearby lat—
tice sites is O (1) near an open boundary, but O (nhL)
near a closed boundary, or In the buk [_ié_l, -'_2-5] L is the
system size, or m ore generally, is of the sam e order-of-
m agnitude as the distance to the nearest open boundary.
This divergence In the G reen function asL ! 1 forthe
closed and buk cases isusually not an issue, sihce in m ost
cases, we are concemed w ith di erences in G reen func—
tions. However, here the divergence of allthe G ( tem s
m akes Eq. {_2-5) unw ieldy, although technically correct.
Eq. ('_25) can be used in the open case w thout m odi ca-
tion.) W ework In a lin it where the distances between 1,

%, and d, while possbly large, are allm uch lss than_L .
In this Iim it, dropping tem s of order 1=(nL), Eq. {_2;‘;)
becom es

GEI=Go®I) GoWd Go@I+ Go @) (26)

NotethatEq. d_2-§') is independent ofk. Thism akes sense,
sinhce in the bulk, or along a closed boundary, spanning

trees have to travel far to reach the root. But w ith the
defect given by Eq. €25), k bonds are added from the

defect 4 to the root. A dding a dissipative defect provides
such an \easy" way to reach the root, that wih high
probability (robabilty oneasL ! 1 ),allnearby points
w il be predecessors of the dissipative defect, regardless
of the value of k. The set of spanning trees w ill thus
bethesame, in theL ! 1 Ilm i, for any k. Note also
that the G reen fiinction in Eq. (gé) no longer diverges as
L ! 1 ,which is appropriate, aswe are no longer O (L)
from any dissipative sites.

V III. DISSIPATIVE DEFECT SITES,CLOSED

AND BULK CASES

Surprisingly, i tums out that a dissipative defect, ei-
ther in the bulk, or on or near a closed boundary, has
no e ect on any weakly allowed cluster variables in the
ASM .W eakly allowed cluster variables are height con g—
urations that result in a subcon guration that contains
an FSC if any height in the con guration is reduced by
one l_2-§] E xam ples of weakly allowed cluster variables
are a single height one variable, or a height one ad pcent
to a height two. Such variables can be calculated w ih
the M ajum darD har m ethod by the ram ovalof a set of
bonds in the ASM /spanning tree. W e note that corre—
lations of weakly allowed cluster variables (such as all
correlations of the unit height variabl) are also weakly
allow ed cluster variables.

P robabilities of w eak Iy allow ed cluster variables can be
calculated as det(I+ B G ), as in section II. To analyze
the e ects ofthe defect, we want to consider the e ect of
m odifying the G reen fiinction from the defect-free G reen
fiinction G o, to the G reen function i Eq. CZG), for a

xed m atrix B (ie. for a speci c weakly allowed cluster
variable).

In general, for local arrow restrictions, each row ofB
must sum to zero, because ifthe restrictionson the span—
ning trees prevent an arrow from 1 to %, then B,, goes
down by 1,whilke Bﬁi_j goesup by 1. Forexam ple, for the
height one variable, thematrix B In Eqg. 62) arises from
the restriction that no arrow s can point from 1to %, %,
ors, nor from %, %, or% toid.) Forthe weakly allowed
cluster variables, B is sym m etric, since ifthe arrow from

1 to Y is forbidden, then so is the arrow from * to 1. So

every colum n of B also sum s to zero.

Since every row ofB sum s to zero, the partsofG that
are Independent ofthe row index ofG m ake no contribu-—
tion to B G , and thus no contrbution to the probability
det(I+ BG ).Anddet(I+ BG )= det(I+ G B), so since
every colum n of B sum s to zero, the parts ofG that are
independent of the colum n index also m ake no contribu-
tion to the probability. T he last three term s ofEq. {_ig:)
all depend either only on the row index, or only on the
colum n index. So a dissipative defect hasno e ect on any
weakly allowed cluster probabilities (either on onepoint
probabilities or on correlations).



A sa specialcase, thism eans that the unit height prob—
ability, and its correlations, are una ected by closed or
bulk dissipative defects. H ow ever, the higher height van—
ables are a ected. U sing the G reen ﬁmct:on n Eqg. (|26|
and the m ethods described in section _-I\{., we nd that
along a closed boundary, w th a defect at the origin, we
have the follow ing height probabilites at x; :

fo@1) = 0 7)
1
f.@2) = HHH 2
@) > X% + 28)
f.3) = ! (29)
N 2 xf

W e have num erically con m ed these results. These re—
sults provide further evidence that the height two and
three variables have di erent eld identi cations along
closed boundaries.

Since the height two and three variables have din en—
sion tw o, this indicates that a dissipative defect along a
closed boundary is a dim ension zero operator. Consis—
tent w ith this, uniform dissipation in the buk has been
denti ed w ith the Integral of the dim ension zero oper—
ator .[1519 However, the correlation of w ith the
height two and three operators in Egs. L123) does not
produce the correlations in Egs. @]—:_29) this siuation
requires further analysis.

In the buk, we would also expect that the higher
height probabilites would be a ected by a defect sie,
and have con m ed this w ith num erical simn ulations, al-
though have not proven this analytically.

T he fact that weakly allowed cluster variables have no
correlations w ith bulk or closed defects provides com —
pelling evidence that weakly allowed cluster variables do
not provide a com plte picture of the sandpilk m odel
T his has particular bearing on the analysis of M ahieu
and Ruelle {15]. They studied speci c buk correlations
of the sim plest weakly allowed cluster variables, and de-
veloped a com plete eld picture for these variables. T hey
found that (at the critical point) these variables are all
linear com binations of three din ension two variables,
@@ +@ @ ,@ @ ,and@ @ ,strongly ndicating thatall
weakly allowed cluster variables are linear com binations
ofthese three elds. However, thisanalysis keft the status
ofthe height two variable unresolved. M ahieu and Ruelle
pointed out that since the height tw o variable appears in
a num ber ofthe weakly allow ed cluster variables, itm ight
be expected that the height two variable would also be a
linear com bination of these three elds, orm ore speci —
cally, proportjonalto the sole rotationally Invariant eld,
@@ +@ @ .ﬂ!f)] But they also noted that such an iden-
ti cation appeared inconsistent with the fusion rules of
thec= 2 CFT, which would indicate a di erent eld
identi cation. The analysis here points strongly to the
latter conclusion, although the speci ¢ eld identi cation
In the buk rem ains unresolved.

10

IX. ALLnPOINT CORRELATIONS ALONG
OPEN BOUNDARIES,PART I

W e have calculated all n-point correlations of all four
height variables, along open boundaries, In the presence
of an arbitrary num ber of dissipative defects. W e begin
by discussing w hy this case is so tractable (In contrast to
the closed case, where we have been unable to calculate
the threepoint fiinction of the height two variabl).

T he heights of the correlation function are placed at
X1;X2; nsRNdde ningxsp, Xa Xp CapX,Wework
nthelmitx! 1 ,wherethe cy’sare kept constant.

A s discussed In section :17:, and appendices :_A-: and :_é:,
a num ber of anom alous tem s arise In the com putation
of correlation functions. W hilk the discussion in these
sections focused on closed boundary correlations, sin ilar
anom alous graphs arise In open boundary correlations.
However, i tums out that these anom alous graphs pro—
duce no contributions to the universal parts of any cor—
relation functions, greatly sim plifying m atters. W e prove
this clain in this section, and in the next section look at
the actual calculation of the correlation fiinctions.

W e start by focusing on the two-point correlations.
N ote that the anom alous graphs found thus far, n g-
ure -r;" and -'_4, all nvolve \nearly—closed" loops: the trees
have paths that go from the neighborhood of1 to the
neighborhood of 3, and from the neighborhood of 3 to
the neighborhood of3. The paths do not actually form
closed loops, since no closed loopsare allowed In spanning
trees, but they do com e very close (W ithin one site). The
reasons forthisare general, so sin ilar structuresw illarise
In allanom alousgraphs, for all correlation fiinctions. For
exam ple, the anom alous graphs in gure:_4 arose because
a long, nearly—closed loop from one site could not be re—
versed In direction, if it passed through xed arrows at
the other site (see gure :L(] of appendix B

In the open case, these anom alous graphs between 1
and J always 2ll o faster than O (1=x%). This is In
contrast to the closed boundary case, where such dia-
gram s djyerge| see Egs. 6'_6-:_8) The di erence results
from the G reen functions. W hilk the G reen function
diverges as In x) along closed boundaries, Jt _decays as
1=x? along open boundaries (see appendix -C') U sing
P riezzhev’s m ethod, the m atrix determ inant for evalu—
ating any closed loop diagram s necessarily involves two
G reen functions, one from 1 to %, and another from 7
to 1, giving an overall factor of 1=x*. Furthem ore, cal
culating the diagram s requires tw o m atrix determ inants,
which com e w ith leading tem s equal in m agniude, but
opposite In sign| see gured. The O (I=x*) parts of the
closed loop diagram s thus cancelalong open boundaries.
So the anom alous graphs for the tw o-point fiinctions au—
tom atically allo fasterthan O (1=x?), and do not need
to be considered when calculating leading-order, univer—
salparts of correlation fiinctions.

By this logic, for any n-point open boundary correla—
tions, any anom alous graphsm ust have term s that decay
asl=(x, xp)’,wherep 5, brsomea;b2 1;2;

n.



A side from the sites at x; and xy,, thereare (n  2) other
sites that need to appear in the connected correlation
function. Each bringsa new G reen function, ofO 1=x?),
so the overall contribution of any anom alous graph m ust
decay at least as fast as O (1=x>*2® 2) ) = 0 (1=x?"*1),
But we will see In the next section that all n-point cor-
relations decay to leading order as 1=x?" . So the anom a—
lous graphs have no e ect on the universal parts of any
n-point correlation functions. The conjcture at the end
of section :\_7: has thus been proven for all open boundary
correlations.

X. ALLnPOINT CORRELATIONS ALONG
OPEN BOUNDARIES,PART II

Sihce we can ignore the anom alous graphs for open
boundary correlation functions, no error is introduced
by w riting the height probability at each site as a linear
com bination of local arrow diagram s, independently us—
Ing at each site the linear relationships derived for the
one-point fnctions. D e ning the open boundary corre—
Iation £, analogously to f. Hrthe closed case Eq. (12)),
we then have

I

det(I+ BG )= py,pu, Trace

I+ Bu,Guiu,
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y(loc y(loc y(loc
DauDasu, 12D g u,
ui=1luz=1 up=1

1']Lop;ul (xl)Lop;u2 x2) tiiLiopsu, (xn)1 (30)

Each Lop;u, &r) representsa localarrow diagram at xg,
analogous to the diagram s In  gure |_'2,', but for the open
case, and N 1, is the total num ber of possbl local ar-
row diagram s at a single site (see [16] for the list of dia—
gram s). D is a constant m atrix expressing height prob—
abilities In term s of local arrow diagram Sy for onepoint
functions, and was (in plicitly) found in {_16] Each cor-
relation of local arrow diagram s can now be calculated
w ith the M ajum darD harm ethod.

If a site 1 has local arrow constraints u, we express
those constraints by a m atrix B ,, and lt G y, be the
G reen function m atrix forthe sitesaroundi. By, and G ,y
are both associated only with sites in the vicinity ofi.
Py = det(I+ B G 4y ) gives the onepoint probability for
the localarrow diagram Lp;, - T he twopoint correlation
oflocalarrow diagram su; and u, isgiven by det (I+ BG ),
where B isblock diagonal, with B, and B, along the
block diagonal, and G ism ade of the fourm atrix blocks
G ujusr Gusuyr Guyuyr @and G y,u, - M ahieu and Ruelle
found that the leading order contribution to the bulk two—
point probability is given by {15]

I

- =  B,G (31)
I+ Bu,Gupu, = 007

B ulG uiuz

Sin ilarly, they found that the bulk, lading-order, contribution to the threepoint probability is given by

det(I+ BG) =
pulpuzpu3TIaoe ;BulGuluz
I+ Bu,Guu,
pulpuzpu3Traoe 7IB\11G ujus
I+ BulG uiug

Egs. {_5]_: S_) are written in a di erent form than the
expressions in [15], but are equivalent.)

The derivation n [[5] of Eq. {31) i the buk relied
on the fact that the lading-order contribution to the
tw o-poInt finction com es from the pieces ofdet(I+ BG )
wih two tem so theblock diagonal (ie. one term from
G y,u, rand one tem from G 4,4, ). Sin iarly, the deriva—
tion of Eq. (33) was based on the fact that the kading—
order, connected, contribution to the threepoint finc—
tion com es from the tetm s of det(I+ BG ) with three
tem s o the block diagonal

The trace form ulae can be extended for all higher—

I+ Byu,G usus

I I
—  B,..G —————Bu,G +
I+ Bu,Gupu, 20T+ By,Goyyu, o 0T
I I
Bu3GU3uz BUZG'L]z'L]l

I+ By,Guyu,
32)

order correlations for the open case. W e w ill see that the
Jeading-order contribution to the open boundary n-point
function decays as O_(1=x2r1 ). The open boundary G reen
function @ppendix ) between (x1;y1) and (x2;y2) I

Gop;o ®1iV1iX2iY2) = w + i1 (33)

k1 x2)
Here, x labels distance along the boundary, and y labels
distance from the boundary (the boundary isaty = 0).
Since the G reen fiinction decays as 1=x?, we can only
haven tem so the block diagonal. Furthem ore, to get



a connected correlation function, we m ust have exactly
onetem o theblock diagonalin every block row and in
every block colum n. Thisallow susto generalizeEgs. GL—
BZ for open boundary n-point functions; they generalize
in the cbviousm anner, with @ 1)! trace tem s for the
n-point fiinction, corresponding to the 1) !waysthat
we can ]oop through the n positions.

Eqg. d33 show s that each o -diagonalblock, G 4y, fac—
torizes Into the product ofa colum n vector and row vec—
tor:

(34)

Guiu, = ¢ Xg)z
whereh,, isa column vector ofheightsy+ 1 ofthe sites
around X i Lopn, ®¢)| ie.thep™ entry ofh,, isthe
valie of y+ 1 forthe p® site ofLop_Luf _xf) Substituting
this In the generalization ofEgs. {3]. BZ), and using the
cyclicity of the trace, each ofthe n  1)!m atrix traces
becom es a product of n 1 1 m atrices. Furthem ore,
the 1)! traces di er from each other only in the
1=(xf Xq)° tem schosen. T he kading-order, connected
part ofthe correlation fiinction ofn localarrow diagram s
is then found to be

1'Lop;ul (Xl)Lop;u2 x2) :::LOéD;un Xn )Jj_z
v
=@  x, AdetM (35)
£=1
M isde ned asthen n matrix
0 iff=g
M e I=&: xg)° ff6 g 38)
and the k, are sim ply num bers:
1 T I
ky, —det(I+ ByGyu) h; ————B hy 37)
YT+ ByG uy

Inserting this nto Eq. (:_3-(_)') gives all open boundary
n-point correlations. To express our resuls in a sin pler
m anner, we de ne

hyja Pa ;o
2 ®) = F jwherea= 1;:::4  (38)
Ka

W e have de ned the follow iIng constants:

_ 9 42 320 512 3 80 512
pl;op_g _+32 9 3 Kl_ _+32 9 3

_ 33, 66 160 , 1024 9 200 1024
P2iop= JTt = T+ 33 K== S5+ 575

(39)

_ 15 22 160 512 7 40 512

Psjop = 5 =t+t35= 55 Ksz= -+ F5

|~

Ps;op = 1 = Kg=
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Pa;op isthe probability for a site along an open boundary
to have height a, and the K ; are nom alization factors.
W e then, nally, have

h o ®i1) &, ®2) 2t 5, &y)i= det™ ) (40)
Forn = 2, this reproduces the open boundary one-and
tw o-point finctions found in [16].

det M ) isthe sam e asthe n-point function of 2@ @ ,
so up to rescaling factors ( 2K ;’s), all our height vari-
ables are represented by @ @ along open boundaries.
T his is rather surprising, given that we have seen that
the height variablesare J:epresented by di erent operators
along closed boundaries (£ gs. {20 22 . InCFT's, bound-
ary operatorsarederived from O PE 'sofbulk operators|
so the fact that the height operators are di erent along
closed boundaries proves that they must be di erent in
the buk, but apparently these di erent bulk operators
becom e identical along open boundaries.

W e now here used the fact that these were the local
arrow diagram s associated w ith the height variables. So,
In fact, wehave shown that alllocalarrow diagram salong
open boundaries are represented by @ @

W e have also found the correlation function ofn uni
height variables along closed boundaries. This requires
lIocal arrow constraints at 3n vertices of the ASM , and
thus the calculation ofa 3n-din ensionalm atrix detem i-
nant. The m atrix is divided into 3 by 3 block subm atri-
ces, such that the diagonalblocks are all identical, and
the o -diagonalblocksallhave the sam e form . A rotation
m akes the m atrix diagonalin 2 out ofevery 3 row s (and
colum ns). The universal part of the correlation function
is thus found to be

(41)

Thiscon m sthe eld identi cation in Eq. (Z-Q:).

XI. nPOINT CORRELATIONS ALONG OPEN
BOUNDARIES,W ITH D ISSIPATIVE DEFECTS

A long open boundaries, the defect-free G reen function,
G o= G gp;0 does not diverge as L ! so for a single
dissipative defect we can m odify the G reen function as
n Eqg. C_2-§') U sing this new G reen function, the open
height probabilities at (x1;0), for a defect of strength k
atd= ©0;y) are

k+ 1)° 1
(L+ kG opjo @A) X1

@p @= Ki, a= 1;2;3;4

42)
The same K, factors that we saw in the height-height
correlations appear in height-defect correlations.



W e de ne an operator sy (@), corresponding to the

addition ofa defect of strength k at 8= (x;y), and then
m ultiplication of all correlation functions by a nom al-
ization factor

1+ kG op;0 @;a))

ky+ 1)2 3)

Then Eq. {44) becom es

1
ha®) sk &Ke)i= ———i

as 5 (44)
x1  x2)

5;x acts jast like any ofthe four he:ght variables n ‘cﬂo—
point correlations Eg. ¢44) iSEq. €40) withn = 2).
ﬁct we nd that 5k acts like 1r 2r 37 and 4 jl’l
allhigher-order correlation finctions, containingm ultiple
height variables and m ultiple dissipative defects.

Suppose we are calculating a correlation function w ith
n height variables, and m dissipative defects. T he dissi-
pative defects are at &, = &y ;Vw ), and have strength
ky, 1 w m . As wih the height locations, the %,
coordinates of the defects all scale w ith the sam e factor

x, where x ! 1 . The change in the toppling m atrix ,
0r is
ky ifi=%=d,; 1 w m
= 45
173 0 otherwise 3)

T he G reen function ism odi ed from its defect—firee value,
G op;0r to

G op;0
)G op ;0

I I
G = —= =
o+ I+ (

b3

Gopo ( ( )Gopp) (46)

p=0

G ;%) can be represented as a trip from 1 to 3, where
along the trip, the traveller can visit any of the defect
sites as often as he or she w ishes, each tim e picking up a
factorof ( )G op;0 -

W e have already seen that the defect—free correlation
function of n height variables has a lading tem of
0 (1=x?"). Ifwe instead use the G reen finction w ith de-
fects, each trip to a defect introduces a factor of 1=x? (see
Eq. @3 Tn a connected finction, we should visit each
defect at least once; in the leading tem , each defect will
be visited from a distant site exactly once, and the corre—
lation fiinction w illhave a Jeading tem of0 (I=x?®*™)),

A fter visiting &, , we m ay travel repeatedly from &,

to d, without pickihg up extra factors of 1=x?>. This
produces a contribution to Eq. (46) of
b3 1
( kyGo @ ;8 )P = @7)
1+ kyGo @ idy)

p=0
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We a]ready saw this factor fora single dJSS:IpatIVe defect,
n Eqg. C25 ).) Furthem ore, inspection ofEq. ¢33 show s

that the visit to the defect at dw from another site w ill
result in a factor ofky (y + 1) . W th Eq. i), this
m otivates the nom alization factor n Eq. C43)

Eqg. €43) nom alizesthe correlation finction ofn height
variables and m defects. To see that the form ofthe cor-
relation fiinction is stilldet ™ ), expand the determ inant
out into cyc]es T he connected part of the determm inant
n Eq. (40) isa sum of closed cycles of kngth n, where
each cycle visitseach ofthe positions (xr ;0) exactly once,
and picksup a factorof1=(xf %4)® when i travels from
xX¢ O X4 . A fier nomn alizing, the defects have exactly the
sam ee ectasthe hejghtvar:iab]es| each trip to (or from )
a defect results in a 1=x tem from the G reen function
to (or from ) the defect €q. (33))

So, In the end, the correlation function of n height
variables on the boundary and m defect sites near or
on the boundary, is given by the m + n) dim ensional
m atrix determm nant, det™ ) W ih appropriate nom al-
ization factors). This show s that dissipative defect sites
along or near open boundaries are, lke the height vari-
ables, represented by @ @

Note that a dissipative defect has a much larger ef-
fect along a closed boundary than along an open one.
A defect is represented by a din ension zero operator
along a closed boundary, but by a din ension two op-—
erator along an open boundary. T hism akes sense; along
open boundaries, grains are already dissipated by top-—
plings, so adding a little m ore dissipation has only m inor
e ects, com pared to dissipation on a closed boundary.
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APPENDIX A:ANOMALOUS GRAPHS IN
BOUNDARY TW O-POINT
CORRELATIONS| PART I

In this section we discuss what we call anom alous
graphsofthe rstkind, which arisewhen converting from
A SM height probabilities to spanning tree probabilities.
A s stated in section :37:, i would be natural to expect,
based on analogy wih the onepoint height probabili-
ties, for the twopoint height probabilities to be given
by Eq. (E) . However, this tums out to not be the case.
Let us carefully consider how height correlations can be
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FIG .7: State not In any Sx1, and n muliple Sk;.

FIG . 8: Venn diagram in the space of states where (hNI,'hi)
(2;2) isallowed, but (ILl;hMJ) = (1;1) isnot.

tumed into spanning tree probabilities. W e focus on the
closed tw o-point correlations; other cases are sin ilar.

For correlations between 1 and %, Ivashkevich divided
the states of the ASM into sets Sy;, consisting of states
allowed when hy k and h, 1, but forbidden oth-
erwise [16]. However, not allASM states fll into one
of these sets. There are states that are allowed when
(hi'hj) = (1;2), and when (hi;hj) = (2;1), but forbid-
den when (hi,h ) = (1;1); these states do not belong to
any set Sx;. One such state is shown In gurei 7'

W e nd it convenient to de ne Sk, consisting of A SM
height con gurations on the sandpile, excluding 1 and %,
that are allowed when we add G]i;hj) = (;1, but both
forbidden when we add QH;hj) = 1;1), and also
forbidden when we add &H;hﬁ) = (k;1 1). Note that
w hen counting states, the fact that we do not specify the
heights of1 and % introduces a m ultiplicative factor; for
example, §S12 ¥ 3S12 j=C@ 2) foriand  both on a
closed boundary. Now, every state must be In at least
one of the sets Sk1, but som e states are in several Sk1’s
For exam ple, the state in  gure it is in both S, and S7; .

N o anom alous graphs arise for two-point correlations
hvolring at least one unit height variable, sihoe In those
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cases the relevant S-sets do not intersect. The number
8f states where 1 has height one and % has height h is
p=1 J S1p J- Furthemm ore, the representation of Siy
is exactly what we would expect; it corresoonds to the
num ber of spanning treeswhere NNP, = 0, and NNP, =
h 1. Sono anom alous graphs arise when the two-point
correlation has at least one uni height variable.

Things get m ore com plicated when both heights are
higher heights. W e discuss in detailthe 22 (height two—
height tw 0) correlation along a closed boundary; the anal-
ysis for the other tw opoint correlations is sim ilar.

If1 and j both have height two, wem ust be in at least
one Skll for k 2,1 2. 312 and Sz]_ intersect, so
num ber of 2-2 states is

3812 \ S21 7

A1)
The st three temm s all have the \natural' span-—
ning tree representation. The di culty is n evaluat-

3S11 J+ JS12 J+ JS21 J+ JS22 3

ng j S J 3S12 \ Su1 J Sy, counts states where
&H;hj) = (2;2) is allowed, but netther h,;h.) = (1;2)
nor (hi;hj) = (2;1) are alowed. In gure '_, we have

started w ith a lJarge rectangle, representing the the set of
states where (h"i;hj) = (2;2) is allowed, and QH;hj) =
(1;1) is forbidden| we call this set X . In the rect-
angle are two subsets, corresponding to regjons w here
h; hj = (1;2) is allowed, and where (hi, 2;1) is
a]Jowed| wecallthesetwo setsX ; and X 5. In thisVenn
diagram , S5, is the diagonally shaded region outside the
circles, and S, \ S is the crosshatched intersection of
the two circles. Looking at the Venn diagram , we see
that to ndj322 j j312\321 j,westartwjththeset
X , and then subtract o the states in X ; and X, inde-
pendently. By independently we m ean that states in the
Intersection ofX ; and X , get subtracted o twice. So

3S22 3 3S12\S21 F3X J X113 X223 @2)

For states in X , setting (hi;hj) (1;1) produces an
MFSC. (Note that we have de ned the M FSC as the
m axin alF SC produced when the heights at both 1 and
¥ are sin ultaneously set to one; if only one height was
set to one, then the largest FSC m ight be an aller, or
there m ight be no FSC at all) The set X can be parti-
tioned into the follow Ing dispint subsets, depending on

the shape ofthe M FSC :

Xa : TheM FSC oconsists of dispint subsets around 1and™

Xg : TheMFSC is connected; with
Xc : TheMFSC is connected; with

2 neighbors of1and exactly 1 neighbor of™
2 neighbors of ¥ and exactly 1 neighbor ofi
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Xp : TheMFSC is connected; with exactly 1 neighbor ofiand exactly 1 neighbor of™

X1 and X, can be partitioned into analogously de ned
subsets, X 14 , X 15 s €tc. . . SO, Prexample, X 1p is the
subset ofX p such that (hi;hj) = (1;2) isallowed. (Note
that X1 = ; and X5 = ;.) Wewant

X

OXxJ JXiuxJ X2 3 A 3)

k2fA;B;,CDg

O ur \naive" guesswould be that thiswould equalthe sst
of states where NNP, = NNP, = 1. W e carefully count
the states, com paring w ith this guess.

X a ,affersubtractingo the statesfrom X 15 and X 2a,
is equal to one-fourth the num ber of spanning trees for
whichdand ™ each haveoneNNP , and fig|[ Tree,ldoesnot

border or intersect £3g [ Treej. (T he one-fourth com es

from the fact that the spanning tree arrow s from 1 and
% can point out from the M FSC in any direction.) Tree
refers to the set of sites that are predecessors of i. The
condition that fig [ Tree, and £3g [ Treej cannot bor-
der each other com es from the condition that the M FSC
consist of dispint subsets around 1 and 3.

W e now consider Xz . The MFSC generated when
(hi;hj) = (1;1) must stillbe an M FSC when (hi;hj) =
2;1). So (hi;hj) = (2;2) ' ;1) produces an M FSC

that includes exactly one neighbor of 3, the site 1, and
at least two of?’'s neighbors. Just as in section :gj_i, this
isequivalent to am odi ed A SM , where bonds along the
border of the M FSC are rem oved (exoept for one bond
of¥). nEq. A3), X = ;,but we do need to subtract
o statesin X 15 . To do thiswe only count the states of
X g such that (hj;hj) = (1;2) is forbidden, which in plies
thath"i = 2! 1 should produce a new, smaller FSC,
com plktely contained w ithin the larger M FSC . W e then
see that jXg J JXi1g J JX 2 Jjoorresoonds to one—
Burth of all spanning trees where NNP, = NNP, = 1,
and either 1 2 Treej or 1 borders Treej, with one ex—
ception. The exception occurs because the M FSC, by
construction of X5, can only have one neighbor of Jj.
So jXp J JXa1s J jX g Jjwill not count cases
where NNP, = NNPNj = 1,1 borders T_J:e%, and % bor-
ders Treei| this case isshown in gure3. W e label this
set of graphs as ¢. Since c has NNP, = NNP, = 1, i
would be natural to expect i to appear In the spanning
trees contributing to the height two-height two correla—
tion function. However, sinceno M FSC'’sof X havetwo
neighbors of1 and two neighbors of¥, graph ¢ does not
appear in X ¢ orXp either.

The analysis for X ¢ is iddentical to that for X5 , and
X e J  JXic J JX ¢ joounts one-fourth the span—
ning treeswhere NNP, = NNP., = 1, and either™ 2 Tree,
or?j borders T ree,, except that, again, the spanning trees
of c are excluded.

FIG.9: Correlationswhere 1 6

In Xp , theM FSC has only one neighbor ofi and one
neighbor of¥. T he one-to-onem apping between X and
spanning tree states posessess som e subtleties, but the
end resul is what one would expect: The number of
statesin jXp J JXip J JX2p Jis onefourth the
num ber of spanning treeswhere NNP,, = NNP, = 1, and
Tree, and Treej border each other, but 1 2 Treej, and
Y& Tree,.

In the end, we see that 4 jS,; J

equal to the number of spanning trees where NNP, =
NNPNj = 1, except for the set ¢, which contains all span—

3S12\ S21 J is

ning trees where both 1 borders Treej., and ¥ borders
Tree,. c consists of the anom alous graphs of the rst
kind.

An sin ilar analysis for other closed correlation func—
tions show s that the spanning trees in ¢ contribute to the
height two-height three correlation, and get subtracted
from the height threeheight correlation (relative to a
\naive" approach). T hese changes are necessary for the
height probabilities to all sum to one, so this provides
a check on ourm apping between A SM states and span—
ning tree states. In the next appendix, we consider yet
another com plication that arises in the calculation ofthe
tw o-point functions.

APPENDIX B:ANOMALOUS GRAPHS IN
BOUNDARY TW O-POINT
CORRELATIONS| PART II

W e saw In the previous appendix that Eq. {_E;) does
not quite hold, but is only o by the anom alous graph
c. So exoept for this com plication, the twopoint height
correlations can be tumed into linear com binations of
probabilities for spanning trees w ith nonlocal conditions
on NNPMlandNNPNj. A s in the previous appendix, we dis—
cuss only the closed boundary two-point functions; other
cases are sin ilar.

A sdiscussed In sectjon:_ﬁ{:,wecanwrjtetheprobabﬂjty
Ny to have NNP, = h 1 as a linear combination of
nonlocal arrow diagram s, which we can then rew rite as
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FIG .10: Correlationswhere ;6

follow s (see gures:}' and :2:):

Ny = 2(1+ 2+ )
= 2¢( L + 3LC;2+ Lc;3)+
4( 1 2)+ 2( 1 2) B1)
N3y = 2(1+ 2+ )+
= 2@Lcp  2Lcp+ Lgs) + L
4(1 2) 2(1 2) B2)

These relationships hold regardless of the correlation
functions thatd are In. W e de ne operators corregoond—
Ing to the localparts of these tem s:

LN2 2( Lc;l+ 3LC;2+ Lc;3) (B3)
LN 3 2(2Lc;1 2Lc;Z + Lc;5) + Lc;4 (B4)
In onepoint functions, ; = ,,and 1 = ,, soN;

and N3 sinply become Ly, and Ly 3, which are Io-
cal, and whose expectation values can be found ij:h
the M ajm darD harm ethod, as discussed in section :_1\[: .
(T hese are the sam e relations found in [_iﬁ].)

U nfortunately, things becom e m ore com plicated w ith
the 1 and , tem s. Ifthe Iong path of ; avoidsarrow
restrictions at other sites, the long path can be reversed,
and ; will be equivalent to ,. However, if the long
path goes through arrow restrictions at other sites ofthe
oone]at_jon function, then ; willnotbeequivalentto .
FJgure:_l(_i com pares diagram sthat arisein ( 1; 1) corre-
lations, w ith diagram sthat arise In ( ,; ) correlations.
Three of the four diagram s shown (labeled with \a"’s)
are equivalent, but the fourth one (labeled with \b") is
not. The resultant anom alous graphs of the second kind
were shown and discussed earlier, In section 3_\7: (see g-—
ure:ff). W hen all the correlations of the ( 1 2)'s in

Egs. {81B2) are considered, we nd the Hllowing Hor

Tt would be sin plest if in correlations ofN, and N 3,
we could replace N, and N3 with Ly, and Ly 3, sihce
local correlation functions are easily calclated. A s In the
previous appendix, we call this approach \naive," | this
naive approach does not quite work, and we call the de—
viations of the correct answers from the naive approach
\anom alous graphs of the second kind."

W eno longerhave ;= ,;and ;= ; ih correlations
of N, and N 3, because In correlations between distant
sites1 and 3, sw itching arrow s at 1 can a ect predeces-
sor relationships at 3. To analyze the ( ; 2) tem s
n Egs. @:]:—1:3:2), consider the con guration In gure :_Q,
w here we have not speci ed the direction of the arrow
from 1. If the arrow from 1 points to 33, then % is not
a predecessor of %, so the con guration at ¥ is .And if
the arrow from 1 points to iy, then % is a predecessor of
%, so the con guration at™ is ,. So switching from ; to

2 atican a ect whether the con guration at ¥ is , or

. However, this Inequivalence between ; and . tums
out to have no e ect on any correlation functions, to any
order, shce , and always appear in the com bination

2+ ,In Ly, and Lys,and ,+ hasno correlations
w ith 1 2.

closed boundary correlations:

N, @N, 0)i = gz @Ly20)i+ 4@ b) BS)
N, @N3;0)i = HMy2@Ly3 01 4@ b) B6)
N3 @N3;0)i = Hys3@Lyv30)i+ 4@ b) B7)

T he correlations involving the height one variable are un-
a ected by these com plications.

To sum m arize, naively transform ing from nonlocalar-
row diagram s to local arrow diagram s independently at
every site ofa two-point correlation resuls in anom alous
graphs a and b.



APPENDIX C:GREEN FUNCTIONS

T he inverse of the buk toppling m atrix ( is the ]at—
the G reen fanction, which has long been known Q4
is given by

eiP1x+ P2y
Go &;y) =

200sp1  2CoSp;
C1)
T his Integral is divergent, producing term s oforder n L,
where L isthe system size, but these divergences are usu—
ally unin portant, since we are typically concemed w ith
di erences in G reen functions. For large %, y thishas the

expansion t_Z-é_;]

Go (e y) ! n =% + ¢%) h8+ c2)
%)= — —  — 4+ i1

0 ¥ 2 ¥ > 2

where = 0:57721 :::is the EulerM ascheroniconstant.

For sites (x1;y1) and Xz;y2) near an open boundary,
where x is the coordinate along the boundary, and y is
the distance from 1':he boundary (located at y = 0), the
G reen function is P51

1
Ge®i1iviixX2iy2) = —Injixp

+ oyt Dty Dyt DA+ v

APPENDIX D:M ORE CLOSED BOUNDARY
CORRELATION FUNCTIONS

H ere we list the three-point correlation ﬁmctJons aJong
closed boundaries that were not stated In section V I As
a check, the correlation finctions in this appendix were
found by the m ethods already descrlbbed in sections \/'
and i\/i However, they can all also be determm ined from
those already listed In section -Vi from the requirem ent
that the three height probabilities m ust sum at all sites,
and by sym m etry. T hey are listed here only for reference,
and because they provide checks on our calculations. W e

nd

£.(1;1;3) = 2@ )@ 8
c\ris - 6 (X1 X2 )2 (%1 X3 )2 5 X3)2
3 8y o)
5 (Xl X3)3 (X2 X3 )3
4
fo(1;2;3) = (3 (+8)@ 8

x2)? &1 X3)?(xp  x3)?

6 (x1
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Gopjo ®17Y1iX2;¥2) = Go X1 X2;y1  ¥2)
Golxi x2ivity2+2) (€C3)
A long closed boundaries, i l_2-§'
Geo R17v1ix2iy2) = Go&X1  X2iy1 y2)+
Goxi xivity2t+1l) (C4)

The m inus sign betw een the G reen functions in Eq. € 3)
cancels out divergences in the G reen function. The ex—
pansion ofthe G reen function br_pomt's along thebound-
ary hasalready been calculated [25], and can be extended
to points near the boundary, but far from each other
yi=0@M),y2=0(@),Jx1 %2 3 1),bythe recur-
sion relationships, Gy o= I.We nd

+ 1 + 1
Gop X17Y1iX2iY2) = u(ilzz) (C5)
x1  %2)
and
GByiy1+ 1)+ 3 (y+l)+l);
Y1 Y1 Y2 (Y2 6 & x,)°
1)+ 6 +1) iy X ! + 1::C6)
V1 (V1 v2 (2 % 1
[
3 8)?
S x) ke x3)3
3 8)24 7 )
2)
25& %)@ x3)3 ®
3 8) 4 )@+ )
£ (1;3;3) =
1 x2)? (X1 X3)2 (& x3)?
3 8) @8 )
+ oz 3)
25& %) x3)° ®

We can now check that £f.(1;1;1) + £f.(@1;1;2) +
f.(1;1;3) = 0, as £ must. Interchanging x, and x3 In
f.(1;1;2) gives

8( 3)3 8)?

fc (1;2;1) = 6 (Xl X2 )2 (Xl X3 )2 (><2 X3)2
B 8y
4)
Sk x2)} (3 xp)3 P

We can then check that f.(@;1;1) + £.(@1;2;1) +
f. (@1;3;1) = 0. Threepoint correlation fiinctionsw ith no
unit height variables cannotbe found w ith them ethods in



thispaper, asalready discussed in section y:i H ow ever, if
we use the conecture proposed In section :y:, ofdropping
the anom alous graphs (@swe did to obtain Eq. C_2§‘)), we
now obtain

£ @23 = 24 5)( 192+ 112 13 %)
e 4 °(xy %)% (1 X3)2 &y x3)?
3 8) (7 24)
5)
25x1 %3P x3)° ®
€ 0:3:3) = @+ )( 192+ 112 13 ?)
e 4 0(x1 %)% (k1 xX3)2 &y x3)?
3 8) @8 )
+ ::: 6)
251 %) x3)° ®
333 - @+ )64 32 + ?) Y
cTr 4 6@ x)?k1 %3)P&e x3)2
O7)

A s wih the other correlation functions in this section,

these agree w ith the requirem ents that the three height

probabilities m ust sum to one at all sites, and w ith the
eld identi cations in Egs. (:_2-(_):—2-2_:) .

APPENDIX E:THE c= 2CONFORMAL FIELD
THEORY

The central charge 2 conform al eld theory is per—
haps the sim plest know n logarithm ic conform al eld the—
ory. W hile the theory has a sin ple underlying G aussian
structure, it still possesses a num ber of subtle features.
W e use the omulation ofthe c= 2 CFT where the
action is given by

Z
1

S = E1)

@ and @ refer to the holom orphic and antiholom orphic
der:iyau'yes| that is, the derivatives w ith respect to z =
x+ iyandz= x 1iy. and areanticomm utingG rass-
m anian variables. The action has zero m odes, which
m ake the partition function zero. If we nomm alize the
action by not integrating over the zero m odes, we get
W ick contraction rules, wih each contraction between
(z) and () giving a factorof log(zy z).
W hile boundary conform al eld theories are generally
w ellunderstood @g, é@‘], boundary logarithm ic conform al
eld theordes possess a num ber of subtleties that are not
wellunderstood. Results on boundary LCFT are still to
som e degree contradictory f_Z?_;, :_3dl 31, :_32:1 :_33" :_34] How -
ever, basic results from non-logarithm ic boundary CFT
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should still be expected to apply. In particular, just as
for non-logarithm ic boundary CFT’'s, as buk operators
arem oved near a boundary, their antiholom orphic pieces
should behave like holom orphic pieces at m irror locations
across the boundary [_1-9', :_59']
APPENDIX F:A PROOF THAT THE HEIGHT
VARIABLES HAVE DIFFERENT BULK FIELD
IDENTIFICATIONS

T he correlation finctions in Egs. {13415), Egs. {L7-419),
and Egs. C_Z-j—'_.Z-S_i) show conclusively that the three height
variables are represented by di erent operators along
closed boundaries. A s already discussed, since bound-
ary operators are derived from O PE’s ofbulk operators,
this proves that the height variablesm ust be represented
by di erent operators in the buk aswell ﬁ_l%‘] H ow ever,
i is worth noting that this conclusion can be reached
with a sin ple argum ent, based on general principles of
conform al eld theory, w ithout doing any detailed calcu—
lations.

Suppose that all four height variables w ere represented
(up to m ultiplicative factors) by the sam e eld operator.
The unit height varabl is known, from is twopont
correlation, to have dim ension two [_lfi], s0, by our as—
sum ption, all four height variables w ould have scaling di-
m ension two. T he height probabilities get m odi ed from
their buk values, ps;n» h = 1;2;3;4) near a boundary
(closed or open). Then onepoint finctions of operators
of din ension d will decay as 1=y, where y is the dis-
tance from the boundary, and d is the operator din en—
sion £8,130.

Ch

ph(y)=PB;h+?+:::; ®1)

for som e constants @, . If the elds are nom alized (to
have zero expectation value and coe cient -1 In two-point
correlations), then general CFT principles predict that
the coe cients of the 1=y ? tem s should be universal
num bers, depending only on the eld and the boundary
condition P8J; in particular, they should be independent
ofh. So upon nom alizing the height variabls, the dif-
ferent g, should allbecom e €, a num ber independent of
h. Since we are assum ing that all four height variables
are represented by the same eld, the 11, 22, 33, and
4-4 correlations should allhave the sam e sign (hegative),
so this nom alization should not change the signs of the
coe cients, and a]lthelg h4’s should have the sam e sign as
e. However, weneed ,_; &, = 0, for the four height
probabilites to sum to one, so the ¢, cannot allhave the
sam e sign. By contradiction, the four height variables
m ust be represented by di erent elds in the bulk.
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