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Boundary height�eldsin theAbelian sandpilemodel
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A bstract

W estudy the abelian sandpilem odelon the upperhalfplane,and reconsiderthe correlationsofthe

four height variables lying on the boundary. For m ore convenience,we carry out the analysis in the

dissipative (m assive)extension ofthe m odeland identify the boundary scaling �eldscorresponding to

the four heights. W e �nd thatthey allcan be accounted forby the m assive pertubation ofa c = � 2

logarithm icconform al�eld theory.

1 Introduction

Thedescriptionofequilibrium criticalphenom enahasbeen oneofthegreatestsuccessoftwo{dim ensional

conform altheoriesin the pasttwenty years[1]. M ore recently,attention hasfocused on new types of

observablesin otherwise well{known m odels,and also on new kindsofcriticalsystem s. In both cases,

non localfeaturesoften play an im portantrole,because eitherthe observablesone isinterested in are

them selvesnon localin term softhenaturalm icroscopicvariables,orelsebecausethestatisticalm odel

possessesintrinsic non localproperties.These studiesoften lead to a description in term sofconform al

theorieswith peculiarproperties.A classofsystem swith such propertiesisprovided by sandpilem odels.

Som eofthem ,and in particularthe one weconsiderhere,arebelieved to havea faithfuldescription in

term soflogarithm icconform al�eld theories.

O urm otivation to study thesem odelsistwo{fold.First,onewishesto seeto whatextentthey lend

them selves to a conform al�eld theoretic approach,and ifthe adequacy ofthe conform aldescription

is as good as for the equilibrium system s. Second,the logarithm ic theories have been developed for

them selves,butarecom plex and som eoftheiraspectsarenotfully understood yet.Itshould therefore

be pro�tableto haveconcreterealizationsin orderto havea betterunderstanding ofthe m ostpeculiar

features.

The sandpile m odelwe consider here is the isotropic Abelian sandpile m odel(ASM ),as originally

de�ned in [2].Them ostnaturalvariablestoconsiderin aconform alcontextarethefourheightvariables.

In the bulk,correlationsofheight1 variablescan be handled by localcalculations[3],butheight2,3

and 4 variables are m uch m ore com plicated,and only their one{site probabilities are known [4]. For

�
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siteson a boundary,closed oropen,Ivashkevich showed,by using suitableidentities,thatthenon local

con�gurationsneeded to handle the heightsbiggerthan 1 could be reduced to localcom putations[5].

He wasthen able to com pute the two{site jointprobabilitiesofallheightvariables. He found thatall

correlationsdecay liker� 4,and infered,wrongly aswewillsee,thatallboundary heightvariablesscale

to the sam econform al�eld.

O ur aim in this paper is to revisit this problem and to identify the �elds corresponding to the

boundary height variables,but in a dissipative extension ofthe m odel,known to be described by a

m assive perturbation ofthe c= � 2 conform altheory [6]. The m ain advantage fordoing thisisthatit

allowsforan unam biguousidenti�cation ofthe �eldsfrom a few 2{pointcorrelators,o�,and therefore

also at,criticality. The so{obtained identi�cation can then be checked from other 2{point and from

3{point functions. In contrast,when one considers the critical, non dissipative m odel, the 2{point

functionsyield am biguous�eld identi�cations,which can only be �xed by using 3{pointfunctions,and

then checked from highercorrelators.

The article is organized as follows. The next section de�nes the m odeland sets our conventions.

Section 3 dealswith the boundary unitheightvariable and whatwe callsupercriticalheightvariables.

They arem uch easierthan the otherones,and illustratethe way the identi�cation with concrete�elds

isobtained.The identi�cation ofthe height1 and supercriticalheight�eldsalso facilitatesthatofthe

otherheights.

Sections 4 and 5 form the hardcore ofthe article. In Section 4,we explain our prescription | a

two{step burning algorithm | to associate recurrent con�gurations ofthe sandpile to spanning trees,

from which a clearcharacterization ofthe localheightconstraintsfollows.W e use itto com pute 2{site

probabilitiesforhaving a height1 ora supercriticalheightatonesite,and any otherheightattheother

site,from which we deduce the �eld identi�cation ofallheightvariables.Section 5 checksthese results

by com puting explicitely all2{site heightprobabilitiesin the m assive extension ofthe sandpile m odel,

and certain 3{siteprobabilitiesinvolving a height1 ora supercriticalheight.

Sincethebulk ofthecalculationsreported herewasdone,an articleby Jeng [7]hasappeared,where

precisely the sam e problem is addressed. The two workswere carried outindependently and di�er in

two ways. The �rst one is that we study the dissipative m odel,while Jeng considers it at criticality.

This fact enables us to deduce the �eld identi�cations for the boundary height variables h > 1 from

the spanning tree characterizationsofa single insertion ofsuch variables,technically m uch sim plerto

solve than the 2{site insertions. The latterare only used ascross{checks,in contrastto the approach

atcriticality which needsthem asinputs. So working o� criticality o�ersa sim pler and m ore reliable

accessto the �elds.Secondly,we usea di�erentcharacterization ofthe heightvariablesbiggerorequal

to 2 in term s ofspanning trees,which is based on a m odi�ed,two{step burning algorithm . This,we

believe,leadsto a m ore transparentform alism which generalizesto m ultisite probabilities.O urresults

and conclusionshoweverfully agreewith those ofJeng.

2 T he dissipative sandpile m odel

Considera �niteportion  L ofa squarelatticeand de�neateach siteia (sand)heightvariablehi which

can take the integervalues1;2;3;:::.A con�guration C ofthe sandpile isthe setofheightvaluesfhig

for allsites. The dynam ics is de�ned in term s ofa sym m etric toppling m atrix �. Its entries are all

integers,positiveon thediagonal,negativeo� thediagonal,and ithasrow sum swhich arenon negative.

A con�guration iscalled stable ifallheightssatisfy hi � � ii.

Thesystem evolvesin discretetim easfollows.To thestablecon�guration Ct attim etweadd a sand

grain ata random site i(chosen with uniform distribution say),nam ely we sethi ! hi+ 1. Thisnew

con�guration,ifstable,de�nesCt+ 1. Ifitisnotstable,the unstable site itopples: itloses� ii grains,

2



every othersite j receives� � ij grains,whereas
P

j2 L � ij sand grainsare dissipated (they fallo� the

pile,to a sink).Thatis,when a site itopples,weupdate the heightsaccording to

hj �! hj � � ij; 8j2  L: (1)

Ifothersitesbecom e unstable afterthe toppling ofthe site i,they topple following the sam e rule. All

unstablesitesarethen toppled untilthecon�guration becom esstableagain.Thiscon�guration isthen

taken as Ct+ 1. In this way,the toppling at the seeded site can trigger a potentially large avalanche,

resulting in a con�guration Ct+ 1 which can be com pletely di�erentfrom Ct.

Provided therearedissipativesites,i.e.sitesk forwhich
P

j2 L � kj > 0,thedynam icsiswellde�ned:

itdoesnotdepend on theorderin which thesitesaretoppled (them odelisAbelian),and therelaxation

ofthe seeded con�guration to Ct+ 1 requiresa �nite num beroftopplings.

O ne is generally interested in the long tim e behaviour of the sandpile. As shown by Dhar [8],

this behaviour is characterized by a unique tim e invariant probability m easure P �

 L, which speci�es

the probabilities ofoccurrence ofallstable con�gurations,independently ofthe initialcon�guration.

The m om ents ofthis m easure, in the therm odynam ic lim it j Lj ! 1 , are what we want to put in

correspondencewith the correlatorsofa conform al�eld theory.

W hen the dynam ics is started from a certain initialcon�guration,it produces at later tim es two

kinds ofcon�gurations,called transient and recurrent in the term inology ofM arkov processes. The

transientcon�gurationsarethosewhich occura �nitenum beroftim esonly (they m ay notoccuratall,

depending on theinitialcon�guration).In thelong run,they arenotin theim ageofthedynam ics,and

have a zero m easure with respect to P �

 L. A sim ple exam ple is the con�guration with allhi = 1,but

m oregenerally,any con�guration with two 1’satneighboursites(sitesi;j with � ij 6= 0)istransient.

The non transientcon�gurationsarerecurrent.Theirnum berisequalto det�,the determ inantof

the toppling m atrix,and asym ptotically,they occurwith equalprobability,so thatthe m easure P �

 L is

uniform on them [8]. A criterion to decide whether a given con�guration is recurrent or transient is

based on the notion offorbidden sub{con�guration (FSC):a sub{con�guration,with supportK �  L,is

said to be forbidden ifhi � �
P

j2K nfig
� ji,forallsitesiofK. Forinstance two neighboursiteswith

heights1 form an FSC.Then a con�guration isrecurrentifand only ifitcontainsno FSC [9].

A practicalway to test a con�guration is to use the burning algorithm [8]. At tim e 0,allsites in

 L are unburntand we de�ne K 0 =  L to be the setofunburntsites attim e 0. The sites iofK 0 such

thathi > �
P

j2K 0nfig
� ji are burnable attim e 1. So we burn them ,obtaining a sm allersetK 1 � K 0

ofunburnt sites at tim e 1. Then the sites ofK 1 which are burnable at tim e 2,i.e. those satisfying

hi > �
P

j2K 1nfig
� ji,are burnt. This leavesa sm allersetK 2 � K 1 ofunburntsitesattim e 2. This

burning processiscarried on untilno m oresiteisburnable,which m eansthatK T + 1 = K T fora certain

T.Then thecon�guration isrecurrentifand only ifallsitesof L havebeen burnt(K T = ;).O therwise

K T isan FSC.

Theburning algorithm allowsto de�nea uniquerooted spanning treeon a graph  L?,from thepath

followed by the �re in the lattice [9]. The graph  L? has the sites of L and the sink as vertices,and

haslinksde�ned by �: an o�{diagonalentry � ij = � n m eansthere are n bondsconnecting the sites

iand j,and each site iis connected to the sink by a num ber ofbonds equalto
P

j2 L � ij � 0,the

num ber ofgrainsdissipated when itopples. At tim e 0,the sink is the only burntsite and form s the

rootofthe tree. In the nextsteps,the �re propagatesfrom the sink to those siteswhich are burnable

attim e 1,then from the siteswhich have been burntattim e 1 to those which are burnable attim e 2,

and so on. Ifa site burnsattim e t,one saysthat itcatches�re from one am ong its neighboursthat

were burntattim e t� 1 (orfrom the sink site attim e 1). In case there are m ore than one ofthese,a

�xed ordering prescription isused to decidealong which bond the�reactually propagates.(Theprecise

prescription willnotbe needed in whatfollows;the interested readerisrefered to [9]foran exam pleof

such a prescription.) Thecollection ofallbondsform ing the�repath de�nesa spanning tree,rooted in
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the sink,and growing towardsthe interiorofthe lattice  L.

This im proved algorithm establishes a correspondence between the set ofrecurrent con�gurations

on  L and the setofrooted spanning treeson  L?. The precise m apping,although one{to{one,however

dependson theprescription used.Theprescription wewillusebelow di�ersslightly from theonede�ned

in [9],butis equally valid. The speci�c sandpile m odelwe considerin the nextsections isde�ned on

the discrete upper halfplane  L = Z> � Z,and has the m assive discrete Laplacian astoppling m atrix

subjected to thetwo di�erentboundary conditions\open" and \closed"on theboundary,which wetake

to betheliney = 1.Thetwo toppling m atricesarealm ostidenticaland di�eronly along theboundary.

They both depend on a positiveparam etert,controlling therateatwhich sand isdissipated when sites

topple.They read explicitely

� op

ij =

8
<

:

4+ t ifi= j,

� 1 ifiand j aren.n.,

0 otherwise,

� cl
ij =

8
>><

>>:

4+ t ifi= j areo� boundary,

3+ t ifi= j areon boundary,

� 1 ifiand j aren.n.,

0 otherwise.

(2)

O neeasily seesthattgrainsofsand aredissipated (transfered tothesink)each tim easitetopples,or

t+ 1 ifitisan open boundary sitethattopples.Thism odelwillbecalled them assiveAbelian sandpile

m odel(M ASM )in reference to the m assive discrete laplacian where
p
tplaysthe role ofa m ass. The

usual,criticalm odeloriginally de�ned in [2],isrecovered att= 0.

In term softhe graph  L?,bulk sitesand closed boundary siteshavea t{fold connection to the sink,

whileopen boundary siteshavea (t+ 1){fold connection to it.In addition,allnearestneighbour(n.n.)

siteson  L areconnected by a singlebond.

An easy corollary ofthe above burning algorithm isthata site with heightsm allerorequalto the

num ber ofits neighbours on  L (3 or 4) is never burnt at tim e 1,and therefore catches �re from one

ofits neighboursand notfrom the sink. Conversely,a site with heightstrictly largerthan � ii(t= 0)

| which we calla supercriticalheight| ,oran open boundary site with h = 4 isseta�re by the sink.

Supercriticalheightvaluesarethosewhich existonly when tisnon zero.

Accordingtothede�nition of�,tshould takeintegervalues.HowevertheM ASM correlationsdecay

exponentially,with a correlation length thatdivergesonly when tgoesto 0,like1=
p
t[10,6].Thelarge

distancelim itofthelatticecorrelationsm ustthereforebeaccom panied by a sm alltlim it,in such a way

thattheirscaling lim it
p
t= M a ! 0;ji� jj= jzj=a ! 1 be wellde�ned when a ! 0.So in practice,

oneexpandsthelatticeM ASM correlationsin powersoft,and selectsthedom inantterm s.Thesede�ne

correlatorsofa m assive �eld theory,which,in thiscase,turnsoutto be a m assive perturbation [6]of

c= � 2 logarithm icconform altheory [11,12,13],

S =
1

�

Z

(@��@~� + M
2
�~�=4); (3)

where�;~� areanticom m uting scalar�elds.

In the courseofthe calculations,we willm akean extensiveuse ofthe inversetoppling m atrix � � 1

ij .

As is well{known,the inverse of� on the upper halfplane can be obtained in term s ofthe inverse

m assiveLaplacian on thefullplane� � 1,via theim agem ethod.Fori= (m 1;n1)and j= (m 2;n2),the

explicitform ulaeread

(� op)� 1ij = � � 1

ij � � � 1

ij� = � � 1

ij � � � 1

i�j; j
� = (m 2;� n2);

(� cl)� 1ij = � � 1
ij + � � 1

ij_
= � � 1

ij + � � 1

i_ j
; j

_ = (m 2;1� n2): (4)

Thehorizontaltranslation invarianceispreserved in both cases,sothattheentriesoftheinversem atrices

depend on jm 1 � m 2j;n1 and n2.A shortreview on valuesoftheinversem assiveLaplacian on theplane

can be found in [6].

The lattice open boundary condition is identi�ed with the Dirichlet condition in the continuum

(� = ~� = 0 on R), whereas the closed boundary condition corresponds to the Neum ann condition
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(@� � �@� = @~� � �@~� = 0 on R). The Lagrangian (3)then im pliesthe following G reen functionson the

upperhalfplane

h�(z)�(w)i= h~�(z)~�(w)i= 0; (5)

h�(z)~�(w)iop = K 0(M jz� wj)� K 0(M jz� �wj); (6)

h�(z)~�(w)icl= K 0(M jz� wj)+ K 0(M jz� �wj); (7)

whereK 0 isthe m odi�ed Besselfunction.

3 U nit height and supercriticalheight variables

M ultisite probabilities for a num ber ofsites to have height equalto 1 or supercriticalheight values

(hi > � ii� t)isfairly easy ifone usesthe Bom bay trick,a beautifultechnique designed by M ajum dar

and Dhar[3]. Itcan be form ulated in term sofheightcon�gurationsorin term sofspanning trees. In

thissection,wewilluseitin term sofheights,the form ulation with treesbeing a particularcaseofthe

generalcharacterization given in the nextsection.

Suppose thatwe�rstwantto com pute the probability P [hi0 = 1]thata certain site i0 hasa height

equalto 1. Thatprobability issim ply equalto the num berofrecurrentcon�gurationswith a height1

ati0 divided by the totalnum berofrecurrentcon�gurations,which weknow equalsdet�.

Theidea of[3]isto de�nea new sandpilem odelin which theheightati0 isalways1,and such that

any recurrentcon�guration ofthisnew m odelisin correspondencewith a recurrentcon�guration ofthe

originalm odelwherethe heightati0 is1.To freeze the heightati0 to the value 1,onesim ply reduces

the diagonalentry ofthe toppling m atrix to 1. So the toppling m atrix � 0 ofthe new m odelwillhave

� 0
i0i0

= 1.Then in the new m odel,the site i0 willtopple wheneveritsheightexceeds1,and each tim e

ittopples,itwilllose a single grain which willgo to one the neighboursorto the sink. Consequently,

i0 willhavea singleconnection,eitherto thesink orto oneitsneighboursin  L.Finally,theneighbours

ofi0 cannot have a height equalto 1 in a recurrent con�guration,so that they assum e only � ii � 1

values. This can also be enforced in the new m odelby decreasing the diagonalentries of� by 1 for

thoseneighboursofi0 which areno longerconnected to i0.Astheconnections�x theo�{diagonalpart

ofthe toppling m atrix,and the heightranges�x itsdiagonalpart,thiswilldeterm ine � 0.

Thus the num ber ofrecurrentcon�gurationswith a height1 at i0 is equalto the totalnum ber of

recurrentcon�gurationsofthe new m odel,itselfequalto the determ inantofthe new toppling m atrix

� 0.Setting � 0= �+ B (i0),oneobtains[3]

P [hi0 = 1]=
det� 0

det�
= det(I+ � � 1

B
(i0)); (8)

where � is the toppling m atrix appropriate to the boundary condition one considers. Because the

di�erence � 0� � � B (i0) is non zero only on sites around i0,the previous form ula reduces to the

calculation ofa �nite determ inant,even on an unbounded lattice  L.

O n the discrete upperhalfplane,the defectm atrix B (i0) dependson the location ofi0. Ifi0 iso�

the boundary,and ifonekeepsitconnected to oneofitsfourneighbours,then B (i0) isequalto

B
(i0) =

0

B
B
B
@

� 3� t 1 1 1

1 � 1 0 0

1 0 � 1 0

1 0 0 � 1

1

C
C
C
A

(9)

on i0 (�rstlabel)and any threeneighboursofi0,and isidentically zeroelsewhere(iftheonly connection

ofi0 istothesink,theB m atrixis5{by{5).In thiscase,theprobabilityisgiven bya4{by{4determ inant,
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and dependson the distancem ofi0 to the boundary.Atthe criticalpoint(t= 0)and forlargevalues

ofm ,itisequalto [14]

P [hi0 = 1]= P1

h

1�
1

4m 2
+ :::

i

; (10)

where the + (resp. � )sign refersto the open (resp. closed)boundary condition. P1 = 2(� � 2)=�3 =

0:0736istheprobability thata sitedeep insidethelattice(equivalently,on thein�niteplane)hasheight

1 in the criticalASM .

Ifi0 lieson theboundary,them atrix B (i0) dependson theboundary condition and takesoneofthe

two form s

B
(i0)
op =

0

@

� 3� t 1 1

1 � 1 0

1 0 � 1

1

A ; B
(i0)

cl
=

0

@

� 2� t 1 1

1 � 1 0

1 0 � 1

1

A : (11)

Thecorresponding criticalprobability P [hi0 = 1]isthen a constant,which only dependson thetypeof

boundary the sitei0 ison [5],

P
op

1 =
9

2
�
42

�
+
320

3�2
�
512

9�3
; P

cl
1 =

3

4
�
2

�
: (12)

The one{site probability P [hi0 = 1]can easily be com puted fort6= 0,butwillnotbe needed in what

follows.

The probability thata site be supercriticalcan be treated in a sim ilarway,and isactually sim pler.

O nenow takest6= 0,sincethe probability doesnotm akesenseatt= 0.

Any site i0,whateveritslocation and whateverthe boundary condition,hastpossiblesupercritical

heightvalues,nam ely h = � i0i0 � t+ 1;:::;� i0i0.Theprobability thata sitei0 hasa �xed supercritical

height h does not depend on h,because a recurrentcon�guration rem ains recurrentifone replaces a

supercriticalheightati0 by anotherone.Thereforeonehas

P [i0 issupercritical]= P [hi0 > � i0i0 � t]= tP [hi0 = h]; (13)

whereh isany �xed supercriticalvalue.

Itisactually easierto com pute the probability thati0 isnotsupercritical. To do that,one hasto

count the recurrent con�gurations with hi0 � � i0i0 � t (= 4,or 3 on a closed boundary). In a new

m odelde�ned by the new toppling m atrix � 0
ij = � ij � t�i;i0 �j;i0 on the sam e lattice,allrecurrent

con�gurationshavei0 notsupercritical.O neobtains

P [i0 issupercritical]= 1�
det� 0

det�
= t� � 1

i0i0
; (14)

and

P [hi0 = h]= � � 1

i0i0
: (15)

The defect m atrix m ethod works here too, and is sim pler because the appropriate m atrix �S(i0)ij =

� t�i;i0 �j;i0 hasrank 1.The corresponding one{siteprobability isthen given by a 1{by{1 determ inant.

Letusnotethattheprobabilities(15)arewell{de�ned forany strictly positivevalueoft,butbehave

badly in thecriticallim itt! 0.Fora closed boundary condition,they havea logarithm icsingularity at

t= 0.Foran open boundary condition,they havea �nite lim itatt= 0,butwhich isnota probability

in general:� � 1

i0i0
= 1� 2=� = 0:3634 fori0 on the boundary,and then growslogarithm ically with the

distanceofi0 to the boundary.

So instead we willconsiderthe probability (14)fora site ora collection ofsitesto be supercritical

withoutspecifying theactualheights.Aswewillseebelow,thatobservablehaswell-de�ned correlations

in the m assivescaling lim it,and correspondsto a �eld thatvanishesin the criticallim it.

After the one{site probabilities,m ultisite probabilities and correlations can be com puted by the

sam e m ethod alm ost routinely. The observables we consider in this section are the two boundary
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random variables�(hi� 1)and �(iissupercritical)corresponding to theevents\ihasheight1" or\iis

supercritical"foriasiteon theboundaryoftheupperhalfplane.In ordertoget�eldswhoseexpectation

valuevanishesin�nitely farfrom the boundary,oneconsidersthe random variablessubtracted by their

averagevalue.Anticipating the scaling dim ension 2 or4 oftheaboverandom variables,wede�netheir

scaling �eldsby

�
op;cl

1 (x)= lim
a! 0

1

a2
[�(hx=a � 1)� P1]; �

op;cl
> (x)= lim

a! 0

1

a4;2
[�(hx=a issupercritical)� � � 1

x

a

x

a

];(16)

subjected to the scaling relationst= a2M 2 and i
p
t= M x.

To com puten{siteprobabilities,onesim ply insertstheproperdefectm atricesatthelocationsofthe

observables,so thatthefulldefectm atrix isa directsum ofn m atricesB (i) or �S(i).O neshould however

rem em berthat �S(i) is notthe defectm atrix for ibeing supercriticalbut forinotbeing supercritical,

thecom plem entary event.Thescaling lim itofthelattergivesriseto a �eld �� ,from which �> = � ��

isrecovered. The probability then reducesto the calculation ofa �nite determ inantwhose entriesare

com binationsofentriesoftheinversetoppling m atrix.Asthescaling lim ittakestto zero,oneexpands

theseentriesin powerseriesoft,keeping only thedom inantterm .>From (16)thelatteryieldsthe�eld

theoreticcorrelation of�elds�1 and �> ,which arethen identi�ed with explicit�eldsoftheLagrangian

theory (3). This is a m ain advantage ofworking with the m assive theory that this identi�cation is

essentially unam biguous.

The sim plestway to proceed to the identi�cation ofthe boundary �elds�1 and �> isto use other

lattice observableswith already known �eld identi�cations.Exam plesofsuch observablesare precisely

the bulk version ofthe abovetwo random variables.Thecorresponding bulk �eldshavebeen identi�ed

in [6](see also [15]for a proofthatthese identi�cations are consistentwith a broad classofm ultisite

correlations),

�1(z) = � P1 [:@��@~� + �@�@~�:+
M 2

2�
:�~�:]; (17)

�> (z) =
M 2

2�
:�~�:: (18)

O ne�rstcom putesthe2{pointcorrelationsinvolving oneboundary observableand onebulk observable.

From them ,onem ay inferwhattheboundary �eldsm ustbe,and then cross{checktheirform from other

correlations.

W e do notgive m uch detailas the calculations are fairly straighforward,but sim ply illustrate the

m ethod in a sim ple case,nam ely the identi�cation of�op> (x)on an open boundary.

W e take two reference sites,i0 on the boundary and j0 in the bulk,far from the boundary. The

probability thatthey both be non supercriticalreducesto a rank 2 determ inant

P [i0;j0 non supercrit:]=
det[� op + �S(i0)+ �S(j0)]

det� op
= det

�
1� t(� op)� 1i0i0 � t(� op)� 1i0j0
� t(� op)� 1j0i0 1� t(� op)� 1j0j0

�

:(19)

Subtracting the productofdisconnected probabilitiesobtained from (14),onehas

P [i0;j0 non supercritical]connected = � t2 (� op)� 2i0j0: (20)

Ifone chooses the two sites on a verticalline i0 = (0;1) and j0 = (0;m ),then (see for instance

Appendix A of[6])

(� op)� 1
i0j0

= � � 1

(0;1)(0;m )
� � � 1

(0;� 1)(0;m )
= �

p
t

�
K

0
0(m

p
t)+ ::: (21)

wherethedotsstand forsubdom inantterm sin t.Thedom inantterm in theconnected 2{siteprobability

isthus

P [i0;j0 non supercritical]connected = �
t3

�2
K

02
0 (m

p
t)+ ::: (22)
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Using the scaling relation (16),valid also forbulk �elds(with a powera� 2 for�1 and �� ;�> ),one

�ndstheboundary/bulk 2{pointfunction

h�
op

�
(x)�� (x + iy)i= �

M 6

�2
K

02
0 (M y): (23)

>From the explicitform of�� (z)= � M
2

2�
:�~�:given above,oneeventually arrivesat

h�
op

�
(x) :�~�:(x + iy)i=

2M 4

�
K

02
0 (M y): (24)

Using theG reen function (6)on theupperhalfplanewith an open boundary,oneseesthattheonly

possible�eld assignm entis�op
�
(x)= 2M

2

�
:@�@~�:,and therefore�op> (x)= � 2M

2

�
:@�@~�:.

Proceeding in the sam e way forthe otherobservablesforthe two boundary conditions,we �nd the

following scaling �elds

�
op

1 =

�
6

�
�
160

3�2
+
1024

9�3

�

:@�@~�:; �
op

> = �
2M 2

�
:@�@~�:; (25)

�
cl
1 = �

8

�

�3

4
�
2

�

��
:@�@~�:+

1

16
M

2 :�~�:
�
; �

cl
> =

M 2

2�
:�~�:: (26)

These �eld identi�cations have been checked to be consistent with m any m ultisite probabilities:

2{site and 3{site boundary/boundary probabilities as wellas 2{site and 3{site m ixed boundary/bulk

probabilities.

Them asslesslim itissim ply given by thelim itt! 0 in theM ASM and M ! 0in the�eld theory.In

thislim it,the�elds�op> and �cl> areobviously nulland theunitheight�eldsforthetwo boundariesare

identicalup to a num ericalfactor. O ne m ay note thatthe lattersare proportionalto the holom orphic

stress{energy tensor,and being descendants ofthe identity,they belong to a chiralrepresentation V0

[13]. This is consistent with the fact that the only �elds living on an open boundary are �elds of

V0,and that those living on a closed boundary belong to an R 0 representation,which contains V0 as

subrepresentation [16,17].

4 Spanning tree representation ofrecurrent con�gurations

For the other height variables,the situation is not as easy. Although having a height 1 or a height

2 ata given site does notseem to m ake m uch di�erence,the counting ofthe corresponding recurrent

con�gurationsistechnically m uch m orecom plicated fora height2 (or3 or4)than fora height1.The

defectm atrixm ethod nolongerworks1,and theonlypracticalalternativeseem stobetheuseofspanning

trees. O ne then clearly sees the di�erence: in term s ofspanning trees,a height1 is characterized by

a localproperty ofthe tree around the reference site,while the otherheightsare characterized by non

localpropertiesoftrees[4].

Asm entioned earlier,therooted spanning treeisde�ned on  L?,thelattice  L augm ented by thesink

site,atwhich thetreeisrooted.Allsitesiof L areconnected by � ii bondsto othersites:� � ij bond(s)

connecting ito j and
P

j2 L � ij bond(s)connecting ito the root.W ith these de�nitions,theK irchho�

theorem assertsthatthe num berofrooted spanning treeson the graph  L? de�ned by the m atrix � is

equalto N = det�,precisely the num berofrecurrentcon�gurations.

Asa rooted spanning tree isa connected graph containing no loop,every site iisconnected to the

rootby a unique path. A site j issaid to be a predecessorofthe site iifthe path from j to the root

passesthrough i,orequivalently,ifj lieson a branch growing from i.A siteiwhich hasno predecessor

iscalled a leaf(the end ofa branch).

Priezzhev �rstand then Ivashkevich used the correspondencebetween recurrentcon�gurationsand

spanning trees to com pute respectively the 1{site probabilities in the plane, and the 1{ and 2{site

1
Excepta height4 on an open boundary,which can be handled like a supercriticalheight.
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probabilitieson the boundary,open or closed,ofthe upper halfplane. For the 1{site probabilitiesat

i0,they decom posed the setofrecurrentcon�gurationsinto subsetsSa,whereSa contain the recurrent

con�gurationswhich rem ain allowed forany heightshi0 � a and which are forbidden otherwise.These

subsetsSa can be characterized in term sofrooted spanning treesand theircardinalcan be com puted

using classicalresultsin graph theory.Aswe willsee,they decom posed localtree diagram sassum sof

non localdiagram s.Thissystem isinvertiblewithoutfurtherinputfori0 on a boundary,butisnotfor

i0 in the bulk.So the calculation ofprobabilitiesforsitesin the bulk ism orecom plicated.

Forthe2{siteprobabilities,Ivashkevich used a sim ilardecom position oftherecurrentcon�gurations

intosubsetsSab.Thisdecom position howeverraisescertain questions,and willnotbeused here.Instead

wesetup a particularone{to{onem ap between recurrentcon�gurationsand therooted spanning trees,

based on the burning algorithm . In the case ofsingle site probabilities,the m apping yields the sam e

characterization in term softreesasthe Sa decom position butism uch m ore transparentin the caseof

m ultisite probabilities.

The burning algorithm ,as we described it Section 2 com plem ented with an ordering prescription,

establishes a one{to{one m apping but with no clear correspondence between the heightvalues at the

referencesitesand thebond arrangem entsofthetreesaround thosesites(exceptforsupercriticalheights

which aredirectly connected to therootofthe tree).Forexam ple,depending on the recurrentcon�gu-

ration,a site with a height4 can be a leafon the tree orcan support1,2 or3 branches.To avoid this

problem ,weproceed in two stepsasfollows,assum ing thatnone ofthe referencesitesissupercritical.

First,we run the burning algorithm and let the �re propagate through the lattice untilno m ore

site is burnable butpreventing the reference sites from burning. W hen this is done,one isleftwith a

sublattice  Lb ofburntsitesand a com plem entary sublattice  Lu ofunburntsites. The algorithm ,using

forexam pletheorderingprescription of[9],yieldsatthisstagethepartofthespanning treeon  Lb.The

otherpart Lu iseventually burnabletoo and isactually burntin thesecond step.By de�nition,noneof

the reference sitesisburntyet,and a certain num berofthem ,atleastone,are burnable.Thosewhich

areburnableareburntsim ultaneously,and triggerthe�repropagation through  Lu,thereby com pleting

the spanning tree to the whole lattice.So the com plete tree ism ade oftwo pieces,a subtree Tb on  Lb,

and anotherTu on  Lu.ThesubtreeTu itselfm ay haveseveralrootswhich aream ong thereferencesites

those which were burnable and which set�re to the whole of Lu. Itisatthose sitesthatTu isgrafted

to Tb to m ake the fulltree T . As we willsee,only the shape ofthe unburntsublattice  Lu is used to

characterizethe heightofthe referencesites.

Thisslightly m odi�ed burning algorithm establishesa wellde�ned correspondencebetween spanning

trees and heights ofthe reference sites in the criticalas wellas in the m assive Abelian sandpile. Let

ussee how this worksforthe single{site probabilities,and how itallowsto com pute the 2{site height

correlationswhere one the two heightsisequalto 1 orissupercritical.Atthisstagewe willbe able to

identify theboundary �eldscorrespondingto allheights.In thefollowing section,wewillcom puteother

2{siteand 3{sitecorrelationsto con�rm these identi�cations.

Letusconsidera con�guration ofthe M ASM on a square lattice  L,and letusfocuson a �xed site

i0,thereferencesite.W ewilltake  L to bethe upperhalfplane,butwhatfollowsappliesto any sortof

portion ofZ2,bounded orunbounded.

� Iftheheightati0 issupercritical,then i0 isseta�reby theroot(isburntattim e1).Thusalltrees

corresponding to those con�gurations have a bond connecting the root and i0. The probability

thati0 be supercriticalisthus

P [i0 issupercritical]=
N ?;i0

N
; (27)

where N = det� and N ?;i0 is the num ber ofdi�erent spanning trees which \use" one ofthe t

bonds between the rootand i0. O ne way to com pute N ?;i0 is to m odify the toppling m atrix by
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rem ovingtheconnectionsbetween i0 and itsnearestneighborson  L sothati0 hasconnectionsonly

to the root. Then N ?;i0 = det� 0 with � 0 = �+ S (i0) and the �nite{dim ensionaldefect m atrix

given by S(i0)i0i0
= t� � i0i0,S

(i0)

i0i‘
= S

(i0)

i‘i0
= 1 fori‘ the nearestneighborsofi0,and zero elsewhere.

A sim plerway ishoweverto com pute N � N ?;i0,the num beroftreeswhich do notusethe bonds

between i0 and the root. This can be done by rem oving precisely these bonds and leads to the

1{dim ensionaldefectm atrix �S(i0) ofthe previoussection,with the resultgiven in (14).

The sam e argum ents apply to a height 4 at an open boundary site. The only di�erence is that

such siteshavet+ 1 connectionsto the root,so that

P4 =
1

t

N ?;i0

N
= � � 1

i0i0
; fori0 on open boundary: (28)

� Ifthe heightati0 islessorequalto the num berofnearestneighbourson  L,we use the burning

algorithm to de�ne a partition  L =  Lb [  Lu as explained above. As one looks here at 1{site

probabilities,there is only one reference site,so that in the sublattice  Lu =  Li0,i0 is the only

burnablesiteafterallsitesof Lb havebeen burnt.ItisthereforetherootofthesubtreeTu = Ti0.

Theheightati0 can now be related to the propertiesofthe subtreeTi0.

If Li0 containsonly thesitei0,then hi0 can takeany ofthevalues1;2;:::;ni0,whereni0 = 3 or4

isthe num berofnearestneighboursofi0. The fulltree T issim ply obtained by connecting i0 to

Tb through one ofthe ni0 bondsconnecting i0 to itsnearestneighbours,so thati0 isa leafon T

(i0 m ustbe connected to a nearestneighbourin  L and notto the root,since itcatches�re from

oneofthem ).Ifonedenotesby N 1 thenum berofspanning treeson  L wherei0 isa leafgrown on

oneitsneighbours,then

P1 =
N 1

ni0N
: (29)

If Li0 containsone nearestneighborofthe site i0,the value ofthe heightati0 m ustbe in the set

f2;:::;ni0g (itcannotbe 1 since otherwisei0 would notbe burnable and could notset Li0 a�re).

Therearenow ni0 � 1 possibilitiesto connectTi0 to Tb,oneforeach nearestneighbourofi0 in  Lb.

They correspond to the heightvaluescom patible with the burning algorithm and thusthe height

2 probability reads

P2 =
N 1

ni0N
+

N 2

(ni0 � 1)N
; (30)

whereN 2 isthe num berofspanning treeswherei0 hasexactly onepredecessoram ong itsnearest

neighbours.

Thehigherheightprobabilitiescan be determ ined by the sam eargum ents,

Pk = Pk� 1 +
N k

(ni0 � k+ 1)N
; P0 = 0; k = 1;:::;ni0; (31)

whereN k isthenum berofspanning treesT on  L in which i0 hasexactly k� 1 predecessorsam ong

hisneighbours.

O ne sees that the com putation ofthe various 1{site probabilities requires the calculation ofthe

num bers N k. Ifthe lattice  L is the discrete upper halfplane,and for i0 a site on the boundary,the

Figure1 describesthe typesoftreeswhich contributeto the di�erentN k’s.

These diagram srepresentthe restriction oftrees to foursites,nam ely the reference site i0 and its

three neighbours(the dashed line representsthe borderof L,pictured asthe lowerhalfplane !). The

arrowsindicate the direction ofthe path towardsthe root(opposite to the �re propagation line). The

blackdotsarethenearestneighbourswhich arepredecessorsofi0,thewhitedotsarethosewhich arenot.

Thosediagram slabelled by identicalgreek letterscontributethesam eam ountto thecorrespondingN k.

Thetilded lettersreferto diagram swhich arethe m irrorim agesofthe diagram swith untilded letters.
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N 1 =

N 2 =

N 3 = +++ +

++ +++

++

++

�1 �2 �3

�1 �2
~�1 ~�2 
1 
2

� " ~" �a �b ~�a ~�b

Figure1:Non localdiagram scontributing to the 1{siteprobabilities.

Thediagram sin Figure1representnon localconstraintson thecom patibletrees.Thepresenceofan

arrow between i0 and one orm ore neighboursposesno com putationalproblem ,because itonly m eans

thatthe tree hasto use speci�c bonds,and the counting ofthose treescan be achieved by m odifying

locally the toppling m atrix by a �nite rank defectm atrix. Butfora neighbourto be a predecessoror

notisa non localproperty,and enum erating the relevanttreesistrickier.Forthe treescontributing to

N 3 forinstance,oneseesthata nearestneighbour,calliti1,ofi0 can be a predecessorofi0 becausei1
isconnected to i0 through the nearestneighbourbond (i1 catches�re directly from i0,like in �;� and

~�),orthrough a long path around thelattice(i1 catches�reaftera long sequenceofburnings,long after

i0 gotburnt,likein � and ~�).

Variousclassesofnon localdiagram sin Figure1,with theirconstraintson predecessorships,sum up

to localdiagram s,where these constraintare relaxed and only localarrow con�gurationsare im posed.

Asthe localdiagram sare easily calculable by toppling m atrix adjustm ents,thisyieldslinearrelations

am ong the non localcontributions. Fora generic position ofthe reference site i0,the linearsystem is

notinvertibleand isnotsu�cientto com putethenon localcontributions.Thecrucialobservation m ade

by Ivashkevich in [5]wasto notethatitactually becom esinvertibleifi0 ison a boundary,which allows

to reducethenon localcontributionsto localcalculations(thisstatem entwillhaveto bequali�ed in the

case of2{site insertions). Indeed the relationsread explicitely [5](aswe considerthe heights1,2 and

3 only,we do notneed to distinguish the diagram sforclosed and open boundaries,which only m ake a

di�erencethrough thepropertoppling m atrix to beused in theexplicitlocalcom putations;atthesam e

tim e,thatalso m akesthe num berofequationssm aller)

Q 0 =

Q 1 = ~Q 1 =

Q 2 = ~Q 2 =

Q 3 = ~Q 3 =

Q 4 =

Q 5 = ~Q 5 =

+

+

+

+

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

�

�

�

~�

~�





�

" ~"

�

�

~�

~�

(32)

The four equations on the rightare clearly obtained from the corresponding four on the left by a

m irrorsym m etry aboutthe referencesite i0.Asthe toppling m atrix isinvariantunderthatsym m etry,
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the three tilded diagram scontribute the sam e am ountasthe untilded ones,~� = �;~" = ";~� = �,asdo

the tilded and the untilded localdiagram s. Thus the four equations on the rightare redundant,and

one isleftwith the linearsystem on the left. Thissystem ism anifestly invertible forthe six non local

contributions,noted �;�;
;�;" and �.

Let us note that the non localdiagram s �;�;� and " turn out to be entirely local,because the

arrow con�gurationsm ake the predecessorship propertiesredundant.Asthe height1 probability P1 is

given solely in term sof�,itscom putation ispurely local.Thisrem ainstrueforany m ultisite height1

probabilitiesand forarbitrary positions,in the bulk oron boundaries.

The K ircho� theorem allowsthe localdiagram sto be com puted by the defectm atrix m ethod.The

presence resp.the absence ofan arrow from ito j m eansthatone countsalltreeswhich contain resp.

do notcontain thatoriented bond.O nede�nesa new toppling m atrix � 0by setting to � � thei;jentry

ifthei! jbond isto beused in thetree,and to 0 ifthatbond isnotto beused;m oreoverthediagonal

entriesof� 0
ii = � ii should rem ain equalto thenum berofbondsgoing outfrom i.Then ifn bondsare

to beused,the determ inantof� 0 willcontain a highestdegreeterm �n whosecoe�cientisthe num ber

oftreeswhich precisely usethe given n bondsin the prescribed direction (seeforinstance [4]).

W riting asbefore� 0= �+ B ,one�ndsforQ 4 forexam ple

B =

0

B
B
B
@

� 3+ � 1 1� � 1

1� � � 1+ � 0 0

1 0 � 1 0

1� � 0 0 � 1+ �

1

C
C
C
A
; (33)

and,in the criticallim it,

Q 4

N
=

�

N
= lim

�! 1

1

�3
det[I+ � � 1

B ]=

(
1

�
� 1

4
on closed boundary,

(3�� 8)
3

9�3 on open boundary.
(34)

The calculation ofthe other�ve localdiagram sand then the inversion ofthe linearsystem yieldsthe

valuesofN 1;N 2 and N 3,and in turn ofP1;P2 and P3. In the criticallim it,one recoversthe num bers

given in [5].

In orderto identify the heightboundary �elds,we need 2{site correlationsinvolving the boundary

heights 2 and 3. Again the sim plest is to look at the correlations ofa boundary height 2 or 3 with

a known boundary variable,nam ely a height1 ora supercriticalheightvalue. The advantage is that

the latters are already known from the previous section,but m ore im portantly, they correspond to

localdefectm atrix insertions.Thism akesthe above form alism ,usefulto com pute 1{site probabilities,

essentially valid.

Because one can force a site i0 to have height 1 or to be supercriticalby m odifying the toppling

m atrix by � �! �(i 0)= �+ B (i0) or�+ S (i0) (orbetter�+ �S(i0)),the 2{siteprobabilitiesP [hi0 =

1 orsupercr:;hj0 = 2 or3]can be viewed as 1{site probabilities for the height at j0 but with the

toppling m atrix �(i0)to accountforthe constraintati0. Then the above m ethod rem ainscom pletely

valid provided we replace � by the appropriate �(i 0),itselfto be m odi�ed by m atriceslike in (33)in

orderto com pute localdiagram s2.Ifone doesthatand use �(i0)asthe norm alizing toppling m atrix,

one isactually com puting the conditionalprobability forhaving a 2 ora 3 atj0 conditioned on having

a height1 ora supercriticalheightati0. To getthe jointprobabilities,one sim ply m ultipliesthe �nal

answersby P [hi0 = 1]orP [hi0 = supercr:].

The non localdiagram scontributing to the num bersN k rem ain asin Figure 1.Howeverthe tilded

and the untilded diagram s no longer contribute equally because the m irror im age about j0 spoils the

constraintati0,and doesnotleavethe toppling m atrix �(i0)invariant.Thereforeitisthe fullsystem

2
To keep thedecom positionsoftheN k in term softhenon localdiagram sasin Figure1,thesitei0 should notbetoo close

to j0.
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(32)thatneedsbesolved.Itisoverdeterm ined asitinvolves10 equationsforonly 9 unknowns,butthe

num berofequationsisreduced by one dueto the following identity

~P (1)+ P (2)+ P (3)= P (1)+ ~P (2)+ ~P (3); (35)

satis�ed forallvaluesoftasa sim pleconsequenceofthefactthattheinverseof�(i0)satis�esa discrete

Poisson equation.Theprocedureisotherwiseidenticalto thatforthe 1{siteprobabilities.

For the open boundary,the boundary joint probabilities ofa site with height 2,3 or 4 and a site

with height1 orwith a supercriticalheightallhavethesam eform astwo unitheightson theboundary.

Itm eansthe sam e�eld identi�cation up to a num ericalfactor:

�
op

2 =
�
� 18

�
+ 400

3�2 �
2048

9�3

�
:@�@~�:; (36)

�
op

3 =
�
14

�
� 80

�2 +
1024

9�3

�
:@�@~�:; (37)

�
op

4 = � 2

�
:@�@~�:: (38)

Thelastlinecan m osteasily obtained from (28),which im plies�op4 = 1

M 2 �
op

> .

Fortheclosed boundary,thecorrelationsinvolvingaheight2or3haveam orecom plicated structure.

Forexam ple,one�nds(with m = ji0 � j0j)

P [hi0 > 3;hj0 = 2]= t
2

�2

h
2

�
K 2

0(m
p
t)� (3� 12

�
)K 02

0 (m
p
t)� 1

2
K 0(m

p
t)K 00

0(m
p
t)
i

+ ::: (39)

P [hi0 > 3;hj0 = 3]= t
2

�2

h
1

4
K 2

0(m
p
t)� 4

�
K 02

0 (m
p
t)+ 1

2
K 0(m

p
t)K 00

0(m
p
t)
i

+ ::: (40)

Theseresultsand thecorrespondingonesforhi0 = 1 arecom patiblewith thefollowing �eld assignm ents

forthe height2 and 3

�
cl
2 =

�
6

�
� 24

�2

�
:@�@~�:+ 1

2�
:�@@~�:+

�
1

8�
� 1

�2

�
M 2 :�~�:; (41)

�
cl
3 = 8

�2 :@�@~�:�
1

2�
:�@@~�:� 1

4�
M 2 :�~�:: (42)

Thisidenti�cation isin thiscasenotunique,sincethe�eld theory isinvariantunder� ! ~� and ~� ! � �.

O ne could in particularchange :�(@@~�):for:(@@�)~� :,which are di�erent�eldssince theircorrelation

containsa logarithm whiletheirself{correlationsdo not.Ifonerequiresthatthesum �cl1 + �cl2 + �cl3 be

zero in them asslesslim it,then thechoiceforonethetwo �eldsm ustbem adeforboth �cl2 and �cl3 .The

correlationscom puted in the nextsection con�rm this.Note thatthe sum of�elds�cl
1 + �cl2 + �cl3 + �cl>

vanishes identically. The sim ilar sum in the open case,�op1 + �
op

2 + �
op

3 + �
op

4 + �
op

> ,vanishes at the

criticalpointonly,because the dim ension of�op> doesnotm atch the dim ension ofthe universalterm s

ofthe other�elds.

Atthisstage,allboundaryheight�eldsforthem assiveAbelian sandpilem odelhavebeen determ ined.

To havem orecheckson the�eld identi�cations,wecom putein thefollowingsection,all2{siteand som e

3{siteheightcorrelations.

5 H igher boundary correlations

In the previous section we have seen that the m ultisite probabilities where only one reference site i0
hasa heightvalue in f2;3g can be com puted from the diagram slisted in Figure 1 by using a toppling

m atrix properly decorated by defectm atricestoaccountforheightconstraints(height1orsupercritical)

atthe othersites. The calculation ofm ultisite probabilitieswhere two reference sitesi0 and j0 have a

heightvalue in f2;3g leadsnaturally to pairsofsuch diagram s,oneati0,the otheratj0.Howeverthe

situation becom estechnically m orecom plex becausesitesin thediagram ati0 can bepredecessorsofj0
and/orthe otherway round.So the topology ofthe spanning treescan be m orecom plicated and their

counting m oredi�cult.
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Letus �rstconsiderthe 2{site probabilitiesPab = P [hi0 = a;hj0 = b]fora;b in f2;3g and where

i0 and j0 areon the boundary ofthe upperhalfplane.W e startthe burning algorithm asexplained in

Section 4 withouteverburning thesitesi0 and j0,and untilno othersitesthan thosetwo areburnable.

This yields a sublattice  Lu =  Li0j0 ofunburntsites,which subsequently catches�re either from i0 or

from j0,orfrom both ifthey areboth burnable.In turn the �repropagation on  Li0j0 de�nesa subtree

Tu = Ti0j0,rooted ati0,oratj0,oratboth sites.ThefulltreeT ism adeup ofthesubtreeTb living on

the sublatticeofburntsites,to which Ti0j0 isgrafted ati0 and/orj0.

The restriction ofany tree to the neighbourhood ofa reference site lookslike one ofthe non local

diagram sshown in Figure1.So onecan visualizetherestriction to thetwo neighbourhoodsby a pairof

such diagram s.Using thesam elabelling asin Figure1,wewilldenotethepairsofdiagram sby pairsof

greek letters(with indices),the �rstoneforthe diagram around i0,the otherforthe diagram atj0.In

an obviousnotation,a pairofgreek lettersbelongsto a certain setN k � N l.Aswedid in Section 4 for

theone{siteprobabilities,wehaveto com putewhich probabilitiesPab a pairofdiagram scontributesto.

For1{site probabilities,we know from Section 4 thatthe diagram sin N k contribute equally to the

probabilitiesPa fork � a � 3.Indeed thethreediagram s�1;�2;�3 ofN 1 areobtained from each other

by changing the arrow around the reference site. The change convertsa tree which iscom patible with

a diagram �i into a tree which is com patible with another diagram �j,and this fact shows that the

num beroftreescom patiblewith a diagram �i doesnotdepend on i,nam ely �1 = �2 = �3 orN 1 = 3�.

Asthe position ofthe arrow determ inesunivoquely the heightvalue,the three probabilitiesP1;P2;P3
getan equalcontribution N 1=3N from thediagram sin N 1.Thesam eistrueofthesix diagram sin N 2.

They com ein pairs(�1;�2),(~�1;~�2),(
1;
2),wherethediagram swithin a pairarerelated by changing

the direction ofthe arrow com ing outfrom the referencesite.The sam eargum entsasaboveshow that

�1 = �2, ~�1 = ~�2,
1 = 
2,and thatP2,P3 receive an identicalcontribution � + ~� + 
 = N2=2N from

the diagram sin N 2.ForN 3,each diagram ison itsown and contributesto P3.

In the case of2{site probabilities,the sam e argum entswould show that the diagram sin N k � N l

contribute equally to the probabilities Pab for k � a � 3,l � b � 3,provided one can prove that

changing the direction ofan arrow in the way recalled above in either diagram ,or in both diagram s,

turnsa com patibletreeinto a com patibletreeofthesam eclass.Becausethetwo diagram scan now be

linked by �repaths,thisisno longerguaranteed,and actually failsin a few cases,pictured in Figure2.

O n the�rstlineofFigure2,oneseesforinstancethatthediagram denoted by A 3 isa pair
2�1.It

islinked in such a way thatwhen one changesthe arrow in �1,one obtainsa well{de�ned tree (noted

A 2)com patiblewith a pair ~�b�2.Ifone changesin A 3 the arrow of
2,one obtainsthe diagram A 1,of

the type 
1�a. Changing the arrow of
2 and of�1 introduces a loop,and so cannotcontribute to a

2{siteprobability.Thetreescom patiblewith the diagram sA 1,A 2 and A 3 arerelated by localchanges

ofarrow,butbelong to di�erentclasses,nam ely N 2� N 3,N 3� N 2 and N 2� N 2.Thereshould norm ally

be a fourth diagram ,in N 3 � N 3,butwhich doesnotexistasa tree.

Itisnotdi�cultto seethatthem isbehaviourswith respectto arrow changescan only beofthetype

shown by the triplet(A 1;A 2;A 3). W hen the two diagram sare tied in a specialway by the �re paths,

one change ofarrow in a diagram in N 2 � N 2 sendsitto a diagram in N 2 � N 3 orN 3 � N 2,and two

arrow changesintroduce a loop.

Figure2 showsfourtripletsofdiagram swherethispeculiarbehaviouroccurs.Diagram slabelled by

thesam ecapitalletterarein equalnum ber,sincethenum bersofcom patibletreesareequal.Thetwelve

diagram sshown in Figure 2 and the m irrordiagram s(notshown in Figure 2),obtained by exchanging

the diagram at i0 with the re
ected one at j0 and vice{versa,m ake the com plete list ofm isbehaved

diagram s.W e willdenotethe m irrordiagram swith tildes.

Thetwo{step burning algorithm allowsto determ inewhich probability each diagram contributesto.

In thediagram A 1 forinstance,thesubtreeTi0j0 catches�refrom theeastern neighbourofj0.Itisthus
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A 1 = A 2 = A 3 =

B 1 = B 2 = B 3 =

C1 = C2 = C3 =

C4 = C5 = C6 =

Figure2:Non localdiagram srepresenting spanning treeswhich havean anom alousbehaviourundera localchange
ofarrow around i0 and/orj0.The m irrordiagram sm ustbe added to havethe com plete listofsuch diagram s.

burnable ata tim e where only one ofitsneighboursisburnt,and so m usthave a height3. The other

referencesitei0 isnotburnableatthetim eTi0j0 catches�redespitethefactthatitswestern neighbour

wasburnt,which im pliesthatitsheightisatm ost2.W hen i0 isburnable,ithastwo burntneighbours

and one southern unburntneighbour,m eaning thatitsheightm ustbe 2. ThusA 1 contributesto P23.

O ne �ndssim ilarly thatthe �rstcolum n in Figure 2 contribute to P 23,the second colum n to P32,and

the lastcolum n to P33.

W e de�ne [N k � N l]to be the setoftreesin N k � N l which do nothave thissortofm isbehaviour

undera localchangeofarrow.ThesetN k � N lisequalto [N k � N l]exceptin thefollowing threecases,

N 2 � N 2 = [N 2 � N 2]+ A 3 + B 3 + C3 + C6 + ~A 3 + ~B 3 + ~C3 + ~C6; (43)

N 2 � N 3 = [N 2 � N 3]+ A 1 + B 1 + C1 + C4 + ~A 2 + ~B 2 + ~C2 + ~C5; (44)

N 3 � N 2 = [N 3 � N 2]+ A 2 + B 2 + C2 + C5 + ~A 1 + ~B 1 + ~C1 + ~C4: (45)

The treesin [N k � N l]contribute equally to the probabilitiesPab,k � a � 3 and l� b� 3,while

thosecom patiblewith the diagram sofFigure2 m ustbe handled separately.O neobtains

P22 = P12 + P21 � P11 +
[N 2 � N 2]

4N
; (46)

P23 = P13 + P22 � P12 +
[N 2 � N 3]

2N
+

1

N
[A 1 + B 1 + C1 + C4 + ~A 2 + ~B 2 + ~C2 + ~C5]; (47)

P32 = P22 + P31 � P21 +
[N 3 � N 2]

2N
+

1

N
[A 2 + B 2 + C2 + C5 + ~A 1 + ~B 1 + ~C1 + ~C4]; (48)

P33 = P23 + P32 � P22 +
N 3 � N 3

N
+

1

N
[A 3 + B 3 + C3 + C6 + ~A 3 + ~B 3 + ~C3 + ~C6]

�
1

N
[A 1 + A 2 + B 1 + B 2 + C1 + C2 + C4 + C5 + m irrors]: (49)

Thesubtracted term in P33 isduetothefactthatthepartofP23;P32 related tothem isbehaved diagram s

in Figure2 (�rstand second colum ns)do notcontribute to P33.

Thesets[N k� N l]willbefurtherpartitioned in classeslabelled by apairofdiagram s,f.i.[N 2� N 2]=

[�1�1]+ [�1�2]+ :::.O newillrem em berthatthe cardinalofa classdoesnotdepend on the num erical

indices attached to diagram s,so that j[�1�1]j= j[�1�2]j= j[�2�1]j= j[�2�2]j,and so on. Replacing

however�a by �b in a classdoesnotnecessarily conservethecardinalofthatclass,f.i.j[��a]j6= j[��b]j.

The 2{site probabilities can be com puted if the num bers of trees in these subclasses and of those

com patiblewith the non localdiagram sofFigure2 can be calculated.

Asforthe 1{site probabilities,we can decom pose each pairoflocaldiagram sasa sum ofnon local
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ones.W e haveforexam ple,

Q 1;1 = =

++

++

[��]

�a�a

[��a] [�a�]

C3

(50)

Q 2;3 = = +

[�
] [��b]
(51)

Assuch,thelinearsystem oneobtainsin thiswayisunderdeterm ined.Letusproceed tothecounting

in the generalcase,thatis,when heightsequalto 1 orsupercriticalheightsareinserted atotherplaces

than i0 and j0. In thissituation,the fullsystem m ustinclude allpairsoflocaldiagram s(forexam ple,

onewould havethe equation Q 1;1 and itsm irrorim age ~Q 1;1).

Thereare81equationslike(50)and (51),sinceeverysuch equation isapairoflocaldiagram s,chosen

from the nine diagram sappearing on the last�ve linesofEq.(32).There are 9 independentvariables

forthe classesof[N 2 � N 2](pairsofelem entsin f�;~�;
g since the indicesare irrelevant),21 variables

forthe classesof[N 2 � N 3]and [N 3 � N 2],and 49 variablesforN 3 � N 3. To these one m ustadd the

fourvariablesA,B ,C and ~C ,forthe diagram sofFigure2 (one can show thatA = ~A and B = ~B ).

In total,one hasa linearsystem of81 equationsfor104 variables. Itisactually worse because the

equationsarenotallindependent,dueto som enon trivialidentitiesam ong localdiagram s(likein (35)).

Itishoweverpossibleto com pute the probabilitiesin term sofa reduced num berofvariables.

In thecalculation ofthe1{siteprobabilities,thenon localdiagram s�a and �b each broughtan equal

contribution,becauseforany treecom patiblewith �a,thereisa treecom patiblewith �b and vice{versa.

Thusa singlevariable� wasused forthe two diagram s.

The substitution of�a by �b in a pair ofdiagram sdoes not alwaysconserve the num ber oftrees,

so thatthe num berofindependentvariablesforpairsofdiagram sinvolving a � cannotbe reduced by

a factor2. However,one m ay separate in [N 2 � N 3],[N 3 � N 2]and N 3 � N 3 the trees for which the

substitution isallowed from the others,likewhatwe did aboveregarding the changeofarrows.

Itturnsoutthatthisisusefulbecauseonly a reduced num berofpairsofdiagram sm isbehaveunder

the change�a $ �b.Up to m irrorsym m etry,they areallgiven in Figure3.

Forinstancethetwo diagram s�1 and �2 arepairs[�2�a]and [�1�a],contained in theset[N 2 � N 3].

Thechange�a ! �b in �1 requiresa changeofdirection in thepath going from thesouthern neighbour

ofj0 through i0 and back to j0,which isnotpossible.Thepair� 1 and � 2 correspondsto thediagram s

[~�1�b]and [~�2�b],also in [N 2 � N 3]. Theirperm uted versionsbelong to [N 3 � N 2],while allthe other

diagram sin Figure3 arein N 3 � N 3.Thediagram swhoselabelsdi�eronly by the num ericalsubscript

contributeequally,so �1 = �2 but�1 6= ~�1.

Ifone denotesby curly bracketsthe setsoftreeswhich are closed under the change �a $ �b,one

can write

[N 2 � N 3] = f[N 2 � N 3]g+ �1 + �2 + � 1 + � 2 + ~�p

1 + ~�p

2 + ~� p

1 + ~� p

2; (52)

[N 3 � N 2] = f[N 3 � N 2]g+ �p

1 + �p

2 + � p

1 + � p

2 + ~�1 + ~�2 + ~� 1 + ~� 2; (53)

N 3 � N 3 = fN 3 � N 3g+ �3 + �4 + � 3 + � 4 + �1 + �2 + 	 1 + 	 2 + 
1 + 
2

+ m irrorsand perm uted: (54)

The diagram s �1 + �2,� 1 + � 2 and the perm uted tilded versions contribute equally to P23 and

P33,since they are in [N 2 � N 3]. The diagram s�
p

1 + �p

2,�
p

1 + � p

2 (and the perm uted tilded versions)

contribute equally to P32 and P33,whereasallthe otherscontribute to P33 only.Thusthe expressions
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�1 = �2 =

�3 = �4 =

� 1 = � 2 =

� 3 = � 4 =

	 1 = 	 2 =

�1 = �2 =


1 = 
2 =

�p
1
= �p

2
=

�p
3
= �p

4
=

� p

1
= � p

2
=

� p

3
= � p

4
=

	 p

1
= 	 p

2
=

�p

1
= �p

2
=


p

1
= 
p

2
=

Figure3:Non localdiagram srepresentingspanningtreeswhich havean anom alousbehaviourunderthesubstitution
of�a by �b,or of�b by �a. The superscript p indicates that the two diagram s at the reference sites have been

perm uted.Allm irrordiagram sm ustbe added.

forthe 2{siteprobabilitiesbecom e

P22 = P12 + P21 � P11 +
[N 2 � N 2]

4N
; (55)

P23 = P13 + P22 � P12 +
f[N 2 � N 3]g

2N
+

1

2N
[2A 1 + 2B 1 + 2C1 + 2C4 + 2~A 2 + 2~B 2 + 2~C2 + 2~C5

+ �1 + �2 + � 1 + � 2 + ~�p

1 + ~�p

2 + ~� p

1 + ~� p

2]; (56)

P33 = P23 + P32 � P22 +
fN 3 � N 3g

N

+
1

N
[A 3 + B 3 + C3 + C6 � A 1 � A 2 � B 1 � B 2 � C1 � C2 � C4 � C5 + m irrors]

+
1

N
[�3 + �4 + � 3 + � 4 + 	 1 + 	 2 + �1 + �2 + 
1 + 
2 + m irrorsand perm uted]:(57)

The variablesentering these expressionscan be determ ined from the sam e linearsystem asabove,

expressed in term softhe new variables.Forinstance,the �rstequation becom es

Q 1;1 = =

++

+ +

+

+

++

[��]

f��gf[��]g f[��]g

�2

� 3�p

2
� p

3

C3

(58)

The num ber ofequations is the sam e,but we have fewer variables. The new sets f[N 2 � N 3]g,

f[N 3 � N 2]g and fN 3 � N 3g have respectively 15,15 and 25 variables,to which 20 extra variablesare

added forthe diagram sin Figure 3 and theirm irrorim ages. So there are 88 variables,constrained by
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81 linearequations,ofwhich 73 only arelinearly independent.Thesystem isstillunderdeterm ined but

unexpectedly allowsto determ ine enough variablesto com pute the probabilitieswithoutfurtherwork.

Firstone can show,by suitably com bining the independentequations,that[A + B + C + ~C ]=N is

equalto a com bination oflocaldiagram swhich turns outto be subdom inant,ofordert3 forboth an

open ora closed boundary (orderm � 6 atthecriticalpoint,wherem isthedistancebetween i0 and j0).

Asthefourquantitiesarepositiveby construction,itm eansthateach ofthem isatleastofordert3,and

can beneglected.Thusonerelation determ inesfourvariables.O ncethesefourvariablesareelim inated,

oneisleftwith a system of72 independentequationsfor84 variables.

Being independent,the 72 equationsallow to determ ine 72 com binationsofvariables. The pointis

thatonecan choosethese72 com binationsin such a way thattheprobabilitiescan befully expressed in

term softhem only,thereby m aking the knowledgeofthe other12 com binationsuseless.Alternatively,

onem ay chooseto solvethe linearsystem for72 variables,which then becom efunctionsoftherem ain-

ing 12. W hen inserted in the probabilities,alldependences in the 12 unknowns drop out com pletely.

The set ofthe 12 variables that the system cannot determ ine is not unique,but a possible choice is

f	;	 p;�p;� p;�p;
p + m irrorsg.

Thecounting ofvariablesand equationsisdi�erentwhen thereareno insertionsatotherplacesthan

i0 and j0 since the m irrored equations are redundant. O ne �nds that the linear system is again not

invertible,but is nonetheless su�cient to com pute all2{site boundary probabilities. They have been

com puted in the m assivem odelto the dom inantordert2,which yieldsthe universalterm s.

Foran open boundary,we found thatnone ofthe diagram sin Figure 3 contribute to the dom inant

order,being atleastofordert3.The probabilitiesP22;P23 and P33 havethe sam eform t2[K 00
0(m

p
t)�

K 0(m
p
t)]2 atdom inantorder,and only di�erby theirnorm alizations.These have been checked to be

in agreem entwith the identi�cationsobtained in Section 4.

The case ofa closed boundary is a bit m ore com plicated. In this case the diagram s ofFigure 3

contributeto ordert2 (aswehaveseen above,noneofthe diagram sofFigure2 contribute,irrespective

ofthe boundary condition),and the probabilitiesread

P22 = t2
�

� 4

�4 K 0(m
p
t)2 �

�
48

�4 �
12

�3

�
K 0

0(m
p
t)2 + 2

�3 K 0(m
p
t)K 00

0(m
p
t)

�
�
144

�4 � 72

�3 + 37

4�2

�
K 00

0(m
p
t)2 +

�
12

�3 �
3

�2

�
K 0

0(m
p
t)K 000

0 (m
p
t)
�

+ ::: (59)

P23 = t2
�

� 1

2�3 K 0(m
p
t)2 +

�
8

�4 �
3

�3 +
3

4�2

�
K 0

0(m
p
t)2 �

�
1

�3 �
1

8�2

�
K 0(m

p
t)K 00

0(m
p
t)

+
�
48

�4 �
12

�3 +
1

4�2

�
K 00

0(m
p
t)2 �

�
8

�3 �
3

2�2

�
K 0

0(m
p
t)K 000

0 (m
p
t)
�

+ ::: (60)

P33 = t2
�

� 1

16�2 K 0(m
p
t)2 + 2

�3 K
0
0(m

p
t)2 � 1

4�2 K 0(m
p
t)K 00

0(m
p
t)

�
�
16

�4 +
1

4�2

�
K 00

0(m
p
t)2 + 4

�3 K
0
0(m

p
t)K 000

0 (m
p
t)
�

+ ::: (61)

Again they arein fullagreem entwith the �eldsfound in Section 4.

W e have also com puted a few 3{site probabilities,when one of the insertion is a height 1 or a

supercriticalheight.Then thesam esystem asabovecan beused,theonlydi�erenceisthattheLaplacian

hasto bedecorated by a localdefectm atrix,and only a�ectsthecalculation ofthe localdiagram s.W e

havefound forinstancetheconnected probability P212 to havea height1 and two heights2 on a closed

boundary,allseparated by large distances,at the criticalpoint (the expressionsfor o�{critical3{site

probabilitiesaretoo long),

P212;conn =
2

�3

�3

4
�
2

�

�� 1

m 12m
2
13m

3
23

+
1

m 3
12m

2
13m 23

+
1

�2

(6� � 24)2

m 2
12m

2
13m

2
23

+
6� � 24

�

�
1

m 12m
3
13m

2
23

+
1

m 2
12m

3
13m 23

+
1

m 3
12m 13m

2
23

+
1

m 2
12m 13m

3
23

��

+ ::: (62)

wherem ij isthedistancebetween theith and jth site.Theconnected probability isequalto P212;conn =
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P212 � P2P12 � P22P1 � P21P2 + 2P 2
2P1. The previousform ula forP212 isequivalentto thatfound by

Jeng [7],but allowsfor a m ore direct com parison with the �eld theoretic result,as the various term s

correspond to speci�c W ick contractions.
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