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A bstract

W e study the abelian sandpile m odelon the upper halfplane, and reconsider the correlations of the
four height variables lying on the boundary. For m ore convenience, we carry out the analysis in the
dissipative (m assive) extension of the m odel and identify the boundary scaling elds corresponding to
the four heights. W e nd that they all can be accounted for by the m assive pertubation ofa c= 2
Jogarithm ic conform al eld theory.

1 Introduction

T he description ofequilbrium criticalphenom ena hasbeen one ofthe greatest success oftw o{din ensional
conform al theories in the past twenty years [I]. M ore recently, attention has focused on new types of
observables in otherw ise well{known m odels, and also on new kinds of critical system s. In both cases,
non local features often play an im portant role, because either the observables one is interested in are
them selves non local in term s of the naturalm icroscopic variables, or else because the statisticalm odel
possesses intrinsic non local properties. T hese studies often lead to a description In term s of conform al
theoriesw ith peculiar properties. A classofsystam sw ih such properties is provided by sandpilem odels.
Som e of them , and in particular the one we consider here, are believed to have a faithfil description in
term s of logarithm ic conform al eld theordes.

O urm otivation to study these m odels is two{fold. F irst, one w ishes to see to what extent they lend
them selves to a conform al eld theoretic approach, and if the adequacy of the conform al description
is as good as for the equilbrium system s. Second, the logarithm ic theories have been developed for
them selves, but are com plex and som e of their aspects are not fully understood yet. It should therefore
be pro table to have concrete realizations in order to have a better understanding of the m ost peculiar
features.

T he sandpile m odel we consider here is the isotropic Abelian sandpile m odel A SM ), as orighally
de ned In [l]. Them ost naturalvariablesto consider in a confom alcontext are the four height variables.
In the bulk, correlations of height 1 variables can be handld by local calculations [1], but height 2, 3
and 4 variables are m uch m ore com plicated, and only their one{site probabilities are known []. For
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sites on a boundary, closed or open, Ivashkevich showed, by using suiable identities, that the non local
con gurations needed to handle the heights bigger than 1 could be reduced to local com putations [1].
He was then able to com pute the two{site pint probabilities of all height variables. He found that all
correlations decay like r %, and infered, w rongly aswe w ill see, that allboundary height variables scale
to the sam e conform al eld.

Our ain in this paper is to revisit this problem and to dentify the elds corresponding to the
boundary height variables, but In a dissipative extension of the m odel, known to be descrbed by a
m assive perturbation ofthe c= 2 conform altheory [l]l. The m ain advantage for doing this is that it
allow s for an unam biguous identi cation ofthe elds from a few 2{point correlators, 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
functions yield ambiguous eld identi cations, which can only be xed by using 3{point finctions, and
then checked from higher correlators.

The article is organized as ollows. The next section de nes the m odel and sets our conventions.
Section 3 deals w ith the boundary unit height variabl and what we call supercritical height variables.
They are m uch easier than the other ones, and illustrate the way the identi cation w ith concrete elds
is obtained. T he identi cation of the height 1 and supercritical height elds also facilitates that of the
other heights.

Sections 4 and 5 form the hardcore of the article. In Section 4, we explain our prescription | a
two{step buming algorithm | to associate recurrent con gurations of the sandpilke to spanning trees,
from which a clear characterization of the localheight constraints follow s. W e use it to com pute 2{sie
probabilities for having a height 1 or a supercriticalheight at one site, and any other height at the other
site, from which we deduce the eld identi cation of all height variables. Section 5 checks these resuls
by com puting explicitely all 2{site height probabilities in the m assive extension of the sandpile m odel,
and certain 3{site probabilities involving a height 1 or a supercritical height.

Since the bulk ofthe calculations reported here was done, an articl by Jeng [l] has appeared, w here
precisely the sam e problem is addressed. The two works were carried out independently and di er in
two ways. The rst one is that we study the dissipative m odel, while Jeng considers it at criticaliy.
This fact enables us to deduce the eld identi cations for the boundary height variablesh > 1 from
the spanning tree characterizations of a single insertion of such variables, technically m uch sim pler to
solve than the 2{site insertions. T he latter are only used as cross{checks, In contrast to the approach
at criticality which needs them as inputs. So working o criticality o ers a sin pler and m ore reliable
access to the elds. Secondly, we use a di erent characterization of the height variables bigger or equal
to 2 in temm s of spanning trees, which is based on a m odi ed, two{step buming algorithm . This, we
believe, leads to a m ore transparent form alisn which generalizes to m ultisite probabilities. O ur resuls

and conclusions how ever fully agree w ith those of Jeng.

2 The dissipative sandpile m odel

Considera nite portion L ofa square lattice and de ne at each site ia (sand) height variable h; which
can take the integer values 1;2;3;:::. A con guration C of the sandpile is the set of height values fhig
for all sites. The dynam ics is de ned In termm s of a symm etric toppling m atrix . Its entries are all
Integers, positive on the diagonal, negative o the diagonal, and it hasrow sum swhich are non negative.
A con guration is called stable if all heights satisfy h; iie

T he system evolves In discrete tin e as follow s. To the stable con guration Ct at tim e twe add a sand
grain at a random site i (chosen w ih uniform distrbution say), namely we seth; ! h;+ 1. Thisnew
con guration, if stable, de nes Cy; 1. If i is not stable, the unstable site 1 topples: i loses ;3 grains,



P
every other site j receives iy grains, whereas 2L i sand grains are dissipated (they 2allo the

pik, to a sink). That is, when a site i topples, we update the heights according to
hj ! hj ij 7 8j2L: (1)

If other sites becom e unstable after the toppling of the site i, they topple follow ng the same rule. A 1L
unstable sites are then toppled until the con guration becom es stable again. This con guration is then
taken as Cy 1. In this way, the toppling at the seeded site can trigger a potentially large avalanche,
resulting in a con guration Ciy 1 which can be com pletely dEJ;. erent from Cs.

P rovided there are dissipative sites, i.e. sitesk forwhich 2L k3 > 0, thedynam icsiswellde ned:
it does not depend on the order n which the sites are toppled (the m odelis Abelian), and the relaxation
of the seeded con guration to Cy 1 requiresa nite num ber of topplings.

One is generally interested in the long tin e behaviour of the sandpile. As shown by Dhar [1],
this behaviour is characterized by a unique tim e invariant probability m easure PL, which speci es
the probabilities of occurrence of all stable con gurations, Independently of the initial con guration.
The m om ents of this m easure, In the them odynam ic limi L.j! 1 , are what we want to put in
correspondence w ith the correlators of a conform al eld theory.

W hen the dynam ics is started from a certain iniial con guration, i produces at later times two
kinds of con gurations, called transient and recurrent in the tem inology of M arkov processes. The
transient con gurations are those which occura nite number oftim esonly (they m ay not occur at all,
depending on the initial con guration). In the long run, they are not in the in age of the dynam ics, and

have a zero m easure w ith respect to P. . A sinple exam pl is the con guration wih allh; = 1, but

m ore generally, any con guration with ‘Ig/vo 1’'s at neighbour sites (sites i;jwih 5% 0) is transient.

T he non transient con gurations are recurrent. T heir num ber is equalto det , the determm inant of
the toppling m atrix, and asym ptotically, they occur w ith equal probability, so that the m easure PL is
uniform on them [I]. A criterion to decide whether a given con guration is recurrent or transient is
based on the notion ofﬁ)fo:'dd%n sub{con guration ESC):a sub{con guration, w ith support K L,is
said to be forbidden ifh; 2Knfig  3ir for all sites 1 of K . For instance tw o neighbour sites w ith
heights 1 form an FSC .Then a con guration is recurrent if and only if i containsno FSC [1].

A practicalway to test a con guration is to use the buming algorithm [I]. At tine 0, all sites in
L are unbun%t and we de ne Ky = L to be the set of unbumt sites at tine 0. The sites 1 of K¢ such
that h; > 2K onfig 3i are bumabl at tine 1. So we bum them , obtaining a snallersst K; Ky
ofunbuﬁ)mt sites at tine 1. Then the sites of K; which are bumabl at tine 2, ie. those satisfying
h; > jir are bumt. This leaves a snaller set K, K, of unbumt sites at tine 2. This

buming process is carried on untilno m ore site isbumable, which meansthatKr+1 = K¢ ora certain

j2K 1nfig

T . Then the con guration is recurrent ifand only if all sites of L. have been bumt Kt = ;). O therw ise
Kr isan FSC.

T he buming algorithm allow s to de ne a unigue rooted spanning tree on a graph L ?, from the path
ollowed by the re in the lattice [1]. The graph L? has the sites of L and the sink as vertices, and
has links de ned by : an o {diagonalentry i3 = n means there are n bonds %onnectjng the sites
iand j, and each site i is connected to the sink by a num ber of bonds equal to 2L i 0, the
num ber of grains dissipated when i topples. At tim e 0, the sink is the only bumt site and fom s the
root of the tree. In the next steps, the re propagates from the sink to those sites which are bumable
at tin e 1, then from the sites which have been bumt at tine 1 to those which are bumabl at tine 2,
and so on. If a site bums at tim e t, one says that it catches re from one am ong is neighbours that
werebumtattinet 1 (or from the sink site at tine 1). In case there are m ore than one of these, a

xed ordering prescription isused to decide along which bond the re actually propagates. (T he precise
prescription w ill not be needed in what follow s; the Interested reader is refered to [[]] for an exam ple of
such a prescription.) T he collection of allbonds form ing the re path de nes a spanning tree, rooted In



the sink, and grow ing tow ards the interior of the lattice L.

This in proved algorithm establishes a correspondence between the set of recurrent con gurations
on L and the set of rooted spanning trees on L°. The precise m apping, although one{to{one, however
depends on the prescription used. T he prescription wew illuse below di ers slightly from the one de ned
In 1], but is equally valid. The speci ¢ sandpik m odel we consider in the next sections is de ned on
the discrete upper half plane L = Z., Z , and has the m assive discrete Laplacian as toppling m atrix
sub gcted to the two di erent boundary conditions \open" and \closed" on the boundary, which we take
to be the Iiney = 1. T he two toppling m atrices are aln ost identical and di er only along the boundary.
T hey both depend on a positive param eter t, controlling the rate at which sand is dissipated when sites

topple. They read explicitely

8
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0 otherw ise.

O ne easily seesthat t grainsof sand are dissipated (transfered to the sink) each tin e a site topples, or
t+ 1 if it is an open boundary site that topples. Thism odelw illbe called the m assive Abelian sandpile
model M ASM ) in reference to the m assive discrete laplacian where p?:p]ays the role ofamass. The
usual, criticalm odel originally de ned in [1], is recovered at t= 0.

In tem s of the graph L} , bulk sites and closed boundary sites have a t{f1d connection to the sink,
while open boundary siteshave a (t+ 1){fold connection to i. In addition, allnearest neighbour (h.n.)
sites on L are connected by a single bond.

An easy corollary of the above buming algorithm is that a site w ith height an aller or equal to the
num ber of its neighbours on L (3 or 4) is never bumt at time 1, and therefore catches re from one
of its neighbours and not from the sink. Conversely, a site w ith height strictly larger than 4 (€= 0)
| which we calla supercr:ii:'calhejghd , or an open boundary site with h = 4 is set a re by the sink.
Supercritical height values are those which exist only when t isnon zero.

A cocording to the de nition of , t should take integervalues. HowevertheM A SM correlationsdecay
exponentially, w ith a correlation length that diverges only when t goesto 0, lke l=p t M, M. The large
distance lim it of the lattice correlationsm ust therefore be accom panied by a sn allt 1im it, In such a way
thatthejrsca]jnglinjtpi= Ma! 0;i 3Jjj= Z¥Fa! 1 bewellde nedwhena! 0. So In practice,
one expands the lattice M A SM correlations In powers oft, and selects the dom inant termm s. These de ne
correlators of a m assive eld theory, which, in this case, tums out to be a m assive perturbation 1] of
c= 2 ]ogarj%:‘mn ic conform altheory [0, B0, B,

S=l @@~ +M? ~=4); 3)

where ;7 are anticomm uting scalar elds.

1
ij -
A s is well{known, the Inverse of on the upper half plane can be cbtained in tem s of the Inverse

In the course of the calculations, we w illm ake an extensive use of the inverse toppling m atrix

m assive Laplacian on the fullplane 1, via the in agemethod. Fori= (mi;n;) and j= (m,;n,), the
explicit form ulae read

o 1 1 1 1 1 .
( Py = = Si 3 = @mai mo);

ij ij i3 i
( Cl)ijl = ijl + j_j:,L = ijl + j_,lj 7 7= fm2;1 n3): )
T he horizontaltranslation invariance ispreserved in both cases, so that the entries ofthe inversem atrices
dependon mi1 m,Fn; andn,.A short review on valies ofthe inverse m assive Laplacian on the plane
can be found in 1].
The lattice open boundary condition is identi ed with the D irichlet condition in the continuum

( = = 0 on R), whereas the closed boundary condition corresponds to the Neum ann condition



(@ @ =@ @~ = 0onR).The Lagrangian ) then in plies the ©llow ing G reen fiinctions on the
upper halfplane

h (z) W)i= K@) w)i= 0; ©)
h @)"W)ip=K;MEZ w) KoM E w); 6)
h @ wW)ki=KoM F w)+KoM F w); )

where K ¢ is them odi ed Bessel function.

3 Unit height and supercritical height variables

M ultisite probabilities for a num ber of sites to have height equal to 1 or supercritical height valies
hi> i bt is 2irly easy if one uses the Bom bay trick, a beautifiil technique designed by M a jum dar
and D har [l]. It can be form ulated in tem s of height con gurations or in tem s of spanning trees. In
this section, we w illluse it in term s of heights, the form ulation w ith trees being a particular case of the
general characterization given In the next section.

Suppose that we rst want to com pute the probability P h;, = 1] that a certain site iy has a height
equalto 1. That probability is sin ply equalto the num ber of recurrent con gurationsw ith a height 1
at iy divided by the totalnum ber of recurrent con gurations, which we know equals det

The idea of []] isto de ne a new sandpile m odel n which the height at iy isalways 1, and such that
any recurrent con guration ofthisnew m odel is in correspondence w ith a recurrent con guration ofthe
originalm odelw here the height at iy is 1. To freeze the height at iy to the value 1, one sin ply reduces
the diagonal entry of the toppling m atrix to 1. So the toppling m atrix  ° of the new m odelw ill have

:?Oio = 1. Then In the new m odel, the site iy w ill topple whenever is height exceeds 1, and each tin e
i topples, i w ill ose a single grain which w ill go to one the neighbours or to the sink. Consequently,
ip willhave a single connection, either to the sink or to one its neighbours in L. F inally, the neighbours
of iy cannot have a height equal to 1 in a recurrent con guration, so that they assime only 5 1
values. This can also be enforced In the new m odel by decreasing the diagonal entries of by 1 for
those neighbours of iy which are no longer connected to iy. A s the connections x the o {diagonalpart
of the toppling m atrix, and the height ranges x its diagonalpart, this w illdeterm ine  °.

T hus the num ber of recurrent con gurations with a height 1 at i; is equal to the total num ber of
recurrent con gurations of the new m odel, itself equal to the determ inant of the new toppling m atrix

0. Setting °= + B %), one obtains W]
det ©
det

where is the toppling m atrix appropriate to the boundary condition one considers. Because the
0

P hy = 1]= = det@+ B %)); ®)

di erence
calculation ofa nite detemm inant, even on an unbounded lattice L.

On the discrete upper half plane, the defect m atrix B %) depends on the location of iy. If i is o
the boundary, and if one keeps it connected to one of its Hur neighbours, then B %) is equalto

B %) is non zero only on sites around iy, the previous formula reduces to the

0 1
3t 1 1 1
B c
. 1 1 0 0
B(1°)=§ & ©)
1 0 1 04X
1 0 o0 1

on iy ( rst label) and any three neighbours of iy, and is identically zero elsew here (ifthe only connection
ofiy isto the sink, the B m atrix is5{by{5). In this case, the probability isgiven by a 4 {by{4 determ inant,



and depends on the distancem of iy to the boundary. At the criticalpoint (= 0) and for large values

ofm , it isequalto ]
h
Pu’lio= l]= P]_ 1

1 i
o + @0)
where the + (resp. ) sign refers to the open (resp. closed) boundary condition. P; = 2( 2)= 3=
0:0736 is the probability that a site deep inside the lattice (equivalently, on the In nite plane) hasheight
1 in the criticalA SM .
If iy lies on the boundary, the m atrix B %’ depends on the boundary condition and takes one of the
two form s

3t11l 02t111

B =€ 1 1 0A; B=0 1 1 0A;: a1
1 0 1 1 0 1
T he corresponding critical probability P h;, = 1] is then a constant, which only depends on the type of
boundary the site iy ison 1],
pe- 2 42,30 312
T he one{site probability P h;, = 1] can easily be com puted for t 6 0, but will not be needed in what
follow s.
T he probability that a site be supercritical can be treated In a sim ilar way, and is actually sin pler.
Onenow takest$é 0, sihce the probability does not m ake sense at t= 0.
Any site iy, whatever is location and whatever the boundary condition, has t possible supercritical
height values,namely h= ;i t+ 1;:::; 44 . Theprobabiliy that a site i) hasa xed supercritical

height h does not depend on h, because a recurrent con guration rem ains recurrent if one replaces a

2 .

3
Pit= = 12
1T 3 1z)

e}

supercritical height at iy by another one. T herefore one has
P [ip is supercriticall= P h;, > i3, tl= tP hj, = h]; 13)

where h is any xed supercriticalvalue.
Tt is actually easier to com pute the probability that iy is not supercritical. To do that, one has to

count the recurrent con gurations with hj, i, € E 4,o0r 3 on a clsed boundary). In a new
m odel de ned by the new toppling m atrix gj = i3 t 4i 44 on the sam e lattice, all recurrent
con gurations have iy not supercritical. O ne obtains
P [ i ercriticall = 1 det ° t ot 14)
is su = = W17
0 P det oo
and
- — 1.
P hy, = hl= 15)

The defect m atrix m ethod works here too, and is sin pler because the appropriate m atrix SSO) =
t i, 44 hasrank 1. The corresponding one{site probability is then given by a 1{by{1l determ inant.
Let us note that the probabilities [ll) are well{de ned for any strictly positive valie oft, but behave
badly in the criticallim it t ! 0. Fora closed boundary condition, they have a logarithm ic singularity at
t= 0. For an open boundary condition, they have a nite lim it at t= 0, but which is not a probability
iolio =1 2= = 03634 Hr iy on the boundary, and then grow s logarithm ically w ith the
distance of iy to the boundary.
So instead we w ill consider the probability ) ©r a site or a collection of sites to be supercritical
w ithout specifying the actualheights. A swe w ill see below , that observable haswellkde ned correlations
In the m assive scaling 1im i, and corresponds to a eld that vanishes in the critical lim it.
A fter 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

in general:



random variables (y 1) and (i is supercritical) corresponding to the events \1has height 1" or \1i is
supercritical" foria site on the boundary ofthe upperhalfplane. In orderto get eldswhose expectation
valie vanishes In nitely far from the boundary, one considers the random variables subtracted by their
average value. A nticipating the scaling din ension 2 or 4 of the above random variables, we de ne their
scaling eldsby

1

op;cl(x) _ =
al! 0 a

1

[ (-, is supercritical)

[ hea 1) P11; PFx)= L @e)

X
a

al 0 g4i2
sub fcted to the scaling relations t= a’M 2 and ipE= M x.

To com pute n { site probabilities, one sin ply Inserts the proper defect m atrices at the locations ofthe
cbservables, so that the ulldefect m atrix is a direct sum ofn m atricesB @ ors ® . 0 ne should how ever
rem em ber that S is not the defect m atrix for i being supercritical but for i not being supercritical,
the com plem entary event. T he scaling lim it ofthe latter gives rise to a eld , from which . =
is recovered. T he probability then reduces to the calculation ofa nie determ inant whose entries are
com binations of entries of the Inverse toppling m atrix. A s the scaling lim it takes t to zero, one expands
these entries in pow er series of t, keeping only the dom -nant term . >From [l) the latter yields the eld
theoretic correlation of elds ; and - ,which are then identi ed w ith explicit elds ofthe Lagrangian
theory ). This is a m ain advantage of working w ith the m assive theory that this identi cation is
essentially unam biguous.

The sin plest way to proceed to the identi cation of the boundary elds ; and . isto use other
lattice observables w ith already known eld identi cations. E xam ples of such observables are precisely
the bulk version of the above two random variables. T he corresponding bulk elds have been identi ed
In ] (see also ] Por a proof that these identi cations are consistent w ith a broad class of m ultisite
correlations),

M 2
1(2) = Pi[@ @7+ @~:+2— HEHH 7)
M 2
2
One rst com putes the 2{point correlations involving one boundary ocbservable and one buk observable.
From them , onem ay nferwhat the boundary eldsm ustbe, and then cross{check their form from other

: T 18)

> (2)

correlations.

W e do not give much detail as the calculations are fairly straighforward, but sim ply illistrate the
m ethod in a sin ple case, nam ely the identi cation of < (x) on an open boundary.

W e take two reference sites, iy on the boundary and j in the bulk, far from the boundary. The
probability that they both be non supercritical reduces to a rank 2 determ inant

det[ P+ st) 4+ g0 1 t( °P), 1 t( °p),*
P [p; jo non supercrit:]= [ ]= det o o 2 (19)
det ©P L G P S R E A

Subtracting the product of disconnected probabilities cbtained from [lll), one has
P [ig;Jo non supercriticallonnected = tz ( op)iOZjO : (20)
If one chooses the two sites on a vertical line iy = (0;1) and jp = (O;m ), then (see for instance
Appendix A of [1])

1 t 0

P-
( Pt = ! —Kgm v+ ::: 1)

oo (071) (Om ) ©; 1)(Om)
w here the dots stand for subdom inant tem s In t. T he dom inant term In the connected 2 { site probability
is thus

€ e

P-
P [y;Jo non supercriticall.onnected = — Ko m t)+ ::: (22)



U sing the scaling relation [ll), vald also orbuk elds wih apowera 2 for ; and ; ), one
nds the boundary/buk 2{point function

M 6
h® &) &+iy)i= —KFMy): @3)
>From the explicit form of  (z) = Né—z : 7 :given above, one eventually arrives at
oM !
h®P &) : ~:x+ iy)i= KFM y): (24)

U sing the G reen function ) on the upper halfplane w ith an open boundary, one sees that the only
possble el assignment is ® (x) = 227 :@ @~ : and therere P (x)= 2L~ @ @~-.

P roceeding In the sam e way for the other observables for the two boundary conditions, we nd the
follow ing scaling elds

6 160 1024 2M 2
op  _ . ~ .. op _ . ~ ..
Fs- It @ P = @67 25)
8 3 2 1 M 2
cl ~ 2 ~ cl ~
= - - = : +—M 0 T = — : T 26
! 4 e e 16 > 2 @6)

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

Them asskess lin it issimply given by thelmitt! 0ntheMASM andM ! 0 inthe eld theory.In
this Iim i, the elds ¥ and ¢! are cbviously nulland the unit height elds for the two boundaries are
dentical up to a num erical factor. O ne m ay note that the latters are proportional to the holom orphic
stress{energy tensor, and being descendants of the identity, they belong to a chiral representation Vj
. ]. This is consistent wih the fact that the only elds living on an open boundary are elds of
Vo, and that those living on a closed boundary belong to an R ¢ representation, which contains Vi as
subrepresentation [, B].

4 Spanning tree representation of recurrent con gurations

For the other height variables, the situation is not as easy. A Yfhough having a height 1 or a height
2 at a given site does not seem to m ake much di erence, the counting of the corresponding recurrent
con gurations is technically m uch m ore com plicated for a height 2 (or 3 or 4) than fora height 1. The
defect m atrix m ethod no longerw orks', and the only practicalaltemative seem sto be the use of spanning
trees. One then clarly sees the di erence: in termm s of spanning trees, a height 1 is characterized by
a local property of the tree around the reference site, while the other heights are characterized by non
local properties of trees [1].

A sm entioned earlier, the rooted spanning tree isde ned on L ?, the Jattice L augm ented by the sink
site, at which the tree]gs rooted. A llsites 1 of I are connected by  i; bonds to other sites: 15 bond (s)
connecting ito j and 2L i3 bond (s) connecting ito the root. W ih these de nitions, the K irchho
theorem asserts that the num ber of rooted spanning trees on the graph L? de ned by them atrix is
equaltoN = det , precisely the number of recurrent con gurations.

A s a rooted spanning tree is a connected graph containing no loop, every site i is connected to the
root by a unigque path. A site j is said to be a predecessor of the site i if the path from j to the root
passes through i, or equivalently, if j lies on a branch grow ing from i. A site i which has no predecessor
is called a Jeaf (the end ofa branch).

P riezzhev rst and then Ivashkevich used the correspondence between recurrent con gurations and
spanning trees to com pute regpectively the 1{site probabilities in the plane, and the 1{ and 2{sie

lExoept a height 4 on an open boundary, which can be handled like a supercritical height.



probabilities on the boundary, open or closed, of the upper half plane. For the 1{sie probabilities at
iy, they decom posed the set of recurrent con gurations into subsets S, where S, contain the recurrent
con gurationswhich rem ain allowed for any heightsh;;, a and which are forbidden otherw ise. These
subsets S, can be characterized In tem s of rooted spanning trees and their cardinal can be com puted
using classical results in graph theory. A s we w ill see, they decom posed local tree diagram s as sum s of
non localdiagram s. T his system is invertible w fthout further Input for iy on a boundary, but is not for
ip In the buk. So the calculation of probabilities for sites in the bulk ism ore com plicated.

For the 2 {site probabilities, Ivashkevich used a sim ilar decom position of the recurrent con gurations
Into subsets S,y . T his decom position how ever raises certain questions, and w illnot be used here. Instead
we set up a particular one{to{onem ap between recurrent con gurations and the rooted spanning trees,
based on the buming algorithm . In the case of single site probabilities, the m apping yilds the sam e
characterization In term s of trees as the S, decom position but ism uch m ore transparent in the case of
m ultisite probabilities.

T he buming algorithm , as we described it Section 2 com plem ented w ith an ordering prescription,
establishes a one{to{one m apping but w ith no clear correspondence between the height valies at the
reference sites and the bond arrangem ents ofthe trees around those sites (exoept for supercriticalheights
w hich are directly connected to the root of the tree). For exam pl, depending on the recurrent con gu-—
ration, a site w th a height 4 can be a leafon the tree or can support 1, 2 or 3 branches. To avoid this
problem , we proceed in two steps as ollow s, assum ing that none of the reference sites is supercritical.

First, we run the buming algorithm and lt the re propagate through the lattice until no m ore
site is bumable but preventing the reference sites from buming. W hen this is done, one is keft wih a
sublattice Ly, of bumt sites and a com plem entary sublattice L, of unbumt sites. T he algorithm , using
for exam ple the ordering prescription of [1], yields at this stage the part ofthe spanning tree on L, . The
other part L, iseventually bumable too and is actually bumt in the second step. By de nition, none of
the reference sites is bumt yet, and a certain num ber of them , at least one, are bumable. Those which
are bumable are bumt sin ultaneously, and trigger the re propagation through L, thereby com plting
the spanning tree to the whole lattice. So the com plete tree ism ade of two pieces, a subtree T, on Ly,
and another T, on L, . The subtree T, itselfm ay have several roots which are am ong the reference sites
those which were bumable and which sst re to the whole of L, . It is at those sites that T, is grafted
to Ty, to make the fulltree T . As we will see, only the shape of the unbumt sublattice L, is used to
characterize the height of the reference sites.

T his slightly m odi ed buming algorithm establishesa wellde ned correspondence between spanning
trees and heights of the reference sites in the critical as well as In the m assive Abelian sandpile. Let
us see how this works for the single{site probabilities, and how it allow s to com pute the 2{site height
correlations w here one the two heights is equalto 1 or is supercritical. At this stage we w illbe able to
dentify the boundary elds corresponding to allheights. In the follow ing section, we w ill com pute other
2{site and 3{site correlations to con m these identi cations.

Let us consider a con guration ofthe M ASM on a square lattice L, and lt us focuson a xed site
iy, the reference site. W e w ill take L to be the upper half plane, but what follow s applies to any sort of
portion of Z?, bounded or unbounded.

Ifthe height at § is supercritical, then iy isset a reby the root (isbumtattime 1). Thusalltrees
corresponding to those con gurations have a bond connecting the root and ig. The probability
that iy be supercritical is thus

P [y is supercritical] = NN—1° @7)
where N = det and N ,;;, is the number of di erent spanning trees which \use" one of the t
bonds between the root and ip. One way to compute N ,;;, is to m odify the toppling m atrix by



rem oving the connectionsbetw een iy and its nearest neighborson L so that iy has connections only
to the root. Then N,,;;, = det %with %= + S5 ®) and the nite{din ensional defect m atrix
given by Si(oioio) = iodg 1 Sifoi‘) = Si(‘iio) = 1 for i\ the nearest neighbors of iy, and zero elsew here.
A sin pler way is however to com pute N N -4, » the num ber of trees w hich do not use the bonds
between iy and the root. This can be done by rem oving precisely these bonds and leads to the
1{din ensionaldefect m atrix S %) of the previous section, w ith the result given in [lll).

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

such sites have t+ 1 connections to the root, so that
1N 1 :
Py = EN— = i for iy on open boundary: (28)
If the height at § is less or equal to the num ber of nearest neighbours on L, we use the buming
algorithm to de ne a partition L = Ly [ L, as explained above. A s one looks here at 1{sie
probabilities, there is only one reference site, so that in the sublattice L, = L, iy is the only
bumable site affer all sites of L, have been bumt. It is therefore the root of the subtree T, = Tj, .

T he height at iy can now be related to the properties of the subtree T;, .

is the num ber of nearest neighbours of ij. The fulltree T is sim ply obtained by connecting iy to
Ty, through one of the nj, bonds connecting iy to its nearest neighbours, so that iy isa leafon T
(ip must be connected to a nearest neighbour in L and not to the root, since it catches re from
one ofthem ). If one denotesby N ; the num ber of spanning treeson L where iy isa kafgrown on
one its neighbours, then

N,
P]_ = M (29)
nioN

IfL;, contains one nearest neighbor of the site iy, the value of the height at iy must be in the set

There arenow n;, 1 possbilities to connect T;, to Ty, one or each nearest neighbour ofiy in Ly .
T hey correspond to the height values com patble w ith the buming algorithm and thus the height
2 probability reads

N, N,
P, = + ; (30)
l’lj_oN (l'lj_0 l)N

where N, is the num ber of spanning trees w here iy has exactly one predecessor am ong is nearest
neighbours.
T he higher height probabilities can be determ ined by the sam e argum ents,
Py = Py 1+—Nk ; Po=0; k= 1;:::5n4,; (31)
niy, k+ I)N

where Ny isthe number of spanning treesT on L in which iy hasexactly k 1 predecessorsam ong
his neighbours.

O ne sees that the com putation of the various 1{site probabilities requires the calculation of the
numbers Ny . If the lattice L is the discrete upper half plane, and for iy a site on the boundary, the
Figure 1 describes the types of trees w hich contribute to the di erent N  ’s.

T hese diagram s represent the restriction of trees to four sites, nam ely the reference site iy and its
three neighbours (the dashed line represents the border of L, pictured as the lower halfplane !). The
arrow s indicate the direction of the path towards the root (opposite to the re propagation line). The
black dots are the nearest neighboursw hich are predecessorsofiy, the white dotsare those w hich arenot.
T hose diagram s labelled by identical greek letters contribute the sam e am ount to the corresponding N .
T he tilded letters refer to diagram s which are the m irror in ages of the diagram s w ith untilded letters.
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Moo= T L+ ]

N = [T+ CH T+ T+ LT+ LT+ O
we = T+ OO0+ O+ CO+-QJ+ D+ 0D

Figure 1: Non localdiagram s contributing to the 1{site probabilities.

T he diagram s in F igure 1 represent non localconstraints on the com patible trees. T he presence ofan
arrow between iy and one orm ore neighbours poses no com putational problem , because it only m eans
that the tree has to use speci ¢ bonds, and the counting of those trees can be achieved by m odifying
Ically the toppling m atrix by a nite rank defect m atrix. But for a neighbour to be a predecessor or
not is a non localproperty, and enum erating the relevant trees is trickier. For the trees contrbuting to
N 3 for Instance, one sees that a nearest neighbour, call i i;, of iy can be a predecessor of iy because i;
is connected to iy through the nearest neighbour bond (i; catches re directly from iy, ke in ; and
~), orthrough a long path around the lattice (i catches re after a long sequence ofbumaings, long after
iy gotbumt, ke in and 7).

Vardous classes of non localdiagram s in Figure 1, w ith their constraints on predecessorships, sum up
to localdiagram s, where these constraint are relaxed and only localarrow con gurations are in posed.
A s the Iocal diagram s are easily calculable by toppling m atrix adjistm ents, this yields linear relations
am ong the non local contributions. For a generic position of the reference site iy, the linear system is
not Invertdble and isnot su cient to com pute the non localcontributions. T he crucial cbservation m ade
by Ivashkevich in []] was to note that it actually becom es nvertble if iy is on a boundary, which allow s
to reduce the non localcontrbutions to local calculations (this statem ent w illhave to be quali ed in the
case of 2{site insertions). Indeed the relations read explicitely [] (as we consider the heights 1, 2 and
3 only, we do not need to distinguish the diagram s or closed and open boundaries, which only m ake a
di erence through the proper toppling m atrix to be used in the explicit local com putations; at the sam e
tin e, that also m akes the num ber of equations sn aller)

Qo = \j

:

Q1= | |

Il
+
Q
B
Il
Il
+

Q2 = m

é
E
p

H
.

0s= [17] =[] os= [T = 1]

T he four equations on the right are clarly obtained from the corresponding four on the left by a
m irror sym m etry about the reference site iy . A s the toppling m atrix is invariant under that sym m etry,
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the three tilded diagram s contribute the sam e am ount as the untided ones, = ;%= ";7= ,asdo
the tilded and the untilded local diagram s. Thus the four equations on the right are redundant, and
one is left w ith the lnear system on the left. This system ism anifestly invertible for the six non local
contrdbutions, noted ; ; ; ;" and

Let us note that the non lIocaldiagrams ; ; and " tum out to be entirely local, because the
arrow con gurationsm ake the predecessorship properties redundant. A s the height 1 probability P; is
given sokly in term s of , its com putation is purely local. T his ram ains true for any m ulisite height 1
probabilities and for arbitrary positions, In the bulk or on boundaries.

The K ircho theorem allow s the localdiagram s to be com puted by the defect m atrix m ethod. T he
presence resp. the absence of an arrow from ito jm eans that one counts all trees which contain resp.
do not contain that oriented bond. O ne de nes a new topplingm atrix °by setting to the i; j entry
ifthei! jbond istobeused in the tree, and to 0 ifthat bond is not to be used; m oreover the diagonal
entries of ?1 = 4; should rem ain equalto the num ber ofbonds going out from i. Then ifn bonds are
to be used, the determ mant of °will contain a highest degree term  ® whose coe cient is the num ber
of trees w hich precisely use the given n bonds in the prescribed direction (see for nstance 1) .

W riting as before = +B ,one nds ﬁ)JlCQ 4 orexample

o 5. 11 1
B 1 1+ 0 0 %
PTR o1 0o &' 63
1 0 0 1+

and, in the critical 1im it,
04 . 1 L i % on closed boundary,
— = — = Im — det[I+ Bl= 3 (34)
N N 13 on open boundary.
The calculation of the other ve localdiagram s and then the inversion of the linear system yields the
values ofN ;N , and N 3, and in tum ofP;P, and P3. In the critical lim it, one recovers the num bers
given in 1].

In order to identify the height boundary elds, we need 2{site correlations nvolving the boundary
heights 2 and 3. Again the sin plest is to look at the correlations of a boundary height 2 or 3 w ih
a known boundary variable, nam ely a height 1 or a supercritical height value. T he advantage is that
the latters are already known from the previous section, but m ore in portantly, they corresoond to
lJocaldefect m atrix insertions. T hism akes the above form alism , usefiil to com pute 1{site probabilities,
essentially valid.

Because one can force a site iy to have height 1 or to be supercritical by m odifying the toppling
matrixby ! ({o)= +B % or + 5 W (orbetter + S%)), the 2{site probabilities P h;, =
1 orsupercri;;hy = 2 or 3] can be viewed as 1{site probabilities for the height at j but wih the
toppling m atrix (i) to acoount for the constraint at iy. Then the above m ethod rem ains com pletely
valid provided we replace by the appropriate ({1 o), itself to be m odi ed by m atrices ke in {lll) in
order to com pute localdiagram s?. If one does that and use (1) as the nom alizing toppling m atrix,
one is actually com puting the conditional probability for having a 2 ora 3 at jy conditioned on having
a height 1 or a supercritical height at iy. To get the pint probabilities, one sin ply m ultiplies the nal
answersby P hj, = 1]orP h; = supercr:].

The non localdiagram s contrbuting to the numbers Ny rem ain as in Figure 1. H owever the tilded
and the untilded diagram s no longer contribute equally because the m irror in age about j spoils the
constraint at iy, and does not lave the toppling m atrix (i) invardiant. T herefore it is the fi1ll system

iTo keep the decom positions ofthe N x in tem s of the non localdiagram s as in F igure 1, the site iy should not be too close
to Jo.
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) that needs be solved. Tt is overdetermm hed as it involves 10 equations for only 9 unknow ns, but the
num ber of equations is reduced by one due to the follow ing identity

PAL+PR)+PEB)=PL+PER)+ P Q) (35)

satis ed forallvalues oft as a sim ple consequence of the fact that the nverse of (1 ¢) satis esa discrete
P oisson equation. T he procedure is otherw ise identical to that for the 1{sie probabilities.

For the open boundary, the boundary pint probabilities of a site w ith height 2, 3 or 4 and a site
w ith height 1 orw ith a supercritical height allhave the sam e form astw o unit heights on the boundary.

Tt means the sam e eld identi cation up to a num erical factor:

Fo= #4200 248 ey (36)
¥ o= 1 8.l o evy 37)
T = 2@ Q™:: (38)

T he last line can m ost easily cbtained from [, which mplies ;¥ = -5 F.

M 2

For the closed boundary, the correlations involving a height 2 or 3 have a m ore com plicated structure.

Forexample,one nds Withm = jy JJ .

2 2,2, P 12, @, P 1 P o, Pt .
P hj > 3;hy, = 2]= % Kgfm © @B =)Kym t 3sKom HKym 1t + ::: (39)

h i
p- p- p- p-

P hy > 3ihy=31=5 2KZm © 2KFm O+ 1Kom DKEM ©) + ::: (40)

T hese results and the corresponding ones forh;, = 1 are com patible w ith the ollow ing eld assignm ents
for the height 2 and 3

sh= & 2 e eVt eetit = ST M2y @1)

1_ 8 . ~. 1 . ~. 1 Lo~

$= 5@ ev: o :eev: FMZ: i 42)
This identi cation is in this case not unique, since the eld theory is nvariantunder ! ~and ™!

One could In particular change : (@@7) : for : @@ )~ :, which are di erent elds since their correlation
contains a Iogarithm while their self{correlations do not. Ifone requires that the sum  §'+ §$'+ S'be
zero in the m asslkess lim it, then the choice ronethe two eldsmustbemade rboth $tand $. The
correlations com puted in the next section con m this. Note that the sum of eds '+ §$t+ St+ &
vanishes identically. The sinilar sim in the open case, ¥+ £+ F+ P+ P, vanishes at the
critical point only, because the din ension of ¥ does not m atch the din ension of the universal tem s
of the other elds.

Atthisstage, allboundary height elds forthem assive Abelian sandpilem odelhave been determ ined.
To havem ore checkson the eld identi cations, we com pute In the follow ing section, all2{site and som e
3{site height correlations.

5 H igher boundary correlations

In the previous section we have seen that the m ulisite probabilities where only one reference site i
has a height value in £2;3g can be com puted from the diagram s listed in Figure 1 by using a toppling
m atrix properly decorated by defect m atrices to account for height constraints (height 1 or supercritical)
at the other sites. T he calculation of m ultisite probabilities where two reference sites iy and jp have a
height value In £2;3g leads naturally to pairs of such diagram s, one at iy, the other at jy . H owever the
situation becom es technically m ore com plex because sites in the diagram at iy can be predecessors of jy
and/or the other way round. So the topology of the spanning trees can be m ore com plicated and their
counting m ore di cult.

13



Let us rst consider the 2{site probabilities P, = P hy = a;h; = b] or a;b in £2;3g and where
ip and jp are on the boundary of the upper half plane. W e start the buming algorithm as explained in
Section 4 w ithout ever buming the sites iy and j, and untilno other sites than those two are bumable.
This yields a sublattice L, = Lj 5, of unbumt sites, which subsequently catches re either from i or
from jp, or from both ifthey are both bumable. In tum the re propagation on Lj 3, de nes a subtree
Ty = Ty, 4, » rOOted at iy, orat jo, orat both sites. The fulltree T ism ade up ofthe subtree T}, living on
the sublattice of bumt sites, to which Ty, 4, is grafted at iy and/or J .

T he restriction of any tree to the neighbourhood of a reference site looks lke one of the non local
diagram s shown In Figure 1. So one can visualize the restriction to the two neighbourhoods by a pair of
such diagram s. U sing the sam e labelling as in Figure 1, we w ill denote the pairs of diagram sby pairs of
greek letters (with indices), the rst one for the diagram around ip, the other for the diagram at j . In
an cbvious notation, a pair of greek letters belongsto a certain set Ny N ;. Aswedid in Section 4 for
the one{site probabilities, w e have to com pute w hich probabilities P, a pair of diagram s contributes to.

For 1{site probabilities, we know from Section 4 that the diagram s In N contribute equally to the
probabilitiesP, fork a 3. Indeed the threediagrams 1; 2; 3 0fN; are obtained from each other
by changing the arrow around the reference site. T he change converts a tree which is com patible w ith
a diagram ; into a tree which is com patidble with another diagram 5, and this fact show s that the
num ber of trees com patble w ith a diagram ; doesnotdepend on i, namely 1= ,= 3 0rNi= 3
A s the position of the arrow determ ines univoquely the height value, the three probabilities P;; P,; P3
get an equal contrbution N 1=3N from the diagram sin N ;. The sam e is true of the six diagram sin N ;.
They come in pairs ( 1; 2), (17 ™2), ( 17 2), where the diagram sw ithin a pair are related by changing
the direction of the arrow com ing out from the reference site. T he sam e argum ents as above show that

1= 2, 1= "5, 1= 3,and that P,, P35 receive an identical contribbution + ~+ = N,=2N from
the diagram s in N, . ForN 3, each diagram ison is own and contrbutesto Ps.

In the case of 2{site probabilities, the sam e argum ents would show that the diagramsin Ny N
contrbute equally to the probabilities P, for k a 3;1 Db 3, provided one can prove that
changing the direction of an arrow in the way recalled above In either diagram , or in both diagram s,
tums a com patible tree into a com patdble tree of the sam e class. Because the two diagram s can now be
linked by re paths, this isno longer guaranteed, and actually fails In a f&w cases, pictured in Figure 2.

On the st line of Figure 2, one sees or nstance that the diagram denoted by A3 isapair , ;. Ik
is linked in such a way that when one changes the arrow in ;, one obtains a well{de ned tree (noted
A,) compatbl wih a pair 7, ,. Ifone changes in A ;5 the arrow of ,, one obtains the diagram A, of
the type 1 2. Changing the arrow of ; and of ; Introduces a loop, and so cannot contrbute to a
2 {site probability. T he trees com patible w ith the diagram sA 1, A, and A 3 are related by local changes
ofarrow , but belong to di erent classes,namely N, Nj3,N3 N, andN, N,.Thereshould nom ally
be a fourth diagram , in N3 N 3, but which does not exist as a tree.

It isnot di cul to see that the m idbehavioursw ith respect to arrow changes can only be ofthe type
shown by the triplet A1;A2;A35). W hen the two diagram s are tied In a specialway by the re paths,
one change ofarrow In a diagram n N, N, sendsi toa diagram n N, N3 orNj3 N,,and two
arrow changes introduce a loop.

Figure 2 show s four triplets of diagram s w here this peculiar behaviour occurs. D iagram s labelled by
the sam e capital letter are In equalnum ber, since the num bers of com patble trees are equal. T he twelve
diagram s shown in Figure 2 and the m irror diagram s (not shown in Figure 2), obtained by exchanging
the diagram at iy with the re ected one at jy and vice{versa, m ake the com plete list of m idoehaved
diagram s. W e w ill denote the m irror diagram s w ith tildes.

T he two{step buming algorithm allow s to determ Ine which probability each diagram contrbutes to.
In the diagram A ; for instance, the subtree T; 5, catches re from the eastem neighbourof jp. It is thus
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Figure 2: Non localdiagram s representing spanning trees w hich have an anom alous behaviour under a local change
of arrow around iy and/or jy. The m irror diagram sm ust be added to have the com plete list of such diagram s.

bumable at a tin e where only one of its neighbours is bumt, and so m ust have a height 3. T he other
reference site iy isnot bumable at the tim e T; j, catches re despite the fact that its western neighbour
wasbumt, which in plies that isheight isatmost 2. W hen iy isbumable, it has two bumt neighbours
and one southem unbumt neighbour, m eaning that its height must be 2. Thus A; contrbutes to P,s.
One nds sin ilarly that the rst column in Figure 2 contribute to P ,3, the second colum n to P3,, and
the last colimn to Ps3.

Wedene Ny N;i]ltobethe sstoftreesin Ny N ; which do not have this sort ofm idbehaviour
under a localchange ofarrow . The set Ny N isequalto Ny N ;]except in the follow ing three cases,

N Nz = Nz NJ+A3+B3+C3+ Ce+ K3+ B3+ C3+ Co; 43)
N2 N3= NZ N3]+A1+B1+C1+C4+A”2+B”2+C2+C5; (44)
N3 N2= N3 N2]+A2+B2+CZ+C5+K1+31+C1+C4Z (45)

Thetreesin Ny N ;] contrbute equally to the probabiltiesP,,, k a 3andl b 3,whike
those com patible w ith the diagram s of F igure 2 m ust be handled separately. O ne ocbtains

N, N3]
P,, = P, + P P+ —2> 2, 46
22 12 21 11 N (46)
N, N3] 1
N3 N,] 1

N 1
P33 = Py3+ P3o P22+T3+N—B3+B3+C3+C6+K3+B3+C3+C6]

1
N—B1+A2+B1+B2+C1+C2+C4+C5+mjﬂors]: 49)

T he subtracted term in P33 isdue to the fact that the part ofP,3;P 3, related to them isbehaved diagram s
In Figure 2 ( rst and second colum ns) do not contribute to P33.

Thesets Ny N ;]willbe furtherpartitioned in classes labelled by a pairofdiagram s, £i. N, N,]=
[1 1]+ [ 1 2]+ ::: Onewill rem em ber that the cardinal of a class does not depend on the num erical
Indices attached to diagram s, so that j[ 1 113= jl1 213= 2 113= Jl 2 213 and so on. Replacing
however , by p In a classdoesnot necessarily conserve the cardinalofthat class, £i. 1 2136 il p13.
The 2{site probabilities can be com puted if the numbers of trees in these subclasses and of those
com patible w ith the non localdiagram s of F igure 2 can be calculated.

A s for the 1{site probabilities, we can decom pose each pair of localdiagram s as a sum ofnon local
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ones. W e have for exam ple,

ow- O -0 TI- T¢I &I 7
]

ETET T ™
0os = [0 18T = 10 10T+ U0 QLT

A ssuch, the linear system one obtains in thisway isunderdeterm ined. Let usproceed to the counting
In the general case, that is, when heights equalto 1 or supercritical heights are Inserted at other places
than iy and jy. In this situation, the full system must nclide all pairs of local diagram s (for exam ple,
one would have the equation Q 1;; and itsm irror mage Q'1;1).

T here are 81 equations like [lll) and M), since every such equation is a pair of localdiagram s, chosen
from the nine diagram s appearing on the last ve lines of Eq. {ll). There are 9 independent variables
forthe classesof N, N,] (pairsofelementsin £ ;7; g sihce the indices are irrelevant), 21 variables
forthe classesof N, Ni3]Jand N3 N,], and 49 variables or N3 N 3. To these one m ust add the
four variablesA, B, C and C, for the diagram s of F igure 2 (one can show thatA = K and B = B).

In total, one has a linear system of 81 equations for 104 variables. It is actually worse because the
equations are not all independent, due to som e non trivial identities am ong localdiagram s (like in [l)).
Tt is how ever possible to com pute the probabilities in term s of a reduced num ber of variables.

In the calculation ofthe 1{sie probabilities, the non localdiagram s , and 1, each brought an equal
contrbution, because for any tree com patblew ith 5, there isa tree com patblew ith , and vice{versa.
Thus a singlke variable wasused for the two diagram s.

The substitution of , by p In a pair of diagram s does not always conserve the num ber of trees,
so that the num ber of Independent variables for pairs of diagram s nvolving a  cannot be reduced by
a factor 2. However, onemay sgparate In N, N3], N3 Ny]land N3 N3 the trees or which the
substitution is allowed from the others, lke what we did above regarding the change of arrow s.

Tt tums out that this isusefilbecause only a reduced num ber of pairs of diagram sm isoehave under
the change ., $ . Up tom irror symm etry, they are allgiven in F igure 3.

For instance thetwo diagrams ;1 and , arepairs[, sland [ 1 5], contained in thesst N, N3].
Thechange , ! I ; requiresa change ofdirection in the path going from the southem neighbour
of jp through iy and back to jy, which isnot possble. Thepair ; and , corresponds to the diagram s
[1 pland [ pl,alson N, N3]. Their pem uted versions belong to N3 N, ], whilk all the other
diagram s in Figure 3are In N3 N 3. The diagram swhose labels di er only by the num erical subscript
contrbute equally,so 1= ,but 16 7.

If one denotes by curly brackets the sets of trees which are closed under the change , $ 1, one
can w rite

N, N3l= £N, N3lg+t 1+ 2+ 1+ o+ 7+ 5+ "7+ %; (52)
N3 Npl= £N3; Nylg+ T+ 5+ T+ 54+ 71+ "+ 14 7y (53)
N3 N3 = fN3 N3g+ 3+ 4+ 3+ 4+ 1+ 2+ 1+ 2+ 1+ 2

+ m irrors and pem uted: (54)

The diagrams 1+ ,, 1+ , and the pem uted tilded versions contribute equally to P,3 and
P33, shoethey arein N, N3l. Thediagrams 7+ %5, T+ § (and the pem uted tilded versions)

contrbute equally to P3, and P33, whereas all the others contrbute to P33 only. T hus the expressions
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Figure 3: Non localdiagram s representing spanning treesw hich have an anom alousbehaviour under the substitution
of 2 by p,orof p, by .. The superscript p indicates that the two diagram s at the reference sites have been
pem uted. A llm irror diagram sm ust be added.

for the 2 {site probabilities becom e

N2 N3]
Py, = —_—

I
J
i
N
+
J
)
[
J
N
=
+

; (55)

fN, Ns3g 1
P23 = P13+ P22 P12+ T‘l‘ EBA]_‘F 2B1+ 2C1+ 2C4+ 2K2+ 2324’ 2C2+ 205
+ 1+ o+ 1+ o+ P+ B Dy (56)

fN3 Nag

1
+N—P;3+ Bs+ C3+ Cg A A, B B, C1 Co Cy C5+mjn:01:s]

1
+N—[3+ 4+ 3+ 4+ 1+ 2+ 1+ L+ 1+ 5+ mirorsand pemuted]: (57)

T he variables entering these expressions can be determ ned from the sam e linear system as above,
expressed In tem s of the new variables. For Instance, the rst equation becom es

o= 07 -7 T3+ AT (37T
e &

T he number of equations is the sam e, but we have fewer variables. The new sets N, N3lg,
fN3 Njylgand fN3 N 39 have respectively 15, 15 and 25 variables, to which 20 extra variables are
added for the diagram s In Figure 3 and their m irror in ages. So there are 88 variables, constrained by
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81 linear equations, ofwhich 73 only are linearly independent. T he system is still underdetermm ined but
unexpectedly allow s to determm ine enough variables to com pute the probabilities w ithout fiurther work.

F irst one can show, by suiably com bining the independent equations, that R + B + C + CEN is
equalto a combination of local diagram s which tums out to be subdom hant, of order £ for both an
open or a closed boundary (orderm ¢ at the criticalpoint, wherem is the distance between iy and ).
A s the ur quantities are positive by construction, it m eans that each ofthem is at least ofordert®, and
can be neglected. T hus one relation determ ines four variables. O nce these ur variables are elin inated,
one is left w ith a system of 72 independent equations for 84 variables.

Being independent, the 72 equations allow to determm ine 72 com binations of variables. T he point is
that one can choose these 72 com binations in such a way that the probabilities can be fully expressed in
tem s ofthem only, thereby m aking the know ledge of the other 12 com binations useless. A fematively,
onem ay choose to solve the linear system for 72 variables, which then becom e finctions of the rem ain—
Ing 12. W hen inserted in the probabilities, all dependences in the 12 unknowns drop out com pletely.
The set of the 12 variables that the system cannot detem ine is not unique, but a possble choice is
£; ®; P; P; P P+ mirrorsy.

T he counting of variables and equations is di erent when there are no Insertions at other places than
ip and j sihce the m irrored equations are redundant. One nds that the linear system is again not
nvertdble, but is nonetheless su cient to com pute all 2{site boundary probabilities. They have been
com puted In the m assive m odel to the dom inant order %, which yields the universal tem s.

For an open boundary, we found that none of the diagram s In F igure 3 contribute to the dom inant
order, being at least of order £. T he probabilities P,,;P,3 and P33 have the same orm £ K Pm P )
Ko m P _t) P at dom inant order, and only di er by their nom alizations. T hese have been checked to be
In agreem ent w ith the identi cations obtained in Section 4.

The case of a closed boundary is a bi m ore com plicated. In this case the diagram s of Figure 3
contribute to order ? (as we have seen above, none of the diagram s of F igure 2 contribute, irrespective
of the boundary condition), and the probabilities read

p- p- p- p-
P, = £ 4Kom 2 £ 2ZKim 92+ ZKom DKM v

p- p- P
B2+ 2Z kPm i+ ¥ 2 Rim 9RPm o o+ ::: (59)
P p- p- P
Py; = £ 5Kom 0P+ & S+ 4% Kim 97 & 75 Kofm DKM B
P P P
+ 2 4+ L5 kPm 02 & & Kim DKPm 0+ i (60)
P P

p- - p- -
Pz = £ =Ko 7+ EK{ 9 SKofm DK@ b

o

p- o P
Ly L KPm 92+ SKim DKPm b o+ i (61)

A gain they are In full agreem ent w ith the elds found 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. T hen the sam e system asabove can be used, the only di erence isthat the Laplacian
has to be decorated by a localdefect m atrix, and only a ects the calculation of the localdiagram s. W e
have found for instance the connected probability P,1, to have a height 1 and two heights 2 on a closed
boundary, all separated by large distances, at the critical point (the expressions for o {critical 3{site
probabilities are too long),

. 2 3 2 1 + L + 1 6 247
212;conn 3 4 mpmimd, mimimas 2m Zm f3m 2
6 24 1 1 ! !
+ + + + + 1 (62)

3.2 2 3 3 2 2 3
M2 p3M 53 MM 3Me3 M ppMg3M o3 M5M 33M 53

wherem ;5 is the distance between the i™ and j™ site. T he connected probability is equalto P2i;conn =
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P12 P,yP1y PoyP1 Po1Py + 2P22P1. The pIerOUS formula ﬁ)rPle JsequNa]enttothat found by
Jeng 1], but allow s for a m ore direct com parison w ith the eld theoretic result, as the various tem s
correspond to speci ¢ W ick contractions.
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