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A bstract

W e analyze the Ising m odelon a random surface with a boundary m agnetic �eld

using m atrix m odeltechniques. W e are able to exactly calculate the disk am plitude,

boundary m agnetization and bulk m agnetization in the presence ofa boundary �eld.

Theresultsofthese calculationscan beinterpreted in term sofrenorm alization group

ow induced by the boundary operator. In the continuum lim it this RG ow corre-

sponds to the ow from non-conform alto conform alboundary conditions which has

recently been studied in atspace theories.
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1 Introduction

Sim ple statisticalm echanicallattice m odels,such as the Ising m odel,have been used for

m any yearsto gain insightinto thebehaviorofa widerangeofphysicalsystem s.Thegreat

utilityofsuch sim plem odelsarisesfrom thefactthatin m anycasestheyareexactlysolvable.

Itisa rem arkable factthatsom e questionswhich seem analytically intractable form odels

on a regularlattice yield exactsolutionswhen the underlying lattice isitselftaken to be a

random elem entofa largerstatisticalensem ble.An exam pleofsuch a situation istheIsing

m odelwith a bulk m agnetic�eld.Although thism odelhasnotbeen analytically solved on

a �xed lattice,itispossibleto exactly com putethepartition function and m agnetization of

them odelon a random lattice[1].

In this paper,we consider the Ising m odelon a random lattice in the presence ofa

m agnetic �eld on the boundary, rather than in the bulk. Again, this corresponds to a

problem which doesnotseem to be analytically solvable on a �xed lattice. Sum m ing over

random lattices,however,we �nd that the partition function and m agnetizations can be

calculated exactly.

The Ising m odelon a random two-dim ensionallattice can be described in term s ofa

m atrix m odel. A greatdealoftechnology hasbeen developed to dealwith m atrix m odels,

prim arily asa toolforstudying string theory. The techniques we use here were derived in

an earlierpairofpapers[2,3],and are related to m ethodsdescribed in [4,5]. Som e ofthe

resultswhich wedescribehereappeared in a previousletter[6].

The Ising m odelon a regularlattice with a boundary m agnetic �eld wasstudied m any

yearsago [7]. Thism odelhasbeen ofrenewed interestrecently because in the continuum

lim it,wherethelatticespacingistaken tozero,itgivesasim pleexam pleofatwo-dim ensional

�eld theory which is conform alin the bulk but which has boundary conditions breaking

conform alinvariance [8,9,10]. The only boundary conditions for the Ising m odelwhich

preserveconform alinvariance[11]arefreeboundary conditions(wheretheboundary �eld h

vanishes),and �xed spin boundary conditions(where h = � 1 ).Putting an arbitrary �eld

h on the boundary generates a renorm alization group (RG) ow from the free boundary

condition to the�xed boundary condition [12].

Fora m atrix m odelcorresponding to �eldson a random surface,a continuum lim itcan

also be taken. In this lim it,the theory describes conform alm atter �elds coupled to 2D

quantum gravity. In thispaperwe take the continuum lim itofthe disk partition function

and m agnetizationsand considerthe im plicationsofourresultsforthe resulting theory of
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c= 1=2 m attercoupled to gravity.In particular,we�nd thattheresultsarein accord with

the hypothesis thatthe RG ow which hasbeen understood in atspace ispresent in an

appropriateform in thetheory with gravity.

Oneprovocativefeatureofourresultsisthatastheboundary m agnetic�eld isincreased,

except fora jum p discontinuity when the �eld becom es nonzero,the expectation value of

the m agnetization ofa random ly chosen spin in the bulk decreases. This counterintuitive

result m ay be explained in term s ofthe e�ects ofthe m atter �elds on the geom etry |

roughly speaking,the increase in m agnetic �eld producesa long \throat" which separates

theboundary from thebulk and which increasestheaveragedistanceofabulk spin from the

boundary,e�ectively decreasing the bulk m agnetization. However,thisresultisalso found

to be a �nite volum e e�ectwhich m ay depend upon the precise choice ofhow the random

latticeensem ble isde�ned.

Anothercontextin which thiswork m ay berelevantisthecurrentdiscussion ofD-branes

in string theory (seeforexam ple[13]).Justastherearetwo conform ally invariantboundary

conditions forthe Ising theory,a conform al�eld theory ofa single bosonic �eld can have

two conform ally invariant boundary conditions: Neum ann and Dirichlet. Considering the

continuum lim itoftheIsingm odelasasinglefreeferm ion,freeand �xed Isingboundarycon-

ditionsarerelated through supersym m etry to Neum ann and Dirichletboundary conditions

on a bosonic�eld.ThefactthatRG ow behavessim ilarly in atspaceand in thepresence

ofa uctuating m etric suggeststhatperhapsDirichletboundary conditionsin superstring

theory naturally ariseasan RG lim itofa non-conform alboundary term .

In Section 2ofthispaperwedescribethediscretem odelwewillusefortheIsingm odelon

arandom surface.In Section 3weapply them ethodsof[2]tothism odel,explicitly deriving

a quarticequation satis�ed by thedisk am plitudeand locating theassociated criticalpoint.

In Section 4 wetakethecontinuum lim itofthedisk am plitude.In Section 5 wediscussthe

generalform alism we willuse forcalculating m agnetizations,and we apply thisin Sections

6 and 7 to com pute the boundary and bulk m agnetizations on the disk. In Section 8 we

discussim plicationsofourresultsforrenorm alization group ow,duality,and thee�ectsof

gravity on thebehaviorofthem attertheory.

2 T he m odel

A discretized theory ofc= 1=2 m attercoupled to 2D quantum gravity isdescribed by the

Ising m odelon a random ly triangulated surface.Atthecenterofeach (equilateral)triangle
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on thesurfacelivesa singleIsing spin,coupled to itsnearestneighbors.Thistheory can be

described by a m atrix m odel[1]with partition function

Z (g;c)=
Z

DU DV exp(� N S(U;V )) ; (1)

wheretheaction isgiven by

S =
1

2
Tr(U 2 + V

2)� cTrUV �
g

3
Tr(U 3 + V

3): (2)

In theseexpressions,U and V areN � N herm itian m atricesrepresenting up and down spins

respectively,g isa coupling constantcorresponding to a Boltzm ann weightforeach triangle

on thesurface,and cdescribesthecoupling between Ising spins.(Thiscisunrelated to the

centralcharge.) Thepartition function can beexpanded in apowerseriesin g and 1=N ,and

thecoe�cientofg kN 2� 2h isthen given by a sum m ation oftheIsing partition function over

alltriangulationsofa genush Riem ann surfaceby k triangles.

W e are interested in am plitudescorresponding to variousboundary conditionson spins

living on agenuszero surfacewith boundary.Forexam ple,thedisk am plitudeforacon�gu-

ration ofplusand m inusspinson theboundary,represented by an ordered string w(U;V)of

them atricesU and V ,isgiven by thelarge-N lim itofthem atrix m odelexpectation value,

pw = lim
N ! 1

1

N
hTrw(U;V)i: (3)

(Since we willalways be interested in the large-N lim it,henceforth we willsuppress the

explicit1=N in expectation values.) Again,pw can beexpanded in a powerseriesin g,with

thecoe�cientofg k givingthesum overalldisktriangulationsbyk triangleswith aboundary

having a �xed length and spin con�guration w(+;� ).

There are two types ofconform ally invariant boundary condition in the Ising theory:

\�xed"(correspondingtoallboundaryspinsaligned)and \free"(correspondingtoan equally

weighted sum ofallpossibleboundary spin con�gurations).Foreach ofthesewecan de�nea

generatingfunction which encodestheam plitudes.Fixed boundary conditionsaredescribed

by

e��xed(u)=
1X

k= 0

hTrU k
iu

k
; (4)

whilefreeboundary conditionsaredescribed by

e�free(x)=
1X

k= 0

hTr(U + V )kixk : (5)
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The Ising m odelin thissetofvariablesissym m etric underinterchange ofU and V (corre-

sponding to thesym m etry underspin reversal).Thegenerating function for�xed boundary

conditionscan therefore also bedescribed by sum m ing overam plitudeswith allV ’son the

boundary.

An alternativecoupling ofdiscretized c= 1=2 m atterto 2D quantum gravity isobtained

by considering the dualIsing m odelon a random surface [14]. The partition function of

the dualm odelisde�ned once again asa sum oversurfaceswith Ising spinsatthe face of

each plaquette,wherenow theplaquettesm ay bepolygonswith arbitrary num bersofsides,

but the coordination num ber at each vertex is constrained to be equalto three. Such a

con�guration isequivalentthrough duality toatriangulation in theoriginaltheory,butwith

spinslocated atverticesratherthan on faces. The dualm odelm ay also be described asa

theory oftwo m atricesX and Y ,with action

S =
(1� c)

2
TrX 2 +

(1+ c)

2
TrY 2

�
bg

3
Tr(X 3 + 3X Y 2): (6)

Thereareonceagain two typesofconform ally invariantboundary conditions,�xed and free.

In thedualm odelthem atrix variablesX and Y do notrefertothestateofindividualspins,

butratherto the relative state oftwo spinsacrossan edge;X denotesan edge separating

two equalspins,while Y denotesa boundary between two opposite spins. The generating

function for�xed boundary conditionsistherefore

b��xed(x)=
1X

k= 0

hTrX k
ix

k
; (7)

whilefreeboundary conditionsaredescribed by

b�free(u)=
1X

k= 0

hTr(X + Y )kiuk : (8)

Notethatthedualm odelissym m etricunderY ! � Y ;itisthereforethegeneratingfunction

forfreeboundary conditionswhich hasan alternativedescription in thesevariables,asasum

overhTr(X � Y )ki.(Am plitudeswith an odd num berofboundary Y ’svanish identically.)

Although the originaland dualform ulationsofthe Ising m odelrepresentdi�erentcou-

plingsto 2D gravity,there isa sim ple transform ation thatrelatesthe originalaction (2)to

thedualaction (6):

X !
1
p
2
(U + V )

Y !
1
p
2
(U � V ) (9)

bg ! g=
p
2 :
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Asa consequence,thepartition functionsforthetwo m odelson surfaceswith no boundaries

are identical. This does not,however,guarantee that allcorrelation functions in the two

theoriesagree,sincethetransform ation(9)hasanontrivialactiononthestatesandoperators

ofthetheory.Forexam ple,thedisorderoperatorY in thedualtheory istaken into thespin

operatorU � V intheoriginaltheory.Sim ilarly,theroleoffreeand �xed boundaryconditions

isinterchanged;wehave
e��xed(u) = b�free(u=

p
2);

e�free(x) = b��xed(
p
2x):

(10)

The (Kram ers-W annier,or T-) duality ofthe m odelrelates a speci�ed state (�xed,free,

orwith additionaloperatorinsertions)in the originalform ofthe m odelto the sam e state

in the dualversion. Although in the discrete version ofthe theory,thisduality sym m etry

is explicitly violated by �nite volum e e�ects,it seem s likely thatthe duality sym m etry is

restored for allcorrelation functions in the continuum lim it. Evidence for duality in the

continuum lim it atgenus zero was presented in [15,3],and the issue ofhigher genus was

explored in [16,17,18].

Our interest in this paper is in non-conform ally-invariant boundary conditions,which

m ay be thought ofas arising from the introduction ofboundary �elds or couplings. W e

thereforeconsidertheoriginalm odelin a new setofm atrix variablesQ,R,de�ned by

Q = ehU + e� hV ;

R = ehU � e� hV :

(11)

Substituting theseinto theoriginalaction (2),weobtain

S = 1

4
Tr [(cosh(2h)� c)Q2 + (cosh(2h)+ c)R 2 � 2sinh(2h)QR]

�
g

12
Tr [cosh(3h)(Q 3 + 3QR 2)� sinh(3h)(3Q2R + R 3)]:

(12)

In thissetofvariableswecan calculatethegenerating function fordisk am plitudeswith all

Q’son theboundary,

�(q;h)=
1X

k= 0

hTr(ehU + e
� h
V )kiqk =

1X

k= 0

hTrQ k
iq

k
: (13)

Thisgenerating function describesboundary conditionswhich interpolatebetween �xed and

free.Theparam eterh can bethoughtofasa boundary m agnetic�eld applied to otherwise

freeboundary conditions;forh = 0 werecover e�free in theoriginalm odel,whileforh = � 1
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theboundary spinsarealldriven to onevalueand werecover e��xed.Notethatalthough the

h ! � 1 lim itappearsto be singular,thisisjustan issue ofnorm alization,which can be

absorbed by a constantrescaling ofq. Indeed,we shallsee thatalthough the criticalvalue

ofq goesto zero ash ! � 1 with thechosen norm alization,allquantitiesofinterest(such

as� forexam ple)arewellbehaved in theselim its.

3 Loop equations for correlation functions

Theprocessofcalculating thegeneratingfunction �(q)wasdescribed and essentially carried

outin [2],withouttheexplicitsolution being written down.Here we willreview the basics

ofthatprocedure,and exam ine the solution in detail.(The discussion in [2]wasfram ed in

term sofnon-com m uting variables;forourpurposeshere we m ay skip directly to functions

ofa singlevariable.)

W ebegin by de�ning an additionalsetofgeneratingfunctions�w (q;r)(q).Thesefunctions

describediskswhoseboundariesincludea�xed string ofm atricesw(Q;R),plusany num ber

ofadditionalQ’s:

�w (q;r)(q)=
1X

k= 0

hTrw(Q;R)Q k
iq

k
: (14)

Forexam ple,wehave

�rqr(q) =
1X

k= 0

hTrRQRQ k
iq

k (15)

= prqr + qprqrq + q
2
prqrqq + q

3
prqrqqq + :::: (16)

Recallthatpw (q;r) istheam plitudefora disk with boundary speci�ed by thestring w(q;r);

thuspq correspondstoasingleboundaryedgelabelled q,pr correspondstoasingleboundary

edgelabelled r,and p0 = 1 correspondsto no boundaries.

W ewillalso introducea derivativeoperatorD q which actson powerseriesin q.Itse�ect

isto annihilateterm sindependentofq,and to rem ove onepowerofq from allotherterm s:

D qq
k =

�
0 fork = 0 ,
qk� 1 fork � 1 .

(17)

The action ofD q on a generating function is to rem ove any constantterm and divide the

rem ainderby q.Forexam ple,

D q� = q� 1(� � 1);

D 2
q� = q� 2(� � 1� pqq);

D q�r = q� 1(�r � pr);

(18)
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Figure 1: Decom position of�r. Rem ovalofthe externaledge m arked R on the left hand
side leads to one ofthe possibilities shown on the right hand side,depending on whether
thatedgewasconnected to anotherexterioredgeoran interiortriangle.

and so on.

W ecan now derivea setofloop equationswhich relatethesefunctionsto each other,by

consideringthepossibleoutcom esofrem ovingam arked edgeon theboundary.Forexam ple,

letusexam inethee�ectofrem ovingtheedgem arked R from thedisksrepresented by �r(q).

Since �r representsa sum overvarioustriangulated geom etriesofthedisk,we can consider

thee�ectofrem ovingR from each oftheterm sseparately.Foreach term ,therearetwobasic

possibilities:the edge m ightbeidenti�ed with anotheredge elsewhere on the boundary,or

itm ight belong to a triangle. In the �rst case,rem oving the m arked edge and the one it

wasconnected to leavestwo disconnected triangulations,both with allQ’son theboundary

and therefore representing �(q). In the second case,rem oving the triangle revealstwo new

boundary edges,which m ay be m arked with two Q’s,two R’s,orone Q and one R;these

alternativesrelatetheinitialgeneratingfunction toD 2
q�,�rr,and D q�r.Thisdecom position

of�r isshown schem atically in Fig.1.The am ountwhich each term contributesto �r can

bederived from theaction (12),asdetailed in [2].

By thisprocedure we can derive a closed system ofeightindependent equationsin the
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quantities(�;�r;�rr;�rqr;�rrr;�rqqr;�rqrr;�rrrr):

� = 1+ �q2�2 + aq�rr + aD q� + 2d�r

�r = q�2 + b�rr + bD 2
q� + 2eD q�r

D q�r = � + �q��r + d�rqr + a�rrr + aD 2
q�r + dD q�rr

D 2
q�r = pq� + ��r + �q�Dq�r + d�rqqr + a�rqrr + aD 3

q�r + dD q�rqr

D q�rr = pr� + �r + �q��rr + d�rqrr + a�rrrr + aD 2
q�rr + dD q�rrr

�rr = �� + q��r + e�rqr + b�rrr + bD 2
q�r + eD q�rr

�rqr = �pq� + �r + q�Dq�r + e�rqqr + b�rqrr + bD 3
q�r + eD q�rqr

�rrr = �pr� + ��r + q��rr + e�rqrr + b�rrrr + bD 2
q�rr + eD q�rrr :

(19)

(In [2]we listed ten equations in these variables, but the last two were not linearly

independentfrom the�rsteight.) Herewehavede�ned thenew variables

� = 2

1� c2
[cosh(2h)� c]

� = 2

1� c2
[cosh(2h)+ c]

 = 2

1� c2
sinh(2h)

a = g

2(1� c2)
[coshh + ccosh(3h)]

b = �
g

2(1� c2)
[sinhh � csinh(3h)]

d = �
g

2(1� c2)
[sinhh + csinh(3h)]

e = g

2(1� c2)
[coshh � ccosh(3h)]:

(20)

Thesetofequations(19)iscom pletelyalgebraic,sincewecanreplacethederivativeoperators

with algebraicfunctionsasin (18).

Notethatwecan cutdown som ewhatonthenum berofundeterm ined variablesbylooking

atequations(19)orderby order.Thesegivethefollowing relations:

pq = aprr + apqq + 2dpqr

pqq = � + apqrr + apqqq + 2dpqqr

pr = bprr + bpqq + 2epqr

pqr =  + bpqrr + bpqqq + 2epqqr

pqr =  + 2dpqrr + aprrr + apqqr

prr = � + 2epqrr + bprrr + bpqqr :

(21)
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Furtherm ore,each ofthese am plitudes m ay be expressed as a sum ofam plitudes in the

originalIsing m odel;forexam ple,pq = ehpu + e� hpv = 2(coshh)pu. W e use these relations

to elim inateeverything butp1 = pu and p3 = puuu.

Itisnow a straightforward buttediousexercise to solve the system (19)by deriving a

singlequarticequation for� asa function ofq,h,c,g,p1 and p3.Thequarticisgiven by

f4�
4 + f3�

3 + f2�
2 + f1� + f0 = 0 ; (22)

with

f4 = 2g2[1� cosh(6h)]q8 ;

f3 = � 4g3cosh(3h)q5

+4g2[cosh(4h)+ cosh(2h)+ c(3� cosh(6h))]q6

+2g[c2cosh(9h)+ ccosh(7h)� (1+ 3c2)cosh(3h)� (1+ 5c)cosh(h)]q7 ;

f2 = � g4q2 + 4g3[cosh(h)� 2ccosh(3h)]q3

+g2[4c2cosh(6h)+ 12ccosh(4h)� 2(1� 5c)cosh(2h)� (3� 23c2)]q4

+2g[� 2c2cosh(7h)� 2c(1+ 2c)cosh(5h)� (5c+ 13c3)cosh(3h)

+(1� 4c� 19c2)cosh(h)]q5

+2[c3cosh(8h)+ c(2c+ 2c3 + g2)cosh(6h)

+(c+ 2c2 + 5c3 � g2 + 2p1g3)cosh(4h)

+(2c+ 4c2 + 6c3 + g2 � 2p1g3)cosh(2h)+ c(1+ 4c+ 2c3 � g2)]q6 ;

f1 = � 2cg4 + 2cg3[5cosh(h)+ ccosh(3h)]q

� 2cg2[2ccosh(4h)+ 4(1+ c)cosh(2h)+ (5+ 3c2)]q2

+2g[c2(1+ c)cosh(5h)+ c(1+ 6c� 5c3 + 3g2)cosh(3h)

+(6c+ 2c2 � 4c3 � g2 + 2p1g3)cosh(h)]q3

+2[� c2(c� c3 + g2)cosh(6h)+ 2c(� c+ c3 � 2g2 + p1g
3)cosh(4h)

+(� c� 2c2 + c3 + 2c4 + g2 � 2p1g3 � 6cp1g3)cosh(2h)

+(� c+ c5 + g2 � 5c2g2 � 2p1g3)]q4

+2g[c2(1� p1g)cosh(7h)+ c(1� p1g+ 2cp1g)cosh(5h)

+3c(c2 + p1g)cosh(3h)

+(� 1+ 4c2 + 2p1g+ 2cp1g+ c2p1g)cosh(h)]q5 ;

10



f0 = 2cg4 + 2cg3[� ccosh(3h)+ (� 5+ 2p1g)cosh(h)]q

+g2[2c2(2� p1g)cosh(4h)+ 2c(4+ 4c� 3p1g� 3cp1g)cosh(2h)

+(10c� 6c3 + 4p1g� 14cp1g� 3g2 � 4p3g3)]q2

+2g[c2(� 1� c+ p1g+ cp1g)cosh(5h)

+c(� 1� 6c+ 5c3 � 3p1g+ 13cp1g+ 3g2 + 4p3g3)cosh(3h)

+(� 6c� 2c2 + 4c3 � 4p1g+ 13cp1g+ 2c2p1g

+c3p1g+ 3g2 + 4p3g3)cosh(h)]q3

+[2c2(c� c3 + p1g� 3cp1g� g2 � p3g
3)cosh(6h)

+2c(2c� 2c3 + 2p1g� 6cp1g� g2 � p1g
3 � 2p3g3)cosh(4h)

+2(c+ 2c2 � c3 � 2c4 + p1g� cp1g� 6c2p1g� g2 � 2cg2 + p1g
3

+cp1g3 � p3g
3 � 2cp3g3 � p2

1
g4)cosh(2h)

+(2c� 2c5 + 2p1g� 6cp1g+ 2c2p1g� 6c3p1g� g2 � c2g2

� 2p1g3 � 2p3g3 � 2c2p3g3 + 2p2
1
g4)]q4 :

(23)

Theanalyticsolutionstosuch an expression areofcourseratherunwieldy,butfortunately

they arealso oflittleinterestto us.Instead,weareinterested in theexpansion of� around

thecriticalpointofthem odel,which encodesthecontinuum lim itofthetheory.(See[3]for

a discussion ofthe extraction ofthe continuum lim it.) The criticalvaluesofthe quantities

c,g,p1 and p3 arewellknown [1,3]:

cc =
1

27

�

� 1+ 2
p
7
�

; (24)

gc = 3� 9=2
p
10

�

� 1+ 2
p
7
� 3

2

; (25)

gcp1c =
1

5
(3�

p
7); (26)

and

gcp3c =
1

100
(� 699+ 40� 7

3

2): (27)

W e would now like to �nd the criticalvalue ofq forany given boundary �eld h. The

criticalpointisde�ned asthe radiusofconvergence ofthe power series expansion forthe

generating function,interpreted physically as the point where boundaries with an in�nite
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num berofsegm entsbegin to dom inate.Thegenerating functionsfor�xed boundary condi-

tions, e��xed(u)in the originalm odeland b��xed(x)in the dualm odel,obey cubic equations,

and the criticalpointissim ply the value ofx oru forwhich the cubic hasrepeated roots.

Forthequarticthisstory isslightly m orecom plicated.

Fig.2 showsa num erically generated plotoftherealpartofthesolutionsto thequartic,

asa function ofq,forexp(h)= 5=3 and theotherparam etersattheircriticalvalues.Only

three distinctcurvesare visible,astwo ofthe solutionshave identicalrealparts. Atthree

pointson the graph the curves intersect,representing m ultiple roots;asq increases,there

is�rsta triple root,then a double root,and anothertriple root. To decide which ofthese

represents the actualcriticalpoint,we follow the behavior ofthe physicalsolution asq is

increased from zero along therealaxis,and look fora branch point(which willindicatethe

radius ofconvergence). From the de�nition ofthe generating function we know that the

physicalsolution istheonewhich equalsoneatq= 0.Asqisincreased,the�rsttripleroot

doesnotrepresenta branch pointforthissolution,and isthereforenotthecriticalpoint.A

sim ilarsituation holdsforthe double root;even though the physicalsolution isone ofthe

doubleroots,onecan verify num erically thatcircling thedoublerootin thecom plex qplane

doesnottake you to a distinctRiem ann sheet,and hence thisvalue isnota branch point.

Thecriticalvalueofq isthereforeatthesecond ofthetwo tripleroots,asindicated by the

point(c)in the�gure.

To discoveran analyticexpression forthecriticalvalueqc,wenotethatatthispointthe

quarticcan befactored into theform

f4(� � �
(1))(� � �

(3))3 = 0 ; (28)

where�(3) isthetriplerootand �(1) isthesingleroot.Setting thecoe�cientsof(28)equal

to thoseof(22)yieldsa setofequationsfrom which wecan elim inate�(1) and �(3) to obtain

a singleocticequation forqc asa function ofh.Happily,thisocticfactorsinto theproduct

oftwo quadratics(oneofwhich iscubed).Itism ostconveniently written in term sofqc=gc:

0 = [729+ (z1cosh3h + z2coshh)(qc=gc)+ (z3cosh4h + 2z3cosh2h + z4)(qc=gc)2]3

� [729+ (z1cosh3h + z2coshh)(qc=gc)+ (z5cosh4h + 2z5cosh2h + z6)(qc=gc)2];

(29)

12



0.12 0.13 0.14 0.15 0.16

q

- 0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

φ a

b c

Figure 2:The fourrootsofthe quartic,asa function ofq. The dashed line representstwo
rootswhich are com plex conjugates ofeach other. M oving from leftto right,we �nd the
tripleroot\a",thedoubleroot\b",and thetripleroot\c" which isthecriticalpoint.The
physicalbranch istheonethatgoesto 1 asq goesto zero.

where

z1 = 54(1� 2
p
7)

z2 = � 1458

z3 = 6(10+ 7
p
7)

z4 = 2(262� 11
p
7)

z5 = 18(� 16+ 5
p
7)

z6 = 2(784� 83
p
7):

(30)

The criticalpointisthe solution obtained by setting the cubed quadratic to zero;one root

ofthequadraticwillbethecriticalpointforh � 0,and thesecond forh � 0.Forh � 0 the

criticalvalueis

qc(h)=
gc(1+ 2

p
7)e3h

1+ (� 1+
p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h

: (31)

whereasforh � 0,

qc(h)=
gc(1+ 2

p
7)e� 3h

1+ (� 1+
p
7)e� 2h + (2+

p
7)e� 4h

: (32)

so thatalthough qc(h)iscontinuousath = 0,itisnon-analyticthere.
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Thecorresponding criticalvalueof� is

�c(h)=
(3e2h � 1)(1+ (� 1+

p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h)

10e6h
(33)

Notethatasexpected,qc ! 0 ash ! 1 ,but�c is�niteand non-zero forallh.

4 C ontinuum lim it and disk am plitude

To extractinform ation aboutthetheory in thecontinuum lim it,weanalyzethebehaviorof

thediscretem odelin thevicinity ofthecriticalpoint.Thecoupling constantcissetto the

criticalvaluecc given by (24);deviationsfrom thisvaluewould correspond to introducing a

m assfortheM ajorana ferm ion in thecontinuum lim itoftheIsing m odel,which we do not

exam inein thispaper.W ethen tradetheindependentvariablesg and q fornew variablest

and z,de�ned by

g = gce
� �2t ;

q = qce
� �z

(34)

where� isa sm allparam eterindicating thedistancefrom thecriticalpoint.Theexpansions

ofp1 and p3 in powersof� arethen given by

gp1 =
3�

p
7

5

"

1�
22+ 10

p
7

9
�
2
t+

51=3(55+ 25
p
7)

36
�
8=3
t
4=3

+
55=3(11+ 5

p
7)

216
�
10=3

t
5=3

#

+ O (�4t2) (35)

and

gp3 =
� 699+ 40� 73=2

100
�
4
�

121� 5� 73=2
�

25
�
2
t

+
9� 51=3

2
�
8=3
t
4=3 +

3� 52=3

4
�
10=3

t
5=3 + O (�4t2): (36)

These expansions m ay be substituted into the quartic (22),which m ay then be solved

for� asa sum ofincreasing powersof�.W eobtain

� = �c(h)�
3+ 2(� 2+

p
7)e2h + (1+ 2

p
7)e4h

10e4h
�Z

+
1

5� 27=3�(h)
�
4=3�+

24=3
�

1+ 4e2h + e4h
�

15�(h)(1� e4h)

"

�5=3Z (2T + Z 2)�

�2 � (4T)4=3

#

+ O (�2):

(37)
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whereforconvenience wehaverescaled thevariablesto

T = 5t (38)

and

Z =
z

�(h)
; (39)

and thefunction �(Z;T)isgiven by

�(Z;T)�
�

Z +
p
Z 2 � 4T

�4=3
+
�

Z �
p
Z 2 � 4T

�4=3
: (40)

Forh > 0,

�(h)=
e2h

�

1+ e2h
�

1+ (� 1+
p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h

: (41)

butthisfunction isdiscontinuousath = 0.Ifwetakethecontinuum lim itin (22)afterh is

setto zero (cf.thecalculation in [3]),we�nd that� isgiven by (37)with

�(0)=
1

p
2(1+

p
7)

(42)

The universalpart of� is the �rst non-analytic term ,and appears at order �4=3. By

virtueofthediscontinuity in �(h),both thenum ericalcoe�cientoftheuniversalterm ,and

theam plitudeof� asa function ofz,arediscontinuous.

The universalpart can be converted into the asym ptotic form ofthe disk am plitude
~�(l;a)for�xed boundary length land disk area a.Theseform softheam plitudearerelated

through a Laplacetransform

1

5� 27=3�(h)
�
4=3�(z=�(h);5t)=

Z

dl
Z

da e
� zl� ta~�(l;a): (43)

Inverting theLaplacetransform ,wehave

~�(l;a)=
1

25
p
3�
(�(h)l)1=3(a=5)� 7=3e� 5(�(h)l)

2=a =
1

25
p
3�
L
1=3
A
� 7=3

e
� L2=A

; (44)

with therescalings

L = �(h)l; A =
a

5
: (45)

Up to an irrelevantm ultiplicative constant,thisisprecisely theform ofthe disk am plitude

when the boundary conditions are conform al[19,4,20,3](i.e.,with h = 0 orh = � 1 );

however,theboundary length lisrescaled by thefactor�(h)which dependsdiscontinuously

on the boundary m agnetic �eld. Note that this am plitude includes an extra factor ofl

corresponding to a m arked pointon theboundary.
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5 Expectation values

Now thatwehavede�ned thecontinuum lim itofthem odelandcom putedthediskam plitude,

we would like to calculate a num ber ofcorrelation functions related to the boundary and

bulk m agnetizationsin the theory. In thissection we describe the form alism necessary to

perform such calculationse�ciently.

An exam ple ofthe type ofcalculation we need to perform is the lim iting value ofthe

boundary m agnetization on a disk with a largenum beroftrianglesand boundary segm ents.

The boundary m agnetization fora spin on the boundary ofa disk with k boundary edges

and n trianglesisgiven by

hm in;k =
hTr(ehU � e� hV )(ehU + e� hV )k� 1in

hTr(ehU + e� hV )kin
; (46)

whereby hin weindicateasum overtriangulationsrestricted togeom etrieswith n spins(the

coe�cientofg n in an expansion in g).Thequantity hm iisde�ned to bethelargen and k

lim itof(46).

M oregenerally,wede�netheexpectation valueofan operatorin a speci�ed state as

hA i= lim
k! 1 ;n! 1

hA  in;k

h in;k
; (47)

where h in;k is taken to m ean the sum over alltriangulations,with appropriate weights,

with n trianglesand k boundary edges.hA  in;k isthesam equantity,butwith theweights

adjusted by theoperatorA .

Forthe caseswe are considering in thispaper, isa sum overalltriangulations,with

weights determ ined by the boundary m agnetic �eld. Thus,for zero �eld, is sim ply a

sum which isequally weighted forallboundary con�gurations(free boundary conditions),

whereasforin�nite(positive)h,theonly boundary con�gurationswith non-zero weightare

thosewith allspinspointingup (�xed boundaryconditions).W hen A representsaboundary

spin operator,forexam ple,then foreach con�guration theboundary spin isevaluated ata

particularsite,and theweightacquiresa � 1 depending on whetherthatspin isup ordown.

W hen A isa bulk spin operator,thespin isevaluated ata sitein thebulk.

Thelim itsin (47)can beunderstood in term softheasym ptoticbehaviorofhA  in;k and

h in;k.Forlargen;k thesefunctionsscaleasym ptotically as

h in;k � g
� n
c q

� k
c f(n;k) (48)

16



and

hA  in;k � g
� n
c q

� k
c g(n;k): (49)

Thus

hA i� lim
k! 1 ;n! 1

g(n;k)

f(n;k)
: (50)

Forlargen and k,itisappropriate to replace the num beroftrianglesand boundary edges

by the area and length variablesa = �2n and l= �k,so thathA iwillappearasa function

ofa;l.

The continuum lim itofan operatorexpression ofthistype can beeasily determ ined by

taking thecontinuum lim itsofthequantitiesh iand hA  i.Considerthecontinuum lim its

ofthesum s
1X

n;k= 0

h in;kg
n
q
k (51)

and
1X

n;k= 0

hA  in;kg
n
q
k
: (52)

Theuniversalbehaviorsofthesetwo sum sgivetheLaplacetransform softhetwo functions

f(n;k)and g(n;k)with respectto z and t.Forexam ple

1X

n;k= 0

h in;kq
k
g
n
�

Z

dk

Z

dn e
� �2nt

e
� �kz

f(n;k)= Fu(t;z); (53)

where the subscript \u" indicates the universalpart. In order to recover the functions f

and g,itsu�cesto perform an inverseLaplacetransform on theuniversalpartsF u(t;z)and

G u(t;z)ofthesum sto obtain thefunctions ~f(a;l),forwhich

Fu(t;z)=
Z

dl

Z

da e
� zl� ta ~f(a;l) (54)

and sim ilarly ~g(a;l).Thus

hA i=
~g(a;l)
~f(a;l)

: (55)

W eshallseethisexplicitly in thefollowing sections.

6 B oundary m agnetization

In thissection wewillapply thediscussion abovetocom putetheone-and two-pointbound-

ary m agnetizationsin thepresence ofa boundary �eld.
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6.1 O ne-point boundary m agnetization

Theboundary m agnetization hm iisgiven by thelargen;k lim itof

hm in;k =
hTr(ehU � e� hV )(ehU + e� hV )k� 1in

hTr(ehU + e� hV )kin
: (56)

W em ayfollow theroutedescribed in theprevioussection tocom putehm i.The�rststep,

thecriticalexpansion of� in thecontinuum lim it,wasgiven in (37).Theotherquantity we

need to expand is

 r � q�r =
1X

k= 0

hTrRQ k
iq

k+ 1
: (57)

W hen h = 0,�r vanishesby sym m etry. W hen h 6= 0,we can com pute �r(h)by solving a

linearcom bination ofthe�rsttwo loop equationsof(19).From theseitfollowsthat

�r =

�

1� e2h
� h

(c� e2h + ce2h + ce4h)(1� �)+ 2p1e2hg� 2�2q2(1+ e2h + e4h)
i

cq+ e2hq+ e4hq+ ce6hq� 2e3hg
; (58)

and hence,expanding and m ultiplying by qce� �z,weobtain

 r =

�

e2h � 1
� �

� 1+ (3�
p
7)e2h � (4� 3

p
7)e4h

�

10e6h

�

�

e2h � 1
� �

3+ (1+ 2
p
7)e2h

�

10e6h
� Z

+

�

e2h � 1
� �

3+ (2+
p
7)e2h

�

5� 27=3e2h (1+ e2h)
�
4=3� (59)

�
24=3

�

3+ (2+
p
7)e2h

� �

1+ 4e2h + e4h
�

15e2h(1+ e2h)2

"

�5=3Z (2T + Z 2)�

�2 � (4T)4=3

#

+O (�2):

The universalpart of r is equalto thatof�,up to an h� dependent constant. There is

therefore no need to explicitly com pute ~ r(a;l),the inverse Laplace transform of r(Z;T),

in orderto determ ine the boundary m agnetization.W e need only com pute theratio ofthe

universalpartsto gettheland A independentresult(forh > 0)

hm i=
~ r
~�
=

�

e2h � 1
� �

3+ (2+
p
7)e2h

�

�

1+ (� 1+
p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h

� : (60)

Note thathm iisindependentofland A,and iscontinuousath = 0. (Note also thatthe

expression given in [6]containsa typographicalerrorin thenum erator.)
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Figure3:Boundarym agnetization hm iasafunction ofboundary�eld h in atspace(dotted
line)and on a random surface(bold line)

In this particular case, there happens to be a sim ple argum ent that gives hm i m ore

directly than thecom putation outlined above.In thelargek lim it

hQ
k
in � qc(h)

� k
g
� n
c f(n;k): (61)

Di�erentiating both sideswith respectto h,weobtain

khQ
k� 1

Rin � k
h

� qc(h)
� (k+ 1)

q
0
c(h)f(n;k)+ O (1=k)

i

g
� n
c ; (62)

from which itfollowsdirectly thatin thelargek lim it,

hm i= �
q0c(h)

qc(h)
=

�

e2h � 1
� �

3+ 2e2h +
p
7e2h

�

1+ (� 1+
p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h

; (63)

wherewehaveused (31)forqc(h).Thiscon�rm stheresultobtained in (60).

A graph ofthe boundary m agnetization isshown in Fig.1 (bold curve). Asexpected,

with no �eld them agnetization iszero,and foran in�nite�eld them agnetization is1.This

resultiscom pared with theboundary m agnetization on a half-planein atspace,com puted

by M cCoy and W u [7](dashed curve). W hereas in at space the m agnetization scales

as hlnh for sm allh,leading to a divergence in the m agnetic susceptibility at the critical

tem perature,on a random surfacewe�nd thatthem agnetization islinearath = 0,with a

�nitesusceptibility

� = @hhm ijh= 0 =
1+ 2

p
7

3
: (64)
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6.2 T wo-point boundary m agnetization

Having com puted the m agnetization at a single point on the boundary ofthe disk in the

presenceofaboundarym agnetic�eld,wewould now liketocom putethecorrelation between

two spins on the boundary ofthe disk,which are separated by k and ledges in the two

directionsaround theboundary.To com putethetwo pointm agnetization,

hm
2
i=

hTr(ehU � e� hV )(ehU + e� hV )k(ehU � e� hV )(ehU + e� hV )lin
hTr(ehU + e� hV )k+ l+ 2in

; (65)

weneed expressionsfor

�(q1;q2)� q1q2�(q1;q2) (66)

where

�(q1;q2)=
1X

k= 0

1X

l= 0

hTrRQ k
RQ

l
iq

k
1q

l
2 ; (67)

and for

�(q1;q2)=
1X

k= 0

1X

l= 0

hTrQ k+ l+ 2
iq

k+ 1
1

q
l+ 1
2

: (68)

Again,usingtheloop equation techniquesof[2],onecan derivethefollowingsetofequations

for� (here,aderivativeD qi denotesacom binatorialderivativeasin (17),whereallvariables

otherthan qi areheld constant):

�(q1;q2) = bD 2

q1
��(q1;q2)+ e(D q1�(q1;q2)+ D q2�(q1;q2))+ ��(q1)�(q2)

+��(q1;q2)(�(q1)q1 + �(q2)q2)+ b�r(q1;q2)

��(q1;q2) = bD 2

q2
�(q2)+ 2eD q2�r(q2)+ b�rr(q2)+ aD 2

q1
��(q1;q2)q1

+d(D q1�(q1;q2)+ D q2�(q1;q2))q1 + �(q1)�(q2)q1

+�(q2)
2
q2 + ���(q1;q2)q1(�(q1)q1 + �(q2)q2)+ aq1�r(q1;q2)

�(q1) = 1+ aD 2

q1
�(q1)q1 + 2dD q1�r(q1)q1 + a�rr(q1)q1 + ��(q1)

2
q1

2

�(q2) = 1+ aD 2

q2
�(q2)q2 + 2dD q2�r(q2)q2 + a�rr(q2)q2 + ��(q2)

2
q2

2

�r(q1) = bD 2

q1
�(q1)+ 2eD q1�r(q1)+ b�rr(q1)+ �(q1)

2
q1

�r(q2) = bD 2

q2
�(q2)+ 2eD q2�r(q2)+ b�rr(q2)+ �(q2)

2
q2 ;

where

�r(q1;q2) =
1X

k= 0

1X

l= 0

hTrRQ k
RQ

l
Riq

k
1q

l
2 (69)
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and
��(q1;q2)=

1X

k= 0

1X

l= 0

hTrQ k
RQ

l
iq

k
1
q
l
2
: (70)

Itiseasily veri�ed that ��(q1;q2)isgiven by

��(q1;q2)=
q1D q1�r(q1)� q2D q2�r(q2)

q1 � q2
: (71)

An expression for�(q1;q2)in term sof�(q1),�(q2)and p1 and p3 can beobtained by solving

theseequations.Theexpression istoo long to beincluded here.On theotherhand �(q1;q2)

can bedirectly expressed in term sof�(q1)and �(q2)in a very sim pleway as

�(q1;q2)=
q2q

2
1D

2
q1
�(q1)� q1q

2
2D

2
q2
�(q2)

q1 � q2
= 1+

q2�(q1)� q1�(q2)

q1 � q2
: (72)

Arm ed with expressions for �(q1;q2) and �(q1;q2),it is then straightforward,ifrather

tedious,to obtain thecriticalexpansionsof� and �.They aregiven by

�(Z 1;Z2;T)= �c +

�

e2h � 1
�2 �

3+ (2+
p
7)e2h

�2

20� 21=3e4h (1+ e2h)2

"

�(Z 1;T)� �(Z2;T)

Z1 � Z2

#

�
1=3 + O (�2=3)

(73)

and

�(Z1;Z2;T)= �c+
1

20� 21=3�(h)2

"

�(Z 1;T)� �(Z2;T)

Z1 � Z2

#

�
1=3 + O (�2=3): (74)

Asin thecaseoftheone-pointm agnetization,theuniversalpartsof� and � depend on

Z1,Z2,and T in the sam e way. Consequently,the ratio ofthe Laplace transform softhese

universalparts willsim ply be the h-dependent ratio ofthe universalparts them selves. It

followsthatthetwo-pointboundary m agnetization,

hm
2
i=

~�

~�
=

�

e2h � 1
�2 �

3+ (2+
p
7)e2h

�2

�

1+ (� 1+
p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h

�2 ; (75)

is precisely the square ofthe one-pointm agnetization. W e �nd an absence ofpolynom ial

correctionsto thisresult(atleastto the�rstsubleading order),indicating thatcorrelations

between boundary spin operatorsdecay exponentially,asonewould expectin analogy with

theatspacetheory.
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7 B ulk m agnetization

The expectation value ofthe bulk m agnetization in the presence ofa boundary m agnetic

�eld,on a disk with boundary length k and area n,isgiven by

hM i=
hTr(ehU + e� hV )k � Tr(U � V )in
hTr(ehU + e� hV )k � Tr(U + V )in

: (76)

Thiscan beevaluated byconsideringcylinderam plitudeswith oneboundaryhavingabound-

ary m agnetic �eld,and the otherwith a single boundary edge. The second boundary rep-

resentsa m arked pointon the bulk. Although the second boundary correspondsto only a

single edge ratherthan 3 edges as would be appropriate fora triangle corresponding to a

singlespin,thisdistinction should notberelevantin thecontinuum lim itwherethebound-

ary becom espointlike. Again,a quantity such as(76)can be com puted by the m ethod of

loop equations[3].

To com putethem agnetization,werequiretwo punctured-disk am plitudes:

�(h)=
1X

k= 0

hTr(ehU + e
� h
V )k � Tr(U � V )iqk (77)

and

�(h)=
1X

k= 0

hTr(ehU + e
� h
V )k � Tr(U + V )iqk : (78)

As in (14),we de�ne functions related to � but with additionalwords corresponding to

sequencesofspinson theouterboundary:

�w (q;r)(q)=
1X

k= 0

hTrw(Q;R)Q k
� Tr(U � V )iqk : (79)

The �rststep in com puting thebulk m agnetization isnow to derive a setofeightinde-
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pendentequationswhich closeon thequantities(�;�r;�rr;�rqr;�rrr;�rqqr;�rqrr;�rrrr):

� = 2�q2�� + aq�rr + aD q� + 2d�r + cqq�

�r = 2q�� + b�rr + bD 2
q� + 2eDq�r + cr�

�rr = �� + q(��r + ��r)+ e�rqr + b�rrr + bD 2
q�r + eD q�rr + cr�r

D q�r = � + �q(��r + ��r)+ d�rqr + a�rrr + aD 2
q�r + dD q�rr + cq�r

D 2
q�r =  (pq� + tq�)+ ��r + �q(��r + ��r)+

d�rqqr + a�rqrr + aD 3
q�r + dD q�rqr + cqD q�r

D q�rr =  (pr� + tr�)+ �r + �q(��rr + ��rr)+

d�rqrr + a�rrrr + aD 2
q�rr + dD q�rrr + cq�rr

�rqr = � (pq� + tq�)+ �r + q(�Dq�r + �D q�r)+

e�rqqr + b�rqrr + bD 3
q�r + eD q�rqr + crD q�r

�rrr = � (pr� + tr�)+ ��r + q(��rr + ��rr)+

e�rqrr + b�rrrr + bD 2
q�rr + eD q�rrr + cr�rr ;

(80)

where

tq � hTrQ � Tr(U � V )i; tr � hTrR � Tr(U � V )i: (81)

Asbefore,pq = hTrQi,pr = hTrRi,and the variousconstantstake the sam e valuesasin

(19).

The equations(80)can now be used to express �(h)asa polynom ialfunction of�(h).

However,thisequation willalso contain a num berofunknown correlation functionstq,tqq,

tqqq,tr,trr and trrr,som e ofwhich appearexplicitly in (80)and som e ofwhich arise from

thederivativesof�,since

D q� = q� 1(� � 1);

D 2
q� = q� 2(� � 1� tqq);

(82)

and soon.Asin thecom putation of�,thesecorrelation functionscan bereduced toam uch

sm allernum berofunknownsby expanding (80)order-by-order.Itturnsoutthatafterusing

alltherelationsin (80)(cf.(21)),two extra relationsarerequired between

tu � hTrU � TrUi; tuuu � hTrU3 � TrUi;

tv � hTrV � TrUi; tvvv � hTrV3 � TrUi:
(83)

23



The�rstextra relation com esfrom thecalculation in [3]ofthecriticalexpansion of

w0 �
1

2
hTr(U � V )� Tr(U � V )i= tu � tv ; (84)

which isgiven by

w0 =
1+ 2

p
7

5

�

1+ 52=3�4=3t2 + O (�2t3)
�

: (85)

Thesecond relation isobtained by di�erentiating them atrix integralexpression forp1 with

respectto g:

@gp1 =
tuuu + tvvv

3
: (86)

Then

@gp1 =
@tp1

� 3g�2t2
(87)

can beused to obtain thecriticalexpansion of@gp1.

Arm ed with theseextra relations,wehavealltheinform ation required to expand � in �.

W eobtain

� =
24=3gc(1+ 2

p
7)2(1+ (� 1+

p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h)Z

15e2h(1+ e2h)(�(Z;T)+ (4T)2=3)
�
� 1=3 + O (�0): (88)

Asdiscussed inSec.5,thequantityofinterestistheinverseLaplacetransform oftheuniversal

partof�,given in thiscaseby

~�(L;A)=
(1+ 2

p
7)2gc

50
p
3�

L
2=3
A
� 5=3

e
� L2=A

: (89)

Here,wehaveintroduced rescaled area and boundary length param etersasin (45).

Itism uch easierto com pute the criticalexpansion of�(h)since itisdirectly related to

�(h)via

�(h)= @g�(h): (90)

Thisgivesan expansion

� =
22=3(� 1+ 2

p
7)(1+ (� 1+

p
7)e2h + (2+

p
7)e4h)�(Z;T)

81gce2h(1+ e2h)
�
� 2=3 + O (�� 1=3); (91)

where

�(Z;T)=
(Z �

p
Z 2 � 4T)1=3 � (Z +

p
Z 2 � 4T)1=3

p
Z 2 � 4T

: (92)

Theleading term in � hasan inverse Laplacetransform

~�(L;A)=
(� 1+ 2

p
7)

5� 37=2�gc
L
1=3
A
� 4=3

e
� L2=A

: (93)
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Thebulk m agnetization in thecontinuum lim itisthen given by

hM i=
~�(L;A)
~�(L;A)

= L
1=3
A
� 1=3

: (94)

The num ericalvalues ofthe coe�cients of ~� and ~� have exactly cancelled. Although it

m ay appear that the m agnetization can be greater than one,this form ula is valid in the

continuum lim it,forwhich A � L2 � 1.W ealso noticethatthisform ofthem agnetization

isindependentofh exceptforthedependence on thescaling factor�(h)incorporated in L.

Ath = 0,thism agnetization isdiscontinuousand vanishes.Onenicefeatureofthisresultis

thatitcorrectly reproducesthescaling behaviorexpected afterthem agnetization operator

hasbeen gravitationally dressed according to theKPZ/DDK description ofLiouvilletheory

[21,22]. The gravitationally dressed scaling dim ension ofthe bulk m agnetization �eld is

� = 1=6. By analogy with the at space theory we expect that the bulk m agnetization

should scale ashM i� d� 2� where d isa m easure ofthe distance from the boundary. This

isprecisely thebehaviorseen in (94),sinceA=L hasdim ensionsoflength.

8 D iscussion

Letussum m arizetheim plicationsoftheresultswehavederived in theprevioussections.

8.1 R enorm alization group ow

In Section 4wecom puted thedisk am plitudein thepresenceofaboundary m agnetic�eld as

afunction ofthedisk areaa,theboundarylength l,and theboundary�eld h.W ediscovered

thatthe resultcould be written in term softhe two variablesA = a=5 and L = �(h)l,in

which case the disk am plitude took on precisely the form ofthe analogousfunction when

the boundary conditionsare conform ally invariant. Thus,the e�ectofa boundary �eld on

thisam plitudeam ountsto a rescaling oftheboundary length by an h-dependentfactor.In

Section 7,m eanwhile,wefound thatthebulk m agnetization asafunction ofa,land h could

also beexpressed in term sofA and L,and thatitsfunctionalform wasthesam e asin the

presence ofan in�niteboundary �eld.

Taken together,these resultsim ply the existence ofan RG ow to the conform ally in-

variantboundary condition with an in�nite boundary �eld;h isa relevantoperatorwhich

goesto� 1 in theinfrared (in thiscontext,asthedisk areaand length grow large).Further

evidence isprovided by the discontinuity in the rescaling function ath = 0: any im posed
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boundary �eld,no m atterhow sm all,leadsto m agnetization in the bulk ofthe sam e form

asthatexpected in thepresence of�xed boundary conditions.

A related phenom enon haspreviously been derived forthe at-space Ising m odelon a

half-plane geom etry [7,8,9]. Again,one can com pute the m agnetization ofa pointin the

bulk in the presence ofa boundary �eld;however,rather than depending on the area of

the surface and length ofthe boundary (both ofwhich are in�nite forthe half-plane),the

m agnetization isa function ofthedistancefrom theboundary.(In quantum gravity,where

wesum overallgeom etries,itwould beconceivablebutm uch m oredi�cultto com puteany

quantity asa function of,say,m inim um geodesic distance from the boundary. Com puting

anything \at a �xed point" is even m ore problem atic,and not really well-de�ned in the

absence ofadditional�elds.) Chatterjee and Zam olodchikov [9]show thatthe asym ptotic

form ofthe bulk m agnetization dependson thedistance from the boundary asy� 1=8 in the

presence ofany nonzero boundary �eld,justasitdoesfor�xed boundary conditions[23].

Ourresultsdem onstratethatthisRG ow ispreserved in an appropriateform aftercoupling

thetheory to quantum gravity.

8.2 T he dualpicture

Asdiscussed in Section 2,theIsing m odelon a random latticecan also beform ulated in the

dualpicture,in term sofm atricesX and Y ,whereX denotesan edgeseparating two equal

spinsand Y an edge separating two opposite spins. W e have seen in the introduction that

thechangeofvariables

U ! 1p
2
(X + Y )

V ! 1p
2
(X � Y )

(95)

in the action for the Ising m odelleads to the dualaction. Thus any calculations in the

originalm odelcan be reinterpreted in term softhe dualm odel. W e shallnow discuss the

dualsofourresultsfortheboundary and bulk m agnetizationsin thepresenceofa boundary

m agnetic�eld.

First,letusdiscusstheboundary conditionscorresponding to theweights

hTrQ n
i= hTr(eh(X + Y )+ e

� h(X � Y ))ni= hTr(cosh(h)X + sinh(h)Y )ni (96)

wherewehave dropped factorsof
p
2 fornotationalsim plicity.In thedualvariables,h = 0

correspondsto �xed boundary conditions,while h = � 1 correspondsto the two typesof

free boundary conditions,(X � Y )n. Thus,in thispicture h playsthe role ofa \boundary
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 X

dualities

X+Y, X-YU+V

fixed b.c’s

free b.c’s

U, V

Ising dual Ising

Figure4:Theduality m ap thatinterchangesfreeand �xed boundary conditions.Notethat
fortheIsing m odel,therearetwo �xed statesand only onefreestate,whereastheopposite
istrueofthedualm odel.

freedom �eld" rather than a boundary m agnetic �eld. In the lim it h ! 0 the boundary

condition is�xed (allX ’s),whilein thelim itsh ! � 1 ,theboundary conditionsarea pair

offree boundary conditions with di�erent signs in the weights assigned to con�gurations

with an odd num ber ofY ’s on the boundary. These �xed and free boundary conditions

in the dualm odelare ofcourse precisely the Kram ers-W annierdualsofthe free and �xed

boundary conditionsofthespin representation.Correspondingly [11],a spin operatorin the

originalvariablesistransform ed into a disorderoperatorin thedualvariables.

Our results in Sec. 6 for the boundary m agnetization can thus be reinterpreted as a

calculation ofthe expectation value ofthe boundary disorder operator. W e see that as

the boundary freedom �eld isincreased,so the expectation value ofthe boundary disorder

operator

hdin;k =
hTr(eh(X + Y )� e� h(X � Y ))(eh(X + Y )+ e� h(X � Y ))ki

hTr(eh(X + Y )+ e� h(X � Y ))k+ 1i

=
hTr(sinh(h)X + cosh(h)Y )(cosh(h)X + sinh(h)Y )kin

hTr(cosh(h)X + sinh(h)Y )k+ 1in
(97)

tendsto 1. Ath = 0 the boundary condition is�xed and so,by sym m etry,the boundary

disorderm ustvanish.

Thedualization ofthecalculation ofthebulk m agnetization goesalongsim ilarlines,and

we conclude thatthe bulk disorderin the presence ofa boundary freedom �eld isgiven by

theexpression

hD i= L
1=3
A
� 1=3 (98)

except when d = 0,when the bulk disorder also vanishes identically. There is a striking

consequenceofthisresult.In theIsing m odelin U,V variables,thecoupling ofa boundary
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m agnetic �eld was seen to induce renorm alization group ow from free to �xed boundary

conditions. On the other hand, when a boundary freedom �eld is coupled in the dual

form ulation ofthe m odel,the renorm alization group ow is from �xed to free boundary

conditions. This change in the direction ofthe renorm alization group ow is a natural

consequence ofthe Kram ers-W annierduality ofthe system . The duality sym m etry im plies

thattheground statedegeneraciesofthefreeand �xed statesareswapped undertheduality

transform ation,and so the reversalofRG ow is consistent with A�eck and Ludwig’s g-

theorem [12].In general,oneexpectsthattheRG ow ofthetheory should betowardsthe

conform alboundary condition with sm allerdegeneracy,so itisnaturalthatthedirection of

the ow switchesunderthe duality transform ation.Aswe see,thisresultseem sto hold in

thetheory equally wellaftercoupling to quantum gravity.

8.3 T he e�ects ofgravity

On any �xed lattice,the introduction ofan externalm agnetic �eld on the boundary leads

to a directe�ecton theIsing spins,asthereareno otherdegreesoffreedom with which to

interact.Itisthereforenaturaltoexpectthatcouplingtoquantum gravity,which introduces

the localgeom etry asan additionaldegree offreedom ,willlead to quantitative changesin

theresponseofthespinsto theboundary �eld,and indeed thisiswhatwehaveobserved.

The calculation ofthe boundary m agnetization in Section 6 can be com pared with the

results that have been obtained in at space by M cCoy and W u [7]. They �nd that the

m agnetization scales as hlnh for sm allh,and as a result,the m agnetic susceptibility �

diverges at the criticaltem perature. On the other hand,we have seen in (64) that the

m agnetic susceptibility atthe criticaltem perature is�nite when the Ising m odelisde�ned

on a random lattice. It seem s likely that the exact num ericalvalue (64) ofthe m agnetic

susceptibility � depends on the discretization schem e we have used,and is not universal.

However,we expectthe factthat� isa �nite constantto be universal(independentofthe

speci�cdiscretization schem echosen),although in theabsenceofcalculationsin alternative

schem es,thisrem ainsa conjecture.

The e�ectofgravity istherefore to soften the initialim pactoftheboundary �eld.Itis

naturalto interpretthissoftening asbeing dueto theinteraction between thespinsand the

geom etry;thecoupling between spinsand theboundary �eld changestherelativeweighting

ofdi�erent geom etries,which changes in turn the e�ect ofthe neighboring spins on any

one boundary site,leading to a m ore gradualincrease in the boundary m agnetization asa

function ofboundary �eld.

28



(a)                                                   (b)

Figure5:Therelativeweightofgeom etriesofdi�erentshapeschangeswith boundary m ag-
netic �eld h. Roughly speaking,forlarge h,geom etriesoftype (a)are suppressed relative
to type(b).

A related aspectofourresultsisthatthe bulk m agnetization isseen to decrease when

a nonzero boundary m agnetic�eld isincreased (atleastasym ptotically,forlargeareas).At

�rstthisseem sim plausible,and indeed ata�xed pointin atspace,thebulk m agnetization

cannotbehavein thisway.However,thesum overgeom etriesprovidesapossibleexplanation

forthisunusuale�ect.Theexpectation valueofaspin in thebulknaturallydependsnotonly

on them agnitudeofthe boundary �eld,butalso on theaverage distance ofthepointfrom

the boundary. Therefore,the decrease in the bulk m agnetization can arise ifthe boundary

�eld alters the relative weights ofdi�erent geom etries in such a way as to m ove a typical

interiorpointfurtheraway from theboundary (asin Figure5).

W ehavethereforeveri�ed thata num beroffeaturesoftheIsing m odelin atspaceare

m aintained in thepresenceofquantum gravity,whilealsodem onstratingthatthedynam ical

geom etry doeshavea m easurablee�ect.Itwould beinteresting to check m oredirectly that

the explanationswe have given forthese phenom ena are correct,forexam ple by num erical

sim ulation m ethodssuch asthosedescribed recently in [24].
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