
A numerical study of two-point correlation

functions of the two-periodic weighted Aztec

diamond in mesoscopic limit

Emily Bain1*

1*Department of Mathematics, University of California, Berkeley, Evans
Hall, Berkeley, 94720, California, USA.

Corresponding author(s). E-mail(s): emily bain@berkeley.edu;

Abstract

In [1], we found asymptotics of one-point correlation functions of the two-periodic
weighted Aztec diamond in the mesoscopic limit, where the linear size of the
ordered region is of the same order as the correlation length. In this paper, we
follow up with a numerical study of two-point correlation functions of dimers
separated by a mesoscopic distance.
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1 Introduction

A dimer model is a probability distribution on the set of dimer configurations (perfect
matchings on a planar graph). It is convenient to consider only bipartite graphs, in
which case a height function [2] can be defined on the faces of the dimer graph. This
means there is a bijection between dimer models and random surfaces. For certain
dimer models, there is a variational principle [3] that can be used to find the limit
shape of this random surface as the graph size tends to infinity [4, 5].

In this paper, we look at a particular graph known as the Aztec diamond graph,
which was first studied in this context in [6, 7]. This is part of a square grid with
boundaries at 45 degree angles to the grid. Specifically, we look at the two-periodic
weighted Aztec diamond [8, 9], which is a probability measure on dimer configurations
of the Aztec diamond graph with doubly-periodic weights (Figure 1).
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Dimer models exhibit up to three different phases characterized by the rate of
decay of correlation functions between dimers or equivalently by the variance of the
height function. These three phases are known as frozen (where correlation functions
are translation invariant), disordered (where two-point correlation functions decay
quadratically) and ordered (where two-point correlation functions decay exponen-
tially). The two-periodic weighted Aztec diamond is one of the simplest models to
exhibit all three phases. There are phase boundaries between the frozen and disor-
dered phases, where fluctuations of correlation functions converge to the Airy process
[10], and between the disordered an ordered phases, which is an area of very active
research. A formula for the entries of the inverse Kasteleyn matrix was found in [8]
and simplified in [11]. Since then, other approaches have also been used to find the
correlation functions [12, 13]. Much research focuses on the Airy kernel point processes
that have been observed at the boundary [11, 14–17]. There has also been progress on
finding microscopic boundary paths [16, 18].

In [1], we looked at a scaling limit where the weights tend towards the uniform
weighting, in which the ordered region has “mesocopic width” in the thermodynamic
limit, and found that the one-point correlation functions are no longer described by
an Airy kernel point process, but by a new process. A similar phenomenon was found
numerically for the six-vertex model in [19]. In this paper, we do an experimental
study of two-point correlation functions in the same limit.

1.1 Overview of paper

In [1], we proved asymptotic formulas for the inverse Kasteleyn matrix of the two-
periodic weighted Aztec diamond, for pairs of vertices that do not grow further apart
as the size of the graph n = 4m tends to infinity in the mesoscopic limit. This paper fol-
lows on from [1]. We conjecture asymptotic formulas for the inverse Kasteleyn matrix
for pairs of vertices that are separated by a distance of order m1/2 as the size of the
graph tends to infinity, from which we can find the asymptotic two-point correlation
functions. We then run Markov chain simulations to sample a large number of tilings
from the appropriate distribution, and compare the two-point correlation functions to
our conjectured asymptotics.

1.2 Overview of model and Kasteleyn method

We briefly describe the two-periodic weighted Aztec diamond and the Kasteleyn
method. For full details, see [1].

We denote the dimer graph by Γ. We consider graphs with linear size n = 4m, with
coordinates (x1, x2), xi ∈ Z for 0 ≤ xi ≤ 8m, with vertices at points where x1+x2 ≡ 1
mod 2, as in Figure 1. We color vertices alternately black and white as shown. We
denote the set of white vertices by W and the set of black vertices by B where

W = {(x1, x2) ∈ Γ : x1 ≡ 1 mod 2, x2 ≡ 0 mod 2, 0 ≤ x1, x2 ≤ 2n}
B = {(y1, y2) ∈ Γ : y1 ≡ 0 mod 2, y2 ≡ 1 mod 2, 0 ≤ y1, y2 ≤ 2n}.
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Fig. 1: The two periodic Aztec diamond graph of size n = 4 showing the subgraphs
W0, W1, B0 and B1. Edges surrounding a face labeled a have weight a; other edges have
weight 1. Two fundamental domains are marked in blue.

These sets of vertices are further split into two subsets each as follows. For ε1, ε2 ∈
{0, 1}, define

Wε1 = {(x1, x2) ∈ W : x1 + x2 ≡ 2ε1 + 1 mod 4}
Bε2 = {(y1, y2) ∈ B : y1 + y2 ≡ 2ε2 + 1 mod 4}.

These subsets are indicated in Figure 1 in yellow and pink.
Let e1 = (1, 1) and e2 = (−1, 1). A 2 × 2 fundamental domain [20] embedded in

the graph consists of vertices w ∈ W0, w + e1 ∈ B1,w + e2 ∈ B0 and w + e1 + e2 ∈ W1.
The edges are assigned weights a and 1 as shown in Figure 1.
Let Ω denote the set of all dimer configurations on Γ. The Boltzmann measure on

dimer configurations is defined as

Prob(D) =

∏
e∈D w(e)∑

D∈Ω

∏
e∈D w(e)

for D ∈ Ω.
Let e1, e2 be edges of Γ. Then the two-point correlation function is defined as

ρ(e1, e2) =
∑
D∈Ω

Prob(D)σe1(D)σe2(D)
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where

σe(D) =

{
1 if e ∈ D
0 otherwise.

We use the Kasteleyn method to compute two-point correlation functions. Let Ka

denote the Kasteleyn matrix of the two-periodic weighted Aztec diamond. For x ∈ W

and y ∈ B, we have

Ka(y, x) =



a(1− ε) + ε y = x+ e1, x ∈Wε

(1− ε) + aε y = x− e1, x ∈Wε

i(a(1− ε) + ε) y = x+ e2, x ∈Wε

i((1− ε) + aε) y = x− e2, x ∈Wε

0 if (x, y) is not an edge

For edges e1 = (w1,b1), e2 = (w2,b2) of Γ, the two-point correlation is given by
[21]

ρ(e1, e2) =

(
2∏

i=1

Ka(bi,wi)

)
det(K−1

a (wi,bj))1≤i,j≤2. (1.1)

2 Asymptotic two-point correlation functions

2.1 Conjecture

We look at the inverse Kasteleyn matrix K−1
a (x, y) for x = (x1, x2) ∈ Wε1 and

y = (y1, y2) ∈ Bε2 that are a Euclidean distance of order m1/2 both from the center
(4m, 4m) of the Aztec diamond and from each other, in the limit where the weight a
is given by a = 1−Bm−1/2 for some constant B > 0. We compute asymptotics for x
and y near the diagonal in the third quadrant. We define the asymptotic coordinates
αx, αy < 0 as follows.

x1 = [4m+ 2m1/2αxB] + x1

x2 = [4m+ 2m1/2αxB] + x2

y1 = [4m+ 2m1/2αyB] + y1

y2 = [4m+ 2m1/2αyB] + y2,

(2.1)

where the integral parts xi, yi ∈ Z do not grow with m. In [1] we considered the case
where αx = αy. Here we consider the case αx ̸= αy.

As in [1], we define the matrix ζ to have entries

ζ(x, y) = (−1)(y2−x1)/2. (2.2)
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We also define the matrix Σ by

Σ(x, y) =

{
1 y = x+ (2k + 1)e1 + 2le2, some k, l ∈ Z
i y = x+ 2ke1 + (2l + 1)e2, some k, l ∈ Z

(2.3)

Let η = η(α) be defined to be the unique complex number with non-negative real
part and non-negative imaginary part that satisfies

1√
1/2− 2iη

+
1√

1/2 + 2iη
= −2/α. (2.4)

and let η′ be the unique complex number that satisfies

1√
1/2− 2iη′

− 1√
1/2 + 2iη′

= 2/α. (2.5)

For all α < 0 we have η′ ∈ i(0, 1/4).
Let

f±(w) =
√

1/2− 2iw ±
√

1/2 + 2iw. (2.6)

and for j, k ∈ {0, 1} and ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}, let

Aj,k
ε1,ε2(w, z) =

−(−1)ε1+ε2√
1/2− 2iw

√
1/2 + 2iw

√
1/2− 2iz

√
1/2 + 2iz

(
2i(w − z)

+ (−1)ε1+ε2
(√

1/2− 2iw + (−1)j
√

1/2− 2iz
)(

(−1)k
√

1/2 + 2iw +
√

1/2 + 2iz
)

+
(
(−1)ε1

√
1/2− 2iw+(−1)ε2+k

√
1/2 + 2iw+(−1)ε2

√
1/2 + 2iz+(−1)ε1+j

√
1/2− 2iz

)
×
(√

1/2− 2iw
√

1/2 + 2iz + (−1)j+k
√

1/2 + 2iw
√

1/2− 2iz
))

. (2.7)

We define the following double integrals, where x = (x1, x2) ∈ Wε1 and y = (y1, y2) ∈
Bε2 and αx, αy are as in Equation 2.1. The integrals defined in [1] are the same as
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these, but for αx = αy = α.

I1(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) =

∫
C0

dw

∫
C′
0

dz
A0,0

ε1,ε2(w, z)

i(z − w)
exp(B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf

−(w)− αyf
−(z))),

I2(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) =

∫
C0

dw

∫
C′
1

dz
A1,0

ε1,ε2(w, z)

i(z − w)
exp(B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf

−(w) + αyf
+(z))),

I3(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) =

∫
C1

dw

∫
C′
0

dz
A0,1

ε1,ε2(w, z)

i(z − w)
exp(B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf

+(w)− αyf
−(z))),

I4(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) =

∫
C1

dw

∫
C′
1

dz
A1,1

ε1,ε2(w, z)

i(z − w)
exp(B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf

+(w) + αyf
+(z))),

(2.8)

where the functions Aj,k
ε1,ε2(w, z) are defined in Equation 2.7 and the contours are

defined below. When either αx < −1/
√
2 or αy < −1/

√
2, we also define the single

integral

I0(αx, αy, a, ε1, ε2) =

∫
γ

1 + (−1)ε2
√

1/2− 2iw + (−1)ε1
√

1/2 + 2iw√
1/2− 2iw

√
1/2 + 2iw

dw. (2.9)

The contours C0, C′
0, C1, C′

1 and γ are defined as follows.
Recall that along a steepest descent contour of a holomorphic function (contour

where the real part decreases most rapidly), its imaginary part is constant. A function
has a saddle point when its second derivative is 0. The function −2iw + αf−(w) has
saddle points at w = ±η and the function −2iw + αf+(w) has a saddle point at
w = −η′.

For −1/
√
2 < αx < 0, let C0 be the steepest descent contour for −2iw + αxf

−(w)
that is contained in the negative half plane and passes through the saddle point w =
−η.

For αx = −1/
√
2 let C0 be the steepest descent contour for −2iw + αxf

−(w) that
passes through the saddle point w = 0 and enters the negative half plane at angles of
−π/6 and −5π/6.

For αx < −1/
√
2, let C0 consist of the steepest descent contour for −2iw+αxf

−(w)
that starts from the branch cut i(1/4,∞), passes through the saddle point w = −η
and goes to infinity in the third quadrant; the reflection in the imaginary axis of this
contour; and a contour that goes around the branch cut i(1/4,∞).

For −1/
√
2 < αy < 0, let C′

0 be the steepest descent contour for 2iz − αyf
−(z)

that is contained in the positive half plane and passes through the saddle point z = η.
For αy = −1/

√
2 let C′

0 be the steepest descent contour for 2iz − αyf
−(z) that

passes through the saddle point z = 0 and enters the positive half plane at angles of
π/6 and 5π/6.

For αy < −1/
√
2, let C′

0 consist of the steepest descent contour for 2iz − αyf
−(z)

that starts from the branch cut i(−∞,−1/4), passes through the saddle point z = η

6



and goes to infinity in the second quadrant; the reflection in the imaginary axis of this
contour; and a contour that goes around the branch cut i(−∞,−1/4).

Let C1 be the steepest descent contour for −2iw + αxf
+(w). This passes through

w = −η′ and goes to infinity in the negative half plane.
Let C′

1 be the steepest descent contour for 2iz + αyf
+(z). This passes through

z = η′ and goes to infinity in the positive half plane.
Note that for αx = αy, C′

0 is the reflection of C0 in the real axis, and C′
1 is the

reflection of C1 in the real axis.
When either αx < −1/

√
2 or αy < −1/

√
2, let the intersection points of C0 and C′

0

be denoted ±µ with Re(µ) > 0. Let γ be the contour composed of straight lines from
−µ to −Re(µ) to Re(µ) to µ.

In the limit as m tends to infinity with a = 1 − Bm−1/2 we make the following
conjecture for the entries of the inverse Kasteleyn matrix K−1

a when αx ̸= αy.
Conjecture 2.1. Take x ∈ Wε1 and y ∈ Bε2 with ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}. Let K0(α) and K1(α)
denote modified Bessel functions of the second kind. Recall the definitions of ζ(x, y)
and Σ(x, y) from Equations 2.2 and 2.3 respectively. Let αx, αy be the asymptotic
coordinates as in Equation 2.1. For −1/

√
2 ≤ αx, αy < 0 we have

K−1
a (x, y) = Bm−1/2 ζ(x, y)

Σ(x, y)

((
− 1

2
K0(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

+(ε2−ε1) sgn(αy−αx)
1√
2π
K1(

√
2πB2|αy−αx|)

)
+ψ(αx, αy, ε1, ε2)

)
+o(m−1/2)

(2.10)

and for αx < −1/
√
2 or αx < −1/

√
2 we have

K−1
a (x, y) = Bm−1/2 ζ(x, y)

Σ(x, y)

((
− 1

2π
K0(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

+ (ε2 − ε1) sgn(αy − αx)
1√
2π
K1(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

)
+
I0(αx, αy, ε1, ε2)

4π
+ ψ(αx, αy, ε1, ε2)

)
+ o(m−1/2) (2.11)

where

ψ(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) =
1

32π2
(I1(αx, αy, ε1, ε2)− I2(αx, αy, ε1, ε2)

− I3(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) + I4(αx, αy, ε1, ε2)) (2.12)

and the integrals I0(αx, αy, ε1, ε2), I1(αx, αy, ε1, ε2), I2(αx, αy, ε1, ε2),
I3(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) and I4(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) are defined above in Equations 2.8 and 2.9.

The Bessel functions indicate a sine-Gordon field. These terms were found in [22],
where the author proved that the two-point correlation function of the height field
of the two-periodic weighted dimer model on the plane at the ordered-disordered
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boundary converges to the two-point correlation function of the sine-Gordon field as
the weights tend to uniform. The other terms are specific to our scaling limit in which
the size of the Aztec diamond graph tends to infinity as the weights tend to uniform.
This suggests a new scaling regime.

2.2 Sketch proof

We provide a sketch proof of this conjecture.
We start with the following theorem from [1], which follows from [11] and [8].

Theorem 2.1 ([1]). For n = 4m and 0 < a < 1, take x = (x1, x2) ∈ Wε1 , y =
(y1, y2) ∈ Bε2 with ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}. Then the entries of the inverse Kasteleyn matrix
K−1

a are given by

K−1
a ((x1, x2), (y1, y2)) = K−1

a,0,0((x1, x2), (y1, y2))−
(
I0,0
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2)

− I1,0
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2)− I0,1

ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2) + I1,1
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2)

)
(2.13)

where K−1
a,0,0((x1, x2), (y1, y2)) is defined in Equation 2.14 below and

Ij,k
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2) is defined in Appendix A.

The following formula for K−1
a,0,0((x1, x2), (y1, y2)) follows from [20]. Let C1 denote

the unit cicle traversed in a counter-clockwise direction. Then for w = (w1, w2) ∈ Wε1
and b = (b1, b2) ∈ Bε2 in the same fundamental domain, where ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}, and
u, v ∈ Z we have

K−1
a,0,0(w,b+ 2ue1 + 2ve2) =

1

(2πi)2

∫
C1

dz

z

∫
C1

dw

w
(Ka(z, w)

−1)ε1ε2z
uwv (2.14)

where
Pa(z, w) = −2− 2a2 − aw−1 − aw − az−1 − az

and

Ka(z, w)
−1 =

1

Pa(z, w)

(
i(a+ w) −(a+ z)

−(a+ z−1) i(a+ w−1).

)
We conjecture the following asymptotics for the integrals Ij,k

ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2).
The derivation of these formulas is essentially the same as in [1], but we do not provide
rigorous error bounds.
Conjecture 2.2. For n = 4m and 0 < a < 1, take x = (x1, x2) ∈ Wε1 , y = (y1, y2) ∈
Bε2 with ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}. For −1/

√
2 ≤ αx, αy < 0,

I0,0
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2) =

ζ(x, y)Bm−1/2

8(2πi)2Σ(x, y)

∫
C0

dw

∫
C′
0

dz
A0,0

ε1,ε2(w, z)

i(z − w)
eg0,0(w,z) +O(m−1),

(2.15)
and when αx < −1/

√
2 or αy < −1/

√
2,

I0,0
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2) =

ζ(x, y)Bm−1/2

8(2πi)2Σ(x, y)

8



×

(∫
C0

dw

∫
C′
0

dz
A0,0

ε1,ε2(w, z)

i(z − w)
eg0,0(w,z) − 2π

∫
γ

A0,0
ε1,ε2(w,w)dw

)
+O(m−1). (2.16)

For (j, k) ̸= (0, 0) for any α < 0,

Ij,k
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2) =

ζ(x, y)Bm−1/2

8(2πi)2Σ(x, y)

∫
Cj

dw

∫
C′
k

dz
Aj,k

ε1,ε2(w, z)

i(z − w)
egj,k(w,z) +O(m−1)

(2.17)
where we have

g0,0(w, z) = B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf
−(w)− αyf

−(z))

g1,0(w, z) = B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf
−(w) + αyf

+(z))

g0,1(w, z) = B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf
+(w)− αyf

−(z))

g1,1(w, z) = B2(−2i(w − z) + αxf
+(w) + αyf

+(z))

(2.18)

The asymptotics of K−1
a,0,0((x1, x2), (y1, y2)) follow from [22].

Theorem 2.2. For x ∈ Wε1 and y ∈ Bε2 with ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1} and αx, αy < 0 with
αx ̸= αy, we have

K−1
a,0,0(x, y) = Bm−1/2 ζ(x, y)

Σ(x, y)

(
− 1

2π
K0(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

+ (ε2 − ε1) sgn(αy − αx)
1√
2π
K1(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

)
+ o(m−1/2) (2.19)

Proof. This follows from translation invariance of K−1(x, y) and Theorem 2 of [22].

Putting together Conjecture 2.2 and Theorem 2.2 we obtain Conjecture 2.1.

3 Numerical comparison of K−1
a,0,0(x, y) and

asymptotics

For the numerical parts of the paper we will take B = 1.
To get an idea of the magnitude of the o(m−1/2) terms in Equation 2.19, we

numerically evaluate the integral given in Equation 2.14, and compare it to the
leading order term given in Equation 2.19 for different values of a. In Figure 2
we plot (−1)u+vK−1

a,0,0(w0,b1 + 2ue1 + 2ve2) against h(−1)u+v(−K0(
√
2B2α)/2 +

sgn(α)K1(
√
2B2α)/

√
2)/π, and in Figure 3 we plot (−1)u+vK−1

a,0,0(w0,b0+2ue1+2ve2)

against ih(−1)u+v(−K0(
√
2B2α))/2)/π, where h = 1 − a and α = hu, for a = 0.999

and a = 0.875, with v = −2,−1, 0, 1 and 2. The latter value of a = 0.875 is what we
use for the simulations in Section 4. The range of α shown here is [−1, 1].

We see that for a = 0.999, the leading order asymptotic term agrees closely with
the exact integral, but for a = 0.875 there are some fairly large discrepancies in some
of the plots. Unfortunately we are not able to run simulations large enough that this
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Fig. 2: The blue line shows (1 − a)(−1)u+v(−K0(
√
2B2α)/2 +

sgn(α)K1(
√
2B2α)/

√
2)/π and the orange points show (−1)u+vK−1

a,0,0(w0,b1+2ue1+
2ve2), both plotted against α, where α = (1− a)u, for various values of a and v.

o(m−1/2) term is negligible. As a result, in the next section we will present two-point
correlations corresponding to pairs of dominos where the discrepancy between the
exact value of K−1

a,0,0(x, y) and the leading order asymptotic term are not too big, as
in Figures 2h, 3g and 3h.
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Fig. 3: The blue line shows (1−a)(−1)u+v(−K0(
√
2B2α))/2)/π and the orange points

show i(−1)u+vK−1
a,0,0(w0,b0+2ue1+2ve2), both plotted against α, where α = (1−a)u,

for a = 0.875 and various values of v.

4 Simulation results

We used Markov chain sampling to produce a large number of sample tilings (which
are in bijection with dimer configurations) from the correct probability distribution.
One such tiling is shown in Figure 4. We used the source code developed by Keating
and Sridhar [23] described in [24], with some modifications. We ran our code on a
GTX 1080 Ti GPU.
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Fig. 4: Tiling of two-periodic weighted Aztec diamond with n = 64 and a = 0.8

Here we will show the experimental two-point correlations for pairs of dimers along
the diagonal with one fixed and one variable, for some different types of dimers.

To simplify notation, we make the following definition. Take x ∈ Wε1 and y ∈ Bε2
with ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}. For −1/

√
2 ≤ αx, αy < 0 define

qε1ε2(αx, αy) =

(
− 1

2π
K0(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

+ (ε2 − ε1) sgn(αy − αx)
1√
2π
K1(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

)
+ ψ(αx, αy, ε1, ε2) (4.1)

and for αx < −1/
√
2 or αx < −1/

√
2 define

qε1ε2(αx, αy) =

(
− 1

2π
K0(

√
2B2|αy − αx|)

+(ε2−ε1) sgn(αy−αx)
1√
2π
K1(

√
2B2|αy−αx|)

)
+
I0(αx, αy, ε1, ε2)

4π
+ψ(αx, αy, ε1, ε2).

(4.2)

Then Conjecture 2.1 can be written

K−1
a (x, y) = Bm−1/2 ζ(x, y)

Σ(x, y)
qε1ε2(αx, αy) + o(m−1/2). (4.3)
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Now consider two edges e = (x, y) and ẽ = (x̃, ỹ) with x, x̃ ∈ W and y, ỹ ∈ B. From
Equation 1.1, the two-point correlation ρ(e, ẽ) between these two edges is given by

ρ(e, ẽ) = Ka(y, x)Ka(ỹ, x̃)(K
−1
a (x, y)K−1

a (x̃, ỹ)−K−1
a (x, ỹ)K−1

a (x̃, y)),

and the covariance between the two edges is given by

cov(e, ẽ) = ρ(e, ẽ)− ρ(e)ρ(ẽ) = −Ka(y, x)Ka(ỹ, x̃)K
−1
a (x, ỹ)K−1

a (x̃, y)

where ρ(e) is the one-point correlation function of e, i.e. the probability that a ran-
domly chosen dimer configuration contains edge e. We compare the experimental
covariance between edges to our conjectured asymptotics.

Suppose e = (x, y) and ẽ = (x̃, ỹ) with x ∈ Wε1 , x̃ ∈ Wε̃1 and y ∈ Bε2 , ỹ ∈ Bε̃2 .
Suppose further that these dimers lie near the diagonal as in Equation 2.1. Let α be
the asymptotic coordinate of x and y, and let α̃ be the asymptotic coordinate of x̃ and
ỹ. We recall that Ka(y, x) = Σ(x, y)+O(h) where h = 1− a. Then from Equation 4.3
we can conjecture

cov(e, ẽ) = −B2m−1Σ(x, y)Σ(x̃, ỹ)

Σ(x, ỹ)Σ(x̃, y)
ζ(x, ỹ)ζ(x̃, y)qε1ε̃2(α, α̃)qε̃1ε2(α̃, α) + o(m−1).

We can show that q00(α, α̃) = q00(α̃, α), q11(α, α̃) = q11(α̃, α), q01(α, α̃) = q10(α̃, α)
and q10(α, α̃) = q01(α̃, α). In Figure 5 we plot these quantities for α̃ = −3,−0.6.

Out[ ]=

-6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1

-0.4

-0.2

0.2

0.4

q00(α,α̃)

q01(α,α̃)

q10(α,α̃)

q11(α,α̃)

(a) α̃ = −3

Out[ ]=

-6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1

-0.4

-0.2

0.2

0.4

q00(α,α̃)

q01(α,α̃)

q10(α,α̃)

q11(α,α̃)

(b) α̃ = −0.6

Fig. 5: Plots of qε1ε2(α, α̃) against α for fixed α̃ and ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}.

Let

s(x, y, x̃, ỹ) =
Σ(x, y)Σ(x̃, ỹ)

Σ(x, ỹ)Σ(x̃, y)
ζ(x, ỹ)ζ(x̃, y).

This takes values in {−1, 1}. For our simulations we take B = 1, and plot the experi-
mental covariances against the theorized asymptotic covariances. We fix α̃ and take α
increasing from −6 to 0. We use a size of n = 256, and present results for α̃ = −3 and
α̃ = −0.6. We present results for the six pair of types of dimers shown in Figure 6.
Plots of the experimental covariances against −m−1s(x, y, x̃, ỹ)qε1ε̃2(α, α̃)qε̃1ε2(α̃, α)
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(b) ε1 = 1, ε2 = 0, ε̃1 =
0, ε̃2 = 1

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

(c) ε1 = 0, ε2 = 0, ε̃1 =
1, ε̃2 = 1

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

(d) ε1 = 1, ε2 = 1, ε̃1 =
0, ε̃2 = 0

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

(e) ε1 = 0, ε2 = 0, ε̃1 =
0, ε̃2 = 0

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

a

(f) ε1 = 1, ε2 = 1, ε̃1 =
1, ε̃2 = 1

Fig. 6: Six different choices for e, shown in navy, and ẽ, shown in orange. Note that
ẽ is fixed while e moves along the diagonal. Vertices in W0 ∪ B0 are colored in yellow,
while vertices in W1 ∪ B1 are colored in pink.

are shown for α̃ = −3 in Figure 7 and for α̃ = −0.6 in Figure 8. We see that the con-
jectured leading order covariances agree well with experiment when α is sufficiently
far from α̃. As discussed in Section 3 and illustrated in Figures 2–3, we would not
expect very good agreement when α is close to α̃ for tilings of this size.
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Fig. 7: α̃ = −3. The blue solid lines show −m−1s(x, y, x̃, ỹ)qε1ε̃2(α, α̃)qε̃1ε2(α̃, α). The
orange markers connected by dashed lines show the experimental covariances cov(e, ẽ),
for edges e, ẽ as shown in Figure 6. Here, n = 256 and a = 0.875.
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Fig. 8: α̃ = −0.6. The blue solid lines show −m−1s(x, y, x̃, ỹ)qε1ε̃2(α, α̃)qε̃1ε2(α̃, α).
The orange markers connected by dashed lines show the experimental covariances
cov(e, ẽ), for edges e, ẽ as shown in Figure 6. Here, n = 256 and a = 0.875.

Appendix A Definition of Ij,k
ε1,ε2

(a, x1, x2, y1, y2)

Let

c =
1

a+ a−1
.

For ω ∈ C \ i[−
√
2c,

√
2c] we define

√
ω2 + 2c = i

√
−i(ω + i

√
2c)

√
−i(ω − i

√
2c)
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where the square roots on the right hand side are the principal branch of the square
root. Define

G(ω) =
1√
2c

(ω −
√
ω2 + 2c).

For even x1, x2 with 0 < x1, x2 < 2n define

H̃x1,x2
(ω) =

ω2m(−iG(ω))2m−x1/2

(iG(ω−1))2m−x2/2
.

For j, k, ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}, define

V j,k
ε1,ε2(ω1, ω2) =

1

2

1∑
γ1,γ2=0

(−1)γ2j+γ1k(Qε1,ε2
γ1,γ2

(ω1, ω2) + (−1)ε2+1Qε1,ε2
γ1,γ2

(ω1,−ω2))

where the functions Qε1,ε2
γ1,γ2

(ω1, ω2) are defined as follows. Let

fa,b(u, v) = (2a2uv+2b2uv−ab(−1+u2)(−1+v2))(2a2uv+2b2uv+ab(−1+u2)(−1+v2)).

Now we define the following rational functions. We temporarily consider weights a and
b where b is not necessarily 1. Let

y0,00,0(a, b, u, v) =
1

4(a2 + b2)2fa,b(u, v)
(2a7u2v2 − a5b2(1 + u4 + u2v2 − u4v2 + v4 − u2v4)

− a3b4(1 + 3u2 + 3v2 + 2u2v2 + u4v2 + u2v4 − u4v4)

− ab6(1 + v2 + u2 + 3u2v2))

y0,00,1(a, b, u, v) =
a

4(a2 + b2)fa,b(u, v)
(b2 + a2u2)(2a2v2 + b2(1 + v2 − u2 + u2v2))

y0,01,0(a, b, u, v) =
a

4(a2 + b2)fa,b(u, v)
(b2 + a2v2)(2a2u2 + b2(1− u2 + v2 + u2v2))

y0,01,1(a, b, u, v) =
a

4fa,b(u, v)
(2a2u2v2 + b2(−1 + v2 + u2 + u2v2)).

For γ1, γ2 ∈ {0, 1} we define

y0,1γ1,γ2
(a, b, u, v) =

y0,0γ1,γ2
(b, a, u, v−1)

v2

y1,0γ1,γ2
(a, b, u, v) =

y0,0γ1,γ2
(b, a, u−1, v)

u2

y1,1γ1,γ2
(a, b, u, v) =

y0,0γ1,γ2
(a, b, u−1, v−1)

v2
.
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When b = 1, we write yε1,ε2γ1,γ2
(u, v) = yε1,ε2γ1,γ2

(a, 1, u, v). Then define

xε1,ε2γ1,γ2
(ω1, ω2) =

G(ω1)G(ω2)∏2
i=1

√
ω2
i + 2c

√
ω−2
i + 2c

yε1,ε2γ1,γ2
(G(ω1), G(ω2))(1− ω1

2ω2
2).

and

Qε1,ε2
γ1,γ2

(ω1, ω2) = (−1)ε1+ε2+ε1ε2+γ1(1+ε2)+γ2(1+ε1)

× t(ω1)
γ1t(ω2

−1)γ2G(ω1)
ε1G(ω2

−1)ε2xε1,ε2γ1,γ2
(ω1, ω2

−1)

where t(ω) is defined by

t(ω) = ω
√
ω−2 + 2c.

For x = (x1, x2) ∈ Wε1 , and y = (y1, y2) ∈ Bε2 with ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}, define

h0,0(ω1, ω2) =
H̃x1+1,x2(ω1)

H̃y1,y2+1(ω2)

h1,0(ω1, ω2) =
H̃x1+1,x2

(ω1)

H̃2n−y1,y2+1(ω2)

h0,1(ω1, ω2) =
H̃x1+1,2n−x2

(ω1)

H̃y1,y2+1(ω2)

h1,1(ω1, ω2) =
H̃x1+1,2n−x2(ω1)

H̃2n−y1,y2+1(ω2)

Let Cr denote a positively-oriented contour of radius r centered at the origin. For
a < 1,

√
2c < r < 1 and x = (x1, x2) ∈ Wε1 , y = (y1, y2) ∈ Bε2 with ε1, ε2 ∈ {0, 1}

define

Ij,k
ε1,ε2(a, x1, x2, y1, y2) =

iy1−x1

(2πi)2

∫
Cr

dω1

ω1

∫
C1/r

dω2

V j,k
ε1,ε2(ω1, ω2)

ω2 − ω1
hj,k(ω1, ω2). (A1)
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