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Abstract. We present a general approach for the study of dimer model limit shape prob-
lems via variational and integrable systems techniques. In particular we deduce the limit
shape of the Aztec diamond and the hexagon for quasi-periodic weights through purely
variational techniques.

Putting an M-curve at the center of the construction allows one to define weights and
algebro-geometric structures describing the behavior of the corresponding dimer model. We
extend the quasi-periodic setup of [7] to include a diffeomorphism from the spectral data to
the liquid region of the dimer.

Our novel method of proof is purely variational and exploits a duality between the dimer
height function and its dual magnetic tension minimizer and applies to dimers with gas
regions. We apply this to the Aztec diamond and hexagon domains to obtain explicit
expressions for the complex structure of the liquid region of the dimer as well as the height
function and its dual.

We compute the weights and the limit shapes numerically using the Schottky uniformiza-
tion technique. Simulations and predicted results match completely.
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Figure 1. The Arctic Font: Examples of limit shapes on the Aztec diamond
corresponding to different quasi-periodic weights spelling out the word Dimers.
See Figure 23 for the spectral encoding.

1. Overview and Main Results

The study of dimer models has established itself as an important part of statistical me-
chanics research over the past few decades. Connections to algebraic geometry, integrable
systems and other statistical mechanics models make it a deep and diverse field [14,21,26,31].
In particular the study of limit shapes exhibited by dimer models with certain boundary con-
ditions has been of notable interest, see e.g. [1, 4, 30,39].

In this paper we consider dimers on the classical examples of the Aztec diamond and
hexagonal domains. The dimer model is a probability distribution on the set of all perfect
matchings of a graph. For planar graphs on simply connected domains this is equivalent to
considering a height function on the dual graph.

A striking phenomenon exhibited by dimers is that of separation of phases and limit
shapes, see e.g. Figures 2 and 3. These are figures of samples of the dimer model on
large parts of the lattice with some quasi-periodic weights. We observe three types of local
behavior. Along the boundary we see frozen zones with completely deterministic behavior.
There is a large liquid region with continuously changing slope and gas regions that form
flat pieces and only exhibit small fluctuations. The curves separating the regions are known
as arctic curves.

This was first observed in the context of the Aztec diamond with uniform weights where a
circle can be seen separating a liquid zone from 4 frozen ones. A first rigorous result towards
a description was given in [23] establishing that in the scaling limit the curve separating the
regions is indeed a circle. This was extended in [15] to include some local statistics and some
first results towards general limit shape principles that dimers exhibit. These were futher
generalized in [16], where it was established that in the scaling limit for general domains filled
with the square grid with uniform weights, the dimer height function concentrates around
the minimizer of a surface tension functional with corresponding boundary conditions.

In [29, 31] a remarkable connection between dimers on general doubly periodic graphs
with doubly periodic weights and algebraic geometry was established. From the Kasteleyn
operator on a torus a spectral curve was defined which was shown to always be a Harnack
curve, a well-studied type of real algebraic curve [37]. Many of the limiting properties of
the dimer model can then be described in terms of the geometric data of the curve. In
particular it was shown that there is a one-to-one correspondence between points on the
Newton polygon (outside the boundary) of the curve and ergodic Gibbs measures in the
full plane doubly periodic graph. The point on the Newton polygon here gives the average
height change in the two fundamental directions. Further, the free energy per fundamental
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Figure 2. Dimer configuration sampled on an Aztec diamond populated with
Fock weights coming from specified Harnack data S = {R, T } depicted above.
We overlay the Aztec diamond with predicted arctic curves calculated directly
from S. The picture of S represents the complex structure of the spectral
curve R, that is the z coordinate in the plane on this picture gives the complex
structure of R. All calculations can be done numerically and we observe that
predictions match the sampled result with high precision on practical scales.
For all other relevant maps in this example see Figure 7. Instead of depicting
the dimer configuration we choose here to encode the local height function
gradients with different colors for more visual clarity.

domain in magnetic coordinates can be given in terms of the Ronkin function ρ and the
surface tension σ is given as its Legendre dual. The established variational principle then
generalizes to the fact that the dimer height function h on a limiting domain Ω concentrates
around the deterministic minimizer of the surface tension functional

h = argmin
f

∫
Ω

σ(∇f) (1)

over a class of Lipschitz functions with prescribed boundary conditions. See also [34].
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In [30] this was utilized to derive limit shapes for a set of polygonal boundary conditions
natural to the hexagonal grid. A map from (a covering of the) spectral curve to the liquid
domain of the dimer was established, defining a natural complex structure on the dimer
domain. We refer to this map as the Kenyon-Okounkov map or KO map. In particular the
arctic curve for uniform weights was derived to be the algebraic curve of minimal degree to
touch all domain edges exactly once. The methods used here were algebraic in nature.

Having established the variational principle one can study the problem of dimer limit
shapes from a purely analytical perspective. Here the surface tension σ is known to be a
function solving a Monge-Ampère equation with given singularities. These singularities are
what makes the minimizer exhibit different phases and also the reason why the study of
this variational problem is challenging. Uniqueness of the solution and several regularity
results were established in [39] and further extended in [1] with a complete classification of
the regularity of the minimizers for a large class of natural domains.

The problem of finding a solution to this minimization problem for general doubly periodic
dimer weights was finally resolved in [4] for the domain of the Aztec diamond. The meth-
ods employed here included asymptotic analysis of orthogonal polynomials and an algebro-
geometric solution to an isospectral flow on certain quadratic matrix-polynomials. This was
the culmination of previous work done in [3, 9] and resulted in an expression of the inverse
Kasteleyn operator on the doubly periodic Aztec diamond along with its asymptotic analy-
sis, see also [13] for a generalization for Fock weights. In particular, in [4] a full description
of the KO map for periodic weights as a homeomorphism from the amoeba to the liquid
region as well as the limit shape in terms of the spectral data associated to the dimer was
obtained.

We rely on an inverse spectral approach. That is, we start with spectral data and define
a corresponding dimer model from it. To that end, complex weights for difference operators
on graphs were introduced in [19] and later realized to be dimer weights in [10, 11] for the
special case of Harnack data. This is an M-curve with marked points on one of its real
ovals satisfying an ordering property. On lattices with periodic train track parameters, this
leads to quasi-periodic weights generalizing the classical setup in a natural way [7]. In [7]
we adapted the definitions of [33] generalizing the amoeba map, Newton polygon, Ronkin
function and surface tension to this setup while providing new formulas as well as showing
that the height function for quasi-periodic weights still satisfies the variational principle (1)
in a regularized sense.

Our main contributions in this paper are as follows. First, we construct the limiting
height function for the Aztec diamond with general quasi-periodic weights and provide a
novel and completely variational proof of the fact that it is the surface tension minimizer.
To our knowledge this is the first time that a variational proof can be applied to dimers with
gas zones. See Section 5.

To that end, we adapt the definition of the KO map from [4] to general quasi-periodic
weights while formulating it as a map from the M-curve instead of the amoeba defining it
through a free zero of certain differentials dζ. In this formulation the map is a diffeomorphism
and we obtain explicit formulas for the liquid region as well as arctic curves and the limiting
complex height function H (Section 3). We study geometric properties, recovering the
parallelity property from [4] and obtaining a complete geometric description of the zeros of
the differentials dζ as tangential points in the arctic curves, see Section 4.

The limiting dimer height function is given as the imaginary part of H = g + ih. Our
proof of minimality relies on a fortunate duality of the real and imaginary parts of H, which
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Figure 3. Dimer configuration sampled on the hexagon populated with Fock
weights corresponding to the Harnack data Ŝ depicted above. Note that this
is a double cover of the spectral curve defining the weights allowing for a
diffeomorphism to the liquid region of the dimer on the hexagon. We see
that the predicted arctic curves match the observed behavior of the sampled
configuration on a practical scale. For all other relevant maps in this example
see Figure 17.

extends the Legendre duality between ρ and σ to the dimer domain. The imaginary part
h can be extended linearly to the frozen and gas regions, while the real part g has more
complicated boundary conditions for extension. This duality gives as an immediate result
that if one can extend g in an admissible way, then h is the surface tension minimizer. An
admissible extension is explicitly constructed. Furthermore the real part g minimizes the
magnetic tension functional

∫
Ω
ρ(∇f). This is the content of Section 5.

Second, we manage to extend this approach to the domain of the hexagon filled with the
hexagonal lattice. In this case, one needs to consider a double cover of the spectral curve.
Once again, we flip the script and start our construction from the double cover. We can then
exploit the symmetries of the hexagon by requiring symmetric data and a similar formalism
as before distinguishes a set of admissible weights for which we again construct both the KO
map and the height function. This set of weights is shown to be of full dimension in the
moduli space of Harnack data. Since our method of proving surface tension minimality does
not rely on the heavy machinery of other models and their integrability, the proof for the
hexagon is then essentially the same as for the Aztec diamond. We believe that this method
has the potential to be pushed further to obtain minimizers for a larger set of boundary
conditions, see Section 7.
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In Section 6 we consider the case of genus 0 curves corresponding to the isoradial weights
established and studied in [27]. In this case everything can be written in terms of rational
functions. We provide explicit formulas for the surface tension and present its geometric
interpretation in terms of volumes of ideal hyperbolic polyhedra. These extend Kenyon’s
formula for the normalized determinant of the discrete Dirac operator [27]. The established
remarkable connection of convex variational principles for dimer models and discrete confor-
mal maps is promising for development of both these fields.

As in [7], all the objects used in this paper can be computed numerically. using the
techniques of Schottky uniformizations, see Section 8. To demonstrate the practicality of
this method, all figures in this paper, except for the diagrams illustrating proofs, are the
results of computation. This includes all arctic curves, all amoebas, and all weights for
all simulations. To this end we have added the Harnack data that encodes all information
needed to these figures. These are the actual Riemann surfaces used along with the actual
train track parameters. Furthermore we show that the parametrization used gives a natural
and intuitive way to control the limit shapes, allowing us to design the shapes we want
in a practical way, see e.g. Figure 1. Note that the Harnack data in the Schottky model
parametrization give a qualitatively correct intuitive picture of the corresponding dimer
phases.

The suggested approach is quite general, and can be applied to further models like elec-
trical networks, Ising model etc., which can be obtained as dimer models with symmetric
data, see [20] and the upcoming [12].

We would like to emphasize that the Harnack data (M-curve with points on it) are in the
center of our description, see Figures 7,17. Traditional maps in dimer theory, going to the
amoeba or the Newton polygon, are compositions of the corresponding explicit diffeomor-
phisms to the M-curve. This slight change of focus to the traditional description can even
turn out to be useful for making progress with the proof of the Kenyon-Okounkov conjec-
ture [28, 30], considered as one of the most important and difficult problems in the theory
of dimers, see [22]. Indeed, the conjecture states that the fluctuations of the height function
are closely related to the Gaussian free field in the conformal structure of the M-curves in
this paper.

Acknowledgements. The first author was supported by the DFG Collaborative Re-
search Center TRR 109 ”Discretization in Geometry and Dynamics”.

The second author was supported by the NCCR SwissMAP as well as by the Swiss NSF
grants 200400 and 197226.

We are grateful to Kari Astala, Tomas Berggren, Alexei Borodin, Cédric Boutillier, Rick
Kenyon, István Prause and Yuri Suris for helpful discussions.

2. The Dimer Model

For a finite graph G = (V,E) we call D ⊂ E a dimer configuration or a perfect matching
if every vertex is contained in exactly one edge in D. The dimer model is a probability
distribution on the set D of all dimer configurations. Given an edge weighting ν : E → R+

one defines the weight of a dimer configuration D as

ν(D) =
∏
e∈D

ν(e). (2)
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The associated Boltzmann measure is then given by

P(D) =
ν(D)

Z(G, ν)
(3)

where Z(G, ν) =
∑

D∈D ν(D) is the partition function.
We will adopt the condition that G = (V,E, F ) is planar and bipartite and call the two

sets of vertices V = B ⊔ W the black and white vertices. An obvious necessary condition
for the dimer model on G to be non-trivial is |B| = |W |. Two weight functions ν, ν ′ are
called gauge equivalent if they differ by factors living on the vertices. That is if there exists
a function λ : V → R+ such that for every wb ∈ E we have ν ′(wb) = λ(w)ν(wb)λ(b). Notice
that gauge equivalent weights define the same measure (3) and thus edge weights overspecify
the model.

Proposition 1. Two weight functions ν, ν ′ are gauge equivalent iff for each f ∈ F with
∂f = e1 ∪ e2 ∪ . . . ∪ e2n, there holds

Wf =
ν(e1)ν(e3) . . . ν(e2n−1)

ν(e2)ν(e4) . . . ν(e2n)
=

ν ′(e1)ν
′(e3) . . . ν

′(e2n−1)

ν ′(e2)ν ′(e4) . . . ν ′(e2n)
. (4)

The Kasteleyn matrix is a weighted adjacency operator with rows indexing the white
vertices and columns indexing the black vertices given by its entries

Kw,b =

{
σ(e)ν(e), if e ∈ E

0 otw.

where σ : E → S1 is a complex sign. If for every bounded face with ∂f = w1b1∪ b1w2∪ . . .∪
wnbn ∪ bnw1 we have

n∏
i=1

σ(wibi)

σ(wibi+1)
= (−1)n+1,

then K is said to satisfy the Kasteleyn condition and Kasteleyn’s celebrated formula first
introduced in [24] and then generalized to complex signs in [35] states

Z(G, ν) = |det(K)|.
We can thus extend the notions of edge weighting and gauge equivalence to be complex
functions ν : E → C∗ and λ : V → C∗ respectively and ν defines a dimer model iff it satisfies
the Kasteleyn condition. That is if for all bounded faces f of degree 2n we have real face
weights with

sign(Wf ) = (−1)n+1. (5)

Diamond graph. We use the diamond graph G⋄ to construct our weights. Here G⋄ has
the vertex set V ⊔ V ∗ and has the edge vf if v is a vertex of f in G. That is all faces of G⋄

are quadrilaterals whose diagonals are in E(G) and E(G∗) respectively.
A train track in G⋄ is then defined as a sequence of faces qj of G⋄ such that the edges

qj−1 ∩ qj and qj ∩ qj+1 are on opposite sides of qj. We represent these train tracks as strands
going through the midpoints of the edges bw of G and crossing the quadrilaterals in F (G⋄)
at opposite sides. Thus every edge (bw) is crossed by two strips. We orient our strands and
assume the convention that strands have white vertices to the left and black vertices to the
right. This can be done consistently on minimal graphs [11] of which the lattices we restrict
our attention to are examples of, see Figure 4.
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Dimers and M-curves. We utilize much of the same setup as [7] which we summarize
here. For further details and proofs we refer the reader to that paper.

Let’s recall the main ingredients needed for the construction of Fock weights [19]. These
are weights that can be defined on any planar bipartite minimal graph (See [11]) from data
living on a compact Riemann surface with the property that many of the limiting objects
of the corresponding dimer model can be described through algebro-geometric constructs on
the surface. We define our main objects.

• LetR be a compact Riemann surface of genus g and a fixed homology basis a1, . . . , ag;
b1, . . . , bg.

• ω = (ω1, . . . , ωg) is the set of normalized holomorphic differentials dual to that basis.
That is

∫
aj
ωk = δjk and

∫
bj
ωk = Bjk.

• J(R) = Cg/(Zg +BZg) the Jacobi variety of R;

• A : R → J(R), P 7→ A(P ) =
∫ P
P0

ω (mod Zg +BZg) the Abel map.

• The theta function with characteristic ∆ =

[
∆1

∆2

]
is given by

θ[∆](z) =
∑
m∈Zg

exp
(
πi⟨B(m+∆1),m+∆1⟩+ 2πi⟨z +∆2,m+∆1⟩

)
= exp

(
πi⟨B∆1,∆1⟩+ 2πi⟨z +∆2,∆1⟩

)
θ(z +∆2 +B∆1). (6)

where ∆1,∆2 are of the form
1
2
(δ1, . . . , δg)

T with δi ∈ {0, 1}. A characteristic is called
even (odd) if 4 ⟨∆1,∆2⟩ = 0 (mod 2) (resp. = 1 (mod 2)). The special case of ∆ = 0
is the theta function with period matrix B and is denoted as

θ(z) = θ(z|B) =
∑
m∈Zg

exp
(
πi⟨Bm,m⟩+ 2πi⟨z,m⟩

)
.

• The Schottky-Klein prime form E(α, β) can be expressed through a theta function
of odd characteristic ∆ and holomorphic spinor h∆ as

E(α, β) =
θ[∆]

( ∫ β
α
ω
)

h∆(α)h∆(β)
. (7)

The result is independent of the choice of ∆.
• Every (directed) train track of G⋄ has an associated point α ∈ R. Then the discrete
Abel map η : V ∪ F = V (G⋄) → J(R) is defined in the following way. Set η(v0) = 0
for some vertex v0 ∈ V (G⋄). From there extend the values to all other vertices by
adding A(α) whenever crossing a train track with label α that’s oriented from left
to right and subtracting it if it is oriented from right to left. This is a consistent
construction and results in the formulas

η(b) = η(w)− A(α)− A(β), η(f2) = η(f1) + A(α)− A(β). (8)

with the labeling as in Figure 4.

Definition 2. Let G be a planar bipartite graph with labels α ∈ R on every train track. The
Fock weight for an edge wb crossed by train track with associated labels α, β and adjacent to
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w b

αβ

f2

f1

wn

w1

w2

w3

bn b1

b2

αn

α1

α2

βn

β1

β2

β3

Figure 4. Left: A quadrilateral face of G⋄, with two directed strips through
it. The discrete Abel map is defined on all 4 vertices. The dimer model is
defined on the black and white graph, the height function on its dual graph
with square vertices. Right: A face of the graphG surrounded by two different
types of train tracks.

faces f1, f2 is then given by

Kwb(α, β) =
E(α, β)

θ(η(f1) +D)θ(η(f2) +D)
. (9)

Here D ∈ Cg is arbitrary and η is the discrete Abel map.

In order for these complex weights to satisfy the Kasteleyn condition (5) and thus to
define a dimer model, the face weights need to be real and have the correct sign. For a face
f ∈ F (G) as in Figure 4 surrounded by faces f1, . . . , f2n we have

Wf =
n∏
i=1

θ[∆]
(∫ βi

αi
ω
)

θ[∆]
(∫ αi+1

βi
ω
) θ (η(f2i) +D)

θ (η(f2i−1) +D)
. (10)

Now let R be an M-curve. That is a Riemann surface of genus g with an anti-holomorphic
involution τ : R → R which fixes the maximal possible number of g + 1 real ovals X =
X0 ⊔ . . . ⊔ Xg and let all labels αi, βi lie on X0. Then Wf is real. Furthermore a cyclic
condition guarantees the correct sign.

Theorem 1. Consider an orientation preserving homeomorphism X0 → S1, and denote by
α̂i, β̂i ∈ S1 the images of αi, βi under this map. Then the Kasteleyn condition is equivalent
to

sign

(
(β̂1 − α̂1)(β̂2 − α̂2) · · · (β̂n − α̂n)

(α̂1 − β̂2)(α̂2 − β̂3) · · · (α̂n − β̂1)

)
= (−1)n+1 (11)

for all faces f of G.
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Quasi-periodic weights. We make this condition more concrete as we apply this setup
to two examples of regular grids. For the regular square lattice we have have vertical and
horizontal train tracks of two different orientations respectively. We will consider periodically
repeating labels α±

i , β
±
j , i ≤ m, j ≤ n. The Kasteleyn condition (11) is then satisfied for

every face iff the cyclic order

α+
i < β+

j < α−
k < β−

l < α+
i for all i, j, k, l, (12)

holds on X0. See Figure 5 for notation.

α−
1 α+

1 α−
2 α+

2 α−
3 α+

3

β−
1

β+
1

β−
2

β+
2

β−
3

β+
3

(0, 0)

(0, 1)

(1, 0)

β−
j+1

β+
j

α−
i α+

i

β+
j

β−
j

α+
i α−

i+1

Figure 5. Left: Regular square lattice on a 3×3 fundamental domain along
with the train track parameters. We have 4 different kinds of trans tracks and
attach the parameters

{
α−
i , β

−
j , α

+
k , β

+
l

}
to them. Right: The strips for two

types of square faces.

For the regular hexagonal lattice there are three kinds of train tracks. Again we consider
periodically repeating labels αi, βj, γk, i, j, k ≤ n on them. See Figure 6 for notation. The
Kasteleyn condition then reads

αi < βj < γk < αi for all i, j, k. (13)

Remark 3. Note that periodically repeating train track labels do not imply periodic weights
as the discrete Abel map η does not have to be periodic. In general this construction gives
quasi-periodic weights. Periodicity is however guaranteed under a Abel-Jacobi condition
on the choices of train track labels which then yields the special case of doubly periodic weights
and a Harnack curve representation for R.This setup covers all doubly periodic weights and
extends their class in a non-trivial way while still allowing for spectral methods of study. In
fact in some ways it makes the study simpler as the Abel-Jacobi condition that is implicitly
assumed with periodicity can be relaxed allowing e.g. for continuous deformations of the
spectral data. See [7, Section 7].
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(0, 0) (1, 0)

(0, 1)

α1

β1

α1α2 α3

β2

β3

β1

γ1

γ2

γ3

γ1 γ2 γ3

γ1

γ2

β1

β2

α1

α2

Figure 6. Left: Regular hexagonal lattice on a 3× 3 fundamental domain.
Right: The strips for a typical hexagonal face.

Amoeba, polygon, surface tension and Ronkin function. Let R be an M-curve with
antiholomorphic involution τ fixing X =

⋃g
i=0Xi the set of real ovals. Then X separates

R into two components R+,R− with τR+ = R− and R+ = R/τ . The corresponding open
components are denoted by R◦

± := R± \ X. For concreteness we lay out the following
definition for the square and hexagonal grid. A general definition is done equivalently.

Let {α, β} =
{
α±
1 , . . . , α

±
n , β

±
1 , . . . , β

±
n

}
lie onX0 adhering to the clustering condition (12).

Then we call S = {R, {α, β}} Harnack data for the square grid with an (n×n) fundamental
domain.Let us introduce the Abelian differential of the third kind dζαi with simple poles at
α±
i , the residues

res
α−
i

dζαi = − res
α+
i

dζαi = 1, (14)

and purely imaginary periods. Define dζβj similary and introduce the two differentials

dζ1 =
n∑
i=1

dζαi , dζ2 =
n∑
i=1

dζβi . (15)

For the hexagonal grid let {α, β, γ} = {α1, . . . , αn, β1, . . . , βn, γ1, . . . , γn} all lie on X0 and
satisfy the clustering condition (13). We then call S = {R, {α, β, γ}} Harnack data for
the hexagonal grid with an (n× n) fundamental domain. Analogously, let us introduce the
Abelian differentials of third kind dζαi , dζβi with residues

res
αi

dζαi = − res
γi

dζαi = 1 = res
βi

dζβi = − res
γi

dζβi , (16)

and purely imaginary periods. In this case the two differentials dζi are also given by formula
(15).

Let S = {R, T } be one of the two types of Harnack data where T is a collection of points

on X0. The dζk are real on X and dζk(τP ) = dζk(P ). This yields well defined integrals

ζk(P ) =

∫ P

Q

dζk

onR+\T with Q ∈ X0 fixed. Their real and imaginary parts are denoted as ζk(P ) = xk+iyk.
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Definition 4. The map

A(P ) := (x1, x2) = (Re ζ1(P ),Re ζ2(P ))

is called the amoeba map, and its image

A(R+ \ T ) =: AS ⊂ R2

is called the amoeba.
Similarly the map

∆(P ) = (s1, s2) = R(y1, y2) :=
1

π
(−y2, y1) =

1

π
(− Im ζ2(P ), Im ζ1(P ))

we call the polygon map, and its image

∆(R+ \ T ) =: ∆S ⊂ R2

is called the Newton polygon.
We denote the images of R◦

+ under A,∆ as A◦
S ,∆

◦
S respectively.

See Figure 7 for an example of these two maps. In the periodic case these two notions
coincide with the algebraic definitions of the amoeba map and the map to the Newton
polygon, see Table 1.

We summarize basic facts about the introduced maps, and also about (generalized) Ronkin
and surface tension functions, referring to [7] for details and proofs.

Every bounded component of R2 \ AS corresponds to a real oval Xi, i ̸= 0 and we will
denote it as Ai. Every labeled point α ∈ T gets mapped to infinity and has an associated
tentacle with asymptotic direction −(resα dζ1, resα dζ2). Let ℓα,β ⊂ X0 be the arc between
α, β ∈ T not containing any other points in T . The unbounded region of R2 \ AS with
boundary A(ℓα,β) will be denoted as Aℓα,β

. Every component of R2 \ AS is convex.
The polygon map ∆ maps any such arc ℓα,β to an integer lattice point in Z2. The image

∆S is then the convex hull of these points. The other real ovals Xi get mapped to individual
points inside ∆S . Note that these do not have to be integer points in the quasi-periodic
setup.

The two maps
A : R◦

+ → A◦
S , ∆ : R◦

+ → ∆◦
S

are diffeomorphisms. Thus (x1, x2) and (s1, s2) are global coordinates of R◦
+. The functions

ρ(P ) = ρ(x1, x2) = − 1

π
Im

∫
ℓ

ζ2dζ1 + x2s2 (17)

σ(P ) = σ(s1, s2) =
1

π
Im

∫
ℓ

ζ2dζ1 − x1s1 (18)

are called the (generalized) Ronkin function and surface tension, see [7]. Here ℓ is a path
from some fixed Q ∈ X0 to P ∈ R◦

+. The functions ρ and σ are convex on A◦
S and ∆◦

S
respectively and are Legendre dual

σ(s1, s2) = −ρ(x1, x2) + x1s1 + x2s2, (19)

or equivalently
∇σ(s1, s2) = (x1, x2), ∇ρ(x1, x2) = (s1, s2). (20)

From (20) and the fact that ∆ maps real ovals to points it can be seen that ρ can be affinely
extended to each connected component of R2 \AS . We will henceforth denote this extension
by ρ : R2 → R. The surface tension σ has singularities at all marked points.
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Object doubly periodic quasi periodic

Harnack data det(P (z, w)) = 0 {R, T }
Monodromies (z, w) (

ψ(1,0)

ψ(0,0)
,
ψ(0,1)

ψ(0,0)
)

Main differentials (dz
z
, dw
w
) (dζ1, dζ2)

Amoeba map (log |z|, log |w|) (Re ζ1,Re ζ2)
Ronkin function 1

(2πi)2

∫ ∫
T2 log |P (ex1z, ex2w)|dz

z
dw
w

− 1
π
Im
∫
ℓ
ζ2dζ1 + x2s2

Table 1. For readers familiar with the doubly periodic setup we include this
dictionary translating some of the main objects.

Remark 5. Due to the Koebe uniformization theorem every finitely connected planar domain
is conformally equivalent to a circle domain. So, we can map R+ conformally to the unit disk
with g round holes such that X0 gets mapped to S1. This along with the marked train track
parameters on S1 defines the Harnack data that we included in figures throughout this paper,
e.g. Figure 2. In these figures the canonical coordinate z encodes the complex structure of
R and we encourage the reader to think of this as the actual Riemann surface.

The height function. The face weights Wf have a natural interpretation in terms of the
height function. Any dimer configuration D induces a discrete 1-form ω via

ωD(bw) = −ωD(wb) =

{
1, if (bw) ∈ D,
0, otw.

Observe that ω has divergence d∗ωD(v) =
∑

v′∼v ωD(vv
′) of 1 at black vertices and −1 at

white vertices. Such a discrete 1-form is called a unit form.
Take a fixed unit flow ω0 and consider ω := ωD − ω0. Then ω is divergence free at all

vertices and thus the dual form ω∗ is exact, i.e. ω∗ = dh for some function hD = h : F → R.
This h is called the height function and is well defined up to a global constant. We will use
the natural reference flows ω0 = 1

4
and ω0 = 1

3
for each edge oriented from black to white

and on the square and hexagonal grid respectively. These are standard choices [40] but note
that on a finite planar graph G that is a subset of the corresponding grid the vertices on
the boundary do not have divergence ±1. Consequently the dual form ω∗ is not divergence
free around the boundary. We therefore consider a modified version of G∗ where for every
boundary edge e its dual edge e∗ is defined to go to a distinct vertex of degree 1 instead
of one vertex corresponding to the unbounded face of G. Then h is well defined on this
modification of G∗. It is independent of the choice of the dimer configuration D and thus
is deterministic around the boundary of G. Thus there is a bijection between the dimer
configurations on any planar bipartite graph and height functions on its modified dual. The
Boltzmann measure (3) expressed in terms of h then takes the form

P(h) =
W (h)

Z(G,W )
=

∏
f∈F W

h(f)
f∑

D∈D
∏

f∈F W
hD(f)
f

. (21)

For a bounded Lipschitz domain Ω ∈ R2, a set E ⊂ R2 and a function fb : ∂Ω → R one
defines the function space

LipE(Ω, fb) = {f ∈ Lip(Ω,R) | ∇f(z) ∈ E a.e., f |∂Ω = fb} .
A boundary condition fb is called feasible if this space is not empty.
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It was shown in [16] for uniform weights and then extended to doubly periodic weights
in [31, 34] that the average height function of a dimer model on a graph approximating the
domain Ω and the height function on the boundary approximating fb converges to the unique
solution of the surface tension minimization problem

argmin
f∈Lip∆S (Ω,fb)

∫
Ω

σ(∇f). (22)

This was generalized to quasi-periodic weights in [7] in a regularized sense. We will denote
the surface tension functional as Iσ(f) =

∫
Ω
σ(∇f).

The Newton polygon ∆S is only well defined up to translations and the surface tension σ
and height function h are only well defined up to affine transformations. We will henceforth
assume that our normalization yields that the height function has gradients in the Newton
polygon. Also affine transformations of σ do not alter the minimization problem (22). See [7,
Remark 38].

Boundary conditions. In this paper we will study the special cases of the Aztec diamond
and the hexagon. Classically the Aztec diamond AN is a subset of the square grid defined
by those vertices (x, y) for which |x|+ |y| ≤ N . In the limit 1

N
AN converges to the diamond

domain {(x, y) : |x|+ |y| ≤ 1}.
For weights defined on a fundamental domain of size n×n we will consider the embedding

of AnN under the normalization such that the square grid is embedded diagonally as in
Figure 5 and so that AnN converges to the domain [−1, 1]2. Under this normalization the
height function h on the boundary is a piecewise linear function defined by

∂x h|y=−1 = 0, ∂y h|x=1 = n, ∂x h|y=1 = −n, ∂y h|x=−1 = 0.

We note that the Newton polygon here is

∆ = [0, n]2 = conv((0, 0), (n, 0), (n, n), (0, n)) =: conv(a, b, c, d)

and a function f : [−1, 1]2 → R satisfies these boundary conditions if the gradient of f lies
on the appropriate parts of ∂∆. More specifically if

∇f |y=−1 ∈ ad, ∇f |x=1 ∈ dc, ∇f |y=1 ∈ cb, ∇f |x=−1 ∈ ba. (23)

Similarly we will consider the regular hexagon GN as a subset of the hexagonal grid. For
a fundamental domain of size n× n the embedding of GnN converges to

H :=
{
(u, v) ∈ [−1, 1]2 | − 1 ≤ u+ v ≤ 1

}
.

This means that the hexagons in our embedding are not regular but of the same shape as H.
This is just a global linear transform and of course does not change any statistical properties.
This embedding, however, gives convenient coordinates. Indeed, the Newton polygon here
is the triangle ∆ = conv((0, 0), (0, n), (n, 0)) =: conv(a, b, c) and in analogy to (23) we get
that a function f : H → R satisfies the hexagon boundary conditions if its gradients live on
the appropriate part of the boundary of the Newton polygon

∇f |x=±1 ∈ ac, ∇f |x+y=±1 ∈ cb, ∇f |y=±1 ∈ ba. (24)
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res α−
i α+

i β−
i β+

i

dζ1 1 -1 0 0
dζ2 0 0 1 -1
dζ3 1 1 -1 -1

Table 2. Residues of the differentials dζi for the Aztec diamond.

3. Aztec Diamond Height Function

We now study the square grid with Aztec diamond boundary conditions. To that end let
R be an M-curve with involution τ , real ovals X0, . . . , Xg and

{α, β} =
{
α±
1 , . . . , α

±
n , β

±
1 , . . . , β

±
n

}
∈ X0

the corresponding train track parameters satisfying the cyclic order property (12) and thus
defining a dimer model on the square grid as in Figure 5. We will consider the sequence of
graphs AnN embedded as described in Section 2 so that they converge in the Caratheodory
sense to the domain [−1, 1]2 with boundary conditions as in (23).

Let us introduce dζ3 as the meromorphic differential on R with poles in
{
α±
i , β

±
j

}
with

residues as in Table 2 and imaginary periods. We note that dζ3 is linearly independent of
dζ1, dζ2 as defined in (15) and for any (u, v) ∈ R2 we define the differential

dζ(u,v) = dζ = −udζ2 + vdζ1 + dζ3. (25)

When convenient we will omit the explicit dependence on (u, v) and just talk about the
differential dζ. This differential is the central piece for our construction of the map between
the spectral curve and the Aztec diamond coordinates so let us study its properties.

Remark 6. The family of differentials dζ was introduced and studied in [4] in the doubly

periodic setup. We note that in their formulation dζ = (1− u)dζ2 − (1− v)dζ1 − dζ̃3 where

dζ̃3 has resα−
i

dζ̃3 = −1, resβ−
i

dζ̃3 = 1 and 0 otherwise. This is equivalent to our setup with

dζ3 = dζ2−dζ1−2dζ̃3 giving it poles in all the train track parameter points thus symmetrizing
the formula.

A similar object though only for uniform weights was also considered in [32].

Remark 7. Note that by enlarging the fundamental domain, one can always reduce a setup
with periodically repeating α±

i , i ≤ n, β±
j , j ≤ m to the square setup n = m that we consider

here.

3.1. The KO Map and Basic Properties. In [31] a connection between doubly periodic
dimers and spectral curves was established. It was then shown in [30] that for some doubly
periodic weights and certain maximal boundary conditions there is a natural complex struc-
ture on the limiting liquid domain of the dimer model. In the case of the Aztec diamond
this complex structure is given by a diffeomorphism between R◦

+ and the liquid region. This
was described for 2× 2 periodic weights in [9] and then extended to general periodic weights
in [4]. We will introduce this map in our terms in full generality of quasi-periodic weights.

First note that τ ∗dζ = dζ and so all periods of dζ are purely imaginary. The following
trivial Lemma lets us control the number and location of its zeros.
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Lemma 8. Let dξ be a meromorphic differential satisfying τ ∗dξ = dξ with its 4n poles at{
α±
i , β

±
j

}
⊂ X0 and its residues satisfying the alternating sign structure

res
α−
i

dξ > 0, res
β+
j

dξ < 0, res
α+
i

dξ < 0, res
β−
j

dξ > 0. (26)

Then it has 2g+4n− 2 zeros. Of these, 2g lie in pairs on the inner ovals and 4(n− 1) lie in
between consecutive train track angles of the same type e.g. α+

i and α+
i+1. The last 2 zeros

can be either on a real oval or be a conjugate pair P, τP , P ∈ R◦
+.

If dξ has the same sign of residue in each of the clusters of train tracks {α−, β−, α+, β+}
but does not have the alternating sign structure (26), then all zeros of df are on the real
ovals X.

Proof. The existence of zeros on the real ovals follows simply from dξ being real with vanish-
ing periods. If dξ does not satisfy (26) then there must be at least two neighboring clusters
that share a sign. Between each such pair there must a zero of dξ on X0 thus identifying all
zeros on X. □

See Proposition 15 and Figure 8 for a geometric intepretation of these zeros applied to
dζ.

Due to Lemma 8 there can be some (u, v) for which dζ has a unique pair (P, τP ) of
conjugated zeros in R. Let P be the zero from that pair in R◦

+. Following [4] we denote the
region of such (u, v) as FS and will call this open set the liquid region, and also define the
map Ω : (u, v) ∈ FS 7→ P ∈ R◦

+. Note that for (u, v) ̸∈ [−1, 1]2 the residues of dζ(u,v) do not
have the alternating sign structure of (26) and therefore all its zeros lie on X. Therefore
FS ⊂ [−1, 1]2. The map Ω defined this way is in fact a diffeomorphism. In [4, Theorem 4.9]

this map was introduced on the amoeba as Ω̃ : AS → FS . In that formulation Ω̃ is not a
diffeomorphism due to mapping an unbounded region to a bounded one.

Proposition 9. The map Ω : FS → R◦
+ (and hence also its inverse F := Ω−1) is a

diffeomorphism.

Proof. First, assume there exists P ∈ R◦
+ such that

(−u1dζ2 + v1dζ1 + dζ3)(P ) = 0 = (−u2dζ2 + v2dζ1 + dζ3)(P ).

Then their difference gives −udζ2(P ) + vdζ1(P ) = 0. This differential, however, has non-
alternating signs of residues at the α±

i , β
±
i and thus there are two pairs of neighboring

clusters of angles with the same sign. There must be a zero between those and therefore this
differential has all of its zeros on the real ovals. Hence Ω is injective.

Now let P ∈ R◦
+ and let z be a local coordinate at P with dζi(z) = fi(z)dz, i ≤ 3. Then

dζ(P ) = 0 is equivalent to

M

(
u
v

)
:=

(
Re f2 −Re f1
Im f2 − Im f1

)(
u
v

)
=

(
Re f3
Im f3

)
.

Here all functions are evaluated at P . Surjectivity follows from detM = Im
(
f1f2

)
̸= 0.

Indeed, assume the contrary, i.e. f2
f1
(P ) ∈ R. The differential

dF = dζ2 −
f2
f1
(P )dζ1
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clearly vanished at P . But we have already seen above that it must have all of its zeros on
the real ovals X leading to a contradiction. □

Shifting the focus so that all our fundamental objects are maps from R+ we henceforth
work with F := Ω−1. Let us now deduce explicit formulas for F . First note that all
singularities of the dζi lie on the real oval X0. At α

−
i we have resα−

i
dζ1 = 1 = resα−

i
dζ3 and

therefore to compensate the pole we must have v = −1. Similar considerations at the other
singularities give

F(α−
i ) = (u,−1), F(α+

i ) = (u, 1), F(β−
i ) = (−1, v), F(β+

i ) = (1, v). (27)

At the singularities our map therefore goes to the boundary of [−1, 1]2. In Proposition 14
we will show that these are in fact tangential points.

On the liquid region FS we defined F−1 as the map to the unique zero of dζ in R◦
+.

Introducing Ri =
dζi
dζ3

and splitting dζ = 0 into real and imaginary parts we obtain

dζ = 0 ⇐⇒ vR1 − uR2 + 1 = 0

⇐⇒
(
ReR2 −ReR1

ImR2 − ImR1

)(
u
v

)
=

(
1
0

)
.

Solving this system we obtain the following

Proposition 10. The diffeomorphism F : R◦
+ → FS is given by

u =
Im(R1)

Re(R2) Im(R1)− Re(R1) Im(R2)
, v =

− Im(R2)

Re(R2) Im(R1)− Re(R1) Im(R2)
. (28)

Expression on the Real Ovals. On the real ovals both R1 and R2 are real-valued and
thus their imaginary parts vanish. We now compute the limit of (28) in this case.

To that end let z = u + iv be a local coordinate arounda real oval such that τz = z̄, i.e.

v = 0 on the real oval. In this coordinate we have dζi = fi dz and that Ri =
dζi
dζ3

= fi(z)
f3(z)

are

meromorphic functions with real coefficients.
On the holomorphicity domain of Ri on the real ovals we have power series representations

with real coefficients

R1 = a0 + a1z + . . . , R2 = b0 + b1z + . . . , ai, bi ∈ R.
Therefore Im(R1) = a1v + . . . , Im(R2) = b1v + . . . and hence Im(R1)

Im(R2)
= a1

b1
=

R′
1

R′
2
(z). Since

both Ri are real-valued, equations (28) imply

u =
R′

1

R′
1R2 −R1R′

2

, v =
R′

2

R′
1R2 −R1R′

2

.

The images of the real ovals under F are called arctic curves. Now plugging in Ri =
fi
f3

and

R′
i =

f ′if3−fif ′3
f23

we obtain

Proposition 11. An arctic curve is parametrized by

u =
f ′
1f3 − f ′

3f1
f ′
1f2 − f ′

2f1
=

∣∣∣∣f1 f3
f ′
1 f ′

3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣f1 f2
f ′
1 f ′

2

∣∣∣∣ =
W (f1, f3)

W (f1, f2)
, v =

f ′
2f3 − f ′

3f2
f ′
1f2 − f ′

2f1
=

∣∣∣∣f2 f3
f ′
2 f ′

3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣f1 f2
f ′
1 f ′

2

∣∣∣∣ =
W (f2, f3)

W (f1, f2)
, (29)
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where dζi = fi(z)dz, and W are the corresponding Wronskians.

The following Lemma shows that this expression is indeed non-singular.

Lemma 12. W (f1, f2)(P ) ̸= 0 for all P ∈ X.

Proof. Let W (f1, f2)(P ) = 0 for some P ∈ X. Then there exists (a, b) ∈ R2 such that(
f1 f2
f ′
1 f ′

2

)
(P )

(
a
b

)
= 0

and thus dζ̃ = adζ1 + bdζ2 has a double zero at P . For i ≥ 1, since
∫
Xi

dζ̃ = 0, dζ̃ must have
at least 2 distinct zeros on Xi.

Furthermore dζ̃ has at least 4(n − 1) zeros lying between angle points of the same type
as well as at least 2 zeros between two different angle types since the residue signs are not

alternating. All of these zeros are distinct and hence in total dζ̃ has at least

2 + 2g + 4(n− 1) + 2 = 2g + 4n

zeros which is a contradiction to it having 4n poles. □

This extends the bijection F to all of R+.

3.2. The Height Function. We use the map F to define what will turn out to be the
limiting height function on [−1, 1]2. Let P ∈ R+ and F(P ) = (u, v) ∈ FS . Define the
complex height function as

H(P ) = H(u, v) :=
1

π

∫
ℓ

dζ(u,v). (30)

Here ℓ ⊂ R+ is a path going from some fixed Q ∈ X0 to P . Different choices of Q alter H
by a constant. Let’s denote the real and imaginary parts as

H =
1

π
g + ih, g = Re

∫
ℓ

dζ(u,v), h = Im
1

π

∫
ℓ

dζ(u,v). (31)

Thus, due to the definition of P through dζ(u,v)(P ) = 0 we get for the partial derivatives:

∂g

∂u
= −Re

∫
ℓ

dζ2 +Re(dζ(u,v)(P )
∂P

∂u
) = −x2,

∂g

∂v
= x1

(32)

and
∂h

∂u
= Im

∫
ℓ

dζ1 +Re(dζ(u,v)(P )
∂P

∂v
) = − 1

π
y2,

∂h

∂v
=

1

π
y1. (33)

Finally, we have
∇h = (s1, s2), J∇g = (x1, x2), (34)

where J :=

(
0 1
−1 0

)
is the rotation by π

2
.

We have constructed 3 diffeomorphisms in ∆,A and F providing us with the coordinates
(s1, s2) on R◦

+ and (x1, x2), (u, v) on R+. See Figure 7 for a summary of their connections.

Lemma 13. The function h can be extended to a continuously differentiable function ĥ :
[−1, 1]2 → R by appropriate affine functions on every connected component of [−1, 1]2 \ FS .
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Proof. We know that ∆ maps the real ovals X1, . . . , Xg to distinct points inside ∆S . The
function h then has a constant gradient on F(Xi). Take some (u0, v0) ∈ F(Xi) and consider
the affine function f with ∇f = ∇h(u0, v0) and f(u0, v0) = h(u0, v0). Since the gradients of
f and h match we have f = h on F(Xi) and the extension is C1.

Every segment l of X0 that lies between two train track angles is mapped by ∆ to distinct
points in Z2 ∩ ∂∆. As we have seen in (27) the endpoints of F(l) both lie on the boundary
of [−1, 1]2 and thus distinguish a separate region Fl ⊂ [−1, 1]2 \ FS along the boundary of
which we have constant ∇h. Thus there is an affine extension again. □

Note that so defined ĥ : [−1, 1]2 → R satisfies the Aztec diamond boundary conditions as
it satisfies (23).

Theorem 2. The function ĥ : [−1, 1]2 → R is the limiting dimer height function on the
Aztec diamond with the corresponding Fock weights.

We postpone the proof to Section 5 and utilize the next section to examine some geometric
properties of H and F .

AS

R+

(x1, x2)

(s1, s2)

A

∆

∇σ∇ρ

∆S

∇h

J∇g

(u, v)

F

FS

Figure 7. Harnack data S = {R, {α±, β±}} along with the three diffeo-
morphisms F ,A,∆ and their compositions given by gradients of the func-
tions g, h, ρ, σ. Angles α± in green and β± in red. This is an example with
m = n = 2 and some angles being repeated thus leading to poles of order 2.
We stress that the data S depicted here is the actual Riemann surface used,
that is all pictures here are the result of computation and not just abstract
representations. See Section 8 for methods of computation.
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4. Geometric Properties

4.1. Parallelity and Regions. We examine geometric properties of the liquid region and
arctic curves. We begin with the parallelity property which was already observed in [4].

Proposition 14 (Parallelity property). For any P on a real oval the line through A(P )
tangent to ∂AS is parallel to the line through F(P ) tangent to ∂FS .

Proof. Henceforth all functions are evaluated at P . Recall the formulas derived in (29) and
note that for

Wi,j := W (fi, fj) =

∣∣∣∣fi fj
f ′
i f ′

j

∣∣∣∣
we have

W ′
i,j =

∣∣∣∣fi fj
f ′′
i f ′′

j

∣∣∣∣ .
By direct computation we obtain

u′ =
1

W 2
1,2

(
W ′

1,3W1,2 −W ′
1,2W1,3

)
=

1

W 2
1,2

f1 (f
′′
3 (f1f

′
2 − f ′

1f2)− f ′
3 (f1f

′′
2 − f ′′

1 f2) + f3 (f
′
1f

′′
2 − f ′′

1 f
′
2))

= f1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
f1 f2 f3
f ′
1 f ′

2 f ′
3

f ′′
1 f ′′

2 f ′′
3

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣f1 f2
f ′
1 f ′

2

∣∣∣∣2 = f1
W (f1, f2, f3)

W (f1, f2)2
=: f1A,

An equivalent calculation for v yields v′ = f2A. Thus the tangent line has the direction
(f1, f2) which is also the direction of the tangent of the amoeba at the corresponding point.

□

Remarkably, the zeros of dζ are also characterized by tangent lines.

Proposition 15. Let (u, v) ∈ [−1, 1]2 and (u1, v1) on the arctic curve such that the tangent
curve through (u1, v1) goes through (u, v). Then P1 = F−1(u1, v1) is a zero of dζ(u,v). We
call such zeros tangential, see Figure 8.

Proof. We will evaluate all functions at P1. Due to Proposition 14 the condition that (u, v)
lies on the tangent line through (u1, v1) is

v − v1
u− u1

=
f2
f1
.

This is equivalent to

f1 (W1,2v −W2,3) = f2 (W1,2u−W1,3) ⇐⇒ W1,2 (f1v − f2u) = f1W2,3 − f2W1,3.

But the right hand side is equal to∣∣∣∣f1f2 f3
f1f

′
2 f ′

3

∣∣∣∣− ∣∣∣∣f1f2 f3
f ′
1f2 f ′

3

∣∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∣ 0 f3
f1f

′
2 − f ′

1f2 f ′
3

∣∣∣∣ = −f3W1,2.

Putting this together we get
−f2u+ f1v + f3 = 0.
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□

Figure 8. All the zeros of the differential dζ(u,v). Left: For (u, v) ∈ FS
we have pair of conjugated zeros corresponding to (u, v) (red) and all other
tangential zeros (blue). Right: For (u, v) ̸∈ FS all zeros are tangential with
two extra zeros on the real oval corresponding to the zone (u, v) is in.

This together with Proposition 14 gives us a full characterization of the zeros of dζ. From
(27) we see that the orientation of X0 is reversed between A and F . Since both maps
are diffeomorphisms, it follows that also the orientations of the Xi must be reversed. All
components of R2 \ AS are convex. Due to the reversed orientation it follows that FS must
be locally convex except at cusps in the curves F(Xi) that correspond to zeros of A. Let us
now consider the components of [−1, 1]2 \ FS .

First, let ℓ(α±
i ,α

±
i+1)

be the arc of X0 between α±
i and α±

i+1 not containing any other labeled

points. Only the endpoints of F(ℓ(α±
i ,α

±
i+1)

) satisfy v = ±1. This arc therefore separates a

connected region Q ⊂ [−1, 1]2 \FS . Since the curve is horizontal at both α±
i and α±

i+1 and it
goes through a π rotation as seen from the amoeba, there must be at least one cusp along it.
The number of tangential points in a region like this with k cusps is k + 2. Furthermore for
any (u, v) ∈ Q there are exactly 3 zeros of dζ(u,v) on ℓ(α±

i ,α
±
i+1)

. Thus according to Proposition

15 there must be exactly one cusp and all zeros are tangential. The same argument holds
for any arc ℓ(β±

i ,β
±
i+1)

. Following [1] we call regions of this type quasi-frozen and denote the

collection of them as Q.
For ℓ(α±

m,β
∓
1 ) or ℓ(β±

n ,α
±
1 ) the two endpoints get mapped by F to a horizontal and a vertical

tangential boundary point respectively. In this case for any (u, v) in the region F that is
separated by this arc dζ has exactly 2 zeros on ℓ(α±

m,β
∓
1 ) and thus no cusps are present. We

call regions like this frozen and denote the set of all frozen regions as F .
The image of Xi under F for i ̸= 0 bounds a topological disk Gi in [−1, 1]2 \ FS . Under

reversal of orientation and following Proposition 14 there must be at least 4 cusps in F(Xi).
For any (u, v) ∈ Gi there are 4 zeros of dζ on Xi. Therefore there are exactly 4 cusps and
again all zeros are tangential. We call the Gi gas regions and denote their collection as G .

For a frozen region F(α,β) = F ∈ F or quasi-frozen region Q(α,β) = Q ∈ Q corresponding
to ℓ(α,β) for some neighboring points α, β on X0 we will denote the corresponding unbounded
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component ofAc
S asA(α,β) orAQ and the corresponding point on the boundary of the Newton

polygon as ∆(α,β) or ∆Q. Similarly for the gas bubble Gi we denote the corresponding bubble
in the amoeba as Ai and the point in the inside of the Newton polygon as ∆i.

We obtain a decomposition of the Aztec diamond into its liquid, frozen, quasi-frozen and
gas regions

[−1, 1]2 = FS ∪
⋃
F∈F

F ∪
⋃
Q∈Q

Q ∪
⋃
G∈G

G. (35)

Note that all regions are open sets, and intersections of their closures are the arctic curves,
see Figure 9 for an illustration of the introduced notations.

α−
1

β−
1

β−
2

β+
1

α−
2

α+
1

FS

GiF(β−
2 ,α+

1 )

Q(β−
1 ,β−

2 )

α−
1

α+
1

α−
2

β−
2β−

1

β+
1

AS

Ai

A(α−
1 ,α−

2 )

A(α−
2 ,β−

1 )

Figure 9. All zones of the dimer (left) and the amoeba (right).

The following corollary gives a full geometric description of the zeros of dζ.

Corollary 16. For all (u, v) ∈ [−1, 1]2 the differential dζ(u,v) has two tangential zeros (see
Proposition 15) on every Xi, i = 1, . . . , g and one tangential zero on every arc corresponding
to a quasi-frozen region. Additionally to this

• for (u, v) ∈ FS the differential dζ has a zero at P := F−1(u, v) ∈ R◦
+ and its conjugate

τP .
• for (u, v) ∈ [−1, 1]2 \ FS the differential dζ has two distinct tangential zeros on the
boundary of the corresponding connected component of [−1, 1]2 \ FS .

• For (u, v) on one of the arctic curves ∂FS the differential dζ has a double zero on
the component of X corresponding to (u, v).

See Figure 11 for an illustration of all 3 types of zones.

4.2. Divergence and Burgers equations. The main reason for defining dζ the way we
did in (25) is that then (x1, x2) and (y1, y2) define divergence free fields with respect to (u, v).

Proposition 17. Let (u, v) ∈ FS and (x1, x2) = A◦F−1(u, v) its coordinates in the amoeba.
Then

div(u,v) (x1, x2) :=
∂x1

∂u
+

∂x2

∂v
= 0. (36)
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Similarly for the coordinates (y1, y2) we have

div(u,v) (y1, y2) :=
∂y1
∂u

+
∂y2
∂v

= 0. (37)

Proof. Let P (u, v) = F−1(u, v). Differentiating dζ(P (u, v)) = 0 we obtain

d (dζ(P ))
∂P

∂u
− dζ2(P ) = 0, d (dζ(P ))

∂P

∂v
+ dζ1(P ) = 0. (38)

We have d (dζ(P )) ̸= 0 since P is a simple zero. From (38) we get

dζ1(P )
∂P

∂u
+ dζ2(P )

∂P

∂v
= 0. (39)

Finally this implies

∂x1

∂u
+

∂x2

∂v
= Re

(
dζ1(P )

∂P

∂u
+ dζ2(P )

∂P

∂v

)
= 0.

The argument for (y1, y2) is the same. □

Remark 18. Equation (39) is equivalent to the Burgers equation given by
∂P
∂u
∂P
∂v

= −dζ2(P )

dζ1(P )
. (40)

This was introduced and studied in [30].

Corollary 19. Let (u, v) ∈ FS . Then h satisfies

div (∇σ(∇h(u, v))) = 0. (41)

Similarly, g satisfies
div (J∇ρ(J∇g(u, v))) = 0. (42)

Proof. The derivatives are taken in the variables div(u,v)
(
∇σ(s1,s2)(∇(u,v)h)

)
. Formulas (41)

and (42) follow directly from Proposition 17 and (32), (33). □

Remarkably the divergence free property Proposition 36 extends to the real ovals via the
tangential zeros from Proposition 15.

Proposition 20. For z = (u, v) ∈ [−1, 1]2 let z1 = (u1, v1) ∈ ∂FS be on the arctic curve
such that the tangent curve through (u1, v1) goes through (u, v). Let P1 = P1(u, v) be the
corresponding point on one of the real ovals continuously depending on (u, v). Then

div(u,v) A(P1) = 0.

Proof. Let z̃ be a variation of z and z2 the tangency point of the line through z̃, see Fig. 10.
Denote by wi = A ◦ F−1(zi) the points on the amoebas boundary corresponding to zi. In
the limit z̃ → z we have z2 → z1 and w2 → w1 with w2 − w1 tangent to the amoeba at w1.

Choose the orthonormal basis (e1, e2) such that e1||(z1 − z) and parametrize w2 − w1 =
te1 + ne2. Due to the parallelity property Proposition 14 w2 − w1 infinitesimally varies in
the direction of e1 only, thus both directional derivatives of n vanish ∂e1n = ∂e2n = 0. On
the other hand, variation of z̃ in the direction e1 does not change the tangency point z1, and
thus ∂e1t = ∂e1n = 0. Finally, this yields

div(u,v) A(P1) = ∂e1t+ ∂e2n = 0.

□
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z
z̃

z1

z2

e1
e2

FS

AS

w1

w2

Figure 10. Point z and its perturbation z̃ along with corresponding tangen-
tial zeros z1, z2 and their amoeba maps w1, w2.

Integrating this vector field then defines a function with gradients living on the real ovals
of the amoeba. This is a linear extension along any tangential line.

Corollary 21. Let z = (u, v) ∈ [−1, 1]2 and z1 ∈ ∂FS such that the tangential line to the
arctic curve through z1 goes through z with P1 = F−1(z1). Here z1 changes continuously with
z. The function

g̃(z) := g(z1) + ⟨∇g(z1), z − z1⟩
then satisfies

J∇g̃(z) = J∇g(z1) = A(P1).

5. Proof of Surface Tension Minimization

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem 2. That is we show that the function
ĥ constructed in Section 3 is the global surface tension minimizer for the Aztec diamond
boundary conditions.

In [30] solutions to this minimization problem for the hexagonal lattice were constructed.
The proof utilizes algebraic methods and is unfortunately incomplete. It works only for
the spectral curve P (z, w) = z + w + 1 which corresponds to uniform weights, see [1] for
a discussion of the limitations. Limit shapes for the Aztec diamond with doubly periodic
weights were fully described in [4]. The method of proof here relies on a bijection of the
dimer model to the non-intersecting paths model. It is unclear how to extend this approach
to other graphs. In [1] a purely variational approach is taken and sufficient conditions are
derived for a function to be the minimizer for a general set of boundary conditions. The
argument here works only for the genus 0 case.

We work in full generality of quasi-periodic weights and utilize similar techniques to [1]
extending the construction to arbitrary genus. The key ingredient for our argument is
an extension of g in (31) to the gas bubbles and frozen zones utilizing Corollary 20. We
stress that our proof is purely variational so does not utilize any special knowledge about
the underlying graph. In particular no translations to other models are needed and no
information about the inverse Kasteleyn matrix is required. This allows for flexibility as our
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construction can then be directly extended to the hexagon, see Section 7, and possibly other
cases.

We start the proof of Theorem 2 by recalling that uniqueness of the minimizer of (22)
follows from strict convexity of σ on ∆◦

S , see [39, Proposition 4.5]. The Euler-Lagrange
equation for (22) is

div(∇σ(∇f)) = 0. (43)

Here the differentiation in (43) is to be understood with respect to the coordinates

div(u,v)(∇(s1,s2)σ(∇(u,v)f)) = 0.

Since the surface tension σ in dimer problems is not differentiable at singularities corre-
sponding to gas and frozen points, this does not give a general condition for a function to be
the unique minimizer. The minimizer can be characterized in terms of Gâteaux derivatives.

Recall that the Gâteaux derivative of the functional Iσ in the direction u− f is given by

dIσ[f ; u− f ] :=

∫
Ω

dσ (∇f ; ∇u−∇f) ,

where for p, p0 ∈ ∆,

dσ(p0; p− p0) := lim
t→0+

σ ((1− t)p0 + tp)− σ(p0)

t

is a one-sided directional derivative of σ at p0 in the direction p− p0.

Lemma 22. A function f ∈ Lip∆S
(Ω, fb) is the minimizer of Iσ if and only if

dIσ[f ; u− f ] ≥ 0 ∀u ∈ Lip∆S
(Ω, fb).

Proof. By convexity of Lip∆S
(Ω, fb) and σ we have that for any t ∈ [0, 1] the function

f + t(u− f) is in Lip∆S
(Ω, fb) and

Iσ(u) ≥ Iσ(f) +
Iσ(f + t(u− f))− Iσ(f)

t
.

Taking the limit t → 0+ then yields

Iσ(u) ≥ Iσ(f) + dIσ[f ;u− f ],

and the claim follows. □

From convexity of σ it is clear that

dσ(p0; p− p0) ≥ ⟨p∗, p− p0⟩ ∀p∗ ∈ ∂σ(p0) (44)

where ∂σ is the subgradient of σ. Due to the Legendre duality (20) the subgradient of σ is
well understood and is given by

∂σ(p0) =

 (x1, x2) for p0 = (s1, s2) ∈ ∆◦
S

A(α,β) for p0 = ∆(α,β)

Ai for p0 = ∆i.
(45)

That is, for the conical singularities at the points corresponding to the frozen and gas phases,
the subgradient is given by the corresponding connected component of R2 \ AS . In ∆◦

S the
subgradient agrees with the gradient.

We apply Lemma 22 to ĥ. The following Proposition gives a sufficient condition for
a function to be the global surface tension minimizer, see [1, Proposition 8.1]. This is a
generalization of the Euler-Lagrange equation (43) in terms of subgradients.
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Proposition 23. The function ĥ ∈ Lip∆S
(Ω, hb) is the surface tension minimizer if there

exists a continuous ĝ : Ω → R for which ∇ĝ exists almost everywhere with

• J∇ĝ(z) ∈ ∂σ(∇ĥ(z)) for almost all z ∈ Ω.
• ∇ĝ ∈ L2(Ω).

Proof. Let u ∈ Lip∆(Ω, hb). Using (44) we then have for φ ∈ C∞
c (Ω) that

dIσ[ĥ; u− ĥ] ≥
∫
Ω

〈
J∇ĝ,∇u−∇ĥ

〉
=

∫
Ω

〈
J∇ĝ,∇φ

〉
+

∫
Ω

〈
J∇ĝ,∇u−∇ĥ−∇φ

〉
.

Since φ is smooth, its mixed second derivaties agree and we obtain for the first summand∫
Ω

⟨J∇ĝ,∇φ⟩ =
∫
Ω

〈
ĝ, div J−1∇φ

〉
= 0.

For the second summand we apply the Hölder inequality∣∣∣∣∫
Ω

〈
J∇ĝ,∇u−∇ĥ−∇φ

〉∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥∥∥J∇ĝ
∥∥∥
2

∥∥∥∇u−∇ĥ−∇φ
∥∥∥
2
.

The first factor is finite by assumption. Note that u− ĥ is Lipschitz and has zero boundary
conditions and therefore is in the Sobolev space W 1,2

0 (Ω) = C∞
c (Ω). We can thus choose φ

to be smooth with compact support to approximate u− f in W 1,2. In particular the second
factor goes to zero. Hence

dIσ[ĥ; u− ĥ] ≥ 0 ∀ u ∈ Lip∆(Ω, hb),

and Lemma 22 finishes the proof. □

The strategy to show Theorem 2 is thus to construct a function ĝ satisfying the properties
in Proposition 23. That is a function ĝ : [−1, 1]2 → R such that

• for (u, v) ∈ FS we have J∇ĝ(u, v) = (x1, x2).
• for (u, v) in a frozen or quasi-frozen region F we have J∇ĝ(u, v) lies in the corre-
sponding unbounded component of the complement of the amoeba AF .

• for (u, v) in a gas region Gi we have J∇ĝ(u, v) lies in the corresponding amoeba gas
bubble Ai.

Due to (34), g satisfies the conditions of Proposition 23 in the liquid region. This motivates
the following definition.

Definition 24. We call an extension ĝ : [−1, 1]2 → R of g : FS → R admissible if it satisfies
the conditions of Proposition 23.

We now give a construction that provides an admissible extension of g.

5.1. Extension to Frozen Regions. As we have seen in Section 4.1 there are two kinds
of frozen regions. Frozen regions in F correspond to segments ℓ(α±

m,β
±
1 ) or ℓ(β±

n ,α
∓
1 ) on X0

and contain one of the corners of [−1, 1]2. Quasi-frozen regions in Q correspond to segments
ℓ(α±

i ,α
±
i+1)

or ℓ(β±
j ,β

±
j+1)

on X0 and contain a cusp.
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z0

z1

z

α−
m

β−
1

z0

z1

z2 z

α−
iα−

i+1

z
z0

z1

z2

z3

Figure 11. Tangential zeros at the three types of components of [−1, 1]2\FS .
From left to right frozen, quasi-frozen and gas regions are shown.

For concreteness let F ∈ F be the frozen zone corresponding to ℓ(α−
m,β

−
1 ). By Corollary 16

for a point (u, v) = z ∈ F the two tangential points z0, z1 correspond to zeros of dζ(u,v), see
Figure 11. We define

g1(z) := g(z0) + ⟨∇g(z0), z − z0⟩ . (46)

This is a linear extension along each oriented tangential line and due to Corollary 21 this
defines a function with J∇g1(z) = J∇g(z0) ∈ AF .

For a quasi-frozen zone Q ∈ Q there are three tangential points z0, z1, z2 which are ordered
on X0. We take the middle one:

g1(z) := g(z1) + ⟨∇g(z1), z − z1⟩ . (47)

Lemma 25. The function ĝ := g1(z) satisfies the properties of Proposition 23 on any frozen
or quasi-frozen region.

Proof. For concreteness we consider the frozen region F corresponding to ℓ(α−
1 ,β

+
n ) and the

extension g1 of g defined by (46) where the tangential zero z0 is the one closer to α−
1 .

According to Corollary 21 we have J∇g1(z) ∈ AF = ∂σ(h(z)). Thus it remains to show
only that J∇ĝ(z) ∈ L2(F ). This is a question about the integrability of singularities of dζk.

Let z be a local coordinate on R at α−
1 with z(α−

1 ) = 0 and real on the oval. In this
coordinate the amoeba map behaves as follows:

x1 = Re ζ1(z) = log z +O(1), x2 = Re ζ2(z) = O(1), z → 0.

Consider the arctic curve at α−
1 given as the graph of a function u 7→ v(u), see Fig. 12. Then,

due to Proposition 14, the angle α is

tanα :=
dv

du
=

dζ2
dζ1

. (48)

The region F is swept by tangential rays starting on ∂F oriented away from α−
1 . Let us

compute the leading term of
∫
F
(Re(ζ1))

2dA at α−
1 i.e. at z = 0 where A is the area measure

on F . Differentiating (48) and using dζ2/dζ1(z) = z · O(1), we get dα = dr · O(1) where
r = |z|. We denote by ∆ an infinitesimal area element swept by two tangential rays, see
Figure 12. Since all the edges in ∆ are finite we have for its area:

|∆| = dA = dα · O(1).
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Further we have Re ζ1 = log r +O(1) thus yielding∫
(Re ζ1)

2dA =

∫ r0

0

log2(r)dr · O(1) = r0
(
log2(r0)− 2 log(r0) + 2

)
· O(1),

which is bounded. Hence Re ζ1 at the tangential point is in L2 on F and by an equivalent
argument the same holds true for Re ζ2. Thus J∇ĝ(z) as in (46) is in L2.

The same calculation yields this result for quasi-frozen regions Q ∈ Q. □

α

dα
∆

α−
1

β−
n

Figure 12. Infinitesimal area element ∆ defined by two closeby tangential
rays with angles differing by dα.

Remark 26. A similar extension to frozen regions was first introduced in [1] in terms of an
extension of a divergence free field. We realize this as an admissible extension of the function
g here which makes the construction slightly simpler, gives a nice geometric interpretation
and allows us to extend this method to gas regions.

5.2. Extension to Gas Regions. Now let Gi ∈ G be the gas bubble corresponding to
Xi, i ̸= 0 with boundary ∂Gi = F(Xi). The function g is defined on ∂Gi with rotated
gradients J∇g(z) = A ◦ F−1(z) ∈ ∂Ai for all z ∈ ∂Gi.

We will make use of some positivity properties of dζ. Let us fix the positive orientation on
R+ resulting in positive orientation on X0 and negative orientation on Xi, i ̸= 0 and the same
orientation of the real ovals in the amoeba. Since the map F is orientation-reversing, the gas
region Gi is oriented counter-clockwise. For two points P,Q ∈ Xi with p = F(P ), q = F(Q)
we will denote by [P,Q] the path on Xi from P to Q following our orientation as well as
[p, q] = F([P,Q]) ⊂ ∂Gi.

We fix a coordinate dz such that it is real and positive along Xi in the chosen orientation.
In this coordinate we have

dζ(u,v) = (−uf2(z) + vf1(z) + f3(z)) dz,

and the fj are real on Xi. Let q = (u, v) be a point on ∂Gi. Then

fq(z) = f(u,v)(z) := −uf2(z) + vf1(z) + f3(z)

has a double zero at Q ∈ Xi corresponding to q and two simple zeros on Xi at the points
P1, P2 that correspond to the tangency points p1, p2 on ∂Gi, see Figure 13.
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q

p2p1

P2P1

Q

Figure 13. Left: Gas bubble Gi with orientation and tangential zeros p1, p2
of dζq following orientation. Right: Uniformization of R+ along with chosen
orientation and points P1, P2, Q on Xi corresponding to p1, p2, q.

Let us compute the behaviour of fq at its double zero Q. We have fq(Q) = f ′
q(Q) = 0.

Using (29) we get for the second derivative

f ′′(Q) = −W (f1, f3)

W (f1, f2)
(Q)f ′′

2 (Q) +
W (f2, f3)

W (f1, f2)
(Q)f ′′

1 (Q) + f ′′
3 (Q) =

W (f1, f2, f3)

W (f1, f2)
(Q). (49)

Since the cusps of ∂Gi are characterized by W (f1, f2, f3) = 0 as seen in the proof of
Proposition 14, and W (f1, f2) ̸= 0 by Lemma 12 we obtain the following

Lemma 27. On a real oval of a gas region the second derivative f ′′
q (Q) changes its sign

exactly at the cusps.

Thus the sign of f ′′
q (Q) on an arc bounded by two consecutive cusps is constant. We will

call such arcs positive/negative depending on the sign of f ′′
q (Q).

Lemma 28. Let Q ∈ Xi such that f ′′
q (Q) > 0 and P1, P2 ∈ Xi the two other zeros of fq such

that the path (P2, Q, P1) follows the defined orientation as in Figure 13. Then∫ P2

Q

dζq ≤ 0,

∫ P1

Q

dζq ≥ 0.

Similarly if f ′′
q (Q) < 0, then ∫ P2

Q

dζq ≥ 0,

∫ P1

Q

dζq ≤ 0.

Proof. We know that fq switches signs at the Pi. It follows from f ′′
q (Q) > 0 that fq ≥ 0

on the arc from P1 to P2 containing Q. That is the arc from [P2, P1] following our defined
orientation. The claim follows. □

We will now use these positivity properties to construct an extension of g to Gi from its
values on the boundary ∂Gi. To this end we denote the cusps around Gi as c1, . . . , c4 in
order of our fixed orientation and C1, . . . , C4 the corresponding points on Xi. Without loss
of generality we assume that f ′′

q (Q) is positive on [C4, C1]. By Lemma 27 this implies that
f ′′
q (Q) is also positive on [C2, C3] and negative on other two arcs.
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Let p be on the positive arc [c4, c1] and consider the ray r starting at p that is tangential
to ∂Gi and oriented away from C1. Let q = F(Q) be an intersection point of r and ∂Gi, see
Fig. 14. As before, for any z ∈ r the function g1 is defined as

g1(z) = g(P ) + ⟨∇g(P ), z − p⟩ . (50)

We have

g(Q)− g1(Q) = g(Q)− g(P )− ⟨∇g(P ), q − p⟩

= Re

(∫ Q

P

dζq +

∫ P

dζq − dζp

)
− ⟨∇g(P ), q − p⟩

=

∫ Q

P

dζq + ⟨J(q − p),A(P )⟩ − ⟨∇g(P ), q − p⟩ =
∫ Q

P

dζq.

(51)

Here we used (34), and A(P ) is the amoeba map.
We assume for now that q lies on the neighboring arc [c3, c4]. Then dζq has a double zero

at Q, a zero at P due to the tangential construction and a fourth zero somewhere on [C1, C3],
see Fig: 14 left. Thus by Lemma 28 and since [C3, C4] is a negative arc, we have

g(Q)− g1(Q) =

∫ Q

P

dζq ≥ 0.

Similarly, consider a point p̃ corresponding to P̃ ∈ [C4, C1] with its tangential ray intersecting

∂Gi at q̃ corresponding to Q̃ on the positive arc [C2, C3], see Fig. 14. Then dζq̃ has a double

zero at Q̃, a zero at P̃ , and the fourth one must lie on [C3, C1] and thus again by Lemma 28
we obtain

g(Q̃)− g1(Q̃) =

∫ Q̃

P̃

dζq̃ ≥ 0.

An analogous argument gives the same inequalities for p on [c1, c2]. Similarly we define a
function g3 as in (50) as an extension along tangential rays starting at [c2, c4] and oriented
away from c3. An equivalent argument yields the same inequalities for g3.

We have thus constructed two functions g1, g3 on Gi with the following properties:
J∇gj(z) ∈ Ai ∀z ∈ Gi

g1 − g|[C4,C2]
= 0, g1 − g|[C2,C4]

≥ 0

g3 − g|[C2,C4]
= 0, g3 − g|[C4,C2]

≥ 0.
(52)

Taking

ĝ := min(g1, g3)

on Gi then yields a Lipschitz function with boundary values ĝ − g|∂Gi
= 0, and rotated

gradients existing almost everywhere and lying in Ai. These gradients are bounded.
By setting ĝ to be the described extension of g to both gas regions and frozen regions as

in Lemma 25 we have constructed a function satisfying all conditions of Proposition 23 and
Theorem 2 follows.

Remark 29. Admissible extensions ĝ of g are not unique. For gas regions we have given
an explicit construction for a maximal extension. Similarly using the other two cusps with
the extension ĝ = max(g2, g4) gives a minimal extension. Any function that lies within
the envelope of these maximal and minimal extensions while still satisfying the gradient
condition gives a possible extension for g. Similarly, on the frozen and quasi-frozen zones
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Figure 14. Gas bubble Gi with the two possible configurations of points
on [c4, c1] with signs of fq, fq̃. Left: The oriented ray starting at p ∈ [c4, c1]
intersects ∂Gi at the point q ∈ [c3, c4]. The function fq is negative on [P1, P ]

thus yielding
∫ Q
P
dζq ≥ 0. Right: The oriented ray starting at p̃ ∈ [c4, c1]

intersects ∂Gi at the point q̃ ∈ [c2, c3]. The function fq̃ is then positive on

[P̃ , P̃1] thus again yielding
∫ Q̃
P̃
dζq̃ ≥ 0.

we have provided one choice of extension but there is functional freedom there just as on the
gas regions.

By construction, the graphs of the functions g1 and g3 on gas regions are ruled surfaces that
we have shown to intersect above Gi. The locus of intersection is a collection of smooth curves
and ĝ is smooth everywhere except at those curves. Due to convexity of Ai by mollifying ĝ
locally around its non-differentiabilities we obtain a smooth extension of g that satisfies the
conditions of Proposition 23. Such a smooth extension has rotated gradients inside Ai and
not just on the real oval ∂Ai.

We note that any admissible extension ĝ satisfies the Euler-Lagrange equation

div(J∇ρ(J∇ĝ)) = 0 (53)

in the liquid region by Corollary 19. Furthermore (53) is also satisfied on the regions of
extension because ∇ρ is constant on each of them. Thus (53) is satisfied on all of [−1, 1]2

for a smooth ρ. We obtain

Theorem 3. Let ĝ : [−1, 1]2 → R be an admissible extension of g : FS → R and gb =
ĝ|∂[−1,1]2 its boundary conditions. Then ĝ is a minimizer of the magnetic tension functional

Iρ(φ) =

∫
[−1,1]2

ρ(J∇φ)

over the Sobolev space W 1,2([−1, 1]2,R) restricted to functions with boundary values gb.

The freedom of extension stems from the fact that ρ is not strictly convex on the connected
components of [−1, 1]2 \ AS . Note that the liquid region is the same for all minimizers over
the set of admissible boundary conditions.
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Remark 30. Dimer height functions and their convergence to the surface tension minimizer
ĥ have been studied extensively in the literature as we have seen above. With the magnetic
tension minimizer ĝ we have introduced a natural dual function on the level of limiting
objects. It is a very interesting problem to build an understanding for it on the discrete level.
This is an open question which is conjecturally related to an optimal gauge transformation.

6. Explicit Formulas for Isoradial Weights

Let R be an M-curve of genus 0. It can be represented as the extended complex plane
R = C ∪ {∞} with the anti-holomorphic involution τ(z) = 1

z̄
. It has only one real oval

X0 = {z ∈ C | |z| = 1}, and R◦
+ = {z ∈ C | |z| < 1}. The Harnack data are given by the

clustered numbers on the unit circle:

α±
i = eia

±
i , β±

i = eib
±
i , |α±

i | = |β±
j | = 1. (54)

The algebro-geometric approach based on Baker-Akhiezer functions [7] can be applied to
this case as well. The weights

Kα,β = α− β = eia − eib (55)

become the dimer weights on isoradial graphs [27].
The differentials are

dζk(z) = fk(z)dz, k = 1, 2, 3, dζ(u,v)(z) = f(u,v)(z)dz (56)

with

f1(z) =
m∑
i=1

(
1

z − α−
i

− 1

z − α+
i

)
,

f2(z) =
m∑
i=1

(
1

z − β−
j

− 1

z − β+
j

)
,

f3(z) =
m∑
i=1

(
1

z − α−
i

+
1

z − α+
i

− 1

z − β−
j

− 1

z − β+
j

)
,

f(u,v)(z) = −uf2(z) + vf1(z) + f3(z).

The diffeomorphism F from the open unit disc to the liquid region

R◦
+ ∋ z0 7→ (u, v) ∈ FS

is given by formulas (28). The point z0 is the only zero of f(u,v)(z) in the open unit disc.
This map can be continuously extended to the boundary |z| = 1 by formulas (29), which
gives an explicit parametrization of the arctic curve.

The height function at (u, v) ∈ FS corresponding to z0 is given by integration of f(u,v):

h(u, v) =
1

π
Im

∫ z0

f(u,v)(z)dz

=
1

π

m∑
i=1

(1 + v) arg(α−
i − z0) + (1− v) arg(α+

i − z0)

− (1 + u) arg(β−
i − z0)− (1− u) arg(β+

i − z0).
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For completeness we also derive here explicit representations for the surface tension σ in
the genus zero case, i.e. in the case when the gas phase is absent. For simplicity we consider
the case of the square grid. Computations on general isoradial graphs are similar.

We compute the surface tension given by (17). First observe that a change of the integrals
by constants ζ1 7→ ζ1+c1, ζ2 7→ ζ2+c2 changes σ by an affine function, which leads to the same
variational description, see [7, Remark 38]. We use this freedom to simplify the formulas:

ζ1(z) =
∑
i

log

(
z − α−

i

z − α+
i

)
, ζ2(z) =

∑
j

log

(
z − β−

j

z − β+
j

)
. (57)

Then the term in σ in (17) corresponding to the edge labeled by the train tracks α = α−
i

and β = β−
j is

σ(α−,β−) =
1

π

(
Im

∫ z

log
(
t− β−) dt

t− α− − log |z − α−| arg(z − β−)

)
. (58)

Here the indices i, j in notations are omitted. The lower integration limit is irrelevant since
we compute σ up to an affine function. By direct computation, which we perform up to

constant terms, we obtain with s =
α− z

α− β
:

Im

∫ z

log(t− β)
dt

t− α
− log |z − α| arg(z − β)

= Im

∫ s

log((α− β)(1− w))
dw

w
− log |z − α| arg(z − β)

=− ImLi2(s) + log |α− β| arg(α− z) + arg(α− β) log |α− z| − log |z − α−| arg(z − β−)

=− ImLi2(s)− arg(1− s) log s+ log |α− β| arg z − α

z − β
+ const. (59)

Here

Li2(z) = −
∫ z

0

log(1− t)

t
dt.

is Euler’s dilogarithm function. For computations and geometric interpretation it is more
convenient to use the closely related Bloch-Wigner function (see [5, 41])

D(z) := ImLi2(z) + arg(1− z) log |z|, (60)

where arg denotes the branch between −π and π. This is a continuous function, which is
real analytic on C\{0, 1}, and positive for Im z > 0. It vanishes on the real axis and satisfies
D(z̄) = −D(z). Moreover it possesses the following symmetry properties:

D(z) = D(1− 1

z
) = D(

1

1− z
) = −D(

1

z
) = −D(1− z) = −D(− z

1− z
). (61)

It is natural to treat this function as a function of the cross-ratio of four complex variables:

D̃(z1, z2, z3, z4) := D(z), where z = {z1, z2, z3, z4} :=
(z1 − z2)(z3 − z4)

(z2 − z3)(z4 − z1)
.

Let us consider the upper half space model of the tree dimensional hyperbolic space

H3 := {(z, t) ∈ C× R+}.
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The Bloch-Wigner function can be interpreted as the volume V of the ideal hyperbolic
tetrahedron ∆(z1, z2, z3, z4) with the vertices z1, z2, z3, z4:

V (∆(z1, z2, z3, z4)) = D̃(z1, z2, z3, z4). (62)

The symmetry relations (61) are just the transformations of the cross-ratio under the
permutations of the points of the tetrahedron. The minus sign there is due to the change
of the orientation. Since the cross-ratio is Möbius invariant, three points can be normal-

ized, and we have D̃(z1, z2, z3, z4) = D̃(z, 0, 1,∞). The volume is positive for positively
oriented tetrahedra, which correspond to tetrahedra ∆(z, 0, 1,∞) with a positively ori-
ented triangle (z, 0, 1) ⊂ C, i.e. Im z > 0. See Figure 15. For general ideal tetrahedra
∆(z1, z2, z3, z4) this is the condition for the cross-ratio Im{z1, z2, z3, z4} > 0, which is equiv-

alent to D̃(z1, z2, z3, z4) > 0.

∆

0

1

z

↑
∞

Figure 15. Ideal hyperbolic tetrahedron ∆(z, 0, 1,∞). Its volume is given
by the Bloch-Wigner function D(z), see (62).

Using the last identity from (61) we obtain from (59)

σ(α−,β−) =
1

π

(
D(

z − α−

z − β− ) + log |α− − β−| arg z − α−

z − β−

)
= − 1

π

(
V (z, α−, β−,∞) + ϕ1λ1

)
,

where ϕ1 is the dihedral angle at the edge (z,∞) and λ1 = log |α− − β−| is the logarithmic
length of the corresponding edge. Same formulas hold true for the other three combinations
(α+, β−), (α−, β+), (α+, β+) in (58). In particular,

σ(α+,β−) = − 1

π

(
V (z, β−, α+,∞) + ϕ2λ2

)
,
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where ϕ2 is the dihedral angle of ∆(z, β−, α+,∞) at the edge (z,∞) and λ2 = log |α+−β−|.
Note that the pairs (α−, β−) and (β−, α+), see Fig. 5, correspond to the same orientation of
the train tracks introduced in Fig. 4 as (α, β). We conclude with the following theorem.

Theorem 4. The surface tension function is given by the sum over the edges of the graph
G

σ(z) =
1

π

∑
e∈E(G)

D(
z − α

z − β
) + log |α− β| arg z − α

z − β
= (63)

− 1

π

∑
e∈E(G)

V (z, α, β,∞) + ϕ(e)λ(e), (64)

where α, β ∈ C, |α| = |β| = 1 are labels of the train tracks of the edge e arranged as in
Fig. 4, D(z) is the Bloch-Wigner function (60), V is the volume of the corresponding ideal
hyperbolic tetrahedron ∆(z, α, β,∞) with the dihedral angle ϕ(e) at the edge (z,∞), and
λ(e) = log |α− β| is the logarithmic length of the corresponding edge.

This theorem holds true for general isoradial graphs G. It can be proven by the same
computation, using the multidimensional consistency of the Dirac operators on quad graphs,
see [7].

Remark 31. For unitary arguments one has

D(e2iθ) = ImLi2(e
2iθ) = 2L(θ),

where L(θ) = −
∫ θ
0
log 2 sin tdt is the Lobachevsky function. So, substituting z = 0 to (63) we

recover Kenyon’s formula [27] for the normalized determinant of the discrete Dirac operator
for isoradial embeddings

σ(e, z = 0) =
2

π
(L(θ) + θ log 2 sin θ),

where 2θ = β − α.

The functional given by (63,64) is closely related to the functionals describing discrete
conformal mappings [8].

See Figure 16 for some genus 0 examples of configurations and arctic curves.

7. Hexagonal Case

We now consider the case of the hexagon. For this let GN be a subset of the regular
hexagonal lattice with side lengths N,N,N and filled with copies of a fundamental domain
of size n×n with doubly periodically repeating train track parameters as in (6) and embedded
as described in Section 2.

Just as the Aztec diamond this is a classical and extensively studied problem. Dimer
configurations on GN are in bijection to boxed plane partitions of size N providing deep
connections to combinatorics. The classical result computing the number of boxed plane
partitions or equivalently the partition function for of the dimer model on GN with uniform
weights was first obtained in [36]. In [17] a description of the limit shape under uniform
weights was given. To our knowledge a (close to) complete description of limit shapes for
(quasi) periodic weights on the hexagon does not exist to this date. We provide one in this
section.
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Figure 16. Two genus 0 dimer configurations along with predicted arctic
curves. The dimer models are populated with isoradial weights (55) defined
through the Harnack data depicted above them. All the involved differentials
can be computed through rational functions. Left: Aztec diamond along with
its spectral data

{
R+,

{
α±
i , β

±
j

}}
given for a 3 × 3 domain with triple train

tracks at the green points and simple ones at the red ones. Right: Hexagon

with its spectral data
{
R̂+,

{
α±
i , β

±
j , γ

±
l

}}
given for a 2×2 domain. We recall

that this is already the double cover with branch point 0 of the spectral curve
R that defines the weights.

We begin with an informal discussion pointing out some differences between the case of
the hexagon and the Aztec diamond. For simplicity let us consider uniform weights on the
square lattice, i.e. R+ = D with the train track parameters being 4th roots of unity. On the
square lattice there are 4 different frozen Gibbs measures corresponding to the 4 different
types of regular brickwork patterns or equivalently the four corners of the Newton polygon.
We find one of these brickwork patterns in each of the 4 corners of the Aztec diamond giving
a one-to-one correspondence.

On the hexagonal lattice with uniform weights there are 3 frozen Gibbs measures that
correspond to the 3 different lozenges that exist and the 3 corners of the Newton polygon
(which is a triangle in this case). The Hexagon GN however, has 6 corners with boundary
conditions such that opposite corners should house the same kind of frozen region. Indeed
as is seen in simulations and was first shown in [17] the arctic curve for this case is a circle,
yielding 3 pairs of frozen regions. Since the limit shape generically is C1 as seen in [39], in the
neighborhood of these frozen regions hmust have a slope in the corresponding neighborhoods
of the corners of the Newton polygon. Therefore one should not expect a one-to-one mapping
between R+ and the liquid region. For uniform weights this turns out to be a two-to-one
map and we will dedicate this section to constructing it for arbitrary quasi-periodic weights.

The challenge here is that starting with Harnack data S = {R, T } defining the weights

one needs to find a double cover R̂ from which a one-to-one map to the liquid region can
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res α−
i β−

i γ−
i α+

i β+
i γ+

i

dζ1 1 0 -1 1 0 -1
dζ2 0 1 -1 0 1 -1
dζ3 1 -1 1 -1 1 -1

Table 3. Residues of the differentials dζi for the regular hexagon.

then be constructed. In full generality this is a hard problem and is further complicated for
more general domains where a more complicated covering structure should be found [30].

Keeping in line with the philosophy of treating the reverse problem we put the double
cover R̂ at the center of our construction and start with it as given data. The map F to
the dimer domain is then defined in the same way as for the Aztec diamond but now lives
on R̂ and maintains all the same properties. There are two separate cases to consider here.
The case of ramified and unramified coverings. Both can indeed appear for some choice of
weights. By exploiting the symmetries of the hexagon we present the corresponding Schottky
models allowing for computation, see Section 8.

7.1. Ramified Cover. Let R̂ be an M-curve of genus ĝ = 2g with antiholomorphic invo-
lution τ fixing the real ovals X̂ =

⋃2g
i=0 X̂i that split R̂ into the two halves R̂+, R̂−. Let π

be a holomorphic involution with two fixed points P0 ∈ R̂+, τP0 ∈ R̂− which maps X̂i onto
X̂i+g for 1 ≤ i ≤ g and maps X0 onto itself. We have a double cover p : R̂ → R = R̂/π with
branch points P0, τP0.

Let now S = {R, {α, β, γ}} be a Harnack data with differentials dζ1, dζ2 on R as in

(16). Their pullback to R̂ defines π-symmetric differentials. The preimage of every point in

{α, β, γ} consists of two points on X̂0. We will denote these as {α±, β±, γ±} where we order

them such that on X̂0 we have the cyclic order

α−
i < β−

j < γ−
k < α+

i < β+
j < γ+

k < α−
i , ∀i, j, k. (65)

The pullback of S under p is the Harnack data Ŝ :=
{
R̂, {α±, β±, γ±}

}
.

Definition 32. We define dζ3 to be the differential on R̂ with residues as in Table 3 and
purely imaginary periods. We call the Harnack data Ŝ admissible if dζ3(P0) = 0.

Note that on R̂ we have the antisymmetry π∗dζ3 = −dζ3 and the symmetries π∗dζi =
dζi, i ≤ 2. Thus while dζ1, dζ2 are defined on R, the differential dζ3 is well defined only on
the double cover R̂.

The Fock weights that GN is populated with are determined purely from S and hence do
not depend on any boundary condition considerations.

Remark 33. As in Remark 5 we fix a Schottky uniformization for Riemann surface R̂
such that R̂+ is mapped to the unit disk with 2g round disks removed so that X0 is mapped
to the unit circle and P0 is mapped to 0 so that the holomorphic involution is given by
πz = −z. This uniformization data along with the clustered points on the unit circle is the
actual Harnack data Ŝ. As in the case of the Aztec diamond all described objects can be
numerically computed, see Section 8.



38 ALEXANDER I. BOBENKO AND NIKOLAI BOBENKO

Henceforth we assume that Ŝ is admissible. Analogously to (25) we consider the family
of differentials

dζ(u,v) = dζ = −udζ2 + vdζ1 + dζ3. (66)

For any (u, v) ∈ R2 the differential dζ has 6n poles on R̂ and hence also has 6n+ 4g − 2
zeros. Again due to being real on the real ovals we know that there are at least two zeros
on each X̂i, i ≥ 1, hence a total of 4g zeros. Furthermore there is one zero between any two
train track points of the same type as they have the same residue, accounting for a total
of 6(n − 1) zeros. Note that dζ1(P0) = dζ2(P0) = 0 due to the symmetry and dζ3(P0) = 0
by admissibility and thus dζ(P0) = dζ(τP0) = 0. This again leaves us with one pair of free
zeros. We define the liquid region FŜ ⊂ R2 to be the open set of (u, v) such that the free

zeros of dζ(u,v) are P ∈ R̂◦
+ and τP . Then again in analogy to Proposition 9 we have

Proposition 34. The map F : R̂◦
+ → FŜ is a diffeomorphism.

Note that we have an alternating sign structure of residues for dζ3 and thus also for dζ(u,v)
with

(u, v) ∈ H =
{
(u, v) ∈ [−1, 1]2 | − 1 ≤ u+ v ≤ 1

}
.

For any (u, v) ̸∈ H the alternating sign structure is not preserved and we hence have that
the two free zeros of dζ are on X0. Thus FŜ ⊂ H.

The arguments from Sections 3 and 4 can be directly applied to this setup with R̂ now
being the Riemann surface where dζ is defined. The following results are immediate.

• All marked train track points get mapped to the boundary of H, see (27).
• The formulas (29) for (u, v) hold.
• The parallelity property from Proposition 14 is preserved.
• We have a decomposition of H into FŜ and frozen, quasi-frozen as well as gas regions
like in (35). The latter are now in two-to-one correspondence to the marked points
on the Newton polygon ∆S .

• Each gas, quasi-frozen and frozen region has 4, 1 and 0 cusps respectively.
• All zeros of dζ on R̂ are given by the tangential zeros and for (u, v) ∈ FŜ a pair of
conjugated points, see Corollary 16.

• The maps A ◦ F−1 and J∆ ◦ F−1 again define divergence-free fields on FŜ , see
Proposition 17. Furthermore A◦F−1 defines a divergence-free field for the tangential
zeros, see Proposition 20.

Like in (30) we again define the complex height function

H(P ) = H(u, v) :=
1

π

∫
ℓ

dζ(u,v) =:
1

π
g + ih

where ℓ is a path on R̂+ going from a fixed Q ∈ X̂0 to P = F−1(u, v).
It then again follows immediately from the same arguments as in Sections 4 and 5 that

• On FŜ we have ∇h(u, v) = (s1, s2), J∇g(u, v) = (x1, x2), see (34).
• h can be affinely extended to each component of H \ FŜ resulting in the extension

ĥ ∈ C1(H) which satisfies the hexagon boundary conditions (24), see Lemma 13.
• g can be extended to an admissible extension ĝ : H → R, see Proposition 23 and
Definition 24. This construction is the exact same as presented in Section 5 and still
allows the same functional freedom, see Remark 29.
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R̂+

F /π
R+

∇σ∇ρ

(x1, x2)

(s1, s2)

∇h

J∇g

FŜ

Figure 17. Double cover R̂+ with branch point at z = 0 along with R+,
its factorization by πz = −z. The diffeomorphisms F is now defined on R̂+,
while A,∆ are maps from R+. Their compositions given by gradients of the
functions g, h, ρ, σ. Admissible angles α± in green and β± in red and γ± in
blue. This is an example with n = 2 and some angles being repeated thus
leading to poles of order 2. Note that R that defines the weights is of genus
1 but due to the double cover there are two gas bubbles that appear in FŜ .
We have applied a linear transformation to the dimer domain H to obtain the
regular hexagon shape. All pictures here are real results of computation and
not just abstract representations. In particular the z coordinate in the picture
of R̂+ defines the conformal structure of the Riemann surface.

Finally we obtain that the constructed extended functions h, ĝ are indeed the minimizers
of the surface tension and magnetic tension functionals. In particular h is the limiting dimer
height function on the hexagon.

Theorem 5. Let S = {R, T } be Harnack data with point P0 ∈ R+ such that dζ3 on the

double cover R̂ which is two copies of R glued along [P0, τP0] satisfies dζ3(P0) = 0. We
consider the dimer model on the hexagon with weights defined by S.

Let hb be the hexagon boundary conditions. Then the function ĥ is the minimizer of

Iσ(φ) =

∫
H
σ(∇φ)

over the space Lip∆S
(H, hb) and thus the limiting dimer height function on the hexagon.
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Figure 18. Two samples on different skewed hexagon domains along with
calculated arctic curves. Left: R̂ has genus ĝ = 2 and there are double poles
at α±, β±. Right: R̂ has genus ĝ = 0 and there are double poles at α±, β±.

Furtermore if ĝ : H → R is an admissible extension of g : FŜ → R with boundary
conditions gb, then ĝ is a minimizer of the magnetic tension functional

Iρ(φ) =

∫
H
ρ(J∇φ)

over the Sobolev space W 1,2(H,R) restricted to functions with boundary conditions gb.

Remark 35. For simplicity we provided an exposition for the regular hexagon here. This
approach, however, extends to all hexagons of the form

H = {(u, v) | |u| ≤ a, |v| ≤ b, |u+ v| ≤ c} .
The differential dζ3 then has the residues

res
α−
i

dζ3 = − res
α+
i

dζ3 = a, res
β+
i

dζ3 = − res
β−
j

dζ3 = b, res
γ−k

dζ3 = − res
γ+k

dζ3 = c.

See Figure 18 for an example.

7.2. Unramified Cover. Let R̂ be an M-curve of genus ĝ = 2g − 1, g ≥ 1 with anti-
holomorphic involution τ fixing the set of real ovals X̂ = X̂0 ∪ X̂1 ∪ . . .∪ X̂ĝ which separates

R̂ into connected components R̂+, R̂−. Further let π be a holomorphic involution that maps
X̂0 to X̂0, X̂1 to X̂1 and X̂n to X̂n+g, 2 ≤ n ≤ g. We have an unramified double cover

p : R̂ → R = R̂/π of the M-curve R of genus g with real ovals Xk = p(X̂k), k = 0, . . . , g
and ramification cycles X0, X1.

We denote the real ovals ofR such that p−1X0 = X̂0, p
−1X1 = X̂1 and p−1Xn = X̂n∪X̂n+g,

2 ≤ n ≤ g. R̂ is an unramified covering of R with ramified cycles X0, X1.
We assume that S = {R, {αi, βj, γl}} with i, j, l ≤ n is a Harnack data, that is that the

chosen train track angles satisfy the clustering condition (13) and denote their preimages as{
α±
i , β

±
j , γ

±
l

}
⊂ X̂0 such that they again satisfy (65).
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Definition 36. We call the Harnack data Ŝ =
{
R̂,
{
α±
i , β

±
j , γ

±
l

}}
admissible if there ex-

ist three distinct pairs of points (Ri, πRi), i = 1, 2, 3 on X̂1 such that dζ3 defined as the
meromorphic differential with imaginary periods and residues as in Table 3 satisfies∫ πRi

Ri

dζ3 = 0.

For admissible Ŝ we again consider the family of differentials

dζ = dζ(u,v) = −udζ2 + vdζ1 + dζ3.

Remark 37. We choose a convenient uniformization by mapping R̂+ to D with a removed
central round disk bounded by X̂1 and centrally symmetric pairs of round circles X̂n = −X̂n+g,
2 ≤ n ≤ g. See Remarks 5 and 33.

Under this uniformization we have πz = −z and thus centrally symmetric train track
parameters α̂−

i = −α̂+
i . We fix the mathematically positive orientation on R̂+, thus X̂1 is

oriented clockwise and ∂G1 counterclockwise. For considerations on X̂1 = rS1 we fix the
polar coordinate z = re−iθ, θ ∈ [0, 2π). We then have

dζ(z) = f(z)dz = −izf(z)dθ =: f̃(θ)dθ

with real-valued f̃ on X̂1. Recall that dζ3 = dζ(0,0) and we denote f̃3 as the corresponding

function on X̂1.

The critical points of the integral
∫ πQ
Q

dζ3 are exactly the zeros of dζ3:

d

dθ

(∫ θ+π

θ

f̃3(θ)dθ

)
= f̃3(θ + π)− f̃3(θ) = −2f̃3(θ). (67)

Hence we obtain

Corollary 38. For admissible data, dζ3 has 6 zeros on X̂1.

Proof. It must have at least 6 zeros by Definition 36 but also no more than 6 due to a simple
counting of poles. □

Lemma 39. The set of admissible Harnack data is not empty for any genus g.

Proof. Consider the case of ĝ = 1 with the uniformization from Remark 37. Pick symmetric
angles

α̂±
i = ±1, β̂±

j = ±ei
π
3 , γ̂±

l = ±ei
2π
3 .

Then dζ3 has the symmetry
−dζ3(z) = dζ3(e

iπ
3 z).

We thus have 3 points Ri ∈ X̂1 with∫ πR1

R1

dζ3 =

∫ πR2

R2

dζ3 =

∫ πR3

R3

dζ3 = 0.

Small perturbations of the data preserve this property. This includes perturbations adding
small holes in R̂+ thus extending existence to g > 1. □

Definition 36 is an open condition and thus minor perturbations of admissible data remain
admissible. See subsection 7.4 for a discussion on parameter counts.

We now work towards a definition of the KO-map in the unramified case.
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Definition 40. We say that (u, v) ∈ H is in

• the liquid region FŜ if dζ has 4 distinct zeros on X̂1 and a complex zero P ∈ R̂◦
+.

• a frozen region Fℓ if dζ has 4 distinct zeros on X̂1 and two zeros on the arc ℓ ⊂ X̂0

bounded by two neighboring clusters of train track angles.
• a quasi-frozen region Qℓ if dζ has 4 distinct zeros on X̂1 and 3 zeros on the arc ℓ ⊂ X̂0

that is bounded by two angles of the same type.
• the gas region Gn, n ≥ 2 if dζ has 4 zeros on X̂1 and 4 distinct zeros on X̂n.
• the gas region G1 if dζ has 6 distinct zeros on X̂1.

We denote by F ,Q,G the sets of all frozen, quasi-frozen and gas regions respectively.

Because we require all zeros to be distinct in these definitions, all these regions are open
sets.

In general dζ has 6n + 2ĝ − 2 zeros of which 2ĝ − 2 are located in distinct pairs on
X̂2, . . . , X̂ĝ. Furthermore the residue of dζ at angles within each cluster is equal and thus

there is a zero between any two points of the same cluster on X̂0 for a total of 6(n − 1)
distinct zeros. The remaining 6 zeros determine the region we are in.

The arctic curves are then defined as follows:

• Let F ∈ F ∪ Q be a frozen or quasi-frozen region corresponding to the arc ℓ. The
curve FŜ ∩ F is characterized by the fact that dζ has 4 distinct zeros on X̂1 and a
double zero on ℓ.

• For (u, v) ∈ FŜ ∩Gn, n ≥ 2 the differential dζ has 4 distinct zeros on X̂1 and a double

zero on X̂n.
• For (u, v) ∈ FŜ ∩ G1 the differential dζ has a double zero on X̂1 as 4 more distinct

zeros on X̂1.

Proposition 41. The map Ω : FŜ → R̂◦
+ that maps (u, v) to the unique zero P ∈ R̂◦

+ of
dζ(u,v) is a diffeomorphism.

Proof. To show is that Ω is injective. Let dζ(u1,v1) and dζ(u2,v2) have the same complex zero

P ∈ R̂◦
+. Then dξ := dζ(u1,v1) − dζ(u2,v2) is an even differential vanishing at P, i.e.

dξ(P ) = 0, π∗dξ = dξ.

Therefore it also vanishes at τP, πP and τπP and thus has 4 complex zeros. Note that dξ
is defined on R. It must have at least 2 zeros on X1 and thus has at least 4 zeros on X̂1

due to the covering structure. It also has 2 zeros on each X̂n, n ≥ 2 and since the signs
of residues of the angle clusters are not alternating there at least 2 zeros on X̂0 between
clusters. Further we have 6(n− 1) zeros coming from within the clusters. This yields a total
of

2(ĝ − 1) + 6(n− 1) + 4 + 4 = 2ĝ + 6n+ 2

zeros which is 2 too many as dξ has 6n poles giving us a contradiction. □

Repeating the same arguments as in Section 4 we obtain the parallelity property like
Proposition 14.

Corollary 42. The arctic curves are smooth everywhere but at finitely many points. The
tangent line at (u, v) on an arctic curve is parallel to the tangent at the point A(Q) of the
amoeba where Q is the double zero of dζ(u,v).
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Corollary 43. The arctic curve ∂G1 has 6 cusps. For every other gas region the arctic
curve ∂Gn, n ≥ 2 has 4 cusps.

Proof. We use an argument similar to [4]. Due to X̂1 covering X1 twice and the parallelity
property Corollary 42, going around ∂G1 once corresponds to going around the oval A1 of
the amoeba twice with opposite orientations.

Along this path the tangential vector to the amoeba rotates by 4π. The tangential vector
to ∂G1 rotates by

−2π = 4π − πC

where C is the number of cusps along the way. Therefore there are 6 cusps. Similarly we
only wind once around all other ovals Xn, n ≥ 2 and therefore have 4 cusps. □

Corollary 44. For (u, v) ∈ R2 \G1 the differential dζ has exactly 4 zeros on X̂1.

Proof. This follows immediately because Proposition 15 still applies and Corollary 43. □

After these considerations it is clear that we have the same geometric picture as in the
ramified case except now there is the central gas bubble G1 that has 6 cusps. Finally we
obtain

Theorem 6. The frozen, quasi-frozen, liquid and gas regions are disjoint. Furthermore their
closures cover the entire hexagon

H = FŜ ∪
⋃
F∈F

F ∪
⋃
Q∈Q

Q ∪
ĝ⋃
i=1

Gi. (68)

After having established that the diffeomorphism F is well defined and decomposes H
into the same regions as before we can again define the complex height function

H(P ) = H(u, v) :=

∫ P

dζ(u,v) =:
1

π
g + ih.

The function h can again be extended affinely to each component to a function ĥ ∈ C1(H)
and satisfies the hexagon boundary conditions. All the same arguments yield that g can be
extended to all of H \G1 in an admissible way. The central gas bubble G1 has 6 cusps and
an admissible extension of g to it is not covered by the arguments in Section 5. We construct
such an extension ĝ in subsection 7.3 thus again obtaining our main theorem.

Theorem 7. Let Ŝ =
{
R̂,
{
α±
i , β

±
j , γ

±
l

}}
be admissible Harnack data with S its image

under the unramified double covering p. Consider the dimer model on the hexagon with
weights defined through S.

Let hb be the hexagon boundary conditions. Then the function h is the minimizer of

Iσ(φ) =

∫
H
σ(∇φ)

over the space Lip∆S
(H, hb) and thus the limiting dimer height function on the hexagon.

Furtermore if ĝ : H → R is an admissible extension of g : FŜ → R with boundary
conditions gb, then ĝ is a minimizer of the magnetic tension functional

Iρ(φ) =

∫
H
ρ(J∇φ)

over the Sobolev space W 1,2(H,R) restricted to functions with boundary conditions gb.



44 ALEXANDER I. BOBENKO AND NIKOLAI BOBENKO

7.3. Extension to the Central Gas Bubble. We now construct an admissible extension
ĝ of g to G1 thus completing the proof of Theorem 7.

Without loss of generality we impose an order on the Rj = re−iθj :

θ1 < θ2 < θ3 < θ1 + π < θ2 + π < θ3 + π.

Let us introduce the function

ℓ(α) =

∫ α+π

α

f̃3dθ. (69)

The admissibility implies ℓ(θi) = ℓ(θi + π) = 0. Furthermore by (67) and Corollary 38
all of these are simple zeros and thus ℓ has alternating signs on neighboring segments
(θi−1, θi), (θi, θi+1). Let us assume that ℓ is positive on (θ1, θ2).

Proposition 45. We let ri := F(Ri) denote the points corresponding to Ri in dimer coordi-
nates. The 6 points r1, r2, r3,−r1,−r2,−r3 each lie on separate components bounded by the
6 cusps on ∂G1. There is exactly one such point on each component. Furthermore r1 lies on

a positive component, that is f̃r1(R1) ≥ 0.

Proof. Note that for small ε > 0 we have

ℓ(θ1) = 0, ℓ(θ1 + ε) > 0

and therefore f̃(0,0)(R1) < 0. Consider now the values of dζq as q gets deformed from (0, 0) to
r1. In dζr1 the two zeros adjacent to r1 get collapsed resulting in a double zero. This means

that the interval of negative values around R1 gets collapsed and we have f̃r1(R1) > 0, see
Figure 19. But we also know from Lemma 27 that dζq(Q) switches its sign at every cusp.
The claim follows. □

+

−

+

−

+

−

c1

c2 c3

c4

c5c6

+
+

+

r1

+

−

+

−

c1

c2 c3

c4

c5c6

Figure 19. The central symmetric gas bubble along with signs of f̃q in blue
and zeros in red. Left: The case of q = (0, 0). The zeros are symmetric.
Right: As we deform q to r1, the negative region on [c6, c1] collapses resulting

in a positive arc of f̃r1 around R1. In particular f̃r1(R1) > 0.

Let the cusps c1, . . . , c6 be ordered in mathematically positive orientation around ∂G1

and C1, . . . , C6 be the corresponding points on X̂1. Recall the notation [P,Q] from Section 5
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denoting either the negatively oriented arc on X̂1 between P,Q ∈ X̂1 or [p, q] the corre-
sponding positively oriented arc on ∂G1 between p, q ∈ ∂G1. We choose the indices of Ci
such that r1 lies on [c6, c1]. See Figure 19. For every point p = F(P ) on [c6, c1] we consider
a ray r tangential to ∂G1 at p oriented away from c1. Let it intersect ∂G1 at another point
q = F(Q). Again we define the extension as

g1(z) = g(P ) + ⟨∇g(P ), z − p⟩ ,
and according to (51) we have

g1(Q)− g(Q) =

∫ Q

P

dζq.

There are 4 cases to consider and we denote the corresponding points in those cases as
pi, qi ∈ ∂G1 and Pi, Qi ∈ X̂1, see Figure 20.

Case 1: q1 lies on [c5, c6]. Then f̃q1 has no zeros on (P1, Q1) and is negative on all of

[P1, Q1] and thus
∫ Q
P
dζq ≥ 0.

Case 2: q2 lies on [c4, c5]. We decompose our integral∫ Q2

P2

dζq2 =

∫ C1

P2

dζq2 +

∫ πC1

C1

dζq2 +

∫ Q2

πC1

dζq2 =

∫ C1

P2

dζq2 + ℓ(C1) +

∫ Q2

πC1

dζq2 , (70)

with ℓ given by (69). All the terms in (70) are non-negative. Indeed, ℓ(C1) ≥ 0 since

c1 ∈ [r1, r2]. Furthermore f̃q2 is positive around Q2 and has one zero on (Q2, P2). Thus it

is positive on [P2, C1], and thus
∫ C1

P2
dζq2 ≥ 0. Similarly

∫ Q2

πC1
dζq2 ≥ 0 as f̃q2 has no zeros on

[πC1, Q2] and is positive there.
Case 3: q3 lies on [c3, c4]. We use the same decomposition∫ Q3

P3

dζq3 =

∫ C1

P3

dζq3 + ℓ(C1) +

∫ Q3

πC1

dζq3 .

Now f̃q3 is positive on [P3, C1] and negative on [Q3, πC1]. The orientation of the path
[Q3, πC1] is negative and thus all summands are again non-negative.

Case 4: q4 lies on [c2, c3]. In this case dζq4 has no zeros on (P4, Q4). Furthermore
dζq4(Q4) ≥ 0 and hence ∫ Q4

P4

dζq4 ≥ 0.

Similarly we define the extension g1 along rays tangential to points on [c1, c2] oriented
away from c1 and conclude that

g1(q) ≥ g(q),∀q ∈ ∂G1.

Analogously, we construct the functions g3, g5 as extensions on rays on [c2, c4] and [c4, c6]
oriented away from c3, c5 respectively and again obtain

gi(q) ≥ g(q),∀q ∈ ∂G1, J∇gi(q) = J∇g(P ) ∈ A1.

Therefore the function ĝ = min(g1, g3, g5) satisfies the boundary conditions ĝ|∂G1
= g and

has rotated gradients living in A1 almost everywhere. Thus ĝ is an admissible extension of
g and Theorem 7 holds.

Note that again this extension is not unique. We have constructed a maximal extension.
A minimal extension is given by ĝ = max(g2, g4, g6). See also Remark 29.
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−

p2

q2

+
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q3

p3

−+

q4

p4

+

+

Figure 20. The same central bubble as in Figure 19 with the four possible
cases of tangential rays r starting at pi along which the extension g1 is defined.

The sign of f̃qi on the relevant arcs is indicated. In all 4 cases
∫ Qi

Pi
dζqi ≥ 0.

7.4. Parameter Count. We conclude this section with a parameter count. Let us first
consider the ramified case.

To that end let R+ be uniformized by D with g round disks removed and train track
parameters {αi, βj, γl} chosen on S1. A double cover R̂ with branch point P0 is then given

by glueing two copies of R along [P0,
1
P 0
]. We define dζ3 on R̂ and this data is admissible

under the condition dζ3(P0) = 0. The real dimension of the moduli space M is then

dimR M = 3g︸︷︷︸
X1,...,Xg

+ 2︸︷︷︸
P0

+ 3n︸︷︷︸
{αi,βj ,γl}

− 2︸︷︷︸
dζ3(P0)=0

− 3︸︷︷︸
disk automorphisms

= 3(g − 1) + 3n.

On the other hand, the admissible Harnack data Ŝ in the ramified case can be uniformized
as in Remark 33. That is we have centrally symmetric round holes and train track choices.
The condition dζ3(P0) = 0 is now a restriction on the choice of train track parameters{
α±
i , β

±
j , γ

±
l

}
. The parameter count is now

dimR M = 3g︸︷︷︸
X̂1,...,X̂g

+ 3n︸︷︷︸
{α±

i ,β
±
j ,γ

±
l }

− 2︸︷︷︸
dζ3(P0)=0

− 1︸︷︷︸
rotations

= 3(g − 1) + 3n

and we have obtained the same moduli space in another realization.
Similarly for the unramified case we can consider the Harnack data S = {R, {αi, βj, γl}}

and take its double cover Ŝ winding around some chosen oval Xi. The admissibility condition
Definition 36 is an open condition, and we obtain

dimR M̃ = 3g︸︷︷︸
X1,...,Xg

+ 3n︸︷︷︸
{αi,βj ,γl}

− 3︸︷︷︸
disk automorphisms

= 3(g − 1) + 3n.

On the other hand, the admissible Ŝ are uniformized it centrally symmetrically with X̂1

being a circle centered at 0 and thus only contributing its radius parameter. The parameter
count is now:

dimR M̃ = 3(g − 1)︸ ︷︷ ︸
X̂2,...,X̂g

+ 1︸︷︷︸
radius of X̂1

+ 3n︸︷︷︸
{αi,βj ,γl}

− 1︸︷︷︸
rotations

= 3(g − 1) + 3n.

Summarizing, in the ramified and unramified cases the moduli spaces have the same dimen-
sion 3(g − 1) + 3n, and they are glued together continuously at singular R̂. See Figure 21
for an illustration.
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Figure 21. Three examples of arctic curves for the hexagon. These examples
all correspond to genus 1 weights with the covering structure changing. From
left to right the ramified, degenerate and unramified case are shown. We see
the continuous glueing of the moduli spaces along the degenerate case where
two gas bubbles touch at a cusp. The fact that glueing occurs at a cusp follows
from the parallelity property along with local concavity of gas bubbles.

8. Schottky Uniformization and Computation

The seemingly complicated and abstract parametrization of the dimer model and many
of its fundamental objects via Harnack data is made concrete and computationally feasible
via Schottky uniformizations. This approach is particularly well suited for M-curves that
appear naturally in the dimer context as in that case convergence of the Poincaré series
describing our differentials and weights can be guaranteed. The idea of using Schottky
uniformizations for computational aspects of Riemann surfaces was introduced in [6] in the
context of nonlinear integrable equations. In the interest of brevity we only exhibit the most
relevant aspects and give expressions for computation of the objects discussed in earlier
sections. For more background and details see [2, 7].

Schottky uniformization of M-curves. Let {Cn}, n ≤ g be a collection of circles bound-
ing disjoint discs that all lie in D. We denote by σn the inversion in Cn and by σ0z = 1

z
the

inversion in S1 =: C0. Then the group

G =
{
σl1i1 . . . σ

lk
ik
| li ∈ N,

∑
li ∈ 2Z

}
generated by even compositions of these inversions is a classical Schottky group and defines an
M-curve R = Ω/G where Ω is the discontinuity set of G and the antiholomorphic involution
τ is given by σ0. The real ovals of R fixed by τ are then just C0, C1, . . . , Cg, and R+ is a
disk with g removed disks. This brings the uniformization in line with the above exposition
and the figures presented in this paper.

Note that we have 3 real parameters per circle and Möbius transformations of the defining
circles {Cn} do not change R and so we have a moduli space of dimension 3(g−1) for g ≥ 2.
In fact this parametrization yields a complete description of the moduli space of M-curves,
see Remark 5. In [7] we used a Möbius equivalent uniformization by normalizing X0 = R,
τz = z̄.

The meromorphic differentials dζi have a simple representation in terms of Schottky groups
as introduced above. Note that this has the same form as (56), (57) averaged over G.
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Proposition 46. Let G be a Schottky group defined by {Cn} as described above. Then the
for the square grid the differentials dζk and integrals ζk are given by the following series
(provided they converge):

dζαi(z) =
∑

σ∈G

(
1

z−σα−
i

− 1
z−σα+

i

)
dz, dζβj(z) =

∑
σ∈G

(
1

z−σβ−
j

− 1
z−σβ+

j

)
dz, (71)

ζαi(z) =
∑

σ∈G log{z, σα−
i , z0, σα

+
i }, ζβj(z) =

∑
σ∈G log{z, σβ−

j , z0, σβ
+
j }. (72)

Here z0 ∈ S1 is the starting integration point and the Harnack data are cyclicaly ordered
β−
j < α+

i < β+
j < α−

l ∈ S1.

Similar formulas are valid for dζ3, and also in the context of hexagonal grids, as well as
for the period matrices needed for the calculation of the weights (10) using theta functions.

Similarly the maps mentioned in Remarks 33 and 37 provide symmetric Schottky uni-
formizations of R̂. We summarize the chosen uniformization types for the ramified, degen-
erate and unramified cases of the hexagon in Figure 22.

R̂+

X̂1

X̂2 = −X̂1

γ−
1

γ+
1 = −γ−

1

R̂+

X̂1

X̂2 = −X̂1

γ−
1

γ+
1 = −γ−

1

R̂+

γ−
1

γ+
1 = −γ−

1

X̂1

Figure 22. Uniformizations of R̂ for three different cases of the hexagon.
Central symmetry πz = −z satisfied by the real ovals and train track param-
eters in all cases. Left: Ramified case with branch point at 0 with condition
dζ3(0) = 0. Middle: Degenerate case with branch point on real oval. Right:

Unramified case. We have that dζ3 has 6 zeros on X̂1. See Remarks 33, 37 as
well as Figure 21 for arctic curves for these 3 types.

Computation. One of the benefits of working with Schottky groups is that the expressions
for the Fock weights Kwb, the differentials dζk and their integrals ζk in terms of (converging)
Poincaré series allow for practical numerical computation.

We utilize this approach to obtain samples of dimer configurations with weights coming
from some given Harnack data {S, T } overlaid with predicted arctic curves on both the
Aztec diamond and the hexagon.

We use the jtem library [38] for summations over Schottky groups. For computation of
theta functions see [18]. A simple Metropolis-Hastings sampling algorithm with those weights
that we have implemented on the GPU for better performance, see [7,25] yields approximate
samples. In the examples of the Aztec diamond and hexagon there are shuffling algorithms
available that obtain efficient exact samples, see [22] for an overview. We have chosen not
to use those as we hope to be able extend our methods to other setups and regions in the
future.
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Proposition 46 allows for computation of dζk as well as ζk. Evaluating (ζ1, ζ2) onX = {Cn}
gives the real ovals of the amoeba and computing (29) onX yields the predicted arctic curves.
We see that the predictions and sampled configurations match well, see e.g. Figures 2, 3.

For the hexagon in the ramified case we impose the condition that the Harnack data Ŝ
must define an admissible dζ3 = f3(z)dz, i.e. f3(0) = 0, see Definition 32. This is generically

not true for symmetric Ŝ. In order to find an admissible Ŝ we run an optimization on the
train track parameters

{
α±
i , β

±
j , γ

±
l

}
utilizing derivatives of f3 at the point 0 with respect

to the train track parameters. This does not change the Riemann surface and typically only
moves the train track parameters a little bit to obtain admissible data. Since the train track
angles do not move much this approach yields good control of the final picture when chosing
the initial parameters Ŝ.

Figure 23. The Arctic Font Spectrum: Harnack data corresponding to the
limit shapes in Figure 1.
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