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DIMERS IN PIECEWISE TEMPERLEYAN DOMAINS

MARIANNA RUSSKIKH!?

ABsTrACT. We study the large-scale behavior of the height function in the dimer model on the square lattice.
Richard Kenyon has shown that the fluctuations of the height function on Temperleyan discretizations of a
planar domain converge in the scaling limit (as the mesh size tends to zero) to the Gaussian Free Field with
Dirichlet boundary conditions. We extend Kenyon’s result to a more general class of discretizations.

Moreover, we introduce a new factorization of the coupling function of the double-dimer model into two
discrete holomorphic functions, which are similar to discrete fermions defined in [33] [34].For Temperleyan
discretizations with appropriate boundary modifications, the results of Kenyon imply that the expectation
of the double-dimer height function converges to a harmonic function in the scaling limit. We use the
above factorization to extend this result to the class of all polygonal discretizations, that are not necessarily
Temperleyan. Furthermore, we show that, quite surprisingly, the expectation of the double-dimer height
function in the Temperleyan case is exactly discrete harmonic (for an appropriate choice of Laplacian) even
before taking the scaling limit.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Dimer model. The dimer model is one of the best known models of statistical physics, first
introduced to model a gas of diatomic molecules [I4]. By modifying the underlying graph, it can
be used to study the Ising model (see Fisher’s approach [13]). Under the name “perfect matchings”,
it prominently appears in theoretical computer science and combinatorics.

A dimer covering (or perfect matching) of a graph is a subset of edges that covers every vertex
exactly once. The dimer model is a random covering of a given graph by dimers. We will be
interested in uniform random coverings, that is, those chosen from the distribution in which all
dimer configurations are equally weighted.

In this paper, we work with dimers on finite subgraphs (also called domains) of the square lattice.
Such a dimer covering may be viewed as a random tiling of a domain of the dual lattice by dominos
2 x 1. Thurston introduced the height function of a domino tiling which uniquely assigns integer
values to all vertices of the dual lattice. Moreover, a domino tiling can be reconstructed from the
values of the height function. Thus, one can think of a random domino tiling as a random height
function on the vertex set of the domain.

The key question in the dimer model concerns the large-scale behavior of the expectation of the
height function and of its fluctuations. We are interested in studying the scaling limit of the dimer
model on planar graphs as the mesh tends to zero. One of the main interesting features lies in
the conformal invariance of such scaling limit. The scaling limit is conformal invariant if its image
under any conformal mapping has the same distribution as an analogous object in the image of the
domain.

For planar graphs, Kasteleyn [15] showed that the partition function of the dimer model can be
evaluated as the determinant of a signed adjacency matrix, the Kasteleyn matriz. The local statistics
for the uniform measure on dimer configurations can be computed using the inverse Kasteleyn
matrix, see [19]. The latter can be viewed as a two-point function, called the coupling function [16].
The coupling function is a complex-valued discrete holomorphic function. As such, its real and
imaginary parts are discrete harmonic, and the study of the local statistics of random tilings can
be reduced to the study of the convergence of discrete harmonic functions.

A Temperleyan discretization (see Fig. [ is a discrete domain with special boundary conditions.
It is defined in Section 2.1l Temperleyan domains correspond to Dirichlet boundary conditions
or Neumann boundary conditions for the discrete harmonic components of the coupling function.
Kenyon [16, 18] used this approach to prove the conformal invariance of the limiting distribution of
the height function in the case of Temperleyan discretizations.

More precisely, if one considers Temperleyan discretizations of a given domain 2, Kenyon [10]
showed that the limit of the expected height function is a harmonic function with boundary values
depending on the direction (the argument of the tangent vector) of the boundary. In [I8] Kenyon
proved that, in the case of Temperleyan discretizations, the fluctuations of the height function
converge (as the mesh size tends to zero) to the Gaussian Free Field [3I] on € with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. One of the main results of the present paper is an extension of Kenyon’s
result to a class of Piecewise Temperleyan discretizations defined in Section Il Note that for
more general discretizations, with domains that are not necessarily Temperleyan, the large-scale
behavior of the expectation of the height function and its fluctuations is much more complicated,
see [3 [7, 21, 22 27]. The exact nature of fluctuations is not established yet, but they expected
to be given by a Gaussian free field in appropriate coordinates, obtained from solving the complex
Burgers equation in [21]. In the particular case of a sequence of domains whose boundary height
functions are bounded by some constant, the new coordinates coincide with the usual ones, and
the fluctuations are expected to be given by the Gaussian free field on the limiting domain with
Dirichlet boundary conditions.



T |4+ [ Rl | 1

mr T SN RN

BN I s ARl B [l 414
IMHEESR MEI NS T ™
%) ey ey e ES T S 1Y

FI1GURE 1. Two different domino tilings of the same domain can be combined into a col-
lection of loops and double edges. Orienting the edges of the first covering from white to
black, and the edges of the second one from black to white, one gets an orientation of the
resulting loops.
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FIGURE 2. Left and center: the coverings of the domains that differ on two squares. Right:
the interface between these two squares and the collection of loops and double edges is the
result of the composition of the coverings.

A different approach to showing the convergence of the fluctuations of the height function to the
Gaussian Free Field was introduced in [I]. The main tool here is the Uniform Spanning Tree and the
winding of its branches, which coincides with the dimer model height function. In particular, this
approach covers the case of Temperleyan discretizations, but not the case of Piecewise Temperleyan
discretizations.

Double dimers. Let us now come to the second series of results of our paper, which deal with the
double-dimer model. Recall that a double-dimer configuration is a union of two dimer coverings,
or equivalently a set of even-length simple loops and double edges with the property that every
vertex is the endpoint of exactly two edges, see Fig. [l Note that there are two ways to obtain a
given loop (on the dual graph). This can be interpreted as a choice of orientation of the loop, see
Fig.[Il Thus, the double-dimer model can be represented as a random covering of the dual graph by
oriented loops and double edges [26]. The height function in the double-dimer model, which is the
difference of height functions for two dimer configurations, has a simple geometric representation:
if we cross a loop, then the height function changes by +1 or —1, depending on the orientation of
the loop.

There is a prediction that the loop ensemble of the double-dimer model converges to the con-
formal loop ensemble CLE(4), see [30, [32]. In the case of discretizations by Temperleyan domains
Kenyon [I7] and Dubedat [I0] obtained results confirming this prediction. The loop ensemble
CLE(4) is a conformally invariant object. It corresponds to level lines of the Gaussian Free Field.
There is a gap of £2\ = 4+/7/2 between the values of the Gaussian Free Field on the interior and
the exterior side of each CLE(4) loop [29, B7]. This is similar to loops in the double-dimer model
outlining the discontinuities of the double-dimer height function, the gap being +1.

We will consider coverings of a pair of domains that differ by two squares, see Fig. 2l In this case,
in addition to a collection of loops and double edges, the superposition of the coverings contains an
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FIGURE 3. The coupling function C(u,vo) with fixed vy is real on the set of light grey
squares, and it is pure imaginary on the set of dark grey squares. On the left pictures
the coupling function restricted to the light grey squares satisfies the Dirichlet boundary
conditions, and the coupling function restricted to the dark grey squares obeys Neumann
boundary conditions. The picture on the right corresponds to mixed Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary conditions for the coupling function.

“Interface” (a simple path between these two squares). It is expected that the interface converges
to a conformally invariant random curve SLE(4) as the mesh size tends to zero, see [28].

The coupling function plays an important role in the proof of convergence of height functions.
We define the double-dimer coupling function as a difference of single-dimer coupling functions of
a pair of domains that differ by two squares. Similarly to the single-dimer coupling function the
double-dimer coupling function can be used to compute the expectation of the double-dimer height
function. However the single-dimer coupling function is also the kernel which allows to compute
multi-edge correlations, see [19]. Therefore it allows us to compute all moments of the single-dimer
height function, see [I8]. This is not the case for the double-dimer model.

Main results. Let us now summarise the main results. We will show that in the double-dimer
model the coupling function C'(u,v) has a factorization into a product of two discrete holomorphic
functions F'(u) and G(v) described in Corollary Moreover, we will describe the construction of
the discrete integral of this product of two discrete holomorphic functions. Then for any discrete
domain the expectation of the height function of the double-dimer model can be interpreted as an
integral of two discrete holomorphic functions. Due to Kenyon [I6], for the single-dimer model,
the expectation of the height function is harmonic in the limit for approximations by Temperleyan
domains. Using the above-mentioned factorization of the double-dimer coupling function we will
show that the expectation of the double-dimer height function is harmonic already at the discrete
level, with respect to the leap-frog Laplacian, see (3:2]). In other words, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.1. The expectation of the double-dimer height function on an odd Temperleyan domain
(see Section [Z] for a precise definition) is exactly discrete leap-frog harmonic.

Note that the exact discrete harmonicity does not hold for the single-dimer model.

Also, we will prove the convergence of the expectation of the (integer-valued) height function in
the double-dimer model to the harmonic measure under discretization by polygonal domains. More
precisely, we have the following result.

Theorem 1.2. Let Q) be a polygon with n sides parallel to the axes and two marked points ug and vg
on straight parts of the boundary of Q. Suppose that a sequence of discrete n-gons Q° on a grid with
mesh size § approzimates the polygon Q in a proper way, and that each polygon Q0 has at least one
domino tiling. Assume that some black and white squares ug and vg of the domain Q0 tend to the
boundary points ug and vy of the domain Q2. Let h® be the height function of a uniform double-dimer
configuration on Q. Then ER® converges to the harmonic measure hmq( -, (ugvg)) of the boundary
arc (ugvg) on the domain Q.



Furthermore, we will show the convergence of the dimer coupling function in the case of ap-
proximations by black-piecewise Temperleyan domains (see Fig. [[4]), domains which correspond to
mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions for the coupling function (see Fig. B)). For a
more precise statement, see Theorem Note that the coupling function C(u,vy) with fixed vy
coincides with a discrete holomorphic function F(u). Let F? be equal %F on a domain Q7 of mesh
size 0, we have the following result (for a more precise statement, see Theorem [5.5]).

Theorem 1.3. Let Q° be a sequence of discrete 2k-black-piecewise Temperleyan domains of mesh
size 0 approzimating a continuous domain . Suppose that each Q0 admits a domino tiling. Assume
that white square vg of the domain QO tends to the boundary point vy of the domain Q. Then
F°® converges uniformly on compact subsets of Q to a continuous holomorphic function f with a
singularity at vg, as § tends to 0.

Similarly, one can show the convergence of G° = %G for approximations by white-piecewise
Temperleyan domains. Note that a polygonal domain € as in Theorem is black-piecewise
Temperleyan and also white-piecewise Temperleyan. Thus, we obtain the convergence of the double-
dimer coupling function for any polygonal domain.

It is known that all moments of the scaling limit of the height function can be written in terms of
the scaling limit of the coupling function, see [18]. Thus, adopting the proof of [18, Theorem 1.1],
we obtain the convergence of the dimer height function to the Gaussian Free Field in the setup of
Theorem [I.3] More precisely, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.4. Let Q be a Jordan domain with smooth boundary in R2. Let Q9 be a black-piecewise
Temperleyan domain approzimating Q. Let h? be the height function of Q°. Then h® —ERh® converges
weakly in distribution to the Gaussian Free Field on Q with Dirichlet boundary conditions, as § tends
to 0.

As it was shown in [I8] it is enough to compute all the limit moments of the fluctuations h® — Eh°
of the height function to prove that their limit is the Gaussian Free Field. The main tool to compute
these moments is the coupling function. The scaling limit of the coupling function is very sensible
to the boundary conditions, in particular the limits of the coupling function in the Temperleyan
case and the piecewise Temperleyan case are different. However all the limits of k® — EA? turns out
to be the same.

Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we
recall some basic facts and definitions. Section Bl contains the construction of the primitive of the
product of two discrete holomorphic functions. Also, we show that for an appropriate choice of the
boundary conditions of discrete holomorphic functions the primitive of their product coincides with
the expectation of the height function in the double-dimer model and we prove Theorem [[LIl In
Section @] we show that the continuos analogue of the above-mentioned primitive is the harmonic
measure hmgq( -, (ugvg)) of the boundary arc (ugvg) on the domain € in the setup of Theorem
In Section [fl we prove Theorem [[L3l Finally, Section [6l contains results about the single dimer model.

Acknowledgements. The author thanks Stanislav Smirnov for valuable insights, and Dmitry
Chelkak for numerous useful discussions. The author also thanks the reviewers for their helpful
comments and suggestions. Research of Theorem and Proposition B.I1] is supported by the
Russian Science Foundation grant 14-21-00035. The author also received partial support from the
NCCR SwissMAP of the SNSF and ERC AG COMPASP.
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FIGURE 4. Left: a domino tiling of the domain, vertices zp and z. Right: an edge-path
from 2z to z and the height along this path: h?(z) = 0, h°(z) = —1.

2. DEFINITIONS AND BASIC FACTS

2.1. Height function and Temperleyan domain. Consider a checkerboard tiling of a discrete
domain 2 with unit squares. We will use grey color for the black squares in our figures. Sometimes
for convenience we will distinguish between two types of black squares, in this case in the figures
black squares in even rows will be represented by a light grey and those in odd rows will be dark
grey (see Fig. [B). A domain where all corner squares are dark grey is called an odd Temperleyan
domain. To obtain the Temperleyan domain one removes one dark grey square adjacent to the
boundary from an odd Temperleyan domain.

W. P. Thurston [36] defines the height function h (which is a real-valued function on the vertices
of ) as follows. Fix a vertex zp and set h(zp) = 0. For every other vertex z in the tiling, take an
edge-path + from zy to z. The height along v changes by :I:% if the traversed edge does not cross a
domino from the tiling or by IF% otherwise: if the traversed edge has a black square on its left then
the height increases by % or decreases by %; if it has a white square on its left then it decreases by
% or increases by %, see Fig. @ Note that for a simply connected domain, the height is independent
of the choice of . The height function in the double-dimer model is defined as the difference of the
height functions of the two corresponding dimer coverings.

2.2. Kasteleyn weights and discrete holomorphic functions. Let GG be a bipartite graph with
n black and n white vertices. A Kasteleyn matriz Kq is an n X n weighted adjacency matrix whose
rows index the black vertices and columns index the white vertices. Let us denote by 7(u,v) an
element of this matrix, where u and v are adjacent black and white vertices. For finite planar
bipartite graphs Kasteleyn [I5] proved that if the edge-weights are Kasteleyn, i.e. the alternating
product of the weights along any simple face of degree p is equal to (—1)(5”+2)/ 2 then the absolute
value of the determinant of the Kasteleyn matrix is equal to the number of perfect matchings of the
graph.

Kenyon showed how to compute local statistics for the uniform measure on dimer configurations
on a planar graph, using the inverse of the Kasteleyn matrix. Let E be a finite collection of disjoint
edges of Q. Let p be the uniform probability measure on perfect matchings of Q2. Let b1,...,b; and
wi, ..., wy be the black and white vertices of the edges belonging to E correspondingly.

Theorem 2.1 ([19]). The p-probability that the set E occurs in a perfect matching is given by
\det(K;l)], where KEI is the submatriz of K(;l whose rows are indexed by by, ..., by and columns
are indexed by w1, ..., w,. More precisely, the probability is ¢ - (—1)2Pit% . qp - det(KEl), where
Di, @i 1S the index of b;, resp. w;, in a fized ordering of the vertices, ¢ = £1 is a constant depending
only on that ordering, and ag is the product of the edge weights of the edges E.

For a given planar graph G, there are many ways to choose the edge-weights satisfying the
Kasteleyn condition. Let us fix the following ones, which were proposed by Kenyon in [16]: put
6
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FIGURE 5. Left: A Temperleyan domain. Right: Weights of the Kasteleyn matrix on the
square lattice (proposed by Kenyon in [16]): at each white vertex the four edge weights
going counterclockwise from the right-going edge are 1, i, —1, —i respectively.

Uy
d
a|v|c (25 U Ugq
b
us
F(c) = F(a) = —i- (F(d) — F(b)) [AF(u) = § 3go i (F(us) = F(u)

FIGURE 6. Left: Discrete Cauchy-Riemann equation. Right: Discrete leap-frog Laplacian
on the light grey lattice. The function F is called discrete harmonic at u if [AF](u) = 0.

7(e) = %1 for horizontal edges and 7(e) = %i if e is a vertical edge, see Fig. Bl It is easy to check
that these weights are Kasteleyn weights.

Let Q be a discrete domain on a square lattice that has at least one domino tiling. Let Kq be
a Kasteleyn matrix of this domain. Let us denote by Cgq(u,v) the elements of the inverse matrix
Kq ! where u and v are black and white squares of . The main advantage of choosing Kasteleyn
weights as shown in Fig. [ is the following: with this choice of weights the function Cq(u,v) is
discrete holomorphic on the domain. Thus its limiting behavior can be studied using the methods
of discrete complex analysis, see [16]. Following [16], we call Cq(u,v) the coupling function.

Let F' be a function defined on the set of black squares of the domain ). Recall that the function
F is called discrete holomorphic on € if for any white square v € {2 it satisfies a discrete analogue of
the Cauchy-Riemann equation (see Fig.[d]), and at the same time the values of the function F on the
set of light grey squares are real, while on the set of dark grey squares they are purely imaginary.
Note that the real and imaginary parts of a holomorphic function are harmonic functions. It is also
true on a discrete level: consider the discrete Cauchy-Riemann equations at four white neighbours
of a black square w, then it is easy to show that F(u) = %Z?:l F(u;). Therefore the discrete
leap-frog Laplacian of F' at u equals zero (see. Fig.[0). In other words, real and imaginary parts of
discrete holomorphic functions are discrete harmonic functions.

7



The coupling function Co(u,v) = K Y(u,v) can be extended to be zero on all boundary black
squares, see Fig. 3l We know that K 1. Ko = I, which is equivalent to the following relation:

1-Ca(v+1,v) —1-Ca(v—1,v) +i-Caq(v+i,vg) —i-Cav—1i,10) = Liy—yy}- (2.1)

Note that this relation is the discrete Cauchy-Riemann equation for the coupling function Cq(-,vp),
so for any white square vg € 2 the function Cq(u,vy) considered as a function of u € €2 is discrete
holomorphic on © \ {vp}, for more details see [16]. Therefore, the restriction of Cq(u,vp) to one
type of black squares is a discrete harmonic function everywhere except the two squares adjacent
to vg.

Moreover, the function Cq(u,v) satisfies the following property:

> if w and v are adjacent squares, then |Cq(u,v)| is equal to the probability that the domino
[uv] is contained in a random domino tiling of Q, see [16].

For Temperleyan domains, each of the two discrete harmonic components of the function Cq(u, vg)
has the following boundary conditions: the restriction of the coupling function to the light grey
squares (see Fig. [3)), satisfies the Dirichlet boundary conditions, and coupling function restricted to
the dark grey squares obeys Neumann boundary conditions.

2.3. Even/0Odd double dimers. A double-dimer configuration is the union of two dimer coverings.
We will consider coverings of a pair of domains 1, 5 that differ by two squares, i.e. |1 AQq| = 2.
Note that there are two different situations depending on whether 2 := 2y U)o contains an odd or
an even number of squares. In the odd case, assume that {2 has one more black square than white
squares. Then the domains ; and {25 are obtained from {2 by removing black squares u; and wus
adjacent to the boundary (see Fig. [§)). In the even case, let 1 = Q and Q9 be obtained from 2 by
removing black and white squares ug and vg, which are adjacent to the boundary. One can modify
a domain in the odd case to reduce it to the even case, see Fig. [[2]1 and Remark

Let us define the double-dimer coupling function on = Qq U Qs as the difference of the two
dimer coupling functions on domains 21 and €,

Cabl-d,0(u,v) := Cq, (u,v) — Ca,(u,v).

Recall that the absolute value of the coupling function is the probability that the corresponding
domino is contained in a random tiling, and the determinant of the Kasteleyn matrix is equal to

det(KQ\{uO,vo,u,v}) ‘
Tt (Ko fagmor) | Note that

the number of domino tilings of our domain, so, [Co. {ug,00} (4 V)| =

and also
det (Ko fug,v0,u,0}) _ L det <K§1(u0,v0) K{ll(uo,v)>
det(Kq) Kol(u,vo)  Kg'(u,w) )
Therefore,

K5t (ug,v) - Kot (u,vo)
Cavag(u,v) = Ca(u,0) = Co fugu)(u,v) = =22 —2 220,
abl-d,2(, v) = Ca(u,v) = Ca fup,v0} (1, V) K (uo,vo0)

Recall that for a fixed vg the function K, Y(u,vp) is a discrete holomorphic function of u. Let us
denote it by Fy,(u) and similarly let us define a function Gy, (v) := Kq ' (ug,v). So, we obtain

Cabl-a,0(u, v) = constyy v, - Foo (1) - Gy (v),

where consty, v, = :I:l/K&l(uo, vg)-
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FIGURE 7. Ewven case. The vertex z is the vertex on the boundary where hy(zo) = ha(z0) =
h(zp) = 0. The squares up and vg are the difference between the domains Q; = Q and
Qg = Q ~ {uo,vo}. On the right: an example of the interface (grey) from wug to vy and the
set of loops and double edges in ().
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FIGURE 8. Odd case. The vertex zy is the vertex on the boundary where h(zo) = ha(zo) =
h(zp) = 0. The squares u; and us are the difference between the domains 1 = Q ~ {u;}
and Q2 = O~ {uz}. On the right: an example of the interface (grey) from u; to ug and the
set of loops and double edges in ).

Below we discuss the above factorization of the double-dimer coupling function from the viewpoint
of discrete holomorphic solutions to appropriate boundary value problems, the framework which we
use later to prove the main convergence theorems.

3. EXPECTATION OF THE HEIGHT FUNCTION IN THE DOUBLE-DIMER MODEL AND THE PROOF
OF THEOREM [ 1]

;)

3.1. Notation. Put A = ¢'7 and A = ¢~ 7.

Consider a checkerboard tiling C° of R? with squares, each square has side ¢ and is centered at a
lattice point of

on om

Ao

(see Fig.[). The pair (n,m) is called the coordinates of a point on this lattice. Let Q% be a simply

connected discrete domain composed of a finite number of squares of C° bounded by a disjoint

simple closed lattice path. Let V9 be the vertex set of Q9. We will denote by ° the set of black

squares and by 9 the set of white squares of Q0. So, Q9 = 2%, Let the coordinates of a square

be the coordinates of its center. Then we can define the sets Og and 0‘15 of black squares of Q% and

the sets ()g and <>‘15 of white squares by the following properties:

)|n,m e Z;n+m e 27}

(Qg) both coordinates are even and the sum of coordinates is divisible by 4;

(0‘15) both coordinates are even and the sum of coordinates is not divisible by 4;
(Og) both coordinates are odd and the sum of coordinates is not divisible by 4;
(0)

both coordinates are odd and the sum of coordinates is divisible by 4.
9



FIGURE 9. The domain Q‘s, the sets 49 and ¢ of this domain and the set V? is the vertex
set of 7, the squares ug € Oint ®, and vy € OintQ,, and the elements of the sets of square
corners {u!}7ht {vididl {a 1™t and {94 }7Z;. We call a corner of Q° a convex corner
if the interior angle is 7/2, and concave if the interior angle is 3w/2. A corner is called
white if there is a white square in the corner, and black if there is a black square in this
corner. The discrete holomorphic function F? is real on ;g and purely imaginary on 3(15;
the discrete holomorphic function G? belongs to AR on @g and belongs to AR on @‘f The
discrete primitive H® is defined on vertices and is purely real: it is easy to check that in all
possible positions (according to the types of the squares) the difference of values of function
H? at two adjacent vertices is real. For all u € 4°, either Re[F?(u)] = 0 or Im[F? (u)] = 0;
for all v € 9O?, either Re[AG?(v)] = 0 or Re[AG?(v)] = 0. The function F° (resp., G?)
changes boundary conditions only at white (resp., black) corners of Q°. Let (ugvg) be a
part of the boundary starting at the middle of the boundary side of the square uy and going
to the middle of the boundary side of square vy in the positive direction. Note that two
segments of the boundary (ugvg) and (voug) form the whole boundary. The function H® is
a constant on (ugvg) and (voug). The difference of the values on these segments is nonzero:

HO(2,) — HO(z) = 4i62G° (100)[0° F?) (vo).

Define 91 to be the set of vertices on the boundary. Let 907 be the set of faces adjacent to Q°
but not in Q9. Let 04° and 9O° be the sets of black and white faces of 9Q° correspondingly. Let
im0 be the set of interior faces that have a common edge with boundary of 9. Similarly define

sets O #° and 9 O? (8int95 = O 0 U aim<>5). Let us denote by Q° the set Q9 L 999, define also
sets ;5 and 65, to be exact: 65 = 05 LI 94°% and @5 = 0% QY. In the same way we define sets
_5 —
a‘g’p aog’p 8int’g717 8int<>g’17 ’0’1 and Og,l'
Let FO : ;5 — C be a function. Let us define discrete operators 9% and 9° by the formulas:

[0°F°)(v) =

1 Fo(v+0)\) — FO(v — 6)) N Fo(v+6X\) — F(v — 6X)
2 20 20 ’

10



[56F6](U) _ <F5(U +N) —F5(v — 0N F‘S(U +6N) _F(S(U _55\)> |

207 " 200
f [0° F°](v) = 0, then the two terms involved into the definition of [0F°]

=N =

where v € 0. Note that,
are equal to each other.

We can similarly define these operators for a function G?: <_>(S — C.

Definition 3.1. A function F?: #° = C s called dzscrete holomorphic in Q0 if [0°F%](v) = 0 for
all v e OO, Also, we always assume that F° is real on 0 and purely tmaginary on 05

A function G°: 0° = € is called discrete holomorphic in Q° if [0°GO)(u) = 0 for allu € 4°. Also,
we always assume that GO belongs to AR (resp., AR) on (}g (resp., on <_>‘15)

Remark 3.2. If a function F9: #° = C is discrete holomorphic in Q° then [i- 9°F%): ¢° — C is
a discrete holomorphic function in Q0 ~\ 0 Q°. Similarly, if G°: <_>6 — C is discrete holomorphic
in QO then °GO: 4° — C is discrete holomorphic in Q% ~ it Q°.

Define the discrete Laplacian of F° by
FO(u+ 200) + FO(u 4 25)\) + FO(u — 26)) 4+ FO(u — 20\) — 4F% (u)

402 ’

where u € 4°. Note that A®F9(u) = 4[0°9° FO)(u) = 4[0°9° FO)(u).

A function F°: §° — C (resp., GO <_>(S — () is called a discrete harmonic function in Q9 if it
satisfies AOF%(u) = 0 for all u € 47 (resp., A°GP(v) = 0 for all v € O?).

It is easy to see that discrete harmonic functions satisfy the maximum principle:

max F(u) = max F°(u).
ue® ueds

A FO(u) =

3.2. The primitive of the product of two discrete holomorphic functions. In this section
we will define the discrete primitive of the product of two discrete holomorphic functions. This
definition is close to the definition of the discrete primitive of the square of the s-holomorphic
function [6, 33]. Also, there is a straightforward generalization of this construction on isoradial
graphs, see Appendix

Definition 3.3. Let F9: ;5 — C and GY - @5 — C be discrete holomorphic functions. Let us define
a discrete primitive H: VO — R by the equality

HO(Z') — Ho(2) = (¢ — 2)F*(u)G° (v), (3.1)

where u, v are adjacent black and white squares (correspondingly); and z, z' are their common
vertices, see Fig.[9.

Remark 3.4. It is easy to see that, if QO is simply connected, then H? is well defined (see Fig. [Z0).
Let us define the discrete leap-frog Laplacian of H% at z € Int)? by
NS H)(2) = 5 S ()~ HO(2), (32)

Z ~NZ
where s € {1,2,3,4}, and 2z, are defined as shown in Fig. [I0
Proposition 3.5. Let u_, uy, vs, vy, 2 be as shown in Fig. (10, then

[A°H’](2) = 6 - (A[O"F°](0)[0° G°)(u—) — A[8° F*)(v)[0°G°] ()
A F?)(0,)[0° G°)(u-) — A[O°F°](1)[0°G°) (us)).

11



FIGURE 10. Left: The discrete holomorphic condition [0°F%)(v) = 0 guarantees that
(H(z) = H°(2-)) + (H*(24) = H(2)) + (H°(25) — H’(24)) + (H’(2-) — H’(2)) = 0.
Right: The discrete leap-frog Laplacian of H® is defined by (3.2). The function H° has no
saddle points: a value at an interior vertex cannot be strictly greater than values at two of
its neighbouring vertices and strictly smaller than values at two other neighbouring vertices
at the same time.

Proof. Note that

46% A HO)(2) =0A[FO(u_) + 26X[0° F°)(vy)] - [G® (vy) + 26A[0° GO (uy)] + SAFO (uy )G (vy)
—OA[F° (uy) = 26M[0° F°](v)] - [G° (1) — 26A[0°G](u-)] — SAF® (u_) G (vy)
—ON[F (uy) = 26M[0° F°](vy)] - [G°(vg) — 26A[0° G°](u-)] — SAF (u_)G° (v,)
FONF (u_) + 26A[0° F°)(wy)] - [GO (vg) + 20A[0°GP) (u)] + SAF° (uy )G (v,).

One can rewrite the above formula in the following form

FOu_) - [SAG (v,) + 267 A2[0°G0) (uy) — GAG? (vy) — GAG? (1) + SAG? (v3) + 262 N%[0° G (uy.)]

=0
FFO(uy) - [OAG (vg) + 262N GO (u_) — GAG® (1) — SAG? (vg) 4 SAG? (v,) + 262N [D° G (u_)]
=0
FGO(vy) - [262 N30 FO) (vg) + 26°N2[0° FO)(vy)] +G° (vy) - [262 N[0 F) () + 26%A2[0° F°)(v,)]
=0 =0

+4- [83N3 [0 F9) (Uﬁ)[ﬁ‘sG‘s](m_) — 5\ [86F6](vﬁ)[8‘5G6](u_)
—EN [ F)(1)[0° G (u-) + 6° N[0 F°)(0,) [0 G°) (uy)].
Finally, note that A3 = =X\ and A3 = —\. O

Proposition 3.6. The function H° has no local mazima or minima. Moreover, a value at an
interior vertex cannot be strictly greater than values at two of its neighbouring vertices and strictly
smaller than values at two other neighbouring vertices at the same time.

Proof. Tt is enough to show that the product of all the differences is non-positive (see Fig. [I0):
(H°(2) = H°(21)) - (H°(2) — H°(22)) - (H°(2) — H’(23)) - (H°(2) — H’ (1))
=(—ONF° (u4)G° (1) - GAG (03) F* (u) - SAF? (u=) G’ (v,) - (=ON)G° (1) F° ()
=5 (F(uy) - G°(vg) - FO(uo) - G°(,))* <0,
since FO(uy) - FO(u_) € iR and G°(vy) - G°(v,) € R. O
Remark 3.7. 1. The function H® satisfies the mazimum principle:
max H(z) = max, H(z).

zeV9
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FIGURE 11. Left: the set V, (white vertices), the set V, (black vertices). So, V =V, U V,.
Right: adjacent to the vertex z € V, squares u;, vy, ug, vy. S-holomorphic functions defined
on V, and its projections defined on ¢ LI ¢.

2. Also, it is easy to see that H® satisfies the following non-linear equation:
(H'(2) = HO(21)) - (H°(2) = H(23)) + (H"(2) = H’(22)) - (H’(2) — H(z4)) = 0,
where z, z1, 2o, 23, z4 are defined as shown in Fig. [I0

It is worth noting that Definition B3] coincides with the definition of a primitive of the product of
two s-holomorphic functions used in [34]. To see this let us divide the vertex set V into two sets Vo
and V, as it shown on Fig.[IIl On the set V, the function Hg ) defined below as a discrete integral
of the product of two discrete s-holomorphic functions coincides with the function H defined above.

Let F: ¢ — C and G: § — C be discrete holomorphic functions defined above. Let Fj o be a
function defined as follows:

Finoi(u) = F(u) ifue®; Fipo(v,)=
Fs—hol(z) = F(UR) + F(ul) if z € Vo; FS—hol(UX) =

(F(ug) —iF(uy)) if vy € Oy;
(F(ug) +iF(uy)) if vy € Oy,

Shsb

where z € V, and u,, vs, ug, v, are adjacent to the vertex z squares (see Fig. [I1]).
Let us similarly define a function Gy pe:

AG(vy)+AG (v5)

Gonai(v) = G(v) if 0 €0; Ganoluy) = (2422 if g € #;
Gsnol(2) = F(v,) + F(vx) if 2€Vo; Genol(u,) =i- (M\/;CJW) if u, € 9,.

Note that functions F'|y, and G|y, are s-holomorphic functions on V., i.e. for each pair of white
vertices z7, z5 of the same square a

Proj(q)[F(21)] = Proj, (o) [F(22)],

where Proj, (2] = 7(a) - Re [z . (a)] and 7(a) is 1, 4, A or \ if the square a is a square of type #,,
¢, O, or O, correspondingly.
Let Hgpo1: Ve — R be a function defined by the equality
Hs—hol(zg) - Hs—hol(ZI) - Fs—hol(a) : Gs—hol(a) : (25 - ZI);
where 27, 25 are two black vertices of the same square a. It is easy to check that
Hynol(23) — Henot(21) = (H(23) — H(2%)) + (H(2°) — H(21)),

where 2° is one of two white vertices of the square a. Note that the function Hgye(+) is defined
up to an additive constant. One can choose the additive constant such that the function Hg )

coincides with the function Hly,.
13



3.3. The expectation of the double dimer height function. In the rest of section 3, we will
use the square lattice with mesh size 1 rather than §. For the simplicity of notations we will not
write the index ¢. (Later, in section 4, we are going to use notations without index for continuous
objects.) We prove that the function H defined by formula (3.I) with an appropriate choice of
functions F' and G described above is the expectation of the height function for double dimers up
to a multiplicative constant.

Lemma 3.8. 1. Let a domain Q admit a domino tiling. Suppose that a discrete holomorphic
function F': ¢ — C vanishes on O%. Then F is identically zero.

2. Let Q be a domain which contains m white squares and m + 1 black squares. Let the domain
have a domino tiling after removing one black square from O ®. Then there exists a nontrivial
discrete holomorphic function F: & — C, which is equal to zero on 0%. Such a function F is unique
up to a multiplicative constant. Moreover F(u) # 0 for all black squares u € Oy ® such that Q ~\ u
admits a domino tiling.

Proof. 1. Consider a system of linear equations with variables that correspond to values of F' in the
black faces, and each equation means that the function F' is holomorphic in some white face. The
number of variables is equal to the number of black faces, and the number of equations is equal to
the number of white faces. So we have a linear system with a square matrix, the same linear system
as (2.I)) but with a vanishing right hand side. To prove that this system has only a trivial solution
it is enough to show that the determinant of the matrix is not equal to zero. Note that the absolute
value of the determinant is equal to the number of the domino tilings of €2, since the matrix is the
Kasteleyn matrix of Q2. Hence, if the domain has a domino tiling then the determinant is not zero.
Therefore F' = 0.

2. We can consider a system of linear equations in the same way as described above. Note that
in this case the number of variables is one more then the number of equations. Hence the system
has a non-trivial solution. Let F have the values which correspond to this solution. Let u' be a
square in d;,¢ 4 and let the domain Q \ ' have a domino tiling. Let F' be equal to zero at u’. Note
that the function F' satisfies the conditions of the first part of the lemma, therefore F' = 0 on 2.
We obtain a contradiction with a non-triviality of the solution of our system. Similarly to the proof
of the first part of the lemma we can show that there is the unique discrete holomorphic function
F such that F(u') = 1. O

Corollary 3.9. Let a domain  contain the same number of black and white squares, and let
admit a domino tiling. Fizx a black square ug € Oint®, and a white square vog € OO, Such that the
domain Q ~\ {ug,vo} admits a domino tiling. Then the following holds:

1. There exists the unique function F': & — C such that F|sy = 0 and F is discrete holomorphic
everywhere in O except at the face vy where one has [0F)(vg) = A. Moreover, F(ug) # 0.

2. Similarly, there exists the unique function G : & — C such that Glao = 0 and G is discrete
holomorphic everywhere in & except at the face uy where one has [0G](ug) = i. Moreover, G(vgy) # 0.

Proof. Due to Lemma B8] the function F' on £ \ vy is unique up to a multiplicative constant.
Moreover, F(ug) # 0 since the domain Q~ {ug,vo} admits a domino tiling. Therefore, [0F](vg) # 0
(otherwise F' is identically zero due to Lemma [3.8). Finally, the condition [0F](vg) = A defined the
function F' uniquely. O

In the setup of Corollary B9 we construct the function H defined on the vertex set of the domain

Q ~ {up,vp} as described in Section So, the formula (3.1I) holds for all square edges of the

domain 2 except boundary edges of the squares ug, vg. Note that if ug and vy are not corner squares

of the domain 2, then the vertex set of the domain € \ {ug,vo} and the vertex set of the domain

) are the same. Define 9Q = (ugvo) U (voup), see Fig. @ Note that the product F' - G along each

boundary square edge equals zero, since F|py = 0 and G|y = 0. Therefore H is constant on each
14



of boundary segments. Recall that H is defined up to an additive constant, which can be chosen so
that H|(yyue) = 0.

Lemma 3.10. The value of the function H on the boundary segment (ugvg) equals
H |(ugve) = 4G (v0)[0F](v) = —4iF (uo)[0G](ug) # 0.

Proof. Consider the difference between the values of the function H in boundary vertices of the
square vg:

(H (=) = H(z4)) = (H(z2) = H(zy) + (H(a-) = H(z) + (H(z) — H(2-))
= G(v0)(—AF(u1) — AF(ug) + AF(u3))
= 4iG(vo) [OF](vo),

where w1, ug, u3, z4, 2, 24, 2, and vg are defined as shown in Fig.
The second expression for H ’(uovo) can be obtained in a similar way. Finally, H ‘(uovo) # 0 since

G(’Uo) 75 0. O

Recall that we can think about the inverse Kasteleyn matrix Cq(u, v) as a function of two variables
u€ andv e Q. If ve ,, then Co(u,v) is a discrete holomorphic function of u, with a simple
pole at v:

4N[Cq(u,v)](v) = Ca(v + X\, v) — Ca(v — A\, v) +iCq(v + A\, v) —iCq(v — \,v) = 1,

since the product of the Kasteleyn matrix and the inverse Kasteleyn matrix is equal to the identity
matrix.

Let functions F' and G be constructed as in Corollary B0 Let ' = Q ~\ {ug,vp}. Recall that
Capl-a,0(u,v) = Ca(u,v) — Cor(u,v).

Proposition 3.11 (factorization of the double-dimer coupling function). Let u € ¢ and v € O,
then the following identity holds

Capl-da,0(u,v) = const - F(u)G(v),

_ 1
where const = TEOnE

Proof. For a fixed v € ¢, consider Cq(u,v) — Co/(u,v) as a function of u. This function is holo-
morphic at all faces in ¢ \ vg. Moreover 9[(Cq — Cq)(u,v)](vo) # 0, since otherwise the function
Cq(u,v) — Cqr(u,v) is discrete holomorphic everywhere in  and vanishes on the boundary and
then Cq(u,v) — Cor(u,v) = 0 from Lemma Hence, for fixed v € ¢ this difference is equal to
F(u) up to a multiplicative constant. So,

Cﬂ(uﬁj) - CQ/(U7:J) = kl : F(U),

where k1 depends on .

Similarly, for a fixed u € ¢, consider Cq(u,v) — Cqor(u,v) as a function of v. We obtain that
Cq(u,v) — Cqr(w,v) = kg - A\G(v), where ko depends on w.

Therefore

Ca(u,v) — Cqr(u,v) = const - F(u)G(v).
Consider Cq(u,vg) — Cor(u,vg) as a function of u. Note that
CQ/(U,UO) = 0.

Hence
Ca(u,vy) = const - F(u)G(vp).
Recall that
40[Cq (u, vo)](vg) = .

15



Thus, const = m. O

Corollary 3.12. Let h be the height function in the double-dimer model on the wvertices of the
domain . Then for all z € V the following equality holds
Elh(=)] = H(=) - HTL, .

where the value H|(yyvy) s given in Lemma[3.10.

Proof. Let hg and hg, be height functions in the dimer model on domains Q and €', i.e. h = hg—hg,.
Recall that the probability that there is a domino [uv] in the domino tiling of €2 is equal to |Cq(u, v)|.
It is easy to see, that

E[hq(21) — ha(z2)] = § - Pluv] + (=) - (1 — Pluv)),
where u, v are adjacent squares; and 2, zo are their common vertices. Therefore,

Elha(z1) — ho(z2)] = Plw] — 1 = |Co(u,v)| — 3.

Similarly, [E[hQ/ (2’1) — hQ/ (22)] = ‘CQ/ ('LL,'U)’ _ %
So, E[h(z1) — h(z2)] = |Ca(u, v)| — |Ca (u,v)].
Note that for uy, uo, us, ug and v defined as shown on Fig. 10 the following equality holds:

1 = Pluv] + Plugv] + Plugv] + Plugv]
= |Cq(uy,v)| + |Caluz,v)| + |Ca(us,v)| + |Ca(ug,v)|.
Moreover,
Ca(ug,v) + iCq(us,v) — Calug,v) —iCq(uy,v) = 1,
since the product of the Kasteleyn matrix and the inverse Kasteleyn matrix is equal to the identity
matrix. Therefore

|Ca(u,v)| = |Car(u,v)| = 7(uv) - (Calu,v) = Cor(u,v)),

where 7(uv) is the Kasteleyn weight of the edge (uv). To complete the proof it is enough to apply
Proposition 3111 O

3.4. Proof of Theorem [IT.11 We call a discrete domain an odd Temperleyan domain if all its corner
squares are of type ¢,. Recall that to obtain a Temperleyan domain one should remove a square of
type 4, from the set 0y from an odd Temperleyan domain, see Fig. A Temperleyan domain
always admits a domino tiling.

We need to adjust the notation from the previous section to this setup. Corollary is stated
for the case of the domain containing the same number of black and white squares. If we consider
a discrete domain in which the number of black squares is greater by one than the number of white
squares (see. Fig. [)), then we have some differences in definitions of functions F' and G. Fix two
black squares ui,us € Ot ® in such a way, that after removing one of them the resulting domain
admits a domino tiling. Let u; € .

1. There exists the unique function F: ¢ — C such that F|gy = 0, F(u;) = 1 and F is discrete
holomorphic everywhere in .

2. There exists the unique function G : § — C such that Glgs = 0 and G is discrete
holomorphic everywhere in 4 except at faces u1, uz and one has [0G](uz) = i.

The existence and the uniqueness of functions F' and G follow from Lemma [B.8]

Proof of Theorem[I1l Let © be an odd Temperleyan domain. Note that Proposition B.I1] and

Corollary are still true in odd case. So, it is enough to show that H is a discrete leap-

frog harmonic function. This follows directly from Proposition In this case F is a discrete

holomorphic function at all white squares of 2. So, its imaginary part is a discrete harmonic
16
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FIGURE 12. Left: Q* = QU {v§}. Center: Qf = Q3 U {vj,u1}. Note that each domino
covering of the domain Q7 has domino [v§ui]. Therefore there is a bijection between the
sets of domino coverings of domains ; and Qj. Right: Q5 = Q.

function with zero boundary conditions. Therefore ImF is identically zero, and thus the real part
of F'is a constant. Hence, OF is identically zero. O

Let v be a white square on 92 adjacent to u;. Let us define domains Q*, 27 and €23 as it shown
on Fig. [2l Let u§ = up. Then there are unique functions F* and G* satisfying Corollary on
the domain Q* with marked squares v§j and ug.

Remark 3.13. It is easy to check that the functions F (resp., G) defined above equals F* (resp.,
G*) on Q. Hence there is no difference between odd and even cases in terms of functions F' and G.

4. DOUBLE-DIMER HEIGHT FUNCTION IN POLYGONAL DOMAINS

From now onwards, we will use the square lattice with mesh size § rather than 1. Let Q be a
polygon in C with sides parallel to vectors A and A. For each sufficiently small § > 0, let Q9 be a
discrete polygon approximating €2 on the square lattice with mesh size 9.

Let us define functions F° and G? similarly to the previous section:

1. The function F? is discrete holomorphic everywhere in {7 except at the face 1)8 where one
has [55F‘5](v8) = 5%

2. Similarly, the function G° is discrete holomorphic everywhere in #% except at the face ug
where one has [0°G°](u}) = 4.

Our goal is to prove the convergence of the functions H° defined by the formula (3I)). Recall
that this definition can be thought of as “H? = f(s Re[F°G°dz])”. We will prove that the functions
F?% and G° converge individually.

To prove the convergence of the functions F® we will consider approximations by domains €°
with fixed colour type of the corners. We will describe this classification below. The limits of the
functions F% and G° depend on the type of the corners. At the same time the limit of the functions
H? does not depend on the type of the corners.

We will call a corner of Q° a conver corner if the interior angle is 7/2, and concave if the interior
angle is 37 /2. A corner is called white if there is a white square in the corner, and black if there is
a black square in this corner, see Fig. [l

Lemma 4.1. If a simply connected domain Q° contains the same number of black and white squares
then

#{white convex corners} = #{white concave corners} + 2,
#{black convex corners} = #{black concave corners} + 2.
Proof. Note that 7 - (#{corners} —2) = Z - #{convex corners} + 3% - #{concave corners}, hence

#{convex corners} = #{concave corners} + 4.
17



Fo(u) = Bt P )+ Fis) - gy o Fn)-F(u) Fi () = 2t ()

FIGURE 13. Discrete harmonicity of the function F? together with the boundary conditions
implies the following equations for u € 9;,:Q%, see also Fig. Bl

Recall that the height along the boundary changes by j:%: if an edge has a black square on its
left then the height increases by %; if it has a white square on its left then the height decreases
by %. Along each straight segment of the boundary of the domain the height function varies between
two values. This pair increases (resp., decreases) by % if the boundary turns left along black (resp.,
white) convex square, and decreases (resp., increases) by % if it turns right along black (resp., white)
concave square. Then

#{white convex corners}+ #{black concave corners} =
#{white concave corners} + #{black convex corners},

since the height function on the boundary is well defined if the domain contains the same number of
black and white squares (this is easily proved by induction on the number of black squares, starting
from the case of a 2 x 1 rectangle). O

Let 9 admit a domino tiling. Let ug and 1)8 be black and white squares in 8i,Q° placed away
from the corners of Q° in such a way that the domain Q° < {u,v}} admits a domino tiling. Let
{62}2‘;% be the set of white squares located in the concave white corners of the domain Q°, and
let {v,’;‘S}ZI% be the set of white squares located in the convex white corners of the domain Q7, see
Fig. @ Recall that the cardinality of the latter set is greater by two than the cardinality of the
former due to Lemma 1l Similarly, let {ag}g";—ll be the set of black squares located in the concave
black corners of the domain Q°, and let {u* }2”:11 be the set of black squares located in the convex
black corners of the domain Q9 (see Fig. [).

4.1. Discrete boundary value problem for the functions F and G. Note that for all u’ € 94°
one has F°(u’) = 0, which can be thought of as a zero Dirichlet boundary conditions either for
Re[F°] or for Im[F?]. Similarly, for all v € 9¢%, either Re[AG®] or Re[A\G®] has zero Dirichlet
boundary conditions.

Remark 4.2. The function F° (resp., G°) changes boundary conditions only at white (resp., black)
corners of Q°.

A function on a discrete domain Q° is called semibounded by its boundary values in a subdomain
U ¢ Q9 if either the maximum or the minimum of this function in U? is attained on the boundary
of U%. A function on a discrete domain Q7 is called bounded by its boundary values in a subdomain
U® ¢ Q9 if both, the maximum and the minimum of this function in U?, are attained on U?®.

Lemma 4.3. The function Fé“s is bounded by its boundary values in neighbourhoods of white

convex corners and semibounded by its boundary values in neighbourhoods of white concave corners.
18



Proof. Note that the function F?° | 4¢ 1s discrete harmonic in Qg, except at the squares of type Qg
0

adjacent to {99} and v, where {©?} is the set of white squares in the white concave corners. In
djacent to {79} and vj, wh 99} is the set of white sq in the whit I
particular, the function F° is bounded by its boundary values in vicinities of white convex corners
{v;°}, see Fig. I3
Let us consider a neighbourhood of a corner f),‘z. Note that in this neighbourhood the function
40 1s discrete harmonic everywhere except at the unique black square of type ¢ adjacent to vy.
F?,s is discrete h i h t at the unique black f type 4 adjacent to ¥
0

Note that at this square either the maximum or the minimum of F? can be reached, thus F 6|’5 is

0
semi-bounded near fDi. ([l
4.2. The continuous analogue of the functions F° and G°. In this section we will describe
the continuous analogue of the functions F° and G?. Also, we will show that the primitive of their
product is the harmonic measure.

Proposition 4.4. Let Q) be a simply connected Jordan domain. Let vy be a boundary point which
lies on a stmight segment of the boundary of 2, and this segment goes to the direction A. Let
{v k}""Irl U{Uk}k 1 be a set of marked points on 8&'2\ {vo}. Then there exists the unique holomorphic
function fq on Q such that:

> fa(z) = =5 vo + O(1) in a vicinity of the point vo;

> fa is bounded in vicinities of the points v};

> fq is semi-bounded (either from above or from below) in vz’cz’nitz’es of the points Uy,

> along each boundary arc between marked points {vi}i 1 U{;}{Z1, one has either Re[fa] = 0

or Im[fq] = 0;
> aforementioned boundary conditions change at all marked points v and v}.

Proof. Let ¢ be a conformal mapping of the domain 2 onto the upper half plane H such that none
of the marked points and vy is mapped onto infinity. Then fy := fqo¢ ! is a holomorphic function
on H, which satisfies the following conditions:

(1) fu(w) = g%%%)) + O(1) in a vicinity of the point ¢(vp);

(2) fu is bounded in vicinities of the points ¢(vy);

(3) f[H is semi-bounded (either from above or from below) in vicinities of the points ¢(vy);

(4) fi is bounded at infinity;

(5) on each segment of the real line between the points of the set {¢(vy)}7—1 U {#(v})}iE] one
has either Re[fp] = 0 or Im[fn] = 0;

(6) the function fi changes the boundary conditions at all points ¢(7;) and ¢(v}), and only at

these points.

For a given k let us add a constant to ¢ so that ¢(7;) = 0. Let us consider a function fy(w?) in
a vicinity of zero. The boundary conditions (5), (6) of the function fi(w?) allow one to extend this
function to a punctured vicinity of 0 by the Schwarz reflection principle.

Let us show that fy(w?) = O(1/w) as w — 0. Great Picard’s Theorem together with the semi-
boundedness condition (3) implies that fi(w?) cannot have an essential singularity at zero. So, the
function fi(w?) either is regular or has a pole at zero. This pole must be simple due to (3), and

hence fr(w) = O((w — QS(@k))_%) in a vicinity of v.

Similarly, conditions (2), (5) and (6) imply that fi(w) = O((w — qﬁ(v,’;))%) in a vicinity of each
of the points v,

Consider a function

I
—
g
|
©
—
1
ko
N~—
SN—
o=

n—1
fr(w) - (w = ¢(v0)) - [ [ (w — 6(@n))
k=1
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which can be extended to a bounded function in the whole plane by the Schwarz reflection principle.
Hence it is a constant, and

n+1 n—1

fri(w) = —¢) L w —éwi)7 - T (w — é(@r)) 2,

k=1 k=1

D=

where the real constant ¢y can be determined from the condition ().
Since fy = fo ¢!, we obtain

=0 . 2) — p(v}))? - 2) — b(iy)) "2 .
O el | CEREUIE V CORERRRS (1)
where cy is a real constant that depends on ¢. O

Remark 4.5. The previous proposition also holds if vy is an inner point of Q. In this case

1 1 n+1 1 n—1 ) n
fQ(Z)—C¢'<¢(Z)_ ol ¢(z)_m>-g<¢<z>—¢<vk>> T - ot

Similarly, for the set of boundary points {@x}™5" U {uj}™ 4" and the point uy on a straight
segment of the boundary of 2 parallel to vector A, there exists the unique holomorphic function g,
which satisfies conditions analogous to conditions from Proposition [£.4}

> ga(z) = Z_iuo + O(1) in a vicinity of the point ug;
> go is bounded in vicinities of the points uj;

> gq is semi-bounded in vicinities of the points y;
>

along each boundary segment between boundary points of the set {ul’;}km;ll U {&k}km:_ll, one

has either Re[Agq] = 0 or Re[A\gq] = 0;
> aforementioned boundary conditions of the function go change at all points @ and wu}.

This function is written as follows

z _)\—Cz~m+l z) — ¢(uj %-m_l 2) — (i) "2

where ¢y is a real constant that depends on ¢.
It is worth noting that the product of the functions fq(z) and gq(z) defined by (@) and (£2) ,

respectively, does not depend on the colours of corners of Q (while each of fq(z), ga(z) does depend
on these colours).

Proposition 4.6. Let Q be a polygon in C with sides parallel to vectors X\ and X. Let vy and ug be
the points on the straight part of the boundary of the polygon Q. Let {’UZ}ZI% U {u? 2”;11 be the set
of vertices of the convex corners of the polygon Q, and {f)k}z;% U {ﬂs}g”’:_ll be the set of vertices of
the concave corners of the polygon Q. Assume that the boundary arc (ugvg) contains 0.

Let functions fo and gq be defined as in Proposition 4], then the function

/0 " Re[fa(:)g0()dz]

is proportional to the harmonic measure hmg(w, (voug)) in the domain €.
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FIGURE 14. A 4-black-piecewise Temperleyan domain.

Proof. Let us consider the product of functions fq(z) and ga(z). It equals
AcyCy

fal=) - 90(2) = Gy =300y (05 = olu))
n+1 L n—1 L m+1 L m—1 L
TL(6() - éin - [L(6(:) — 60+ - [] (0(2) — dui))* - [[ (6(=) — oliiw)) .
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

Let 9(w) be a conformal transformation of the upper half-plane onto the interior of a simple
polygon €, the inverse mapping to ¢. The Schwarz—Christoffel mapping theorem implies that

n—1 m—1 n+1 m+1
W'(w) = ey - [J(w—o@))% - T] (w — dlan))? - [[(w — o(wp)2 - ] (w - o(up)) ",
k=1 k=1 k=1 k=1

where ¢y, is a real constant.
Note that ¢ is the inverse mapping to 1, so m = ¢/(2).
Therefore

£(2) - g(z) = AcgCodcy - ¢'(2) _ i6¢é?z>cwu0) : <1og

(¢(2) — ¢(v0)) )'
(¢(2) = d(v0))(¢(2) — d(uo))  d(vo) — &( (6(2) = p(u)) )
(¢(2)=(v0))

hence [ Re[fgdz] is proportional to %Im log (W) which is the harmonic measure of (voug).
]

Now to complete the proof of Theorem it is enough to prove convergence of functions F?
and G°. In Section [fl we will prove a more general result: the convergence of F9 for approximations
by black-piecewise Temperleyan domains. This special type of discrete domains is defined below in
Section [51l Similarly, one can show the convergence of G for approximations by white-piecewise
Temperleyan domains. In the setup of Proposition the polygonal approximations Q° are 2n-
black-piecewise Temperleyan and 2m-white-piecewise Temperleyan domains at the same time.

5. CONVERGENCE OF F9 IN BLACK-PIECEWISE TEMPERLEYAN DOMAINS

5.1. Black-piecewise Temperleyan domains. Let us fix a natural number n. A discrete domain
is called a 2n-black-piecewise Temperleyan domain if it is a domain with n + 1 convex white corners
and n — 1 concave white corners. Consider a segment of the boundary between two neighbouring
white corners; we will call such a segment a black Temperleyan segment. Note that all black squares
on this part of the boundary are of the same type: either they all are of type Qg or all of type Qf

(see Fig. [14).
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FIGURE 15. A path on the set 3 from the square y° to the square adjacent to 17,‘2.

Let © be a bounded, simply connected Jordan domain with a piecewise-smooth boundary and
2n boundary marked points v,..., vy 1, U1,...,0,—1. For sufficiently small §,we say that a 2n-
black-piecewise Temperleyan domain Q° approximates € if the boundaries of the 2n-black-piecewise
Temperleyan domain are within O(0) of the boundaries of €2, and if furthermore, all convex white
corners vi are within O(8) of the set of marked points v} and all concave white corners ¢ are

J
within O(6) of the set of marked points v;.

5.2. Proof of the convergence. Let u be a square on the square lattice with mesh size §. By
B2(u?) we denote the set of squares on this lattice such that the distance from them to u is less
then or equal to r. Let B2 (u’) be the set of boundary squares of the set BS(u?).

Consider a discrete domain Q7. Let E° be a subset of the set 9. Let hmgs(z°, E%) be a
discrete harmonic function in Q7 such that it is equal to ygs on the boundary of Q°, where y s is
the characteristic function of the set £°. The function hmgs(2°, E°) is called the harmonic measure.
Note that the harmonic measure is a probabilistic measure for any fixed z° € Q. Note also that
the value of hmgs(2°, E) equals to the probability that a simple random walk starting at = first
hits the boundary of the domain Q° on the set E°.

Let F° _ be a discrete harmonic function in Q° defined on the set Q° U 99Q°. Then it is easy to

harm
see that
& § § é § 1
Fharm(:p ) = Z Fharm(y ) ’ th‘S(:E 7{y })
y9 €N’
Remark 5.1. From now on we assume thatd > 0 and r > 0 are chosen so that the discrete punctured
vicinity B2(99) ~ {0} contains neither vy nor white corner squares of Q° for allk € {1,...,n—1}.

Lemma 5.2. Let 2° be a black square in the middle of one of the arcs of the set OB (#9) N Qg. Let
Y’ e Qg be a black square on the boundary of Bf/2(f),‘z). Let v° be a path on the set Qg starting in y°

and ending at the black square of Og adjacent to f)g (see Fig. [I3). Let hm®(x%,~%) be the harmonic
measure on B3, (%) N Og 7%, Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 that does not depend on § such
that for all y° € Og N an/z, one has

hm? (2°,4°) > &=2(Q) > 0.
For a more general statement see [5, Lemma 3.14].

Proof. Let us consider two gray discrete domains of width 7, where [ is a large enough positive
number, see Fig. Let these domains contain z° and cross the boundary of Q9. The probability
that a random walk on a square lattice with mesh size 28 travels all the way from z° to the boundary
of Q° inside the gray domain is uniformly bounded away from zero [5, Fig. 3B], for each of the two

domains.
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FIGURE 16. The probability that a random walk on a square lattice with mesh size 2§
travels all the way from z° to the boundary of Q° inside the gray domain is bounded away
from zero uniformly in §.

Note that the path 79 necessarily intersects at least one of the gray domains. The probability of
the event that a random walk travels all the way from 2 to the boundary of Q9 inside this gray
domain is less then hm? (2%, ~%). O

Lemma 5.3. Let M (r) = max |F°(u’)|, where

Then for some fixed t > 0 small enough and for any sufficiently small fized r > 0, as § — 0 we have

r 4
Mf(g) SE‘ME(T),

where ¢ is the absolute constant from Lemma 5.2l

Proof. Note that it is enough to prove that

max ReFo(u®)| < 2. M (r
el o RFS W] < 2 M),

9}

for all k € {1,...,n — 1}, since similarly the same inequality holds for TmF?.
Let y° be the square in Q%N an/z(f)g) such that
|ReF? (y%)] = max |ReF? (u?)).
u5eﬂ5man,/2(ﬁ;§)
Without loss of generality we may assume that ReF?(y°) > 0. Note that ReF? is a discrete harmonic
function, and hence there exists a path v° on the set Og from y° to the boundary of the domain
QN Bf (f),‘z) or to the square adjacent to 272 along which the absolute value of the function ReF?

increases, since discrete harmonic functions satisfy the maximum principle. If the path v° ends on
the boundary of the domain Q% N BS(%?), then

max IReF°(u®)| < max |ReF? (u?)].
uSEQINAB? (7)) ud €QPNIBY ()
Assume that 7 ends at the square adjacent to @,‘z Let hm‘;(-, 7%) be the harmonic measure in the

domain Bgr(ﬁg) N Og ~ 75. Due to Lemma [5.2] there exists a black square 20 e Og on the boundary
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of BS(#) such that hm®(z®,4%) > &> 0. Note that
MP(r) 2 ReF°(2°) 2 ReF°(y) -’ (2%, 7°) — M7 (r) - (1 — hm’ (2, 1%)).
Hence,
2MP(r) > hm®(2°,~%) - ReF°(y) > &- ReF°(y°).
To complete the proof, recall that we assumed ReF?(y°) = max W e nIB? , ]ReF5( ). O

Let Fg » be the unique discrete holomorphic function on the whole plane ([)5 N {vo} tending to
Yo
zero at infinity and such that [85F5 5](110) = f‘g, see [B, Theorem 2.21|. Note that ReF‘S Lo and

Cvg
ImF 9 . are discrete harmonic everywhere except two squares adjacent to ’Uo It is well known that

A
27 " z—wo

F 6( Y is asymptotically equal - as 0 | 0. We need to introduce a similar function F[H
Yo ’ O

on a half-plane H?, where 9H? goes to the direction \ and UO € OiH N Og. The imaginary part of
Fp 0 ol equals zero on the boundary, and [8‘5F[f| v(;](vg )= 5% There is the unique discrete holomorphic
U0

functlon with these two properties that tends to zero at infinity.

Let us consider the sum Févg + Fé,vg+2X5’ where by US + 2X\d we denote a white square at

distance § from the square US that does not belong to H?. This sum tends to zero at infinity, since

both Févg and FéngM tend to zero at the infinity. Note that FéngM is discrete holomorphic
6) _ A

on H?, therefore Févg +F£7v3+25\5 is holomorphic on H° . {v3} and [55(Fg7v3 +F8’Ug+2m)](v0 =5
Finally, note that

& 6 é 3 S
ImFC’Ug(u) = GO (u, v + A) — G (u, v — Nd),
where G%(u,u’) is the classical Green’s function on C° N 4% satisfies A°G? (u, u') = L=y - >3- The
Green’s function is symmetric, therefore Im[Fé o F 9
"o

C,v3+25\5]
S . nl) 6
we have Fp(u) —FQ ch 5 1o%e"

vanishes on OH?. As a consequence

Corollary 5.4. Let
M3 (r) = max |Fo(u) — F(u).

uEQfO
Then, for all sufficiently small &, one has

M5(2) <— M?(r) + C.,

where Cy is an absolute constant and ¢ is the constcmt from Lemma 5.2

Proof. Note that F[g is uniformly bounded away from vg and vanishes on OH’, hence F° — F[g is
uniformly bounded on 99%. Moreover, function F? — Fp, % is discrete holomorphic on Q9. in particular
it is discrete holomorphic on B? (v) N Q7 and Vamshes on 99° N BY(v3). Therefore the statement
of Lemma [5.3]is valid for F? — F‘S and t = 0. O

We are now in the position to prove the convergence of F. Note that F? can be thought of as
defined in polygonal representation of Q° by some standard continuation procedure, linear on edges
and multilinear inside faces. Then we have the following

Theorem 5.5. Let Q° be a sequence of discrete 2k-black-piecewise Temperleyan domains of mesh
size & approzimating a continuous domain Q. Suppose that each Q° admits a domino tiling. Let the
sets of white corner squares {v;° Y1 and {D}7=1 approzimate the sets of boundary points {vi}it]
and {Uk}kzl correspondingly, and let vg approzimate a boundary point vg, which lies on a straight
segment of the boundary of Q. Then F? converges uniformly on compact subsets of Q to a continuous

holomorphic function fq, where fq is defined as in Proposition [4.4].
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In the following proof we use the idea described in [4] (proof of Theorem 2.16).

Proof. First case: suppose that for each fixed positive r the function M?(r) remains bounded, as
§ — 0. Corollary [5.4] implies that discrete holomorphic functions F° — F[g are uniformly bounded,
and therefore equicontinuous due to Harnack principle on compact subsets of 2. Thus, due to the

Arzela—Ascoli theorem, the family F° — F, D‘Z is precompact and hence converges along a subsequence
1 A
T Zz—wo

as 0 — 0, uniformly on compacts. Let fo := f— fu, then FO = fq, ie. ReF% = Refq and
ImF? = Imfq, uniformly on compacts. Since a discrete solution of Dirichlet problem converges
to its continuous counterpart up to the boundary [5, Section 3.3|, the boundary conditions for the
functions F? yield the same boundary conditions for their limit. Thus, the function fq solves the
boundary value problem described in Proposition 4] therefore it is determined uniquely. This
implies that all convergent subsequences of the family {F°} have the same limit and thus the whole
family converges to fq.

Second case: suppose that Mf(r) tends to infinity along a subsequence as § — 0 for some r > 0.
FO—F) .

a Mf(rSH' Using
the same arguments as above, we can show that the family F? converges to some holomorphic

function f.. Note that the limit is bounded near vy, since F? — Fn‘f' is discrete holomorphic and

to some holomorphic function funiformly on compact subsets of €). Note that F[,‘_s| = fu=

Let us show that this is impossible. Consider a discrete holomorphic function ﬁf =

S
bounded near 1)8. Also, note that MI;%'ZT,) tends to zero away from vy. Therefore, as in the previous

case, the limit satisfies all boundary conditions described in Proposition [£.4] except the first one:
the behaviour near the point vg. The only function satisfying these properties is zero.

)

Suppose that there exists a sequence of squares ug, .. converging to Uinner € €2 such that

ReF?(uf ...) > constg > 0. (5.1)

Then we have fi(uinner) > 0, which contradicts the fact that f, vanishes on Q, and therefore the
second case is impossible.
To complete the proof let us show the existence of the sequence {ud _}. Let ud., be chosen so

that 1 = sup |[FO(u®)] = |F2(ul,,)|. Assume that u’, € Qg, ie. |FO(ul,,)| = [ReFS(us,.).

u‘SEQf’O
Without loss of generality we may assume that Reﬁf (18 ay) > 0. Let ul . — Umax € Qp as § — 0,
n—1 n—1
where Q, = Q < U Br(f)k)> . The discrete maximum principle implies that upax € |J 9B, (k).
k=1 k=1

Note that Reﬁ’f is a discrete harmonic function, and hence there exists a path 4% on the set Qg from
ufnax to the boundary of the domain Q7 or to the square adjacent to 172 along which the absolute
value of the function Reﬁf increases. The boundary conditions together with the fact that the limit
function vanishes imply that 7% goes along a subarc N ,‘g C 090 where ReF? has Neumann boundary
condition and ends at the square adjacent to 62.

Assume that B, (73)N$ is connected, the other case is treated similarly. Denote by U° the discrete
subdomain of B? (f}g) N that is bounded by the subarc of 9927 where ReF? has Dirichlet boundary
condition, the path 7° N Q% and the arc B (#9) N Q0. Note that U° converges to B, (7y) N Q.

The absolute value of Reﬁf is bounded by €5 away from the pieces of the boundary of Q° where
ReF? has Neumann boundary conditions. Note that the function Reﬁf is semi-bounded in a vicinity
of the point f),‘z, therefore near the boundary Reﬁ’f > —c, where ¢ > 0 is a constant. Let u?nner e U’
be a black square in the middle of one of the arcs of the set E?Bf /2 (#9) N Qg. Then

ReF?(u®) > —e5- 1+ (—c) - hmys (u?, (€5-vicinity of N9) N (0B (59) N Q%)) + 1 - hmys (u?,7° N OU?).
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Due to Lemma 5.2 we have hmgs (ud,.,7° N AU%) > const(U) > 0. Note that es tends to zero as

inner’

§ — 0. Also, hmys(ud, ., (€s-vicinity of NO) N (0B2(%0) N Q7)) tends to zero as § — 0. Hence we

inner’

construct a sequence of squares ufnncr converging to Uinner € €2 such that (5.1 holds. ]

Remark 5.6. Let in the setup of Theorem the squares vg approzimate an inner point vy of the
domain Q, instead of a boundary one. Then F° converges uniformly on compact subsets of Q \ vy
to a continuous holomorphic function fq, where fq is defined as in Remark A5l

6. SINGLE DIMER MODEL AND THE GAUSSIAN FREE FIELD

In [I8] Kenyon proved that the scaling limit of the height function in the dimer model on Tem-
perleyan domains is the Gaussian Free Field. Our goal in this section is to prove Corollary [[4] i.e.
to show that the same scaling limit appears for approximations by a more general class of discrete
domains which we call black-piecewise Temperleyan domains. Also, in Appendix we will show that
the same holds for isoradial black-piecewise Temperleyan graphs.

6.1. Boundary conditions for the coupling function. For a fixed v' € ¢,, the function
Cq(u,v) is discrete holomorphic as a function of u, with a simple pole at v’:

Ca(-,v')]as =0,

CQ('7U/)’00 eR, CQ(’,U/)‘Ql €iR,

I[Ca(-,v)](v) =0, Yved,v#

A[Ca(-v")](v') = 1

Therefore in a 2n-black-piecewise Temperleyan domain, for a fixed v’ € ¢, the boundary condi-
tions of the coupling function Cq(u,v’) as a function of u change at all white corners, and there are
2n parts of the boundary with either Re[Cq(-,v")] = 0 or Im[Cq(-,v")] = 0.

In other words, a black-piecewise Temperleyan domain corresponds to mixed Dirichlet and Neu-
mann boundary conditions for the discrete harmonic components of the coupling function. Recall
that in a Temperleyan domain we have a simple boundary conditions, namely, Im[Cq(u,v")] = 0
for all boundary squares u, in other words Im[Cq(u,v")] as a function of u has Dirichlet boundary
conditions.

6.2. Asymptotic values of the coupling function. Following [16], we define two functions
fo(z1,22) and fi1(z1, 22). For a fixed 2z,

> the function fy(z1,22) is analytic as a function of z;, has a simple pole of residue 1/7 at
21 = 29, and no other poles on
> fo(+, 22) is bounded in the vicinity of the points v;
> the function fy(-, z2) is semi-bounded in the vicinity of the points vy;
> on each segment into which points from the set {;}7—] U {v}}"*] split the boundary, we
have either Re[fo(+, z2)] = 0 or Im[fo(+, 22)] = 0;
> the boundary conditions of the function fy(-, z2) change at all points 0y, v}.
The function fi(z1, 22) has the same definition, except for a difference in the boundary conditions:
if on a segment between two points from the set {}7— U {v}}"%] we have Re[fo(:,22)] = 0 (or
Im[fo(-,22)] = 0), then on that segment Im[fi(-,22)] = 0 (or Re[fi(-,22)] = 0). The existence
and uniqueness of such functions can be shown using the technique described in Section 3, see
Remark In particular, we can write these functions in the following way

n+1 n—1 s(w) m
fozow) = [[=vpz - [[(z— )2 <— + —_> :

Z— W zZ— W
k=1 k=1
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n+1 L n—1 L s(w) s(w)
fAzw) =[[E-vz [[Gz—w)2- <—— _),
k=1 k=1

where
n+1 n—1

s(w) = H(w —vp)2 - H(w - f)k)% (6.2)

k=1 k=1

N

Theorem 6.1. Let ) be a bounded, simply connected domain in C with k marked points. Assume
that a sequence of discrete k-black-piecewise Temperleyan domains Q0 on a grid with mesh size &
approzimates the domain 0, and each domain Q0 has at least one domino tiling. Let a sequence of
white squares v0 approzimates a point v € Q. Then the coupling function %C’m (u,v) satisfies the
following asymptotics:

for v € O,
1 2 1
5096(%”5) N Féva(u) = fo(u,v) — P +o(1);
Zf 1)6 S <>1; then
1 2 1
gcﬂé(uﬂfs) b FR 5 (u) = fi(u,v) — P — +o(1),

where Fév(; (u) is defined in Section [5.2

Proof. Recall that Fé(z) P
one can use the techniques described in Section More precisely, the first asymptotic can be
obtained exactly from the proof of Theorem 5.5 see Remark The second one can be obtained

similarly. O

6.3. Sketch of the proof of Corollary I.4l This section contains the sketch of the proof of
Corollary [[.4l In [18] Kenyon proved convergence of the height function on Temperleyan domains
to the Gaussian free field. To obtain the same result for black-piecewise Temperleyan domains it
is enough to show that the limits of moments of height function in Temperleyan case and black-
piecewise Temperleyan case are the same. Essentially the novel part of the argument is in (6.3)), then
Lemma implies Corollary [6.4] and the rest of the argument is exactly as in [I8, Theorem 1.1].

Similarly to [I6] one can obtain the following result for black-piecewise Temperleyan approxima-
tions. Let f+(z,w) = fo(Z,ZU) + fl(Z,ZU) and f—(sz) = fO(sz) - fl(sz)'

Proposition 6.2. Letv1,...,vm be a collection of pairwise disjoint paths running from the boundary
of Q to z1,...,zy respectively. Let h(z;) denote the height function at a point in black-piecewise
Temperleyan domain Q0 lying within O(8) of z;. Then

lim E[(A(z1) — E[a(z0)]) .. - (h(zm) — E[R(zm)])] =

Z 61"'6m/ / det (Fei,ej(zi,Zj))dzfl) ,..dzr(gm)7
" Ym 1,j€[1,m]

617"'767716{_171}

o 18 asymptotically equal % . —2_as § | 0. Now, to obtain the result
0

where dzj(»l) = dz; and dz](»_l) = dzj, and

0 1=

f—i—(zivzj) (6,,6]') = (171)
Foej(zi25) = 4 f-(zi,25)  (€,¢5) = (—1,1)

f—(zi’zj) (Elvej) =(1,-1)

kf—i—('zivzj) (6,,6]') =(-1,-1).



Proof. See the proof of [16, Proposition 20]. O

Recall that in the Temperleyan case [16] one has fi(z,w) = -2 and f_(z,w) = -2. In the
black-piecewise Temperleyan case we have

=2, s
f_(27w) T z—w 5(2) (6.3)
f+(z,w) = z—2w ’ Z((lzu))

where the function s(w) is defined by (6.2]).

One can easily check that the following lemma holds:

Lemma 6.3. Let e1,..., 6y € {—1,1}. Let us define function S, ;(z,w) as follows:

0 1=7
s(w)/s(z) (e, €)= (1,1)
Seey(zw) = {5@@)/s(2) (i) = (~L1)
sW)/5E  (ene) = (1,-1)
s(w)/s(z) (€,€¢5) = (—=1,-1).
Then
1 ali)£i Yie{l,2,...,m}
Sfa(l)vfl(za(l)vzl) T Sfa(m)ﬁvn(za(m)’zm) - {0 otherwise,
where « is a permutation of the set {1,2,... ,m}.

Corollary 6.4. The limits of moments of the height function in the Temperleyan case and the
black-piecewise Temperleyan case are the same.

In [1I8] Kenyon showed that:

Proposition 6.5. Let Q be a Jordan domain with smooth boundary. Let z1,. .., zy, (with m even)
be distinct points of Q. Let Q° be a Temperleyan approzimation of Q and hqs be the height function
of a uniform domino tiling in the domain Q°. Then

%i_)Hj;[E[(hm (z21) — E[hqs(21)]) - - .- (hqs (zm) — E[hqs (zm)])] =
<_?> Z gD(ZO‘(l)’ 206(2)) et gD(Za(m—l)7Za(m))7
pairings o
where gp is the Green function with Dirichlet boundary conditions on €.

Proof. See the proof of [18] Proposition 3.2]. O

By Corollary this proposition holds for black-piecewise Temperleyan domains as well. And
the following lemma completes the proof of Corollary L4l

Lemma 6.6 (|2]). A sequence of multidimensional random variables whose moments converge to
the moments of a Gaussian, converges itself to a Gaussian.
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FIGURE 17. Left: isoradial graph T" (black), its dual graph T'* (gray) and the corresponding
rhombic lattice (dashed). Center: isoradial 2n-black-piecewise Temperleyan graph with
n = 2; the set of rhombic centers (white), the bipartite graph (vertices: white, gray and
black; edges: solid lines), the elements of the sets of white corners {v;}7*] and {ox};Z].
Right: the set of midedges of the rhombic lattice, the set V (circles).

APPENDIX. (GENERALIZATION TO ISORADIAL GRAPHS

In this section we will discuss the result of Theorem for the dimer model on isoradial graphs.
The notion of a rhombic lattice (or isoradial graph) was introduced by Duffin [I1] as a large family
of graphs, where discretizations of Laplace and Cauchy-Riemann operators can be defined similarly
to the case of the square lattice. The class of isoradial graphs forms a large class of graphs where
classical complex analysis results have discrete analogs, see [5]. A lot of planar graphs admit
isoradial embeddings [23]. Discrete complex analysis allows to obtain results for two-dimensional
lattice models on isoradial graphs, notably the Ising [25] 6] and dimer [20, [8 9, 24] models.

Let I' be an isoradial graph, i.e. a planar graph in which each face is inscribed into a circle of a
common radius §. Also one can thing about § as a mesh size of the isoradial graph. Suppose that
all circle centers are inside the corresponding faces, then the dual graph I'* is also isoradial with
the same radius. The rhombic lattice is the graph on the union A of the two vertex sets I' and I'*
(see Fig. [IT). We will use the following assumption (see [5])

(#) the rhombi angles are uniformly bounded from 0 and 7.

The dimer model on isoradial graphs was introduced by Kenyon [20]. A dimer configuration in
this setup is a perfect matching of the bipartite graph Q° defined as follows. The vertex set of
Q9 consists of a union of A (two types of black vertices) and rhombi centers (white vertices), and
there is an edge between black and white vertices if the black vertex and corresponding rhombi are
adjacent (see Fig. [[7). Note that 9 is an isoradial graph, where each face is inscribed into a circle
of radius %, for more details see [9].

We will call a white vertex on the boundary of Q0 a corner if it is adjacent to two boundary
black vertices of different types. We can define as before the notion of conver and concave white
corners, see Fig. [[7l Note that Lemma E.1 holds also in the isoradial case. An isoradial graph Q° is
called a 2n-black-piecewise Temperleyan graph if it has n+ 1 convex white corners and n — 1 concave
white corners, see Fig. 7l Now we can formulate the similar result for isoradial graphs analogous
to Theorem

Theorem A.7. Let Q0 be a sequence of isoradial 2k-black-piecewise Temperleyan graphs approa-
imating a continuous domain Q. Assume that each Q° admits a perfect matching. Let the sets
of white boundary vertez {vi°}!*1 and {#}}Z] approzimate the sets of boundary points {vi}it}
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and {T)k}z;% correspondingly, and let vg approximate a point boundary point vy which lies on a
straight segment of the boundary of . Then FI‘;O converges uniformly on compact subsets of Q to a
continuous holomorphic function fq, where fq is defined as in Proposition [4.4]

Proof. The proof mimics the proof of Theorem using the toolbox described in [5, Definition 2.1,
Proposition 2.7, Definition 2.12, Proposition 2.14, Theorem 2.21]. O
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