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Topological sectors, dimer correlations, and monomers from the
transfer-matrix solution of the dimer model
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We solve the classical square-lattice dimer model with periodic boundaries and in the presence of a field ¢ that
couples to the (vector) flux, by diagonalizing a modified version of Lieb’s transfer matrix. After deriving the torus
partition function in the thermodynamic limit, we show how the configuration space divides into topological
sectors corresponding to distinct values of the flux. Additionally, we demonstrate in general that expectation
values are ¢ independent at leading order, and obtain explicit expressions for dimer occupation numbers, dimer-
dimer correlation functions, and the monomer distribution function. The last of these is expressed as a Toeplitz
determinant, whose asymptotic behavior for large monomer separation is tractable using the Fisher-Hartwig
conjecture. Our results reproduce those previously obtained using Pfaffian techniques.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The dimer model is a paradigmatic example of a strongly
correlated system, in which dimers cover the edges of a lat-
tice subject to a close-packing constraint; i.e., each vertex
touches exactly one dimer. It was first solved independently by
Kasteleyn [1,2] and Temperley and Fisher [3,4] in 1961 using
a combinatoric method, in which the partition function is
expressed as the Pfaffian of a signed adjacency matrix known
as the Kasteleyn matrix.

Because the dimer model is exactly solvable, it offers a use-
ful setting for the study of novel phenomena in geometrically
frustrated systems [5] or, more specifically, “Coulomb-phase”
physics [6]. In particular, its extensive entropy reflects macro-
scopic ground-state degeneracy, while the configuration space
splits into topological sectors labeled by horizontal and ver-
tical flux components, reflecting topological order [7]. The
Pfaffian method can be used to calculate partial partition func-
tions for these sectors, as demonstrated by Boutillier and de
Tiliere [8].

Moreover, a dimer can be replaced by a pair of monomers,
which can be separated by subsequent dimer updates and
thus play the role of fractionalized excitations. Fisher and
Stephenson’s Pfaffian calculation of the monomer distribu-
tion function in 1963 [9] implies that, due to the entropy of
the background dimer configuration, the monomers interact
through an effective Coulomb potential, which is logarithmic
in two dimensions. They have also shown that dimer-dimer
correlations are long range with algebraic, rather than expo-
nential, dependence on separation. This is despite the absence
of long-range order and instead a consequence of the close-
packing constraint.

Perhaps a more elegant solution of the dimer model is
Lieb’s transfer-matrix method [10], analogous to the well-
known solution of the Ising model by Schultz et al. [11],
which maps the problem to free fermions. In this approach,
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the partition function is expressed in terms of a transfer
matrix, which, given a configuration on a row of vertical
bonds, generates all dimer configurations compatible with the
close-packing constraint on the subsequent row of horizontal
and vertical bonds. This can be expressed in terms of spin—%
operators and mapped to fermions through a Jordan-Wigner
transformation.

This method has been used in the literature to derive
the partition function [10] and to determine its vertical-flux
decomposition [12,13]. In this work, we show how Lieb’s
transfer matrix can be modified in order to calculate the full
flux-sector decomposition. We also provide a general frame-
work for the calculation of expectation values and explicitly
calculate dimer occupation numbers, dimer-dimer correlation
functions, and the monomer distribution function. For the
last of these, we show how the asymptotic dependence for
large monomer separation, which was deduced by numerical
means in Ref. [9], can be evaluated exactly by applying the
Fisher-Hartwig conjecture [14].

In Sec. II, we define the model before showing how it
can be formulated in terms of a transfer matrix in Sec. III.
We then diagonalize the two-row transfer matrix in Sec. IV,
whose spectrum is used to calculate the partition function,
including its flux-sector decomposition, in Sec. V, and various
expectation values in Sec. VI. We conclude in Sec. VII.

II. MODEL

We consider the close-packed dimer model on an L, x L,
square lattice with periodic boundary conditions (PBCs), as-
suming both L,, L, even. In the following, we define the flux
along with the weights that appear in the partition function.

Denoting by d,,, the dimer occupation number (equal to
zero or one) on the bond joining sites r and r + §,,, with §,, a

©2021 American Physical Society


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1205-0860
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4515-7859
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevE.104.014145&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2021-07-29
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.104.014145

NEIL WILKINS AND STEPHEN POWELL

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 104, 014145 (2021)

I I .
I I I
I |
r=(1,1) I ]
i 11

FIG. 1. An example configuration of the close-packed dimer
model on a 6 x 6 lattice with periodic boundaries. The number of
horizontal dimers is N, = 8 and the flux is ® = (1, 1) [see Eq. (1)
and text thereafter]. Hence, this configuration has weight e8¢ (1.

unit vector in direction p € {x, y}, the flux is given by

1
CD;/, = L_ Zerdr,u P (1)
Hor

where €, = (—1)**" = 41 depending on the sublattice. Due
to the close-packing constraint, this is equivalent to the sum of
€dy, on links crossing a surface normal to §,, (to see this, one
usually defines an effective magnetic field [6,15]). The latter
definition highlights that ®, is integer valued and can only be
changed by shifting dimers around a loop encircling the whole
system [16]. The flux thus plays the role of a topological
invariant.

To each configuration, we assign weight o™e#'®. In the
first factor, « > 0 and N, are the activity and number of
horizontal dimers, respectively. (The total number of dimers
N+ N, = %LxLy is fixed, so the activity of vertical dimers
is set to unity without loss of generality.) Hence, for o # 1,
the model is anisotropic, with horizontal (vertical) dimers
favored for « > 1 (o < 1). In the second factor ¢ is a field,
with components ¢, € (-, 7], that couples to the flux ®. An
example configuration is shown in Fig. 1.

The partition function is

Zt)y=">) aVe'?, (2)

CECQ

where €y denotes the set of all close-packed dimer configura-
tions and can be thought of as a moment-generating function
for ®,,. Similarly, expectation values of a function O of the
dimer occupation numbers d,. ,, are given by

_ L N, it-®
(0) = 70 Oa:elt® . 3)

L'EGU

III. TRANSFER MATRIX

We construct the partition function, Eq. (2), by modifying
Lieb’s transfer matrix [10] to include the ®, weighting (the
@, weighting can be included without modifying the transfer
matrix).

We first define a vector space whose basis vectors |¢_1y)
correspond to all possible configurations d, of the dimer
occupation numbers on a single row of vertical bonds. As

illustrated in Fig. 2, the transfer matrix V is defined so that

Vidy =Y _"1d) Y
a

d.e€@d,.d)

w(d,), “

where ﬂ/y is the configuration on the subsequent row of vertical
bonds and Qﬁ(ﬂy, [1:,) is the (possibly empty) set of configura-
tions d, of the intermediate row of horizontal bonds that are
compatible with d, and d’,. The weight function w is chosen to
give the correct weights for N, and ®, in the partition function
of Eq. (2). On even rows, where €, = (—1)"* in Eq. (1), it is
given by

L, _
w@dy) =[Tui" ®)
j=1
where
1y
J— i(—1) =
wi=aexp|i=1) |, ©)

X

while on odd rows w is defined in the same way, but with 1
replaced by u7. (Here, d; . denotes the occupation number of
the bond between sites r, = j and j + 1 in the configuration
d . of the horizontal bonds.)

It is convenient to split the action of V into two steps:

(1) Generate the (single) configuration c_l; =

(1,1,...,1)— a_ly with all horizontal bonds on the
intermediate row empty (left configuration in Fig. 2).

(2) Starting with the result of step 1, one may produce all
other configurations by replacing pairs of neighboring vertical
dimers with a horizontal dimer (middle and right configura-
tions in Fig. 2). The effect on t_l/v is that an adjacent pair of
dimers is removed.

In order to reproduce the weight function w, a horizontal
dimer on the bond between sites j and j + 1 in step 2 comes
with a factor u; (/Lj) on even (odd) rows.

An explicit operator expression for the transfer matrix is
obtained by representing occupied and empty vertical bonds
by spin-up |1) and spin-down || ) states, respectively [i.e.,
eigenstates of oj‘?, where o} = (oj’F , ojy , aj*?) are the Pauli ma-
trices]. The above steps are easy to formulate in the spin
language. As shown in Fig. 2, step 1 is equivalent to flipping
all spins, which is achieved by the operator

Ly
vi=[]o}. )
j=1
since aji = %(O’; + iaf) satisfy o*|)) = [1) and 07 |1) =

V).
In step 2, pairs of neighboring up spins are flipped, so the

operator

dj,x = H“jajiaji&-l (8)
effectively generates a horizontal dimer between sites j and
J + 1, with the correct weight on even rows. Because (o i ) =
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FIG. 2. Action of the transfer matrix V of Eq. (10) on a row of vertical bonds (top), in which occupied and empty vertical bonds are
represented by spin-up |1) and spin-down || ) states (red), respectively. The result is all dimer configurations on the subsequent row of vertical
bonds that are consistent with the close-packing constraint (bottom). The left configuration with all dimers vertical is generated by V;, which
flips all spins. The middle and right configurations, obtained from the left configuration by replacing pairs of neighboring vertical dimers
with horizontal dimers, are generated by V3, which flips neighboring up spins. In order to obtain the correct weights in the partition function,
Eq. (2), V and V* = VT act on alternate rows and assign weight j = aexp [it.(—1)//L,] and ujtoa horizontal dimer between sites j and

J + 1, respectively.

0, the operator (m!)’l(ZjL.;1 d;j )" generates m horizontal
dimers (PBCs require o; | = o), and hence

L,
Vs = exp (Z d,;x> ©)
j=1
generates an arbitrary number of horizontal dimers. To obtain
the correct weights on odd rows, one should instead use the
operator V3"
It is therefore necessary to define two transfer matrices,

V =WV (10)

on even rows and V* = V' on odd rows.! (Note that VT =V
because oo™ = o~ 0*.) We also define the two-row transfer
matrix

W=vvi=wV, (11)

which is manifestly Hermitian.

The ®, weighting is included in the transfer-matrix formal-
ism as follows: The operator for the dimer occupation number
on a vertical bond is simply

djy =5(1+07), (12)

since spin up (down) corresponds to an occupied (empty)
bond. In terms of this, the vertical flux component on even
rows is [see Eq. (1) and text thereafter]

Z —~1)/d;,, (13)

o~

which satisfies the (anti)commutation relations {®,,V} =0
and [®,, W] = 0.2 The latter implies that it is possible to

Lieb’s transfer matrix V = V5V, V; includes a third operator V,,
which generates an arbitrary number of monomers on a row [10].

2@, appears in Refs. [12,13,17] as the operator ), whose eigenval-
ues are referred to as the “variation index.”

construct mutual eigenstates of the two-row transfer matrix
W and ®,. The partition function, Eq. (2), is then given by

Z() = Tr[e" W 7] (14)

(the trace arises due to PBCs in the vertical direction).

Similarly, the operator analog of Eq. (3), in the case of the
correlation function between observables O and O’ in rows
1 <1<l < Ly, is given by

1
(o'ahow) = TTT[ oW T 0'(HoW)l, (15)
where O(1) = U(1)~'OU (1) and
Viw{=D/2 for [ odd
va) = M - {W’/2 [ even. (16)

I

Note that [O(D)]" = O (—1), where U(—1) = [U(1)"]™" is de-
fined by the second equality of Eq. (16).

To compute expectation values of dimer observables, it is
necessary to find operators that correspond to these quantities.
While a suitable operator for the dimer occupation number on
vertical bonds has already been defined in Eq. (12), no such
operator exactly represents the dimer occupation number on
horizontal bonds, since the vector space on which the transfer
matrix acts contains only dimer configurations on vertical
bonds.

One can nonetheless calculate expectation values involving
horizontal dimers using an appropriately constructed operator.
From Egs. (4) and (5), one finds

V|d Zu

whereas Egs. (8)—(10) give the operator identity

d
»—V diV, (18)
xm
since [dy,dj <] =0. Comparing the right-hand sides, we
therefore interpret d;  as the operator corresponding to the

> diawdy), A7)

d.ced,.d,)
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horizontal dimer occupation number d; 3 on an even row, but
only when appearing in the comblnatlon d; V. Similarly, d7
acts as the horizontal dimer occupation number on an odd
row in the combination d7 V7. Setting O equal to d; , d;,)
on even (odd) rows in Eq. (15) gives the correct combmatlon
d;V (d_;fx v in O(), allowing one to calculate expectation
values involving the horizontal dimer number.

IV. DIAGONALIZATION OF THE TWO-ROW TRANSFER
MATRIX

To calculate Eq. (14) it is sufficient to diagonalize the
two-row transfer matrix W. We do so in this section through a
series of transformations.

We map between spins and spinless fermions using the
Jordan-Wigner transformation [18-20]

-1
C,= (1_[ —Uf)(rj_, (19)

i=1
j—1

Cl = (]‘[ —o;) o}, (20)
i=1

1

S(1+09). 1)
which identifies spin up and down with filled and empty
fermion orbitals, respectively, while preserving the usual
(anti)commutation relations

cicj =

[U“ 0]] = 2i8ij€/,_,,p0'p, (22)

{Ci.Cj} ={C/.cly =0, {Ci.Cly =555 (23)

In terms of fermions, Egs. (8) and (12) become

djx = —1;jCiCiyr, 24)
djy =CiC;, (25)
while the condition o | = o is equivalent to
Cr1=—Ci(=1)® = (=1)™C, (26)
with
D, = (-1)CJc;. (27)
J

We now define projectors
M, = 3[4 (=1’ (=D*] (28)
into the subspaces with even (p =0) or odd (p=1) ®,,
which satisfy ° TI, = 1 and (—1)® 11, = (—1)"I1,. Then,
since (—1)® commutes with any quadratic form in fermions,
we have

w=wy I, (29)
p

=Y W, (30)
V4

3This means that, for example, dﬁx does not give the square of the
horizontal dimer number; in fact d? = 0, whereas d;, = d; .

where

,,_exp( Z,u,CCHl) x He., (31)

and the fermion operator Cj 4 depends implicitly on p
through the boundary condition

CLovt = —(~1YCr. (32)

More generally, for any operator O containing Cy 4 of
Eq. (26), we define an operator O, that instead only contains
Cp,+1 of Eq. (32) (and thus depends on p), such that the action
of both operators on a state with ®, parity p yields the same
result, i.e., O = 3 O,I1,. (For operators that do not contain
Cp.+1, such as ®,, one has O, = 0.)

For later reference (see Sec. VI) we note that, after the
Jordan-Wigner transformation, the single-row transfer matrix
isgivenby V. =3 V,I1,, with

szexp< Z,LL]C Cj+1) n[C + (= 1)jCT] (33)

j=1

where the operators in the product should be ordered from

right to left.
We now make a Fourier expansion
—m/4 "
Z i, (34)
VL keK,
with

Ko = {£7 /Ly, £37 /L, ..., £(L. — D7 /L) (35)

and

K, ={0, £2n /L., +47 /L., ... ,£(L, — 2)w /Ly, 7},

(36)
which ensures the correct boundary condition on Cy 4 in
Eq. (32) [10].# The n; fermions obey standard anticommu-
tation relations, as follows from Eq. (23).

Using the result

L
P&
— ik+K) ]
LXZ“’E

=1

1y 1y
= a[SHkr 0 COS (Lx) + 18 4x 7 SIN (Lx)] R 37
valid for both k and k' in either K, or K;, the op-
erator appearing in the exponential of Eq. (31) can be

“As an alternative to the approach in Sec. III, one could instead
implement the ®, weighting using ©; = o and twisted boundary
conditions o;_,, = "oy inplace of Eq. (6) and o, | = o, respec-
tively [see Eq. (1) and text thereafter]. However, a Fourier expansion
of the new set of fermions C; is no longer useful because of the
absence of translation symmetry [21,22]. Instead, one would have
to perform the gauge transformation C; = e~/-1'%/LxC; back to C;
fermions, before proceeding as in the main text.
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written as
L,
— > wiCiCia
j=1
. —ik Iy .. Ix
=ia Z e nk[cos <L—>r)_k —isin (L—>r/n_k] . (38)
keK, x x

Restricting the sumto 0 < k < %, this becomes

Ly
=D wCiCii= Y OuAK), (39)
Jj=1 kekK,
0<k< T
where the quadratic form
1.7 e
sn. Xy, for k€ {0, %}
O(X) = {2T e . (40)
7, X1, otherwise.
Here,
Mk
Nk—
me=| (41)
N_k
”jz—k

~
|

[its Hermitian conjugate means the row vector 7
(n, n};” N—k Nz—k)], while the 4 x 4 matrix

0 0
Ak) = (A21 O) , 42)
with
—sink L ksin (&
Ay — 2a|: sin C(.)S (i) c'os sin (i)] 43)
— cos k sin (L—) sin k cos (L—)

The additional factor of % for k € {0, Z} prevents double

counting of these terms in Eq. (39) and ensures the commuta-
tion relation

[Qk(X), Qr (Y)] = S Qr ([X, YT (44)

is valid forall 0 < k < %.5

Since Qi(X) = Qi (X"), and all quadratic forms in Eq. (39)
commute by Eq. (44), the two-row transfer matrix, Eq. (31),

SFor k €{0,Z}, because of the nonzero anticommutator
{nk.i» i} = (Wi)i,j, where

W():(fy@[z W”/QZO'X®O'X3 (45)

with ® denoting the Kronecker product, Eq. (44) is only true if X sat-
isfies the condition W, X" W, = —X (or the same for Y). However,
it is always possible to symmetrize X to meet this condition: Using
)’ = Wi, ;» one can show

1
Oc(X) = 0(X") + ETT(WkXTWk)7 (46)

where X' = %(X — W, X"W,) is a matrix that satisfies the condition.
The matrix A(k) in Eq. (42) has been constructed in this way.

is given by
W, = 1_[ QK (AK) 1_[ 2 (AT(K) , 47)
kekK, kek,
0<k<Z 0<k< 3

which can be reordered as the following product of commut-
ing terms:

W, = l_[ 22k (AK)) L0 (AT(K)) (48)

kekK,
0<k<E

To proceed, we map to the corresponding one-dimensional
quantum Hamiltonian 7 through

W=e?", (49)
Then, by Eq. (30), we have
H=> H,,, (50)
p
where
W, = e, (51)

since the projectors satisfy [I1,, Wy]=0 and I1,I1, =
1,6, . After inserting Eq. (48), this implies

1
H, = = Z ln[er(A(k))er(A*(k))] ) (52)
kekK,
0<k< T

The Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula [23] states that
the logarithm in Eq. (52) can be expressed in terms of nested
commutators of Qx(A) and O (A"). Using Eq. (44), these can
be expressed in terms of nested commutators of A and Af,

giving

1
W, =

p==5 2 QW) (5

kekK,
0<k<E

The problem is thus reduced to diagonalization of the 4 x 4
matrix eAeA’ for each k.
In order to solve the eigenvalue problem

Aty =, (54)
we expand e® as a power series and use A% = 0 to obtain
Ar =T+A+AT+AAT. (55)

After substituting Eq. (42) and writing v = (v, v,)7, Eq. (54)
reduces to a pair of simultaneous equations which, on rear-
rangement, read

L

V) = mAﬂvz, (56)

(r—1)

—7
A

The latter is a 2 x 2 eigenvalue problem, which is easily
solved. The result implies

AsAl v, = 2. (57)

Aer = Udiag[h_(k — 1./Ly), Ay (k — /L),

014145-5
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A_(k +t/L), Ay (k + 1 /L)IUT, (58)
where
As(k) = [asink £ (1 +a?sink)2 ]2, (59)

and U is a unitary matrix whose columns are the eigenvectors
of ereA’

By inserting Eq. (58) into Eq. (53), we obtain the free-
fermion Hamiltonian

Hy= > elk—t./L)g o (60)

keK,
with dispersion
e(k) = %ln Ay (k) = sinh~!(a sin k), (61)

where the ¢ and n; fermions are related by the Bogoliubov
transformation

=U'y,, (62)

for 0 < k < /2. Both sets of fermions obey standard anti-
commutation relations.

The transformation of Eq. (62) may be expressed as a
single transformation valid for all k:

1
——=(cos O, /1, Sk + €OS Oppy /1, Cik

Nk = \/5
— SN G4, /1, §;,k + 8in Gc—r /1, Sk—x ) » (63)
with
1 T
@an(26) = ——, 6 € [o, —]. (64)
asink 2

Combining Egs. (34) and (63), the transformation relating the
C; and g fermions is

c = i/ Z {cos Ok+1, /L. {jk for ] odd
V (K, €oS O /1. Sk Jj even,
(65)

with inverse

2
b= /L—e’”/ oS Ok—r, /1, Z et
even j

[2 .
+ L—e””/4 Sin Gy, »_ e MCT. (66)
x odd j

This makes it clear that the annihilation operator ¢, removes a
fermion (or equivalently, removes a vertical dimer) on even
sites or adds one on odd sites. According to Eq. (27), it
therefore reduces @, by one.

We now construct the spectrum of H. As discussed in
Sec. III, one can find simultaneous eigenstates of H and ®,.
After substituting Eq. (65) into Eq. (27), the latter is given by

L,
Oy =—2+ ) ¢l (67)

keK,

in terms of ¢ fermions, which counts the number of occupied
states relative to half filling [the number of available k states
is L, by Egs. (35) and (36)].°.

The occupation-number states of the ¢ fermions with k €
K, form a complete set of mutual eigenstates of H, and ®,.
From Eq. (50), the complete set of eigenstates of H is given by
the union of all eigenstates of H that have even @, eigenvalue
and all eigenstates of #; that have odd @, eigenvalue. We will
denote |®,), as the nth excited eigenstate of H with vertical
flux ®, and E,(®,) as its eigenenergy. The spectrum of the
two-row transfer matrix W follows from that of A through
Eq. (49): |®,), is also an eigenstate of W, but with eigenvalue
o 2En(®))

As illustrated in Fig. 3 (top left panel), the ground state is
half filled and thus denoted by |0),. Formally, it is defined by

&l0)o=0 for O0<k<m,
(68)
CkTIO)o:O for —nmw<k<O,
where k € Koy, and has energy
Eo(0) = ) ek —1u/Ly). (69)
keKq
k<0

Figure 3 also illustrates some eigenstates with higher energy.

To calculate the ground-state energy Ey(0), in the limit
L, — oo and including O(1/L,) corrections, we rewrite the
sum in Eq. (69) as an integral using the Euler-Maclaurin
formula

n 1 a+né
" fla+is) = 5/ F@)do
i=0 a

1
+ 5@+ fla+nd)

+ i[J”(a +18) = @]+ 06, (70)

witha = —(L, — 1), 8 = 2” ,and n = = — 1. The integral
can be performed by extendlng the range of integration to
[—m, 0] and expanding €(k — ¢, /L,) as a power series in 1/L,.
The leading term is then

L. [° L x2(i

Lo 7 dk s @sinky = L2209 gy

27 J_, b4
where x»(z) = 1[Liz(z) — Lio(—z)] is the Legendre x func-
tion [in particular, x,(i) = iG, where

(—=1)"
o= Z Qn+1y 72

is Catalan’s constant]. The O(L)?) term vanishes, while the
O(1/L,) term is t2a /27 L.

The correction terms
0

1 a
—5|: f(®)de +

f(#) d¢} , (73)

a+nd

Gd>y does not contain C;_1; and so does not depend on p; either p
gives the same result.
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0)0 10)1
< 0 0
S
1 ‘ ‘ 4 ‘ ‘
—r —/2 0 /2 P— —r/2 0 /2 ™
1 : : 1 T
1) 12)0
+ 0 0
S
w
1 | i 1 , \
—r —/2 0 /2 - /2 0 /2 ™
k k

FIG. 3. Simultaneous eigenstates of the Hamiltonian #, given by Egs. (50) and (60), and the vertical flux @, of Eq. (67), for L, = 12,
a =1, and ¢, = 7 /2: The nth excited eigenstate with vertical flux ®, is denoted by |®,),, while filled and empty circles represent filled and
empty ¢ orbitals, respectively. Top left panel: Ground state |0),, where k states, given by Eq. (35) for @, even (dashed blue lines), are all
occupied for e(k — /L) < 0. Top right panel: First excited state in the ®, = 0 sector |0);, obtained by adding a particle-hole excitation to
|0)o. Bottom left panel: Lowest energy state in the &, = 1 sector |1)o, where k states, given by Eq. (36) for ®, odd (dashed red lines), are
occupied for —m < k < 0. Bottom right panel: Lowest energy state in the &, = 2 sector |2),, obtained by adding two particles to |0).

which arise when extending the integration bounds, as well as
the remaining terms in Eq. (70), can be calculated using the
Taylor expansion

e(k) = vpk + O(K®), k| < 1, (74)

where vp = « is the Fermi velocity. The final result is
iLyo(ie) Tma

1
ol =), 75
oL, (z) o
and a similar calculation for the lowest energy state in the
@, = 1 sector gives

2
2

Ey(0) = 53

To 1
Eo(1) = Eo(0) + 22 +0(—>. 76)

2L, L3

Note that the 7, dependence of E((0) is the standard result

[24] for the O(L_") correction to the ground-state energy of

fermions with a twist 7, in their boundary conditions (see note

4). Relating this to the (effective) central charge ¢ [25], we
have

Tca  Two n tfot 77
6L, 6L, 2nL,’
and so
312
c=1-2x. (78)
T

In particular, for ¢, = 0, this gives the expected result of ¢ = 1
for a theory containing a single complex fermion. We note,
however, that the value of the central charge in the dimer
model is controversial, with other arguments suggesting in-
stead c = —2 when ¢, = 0 [13].

V. PARTITION FUNCTION

In this section, we write down the partition function Z(¢)
using Eq. (14) and eigenvalues of the two-row transfer matrix,
before taking the thermodynamic limit.

By Egs. (30) and (51), one can split Z(¢) into contributions
from each parity sector, giving

Z(i)="Tr (Z ei“"D"e_LY%"Hp> .

p

(79)

The projector I, can be expanded using Eqgs. (28) and (67) as

1 , L, .
M= > oPexp | —inbo, - —5+ dodla| |- 80
o=+ keK,
and hence
. 1 _
ezty<I>ye—Ly’HP Hp — E Z O_pe—L)‘H,m , (81)
o=%
where
- iL, - +
Hpo =5ty — 78, )+ Y &0 &, (82)
2Ly keK,
with
& (k) =€k —1,/Ly) — LL(ty — 785, ). (83)

'y
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The partition function, Eq. (79), can therefore be written as

1
z@)= 5 > 077, (84)
p,o
where Z), , = Tre5#rs . Because the trace of an operator is

equivalent to the sum of its eigenvalues, one has

Zp,:l: — (ieitv)fo/z 1_[ [l + e*L)-é(kftx/Lx)eity] , (85)
kekK,

which reduces to Lieb’s partition function for £ =0 [see
Ref. [10], Eq. (3.14)].

We now take the thermodynamic limit, retaining leading-
order corrections to the free-energy density. To do so for Zy 4,
we factor out +e~lé*—4/Leity for all terms in the product
with £ < 0 and restrict the product to 0 < k < 7 /2, which
gives

Zos = e LEOO®

[Le/4]
% { 1_[ [1:te—Lvé(k—fx/L))eifv][]ﬂ:e—Lyf(k-‘rlx/Lx)e—ifv]}
n=1

[Lx/4]
X { 1_[ [l:l:e_Lyé(k_t’C/L*)e_il»"][l:i:e_L»"E(kthx/L‘)eit)’]}
n=1

(86)

where k = 2n — 1)L1X by Eq. (35).

In the limit L,, L, — oo, we can replace € (k &= t,/L,) by its
leading-order dependence o (k = t,/L,) [see Eq. (74)], since
the next-order terms will eventually be of order L,/L>. Hence,
Eq. (86) becomes

Zos = PPOTIA £y A £y 1)

n=1

x (1 £y*q" (1 £y~ g 172, (87)

where y = e’els, g = 72", and p = aL,/L,. This can be
expressed in terms of Jacobi 0 functions using the first equal-
ity of Eqs. (A4) and (A5):

Zot = e*Lon(O)ql/IZ83(y|q)93(y*|Q)
’ n*(q)
where 1(q) is the Dedekind n function defined in Eq. (Al),

and the same for Z; _ but with 65 — 6,. An analogous calcu-
lation for Z; 4 yields

, (88)

_ e_L"EU(])q_l/é 92()’|61)92()’*|61)

Z 4+ = , 89
1,+ nz(q) ( )

with 6, — 6, for Z; _.
Combining the results for Z,, with Egs. (75) and (76),
Eq. (84) becomes

—iL.Lyxo(i /2
Z(t) = exp |:l+(2(l<¥)} exp (—g—;)

L T 601966%19)
2n*(q)

; (90)

which is consistent with Eq. (8.41) of Ref. [12] when 7, = 0.
Whent = 0, 6,(1]|g) = 0 and the partition function is

—iLxLym(ia)]Z?=293<1|q> o1

Z20) = exp [ T 2n%(q)

in agreement with Ref. [26].

The first factor in Eq. (90) grows exponentially with system
volume and represents the weight of dimer configurations in
the bulk; i.e., it specifies the bulk free-energy density [12]

Soulk = _Lx,lLl,.IE ~ Ly InZ(t) (92)
_ ixo (i) ' 93)
T

As one might expect, fy,x does not depend on the choice of
boundary conditions, although we note that this is not true in
the case of the honeycomb lattice [27].

The remaining terms in Z(¢), which give leading finite-size
corrections to the free-energy density, are boundary dependent
and, in the case of PBCs, encode information about topo-
logical flux sectors (see subsection below). Previously, these
terms have also been evaluated (for ¢ = 0) with closed [26]
and cylindrical [28] boundaries, as well as embeddings on the
Mobius strip and Klein bottle [29]. In general, one obtains
terms in the free energy proportional to the edge of the system
[e.g., 2(Ly + Ly) for closed boundaries] and of order L,/L,.
However, with PBCs (i.e., a torus), the edge is zero and we
only observe the latter.

Using the modular identities given in the Appendix, one
can confirm that the partition function Z(¢) behaves as ex-
pected under 90° rotations, in spite of the asymmetry between
x and y in the transfer-matrix method. Such a rotation takes
(ty, ty) = (—ty, t,), while swapping L, <> L, and making the
replacement o™ — o™ = a2LL—M in the definition of the
partition function, Eq. (2). We therefore expect Z(t) to be
multiplied by o255 while p = «L, /L, becomes 1/p.

From Egs. (A6) and (A7), we find

(_ ol ) Y1 6:019)6: 6% 19)
2n*(q)
5\ XL 6071460 19)
=exp| — >
2 p 2n*(q")
where y' = e™»/Pels and ¢’ = e=2"/? correspond to y and ¢

under rotation. Since x»(i/a) = xa2(ix) — % Ina [[30], Sec.
25.12], the remaining (bulk) factor in Eq. (90) is replaced by

|:_1L}LXX2(1/05)1| L. [_ZLXL\XZ(IQ)}
eXp| — | =areXp| ——mmMmmm
T T

. 9%

. 95

giving the expected transformation of Z(¢).

We now show how the partition function, Eq. (91), divides
into topological sectors labeled by the flux. By construction,
Z(t) is periodic in ,, (with period 27), so can be expressed as
a Fourier series

Zt)=Y Zoe"®. (96)
L]
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Comparison of Egs. (2) and (96) implies
Zo= Y o, 97)

where the set €)(®) contains all close-packed dimer config-
urations with flux ®. In other words, the Fourier coefficient
Zg can be interpreted as the partial partition function, or total
weight, of flux sector ®.

To calculate Zg, we use the second equality of Eqs. (A2)—
(AS) to rewrite Eq. (90) as [8]

—p(t—2 2/2 int, — 20
—LyLy foul ZmeZ € £—2mmy [2m ZneZ ey g =PI /
n*(q)
(98)

(the periodicity in ¢, is now apparent). The sum over m can
be written in the same form as the sum over n through the
Poisson summation formula, giving

Z - eimtXe—rrmz/Zp Z - einzye—rrpnz/Z
m n

V2on*(q) '
(99)

Zit)=-¢e

Z({t) = e~ LxLy fouik

which allows us to read off from Egs. (96) and (99)

(P ptp®))/2

V2enig)
This result has previously been obtained for the honeycomb-
lattice dimer model using Pfaffian methods [8], while
Ref. [12] has used the transfer matrix to calculate the partial
partition function of flux sector ®,, equivalent to Zq,x Zp [see
their Egs. (8.19) and (8.36)].

Knowledge of Zg can be used to calculate flux moments.
The probability of flux ® is given by

Z(I) — e_LxL_vﬁ)ulk (100)

Zg
Zq> Zy
o T @ p+p®])/2

B Zm,nEZ €7n(m2/p+'o"2)/2 ’ (102)

P(®) =

(101)

which implies that ®, and ®, are independent variables. This
form is known from effective field theories [31,32]. The mean
flux vanishes by symmetry, while the mean-square flux is
given by

2 —mn?/2p
ZneZ n-e
—n?/2p ’
ZneZ e /2

and the same for ®, but with p — 1/p.

(@2) = (103)

VI. EXPECTATION VALUES

In this section, we compute various expectation values in
the thermodynamic limit, using the spectrum of the two-row
transfer matrix.

We use Eq. (15) and restrict to operators O that con-
serve parity of ®,, i.e., [0, (=1)®1 = 0. From Eq. (27), this
includes any product of an even number of C; fermions,
and hence any operator constructed from d;, and d;, [see
Eqgs. (24) and (25)]. It also allows us to calculate the monomer
distribution function, as we show in Sec. VID. With this
restriction, and because (—1)® commutes with any quadratic

form in fermions, O(1) = U(1)~'OU (1) can be written as

o =0 1, (104)
p
= Z ow),m,, (105)
p
where
o), =U,0)~'0o,U, 1), (106)

and U, (/) is given by Eq. (16) but with V replaced by V.

As for the partition function, the trace in Eq. (15) can be
split into parity sectors by inserting Egs. (30), (51), and (105),
which yields

1

(0'Howy) = 7Z0

3 Tele e 1,011,001,
p

107)
where we have used [V), I1,] = 0 and assumed [O,, [1,] =0
(it is always possible to choose O, in this way). By Eq. (81),
this can be rewritten as

2po 072y a (0" UNOWD)) o

(oo = >, 077, , (108)
where, assuming Z, , # 0,
110 1 _LH 170
(O'(INHOW)) po = Z—Tr[e e 01,0, (109)

p.o

Expectation values are therefore given by an average over the
four (p, o) sectors, each weighted by Z, .

A. Two-point correlation functions of C; fermions

For an operator O given by a product of C; fermions,
the corresponding time-evolved operator O([), can also be
expressed as a product of C;(/),, with the same p for each.
For example, when O = d ,, one has

dj (1), = Up()”'CiC;U,(1) (110)
= U,()"'CIU, (U, ()" C;U, (1) (111)
= C[(1),Ci(1), . (112)

Here, C;(l), is defined by extending the definition in Eq. (106)
to C;, even though it does not conserve parity and so does not
obey Eq. (105).

An expectation value (O'(I")O(!)) y,» can then be expressed
in terms of a product of an even number of C;(/) operators.
Because this is a time-ordered product and 7:11,,(, is a free-
fermion Hamiltonian, Wick’s theorem [33] applies, which
allows us to write (O'(I")O(1)),» as a sum over products of
two-point C;(l) correlators in each (p, o) sector. [We simi-
larly extend the definition Eq. (109) to include O = Cj, even
though Eq. (108) is not valid in this case.] We calculate these
two-point correlators in this section.

To do so, we first use Eqgs. (16) and (106) to derive an
expression for C;(l), in terms of ¢; fermions. For [ even,
Eq. (60) implies

W, W, = e 20ty (113)
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which can be used in Eq. (65) to give

2 . o —le(k+t/Le) p T i
Cil), = /L_efm/4 Z e,k,{cos Ok 41,/1.€ ¢!, for jodd (114)

—le(k—ty/Ly) .
CcOoS O _ e even.
koK, k—t,/Ly Ck J

For [ odd, as well as Eq. (113) we additionally require the results

Ty—1 T —€(k—t:/Ly) 5 F
WHT Qv = ettt

LTVt k—t,/L (115)
VH(g) V) = —e g o,
which can be derived from Eq. (33). This time we use these in the complex conjugate of Eq. (65) to find
2 . wi|  cos@p_, e tekt/Log for jodd
. — & in/4 ik j k—t /Ly k J
CiDy L, ¢ Z ¢ {— COS Oy, e kH/I T j even. (116)
keK, o
Finally, by combining Egs. (114) and (116), we have

[2 . wi[(=1) coso e~ letHt/Lort - for j+ 1 odd
(). = | Zpmit=Dim/4 ikj k+tc/Ly —k J 117
Cip Lxe Z € 0S8 Oy, e bt/ gy j+ 1 even, 17

kekK,

for all I.
Since ’}:l,w, defined in Eq. (82), is a free-fermion Hamiltonian with dispersion &€,, and Eq. (109) describes a thermal
distribution with effective temperature 1/L,, the two-point correlation functions of the {; fermions are given by

(Gte)po = (G20 =0,
(&l &) po = Sune(Lyés (k)), (118)
(&) po = Sune(—LyE, (k)),

where np(z) = (¢? + 1)! is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function.
Hence, denoting R = (X, Y), the C;(I) correlators are

—etr, (R, —t) for X +Y odd, j+1/odd

(Cix(U+Y)Ci(D)po = § —e T, (R, 1) X +Y odd, j+1even, (119)
0 X +Y even
e wINT, (R,t) for X +Y odd, j+ 1 odd
(ClxU+Y)CID))po = {¥11T, (R, —1) X +Y odd, j+even, (120)
0 X +Y even
OA for X +Y odd
(Clx(+Y)Ci(D)po = {9 V[A, (R, —1) =T (R, —1)] X +7Y even, j+1[odd,, (121)
e*W(l'Y)[Ap,U(R,t) — TR, 1)] X +7Y even, j+ [ even
0 for X +Y odd
(Ciax( + Y)C}(l)),,.(, = e A, (R 1)+ T 0 (R, 1)] X +Yeven, j+/odd,, (122)
eIOIA, (R, —t) + T 5 (R, —1)] X +Y even, j+1even
where
_J(=1Z  for Y odd
o,Y) = {o Y even’ (123)
and
_ 1 —ikX Ye(k—tc/Ly) - isin(29k,,x/LX) fOI' X +Y Odd
FP,U (R, t) = Z kZK e e f’lF(Lyfa (k)) _ COS(29](,[X/LX) X +Y even’ (124)
ek,
1 4
BpoR 1) = — D e Xt (L, (k). (125)

x keK,

These results are exact, with the correct (anti)periodicity in the horizontal direction, and could be used to calculate expectation
values for finite system sizes as a function of flux sector.
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Instead, we take the thermodynamic limit L, L, — 00, keeping the ratio L,/L, and the separation |R| finite. In this limit,
np(z) can be replaced by a step function ¢ (— Re z) and the discrete k values become continuous, giving

T dk
Lpo(R.1)~ T(R) = / o lkXer<k>{’s‘“(29k)
0 T

A,o(R 1)~ A(R) = /”
0

Some values of these integrals for small |[R| are shown in
Table I, expressed in terms of the quantities
arctan o arctan (1/)

pe = C o= — 2
4 T

which satisfy o, + oy = % For large |R|, the asymptotic be-
havior is obtained by integrating by parts repeatedly, treating
the cases Y > 1 [where Eq. (74) can be used] and Y of order
unity separately.

These expressions are independent of p and o, i.e., all four
(p, o) sectors make equal contributions in the thermodynamic
limit. Hence, Eq. (108) is redundant to this order, and we sim-
ply have (O'(I")O(1)) = (O'(I")O(1))o.+ for operators O that
are products of an even number of C; fermions. We therefore
drop the (p, o) indices from now on.

Furthermore, they are independent of ¢, whose leading-
order dependence is O(L; ", Ly L"), This implies that expec-
tation values are the same in any fixed flux sector in the
thermodynamic limit (but note that that we have taken

TABLE 1. Values of the integrals I'(R) and A(R), defined in
Egs. (126) and (127), respectively, for small |R|, as well as their
asymptotic behavior for |R| >> 1. Values for X < 0 may be obtained
using the relation I'(—X, Y) = (—1)*T'(R) and the same for A(R).

Integral Value
Lo Px
I'(1,0) _Px
o
ro.n iPy
L o
rQ.0) Lya
o o
ra,2) L e
T
i o
re.n — =5
1 2
R
ro,3) ilpy(1 +2a%) — ;]
1 X
TC(IR| > 1), X odd, Y even _;m
T(|R| > 1), X even, Y odd - m
T(IR| > 1), X odd, ¥ odd 2ie  Xa¥
’ , T [X2+(ozY)2]
['(|R| > 1), X even, Y even _o X2 —(aY)
,X even, Y ev B et
7 [X2 4 (@Y)?]?
A(Xeven, 0) 15X‘0
i X

A(R| > 1), X odd LR —
(B> 1), X o 7 X2+ (@Y )
1 oY

A(R| > 1), X LR -
(R > 1), X even T X2+ (¥ P

for X +Y odd

X +Y even’ (126)

cos(26;)
ﬂ kX p=Yelk)

> (127)

(

L., L, — oo, so this does not apply for ® ~ L, L,). To see
this, we rewrite Eq. (3) as a sum over Fourier modes [cf.
Egs. (96) and (97)]

1 .

(0) = —— ) (0)aZae"®,

129
702 (129)

where

(130)

ZOO(

L€Q0(<I>)

is the expectation value of the observable O in a fixed flux sec-
tor @. After multiplying both sides of Eq. (129) by Z(t)e ¥
and integrating over £, one finds that (O)g = (O) when the
latter is independent of £.

In subsequent sections, we use Egs. (119)-(122) to
calculate various observables in the dimer model in the ther-
modynamic limit. We expect our results to reproduce those of
Ref. [9] in this limit, since the choice of boundary conditions
(PBCs versus closed) becomes irrelevant. We also note that
asymptotic behavior of correlation functions can be predicted
using effective field theories, although the results depend on
phenomenological parameters known as the stiffnesses [32].

B. Dimer occupation numbers

We first calculate the probability that a vertical or hori-
zontal bond is occupied by a dimer, given by (d;,(/)) and
(dj (1)), respectively. (In the thermodynamic limit, there is

no t dependence, and so d7, = d;.)
Using Eqgs. (24) and (25), one finds
(djx(D)) = —al'(1,0) (131)
= Px (132)
and
(djy(D) = A0) = T(0) (133)
= py, (134)

consistent with Sec. 5 of Ref. [9]. As required, each lat-
tice site is touched by a dimer with probability unity, since
(djx(D) + {d; (D)) = % In the isotropic case, & = 1, one has
(dj (D)) ={d; (D)) = l , Whereas in the limit ¢« — 0 (¢ —
00) only vertical (horlzontal) bonds are occupied.

C. Dimer-dimer correlation functions

Due to the close-packing constraint, the occupation of a
given bond by a dimer is influenced by dimers far away.
Hence, dimer-dimer correlations are nontrivial even in the
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Gxx(R)

GY*(R) G*(R)

FIG. 4. Dimer-dimer correlation function between two horizon-
tal dimers (top), two vertical dimers (bottom left), and a horizontal
and vertical dimer (bottom right). In each case, the disconnected part
of the correlator [i.e., the first term in Egs. (135), (145), and (147)]

is equal to the probability that the two bonds with separation R are
both occupied.

absence of interactions. In this section, we show how they can
be calculated by extending the above discussion to two-point
correlators of d; , and d; .

The connected correlation function of two horizontal
dimers with separation R, illustrated in Fig. 4 (top), is given
by (we assume Y > 0 throughout this section)

G (R) = (djix (I +Y)dj (D) —{dj1x x(I+Y)){d; (1)),
R#0 (135)
[for R = 0 the first term vanishes due to C2(I) = 0; see note
3]. Inserting Eq. (24) and using Wick’s theorem [33] yield
Gxx(R)
——— = {Ciax+1 I+ Y)C;(D)(Cjax (I +Y)Cjr1 (1))
)

— (Ciaxr1U +Y)Ci (DNCjax (I +Y)C;(D))

(136)
and hence, by Eq. (119),
G"(R) [-T(R)* for X +Y odd
2  |II'X-1,Y)I'X+1,Y) X +7Y even.
(137)
From Table I, some values for small |R| are
G*(1,0) = —p;, (138)

G0, 1) =a’p;, (139)
x _ o«

G (1D =p (o= 2). (140)

o 1Y
G*(2,1)= (-" - —) , (141)

o T
G*(0,2) = _(% - (xzpy)z, (142)
2272

G™(0,3) = a2|:,0y(1 +2a%) — ?} , (143)

while the asymptotic behavior for |R| > 1 is algebraic, rather
than exponential:

G*(R) ~ (—17 1
2 72[X2 + (Y 2T
X2 for X odd, Y even
(aY)? X even, Y odd
X\ (@Y Xodd vodd (4%
X2—1 X even, Yeven.

Similarly, the connected correlation function of two verti-
cal dimers with separation R, illustrated in Fig. 4 (bottom left),
is

G (R) = (djrxy(I + Y)djy (D)) — (djx y(L + Y))djy (D)) -
(145)
Following the same procedure as for G**(R), but now using
Egs. (25) and (119)—(122), yields

I'(R)?
A(R)? — T(R)?

for X +Y odd

X + Y even. (146)

G’R) = {
Note that the correlators G** and G’ should be related by 90°
rotations, in a similar way to that shown for Z(¢) in Sec. V.

The third possibility is the connected correlation function
of horizontal and vertical dimers with separation R, illustrated
in Fig. 4 (bottom right), which is

GY(R) = (djixy(I + Y)djx (1)) — (djx,y (I + Y)){djx (D)) .

(147)
The result is
G (R)
o
_IraXx -1,Y)-T'(X —1,Y)] for X+Yodd
TIrX -1, V)[C(R) — AR)] X+Yeven,
(148)

with asymptotic behavior

GY(R) ~ (—1)X+Y 1
T2[X2 + (aY)?]?
XaY +1) for X odd, Y even
« X — DaY X even, Y odd
XaY X odd, Y odd
X —-—Da(Y +1) X even, Y even.
(149)

The results in this section are in agreement with Sec. 7 of
Ref. [9].
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D. Monomer distribution function

Finally, we characterize the (entropic) interaction between
a pair of inserted test monomers by calculating the monomer
distribution function

CalB) = —— Y o™,

0 (150)

ceC(ry,ro)
where the set €(r,,r_) contains all configurations with
monomers at sites r.. For simplicity, we consider the case of
two monomers on the same row, though the formalism can be
extended to the general case.

Because o inserts a monomer on site j, in the transfer-
matrix formalism one has

Gu(X,0) = (o; (Do x (D),

which becomes

j+X—1
Gn(X,0) = —<cj[ [T a —2Cjc,~)]cj+x> (152)

i=j+1

(151)

after performing the Jordan-Wigner transformation,
Egs. (19)—(21) (from here on we do not explicitly show
dependence on the row 1).”

Following Refs. [11,19,20], we now define operators

Aj=C]+Cj, (153)

B;=C] —C; (154)

(note that 1 — 2C}Cj = A;Bj), which, by Egs. (119)—(122),
satisfy

(AjAj4x) = dx.0, (155)
(BjBj1x) = —dx,0, (156)
(BjAjx) = —(Aj1xBj) = —2I'(X, 0). (157)

In terms of these, Eq. (152) is a sum of four 2X -point corre-
lators, each of which can be expressed as a sum of products
of two-point correlators through Wick’s theorem [33]. Then,
by Egs. (155) and (156), the two correlators containing an
unequal number of A; and B; vanish, while the remaining two
are

1 JjHX—1
W(B, A) = Z< I1 BI-AI-+1> (158)
=]

1 X
=12 se@ [ [Bji14ji0), (159
1

O'GSX i=

where Sy denotes the symmetric group of order X, and
(—1*~"W(A, B). Inserting Eq. (157) and using the relation

"In the case of two monomers on different rows, the operator
on each row has an odd number of C; operators and so does not
commute with (—1)® . To treat this case, we would not be able to
use Eq. (108) and would instead require the analogous expression
for O anticommuting with (—1)%.

[(=X,0) = (—1*T(X, 0) with [T, (=1)~% = 1, it follows
that W(A, B) = W(B, A), and hence

Gn(X,0)

X
= % Z Sgn(o)n_zr(l —(j—0;),0) for X odd

oeSx j=1
0 Xeven,
(160)
which can be expressed as a Toeplitz determinant
Gm(X,0) = detTy for X odd, (161)

where Ty is an X x X matrix with elements (Tyx);; =
=2 (1 = (G = j), 0).
From Table I, the first two nonzero values are

Gan(1,0) = 22, (162)
o
4p, o?
Gn(3,0) = 2 [(1 +a?p?— ?] (163)

(cf. Egs. (11.1) and (11.3) of Ref. [9]), where, up to a factor
of «, the former is equivalent to the occupation probability of
a horizontal bond as calculated in Sec. VI B.

To calculate the asymptotic behavior for large X, we de-
fine p(k) = —2 Zjifoo eMIT(1 — j,0) = —e* e sgn(k) for
—m < k < m. Unlike on the triangular lattice [34,35], Szeg6’s
limit theorems do not apply, since ¢ is not a continuous
function, and instead we apply the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture
[14].

The discontinuities at k = 0 and k = 4 can be expressed
by defining 75(k) = 7" for 0 < k < 27 [36], in terms
of which (p(k) = b(k)tl/z(k)t]/z(k — JT). Here, b(k) = —iezie"
is continuous and has zero winding number when viewed as a
map from e’* to the unit circle. Its Wiener-Hopf factorization,
b(k) = by (e*)b_(e™*), with b (b_) analytic and nonzero ev-
erywhere inside (outside) the unit circle [37], is

C4 — 2
b )= + >
+(2) = | ot 2

where cx =o' £ /1 +a2.
According to the Fisher-Hartwig conjecture [36], we then
have

(164)

det Ty ~ G[b*X“E,
for large X, with G[b] = 1, @ = —1, and

(165)

B 022/3 ,6¢'(~1) N 1+ a2
T+ T\ 2

where ¢’ is the derivative of the Riemann ¢ function.
The monomer distribution function therefore obeys

—1/4
) x 0.494744, (166)

Gn(X,0) ~ for X > 1, odd. (167)

E
2VX
A consistent result was found by Hartwig [38] for the case of
monomers separated along a diagonal (i.e., X = Y) using the
Pfaffian method.
Note that the algebraic dependence on X, stemming math-
ematically from the discontinuity in ¢, contrasts with the
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exponential behavior on the triangular lattice [34,35]. As
noted by Au-Yang and Perk [39], the decrease with X ~!/2 can
be understood by relating the dimer model to two uncoupled
Ising models at the critical point.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have expressed Lieb’s transfer matrix for the clas-
sical square-lattice dimer model in terms of a free-fermion
Hamiltonian and used its spectrum to rederive some useful
results. Although these can equally be derived using Pfaffian
techniques, the second quantized approach presented in this
paper is perhaps more elegant.

Specifically, our results include the torus partition function
which, by including a field ¢, can be interpreted as a moment-
generating function of the flux. We have also shown how
expectation values can be expressed in terms of the fermionic
operators, and evaluated dimer occupation numbers, dimer-
dimer correlation functions, and the monomer distribution
function in the thermodynamic limit, all of which are inde-
pendent of flux sector for not too large flux. Finally, we have
derived the asymptotic behavior of the monomer distribution
function for large monomer separation along the same row.

The results in this paper are also relevant to the correspond-
ing quantum dimer model at its Rokhsar-Kivelson point [40],
while the transfer-matrix method can be extended to other
two-dimensional lattices. Indeed, the straightforward general-
ization of Lieb’s transfer matrix to the (bipartite) honeycomb
and square-octagon lattices, which can both be viewed as
a square lattice with certain horizontal bonds removed [i.e.,
certain terms omitted from the sum in V3; see Eq. (9)], has
already been demonstrated in Ref. [41].

One advantage of the transfer-matrix method is that dimer-
dimer interactions can be easily included in the operator
formalism, in terms of products of the dimer occupation num-
bers d; , and d; ,. For example, on a row of vertical bonds, the
operator ) ;djydjt1,y describes interactions between parallel
pairs of nearest neighbor dimers, as studied in Refs. [31,42].
This is a four-fermion interaction, which is nonintegrable [31]
but could be included perturbatively using standard diagram-
matic perturbation theory.

Furthermore, as we will show in a forthcoming publica-
tion [43], the well-known height field theory [44,45] of the
two-dimensional classical dimer model can be rigorously de-
rived from the fermionic Hamiltonian of Eq. (60). This can
be achieved by taking a long-wavelength limit and using the
technique of bosonization [46] to express the theory in terms
of a single free bosonic field. Interaction operators included
perturbatively in this context manifest themselves through
renormalization of the stiffness as well as the introduction

of (cosine) potential terms consistent with symmetry require-
ments [43].

APPENDIX: JACOBI § FUNCTIONS
We define the Dedekind 5 function

(o]
n(@)=q"* ] -,
n=1
for nome ¢ such that |g| < 1. For a complex number y, the
Jacobi 6 functions are

(AL)

01 6lg) = —iyg" Pn@ [ [(1 —yg" A =y'q" ")

n=1 (A2)
=—i Y TPy
reZ+1/2
oo
0:019) = Vg Pn@ [ [ +yg")A +y'q" ")
n=1 (A3)
— Z yrqu/z’
reZ+1/2
0:0l) = g n(@) [ [+ yg" P +y7' g7
n=l (Ad)
=Y v
neZ
o0
00lg) = g (@) [ [ = yg P =y g
n=l (AS5)
= (=g
neZ

In terms of these definitions, which follow Ref. [12], the
functions defined in Section 20 of Ref. [30] are ONST(z, ¢) =
6i(e*%1q%).

These functions obey the modular identities [[30], Sec.
20.7]

—i 0 0 O
I 210 0 0 1 ;
S| ,—2Tp\ = is/py,—27/p
0(e’le )—ﬁe4 0 0 1 0 0" "le ),
0O 1 0 O

(AO6)

where 0(ylg) = 61(Vl9), ... ,64(vlg)) ., and [[30], Sec.
23.18]

1
_n(g*ZH/p).

Jp

n(e r) = (A7)
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