arXiv:2211.13468v1 [math.PR] 24 Nov 2022

ON ISOMONODROMIC DEFORMATION OF MASSIVE ISING SPINORS

S. C. PARK

ABSTRACT. In this short note, we give a self-contained derivation of the formula for the 2-point full-plane Ising spin correlation function under massive scaling limit in terms of a third Painlevé transcendant. This formula, first derived in a celebrated work of Wu, McCoy, Tracy, and Barouch, was subsequently reformulated in terms of the theory of isomonodromic deformation by Sato, Miwa, and Jimbo. In view of recent developments in the discrete analysis which have enabled, in particular, a convergence proof of spin correlation functions on isoradial lattice, we give a concise and rigorous account of the continuous theory in the same framework yielding this iconic result.

1. INTRODUCTION

The Ising model is a lattice model of ferromagnetism renowned for the simplicity in its definition and the mathematical sophistication in its analysis. After its introduction and analysis in one dimension [38, 32], the model found its perhaps the most prolific setting in the self-dual planar lattice Z^2, in part thanks to the model’s inherent duality [37] and Onsager’s exact computation of the free energy per site [43] which demonstrated rigorously that the model undergoes a phase transition at a non-trivial interation strength. Many other formulae regarding fundamental properties of the model soon followed, notably expectations of the spin (spontaneous magnetization) and the product of two neighboring spins (energy density) [36, 58] (see [40] for a comprehensive overview), and the model went on to be well known for its amenability to a wide variety of analytic methods.

A natural way of studying the large-scale behavior of lattice models is through scaling limit, where the lattice scale (mesh size) is taken to zero in fixed space. The critical Ising model in two dimensions was among models conjectured to show emergent conformal invariance [6, 10] in scaling limit, whose rigorous proof remained open for decades. However for the massive scaling limit, where interaction strength is scaled towards criticality as a function of mesh size, Wu, McCoy, Tracy, and Barouch (WMTB) [57] found already in 1976 a remarkable formula for spin-spin correlations in scaling limit (the 2-point scaling functions) in the full-plane, in terms of a third Painlevé transcendent and only dependent on the distance between spins (that is, rotationally invariant). Soon after, there was yet another impressive development, with Sato, Miwa, and Jimbo (SMJ) [51, 52, 42] deriving the formula in terms of isomonodromic deformation and generalizing it to the n-point case (see also [34, 46, 44]). By comparison, the critical 2-point scaling function was given a rigorous proof only in 2012 by Pinson [50].

Recently, study of the scaling limit of the Ising model has seen a breakthrough with Smirnov’s definition of sholomorphicity and corresponding Riemann-Hilbert boundary value problems [53, 54], which builds on a complex analytic interpretation of discrete relations for fermion correlations (e.g. [33, 49, 41]). This approach has particularly proved to be suitable for analysis of the model on generic domains in the complex plane and has facilitated e.g. convergence of critical correlations and interfaces to conformally invariant limits ([31, 16, 17, 15, 29], to name a select few). In particular, establishing and characterizing the scaling limit in the full-plane is now an easy corollary of the bounded domain convergence [16] (see also [11, 18], where the diagonal spin-spin scaling behavior computed in [56] was re-derived through discrete complex analytic methods).

In addition, this discrete complex analytic approach was noted from early on for its suitability beyond the critical square lattice setup. We are mainly interested in two possible directions of generalization: the discrete holomorphic and harmonic interpretation of critical discrete relations is naturally perturbed to massive counterparts [5, 30, 24], as well as to isoradial lattices, where each face is circumscribed by a circle of a fixed radius [22, 27]. Exploiting them, this author proved convergence of massive spin correlations on bounded simply connected domains discretized by a square lattice in his Ph.D. thesis [47] (parts of which we incorporate in this article), which was generalized into the isoradial setup (along with the critical case) by Chelkak, Izyurov, and Mahfouf [20]. A crucial element throughout has been developing strategies to work with the particular Riemann-Hilbert boundary condition on general boundaries, regularity assumptions for which have now been largely dropped [48, 21]. The pursuit of universality across lattice settings has also been recently broadened far beyond the isoradial class by Chelkak’s s-embeddings [12, 13]. 1

We aim here to give an account of the isomonodromic deformation argument given the full isoradial generality of the discrete complex analytic approach. As such, we do not claim originality for this core mathematical process, which takes place in the continuum; indeed, the novelties in [47, 20] regarding the full-plane model are mainly grounded in their discrete formalism, handled through s-holomorphic discrete spinors converging to continuum objects, the Rlinear spinors f_j (Definition 4). While not entirely trivial (see also [21]), one can identify them with C -linear objects studied in [51, 34, 46], and follow their analysis. It should also be mentioned that analysis of this particular solution of the Painlevé III equation is a substantial problem in its own right, see [39] and e.g. [28, Chapter 15].

Our interest in writing this note primarily stems from the following grounds. First, we provide an alternate selfcontained pathway to the proof of n-point spin correlation convergence on full-plane in massive scaling limit and isomonodromic deformation: any reader could theoretically refer to this work combined with [20] and obtain a complete picture of the justification of those results, which now also hold for isoradial lattices with uniformly nondegenerate angles. In our R-linear formalism, spinors are simply generalizations of ordinary holomorphic functions, which allows us to leverage the theory of generalized analytic functions [7, 55] for a number of purposes, e.g. to justify formal power series expansions and regularity estimates. Many of these arguments may be straightforwardly applied to bounded domain objects to study their deformations, although (possibly non-explicit) boundary correction terms would be added. Second, we highlight that there are technical improvements to reap from the discrete innovations. Scaling limit process in [52, IV, Section 4.5], [45, Section 4] assumes exceptional sets, prohibiting coincidence of certain coordinates. In particular, rotational invariance for n > 2 case [46, Theorem 6.6] contains a similar exception. The scaling functions being the universal limit on generic isoradial lattices, this restriction may now be naturally removed. We also feel apt to mention here the important recent breakthrough on rotational invariance of Fortuin-Kasteleyn percolation models (1 ≤ q ≤ 4) based on an entirely different strategy [26].

In the remainder of this section, we will state the concrete results we obtain and recall how the discrete model relates to the continuum spinors f_j. The next section presents the core continuum argument and, might best be read before the first as an independent piece of complex analysis regarding hypothetical spinors f_j (whose existence is proved in Proposition 7). The Appendix contains derivations of necessary estimates using generalized analytic (Bers-Vekua) function theory.

1.1. Summary of Results. We first need to recall the definition of the model on isoradial lattice, for which we will generally align with and refer to [20, Section 2.1].

A planar lattice Λ is isoradial if every face may be circumscribed by a circle of identical radius δ > 0. Its dual Λ^∗ formed by vertices placed on the centers of circumscribing circles is also δ -isoradial, and there is a rhombus v_0u_0v_1u_1 associated to every edge e formed by two pairs of incident primal (v_{0,1}) and dual vertices (u_{0,1}): denote the half-angle at the primal vertices by θ̄_e ∈ (0,π/2) (see [20, Figure 2]), which is assumed to be uniformly bounded away from the two ends of the interval 0,π/2. In other words, data given by Λ is equivalent to a rhombus tiling of C .

Given a finite isoradial graph G ⊂ Λ, the Ising model with Z-invariant weights [3, 4] on G with nome q ∈ R (recall the corresponding elliptic modulus k, quarter period K(k), and Jacobi’s elliptic function sn(·|k) [23, Section 22.2]) is defined as the probability measure P_G on assignments σ of ±1 spins on the faces of G which is given by

P_G[σ] ∝ ∏

e∈L(σ) tan θ̂_e 2 ; sinθ̂_e := sn ( 2K(k) π θ̄_e|k ) , where the product is over the low-temperature expansion representation L(σ), i.e. the set of edges across which spins differ (equivalently, σ_{u0} σ_{u1} = −1). To be precise, this is the definition of the model with free boundary condition, and we may impose + boundary condition by prescribing σ_u = 1 for faces u in Λ \ G and taking into account interactions on the boundary of G. We will write P^f_G,P^+_G for disambiguation.

In massive scaling limit, we consider the model (notated P^{(m),+}_Λ , etc.) on progressively finer lattices Λ with mesh sizes δ ↓ 0 with rescaled nome q = mδ /2 for a fixed mass m ∈ R. Concretely speaking, we assume that Λ = Λ_δ is chosen each δ and consider spins σ_a for points a ∈ C on a face of Λ containing or adjacent to a. In any case, the convergence is uniform across isoradial lattices having the same uniform angle bound. For the familiar homogeneous (J ≡ 1) model on the square lattice Λ_δ = δ Z^2, this scaling of q is equivalent [20, (2.4)] (to first order) to scaling the inverse temperature β = β_c − mδ /2, with β_c =^1_2 ln(1 + √ 2). In the following, we will exclusively describe the model using parameters q,m, in order to repurpose the variables k and β .

We will now present the main theorem statement. We customarily consider subcritical (q < 0) and supercritical (q > 0) models respectively on Λ and Λ^∗ (that is, on vertices of Λ), and fix m < 0 from here now on, because of conventions from the scaling limit setup, but recall that the primal and dual lattices are both isoradial and on an equal footing. The first part is an adaptation of [20, Theorem 1.3] for the full-plane via infinite volume limit; note that similar limit has to be taken in discrete just to define the correlation on the infinite lattice. Both essentially depend on an analogous decorrelation argument which we elaborate in the proof and the next subsection. The second part refers to our reproduction of the SMJ system of equations.

Theorem 1. Let n ≥ 2,m < 0. There are full-plane scaling functions ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+} ,⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(−m),f} to which the Z-invariant Ising spin correlations converge in massive scaling limit: put C = 2^{1/6}e^{3ζ ′(−1)/2}, then

δ^{−n/8}E^{(m),+}_Λ [σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ] → C^n ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+} ;

δ^{−n/8}E^{(−m),f}_Λ∗ [σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ] → C^n ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(−m),f} .

These scaling functions are smooth and their logarithmic derivatives are solutions of a closed system of differential equations in a_1,... ,a_n ∈ C .

Proof. [20, Theorem 1.3] proves the analog

δ^{−n/8}E^{(m),+}_{Ωδ} [σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ] → C^n ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+}_Ω ,

where Ω is a smooth, bounded simply connected domain in C . Given (1.5) and Proposition 7, it is easy to see that similar convergence holds for the supercritical correlation with free boundary condition. Then (1.1) applied to both sides, with ε taken arbitrarily small, gives well-definedness of the infinite volume limit of the correlation, the fullplane scaling function defined by the monotonically decreasing limit of the right hand side as Ω ↑ C , and then finally convergence of full-plane correlations.

In Section 2 we derive a closed system of differential equations involving smooth functions A_{jk},B_{jk} in positions a_1,... ,a_n: see in particular (2.14), (2.12). These fully characterize the logarithmic derivatives of both scaling functions given Proposition 7. □

From the main theorem we derive the following two important consequences.

Corollary 2. The scaling functions C^n ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+} ,C^n ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(−m),f} are rotationally invariant.

Proof. As mentioned in the introduction, this is a natural consequence of the fact the convergence in Theorem 1 holds for general collections of increasingly finer isoradial lattices. Alternatively, a ‘continuum’ proof (which works, e.g. only assuming convergence on square lattice) in the vein of [46, Theorem 6.6] and [44, Theorem 6.5.5] may be given by (1.6) and noticing that A_{k,k}a_k is invariant under rotation (using ∂_ϕ A = −iA , see Section 2.2). □

Corollary 3 ([57, 34, 46]). The scaling functions C^2 ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ⟩^{(m),+} ,C^2 ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ⟩^{(−m),f} for n = 2 may be expressed in terms of a Painlevé III transcendent,

C^2 ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ⟩^{(m),+} = (8|m|)^{1/4} coshh_0(|m|r)exp ∫ |m|r ∞ (h^′_0(r))^2 4 − 4sinh^2 h_0(r)dr

C^2 ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ⟩^{(−m),f} = (8|m|)^{1/4} sinhh_0(|m|r)exp ∫ |m|r ∞ (h^′_0(r))^2 4 − 4sinh^2 h_0(r)drdr,

where η_0 = exp(−2h_0) satisfies the Painlevé III equation η^{′′}_0 = η^{−1}_0 (η^′_0)^2 − r^{−1}η^′_0 + η^3_0 − η^{−1}_0 [57, (2.36)] and has the asymptotic η_0(θ ) ∼ 1 −^2_π K_0(2θ ) as θ → ∞, where K_ν is the modified Beseel function of the second kind. This asymptotic fixes η_0 within the one-parameter family of solutions constructed in [39].

Proof. We may assume a_1 = 0,a_2 = r. From (1.6) and (2.16):

C^2 ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ⟩^{(m),+} = (8|m|)^{1/4} exp ∫ r ∞ (h^′(tr))^2 4 − 4m^2 sinh^2 h(tr) + tanh(tr)h^′(tr)d(tr),

so integrating tanh term explicitly and setting h_0(|m|r) = h(r), η_0(|m|r) = η(r) gives the first result. Then Proposition 7 and β = tanhh gives the second. See (2.17) for the estimate at infinity. □

1.2. Relating the Discrete Model.

Note on Infinite Volume Limit. As mentioned above, to speak of correlations on the infinite Λ, we need to take infinite volume limit. Recall that standard monotonicity arguments mean that taking the limit along any chosen sequence of growing domains (with either the plus or free boundary condition fixed); what is less obvious is that this limit is unique. As in [20, Section 2.3], this can be done by appealing to the following Russo-Seymour-Welsh (RSW) type estimate: given ε > 0, there exists a large enough A = A(ε) such that subcritical Ising model on a simply connected subdomain of Λ with plus boundary condition containing an annulus of aspect ratio A has a loop of plus spins within the annulus (separating the inner and outer boundaries) with probability at least 1 − ε. This formulation is a simple consequence of the RSW type estimate for the critical FK-Ising model on isoradial lattice (originally due to [22]; see [20, Section 2.3]) via coupling to the spin model and monotonicity.

In other words, the uniform estimate [20, (2.10)] holds for n-point correlations: if faces a_1,... ,a_n are in the discretized ball Λ_D of radius D on Λ, then for the subcritical model,

(1.1) (1 − ε)E^+_{ΛAD} [σ_{a1} ··· σ_{an} ] ≤ E^+_G [σ_{a1} ···σ_{an} ] ≤ E^+_{ΛAD} [σ_{a1} ··· σ_{an} ],

where G ⊂ Λ is any isoradial domain containing Λ_{AD}, including any infinite volume limit on Λ. As [20, Remark 2.6] notes, similar estimate holds for the supercritical model with free boundary condition.

Massive Holomorphic Spinors. We study the correlation functions in the Ising model under scaling limit using massive holomorphic spinors. By massive holomorphicity, we mean the notion of perturbed holomorphicity ∂ f = m f̄ for a constant m < 0, where ∂ := (∂_x + i∂_y)/2 is one of the two Wirtinger derivatives on C ∼= R^2 .

By spinor, we mean functions which have −1 multiplicative monodromy around given n ≥ 2 points a_1,... ,a_n ∈ C ; in other words, they are well-defined on a fixed double cover [C ] of C \ {a_1 ,a_2,... ,a_n} and gains a factor of −1 when switching sheets.

Moreover, by defining the n Ising spinors below, we will henceforth assume that each √ z − a_k is locally welldefined near a_k (and varies smoothly under infinitesimal movements of a_k); indeed, flipping the sign of √ z − a_k is equivalent to replacing f_k → − f_k.

Definition 4. The massive Ising spinors are massive holomorphic functions f_1, f_2,... , f_n defined on the double cover [C ] uniquely by the following conditions: for 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

(1) L^2 norm ∫∫ C | f_k|^2 is finite (in fact, less than π/2|m| by (2.6));

(2) f_k(z) ∼^1√_{z−a j} =:^{iB j, j}√_{z−a j} as z → a_j;

(3) f_k(z) ∼^{iB j,k}√_{z−a j} for some B_{j,k} ∈ R as z → a_j ≠ a_k (in fact, | |B_{j,k} | | ≤ 1 by (2.6)).

The uniqueness of f_j is easy to see from Lemma 9. We show the existence in Proposition 7, and summarize the minor changes in notation from [47, 20] in its proof.

To extract physical quantities out of these spinors, we utilize massive holomorphic formal powers Z^1_ν ,Z^i_ν : these are massive holomorphic functions which asymptotically coincide with holomorphic powers z^ν ,iz^ν as z → 0 (since massive holomorphicity is R-linear, we need two independent functions for each ν). We give explicit definitions in (2.1). Analogously to the holomorphic case, massive holomorphic functions may be expanded in terms of formal powers. The precise result we need is the following analog of Laurent-Taylor expansion:

Proposition 5. Given a massive holomorphic spinor f branching around a satisfying f (z) = O ( |z − a|^ν ) for some half-integer ν ∈ Z +^1_2 as z → a, there exist unique real numbers A^1_ν = A^1_ν (a, f ),A^i_ν = A^i_ν (a, f ), and corresponding A_ν = A_ν (a, f ) := A^1_ν + iA^i_ν such that:

(1.2) f (z) − A_ν (z − a)^ν = o(|z − a|^ν ) and f (z) − A^1_ν Z^1_ν (z − a) − A^i_νZ^i_ν (z − a) = O ( |z − a|^{ν+1} ) as z → a.

We define higher coefficients A_{ν+1} = A^1_{ν+1} + iA^i_{ν+1},... by using the same procedure on the left hand side, etc.

Thanks to Proposition 5, we may define the following expansion coefficients. First, define the shorthand • for the real combination A_{j,k} • Z_{1/2} := A^1_{j,k}Z^1_{/2} + A^i_{j,k}Z^i_{1/2}, etc.

Definition 6. For each j,k ∈ {1,2,...,n}, define A_{j,k} := A^1_{j,k} + iA^i_{j,k},D_{j,k} := D^1_{j,k} + iD^i_{j,k} from the following expansion:

f_k(z) = ( iB_{j,k} ) • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) + A_{j,k} • Z_{1/2}(z − a_j) + D_{j,k} • Z_{3/2}(z − a_j) + O ( |z − a_j|^{5/2} ) as z → a_j.

(1.3)

In particular, the coefficients are functions of a_1,... ,a_n, and we write A_{j,k} = A_{j,k}(a_1,... ,a_n), etc.

Probabilistic Interpretation of the Coefficients. As stated above, the coefficients A_{j,k},B_{j,k} encode information about the scaling limit of Ising discrete correlations, and showing that they satisfy a closed system of deformation equations (that is, there is an eventual cancellation of the higher coefficients D_{j,k}) in the positions a_1,... ,a_n is a main goal of this paper. This correspondence between the Ising correlations and continuous spinors is the core scaling limit result we utilize from [20]. Concretely, we use the following correspondence.

Proposition 7. The massive Ising spinors from Definition 4 exist for any m < 0. In addition, their coefficients from Definition 6 satisfy

A_{k,k} = 4∂_{ak} log⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+} ; |Pf[ReB]| =

⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ⟩^{(−m),f} ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+} , where [B] = [B_{j,k}]_{j,k} is the matrix of coefficients B_{j,k} and Pf refers to the Pfaffian of the antisymmetric (by (2.7)) matrix [ReB].

Proof. First, let us note carefully small differences in convention: our spinors f_j are normalized identically to [16, 47], while it is e^{iπ/4} times the s-holomorphic spinors studied in [20]. Coefficients A_{j,k} are twice the corresponding quantities in all these works (see [16, (2.22)] and [20, (4.20)]). Similarly, while B_{j,k} for j ≠ k is always taken to be real, we additionally write B_{j, j} := −i for notational convenience.

In smooth bounded simply connected domains Ω, [20, Theorem 4.17] (see also the proof of [20, Theorem 1.3] for applicability for the n > 2 case) shows that discrete spinors converge to bounded domain analogs f^Ω_j which continuously takes the boundary condition f^Ω_j √ n_{out} ∈ R on (the double cover of) ∂ Ω, where n_{out} is the unit outer normal. It also satisfies all conditions from Definition 4 (applying (2.3) as in (2.6)).

Since f^Ω_j are uniformly L^2-bounded, taking infinite volume limit along domains Ω ↑ C , by (A.1) we may apply Arzelà-Ascoli theorem on compact subsets of [C ] to extract a subsequence which converges uniformly. Choosing an increasing sequence of compact subsets and diagonalizing, we may extract a subsequence along which f^Ω_j locally uniformly converges to a limit on all of [C ]: any limit has to satisfy all three conditions of Definition 4, so is unique.

If A^Ω_{j,k} is defined as in Definition 6 from f^Ω_j , [20, (1.6)] gives that

(1.4)

⟨σ_wσ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+}_Ω

⟨σ_zσ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+}_Ω

= exp ∫ w z Re [ 1 2 A^Ω_{1,1}(a_1,...,a_n)da_1 ] , where ∫ w z is the line integral along any contour from z to w in Ω. As Ω ↑ C , LHS converges to the ratio of full-plane scaling functions; A^Ω_{1,1}(a_1,... ,a_n) for a_1 on compact sets away from a_2,...,a_n uniformly converges to A_{1,1}(a_1,... ,a_n) by (2.4) since f^Ω_1 converges f_1 locally uniformly. That is, (without loss of generality) A_{1,1} is the logarithmic derivative as desired.

Now we move on to the second Pfaffian identity (we may assume n is even since both sides naturally vanish if n is odd). This identity is an expression of the standard fact that free fermion correlations decompose into a Pfaffian of 2- point correlations and dual spin correlations may be obtained as fermion correlations in the Kadanoff-Ceva sense [33] weighted by primal spins (see also, e.g. [17]). For an informed reader, it should therefore be clear that some identity of this type should hold for suitable sign choices of ±B_{j,k}: indeed, n-spin weighted 2-point fermion correlations are generally sign-ambiguous, and converge to similarly sign-ambiguous B_{j,k} ([20, (4.34)] carries out n = 2 case, but convergence up to sign in the n > 2 case is fully analogous).

Therefore, we find the central task here is to check that there is a coherent way to define (i.e. fix signs of) these 2-point correlations such that they appear in the Pfaffian decomposition and converge to B_{j,k}, whose signs we have already chosen. We present an argument based on the combinatorial correspondence of [14], which requires elementary but unpleasantly diligent conversions among various combinatorial representations and conventions; for readers more familiar with analysis of massive discrete s-holomorphic spinors, we note that a discrete complex analytic approach as in the proof of (critical case) [17, Proposition 2.24] is still available.

For an isoradial discretization Ω^δ of large Ω, [14, (3.10), Proposition 3.3] gives (valid for any mass m)

(1.5) | | |⟨χc_1 ··· χc_n ⟩_{[a1,...,an]} | | | = | | | |Pf [⟨ χ_{c j} χ_{ck} ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] ] j,k | | | | = E^+_{Ωδ} [ μ_{b1} μ_{b2} ··· μ_{bn} ] E^+_{Ωδ} [σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ··· σ_{an} ] . b_j is a primal vertex incident to a_j, and c_j = (a_jb_j) is the adjacent primal-dual vertex pair, or a corner. μ_b is a disorder insertion at a primal vertex b, and the pure disorder correlation is equal to spin correlation of the dual model [20, (2.5)] under Kramers-Wannier duality [37], so RHS is nonnegative and converges to the desired ratio of the scaling functions

(first in Ω, then taken to infinite volume limit). The Grassmannian correlations on the left require [14, (3.5), (3.10)] fixing n lifts of c_j on [C ] and n square roots η_{c j} (also defined in [20, (2.1)], remembering to adjust ς = i to match [16, 47]).

Thanks to [14, Proposition 3.3], ⟨ χ_{c j} χ_c ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] is equal to the real spinor

E^+_{Ωδ} [ χ_cσ_{a1} ···σ_{a j−1} μ_{b j} σ_{a j+1} ···σ_{an} ] E^+_{Ωδ} [σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ] , i.e. the

n-point version of [20, (4.32)] (cf. also the branching structure of the latter, [20, Remark 2.2]). From the real spinor we may define discrete s-holomorphic spinors F^{Ωδ}_j on edges (through projection relations [20, Definition 3.1]) which

converge (up to sheet choice) to

(_2 π )_{1/2} f^Ω_j [20, Theorem 4.17]. In fact, we may consider η_c ⟨ χ_{c j} χ_c ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] as a

function of general corners c = (ab) of G lifted up to [C ], since η̄_c in τ(Q) is canceled in [14, (3.5), (3.10)]. From the same definition it is clear that defining n functions η_c ⟨ χ_{c j} χ_c ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] and F

Ω^δ

j for j = 1,...,n on the same double

cover [C ] is possible. Then n functions F^{Ωδ}_j may also be defined on the same double cover, since the projection relation [20, (3.1)] may be lifted to the double cover with η̂_{c,z}/η_c always having positive real part.

Let us be specific. Recall we are considering choices of graph faces a_j which converge to fixed continuum points a_j ∈ C . Then we choose incident vertices b_j, and lifts of c_j,b_j on [C ] (branching around discrete faces a_j). Then we may fix the sign η_{c j} = η_{c j} and define η_c ⟨ χ_{c j} χ_c ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] and F

Ω^δ

j so that we have convergence to

(_2 π )_{1/2} f^Ω_j for each

j. We would like to extract B^Ω_{j,k} from the residue at a_k of f^Ω_j f^Ω_k , as in the proof of [20, Theorem 4.17].

First, we need to carefully check that F^{Ωδ}_k ,F^{Ωδ}_j respectively satisfies the condition for F^{(m),δ}_1 ,F^{(m),δ}_2 in [20, Lemma 3.14]. Following the combinatorial definition, both are spinors on the same [C ] but the former has the ±-type ‘sholomorphic singularity’ at c_k (see [47, (2.2)], [16, Lemma 3.2]), effectively moving the monodromy to b_k. A convenient way of defining the spinors X_1,X_2 on the ‘slightly different’ ϒ^×_{[bk]},ϒ^×_{[ak ]} is as follows: take the already defined spinors η_c ⟨ χ_{ck} χ_c ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] ,ηc ⟨ χ_{c j} χ_c ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] on common [C ], and multiply by common η̄c on ϒ

×. At the singularity c_k for η_c ⟨ χ_{ck} χ_c ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n], use the ‘right-side’ value ηc_k . This creates real-valued spinors on identical ϒ × [a_k], but the

propagation equation for X_1 fails around z^−: re-wiring as in [20, Figure 4] to ϒ^×_{[bk]} fixes this.

All in all, LHS in [20, (3.17)] is exactly 2η̄^2_{ck} ( η_{ck} )( η_{ck} ⟨ χ_{c j} χ_{ck} ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n] ) , which is equal to 2 ⟨ χ_{c j} χ_{ck} ⟩ [a_1,...,a_n]

defined using pre-determined η_{ck} ,η_{c j} . The RHS −^1_2

∮ [(m),δ ]

Re[F^{Ωδ}_k F^{Ωδ}_j ]dz (adjusting by e^{iπ/4} for each factor converts

Im to −Re) converges [20, Remark 3.4] to −^1_π ∮ a_k Re[iB Ω j,k/(z − a_k)dz] = 2B^Ω_{j,k}, so we have the desired Pfaffian identity in bounded domains.

As above B^Ω → B as Ω ↑ C , so we have the desired identity. □

Remark 8. The previous preposition relied on infinite-volume limit of spin correlations, scaling functions, and continuous spinors, but did not mention discrete spinors defined on the whole Λ: this is a deliberate choice made in order to limit the length of presentation. Nonetheless, it is both natural and accurate to think about f_j’s as limits of analogous discrete full-plane spinors, defined by infinite volume limit; see [47, Section 2.2] for the square lattice case.

Given Proposition 7, one can write a formula in the full-plane like (1.4), noting that thanks to an RSW type argument as in (1.1), a spin ‘at infinity’ (m < 0) factors to an independent weight of (−8mδ )^{1/8} by [20, Proposition 1.5] and, e.g. [23, (19.5.5)]. For example, using radial integral for real t:

(1.6) C^n ⟨σ_{a1} σ_{a2} ···σ_{an} ⟩^{(m),+} = (−8m)^{n/8} exp ∫ 1 ∞ Re [ 1 2 n ∑_{k=1}^Ak,k^{(ta}1^{,...,ta}n^{)a}k^{dt} ] .

2. DERIVING THE DEFORMATION EQUATION

We now carry out the main analysis. The core idea is that the derivatives of the spinors with respect to the spin positions a_1,... ,a_n (preserving the −1 monodromy—hence isomonodromic deformation) are themselves massive holomorphic functions with at most 3/2-order poles at each monodromy, and therefore may be expressed in terms of the spinors and their (static) derivatives.

2.1. Necessary Groundwork. We first introduce the necessary ingredients and verify the assumptions in the proof strategy, namely the differentiability under deformation and linear independence of the static derivatives.

Explicit Formal Powers. We first give an explicit definition for massive holomorphic formal powers. For half-integers ν (while we assumed m < 0, the formula below works for any m ∈ R)

(2.1) Z^1_ν (z) =

Γ(ν + 1) |m|^ν ( W_ν (z) + (sgnm)W_{ν+1}(z) ) ; Z^i_ν = i

Γ(ν + 1) |m|^ν ( W_ν (z) − (sgnm)W_{ν+1}(z) ) , where W_ν (z = re^{iθ} ) := e^{iνθ} I_ν (2|m|r) and I_ν is the modified Bessel function of the first kind. Their asymptotic Z^1_ν (z) ∼ z^ν ,Z^i_ν (z) ∼ iz^ν as z → 0 is simple to verify from [23, §10.30].

Massive holomorphicity for Z^1_ν ,Z^i_ν is easy to see from ∂W_ν = |m|W_{ν−1},∂W_ν = |m|W_{ν+1}, which in turn is straightforward to verify from the standard identity I^′_ν (r) = I_{v±1}(r)±^ν_r I_ν (r) [23, §10.29] and ∂ =^1_2 (∂_x −i∂_y) =^{e−iθ}_2 (∂_r −ir^{−1}∂_θ ) and ∂ =^1_2 (∂_x + i∂_y) =^{eiθ}_2 (∂_r + ir^{−1}∂_θ ).

In fact, we record here (using ∂_x = ∂ + ∂,∂_y = i(∂ − ∂ )):

∂_xZ^1_ν = νZ^1_{ν−1} + m^2 ν + 1

Z^1_{ν+1}; ∂_xZ^i_ν = νZ^i_{ν−1} + m^2 ν + 1

Z^i_{ν+1};

(2.2)

∂_yZ^1_ν = νZ^i_{ν−1} − m^2 ν + 1

Z^i_{ν+1}; ∂_yZ^i_ν = −νZ^1_{ν−1} + m^2 ν + 1

Z^1_{ν+1}.

Green-Riemann theorem. A natural and powerful tool to work with massive holomorphic functions f ,g is the classical Green-Riemann’s theorem: around smooth domains C ⊂ C we have

(2.3) ∮ ∂C f gdz = 2i ∫∫ C ∂ [ f g] = 2i ∫∫ C 2mRe[ f g] = 2i ∫∫ C 2m⟨ f ,g⟩ ∈ iR, where ⟨ f ,g⟩ refers to the inner product of the complex values f ,g as vectors in R^2 . The product of two spinors having −1 multiplicative monodromy around the same point is a well-defined function in C , rather than the double cover, and thus we may use the same formula.

Cauchy-type Half-Integer Residue Formula. One crucial consequence of (2.3) is a residue formula using the formal powers akin to the holomorphic case. Specifically, it implies that the real part of the contour integral ∮ γ f gdz remains invariant on any loop homotopic to γ in the domain of massive holomorphicity. So suppose a spinor f has the asymptotic (1.2) near a, then we have the following formula

(2.4) A^1_ν (a, f ) = − 1 2π Re ∮ γ f · Z^i_{−ν−1}dz; A^i_ν (a, f ) = − 1 2π Re ∮ γ f · Z^1_{−ν−1}dz,

which is easily verified by setting γ = ∂ B_r(a) and studying the asymptotic of the integrand as r ↓ 0.

Namely, it is simple to verify from the definition (2.1) that the real part of the contour integral as in (2.3) along ∂ B_r(a) of any pairing Z_{ν1} ·Z_{ν2} is nonzero only for the case Z^1_{ν1} ·Z^i_{ν2} with ν_1 +ν_2 = −1, when it is one. This calculation also gives that, as in the holomorphic case, the higher coefficients A^1_{ν+1},A^i_{ν+1},... may also be computed simply by coupling f respectively with Z^i_{−ν} ,Z^1_{−ν} ,.... This formula in particular justifies that the derivatives of the series coefficients of the Ising spinors with respect to the locations a_j exist as soon as the spinors have corresponding derivatives in the bulk.

Spinors and their Derivatives Form a Basis. We now show that the Ising spinors f_1,... , f_n and their derivatives ∂_x f_1,... ,∂_x f_n, ∂_y f_1,... ,∂_y f_n form a basis of the real vector space V_{−3/2}, defined as the space of massive holomorphic spinors f on [C ] having asymptotics (for given fixed a_1,... ,a_n)

(1) f (z) = O ( |z − a_j|^{−3/2} ) as z → a_j for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n;

(2) f (z) = O(|z|^{−n/2}) as |z| → ∞.

Define the subspace V_{−1/2} ⊂ V_{−3/2} analogously by replacing the exponent −3/2 with −1/2, or equivalently imposing A_{−3/2}(a_k, f ) = 0 for all k.

We once again benefit from (2.3). Suppose we have f ,g ∈ V_{−1/2}, then applying (2.3) in C (more precisely, excising small disks around a_j as in (2.4) and using exponential decay at infinity; note the orientation of the excised disks are reversed) yields 2π [ Im ( A_{−1/2}(a_1, f )A_{−1/2}(a_1,g) ) + ··· + Im ( A_{−1/2}(a_n, f )A_{−1/2}(a_n,g) )] = 0 (2.5) −2π [ Re ( A_{−1/2}(a_1, f )A_{−1/2}(a_1,g) ) + ··· + Re ( A_{−1/2}(a_n, f )A_{−1/2}(a_n,g) )] = 2 ∫∫ C 2mRe[ f g],

(2.6) where we take respectively real and imaginary parts. Note further that (2.5) is valid even in V_{−3/2} as long as we consider combinations of type A_{1/2} · A_{−3/2} as well.

Applying the above on the Ising spinors f_1,... , f_n already yields an important information. Applying (2.5) on f_j, f_k, we see (2.7) ReB_{j,k} + ReB_{k, j} = 0, or the matrix [iB] is Hermitian.

Lemma 9. The numbers A^1_{−1/2}(a_1, f )... A^1_{−1/2}(a_n, f ) and A_{−3/2}(a_1, f ),... ,A_{−3/2}(a_n, f ) uniquely determine f ∈ V_{−3/2}. In particular, dim_R V_{−1/2} = n and dim_R V_{−3/2} is at most 3n.

Proof. It suffices to show any f ∈ V_{−1/2} ⊂ V_{−3/2} such that A_{−1/2}(a_k, f ) = iA^i_{−1/2}(a_k, f ) for all k is identically zero.

This is easily shown by applying (2.6) and seeing 2π ( |A^i_{−1/2}(a_1, f )|^2 + ··· + |A^i_{−1/2}(a_n, f )|^2 ) = ∫∫ C 4m| f |^2 ≤ 0, so f ≡ 0. Since f_1,... , f_n already span V_{−1/2}, the dimension of V_{−1/2} is exactly n. □

Now we calculate asymptotics of ∂_x f_k and ∂_y f_k. We may differentiate the conditions 2-3 in Definition 4 term-by-term and have O ( |z − a|^{3/2} ) -rate errors; this is a simple consequence of (A.1). Using (2.2), as z → a_j,

∂_x f_k(z) = − iB_{j,k} 2 • Z_{−3/2}(z − a_j) +

A_{j,k} 2 • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) + ( 3D_{j,k} 2 + 2im^2B_{j,k} ) • Z_{1/2}(z − a_j) + O ( |z − a_j|^{3/2} ) ; (2.8)

∂_y f_k(z) =

B_{j,k} 2 • Z_{−3/2}(z − a_j) + iA_{j,k} 2 • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) + ( 3iD_{j,k} 2 + 2m^2B_{j,k} ) • Z_{1/2}(z − a_j) + O ( |z − a_j|^{3/2} ) . Let us introduce another shorthand. For complex matrix elements (say) A_{j,k}, define the 2n × 2n real matrix �A � by replacing the complex entries by the 2 × 2 real matrix in the usual way:

(2.9) A_{j,k} → ( Re A_{j,k} −ImA_{j,k} ImA_{j,k} Re A_{j,k} ) . Clearly, this matrix may be treated in many ways like the complex matrix [A ]: for example, one is invertible if and only if the other is.

Proposition 10. The spinors ∂_x f_1,∂_y f_1,... ,∂_y f_n are linearly independent over R. Equivalently, �iB� is invertible. Proof. It suffices to show the column vectors of 2n coefficients A^1_{−3/2}(a_1),A^i_{−3/2}(a_1),... ,A^i_{−3/2}(a_n) for the given 2n functions form an invertible matrix. Given (2.8), this matrix is seen to be precisely −^1_2 �iB�.

Let us work with the complex matrix [iB]. Recall that B_{j,k} is real if and only if j ≠ k, and iB_{k,k} = 1 for all k. Therefore, we may decompose [iB] = I +iB, where B := Im[iB] is the n×n real matrix made of only the off-diagonal elements of B_{j,k}, which is antisymmetric by (2.7).

By standard linear algebra, any nonzero eigenvalue of B comes in the form iλ , where λ is real and there exist a pair of n dimensional real vectors v,w of unit norm such that Bv = λ w,Bw = −λ v. In other words, by definition of B_{j,k}, f := v_1 f_1 + ··· + v_n f_n has poles A_{−1/2}(a_k, f ) = v_k + iλ w_k for all k. Now apply (2.6) on f , and we get −2π [ (v^2_1 − λ^2w^2_1) + ···(v^2_n − λ^2w^2_n) ] = 2π(λ^2 − 1) = 2 ∫∫ 2m| f |^2 < 0,

since v,w have unit norm. That is, B has spectral radius strictly smaller than 1, and I + iB is invertible. □

Now that we have linear independence, we may produce ‘pure’ basis vectors g^1,g^i_1,... ,g^1_n,g^i_n whose coefficients A^1_{−1/2},A_{−3/2} all vanish except A^1_{−3/2}(a_k,g^1_k) = A^i_{−3/2}(a_k,g^i_k) = 1 for each k.

Studying (2.8), we see that the coefficients for the required linear combination of ∂_x f_k,∂_y f_k would be given precisely by the entries of the inverse �−iB/2�^{−1}, essentially postcomposing this matrix on the 2n × 2n-matrix of the 3/2-order (real and imaginary) expansion coefficients at a_j of ∂_x f_k,∂_y f_k. The entries of this real matrix may be recovered from the real and imaginary parts of the n × n complex matrix [−iB/2]^{−1} according to (2.9). Once we have the desired 3/2-order behavior, we cancel out A^1_{−1/2} using f_k. Explicitly, we claim that the following definition works:

g^1_k := n ∑_{k′=1}^{Re[−iB/2]−1}k′,k^∂x^fk^{′ + Im[−iB/2]−1}k′,k^∂y^fk^{′ − Re([A /2][−iB/2]−1)}_{k′,k}^fk^{′ ;}

g^i_k := n ∑_{k′=1}^{−Im[−iB/2]−1}k′,k^∂x^fk^{′ + Re[−iB/2]−1}k′,k^∂y^fk^{′ − Re(i[A /2][−iB/2]−1)}_{k′,k}^fk^{′ .}

Indeed, noting [iB] = I − iIm[iB], it is straightforward to verify the following asymptotics from (2.8)

g^1_k (z) = I_{j,k}Z^1_{−3/2}(z − a_j) − Im([iB] [A ][iB]^{−1})_{j,k}Z^i_{−1/2}(z − a_j) + ( −4m^2 [iB] [iB]^{−1}−3[D][iB]^{−1}

(2.10)

+[A ]Re ( [A ][iB]^{−1} )) j,k • Z_{1/2}(z − a_j) + O ( |z − a_j|^{3/2} ) ; g^i_k(z) = I_{j,k}Z^i_{−3/2}(z − a_j) − Re([iB] [A ][iB]^{−1})_{j,k}Z^i_{−1/2}(z − a_j) + ( 4im^2 [iB] [iB]^{−1}−3i[D] [iB]^{−1}

−[A ]Im ( [A ][iB]^{−1} )) j,k • Z_{1/2}(z − a_j) + O ( |z − a_j|^{3/2} ) . Using (2.5) (and the comment below) on f_j and g^1_k,g^i_k, we get [A ]_{k, j} = ([iB] [A ][iB]^{−1})_{j,k}. Since [iB] is the transpose

of [iB], we conclude that [A ][iB]^{−1} is symmetric.

Spinors are Differentiable under Deformation. Thanks to (2.4), differentiability of the spinors f_k in the bulk under deformation to implies that of the coefficients A_{j,k},B_{j,k},.... The actual proof will proceed by carefully alternating bulk and coefficient differentiability.

Without loss of generality, we will show differentiability under the deformation in the x-direction a_1 → a_1 + h. Define f^h_j to be the increment of f_j under this change: our goal is to show h^{−1} f^h_j as h → 0 converges to a limit ∂_h f_j in the bulk. We will consistently use h superscripts to denote corresponding increments when it is clear. We will use a familiar strategy in the field: we will extract a subsequential limit which must be unique.

We will in fact work on double covers [C ]^r of C^r := C \ B_r (a_1) for small r > 0 by restriction of the original [C ] to function as a common subdomain, so that we can consider derivatives of the spinors with respect to a_1.

Lemma 11. For each fixed small r > 0, we have ∫∫ C^r | f h 1 |^2 = O(h^2) as h → 0.

Proof. Applying Green-Riemann’s formula as in (2.6) on C^{r/2} yields

(2.11) 2π ( − ∮ ∂ B_{r/2}(a_1) ( f^h_1

)_2

dz + | | |B^h_{2,1} | | |^2 + ··· + | | |B^h_{n,1} | | |^2 ) = 2 ∫∫ C^{r/2} 2m | | | f^h_1 | | |^2 ,

so it suffices to show s_h := h^{−2} ∫ ∂ B_{r/2}(a_1) | f^h_1 |_2 is bounded. So suppose, possibly along a subsequence as h → 0, s_h → ∞.

Still, the renormalized (√ s_hh )_{−1} f^h_1 is L^2-bounded in [C ]^{r/2}, and so by (A.1), we may apply Arzelà-Ascoli theorem on compact subsets of [C ]^{r/2}. Choosing an increasing sequence of compact subsets and diagonalizing, we may again extract a subsequence along which (√ s_hh )_{−1} f^h_1 locally uniformly converges to a limit g on all of [C ]^{r/2}.

However, the local uniform convergence may be extended to all of [C ]: writing Z^h(z) := Z^1_{−1/2}(z − (a_1 + h)) − Z^1_{−1/2}(z − a_1) and applying Green-Riemann’s theorem on the annulus B_r(a_1) \ B_{2h}(a_1), 2π (∮ ∂ B_r(a_1) ( s_hh^2 )_{−1} ( f^h_1 − Z^h

)_2

dz − ∮ ∂ B_{2h}(a_1) ( s_hh^2 )_{−1} ( f^h_1 − Z^h

)_2 dz ) = 2 ∫∫ B_r(a_1)\B_{2h}(a_1) ( s_hh^2 )_{−1} 2m | | | f^h_1 − Z^h | | |^2 .

Note that the integral over ∂ B_r(a_1) converges to ∮ ∂ B_r(a_1) g

2dz < ∞ since Z^h = O(h) there. The integral over ∂ B_{2h}(a_1)

vanishes thanks to (A.2). So the L^2 norm of (√ s_hh )_{−1} ( f^h_1 − Z^h) is uniformly bounded on the annulus (which ex-

hausts B_r(a_1) \ {a_1}), and we may yet again extract a subsequence along which (√ s_hh )_{−1} ( f^h_1 − Z^h) locally uniformly

converges to g (now extended to all of [C ]; note (√ s_hh )_{−1} Z^h → 0 in the bulk).

The fact that g is in V_{−1/2} may also be verified from the L^2 boundedness of (√ s_hh )_{−1} f^h_1 (away from a_1) and (√ s_hh )_{−1} ( f^h_1 − Z^h) (near a_1) using massive Cauchy formula (say, the fact that g is massive holomorphic itself) and (A.1). Similarly, one may verify that the coefficients A^1_{−1/2}(a_j,g) = 0 for all j > 1 using (2.4). Near a_1, one may use the fact that one may deform the contour in (2.4): as h → 0, by (A.2),

A^1_{−1/2}(a_1,g) ← − (√ s_hh )_{−1} 2π Re ∮ ∂ B_r (a_1) ( f^h_1 − Z^h ) (z)Z^i_{−1/2}(z − a_1)dz = − (√ s_hh )_{−1} 2π Re ∮ ∂ B_{2h}(a_1) ( f^h_1 − Z^h ) (z)Z^i_{−1/2}(z − a_1)dz → 0.

Therefore g ≡ 0 by Lemma 9. This means that ( s_hh^2 )_{−1} ∫ ∂ B_{r/2}(a_1) | | f h_1 | |^2 → 0, which contradicts the definition of s_h. □

Now that we have an L^2 bound in C^r for each small r > 0, we may play the same game as in the proof of the bound and yet again extract a subsequence along which h^{−1} f^h_1 converges locally uniformly to some g in [C ]. Note that h^{−1}Z^h tends to −∂_xZ^1_{−1/2}(z − a_1) =^1_2 Z^1_{−3/2}(z − a_1) − 2m^2Z^1_{/2}(z − a_1). Again by similar arguments, g(z) + ∂_xZ^1_{−1/2}(z − a_1) only has at most 1/2-order poles at a_1 and g has purely imaginary 1/2-order poles at a_2,... ,a_n; in fact, by alternatively setting Z^h(z) := Z^1_{−1/2}(z − (a_1 + h)) + ( A_{1,1} + A^h_{1,1} ) • Z_{1/2}(z − (a_1 + h)) − Z^1_{−1/2}(z − a_1) − A_{1,1} • Z_{1/2}(z − a_1), it is easy to see that A^1_{−1/2}(a_1,g) = −^1_2 Re A_{1,1} (at least along the subsequence giving the limit g, A^h_{1,1} = O(h) by (2.4)). This fixes g uniquely by Lemma 9, and we see that g = ∂_h f_1 as desired.

Given differentiability of f_1, we may repeat the same arguments starting from Lemma 11 with other spinors f_k. The only difference is that we need to set

Z^h(z) := ( B_{1,k} + B^h_{1,k} ) Z^i_{−1/2}(z − (a_1 + h)) − B_{1,k}Z^i_{−1/2}(z − a_1),

and we need to first demonstrate the limit of h^{−1}B^h_{1,k} to carry out the proof. However, this is already done by the existence of ∂_h f_1: they are precisely the coefficients −A^i_{−1/2}(a_k,∂_h f_1) by (2.7). Thus we have shown

Proposition 12. The Ising spinors f_1,... f_n are differentiable under infinitesimal movements of a_1,... ,a_n.

2.2. Derivation of Deformation Equations.

General n-point case. Throughout this section, we will denote by v = (v_1,... ,v_n) ∈ C^n the direction of deformation of spin locations a_1,... ,a_n, and h := vh for h ∈ R the corresponding one-parameter family. Under this deformation ∂_h, by Proposition 12 (indeed, it was a crucial building block of its proof) the derivative of a spinor f_k has asymptotic as z → a_j

∂_h f_k = ( iv_jB_{j,k} ) 2 • Z_{−3/2}(z − a_j) + ( i∂_hB_{j,k} − v_jA_{j,k} 2 ) • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) + ( ∂_hA_{j,k} −

3v_j 2 D_{j,k} − 2im^2v_jB_{j,k} ) • Z_{1/2}(z − a_j) + O(|z − a_j|^{3/2}).

We now identify ∂_h f_k with the corresponding linear combination of f_k,g^1_k ,g^i_k. Note that iv_jB_{j,k} is precisely the component of the matrix product [diagv][iB], and i∂_hB_{j,k} ∈ iR. So

∂_h f_k = n ∑_{k′=1}^1_2^{([diagv][iB])}k′,k^{• g}k^{′ − 1}_2^{Re ([diagv][A ])}k′,k^fk^{′ .}

Now, comparing A^i_{−1/2} between the above and the asymptotics (1.3) and (2.10)

[i∂_hB] − i 2 Im([diagv][A ]) = i 2 Im ( −[iB] [A ][iB]^{−1} [diagv][iB] ) − i 2 Im[iB] Re([diagv][A ]).

Again since I − iIm[iB] = [iB], we arrive at the following expression

(2.12) [i∂_hB] = i 2 Im ( [iB] [diagv][A ] − [iB] [A ][iB]^{−1} [diagv][iB] ) = i 2 Im ( [iB] [ [diagv],[A ] [iB]^{−1} ] [iB] ) , using the matrix commutator [,].

From comparing A_{1/2}, we have

[∂_hA ] − 3 2 [diagv][D] − 2m^2[diagv][iB] = −2m^2 [iB] [iB]^{−1}[diagv][iB]− 3 2 [D][iB]^{−1} [diagv][iB] + [A ] 2 Re ( [A ][iB]^{−1} [diagv][iB] ) − [A ] 2 Re ([diagv][A ]), or [∂_hA ] = 3 2 [ [diagv],[D][iB]^{−1} ] [iB] + 2m^2[diagv][iB]

− 2m^2 [iB] [iB]^{−1}[diagv][iB] +

[A ] 2 Re ([ [A ][iB]^{−1} ,[diagv] ] [iB] ) . Unlike (2.12), this equation has terms involving D which we would like to eliminate. This can be done using rotational symmetry of the spinors: as can be checked directly, spinors maintain massive holomorphicity under rotation f^ϕ_k (z) := f_k(e^{−iϕ} z)e^{−iϕ/2}. The vector v corresponding to this rotation is precisely ia := (ia_1,... ,ia_n), and we may check directly from (2.1) that ∂_ϕ A = −iA . Plugging in the above, we have

[−iA ] = 3 2 [ [diagia],[D][iB]^{−1} ] [iB] + 2m^2[diagia][iB]

− 2m^2 [iB] [iB]^{−1}[diagia][iB] +

[A ] 2 Re ([ [A ][iB]^{−1} ,[diagia] ] [iB] ) . In the same deformation we have i∂_ϕ B = 0, so incorporating (2.12) we may write (again using [iB] = I − iIm[iB])

[A ] [iB]^{−1} = − 3 2 [ [diaga],[D][iB]^{−1} ] + 2m^2[diaga]

(2.13)

− 2m^2 [iB] [iB]^{−1}[diaga][iB] [iB]^{−1} +

[A ][iB]^{−1} 2 [ [diaga],[A ][iB]^{−1} ] . Note carefully that this equation in fact specifies [ [diagv],[D][iB]^{−1} ] and therefore already produces a closed system of equations for [∂_hA ] as desired: indeed, commutating a matrix by [diaga] simply multiplies the ( j,k)-matrix entry by (a_j − a_k), so it suffices to multiply each off-diagonal entry of [ [diaga],[D][iB]^{−1} ] by^{v j −vk}_{a j−ak} to obtain the desired commutator with [diagv].

This step can be essentially written using the Jacobi identity on the commutators and the fact that diagonal matrices commute. We will pursue the variation of rotationally invariant [ [diaga],[A ] [iB]^{−1} ] [44, Theorem 6.5.3] (this kills

the diagonal elements of [A ] [iB]^{−1}, but they can be recovered from (2.13)). Similarly to above, it is easy to verify

∂_h ( [A ][iB]^{−1} ) = [∂_hA ][iB]^{−1} − [A ][iB]^{−1} [i∂_hB] [iB]^{−1} = 3 2 [ [diagv],[D][iB]^{−1} ] + 2m^2[diagv] − 2m^2 [iB] [iB]^{−1}[diagv][iB][iB]^{−1} − 1 2 [A ][iB]^{−1} [ [diagv],[A ][iB]^{−1} ] , and finally

∂_h [ [diaga],[A ][iB]^{−1} ] = [ [diagv],[A ][iB]^{−1} ] + [ [diaga],∂_h [A ][iB]^{−1} ] = (2.14)

−2m^2 [ [diagv],[diaga]^∗ ] − 2m^2 [ [diaga],[diagv]^∗ ] + 1 2 [[ [diagv],[A ][iB]^{−1} ] , [ [diaga],[A ][iB]^{−1} ]] , where [diaga]^∗ := [iB] [iB]^{−1}[diaga][iB][iB]^{−1}, etc.

Note that (2.14) yields easily that [ [diaga],[A ][iB]^{−1} ] is rotationally invariant by setting v = ia. Recall rotational invariance ∂_ϕ [iB] = 0 was shown directly from rotation of spinors f_j.

2-point case and the Painlevé transcendant. Now we reduce to the n = 2 case. We may write (recall [A ] [iB]^{−1} is symmetric thanks to (2.10))

[iB] = ( 1 −iβ iβ 1 ) ; [ [diaga],[A ][iB]^{−1} ] = ( 0 −γ γ 0 ) . These are rotationally and translationally invariant quantities; therefore, we may write β ,γ = β (r),γ(r) for r = |a_1 − a_2|, and study their derivative with respect to r, which corresponds to setting v = a/r.

Equations (2.12) and (2.14) become

β^′ =

1 − β^2 r Imγ, γ^′ = 4m^2r

2iβ (1 + β^2) (1 − β^2)^2

; or ( rβ^′ 1 − β^2 )_′ = 4m^2rβ (1 + β^2)

(1 − β^2)^2 . Set tanhh := β such that h^′ = β^′/(1 − β^2), and η := exp(−2h), we finally derive the Painlevé III equation

(2.15) rh^{′′} + h^′ = m^2r sinh4h, or η^{′′} = η^{−1}(η^′)^2 − r^{−1}η^′ + m^2(η^3 − η^{−1}).

Notice that γ^′ is purely imaginary and γ is zero at infinity by (A.5), so γ is purely imaginary. Recovering diagonal elements from (2.13), we have

(2.16) [A ][iB]^{−1} =

16m^2β^2−(β^′)^2

2(1−β^2)^2 (ā2 − ā1) β^′ri (1−β^2)(a_2−a_1) β^′ri (1−β^2)(a_2−a_1)

16m^2β^2−(β^′)^2 2(1−β^2)^2 (ā1 − ā2) .

Now we give an estimate at infinity of β , equivalently that of η. It must be mentioned that there is an extensive literature on analysis of Painlevé transcendents through isomonodromy (see e.g. [28]); we include a simple derivation for the benefit of an interested reader since we were not able to find it in Ising-specific isomonodromy literature.

Without loss of generality, assume a_1 = 0 and a_2 = r. We will calculate β = −B_{1,2} using (2.4), integrating f_1 against Z^1_{−1/2}(z−a_2) along a half-moon shaped contour: (∂ B_D ∩ {Rez > 0})∪[Di,−Di] for large D > 2r, approaching the imaginary axis from the right side. Applying (A.3) on f_1(z) and using the explicit identification Z^1_{−1/2}(re^{iθ} ) =

2Γ(1/2)|m|^{1/2}

π e^{−iθ/2}K_{1/2}(2|m|r) ((2.1), [23, (10.27.2)]), we can bound the contribution of the integral along the half circle by O(D^{1/2} · e^{−5|m|(D−r)/2}). So we are concerned about − 1 2π Re ∫ [−Di,Di]

f_1(z)Z^1_{−1/2}(z − a_2)dz = O(re^{−9|m|r/4} + De^{−9|m|r/4}) − 1 2π Re ∫ [−Di,Di]

Z^1_{−1/2}(z)Z^1_{−1/2}(z − a_2)dz.

where we replaced f_1(z) in [ri/2,−ri/2] by Z^1_{−1/2}(z) using (A.4) and estimated the rest using (A.3) (we will comment on the choice of sheet later). Notice that none of the functions have a monodromy or a pole within the slit half-moon (∂ B_D ∩ {Rez > 0}) \ [r,D]: so (2.3) gives − 1 2π Re ∫ [−Di,Di]

Z^1_{−1/2}(z)Z^1_{−1/2}(z − a_2)dz = O(e^{−4|m|(D−r)}) + 1 π Re ∫ [r,D]

Z^1_{−1/2}(z)Z^1_{−1/2}(z − a_2)dz

= O(e^{−4|m|(D−r)}) ± 1 π Re ∫ [r,D] ( 2Γ(1/2)|m|^{1/2} π )_2

K_{1/2}(2|m|x)K_{1/2}(2|m|(x − r))dz

= O(e^{−4|m|(D−r)}) ± 1 π Re ∫ ∞ r ( 2Γ(1/2)|m|^{1/2} π )_2

K_{1/2}(2|m|x)K_{1/2}(2|m|(x − r))dx,

where two integrals above and below the slit double up. Miraculously, the last integral may be calculated explicitly: K_{1/2}(x) =

√_π 2x e^{−x} [23, (10.39.2)], so by [23, (10.32.8)] ∫ ∞ r K_{1/2}(2|m|x)K_{1/2}(2|m|(x − r))|m|dx = π 4 ∫ ∞ r e^{−4|m|(x−r/2)} √ x(x − r) dx =

K_0(2|m|r) 4 . So (setting D = 2r), |β | =^{K0(2|m|r)}_π + O(e^{−17|m|r/8}). Since we may choose β > 0 (h > 0,η < 1), we have

(2.17) η = 1 − 2 π K_0(2|m|r) + O(e^{−17|m|r/8}).

Acknowledgements. The author is supported by a KIAS Individual Grant (MG077202) at Korea Institute for Advanced Study. This work was initiated during the author’s PhD thesis at École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne, where he was supported by ERC grant SG CONSTAMIS, and he thanks the crucial guidance of his advisor Clément Hongler. The author also thanks Dmitry Chelkak for inspiring conversations and Rémy Mahfouf for helpful discussions.

APPENDIX A. QUANTITATIVE ESTIMATES Here we give estimates of massive holomorphic functions, incorporating the theory of generalized analytic functions (e.g. functions satisfying a Vekua equation ¯∂ f = α f̄ for general functions α). The development of this theory goes back to mid-20th century [7, 55], and the recently published [2] provides a clear account. While we find this particular theory rather well-suited for our purposes, one could conceivably appeal to alternative forms of elliptic regularity.

Bers-Vekua Theory. The main tool we utilize from Bers-Vekua theory is the following similarity principle:

Proposition 13. Given a massive holomorphic function or spinor f defined on (possibly punctured) B_R ⊂ C , there is a (unique up to a real additive scalar) Hölder continuous function s taking purely real values on ∂ B_R such that e^{−s} f is holomorphic at same points where f is massive holomorphic.

If we fix the additive constant so that ∫ ∂ B_R s = 0, we have for a universal constant |s| ≤ const.|m|R.

Proof. First, notice that defining f_R(z) := f (Rz), we may work with the fixed domain B_1 with mass mR. Then the proposition follows from [2, Lemma 3.1] and Sobolev inequality. Note, since mR is in every L^p space, we get α- Hölder regularity for any α ∈ (0,1).

This result relies on integrating f_R/ f_R against the Cauchy kernel, so it is valid in the presence of poles or −1 monodromies. □

As a simple consequence, we get Proposition 5.

Proof of Proposition 5. by assumption and above, f = e^s · e^{−s} f with e^{−s} f being a holomorphic spinor of O(|z − a|)^ν order around a. Therefore there is a holomorphic function g such that e^{−s(z)} f (z) = (z − a)^ν g(z). We may set A_ν := e^{s(a)}g(a) and thanks to the Hölder regularity of s we get f (z) = A_ν (z − a)^ν + o(|z − a|^ν ). The second estimate follows then similarly by noticing that the left hand side is a massive holomorphic spinor of o(|z − a|^ν) order around a. □

Massive Cauchy Formula and Estimates. Recall the Cauchy-type residue formula (2.4). Applying the same rationale around a bulk point a yields a Cauchy-type integral formula for f (a). Since the poles of modified Bessel functions of the first kind I_{−ν} at 0 degenerates for negative integer indices, one must replace it with the modified Bessel functions of the second kind K_ν . Namely, one may construct the massive versions Y^1_{−1},Y^i_{−1} of the Cauchy kernel 1/z; we will give a general formula which works for negative integers or half-integers −ν, which may serve as alternatives to the Z^1_{−ν} ,Z^i_{−ν} so that they decay exponentially at infinity. Define now X_{−ν} (z = re^{iθ} ) = e^{−iνθ} K_ν (2|m|r), and

Y^1_{−ν} (z) :=

2|m|^ν Γ(ν)

(X_{−ν} (z) − (sgnm)X_{−ν+1}(z)) ; Y^i_{−ν} (z) :=

2|m|^ν Γ(ν)

(X_{−ν} (z) + (sgnm)X_{−ν+1}(z)) .

Massive holomorphicity of Y_{−ν} may be verified as in (2.2) for Z_ν . Replacing both Z_ν with Y_{−1} in (2.4) lets us recover respectively the real and imaginary parts of f (a). Note both Y_{−1}(z) are O(|z|^{−1}) and both ∇Y_{−1}(z) are O(|z|^{−2}) at small scales [23, §10.29, §10.30], and all are O(|z|^{−1/2}e^{−2|m||z|}) at large scales [23, §10.25].

At small scales, we have, with universal constants,

(A.1) | f (0)| ≤ const. R^2 ∫∫ B_R | f | ≤ const. R [∫∫ B_R

| f |^2 ]_{1/2} and |∇ f (0)| ≤ const. R^3 ∫∫ B_R | f | ≤ const. R^2 [∫∫ B_R

| f |^2 ]_{1/2}

as long as f is massive holomorphic in B_R for R < 1. This estimate in terms of area integrals come from, say, radially integrating the Cauchy-type integral on concentric circles.

Now we give estimates we need specifically for the Ising spinors: recall m < 0 is assumed.

Lemma 14. Suppose the ball B_R(a_j), R < 1, contains no other a_k′ . Then | | f_k(z) − (iB_{j,k}) • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) | | ≤ const.|z − a_j|^{1/2} in z ∈ B_R(a_j) (A.2)

for constant only dependent on m and R.

Proof. Notice f_k − ( iB_{j,k} ) • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) is L^2 bounded in B_R(a_j) by constant only depending on m: indeed, both f_k and ( iB_{j,k} ) • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) are (recall | |B_{j,k} | | ≤ 1). Then applying Proposition 13, we see that

f_k − ( iB_{j,k} ) • Z_{−1/2}(z − a_j) = e^sg,

where g is a holomorphic spinor in B_R(a_j) with asymptotic O(|z − a_j|^{1/2}) around a_j and |s| ≤ const.mR. Therefore, g^2 is a holomorphic function vanishing at a_j and whose L^1 norm is bounded by a constant depending on m,R. Then by Cauchy’s formula or otherwise, (A.2) follows. □

At large scales, we have exponential dropoff. If B_R for R > 1 contains no a_j’s, then for constants only depending on m

(A.3) | f_k(0)| ≤ const.e^{−3|m|R/4} R^{1/2} ∫∫ B_R

| f_k| ≤ const.e^{−3|m|R/4}R^{1/2} [∫∫ B_R

| f |^2 ]_{1/2} ≤ const.e^{−|m|R/2}. It is useful to recall that massive holomorphic functions still satisfy maximum modulus principle: indeed, one may verify Δ| f |^2 = 4∂ ¯∂ | f |^2 = 8m^2| f |^2 + 2|∇Re f |^2 + 2|∇Im f |^2 ≥ 0, so there cannot be a strict minimum of | f | in the bulk. Therefore, if B_R(a_k), R > 1, contains no other a_j′ , we still have

(A.4) | | f_k(z) − Z_{1−1/2}(z − a_k) | | ≤ const.e_{−|m|R/4} in z ∈ B_{R/2}(a_k), since Z^1_{−1/2}(re^{iθ} ) =^{2Γ(1/2)|m|1/2}_π e^{−iθ/2}K_{1/2}(2|m|r) satisfies the same bound on ∂ B_{R/2} and the maximum modulus principle applies inside.

If B_R(a_j), R > 1, for general j contains no other a_j′ , similarly

|A_{j,k}| ≤ const.R^{−1/2}e^{−5|m|R/4},

(A.5)

estimating A_{j,k} through (2.4) but instead integrating against Y^1_{−3/2},Y^i_{−3/2} (recall both are O(|z|^{−1/2}e^{−2|m||z|})), on ∂ B_{R/2}(a_j).

REFERENCES

[1] S. Aumann, Singularity of Full Scaling Limits of Planar Nearcritical Percolation, Stoch. Proc. Appl. 124(11):3807-3818 (2014) [2] L. Baratchart, A. Borichev, S. Chaabi, Pseudo-holomorphic functions at the critical exponent, J. Eur. Math. Soc. 18(9):1919–1960 (2016) [3] R. Baxter, Solvable eight-vertex model on an arbitrary planar lattice. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London A: Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences, 289(1359):315–346 (1978) [4] R. Baxter, Free-fermion, checkerboard and Z-invariant lattice models in statistical mechanics, Proc. Roy. Soc. London Ser. A, 404(1826):1–33 (1986) [5] V. Beffara, H. Duminil-Copin, Smirnov’s Fermionic Observable away from Criticality, Ann. Probab., 40(6):2667–2689 (2012) [6] A. A. Belavin, A. M. Polyakov, A.B. Zamolodchikov, Infinite conformal symmetry in two-dimensional quantum field theory. Nucl. Phys. B 333-380 (1984) [7] L. Bers, An outline of the theory of pseudoanalytic functions. Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 62(4):291-331 (1956) [8] C. Boutillier, B. de Tilière, K. Raschel, The Z-invariant massive Laplacian on isoradial graphs, Invent. Math. 208(1):109-189 (2017) [9] C. Boutillier, B. de Tilière, K. Raschel, The Z-invariant Ising model via dimers, Probab. Theory Related Fields. 174(1-2): 235-305 (2019) [10] J. Cardy, Conformal invariance and Surface Critical Behavior, Nucl. Phys. B 240:514-532 (1984) [11] D. Chelkak, 2D Ising model: correlation functions at criticality via Riemann-type boundary value problems, In European Congress of Mathematics: Berlin, 18-22 July, 2016, 235-256. European Mathematical Society, Zürich (2018) [12] D. Chelkak, Planar Ising model at criticality: state-of-the-art and perspectives, Proceedings of ICM2018 (2018) [13] D. Chelkak, Ising Model and S-Embeddings of Planar Graphs. arXiv:2006.14559 (2020) [14] D. Chelkak, D. Cimasoni, and A. Kassel, Revisiting the combinatorics of the 2D Ising model, Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré D, 4(3):309–385 (2017) [15] D. Chelkak, H. Duminil-Copin, C. Hongler, A. Kemppainen, S. Smirnov, Convergence of Ising Interfaces to Schramm’s SLE Curves, C. R.

Math. Acad. Sci. Paris, 352(2):157-161 (2014) [16] D. Chelkak, C. Hongler, K. Izyurov, Conformal invariance of spin correlations in the planar Ising model, Ann. Math., 181(3):1087–1138 (2015) [17] D. Chelkak, C. Hongler, K. Izyurov, Correlations of Primary Fields in the Critical Ising Model, arXiv: 2103.10263 (2021) [18] D. Chelkak, C. Hongler, R. Mahfouf. Magnetization in the zig-zag layered Ising model and orthogonal polynomials, arXiv:1904.09168 (2019) [19] D. Chelkak, K. Izyurov, Holomorphic Spinor Observables in the Critical Ising Model. Comm. Math. Phys. 322(2):302-303 (2013) [20] D. Chelkak, K. Izyurov, R. Mahfouf, Universality of spin correlations in the Ising model on isoradial graphs, arXiv:2104.12858 (2021) [21] D. Chelkak, S. Park, Y. Wan, in preparation.

[22] D. Chelkak, S. Smirnov, Universality in the 2D Ising model and conformal invariance of fermionic observables. Invent. Math., 189(3):515-580 (2012) [23] F. W. J. Olver, A. B. Olde Daalhuis, D. W. Lozier, B. I. Schneider, R. F. Boisvert, C. W. Clark, B. R. Miller, and B. V. Saunders, eds., NIST Digital Library of Mathematical Functions. http://dlmf.nist.gov/, Release 1.0.20 (2018) [24] H. Duminil-Copin, C. Garban, G. Pete, The near-critical planar FK-Ising model, Comm. Math. Phys. 326:1-35 (2014) [25] H. Duminil-Copin, C. Hongler, P. Nolin, Connection probabilities and RSW-type bounds for the two-dimensional FK Ising model, Comm.

Pure Appl. Math. 64(9):1165– 1198 (2011) [26] H. Duminil-Copin, K.K. Kozlowski, D. Krachun, I. Manolescu, M. Oulamara, Rotational invariance in critical planar lattice models, arXiv:2012.11672 (2020) [27] H. Duminil-Copin, J. Li, I. Manolescu, Universality for the random-cluster model on isoradial graphs. Electron. J. Probab., 23(96):1-70 (2018) [28] A. Fokas, A. Its, A. Kapaev, V. Novokshenov, Painlevé Transcendents: The Riemann-Hilbert Approach, American Mathematical Society (2006) [29] C. Hongler, K. Kytölä, Ising interfaces and free boundary conditions, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 26(4):1107–1189 (2013) [30] C. Hongler, K. Kytölä, A. Zahabi, Discrete holomorphicity and Ising model operator formalism, Contemporary Mathematics, 644(X):79-115 (2015) [31] C. Hongler, S. Smirnov, The energy density in the critical planar Ising model, Acta Math., 211(2):191-225 (2013) [32] E. Ising, Beitrag zur Theorie des Ferromagnetismus. Zeitschrift für Physik, 31:253-258 (1925) [33] L. Kadanoff, H. Ceva, Determination of an operator algebra for the two-dimensional Ising model. Phys. Rev. B (3), 3:3918-3939 (1971) [34] L. Kadanoff, M. Kohmoto, SMJ’s analysis of Ising model correlation functions, Ann. Phys. 126:371-398 (1980) [35] B. Kaufman, Crystal statistics. II. Partition function evaluated by spinor analysis. Phys. Rev., II. Ser., 76:1232-1243 (1949) [36] B. Kaufman, L. Onsager, Crystal statistics. III. Short-range order in a binary Ising lattice. Phys. Rev., II. Ser., 76:1244-1252 (1949) [37] H. A. Kramers and G. H. Wannier. Statistics of the two-dimensional ferromagnet. I. Phys. Rev. (2), 60:252-262 (1941) [38] W. Lenz, Beitrag zum Verständnis der magnetischen Eigenschaften in festen Körpern. Phys. Zeitschr., 21:613-615 (1920) [39] B. M. McCoy, C. A. Tracy and T. T. Wu, Painlevé functions of the third kind, J. Math. Phys. 18: 1058–1092 (1977)

[40] B. McCoy, T. Wu. The two-dimensional Ising model, Dover, second edition (2014) [41] C. Mercat, Discrete Riemann surfaces and the Ising model. Comm. Math. Phys. 218:177-216 (2001) [42] M. Jimbo, T. Miwa, Studies on holonomic quantum fields, XVII. Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci. 56(9): 405-410 (1980) [43] L. Onsager, Crystal statistics. I. A two-dimensional model with an order-disorder transition, Phys Rev (2), 65:117-149 (1944) [44] J. Palmer, Planar Ising correlations, Birkhäuser (2007) [45] J. Palmer, C. A. Tracy, Two-Dimensional Ising Correlations: Convergence of the Scaling Limit. Adv. in Appl. Math. 2:329-388 (1981) [46] J. Palmer, C. A. Tracy, Two-Dimensional Ising Correlations: The SMJ Analysis. Adv. in Appl. Math. 4:46-102 (1983) [47] S. Park, Massive Scaling Limit of the Ising Model: Subcritical Analysis and Isomonodromy, Ph.D. Thesis, arXiv:1811.06636v2 (2019) [48] S. Park, Convergence of Fermionic Observables in the Massive Planar FK-Ising Model, Comm. Math. Phys. 396:1071–1133 (2022) [49] J. Perk, Quadratic identities for Ising model correlations. Phys. Lett. A 79(1):3-5 (1980) [50] H. Pinson, Rotational invariance of the 2d spin-spin correlation function, Comm. Math. Phys., 314(3):807–816 (2012) [51] M. Sato, T. Miwa, M. Jimbo, Studies on holonomic quantum fields, I-IV. Proc. Japan Acad. Ser. A Math. Sci., 53(1):6–10, 53(1):147-152, 53(1):153-158, 53(1):183-185 (1977) [52] M. Sato, T. Miwa, M. Jimbo, Holonomic quantum fields, I-IV. Publ. RIMS Kyoto Univ. 14:223-267 (1978), 15:201-278 (1979), 15:577-629 (1979), 15:871-972 (1979) [53] S. Smirnov, Towards conformal invariance of 2D lattice models. Sanz-Solé, Marta (ed.) et al., Proceedings of the international congress of mathematicians (ICM), Madrid, Spain, August 22–30, 2006. Volume II: Invited lectures, 1421-1451. Zürich: European Mathematical Society (EMS) (2006) [54] S. Smirnov, Conformal invariance in random cluster models. I. Holomorphic fermions in the Ising model. Ann. Math., 172(2):1435-1467 (2007) [55] I. N. Vekua, Generalized Analytic Functions. Pergamon Press (1962) [56] T. Wu, Theory of Toeplitz Determinants and the Spin Correlations of the Two Dimensional Ising Model. I, Phys. Rev. 149:380-401 (1966) [57] T. Wu, B. McCoy, C. Tracy, E. Barouch, Spin-spin correlation functions for the two-dimensional Ising model: Exact theory in the scaling region, Phys. Rev. B, 13:316-374 (1976) [58] C. N. Yang. The spontaneous magnetization of a two-dimensional Ising model, Phys. Rev., 85:808–816 (1952)

Email address: scpark@kias.re.kr

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICS, KOREA INSTITUTE FOR ADVANCED STUDY, 85 HOEGI-RO, DONGDAEMUN-GU, SEOUL 02455, REPUBLIC OF KOREA