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Abstract

The Bukhvostov-Lipatov model is an exactly soluble model of two interacting Dirac fermions
in 141 dimensions. The model describes weakly interacting instantons and anti-instantons in
the O(3) non-linear sigma model. In our previous work [arXiv:1607.04839] we have proposed
an exact formula for the vacuum energy of the Bukhvostov-Lipatov model in terms of special
solutions of the classical sinh-Gordon equation, which can be viewed as an example of a remark-
able duality between integrable quantum field theories and integrable classical field theories in
two dimensions. Here we present a complete derivation of this duality based on the classical
inverse scattering transform method, traditional Bethe ansatz techniques and analytic theory of
ordinary differential equations. In particular, we show that the Bethe ansatz equations defin-
ing the vacuum state of the quantum theory also define connection coefficients of an auxiliary
linear problem for the classical sinh-Gordon equation. Moreover, we also present details of the
derivation of the non-linear integral equations determining the vacuum energy and other spectral
characteristics of the model in the case when the vacuum state is filled by 2-string solutions of
the Bethe ansatz equations.
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6 Summary

1 Introduction

This paper is a sequel to our previous work [2] devoted to the study of the Bukhvostov-Lipatov
(BL) model [I]. Originally, this model was introduced to describe weakly interacting instantons
and anti-instantons in the O(3) non-linear sigma model in two dimensions, extending the results
of [3l4]. It is an exactly soluble (1+41)-dimensional QFT, containing two interacting Dirac
fermions ¥, (a = %), defined by the renormalized Lagrangian

L= Z W, (iv*0, — M)W, — g (P4y" ¥,) (P_y,¥_) + counterterms. (1.1)
a=%

This model provides a remarkable illustration to the idea of the exact instanton counting.
Indeed, as explained in [2], the model can be reformulated as a bosonic QFT with two interacting
bosons, which upon an analytic continuation into a strong coupling regime, becomes equivalent
to the originating O(3) non-linear sigma model.

Our interest to the BL model is also motivated by the study of an intriguing correspondence
between Integrable Quantum Field Theories (IQFT) and Integrable Classical Field Theories in
two dimensions, which cannot be expected from the standard correspondence principle. Over
the past two decades this topic has been continuously developed, as can be seen from the
works [5HI9]. The new correspondence yields an extremely efficient extension of the Quantum
Inverse Scattering Method (QISM) [20] by connecting it with well-developed techniques of the
spectral theory of ordinary differential equations (ODE) and, most importantly, the Classical
Inverse Scattering Method [2I]. The resulting approach is usually referred to as “ODE/IM”
or “ODE/IQFT” correspondence. Ultimately, for a massive IQFT, it allows one to describe
quantum stationary states (and the corresponding eigenvalues of quantum integrals of motion)



in terms of special singular solutions of classical integrable partial differential equations. To
this moment, the approach has already been applied to a number of IQFT models, such as the
sine(h)-Gordon model [14], the Bullough-Dodd model [I5] and various regimes [16l17,22] of
the Fateev model [23], including the “sausage model” [24] (a one-parameter deformation of the
O(3) sigma-model). Despite this progress, the subject, certainly, deserves further studies for
a better understanding of the mathematical structure of the ODE/IQFT correspondence, as
well as unraveling fundamental underlying reasons of its existence. In this work we continue to
address these problems in the case of the BL model. As noted before, this model is integrable.
Its coordinate Bethe ansatz solution was presented in the original BL paper [I]. The corre-
sponding factorized scattering theory was proposed in [23]. The non-linear integral equations
for calculating the ground state energy were derived in [25].

As in [2] we consider the theory (L)) in a finite volume imposing twisted (quasiperiodic)
boundary conditions on the fundamental fermion fields,

Uy (t,x +R) = —e™ W, (t,x), Wi(t,x+ R)=—e 7 =0, (¢ 1) . (1.2)

The pair of real numbers (k.,k_) labels different sectors of the theory and, therefore, one
can address the problem of computing of vacuum energy Fjy in each sector. The perturbative
treatment of (LI]) leads to ultraviolet (UV) divergences. In [2] we used the renormalization
procedure which preserves the integrability of the theory. In this case the fermion mass M
could only have a finite renormalization and the only UV divergent quantity remaining in the
theory is the bulk vacuum energy, defined as & = limpg_,o, Ex/R. Therefore, it is convenient to
extract the (divergent) extensive part from Ej and introduce a scaling function

R
which is simply related to the so-called effective central charge, § = —c.x/6. Notice that

it is a dimensionless function of the dimensionless variables » = MR and k, satisfying the
normalization condition lim,_, ., §(r, k) = 0.

In [2] the scaling function ([3]) was computed in a variety of different ways. Let us briefly
review this work and then describe new considerations contained in this paper. First, we
used the renormalized Matsubara perturbation theory (recall that we consider the finite-volume
theory) to calculate the first two non-trivial orders of the expansion of the scaling function (L.3])
in powers of the coupling constant g. The physical fermion mass M is normalized by the large
distance asymptotics of the scaling function. As for the coupling constant g, it is convenient
to trade it off the for a physically observable parameter §, which enters the S-matrix of the
model. According to [23] the particle spectrum contains a fundamental quadruplet of mass M
whose two-particle S-matrix is given by the direct product (—S,, ® S,,) of two U(1)-symmetric
solutions of the S-matrix bootstrap, with a; = 2 —a, = 1 —§. Each of the factors S, coincides
with the soliton S-matrix in the quantum sine-Gordon theory with the renormalized coupling
constant a.

Further, in [2] we also used the conformal perturbation theory and computed the small-r
expansion of the scaling function (I.3)) to within the forth order terms O(r?), inclusively. Then,
applying rather non-trivial integral identities for the hypergeometric function, we discovered
that the result of these perturbative calculations can be expressed through a particular solution
of the Liouville equation. Guided by this peculiar observation and the previous results [16,/17,22]
concerning different regimes of the Fateev model we presented an exact formula for the scaling
function

2
F(r k) = —fp(2rcos (Z)) — 5 / d?w sinh®(7) + Y a; (ki = )7, (1.4)
Dsr i=1

™
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where ki = ki £ ko, in terms of a real valued solution 7 of the classical sinh-Gordon equation
DuwOphi — €1+ 721 = (1.5)

in the domain Dgy,. This domain is obtained from two inclined half-infinite strips of the complex

Figure 1: Domain Dpg, has the topology of a thrice-punctured 2D sphere. The horizontal
width of Dy, is controlled by a length of the segment (w1, ws), which coincides with /4. The
boundaries of the strips in the upper and lower half planes are identified, as marked.

plane glued together along their infinite sides, as shown in Fig.[Il It has the topology of a two-
dimensional sphere with three punctures (wg, ws,00). At the singular points w = w; (i = 1,2)
on the real axis the solution has the following asymptotic behavior:

n=(2lk| — 1) log|w —w;| + O(1) as W — w; (1.6)
and
n—0 as |w| — 0. (1.7)

The conical angles at the points w; and wy (see Fig.[ll) are determined by the parameters
a; = 1—9 and ap = 140, while the number k; 5 are related to the twists parameters ki = ki ko
in (L2)). The quantity fg is the free energy of a free 1D boson, given by

A

fe(B) = 53 df cosh(f) log (1 — e Peosh®) (1.8)

—00

where 3 is the (dimensionless) inverse temperature.

In this paper we present a derivation of the formula (LL4)). It is based on the fact that the
sinh-Gordon equation is a classical integrable equation, which can be treated by the inverse
scattering transform method. This allows one to relate the classical conserved charges to the
connection coefficients of ODE’s arising in the auxiliary linear problem for the sinh-Gordon
equation. It turns out that these connection coefficients are determined by the same Bethe
ansatz equations that appear in the coordinate Bethe ansatz solution of the BL model. As
a result eigenvalues and eigenstates of QFT integrals motion are determined by solutions of
the classical sinh-Gordon equation. In addition, using standard approaches of integrable QFT,
we derive another expression for the scaling function in terms of solutions of Non-Linear Inte-
gral Equations (NLIE) which are equivalent to Bethe ansatz equations, but more efficient for
numerical analysis.

The organization of the paper is as follows. The coordinate Bethe ansatz for the BL. model
is considered in Sect.2l. The lattice-type regularization of the Bethe ansatz equations and
associated particle-hole transformations are considered in Sect.Bl The functional relations
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for the connection coefficients in the auxiliary linear problem for the modified sinh-Gordon
equation are derived in Sect.[d] It is shown that these functional relations are equivalent to the
Bethe ansatz equation for the BL model. The calculation of vacuum eigenvalues of local and
non-local integral of motion from the NLIE and their comparison against small- and large-R
asymptotics derived in our previous paper [2] is given in Sect.[Bl Appendix [A] contains details
of the derivation of functional relations for the connection coefficients. Their properties in the
short distance (CFT) limit, are discussed in Appendix Bl Appendix [C] contains derivations
of the NLIE, and Appendix [Dl contains integral representations for connection coefficients.
Appendix [E] contains details of small- and large-R expansions of the vacuum energy as well as
eigenvalues of higher integrals of motion.

2 Bethe ansatz results

In this section we review and extend the original results of [I], concerning the coordinate Bethe
ansatz for the BL model.

2.1 Coordinate Bethe ansatz

Consider (1+1)-dimensional quantum field theory of two interacting Dirac fermions ¥, (a = %),
defined by the bare Lagrangian

L= Z \Ifa(iv”au — MO)\Ifa — qo (\Ifw“\h) (\II_W\II_) , (2.1)
a=%

where 0y = 0/0,, 0, = 0/0, and ¥, = Wir,. The v-matrices are defined as vy = o1, 71 = 09,
with o1, 09,03 being the usual Pauli matrices. We will consider the theory in a finite volume,
imposing twisted (quasiperiodic) boundary conditions on the fermionic fields,

\If:t(t, T+ R) = _e27ripi \If:t(t, SL’) , \Ifi(t, T+ R) = _e—27ripi \ifi(t, LL’) . (22)

The standard perturbation theory leads to ultraviolet divergencies and, therefore, the La-
grangian (2.]) requires renormalization. Typically this procedure is performed over the physical
vacuum state of the continuous theory. For instance, the renormalized Matsubara perturbation
theory (with the coordinate space cutoff) for one- and two-loop diagrams was considered in our
previous paper [2]. However, the traditional Bethe ansatz approach is formulated in terms of
unrenormalized quantities and a bare (unphysical) vacuum state. Therefore, in this section we
will work with the unrenormalized Lagrangian (2.I)). The connection of the bare fermion mass
My, coupling constant gy and twist parameters p4 to their renormalized physical counterparts

will be given below (see (2.15)), (2.31)), (2.29) (3.35))).

We write the bispinors W, (z) in the form
Ve (x) )
U, (z)=( Y , 2.3
0= (1 23)

where ¢} (z) and ¢, (z) stand for their components with the Lorentz spin +3 and —%, respec-
tively. The Hamiltonian corresponding to (2.1]) reads

H= /dx (Z(—i\vgag 0, U, + MoWlio U,) + go (W0 )(0 ) — go(\lfiagxlf+)(\1ﬂ_03\11_)).
a==+

(2.4)



Under the second quantization the quantities 57(x) and v2(x) become creation and annihila-
tion operators for a quasiparticle with the flavor a and spin sz (s = %) at the point x. These
operators satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations,

{ cszi (%)WZ;T(%)} = 5[11&253132(5(1’1 - x2)7 { cszi (x1>7¢25(x2>} = {¢21T(x1>7¢Z§T(x2>} =0.

1
2

(2.5)
It is easy to check that the operators of the total number of quasiparticles of each flavor
o= [aowlu,, (808 = (R =0, (26)

commute among themselves and with the Hamiltonian (2.4]). Correspondingly, both these
operators /\Afi are separately conserved quantities. In particular, this means that the stationary
Schrodinger equation H |®) = E'|®) has solutions with a fixed total number N'= N, + N_ of
quasiparticles,

N
@)= > > / [T dwi xaiiz s (@, o, an) 9t () - 03 T (ap) 0). (2.7)

Q1o QN S1yeees SN =1

Here |0) stands for the bare vacuum state, i.e., the state with no quasiparticles (which should
not be confused with the physical vacuum state, obtained after filling the Dirac sea of negative
energy states). The variables {a;} and {s;}, taking values a; = 4, s; = &, label the flavors and
the spins of created quasiparticles. Substituting (2.7]) into the Schrédinger equation and using
the commutation relations (Z.3]), one obtains a partial differential equation

N N
(Z(—laé)g +MOU§)> —l—% ZZ&(@", —xj)(l —03)03()]))(1 — ?E)Téj))> xX=FEFx

i=1 j=1 i<j

(2.8)
where the “wave function” x is understood as a vector in (C?N with the components given by the
coefficients x 3173V (1, ..., xar). The quantities 7',8) and O’,(;) (k=1,2,3,i=1,...,N) denote
the Pauli matrices, acting, respectively, on the flavor and spin indices of the i-th quasiparticle.
Thus, the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian (2.4)) is reduced to a quantum many-body problem
(Z8)) for NV fermions with a d-function potential. For N' = 1 this leads to the free Dirac equations

with the solution

U@(l’, S) — iseixMo sinh(0)—is 6/2 (29)
describing a single quasiparticle with the energy ¢ and momentum %, where
e = —Mjcosh(f), k = Mysinh(0) , e —k* = My?. (2.10)

The rapidity variable @ is a free parameter, which can take complex values (e.g., for the positive
energy states one should substitute 0 — iT — 0).

For general values of N/ > 1, the problem (2.8) can be solved by the Bethe ansatz. First,
note that if no coordinates {x;} pairwise coincide the interaction potential vanishes and the
wave function becomes a linear combination of products of the free quasiparticle solutions (2.9]).
Using the antisymmetry of the wave function

81...8iSi4+1---SN (331,

s 1S 185N . .
Xal...aiaiJrl...aN cey Ly i1y - - ,LU_/\/) - X(l]...(lzi+1azi...a_/\/’(x17 sy Tig1y Tiy e ey .fL’/\/’) (211)

one can reduce the considerations to the case 1 < x9 < --- < zn. Then we use the ansatz

Xflllzj)\[[(l’l, A ,SL’/\/’) o <mpencn = Z Agllftllé‘zlfxf Up,, (xl, 81) UQq2 (I2, 32) .. -ugqN (:L’N, SN) (212)
Q



where the sum is taken over all permutations Q = {q1,q2,...,qv} of {1,2,...,N'}. The last
two formulae define a solution of (2.8)) with the total energy and momentum

N N
E=—-M, Zcosh 0; P = M, Z sinh 6; , (2.13)
i=1 i=1

which is valid everywhere, except at the hyperplanes z; = x;, separating regions with different
orderings of the coordinates. The continuity of the wave function at these boundaries imposes
multiple linear relations between the coefficients AZ1%2-2V . Consider, for instance, the two-
particle case N = 2. Integrating (Z.8)) over x5 from z; — € to x; + €, with € — 0, and using
(2110, (212), one obtains exactly four linear relations

AR, = She(0y — 0,) A2, (2.14)

aiaz al ag ayal

al,a;
where the quasiparticle scattering S-matrix is defined as

sinh ()
sinh(f — imd) ’

sinh(imd)

ST(0) = S7H(0) = Sah(8 —i70)

SyI(0) = STH(0) =
(2.15)

STHO) = S==(0) = —1, 5= %arctan(go) |

The key to the solvability of the problem (28] is that this matrix literally coincides with the
R-matrix of the 6-vertex model, satisfying the Yang-Baxter equation [20]

Z Sa/lbl Sa//c/ (923) b// 1/ 913 Z Sb/ / 92 Sa/c// (913) Sa/llbll (912) (2.16)
/ b/ / / b/ /
and the inversion relation

Z 521222 91 blbz,2 (921) 6a1a1 5&20‘/2 ) (217)

b1,b2

where 0;; = 0; — 0;. Note also the “flavor conservation” property,

Sb1b2 (9) = O, if a1 + as 7é bl + b2 (218)

aiaz

and a special point where the S-matrix becomes proportional to the permutation matrix

Sb1b2( ) = 5a1b26¢12b1 : (219)

ai1a2

Eq.(214) can be readily generalized for general values of N. Let Q = {q1,...,4,qj+1,---,qn}
and Q' ={q1,...,¢j+1,4,---,qv} be any two permutations, differing from each other by the
order of just two elements g; and gj1;. Then, repeating the above arguments for the case
Ty, = T4,,,, one obtains an overdetermined system of homogeneous linear equations

A41...qjqj+1~~q/v . Z J J+1 . equ)AqL..ququ‘W . (2_20)

. . / /
ai...a;Q;41---QN ajaj41 Q1. @Gy QG ON

Thanks to the Yang-Baxter (2.16]) and inversion (2.I7) relations this system is consistent and
has non-zero solutions for the coefficients AL} . Namely, all of them can be linearly expressed
through their subset corresponding to one particular permutation @), e.g., through the set

Pay ape = AL N (a; = *) (2.21)



to which the system (2.20) imposes no restrictions[] At this point it is worth remembering
that the numbers of quasiparticles of each flavor are separately conserved. This means that the
vector (2.21I)) must be an eigenvector of the operator

N —%Z +1 J\Af+¢:N+¢ (0<N, SN, (2.22)
i=1

where, similarly to (2.8), the Pauli matrix T?Ei) acts only on the flavor of the i-th quasiparticle.

2.2 Bethe ansatz equations

To find the remaining undetermined coefficients (2.21]) and the rapidities {6;} one needs to use
the periodicity of the wave functions

X i (g ay) = e TP G (e, + Ry ay) (V) (223)

implied by (2:2) and (Z7). Note that for this relation one assumes the following ordering
r; < < - <xjog < Tjpp < --- <z of the coordinates on the circle. Then using (2.12)

and (2.20) one obtains
Jloy.. N _ (_)Ne—27ripa 1M0Rsmh€] A Y N
ajal..4j...an aj.. &J Lan aj

: (2.24)

where the crossed symbol \j means that the corresponding entry is omitted. With the help of
(2.20) and (2.19) the last relation can be viewed as an eigenvalue problem for a set of operators

T(0;) ¢ = —e~2miPa; giMoRsinh0; gy G=1,...,N) (2.25)

which all have the same eigenvector (Z2I). Here T() stands for the transfer matrix of an
inhomogeneous six-vertex model with a (horizontal) field, defined as

ITO iz = (DY 30 S™PuSi0 = 0)S,20 0 = 02) -+ S0 0~ 60) . (5.96)

biay baas baran
b1,b2,...,bn

As a consequence of the Yang-Baxter equation (2.10) the transfer matrices with different values
of # commute among themselves [T'(6),T'(¢')] = 0. Moreover, due to (2.I8) they also commute
with the operator Ny, defined by (2.22). Thus, all operators 7(6;) in (2.25) and the operator

N+ can be simultaneously diagonalized.
We can now use celebrated results of Lieb [27] and Baxter [2829] for the lattice 6-vertex
model. The eigenvalues of T'() in the sector with fixed N read?

. N Ny s
J2rin ﬁ —uy 41 70) L o2mine H sinh(f — 6;) H sinh(0 — uy, — 375) |
S — %5) o sinh(6 —6; — 17T5 i sinh(0 — up — 6)
(2.27)

This formula contains N, new (complex) parameters {u,}, which are rapidities of auxiliary
“magnons”. The latter are quasiparticles of yet another kind, required for the diagonalization

! Indeed, by virtue of (216) and (Z.I7) the relations (2.20) realize a representation of the permutation group
on N elements.

2Note, that there is an alternative (but equivalent) expression for T'() obtained from (2.27) by the replace-
ment py — pg and Ny - N_ =N —N,.



of the transfer matrix. The new parameters {u,} are determined by the following Bethe Ansatz
Equations (BAE)

IR H s.1n1£ (ue — Uy + 17r<5) H sinh (uz — 05 — 55) (2.28)
sin

v (w — Uy — i7r5) J sinh (W — 0+ %5) )

where the indices £, ¢' take N different values, whereas the index J take N different values.
The parameters pq, po are defined as

pr=p2Etp1. (2.29)

Different solutions of (228 correspond to different eigenvalues of the transfer matrix (2.20)).
Next, in order to satisfy the boundary conditions (2.23)) the rapidities 6; should satisfy
([2:28). Together with (2.27)) these conditions take the form

sinh (93 — Up — %r )
sinh (95 — ug + %5) '

-1 = e27ri(p1—p2)eiMoRsinh93 H

¢

Thus, we have have obtained the system of coupled BAE (2.28) and (2.30) for the set of
rapidities {u,} and {f3}. Once they are solved, the energy and momentum of the state can be
calculated from (2I3). To complete the construction the eigenvectors (ZI2]) one needs to find
the corresponding eigenvector ¢ of the transfer matrix (Z.20]) of the six-vertex model. This part
of analysis is well known and can be found in [27H30], as well as in the original BL paper [1].
We do not reproduce these results here since explicit expressions for the eigenvectors are not
used in this paper.

It is worth noting again that the parameter M, used in this section is the bare mass pa-
rameter. Its relationship with the physical fermion mass M in (L)) follows from the require-
ment that the scaling function ([.3]), calculated from BAE, at large distances should decay as
x exp(—MR). As shown in [2] this is achieved if one sets

(2.30)

My = M cos (Z). (2.31)

In what follows this relation will always be assumed.

2.3 The vacuum state

It is useful to rewrite the above equations (2.28)), (2.30) in the logarithmic form

1 1 .
mg = 5Pt rcos(md/2) sinh(fy) + % bas (05 — ug) (2.32a)
1
my = 5~ 2p — Eg, Pas(ug — upr) + Eg Gas(ur — 03) , (2.32b)
where r = MR,

1 [sinh (% o — 6’) (2.33)

sinh (T a + 6)

with the phase of the logarithm is chosen such that ¢,(0) = 0. The integer phases {mg}
and {m,} play the role of quantum numbers, which uniquely characterize solutions of the

9



BAE. Different solutions define different eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. The energy of the
corresponding state reads
E = —M cos(md/2) Zcosh(é’g) : (2.34)
dJ

For the vacuum state the location of zeroes and the associated phases in (2.32)) were analyzed
in [I] and [2]. First note that the vacuum is flavor neutral. Thus, we set N, = N_ and
N = 2N,.. We denote N, = N, assuming it is an even number. To make our notations
identical to those of [2] we also need to shift the numbering of roots, assuming that the indices
J and ¢ run over the values

(e{-241,-N4o N}y Je{-N+1-N+2.. . N}, (2.35)

so that there 3N unknown roots altogether. According to Refs. [Il2] for § > 0 the vacuum roots
{us} and {04} are real and the integer phases in (2.32) read

mgzﬁ, mgzg, 0>0. (236)

For the relativistic QFT (2.1]) the number of quasiparticles filling the bare vacuum state should
be infinite. Therefore, the number N plays the role of the ultraviolet cutoff. Standard estimates
[1] show that for large N the roots behave as

rcos(md/2) e ~ 21 J + O(1), re“ ~4rl+ 0O(1), 1< |3, ]l < N . (2.37)

This indicates that the products in (2.28)) and (2.30) require regularization for N — oo. More-
over, the total energy (2I3]) in this limit diverges quadratically and should be renormalized
by subtracting its extensive part, as in (L3)). The most convenient way to do this is to use a
“lattice-type” regularization, considered below.

3 Lattice-type regularization and particle-hole duality

3.1 Lattice-type regularization

Here we consider a lattice-type regularization of the above BAE (2.28)), (2.30). It is achieved
by replacing the relativistic phase term 7 cos(7d/2) sinh(#) in (Z30) by a suitable lattice-type
expression

rcos(md/2) sinh(f) — N P(6,9), P(9,6) =21 pa_s) (50 +O)) + 21 dp1_5)(5(0 — ©)) ,
3

where ¢, () is defined in (2Z33)). Eq.(230) then becomes

i N ) im
5(93 + 5 (1 — 5)) __ 2rit—pa) H sinh («95 — Uy — 75) (3.2)
s(0; —2(1—9)) /- sinh (05 —ug+26) '
where
s(f) = sinh (%(9 + @)) sinh (%(9 — @)) , (3.3)
or, in the logarithmic form,
1 N P(64,0
m3:§+p1—p2+% +; ¢25(93—UE). (34)

10



Eqs.([2:28) and (2.32D)) remain unchanged. The indices ¢ and J run over the same sets of integers
as in (2.35)). The resulting equations look like typical BAE for some 141 dimensional solvable
lattice model, where the parameter N stands for a half of the number of sites for a periodic spin
chain; the real valued parameter © controls the column inhomogeneity of Boltzmann weights,
whereas pi, po define twist parameters for quasiperiodic boundary conditions. The energy En
of the corresponding lattice state can be computed by the formula

En(0,0) =2 e(03,0),  e(6,0) = ¢u—s(3(0+0)) — dus(3(0 —0)), (3.5)
3

which is quite natural in the context of the light-cone lattice regularization of integrable QFT
models (see [31] for the case of the sine-Gordon model). The original BAE (2:30]), corresponding
to the continuous model ([I.]), are recovered in the limit when both N and © tend to infinity,
while the scaling parameter

r=4Ne ® (3.6)

is kept fixed. The lattice energy expression (B.0) then formally reduces to ([2.34)),

NEN(6,6) — % LON? (146 +0(e)), (3.7)

up to a diverging additive constant. Note that our lattice-type regularization (B.1I), (3.5) is
different from that suggested in [25].

It is not difficult to check that the new BAE possess qualitatively the same patterns of
vacuum roots as described in the previous subsection. First consider the case d > 0. As before,
repeating the arguments of [I.22], one concludes that all the roots 65 and u, for the vacuum
state are real and the integer phases have the same assignment (2.36). The BAE then imply
that these roots form two ordered sets

0 onyt <O gyys <--- <Oy 1, U_Npl <U_jy3 <" <Uy_1. (3.8)
For large N and fixed © their distribution,
1
(N) — =1 3.9
Pu (un—l—%) N(Un+1 — un) (un+l/2 D) (un+1 + un) ) ) ( )

is well approximated by the continuous density, which is determined by the standard lattice
model methods [26],

1 1 1
pultt) = 2 <cosh(u +0) + cosh(u — @)) ' (3.10)

Similarly for the roots 65 one has
po(0) = Q%e(pu 6+ %im?)) . (3.11)

For large N and © the roots split into two cluster centered at +0©. Their asymptotic positions
there can be estimated with the formulae

1
Nzy(by) =~ 3—5+%+Z—2 (1< |9 < N)
1 2
Nzy(ug) =~ e—§+% (1< 2/(] < N), (3.12)
2
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where the functions z4(#) and z,(u) are given by

0 00 ) h v
2(0) = / po(0)d = 2 / W () O cosh (557) (3.13a)
0 T Jo Vv cosh( 5 )
[ N L /“% . cos(rO)
z,(u) = /0 pu(u') du" = ) A sin(vu) Y =) (3.13b)
For large N and fixed © the energy (B.5) behaves as
EY(0,0) =2 e(fy,6) = Nell) +O(N7Y)  (5>0), (3.14)
J

where the superscript “(1)” indicates that the vacuum is filled by the real roots {6y}, which
in this context are usually called “1-strings”. The constant ¢, can be easily calculated by

combining (3.5) and (B3.11),

dv sinh (7”' (1+9) ) cosh (”—)

1 s 2
S0 = €e0(0,0) = T /_oo v sin(2v0) sinh (ﬂ'V) cosh (7)

(3.15)

In particular, for large positive © one has
£00(0,0) = (14 0) — (£ 7© cos(Lnd))’ (@ + 1417 (1+26) tan(%ﬁé)) +O(e®) . (3.16)

Similar considerations apply to the case 6 < 0. For practical purposes it is convenient to
always assume that the constant J is positive, and consider different BAE, which are obtained
from (2Z28) and ([B2) by the negation of §. In addition it is also convenient to simultaneously
interchange p; and po. Let {03} and {u,} now solve the BAE modified in this way. As explained
n [1,2], the #-roots become complex and form 2-strings, which for large N are asymptotically
approaching the values

Ope_1r1 ~ ue E Simé (3.17)
where ¢ runs over the set (2.35). The phase assignment of these complex roots was discussed
in details in the first part of this work [2] (see Egs. (5.10a), (5.10b) therein). The corresponding

vacuum energy (B.5),
EY(0,6) =2 e(fy, —0), (3.18)
J

involves the sum over the 2-strings (BI7). The wu-roots remain real. More precisely, as
we shall see in the next section, their positions remain unaffected by the transformation
(0,p1,p2) = (=0, p2,p1). Then, as follows from ([BI7), the asymptotic density of the 2-strings
exactly coincides with that of the u-roots given by (B.I0), which implies that for N — oo

EX©,6)=N® + 0N, e® = ¢ (0,-9), (3.19)

where €., (0, —§) is defined by (B.15) with 0 replaced by —¢.
Remarkably, the regularized vacuum energies for the above two cases exactly coincide

EV(©,8) - NeW = EP(0,6) — Ne? (3.20)

for any finite values of N and ©. Originally, we have noted this from numerical calculations
and then proven analytically (see Appendix [DIfor details). The working is essentially based on
the particle-hole duality symmetry, considered below.
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3.2 Particle-hole duality transformations

The lattice type BAE (2.28)) and (3.2]) can be brought to various equivalent forms by means of
the so-called particle-hole transformations which are well known for sypersymmetric solvable
lattice models [32/33]. We use this symmetry to bring the BAE to a form convenient for a
derivation of NLIE valid for both positive and negative ¢ in the interval —1 < § < 1. Consider
the vacuum solution containing real roots (3.8)) corresponding to § > 0. Define two Laurent
polynomials Q;()\) and Q3()\) of the degree 2N in the variable A\ = e,

Qi(e) = H sinh (1(6 — 951))) : Qs(e”) = H sinh (6 — 6.”) , (3.21)
J 14

whose zeroes are determined by the vacuum roots,
0 =05 +ir, 07 =y, (3.22)

where, as before, the indices ¢ and J run over the values (2:35)) (note an iz shift in the definition
of (9;1) zeroes). Note that Qs()\) only depends on A%, since N is assumed to be even and the
products in (3.21)) contain even numbers of factors. Eqs. (8.2)), (Z28) can now be equivalently
rewritten as

f=ix"e ™) Qs(A\ o)

1= e27ri(p2—p1) , )\(1) = eeél) (3.23&)
fiAg) Qg ’
1= e_47rip1 Q3()\23) q2) Ql()\23)q_l) Ql(_kég)q_l) )\(3) = eef) (323b)
GOV Qg Q=AY q) ‘ ’
where .
fle) = (s(0)", q=e™ (3.24)

and s(6) is defined in ([B3]). The zeroes of Q3(\) are determined by the variables {Aég)}. Assume
that these variables are fixed. Then Eq. (3:23al) can be viewed as an algebraic equation for zeroes
of some Laurent polynomial P(\)

P(A) = e™®P17P2) £(iNg) Qs(Ag™h) + e PP f(—ixg™1) Qs(\g) (3.25)

of the degree 4N. By construction, one half of its zeroes coincides with {)\2(]1)}, but there are
2N additional zeroes, therefore, P()\) factorizes as

P(A) = const Q1(N\) Qa(—A), (3.26)

where Qa(\) is some Laurent polynomial of the degree 2N,

Qz(e”) = H sinh (3(6 — 9§2))) ; )\?) — o (3.27)
dJ
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It is easy to show that this polynomial satisfies the following BAE

oomitn FEAT) QAT Qung)

-1 (3.28a)
F) QW q) Qg )
1 = 2mi(p1—p2) f(—ikéz)q) Q3()\?(]2) q_1> 3.28b
-t = ¢ NP (2) (3.28b)
fixy" ') Qs(Ay7q)
(3) _ (3) (3)
-1 e—47rip2 Q3()\€ q 2> Q2(>\Z q> Qz(_AZ q) (328C)

QY ) QO ) Qu(=A\Vg )

First, note that (3280) trivially follows from ([325) and (328) Next, equating the ratios
P()\f’)q) / P()\f’)q_l) obtained from alternative representations of P(\) from (B.28) and (3.24]),
and then using the fact that Q3(\) = Q3(—\), one obtains

f(=) e QAP Q)
fiAY) Qa2 Q=AY QA )

Together with (3.23H)) this leads to (3.28a). Finally, combining (3.:28d) and (3.28a)) one obtains
(328d). Thus, we have obtained a set of coupled BAE for the zeroes of the three Laurent

polynomials Q1 (\), Q2(A) and Qs(A). It is useful to isolate the following three closed subsets of
these equations:

(I) the pair of original equations (3.23a) and (3.23D)) involving Q; and Qs only;
(IT) the pair of equations (3.28h) and (B.28d) involving Q, and Q3 only;
(ITII) the set of three Eqgs. (8:23a), (3:28al) and (3.28D)) involving all three Qi, Q2, Q3.

The arrangement of the vacuum roots is illustrated in Fig.2l
Note that under the “particle-hole” symmetry transformation

41 = e2mi(p1—p2)

(3.284)

Qi(A) « Q2(N), Q3(\) < Qz(N), D1 <> D2, q—q !, o= =0 (3.29)

the sets (I) and (II) transform into one another, whereas the set (III) remains invariant. Ob-
viously the sets (I) and (II) describe the fillings of the vacuum state for § > 0 and § < 0,
respectively. The above symmetry proves that the roots {u,}, which determine zeroes of Qz(\),
remain unchanged under the transformation (3.29]) (this fact has already been mentioned before
Eq.(3.19)).

Even though the lattice-type regularization is used here as a technical tool, it would be
interesting to construct a lattice model, which actually leads to the BAE presented above.
This could provide ideas about a lattice regularization for non-linear sigma models, which so
far has not been properly understood. From the point of view of quantum groups such a
lattice model could be related to the quantized affine superalgebra U,(D(2, 1|a)) or U,(sl(2]2))
(see [I7] for a hidden quantum group structure of the general Fateev model). As noted in [25]
it could also be related to U,(osp(2]2)) algebra R-matrices found in [34-36].

3Eq.([3.280) is similar (3:23a). A minor difference caused by the minus sign in the argument Qs in (3.26]).
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Figure 2: Roots of Bethe Ansatz equations with the lattice-type regularization, given in
Sect.Bl The (blue) dots show zeroes of QM) (e?), the (red) asterisks show zeroes of Q) (e?) and
the (green) crosses represent zeroes of Q) (e?).

3.3 Scaling limit

In the scaling limit (.6) the number of BA roots in the central region |Re(f)| < © in Fig.2
becomes infinite. With the standard Weierstrass regularization the formulae (8:21)) and (8.27]),
with |Re(0)| < O, can be easily turned into convergent infinite products, defining analytic
functions QgBL)()\), QéBL)()\) and QéBL)()\) of the variable A\, having two essential singularities
at A =0 and A\ = oo:

o0

QPYI() = N, e I (1 _ )\/)\g)) MY (1 - A@LH/A) M (1=1,2)

n=1

QPPN = N, H ( 2/(A®) ) (1— (@) /v), (3.30)

where the coefficients «; and f; are partially constrained by (3.25) and ([3.26), but otherwise
arbitrary (see a remark after (£37) below). Obviously, the functions (B.30) can be regarded as
vacuum eigenvalues of suitable analogs of Baxter Q-operators for the BL model.

The asymptotic distribution of zeroes {A&Z’}:’:_m of QgBL) and QéBL) immediately follows

from (3.12) and (C.13)), while for zeroes of Q;BL)()\) (which form 2-strings) one needs to follow
the reasonings of [37]. For |n| > 1 one obtains

. L 2p
bWy = — T ( - —) 1
T sin (n) cos”—‘s 2+a2 +o(1)
Lix 1 . log(2
rsinh (0P) < —2me*?? ( -5t a—l + % O§7(r ) ) +o(1) (3.31)

r sinh (9,(13))

)

1
+ o7 <n+&+12—§) +o(1),

a1 a2

where AV = exp (HS)). The zeroes of QgBL)()\) are located on the real negative axis of A,

accumulating towards A = 0 and A = —oo. The zeroes QéBL) form 2-strings located just outside
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the wedge with an acute angle md centered around the negative real axis of A\, where signs “+”
correspond to lower and upper branches of the wedge. The zeroes of QéBL) are located at the
real axis of A (note, that Q:())BL) is, actually, a function of A\?). For small values of r the above
formulae give a very good approximation to the position of zeroes even for small values of |n|
(see Appendix [B]).

The functions ([B30) satisfy the QFT version of BAE ([8.:23)), (3:28). The later are obtained
by rewriting the coefficients there in the form

US| . —ie? .
fliefq™) _ NP0 £0) fizic) _ gveoo (3.32)
f(+ie? g1) f(+ie?)

and making the substitution
QN = QBY (), NP8, £6) — rcos(w8/2) sinh(6),  NP(6,0) — r sinh(6) (3.33)

which is reverse to (3.1]).
Finally, following the arguments of [31,[38], one can show that in the scaling limit (3.6) an
appropriately scaled regularized vacuum energy

Jim (N ER(©,6) - N?el) = 5 k) - §(0,k) (3.34)
r—fixed

is expressed in terms of the scaling function (L3) of the continuous QFT (L.1l), where the
renormalized field theory twist parameters in (I2) and their bare counterparts in the BAE

([228), (2:30) are related as

A proof of this statement is presented in Appendix[Dl Note that another variant of the formula
([B:34)) for a simple momentum cutoff regularization (rather that the lattice-type regularization of
this paper) was presented in [2], see Eq. (5.14) therein. Remarkably, Eq. (8:34]) gives reasonably
accurate results even for finite values of NV and ©, since the main subleading term in the LHS
is of the order of O(e~29).

4 Connection to classical sinh-(Gordon equation

The Bethe ansatz equations derived in the previous section allow one to make a connection of
the BL model to the classical inverse scattering problem method for the modified sinh-Gordon
equation (see [2L[14L16L17])

0,0:m — e+ p*|P(2)[? e =0 (4.1)

for a complex-valued function 7(z) defined on the Riemann sphere with punctures. Here p is
an arbitrary constant, while P(z) is a function with three singular points located at zj, 2o and
23

(23 — 22)" (23 — 21)" (22 — 21)™

(z— 21)27 9 (2 — 29)%27%2 (2 — 23)2~®

P(z) = , (4.2)

where
a1:1—5, a2:1+5, CL3:O. (43)
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Eq.(LE), given in Introduction, is connected to (4.1]) by a simple change of variables

: dw = p+/P(z) dz (4.4)

and the domain Dgy,, shown in Fig.[I] is the image of the Riemann sphere with three punctures
in the coordinates (w,w). However, in this section we prefer to work with Eq. (41]).

For further references note also that Eq. ([d.I]) with the choice (4.3)) is a particular a3 — 0
case of a more general equation [16], where

n(z,z) = f(w, ®) =n(z, 2) — $log|p* P(z)

a1+a2+a3:2, 0<a; <2, (45)

which is connected with the symmetric regime of the Fateev model [23].

4.1 Symmetries of the auxiliary linear problem

The equation (4.1) is the zero-curvature condition for an si(2)-valued connection

A, = —10mos+ ("o + p* X P(z)e o) (46)
_ .6
A; = L0mos+ ("o + pPPATEP(R)eMoy ),

where P(z) denotes the complex conjugate of P(z), and A\ = €’ is the multiplicative spectral
parameter.

Recall that the equations (2.28)) and (2.30]) are the main ingredients of the coordinate Bethe
ansatz solution for the Bukhvostov-Lipatov QFT (ILI). Remarkably, as we shell see below,
exactly the same equations are also satisfied by connection coefficients of the linear matrix
differential equations

0. —A)T =0, (0:— A)T =0 (4.7)

associated with modified sinh-Gordon equation (4.1]). The required calculations are only slightly
different from those related to the Fateev model, considered in details in [17]. Therefore, here
we only briefly sketch the main steps of working for the case of the vacuum state of the BL
model. In this case the function e="*) is a smooth, single-valued complex function without
zeroes on a Riemann sphere with three punctures at z = 21, 29, z3. The point z = 0o is assumed
to be a regular point on the sphere, where

e M)~ 2|2 as |z| = 00 . (4.8)
The asymptotic conditions at the punctures are determined by
n(z) = —(1 — a;|ki|) log|z — z;| + O(1)  as |z — 2] —0 (i=1,2) (4.9a)
and
n(z) = —log|z — z3| + log p + o(1) as |2 — 23] = 0. (4.9b)

Note that the above asymptotic conditions are equivalent to (IL6]), (L) under the substitution
([4.4). Below it will be convenient to use parameters py, po related to k4 in (L2) asH

ky =k £ko, pi = a;|ki|/2 (i=1,2). (4.10)

4This is, of course, the same parameters p; and ps that already appeared in ([B.35), however, in this section
they are assumed to be positive and satisfying the relation (£.13]).
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From now on we assume that (7, j, k) is a cyclic permutation of (1,2, 3). Consider the auxiliary
linear problem (4.7)). Introduce three matrix solutions

@ = (@Y ¥V) esL,C)  (i=1,2,3) (4.11)

normalized by the following asymptotic conditions

- Log g (2= 1 (1-2p;) o3 -
v (2p) e — as z— 2 (1=1,2) (4.12)

\11(3) 1 213232 FoA %1574 For~? (Z _ 23)+Zj:p>\ (2 _ 23)_Zip>‘71
s z (4.13)
V2A \ 212 212 +A(z— Zs)—%:l:p)\ (z - 23)+%ipxl

for z — 23. The constants (; are defined by

Pq

i [ Zii%ik Zjk )2 _
et = —— —— Zii = 2 — Z3i) . 4.14
(e e 2y = 21— ) (419
The above conditions uniquely determine the solutions provided
1 i .
[Re(p(A — A H)| < 5 0<pi< az (1=1,2). (4.15)

The connection matrices are defined as
v = b)) §UI()) (4.16)
They satisfy the obvious relations
det (SU(N)) =1, SEIN)SUIN) =1, SEHN) SED(N) SUIN) =T  (4.17)

and

o,0’ —o

S (N = det (\Irfj;) Lo ) . (4.18)
Further analysis is based on symmetries of the linear differential equations (4.7)). Let

Q, Zr 02, ZrH 0%, A=At (1=1,2,3) (4.19)

be a transformation involving a translation of the independent variable z along the contour ~;,
going around the point z; anticlockwise (the variable z is translated along complex conjugate
contour 7;), accompanied by the substitution A — A g; !, where

G=em, g = et g3 =1, G1q2q3 = 1. (4.20)

Using ([£2) and (48] it is easy to check that the substitutions (£I9) leave the system (7))
unchanged. Therefore they act as linear transformations in the space of solutions. Namely, in
the basis ¥ they read

Q(eD) = @O e 2nNes (4.21a)
Q(e0) = w0 gEI () e 2N §U () 1) (4.21b)
0 (BD) = WO R ()) e 2miNes Gk () g1y (4.21c)
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Figure 3: The contractible loop 73 07 07; = 73 0vk 07 = 7j © Vi © Y on the sphere with three
punctures.

where
V) =p, N =p, psN) =pA=AT1). (4.22)

An important property of the linear system (4.7)) is that a combined transformation Qk oﬁj oﬁi,
where (i, j, k) is a cyclic permutation of (1,2, 3), is equivalent to the identity transformation

0o Q00 (D) =00 (4.23)

The proof follows from ([£.20) and the fact that v 0v; 0~; is a contractible contour which loops
around a regular point z = 0o on the Riemann sphere, see Fig.8l Combining (4.21]) and (£23))
with the definition (4.I6]) one easily obtains

S(i,k)()\) o~ 2mipk(N)os S(k,j)()\ qlzl) o—2mpj(Ag; )os S(J}i)()\ ) e 2mipiAai)os — _ 1 (4.24)

4.2 Functional relations for connection coefficients

The non-trivial functional relation (4.24]), complemented with the asymptotic (WKB) analysis
of the differential equations (A7), allows one to completely determine all connection matrices.
To within some simple v/\ factors, the connection coefficients are meromorphic function of A
with two essential singularities at A = 0 and A = co. For the normalization (£12), (AI3) they
could have poles for real negative \’s solving the equations

2p (A= A7") =4p sinh(6) = n, Im(h) =7 (nelZ). (4.25)
To take this into account it is convenient to introduce a function
9 vE—1 —2pcosh(f) oo 2 -1 )
Z()\)’ — ( pe ) - H 1+ (4_p> + 4p COSh<9) e% cosh(6)
A=c? 4/@p cosh(z) = n n
' ® dr lOg(l _ e—87rpcosh(7—))
= 4p0sinh 0 — — ) 4.26
P ( pusm /_Oo 2 cosh(0 — ) (4.26)

Note that v/ AZ()\) is a meromorphic function of \. It satisfies the functional relation

1

ZNZEN = G = )

(4.27)
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and has the following asymptotics at large real 6

log (Z(ee))‘

where fg(/3) is the free-boson free energy, which has already appeared in ([.§]). The function
Z(\) was originally introduced in [39]. To parameterize the connection coefficients introduce
a set of functions W((,l,)()\), W((,z)()\), Wf;),()\) of the variable A\, which are analytic everywhere,
except the points A = 0 and A = co. They are defined as

F0
— 4pOsinh(0) — 64—/) Fo(87p) + O (7)) , (4.28)

60— 400

C)
S(2,Z§) ”()\) _ 10 W(lz) (O_// )\) Z(O_/l )\) eimf”p()\—)fl)
—o'o \/5 o
(3,1) ic" 2)( 1 " i
SO () = — WO (0" ) Z(o" \) e (4.29)

V2

5(172), A — E W(?/’) A "75 imo’ps
—0o,0 ( ) 2 o ,o( € ) e ’
where o, 0’,0” = £1. Note that W((jzj()\) is, actually, a function of \2.

Specializing Eq.([4.24]) for different choices of the indices (i, j, k) and using (£IT) one can
obtains a number of important functional relations between W’s (see Appendix [Al for details)

2WIH ) WP (=2) = e WP (Aq) WL (A /) — e WL (Aq) W (A /g) (4.30a)
2WE () W (-2) = 22 W (0g) W) (A /q) — =22 W) (Aq) W (A /q) (4.30b)

2W(1,)()\) W((f)(_)\) — o imp1o—p20’=p(A=A"1) \ 3) (\g) + T (P10 —p20’ —p(A=A"1)) \\/(3) (A/q)
(4.30¢)

W((j?;()‘) T(3) ()\) — eiw(l’lo-l—pzo’_p()\—)fl) cos(%é)) Wg‘ll) ()\q)WC(?) ()\/Q)

)

4 e im(pro+p2o’—p(A=A"1) cos(F)) W(l,)()\/q)W(z)(Aq)), (4.30d)

Byg)
where ¢ = €'2 and

e+p()\+)\71) sin( %‘5)

TG ()\) — >

(e_zmpz WO (0 /g) WP (Ag) — e WD (hg) WP (A /q)> (4.30€)

e—P()\-i-)ﬁl)sin(%&) oripy @) @) orripy @ @)
= (e WP WO (4 g) — e WO /)W (Ag)) . (4301)

4.3 Asymptotic expansions

The asymptotic behavior of the W-functions can be found from the WKB analysis of the linear
differential equations (7). The required calculations are similar to those of the Fateev model
(see Sect.9 of Ref. [I7]). For Re(#) — oo and |Sm(f)| < Z, one obtains

log (Z (e”) w® (ee)) = 2p C'(_q cosh(0) — olks_;| 0 — % logsin(r|ks_;])

Re(0)—+oo

+ lolog (&;-;) + Cre™ + O(e™H/0H)) (4.31)
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where ki and ks are the same as in (4.10). The leading coefficient is given by

CY = —vp — ¥(a;/2) (4.32)

where g is the Euler constant and ¢ (z) = 0, logI'(z). The constant terms (see Eq. (9.19) of
Ref. [17])

e (2 DO ki) exp(nie)
C\a T(1— ki) aglki

—ailk|
Z‘yk 7 7

(zij = 2 — 25), (4.33)

Zji%ik
are expressed through the regular parts nr(é)g of the expansions of the solution
n(z) = —(1—ai|ki|)log|z—zi|+nr(?g+0(1) as |z — 2| — 0 (i1=1,2) (4.34)

near the punctures (see (£.9a) and footnoteld on page 25)).
Further, taking the limit a3 — 0 in the results [16] and [I7], devoted to the symmetric
regime (4.3)) of the Fateev modelﬁ one can express the coefficient C through the solution 7(w)

of (LX), satisfying the asymptotic conditions (IL6]), (1),
C, = (.8 / d%wsinh?(7) + 2 Z a; (|ki| = 3)* ] . (4.35)
4p T JDpL i=1

where the integral is taken over domain Dgp, shown in Fig[Il The asymptotic expansion of WSZ;
is simply determined by (4.31]) and the relation (4.30d).

4.4 Connection to the Bethe ansatz

Remarkably, it turns out that the zeroes of the functions W®()) (introduced above as con-
nection coefficients for the differential operators (4.7))) satisfy exactly the same equations

B:23), (3:2])), as the zeroes of the functions QZ(-BL)()\), arising in the Bethe ansatz description
of the vacuum state of the BLL model. To make a precise correspondence let us first relate the
dimensionless parameter r = MR, used in Sects. 1-3, to the parameter p, used in ([@J]) and
further down in this section,

p= % cos (%5) : (4.36)

Next, recall that the coefficients W ()) depend on the parameters p;, py defined in (@I0). To
indicate this dependence explicitly, we will write these coefficients as W® (X | py, py). Similarly,
the functions QZ(-BL)()\), introduced in Sect.[3.3] depend on the twist parameters p; and p,, so
we will write them as QZ(.BL)()\ | p1,p2).

Below we are going to establish that

WO prpe) = QPY(N|py, ops)

WO\ [p,pa) = QP (N opi,pa) (4.37)
W A ppe) = QPP (N opy,o'pa)

®Namely, one needs to combine Egs. (5.27), (6.1) and (9.26) of Ref. [I7] with (4.27) of Ref. [2] and then take
the limit ag — 0.
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where 0,0’ = +. Recall that here we assume that p; and p, are positive, whereas in Sect.[2]
and Sect.3] they were taking both signs. The correspondence is achieved by using the sign
variables o,0’ in RHS of (437). Moreover, in writing (£37) we have assumed a particular
choice of normalization factors and the coefficients «a;, 5; in (3.30), which so far were at our
disposal since they do not affect the position of zeroes of QB ()). With this identification it
is easy to check the that the functional equations (4.30) imply all the BAE ([8.23) and (8.28)
in their scaling limit form (recall that the latter is obtained with the help of substitutions

B32) and ([B33)). For instance, ([£30d) immediately leads the scaling limit of (3.23a) and
(B28L). Similarly, (@30d) leads to the scaling limit of (328a). Finally, setting A = ¢ A% and
A=¢ '\ in (@30d) and combining the resulting relations one arrives to (3.230). Eqs.(3280)
and (3.28d)) are derived in a similar way.

To complete the identification (£37) one also needs to check that the zeroes of the connection
coefficients W ()), determined by the differential equations (&), have precisely the same phase
assignments (2.36]) as the vacuum state zeroes of the BAE. In particular, that the phases are
given by consecutive integers containing no “holes” in their distribution. Alternatively, it is
enough to prove that W®()) and Q@ () have the same loci of zeroes. We have verified this
statement in the small-r limit, when the differential equations (£1) simplify considerably and
become ODE’s with explicity known algebraic potentials (see Appendix[Bl). Using asymptotic
(WKB) analysis of these ODE’s we show that the corresponding distributions of zeroes precisely
match (B3] in the small-r limit. Moreover we have confirmed this coincidence by extensive
numerical checks. On this basis we assume (4.37) to hold.

5 Non-linear integral equations

As is well known [40,41], the BAE can be transformed into NLIE which allow one to accurately
calculate vacuum energies as well as eigenvalues of all higher integrals of motion. There are
several ways to proceed starting with different sets of BAE discussed after Eq. (3:28). It turns
out that the set (III) appears to be most convenient for our purposes. Indeed, in this case the
resulting equations admit a regular expansion for small values ¢, which is very convenient for
the comparison with perturbation theory calculations of our previous paper [2]. The working
is presented in Appendix [Cl The approach is somewhat similar to that of the regime a; > 0 of
the Fateev model, considered in details in Ref. [I7]. However, the presence of 2-strings among
the vacuum roots makes the considerations rather tedious. As a final result, one obtains the
following system of two NLIE:

es(0) = r sinh(0 — ix,) — 27k, + Z / %GUU 0—-0)S [log (1+ e‘ieo’(el_io))] . (5.1)

Here 0 =+, (x4, x-) = (0, ma;/2) and the kernels are given by the relations
Ges(0) = Gay(0) + Goy(0) . Gax(0) = Guy (0) — Gy (0) (5.2)

with

/°° 1 ™ sinh(%(1 — a))
oo 3 cosh(7%) sinh(™%*)

. o e sinh (%)
Gal6) = / dVQCosh(%)sinh(%)'

(5.3)

—00
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Once the numerical data for eL(6) are available, any (regularized) sum over the Bethe zeroes can
be calculated via fastly converging integral representations (see Appendix D). All information
about the vacuum eigenvalues of local and nonlocal integrals of motion is contained in the
coefficients of the asymptotic expansions,

log (QEBL) (e”)) ‘€—>+oo = —4 pBOsinh(0) + 2p C(_Z% cosh() — k;0 — 4 log (sin(rk;))
* (2n-1)0 | ” OO 1)re—2n0/a; H(J
‘Z = 22n11 +3° - ) ¢ — (5.4a)
Mcos ’"5) n—0 2cos(2% ( ) !
and
log (QEBL) (eg)) ‘9—)—00 = —4 pBOsinh(0) + 2p C(_Z% cosh(f) — k;6 — %log (Sil’l(ﬂ'l{}j))
* +(2n— 16[ ” > —1)" +2n6/a; Hr(zj)
_Z € : 2 n11 +Z ( ) e e (5.4b)
(M cos(% )) ne0 2005(2—:) (M cos(Z2))™"™

where (ij) = (12) or (21), the parameter p is defined in (£.30) and the coefficients C(_Z% are given
by ([@32). The quantities {ls, 1, [o,—1} and {H,, H,} are vacuum eigenvalues of the local and
nonlocal integrals of motion (for the vacuum state Iy, 1 = I5,_1). The above expansions for
QgBL) (e?) are valid for |Sm(0)| < m, while for QéBL) (e?) they are valid only for |Im(6)| < /2.

The asymptotic expansion of Q:())BL) does not contain new coefficients, since it can be obtained

by combining (5.4]) and (£30d) (with an account of (4.37)),

_ 2mp cosh(0)
7r5)
2

log (QgBL)(:I:ieG))) — (k1 + k2)0 — L log (sin(rk;)) — 3 log (sin(7k,))

6—+00  cos(

> e—2n€/a1 H(l) o0 —2n€/a2 H(2)

+Z 2n/a1 + Z

n=0 QCOS( )(MCOS (%)) n—=0 2cos( )(MCOS(M))%/az .

(5.5)

This expansion is valid for |[Sm(6)| < 7/2. A similar expansion where H? are replaced by HY
holds for § — —oo.
The scaling function (L3 can be computed by means of the relation

§(r k) = % (I + 1) = i% Im <L+(i—i) +eFFa L_(ii)) : (5.6)

which is valid for both choices of the signs +, where

*de o
Ly(v) = / — e " log <1 - e“ef’(@_‘o)) . (5.7)

—00

Moreover, it is worth noting that the lattice-type regularization formula (3.34]), written via
the integral (D.4)), leads precisely to the same expression (5.6]). On the other hand, in view of
the identification (&37T), one can compare eT? terms of the expansions ([£31) and (5.4). Then,
taking into account (4.28)), one arrives to the alternative expression (4] for the scaling function
in terms of solutions of the classical sinh-Gordon equation (I.3]), stated in Introduction.
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As demonstrated in [2] the exact formula (5.6]) is in a perfect agreement with the results
of renormalized perturbation theory and conformal perturbation theory. It is possible to show
that (5.6]) implies the following large-r asymptotics,

30k = Folrk) +fur) — fu(2re(®)) + > / “g_; (5.8)

T2
sinh(% (1 — a;))
cosh(7%) sinh (% a;)

X <02(/€1) *(ky) — c2(k;) cosh? (%”)) K (r) Ky (1) +o(e™),

where K, (z) is the modified Bessel function, k1 = ky + k_, ke = ki — k_ and ¢(z) = cos(mz).

Besides the vacuum energies the non-linear integral equations allows one to determine the
vacuum eigenvalues of all higher Integral of Motions (IM). In particular, the vacuum eigenvalues
of the local IM, {Ign_l, fgn_l} for n > 1, are given by the formula generalizing (5.6]),

(M cos(”—‘s))%_1

2

Ipp 1 =1Ip 1 ==+
ot i cos (Z(2n — 1))

%m<L+(:|:i(2n—1)) 4 eFFC-Dm L_(:I:i(2n—1))) . (5.9)

Some details concerning small- and large- R behavior of I5,_1, along with numerical data for I3
and I5 can be found in Appendix[El

4S,
15 |

0.15 |
0.1 -

0.05 -

r

1 2 3 4 5
Figure 4: s; = § log(&;) (i = 1,2) vs r for 6 = X = 036..., ky = 75, ks = £5.
The solid lines were obtained from numerical integration of egs. (1)), (511 (for the numerical
data, see Tabs.d Bl in Appendix[E]). The dashed lines represent the large-r approximation (5.13))
and the small-r expansions s; = —0.6266666667 log(r) + 0.4555032510 + 0.03493323398 r2 +
0.0013402107* + O(r%) and so = —0.1468750000 log(r) 4+ 0.0613720808 + 0.01949676545 r> —
0.001294871 7% + O(r9).
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Among the nonlocal IM the special role is played by the so-called reflection operators [16].
Their vacuum eigenvalues &; (i = 1, 2) are related to the scaling function §(r, k) [16],

2 dr
log (Gz) T /T o 8—k §(r. k), (5.10)
and can be calculated through the solution of the system (5.1I):
. 2 .
log (&) = 2Hj = —2H = = %m<L+(0) +(=1)1 L_(0)> . (5.11)

On the other hand, taking into account (£37) and comparing the constant terms in the ex-
pansions (£31]) and (5.4)), one arrives to an alternative expression (£35]) of &; in terms of the
regular part of the solution of the modified sinh-Gordon equation (1), @:QI)H
The large-r behavior of &; follows immediately from Eqs.(5.8]), (510):
1 0) 16 . /°° dv cosh(%¢) sinh (% (1 — a;))
log (6;) = — log(6, — o2rk; K
ox(6) = L 1og(6) + 2% dniarn) by (R

— 00

where

log (650)) = 2/

—00

e}

do . . .

had %m(log <1_'_e217rk+—rcosh(€))+(_1>z—1 IOg (1+e217rk—rcosh(€))) ] (514)
s

Using the small-r asymptotic expansion

1
§r k) =< -5 + 2k2 +2k* — 40k k_ — 16 p* log(p Z en(0 : (5.15)

where a few first coefficients was calculated in [2] (see Eq.(2.19) thereln) one also finds

dey,
log (6;) < 2log (S(pilps—i)) + Z 60p 2n . (5.16)

n=1

The first term in the RHS reads explicitly [16]

( ‘ )— (ﬁ)_“_l F( +pz+Q)F(%+pi—q) F(1_2pz> F(l_'_2a_p:>
pila) =\ o L3 —pi+a)T(3 —pi—q) T+ 2p) T(1—2)

In Fig.[d the numerical results for % log(&;) are compared against the large- and small-r asymp-

totic formulae (5.13)) and (5.16).

Finally, there is an infinite set of non-local IM, whose vacuum eigenvalues {HQn 1,H2(2_1 .
(1 =1,2), are given by the relations:

(5.17)

HY = 4l (s om(La(+3) £ (0T L (+2) 6y
o = j (M cos(%2)) = Jm(L+(—ii—?)+<—1>i‘1L—(—3i—?))-

(2

Some further details can be found in Appendix[El

6 The expression (£35) can be rewritten in terms of the function 7(w, w), satisfying (L5) and (LG),

s5; = 1log(&;) = ‘w}iﬁ% (7w, ) = (2|k;| = 1) log |w — wi]) +log (v(|ki])) — (1 = 2[ki]) log(2),  (5.12)

where i = 1,2 and y(z) = I'(2)/T'(1 — ).
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6 Summary

This work completes our study of the Bukhvostov-Lipatov (BL) model, started in [2]. Besides
its applications to the instanton calculus in the O(3) non-linear sigma model, the BL model
provides an ideal testground to developing new and refining existing methods for integrable
QFT’s. Our attention was mostly devoted to calculation of the scaling function (L3]) (which
is simply related to the so-called effective central charge) of the BL model in a finite volume
and the quasiperiodic boundary conditions. The scaling function was computed in a variety of
different ways. For the readers’ convenience let us briefly summarize our main results below:

(i) the conformal perturbation theory for a few first terms in the small-r expansion of the
scaling function;

(ii) the renormalized Matsubara perturbation theory (recall that we consider the finite-volume
theory) for two non-trivial orders of the expansion of the scaling function in powers of the
coupling constant;

(iii) an exact formula for the scaling function in terms of different sets of non-linear integral
equations (NLIE) derived from the Bethe ansatz and functional relations;

(iv) an exact formula for the scaling function in terms of a special solution of the classical
sinh-Gordon equation, based on the ODE/IQFT correspondence and the classical inverse
scattering transform;

(v) renormalization of the coordinate Bethe ansatz results for the scaling function both with
the lattice-type regularization and the simple momentum cut-off.

Remarkably, all the above approaches perfectly agree to each other. This allowed us to estab-
lish the ODE/IQFT correspondence between the quantum Bukhvostov-Lipatov model and the
classical sinh-Gordon equation. Note that this correspondence has recently been extended to
the strong coupling regime of the BL model with § > 1 [42]. In this case it provides a dual
description of the 2D sausage [24], which includes the O(3)-sigma model when 6 — 0.

It would be interesting to further develop the “quantum-classical” duality, in particular, to
explore its possible connections to the duality between quantum and classical systems with a
finite number of degrees of freedom, studied in [43].
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Appendix A.

Here we present details of derivation of the individual functional relations (A.30) for the
connection coefficients, starting from the main functional relation (£24]) for the connection
matrices,

S(Z,k)()\) e—27ripk()\)03 S(k,j)()\qk—l) e—QWin()\QIZl)US S(]72)()\qZ) e—27TiPi()‘Qi) 73 — _J . (A]_)

Take (7, j, k) = (1,2,3) and express 8% through §*? and §@% in two different ways: from
the main relation (A.I))

5(17%2()\) — Z e—27rip10—27rip25—27rip()\—)\*1) 5217,82)()\e—i7r6) 5(273;,)()\)

g,0 s,0
s==+

and from the simple properties (4.17) of the connection matrices,

S5 (e ZS e ™) §%) (eI (A.2)

This system contains both Sf,lf)()\ ~im9) and S(1 2 (Ae™™). Choose ¢ = + in both equations,

fix a particular sign ¢’ = £, and then exclude S (1 2 ),(Ae”1™) among the above two equations.
In this way one obtains

P ()\e—iné) §%3) ()\)+e27ri(ap1—a’p2)+2i7rp(A—)ﬁl) PE) (A) 5(27?:) ()\e—iwé)

-0 —Ul7+ -0 —0 7+

_ Usg%;r%)()\e—iwé) (5(2,3)()\e—i7r6) 5(2,?:) ()\) _ S( ()\) 5(23 ()\ —17r6) e—47ria’p2>

0/7+ —0 7+ —0 7+

which is equivalent to (4.30d)) upon the substitution (Z.29).

Next, take main relation (A1) with (4,7, k) = (1,2,3) and express §% therein in terms
of product of 8% and S@3 using relation similar to (A.2) with shifted spectral parameter
A Ae'2. It follows then

T oA g3 () g6 () = 3 grmme—amime GO () gD ()-ins).

o,0’ ,0

o=+ o=+
Setting 0 = ¢’ and combining like terms one obtains the relation

2i sin (2mp (A = A7) &7 SV S50 ()

o

_ S(_lﬁ)gf()\) 5(172) /()\e—iwé) e~ 2mip1 5(12 (N 5(12 ,(Ne —17r6) e2mip1

+,—0o +,—0o’ —,—a’

which is equivalent to (4.30a) upon the substitution (£.29). One can repeat the above steps
excluding §*? from (m) This leads to the relation (4.30h)).

Finally, express S (1.2 ()\e_”5) from (A as

S(l’%)(Ae_i”‘s) _ Z ezwi(ap1+a’p2)+27ria”p(A—)ﬁl) 5(173,2()\) SC(T?:;’?;/()\)

g,0 0,0
ol'=+

and ng,)()\) from (A.2)) (with shifted spectral parameter)

SEA) =3 880 880

ol'=+
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Then the product S ((fl,f’)S (_322 can be excluded from the above equations, leading to

Nea

2i sin (2mp (A — A1) S8 G20

_ e—27ri(ap1+a’p2) Sglﬁ)()\e—imi) + e—27ria”p()\—)\*1) Sglﬁ)()\)

which is equivalent to (£30d) upon the substitution (£.29).

Appendix B. Conformal field theory limit

To understand properties of the connection coefficients it is instructive to first consider the
small-distance limit p — 0. The linear equations (4.7)) can be reformulated as second order
ordinary differential equations. For example, making the substitution

v= (1640 o) o

in the first equation of (4.7)), one obtains
(02 —u(2,2) = p* N P(2) o =0,  w(z,2)=0n—(.n)". (B.2)

Let <p$) (1 = 1,2, 3) denote the bases of solutions of this second order equation, which under the

substitution (B.) precisely correspond to the solutions W', defined by (@IZ),(@I3). Then
the connection problem (4.16)) can be rewritten as

So(i) — So(j) S(j,i)()\) :

where o = (0, 1) Note also, that (B) implies

det (W0, @) = Wr[ ), o07], (B.3)

g g

where Wr[f, g] = f0.g — g0.f denotes the usual Wronskian.
Consider now the limit when p — 0, but the product p = pA is kept fixed. In this limit the
variable Z completely decouples from (B.2)) and the potential term there simplifies

2 1 2 1
_ 212 223 231 pP1— 3 Ps — 4 1 )
u(z, z =— + — , (B4

(2,2) p—0 (z— 2z1)(z — 22) (2 — 23) ((z —21) 223 (2—20) 231 4(z — 2z3) 212 (B4)

where z;; = z; — z;. The basis solutions, corresponding to (£I12) and (£I3]), become

~ 1 o
oL (z) ~ Teﬁ”ge)ﬁ‘ﬁi(z—zi)%ipi, 2=z (1=1,2)
Pi
1 213232 \ T 1
6~ o () o, o,

where the constants nﬁi’g should be computed at p = 0, while p = pA is kept finite.
Further, by a change of variables

oo lmmlan) (S—I) |

(2 — 21)(23 — 29)

28



the differential equation (B.2), (B.4) can be cast into a form more suitable for analytical and
numerical analysis,

d? e’ e” _
% +(i—pg)m+ﬂ/2 (1+ex)51

T(z) = 0. (B.5)

The branch cuts of the power function (1 + ex)é_l are chosen to be on the lines, where (1 + e”)
is real and negative. Therefore, there are no branch cuts in the z-plane, when Re(z) < 0. The
symmetry transformations 2; and {3 defined in (£.19]) above act as follows:

imd

Q : r — x—2m, p—e™p for >0

§32 r = x4+27, p—p for z<0.

Introduce two bases of solutions T$ ) and Tf ), which are uniquely defined by their asymptotic
behavior

YV (z) ~ e as z — 400, T (2) ~ e as z— —o00
and symmetry transformation properties
Ql (Til)) _ t27ipy Tg) : @3 (T(f)) _ oE2mip T(ii%) ‘
Note that T_(x|u) = T (x| — p). With these definitions introduce the functions
W () = W[ T, 1], (B.6)

defined as Wronskian determinants. Further, interchanging z; and 2, in (B.) and proceeding
as above one defines another pair of connection coefficients

W (1) = W (| pry pa, 6) = WE (1| pas 1, —0) (B.7)

which are obtained from W® by interchanging p; and p, and the negation of 6.
Yet another form of (B.3])

2 2

_a y ¢ b1 e
a2 P ire T ire) Tiire

e (1 ey)‘z} Oy) =0 (B.8)

is obtained by the substitution

Nl

d - 1.
@1, O(y) = T() (d—y) L fi—iped

which includes a phase rotation of the spectral parameter ;. Similarly to the above, introduce

the solutions @i”(y) and ©F (y) defined by their asymptotics

@g)(y) ~etPY as Yy — —o00, @f)(y) ~etPY  as Yy — 400

and symmetry properties

~

0, (01)) = e*2min gl 0, (00)) = 22 oY)
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Figure 5: Zeroes of the function wf) () (shown by dots) for 6 = 17/47, p; = 1/10, pa = 1/20
calculated from (B.G)). The dashed lines are shifted by +i(log2)/(27) from the solid lines where
argu = £7m(1 + 0)/2. The regularity of the distribution of the “2-string” zeroes w.r.t. these
lines is rather remarkable.

Now define the functions

WS () = wilel o] (0,0' = +) . (B.9)

g

From the standard analysis of the differential equation (B.E]) it is easy to see that the
functions W\ (1) /T(1 + 2p) are entire functions of the complex variable p, while the WS?U(M)

are entire functions of the variable ;2. The asymptotic expansion of Wil 2 () at large p is given
by
i ajph (pNFR :
W () = T £ k) /25 (£) 7 DP(w) (i=1,2), (B.10)
j
where (i,7) = (1,2) or (2,1),

2n
P

J

log Dﬁ) (n) < C(_iiu + Z Copq ' " — Z o (Epslpi a;) i

n=1 n=1

as 1 — oo and |arg(p)| < 5. A few first expansion coefficients is known explicitly, in particular,

, 1 p? p
oW — /9 C,=--_"0_n
-1 YE ¢(aj/ )7 +1 ] a as )

where g stands for Euler constant, ¢(x) = 0, log'(x) and a; =2 — ay = 1 — 0. Moreover,
= (2)7F AN TO L) @ 2y
x ca) = (- :
TN e () W 2

The coefficients WSL(U) (0,0’ = %) are entire functions of the complex variable p?. Their

asymptotic expansion at large p is given by

20pq 20/p2
3 g a'/ CLICLQ /vL - a /«L - a 3
W) = T(L422) (1 20m) V22 ()7 ()7 Do) (B1)
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and as p — oo and |arg(p)| <

o0

bg(DglOU)><Snzgﬂ)4‘25:(%%0pﬂpmaﬂﬁff7+ﬂmxaﬁﬂp1ﬂw)u_$>-
2 n=1
Zeroes of Wil)(u)
n | pn (numerical) | p,, (asymptotic formula (B.12))
1] -0.32118644 -0.28671875
2| -0.78656554 -0.78671875
3 -1.28902812 -1.28671875
4| -1.78780916 -1.78671875
5| -2.28754568 -2.28671875
Zeroes of W ()
n | pn (numerical) | p,, (asymptotic formula (B.12))
1] -0.25404467 -0.21328125
2| -0.71063637 -0.71328125
3 -1.21516013 -1.21328125
41 -1.71396329 -1.71328125
5| -2.21383761 -2.21328125
Table 1: Zeroes of the functions Wil) for 6 = 17/47, p1 = 1/10, p2 = 1/20 calculated from
B.2).
Zeroes of Wf) (1)
n fy, (numerical) iy (asymptotic formula (B.13])
11-0.41729701-0.37695011 i -0.44259358-0.39285900 i
2 | -1.12935605-0.82780500 i -1.15306097-0.84640446 i
3 | -1.83960684-1.28084953 i -1.86352835-1.29994992 i
4 | -2.54998314-1.73418285 i -2.57399573-1.75349537 i
5 | -3.28446342-2.20704109 1 -3.28446311-2.20704083 i
6 | -3.99491662-2.66056721 i -3.99493049-2.66058629 i
7| -4.70539788-3.11413172 1 -4.70539787-3.11413175 1
8 | -5.41586525-3.56767720 i -5.41586525-3.56767720 i
9 | -6.12633265-4.02122266 1 -6.12633263-4.02122266 i

Table 2: Zeroes of of the function Wf) for 6 = 17/47, py = 1/10, ps = 1/20 calculated from

B.9).

Let {u53>}|;°:1 (i = 1,2,3) denote the zeroes of W® (). For sufficiently small p;» > 0 and
large n > 1 they are distributed as follows:

e the zeroes of wfj’(u) are located on the real negative axis of variable

)+dU (n>1), (B.12)
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Zeroes of ij)r(u)

n | p, (numerical) | p, (asymptotic formula (B.14]))

1 0.58940086 i 0.58444921 1

2 1.42941557 1 1.42734148 1

3 2.27132015 1 2.27023375 1

4 3.11381245 1 3.11312602 1

5 3.95650092 1 3.95601829 1

6 4.79927351 i 4.79891057 i

7 | 5.64208861 i 5.64180284 i

8 | 6.48492773 i 6.48469511 i

9 | 7.32778156 i 7.32758738 i

10 | 8.17064498 i 8.17047965 1
Table 3: Zeroes of the function ij)r for § = 17/47, p1 = 1/10, p2 = 1/20 calculated from
B3).
e the zeroes of W5 (1) combine into complex conjugate pairs (i, p) (n = 1,2,...,00) in

the left half-plane Re(p) < 0, located just outside the wedge with an acute angle 7o
centered around the negative real axis of u (see Fig.[Hl)

— o3 (I+a1) 7o ( o @_l_il 2) 1 1). (B.1
[ X €72 COS(2) n+ a1+a2 5" 9 0g(2) ) +o(1) (n>1), (B.13)
e the zeroes { ufl}zozl of wfiﬂ, are simple, real and negative,
, T opr  o'py 1
o X i cOS (—) (n +—+ — - —) +o(1) (n>1). (B.14)
2 aq a9 2

The above asymptotic formulae are in a very good agreement with the numerical values of the
zeroes obtained from a direct solution of the differential equation (B.3), even for small
values of n (see Tables[I23]).

Appendix C. Derivation of non-linear integral equations

As noted above one can derive several different, but equivalent variants of the non-linear
integral equations, starting with different BAE. Below we will use the three equations (B3.23al),

(3:28a) and (3.28D)). Introduce two functions

_ e27ri(p2—p1) f(_l)\q_l) Q3()\Q)

o= fiAg)  Qs(Ag7h)[) = ¢f “y
_ o 2ri(pitp2) f(—=iA) Qi(A¢™") Qa(Aq)

550) = ) Qg QO |y - o

which appear in the RHS’s of (3.23a)) and (3.28al). The other relevant notations are given in
B3), B3.24), (321)) and ([B27). These functions are periodic with the period 27i

fi1(0 +27i) = f1(0), f3(60 +2mi) = f3(0)
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and possess the following symmetry

AHE) (F0) =1, f5(07) (fs(0)" =

under the complex conjugation. Note that in the strip —m < Sm(0) < 7 the function f;(6) has
following poles and zeroes,

poles: 8 = 6 +1ixd,  6=40 - Lir(1+70) (C.2a)
zeroes: 6 = 6 —lizs, 9 =40+ Lir(144). (C.2b)

Taking the logarithms, one obtains

1

5108 (£1(0) = N P(0,=6) —pr + p2 - Z G250 — 0;”) (C.3a)

L log (£(6)) = N P(6,0) — pr — p2+z¢5% —03) = > s(3(0-65)) . (C.3b)

27
d

where p(6,6) and ¢,(0) are defined in ([B.1) and (2.33)). The indices J and ¢ run over the values
Je{-N+1,-N+2,.... N}, e {-IN+1,—4N +2,...,iN} with N > 2 being an even
integer. The (complex) numbers {9;1)}, {952)} and {9153)} stand for the zeroes of the functions
Q:1(e?), Qa(e’) and Qs(e?), as defined by B.21), (3.27). With these notations BAE ([3.23a)),
(3.28a) and (3.28L) take the form

A7) =1, a7 +in =-1, f(67) = -1.

Fig.[6l shows the contours C;, Cy and C3 enclosing zeroes of Q;(e?), Qq(e?*™) and Qs(e?),
respectively. The horizontal segments of these contours go along the lines Sm(0) = 4w;
(mod 27), i = 1,2, 3, with the positive constants wy, we and ws, satisfying the inequalities

min 71'5
O<7r—w1<%7r5—w;),, W—%Wé—w;),>w2>w§ ), WQ>7+W3, (C.4)

where .
W™ = max |Sm (ir — 9;2))
{057}

is the maximal deviation of the roots 9(2 from the line Im(f) = m. The second inequality in
(C.4) ensures that the contour Cy in F ig.[6] encloses all zeroes of Qu(—e’). Next, the sum in
(C.3al) and the first sum in (C.3L)) can be easily written as contour integrals, for instance

S o000 = 55 f WO oA (©5

27?1

and similarly
Z Pas(6 — 9 % d0’ pas5(0 — ') g log (1 + f3(9/)) (C.5b)

The handling of the second sum in (C.3h) is slightly more complicated, since the contour Cj
(which is enclosing the zeroes of Qu(e’*i™)), also surrounds (unwanted) poles of f(6) located
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Figure 6: Contours of integration involved in the derivation of the non-linear integral equations.
The encircled numbers 1, 2 and 3 represent, respectively, the zeroes of Qy (e‘g), Qg(— e‘g) and
Q3 (ee) in the complex plane of the variable 8. The encircled crosses correspond to the positions
of poles of f1(6) contributing to the integral over contour Cs in (C.6)).

on the line Im(f) = wd/2. Taking this into account one obtains
Z¢5 (30— 6)) = - ]{ 40" 65(1(6 — 0 + i) A log(1 + f1(0"))
Co

a0 6s5(20 — 0 — Lins)) G log(1 + f2(0))) (C.6)

27 Je,

Further considerations follow the standard way [40l[41] of deriving the non-linear integral equa-
tions. Substitute (C.H) back into (C3)). Integrating by parts, stretching the contours towards
both infinities along the real axis of 6 and introducing the pseudo-energies

f1(0 —iwy) = 1@ £ —iwy) =20 £(0 — iwg) = =30 (C.7)

one obtains

Z/ A6’ RS (0 — 0') ;(0') = 27 P,() — 27 C, (C.8)

+ Z / 46’ R<+ (0 —¢) log (1+e @) do' — RS (6 — ¢) 1og(1+e—i€3*<9'))),

where 7,7 = 1,2, 3,
C,=C=p —p2, Cs=p1+p
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and
Pi(0) = P(0 — iwy, —9), Py(0) = P(0 — iwy, —0), P3(0) = P(0 — iws,0) .

The integral operators RSE)(H) are conveniently defined by their Fourier transforms. We use
the following general convention

F6) = % /_ T Py e (C.9)

The matrix elements ]%S:)(l/) then take the form

A

R (v) = di(v) Ry (v) dj(Fv)

v

where
dy(v) (wi=m) dy(v) = e d3(v) = e*®”

and R R R Sil’lh( 7r1/(1—6) )

Rll(l/) = ng(l/) = 0, ng(l/) = —m
2
R . . sinh(™2) .,
R21(I/) = RQQ(I/) = 0, Rgg(l/) = Slnh((é; T2
2

2 - sinh (72 . sinh(722) .
R31(V) = R32(V): ( ) _ (2) Tt?

81nh(7w) sinh (7v)

For completeness we present also the Fourier transform of the source term in (C.8))

A , cos(Ov) sinh (22
Pl(V) = 42 dl( ) VSlnh(;V) 2 )
A , cos(Ov) sinh (2412
Bv) = =2d:(v) v sinh(mv) 2

A ' cos(Ov) sinh(ZX)
Blv) = -2%ds(v) vsinh(7v) 2

for which one should use the principal value integral in (C.9). Multiplying both sides of (C.8))
by the inverse of the matrix integral operator (6(6) d;; — Rgﬁ(@)), one obtains

3 oo
El(e) = 21N ZZ(Q) - 27TCZ' + 1 Z / de’ GE;—) (9 — 9,) log (]_ + e—iaj(e’))
1 = oo

—= Z/ A9’ G5 (0 —0') log (1 +e7 ) (C.10)

where the Fourier transform of the kernel G®)(6) is given by
At .
G (V) = di(v) Gy (v) dy(Fv)
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. . sinh(7£2) A sinh (%)
- v Tvaz\ G13(V) = 77rw¢2
2 cosh(%) smh( ) sinh(™%5%2)

. . sinh?(™9) e~ 2 smh( 2) sinh(™2) e~ %
G =G 2 G 2
21 (V) 22( ) 9 COSh(mj> Slnh(m/al ) Slnh(mxzag) ) 23( ) (m/al) Slnh(m/ag)
. . sinh(Z¢) sinh(Z£2) sinh?(749)
G =G = 2 G 2 '
) (V) 2 cosh(%) sinh(™5*) sinh(™22) ’ w(v) = sinh (™% ) sinh(™%5%)
For the source terms in (C.10) one obtains
2ps b1 D2 P P2
G =—-—— Co=———, C3=—+—
a9 a as ay )

and
z1(0) = —z9(0 — iwy +im), 2z2(0) =z, (0 — iws + %iﬂé) , z3(0) = z,(0 — iws) ,

where the functions zg and z, were already defined in (3.13).
Equation (C.I0) can be considerably simplified thanks to some additional symmetries. In-

deed, using the Fourier transform of the integral operator GSE)(G) one can see that all the
dependence on the functions ¢;(f) in RHS of (C.I0) reduces to the integrals

gr(v) = e "k / dg e v? (log (1+e @) —log (1 + e_iek(_‘x’))> , (C.11)

where e 15k(+20) = ¢=15k(=20) for any finite N and ©. Then using the definitions (C.7) and the
fact that the function 1+a1 1(0) does not have poles or zeroes (C.2)) in the strip —7 < Im(f) <

—wi™™) one can shift the integration contours in ((C1T) to prove that

(V) = ga2(v). (C.12)

Thus, one of the functions e1(6) or £5(#) can be excluded from (C.I0]).
Consider now the scaling limit (3:6)) of (C.10). For the central region |f] < © one needs to
make the substitution

21 Nzg(0) = 2r cos (370) sinh(f) + O(e™®), 27Nz, (0) = rsinh(f) + O(e™®)

for © — +o0, while the rest of (C.10) remains intact. Next, using the symmetry to
exclude e1(0), redenoting 3(0) — €.(0) and €5(0) — £_(0), and then choosing wy = 7/2 and
ws to be infinitesimally small, one arrives to Eq. (5.1]), given in the main text.

Appendix D. Integral representations for sums over the
Bethe roots

Once the non-linear integral equations (C.10) are solved, every sum over the vacuum Bethe
roots can be effectively computed via exact integral representations, considered below. The
technique works equally well both for finite values of N (when the number of Bethe roots is
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finite) as well as in the scaling limit (when N — oo and (C.I10) is replaced by its field theory
analog (B.1)).

Let us start with the case of finite N. Consider, for instance, the product formulae (B.21))
and (3:27). With an account of (C.I0) they can be converted into integral representations

(e of . Ny
log <%) = log (ans)(m- e")) +k§3/_oo de’ ﬂ(kﬂ(e — '+ iwy) log (1 +e_1ek(e))

-y / A0’ 570 — 0 — i) log (1 4 1@ | (D.1)

k=137~

where k1 = ko = 1, kK3 =1,

as 2p3_; > dv sin®(16v) cos(Ov) cosh(L76)
log (Q*)(e?)) = — 6 +2N / — 2 2 =1,2
o8 (A7) as—i - o V sinh(7v) cosh(7v) (i=12)
00 sn201
(@) oy _  (2P1, 2p2 dv sin (50v) cos(Ov)
log (Q™)(ie")) = <a1 e )e+2N /_Oo NI (D.2)

The Fourier transform of the kernel is defined by (C.9) (but with the principal value integral)
where

FYw) = +m [(én(u)+1)eﬂ”+éu(y)]

FW) = g G

E®0) = —m (o (0) ™ Cin(0) €™ 4 o) + 1+ e )
) = _m (Gasl0) + e (Cn) + )] (D.3)
FP0) =~ [l et + Gut)].

BP0) = -2 [ +1].

The derivation is standard and very much similar to that of the equation (C.10) itself. The only
complication is that one needs to systematically take into account the fact that summing over
the zeroes of Qu(e’) with integrals over the contour Cy in Fig.[ (similarly to (C.6])) contains
extra contributions determined by the zeroes of Qz(e’q™1). Moreover, the function £,(6) was
excluded from the RHS of (D.I) in favor of £(#) of by virtue of (C.12)). We have presented the
intermediate formulae (D.3]) to guide the reader through this tedious derivation. From (C.II))
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one obtains

+ir(14a2)v 1

A(£) e A(£)
F — F =

n () +4cosh(%”)sinh(—m22”)’ 13- (V) 4cosh(%)smh(’m2”)
. :I:%w(l—al)u . 1
FE) _ © &) -

2 (V) 4 cosh(%¢) sinh(T4%) 7 25 (V) 4cosh(%)smh(7”“”)
. et sinh(7%%) sinh (%)

FHy - 2 B
31 (V) 2Sinh(7ra211/) Slnh(ﬂagu) ) 33 (V)

~ 2sinh( T4 sinh(792%)

Similar representations can be obtained for the two expressions for the energy (8.5]), when
the vacuum state is filled with real roots (1-strings) and complex roots (2-strings), respectively,

EY ="e@0",0), B =3 e.4).

J J

Proceeding as above, one obtains for i = 1,2

E](\i,) = NeW+ Z/ dHHZ(;( 0 +iwg) log (1 + e (@)

k13

Z / A9 H ) (—0 — iwy) log (1 4 0@ (D.4)

k 1,3
where 25in(O1)
Ar(E Lo(1das)y (L ~ (4 sin(Ov
HY() = 45V md0), AP = T
(£ Lorl—a))v H(E Fr(E (£
oy w) = —eBtorpPe) BP W) = ).

In particular for the difference between LHS and RHS of (3.20) one gets
87 Im {log ((1 + f1(O + 4ir(1+0)) (1 + fi(—O + Sir(1 + 5)))} =0

which is zero, since f1(£6 + Lim(1 + §)) vanishes, as stated in (C2).

Scaling limit. Consider now the scaling limit (3.6). Then (D.I) can be used to obtain
integral representations for the Q®)-functions (3:30) for the BL model. The only modification
is that for i = 1,2 one needs to add to the RHS of (D)) the entire functions a;e? + B;e=?, that
appear in (8.30). Assume that |#| < ©. Then for the leading terms in (D.I)) one obtains in the

limit (3.4]),

1
ST
lOg (ans)(eg)) = —M 0 Sll’lh(e) + B(®) SiIlh2 (% ‘9) . 2p3 )

™ ™ as—;

0+ 0(0e®) (i=1,2)

log ( o) 4 e’)) = rsinh® (6) — (ﬁ + @> 0+ 0(e®),

a1 a2

where
B(©) =4(1+0)cos (37) + 2mdsin (376) .

38



The undetermined coefficients «;, 5; are fixed by the requirement that the functions (3.30) sat-
isfy the functional relation (£.30d) (upon the identification (A.3T)). The integral representations
for QEBL) obtained in this way, lead to the asymptotic expansions (5.4]), with the coefficients
given by (5.9) and (B5.I8).

Finally, note that in the scaling limit (3.6) formula (D.4)) leads precisely to (8.34). First, let
us split the integration in (D.4)) into two regions, where |#'| < © and |¢'| > ©. Then, it is not
difficult to see that the contribution of the first integral to the LHS of (8.34]) exactly equals to
§(r,k) (in the form (5.6)), while the second integral gives the term “—§(0,k)” in the RHS of

3.34).

Appendix E. Small and large-R asymptotics of IM

Here we collect some facts concerning the vacuum eigenvalues of integral of motions in the
BL model. The local IM are normalized in such a way that

lim (£)" 7 1, 4 = F, (2, k) . (E.1)

R0 N\ 27

Here F),(z,y) are certain polynomials of two variables of degree n, such that

- (OG- m) (G -m), iy
Fo(z,y) = Wz—i;n (=0 —n) (A1 —n). (1—6)"(1+9)

where (a), is the Pochhammer symbol and dots stand for monomials with degree lower than
n. The polynomial Fy and Fj3 read explicitly [44]E|

+ ...

il

Fy(z,y) — m (14301 —6)° 2 +.6(1— 87 g+ (1 - 30)(1 4+ 6)°
— 2(1420)(1— 02z —2(1—20)(1+0)2y+L(7T— 18(52)> (E.2)
and
Fi(e.9) = Ty 25521)(9 5 (1= (14 59)3 + 50) 2+ (14 6)°(1 = 50)(3 = 50)°

+15(1 = &)1+ 6)*(3 4 50) 2%y + 15 (1 +6)*(1 — 6)*(3 — 56) y*x
—5(1 =8)*14+38)(3+55) 2> —5(1+0)*(1—36)(3—50)y* —30 (1 — )3 —55) ay
— (1= 6)*(766° +226% =470 —21) x + (1 4 0)*(766° — 226> — 476+ 21) y

1
— = (14200' — 113587+ 279)) . (E.3)

The vacuum eigenvalues of local IM (5.9]) can be written in the form

C(£i(2n —1) | ki ks—s) ) (E.4)

meos(Z(2n — 1))

L1 = (M (:os(%‘;))%_1 ((—1)" fa(2re(?)) £

"The polynomials Iox_1(P, Q) from Ref. [44] are related to Fi(x,y) as

P2 QQ
Iop_1 (P :21*2’“F(—— )
2k 1( aQ) k ’I’L,TL+2

n=6—1
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Figure 7: Plots of (%)313 = J3 (top) and (25)515 = J5 (bottom) versus r for § = i =

IS 47
0.36..., k1 = f—;o, ko = %. The solid lines were obtained from numerical integration of

eqgs. (51)), (5:9). The dashed lines represent the large-r approximation (E.), (E5) (for the nu-
merical data, see Tab.[d]).

where

fn(ﬁ) _ / % e(2n—1)9 log (1 _ e—Bcosh(G))

o T
and, as r — oo,

CWlki ;) = COWlki k) + ¢V (ki k) + o(e7) (E.5)
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and

C(l)(y|ki’ k']) = 16/ % Kiu(r)KiV—iu(r)

—00

y A(kj)e(k)s(k; + %) smh({(@—l))
[ cosh(ZE) ( nh(Zag)

sinh(%* (a1 — 1))

a sinh(%a;) )

) sinh(%(a; — 1))
sinh(%*a;)

—c(ki)s(k; + %) cosh (%

‘°|t

+ic?(k;) sinh (&)

The relations (E.4]) are valid for any choice of the sign &+ and ¢ = 1, 2. Also notice that for the
non interacting case

1 ° . o
C(V‘kiu kj)|5:0 == 2_ / d@ e_lye (e_T log
1 — 0o

(1 4 e—i7r(k¢+kj)—r Cosh(G)) (1 4 e—iﬂ(ki—kj)—r cosh(@))
1 — e—2rcosh(9)

(1 4 eiw(ki-‘,—kj)—r Cosh(G)) (1 4 eiw(ki—kj)—r Cosh(G))
1 — e—2rcosh(9)

us%
+2

log

and C(v)ki, kj)|s=o = CO(v|k;, kj) + o(e™").
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§ =4 =036...

ko =

640°

D _ (%)%an (upper left panel), Egl) = (%)%ﬁfl)

2 _
52) = (%)@H@ (llﬁower l4e7ft panel) and f)§2)
y M1 = 150

47

(upper right panel),

2 _
= (%) a2 H§2) (lower right panel) versus r for
The solid lines were obtained from numerical inte-

gration of egs. (B.I)), (.18) (for the numerical data, see Tabs.[). The dashed lines represent
the large-r approximation (E.5)), (E.6]). Note that for h; and h; the two lines are practically

indistinguishable.

In Fig.[l, the numerical data for vacuum eigenvalues of the first local IM are compared

against the large-r approximation (E4), (E).
Similarly to the formula (E.4]), the vacuum eigenvalues of nonlocal IM (5.I8)) are expressed

in terms of the (-function (E.5):

2n

qY -~ (M cos(%)) ™ (B2 |+ ki, k3s)
AP = 2 (Meos(F))5 (2]~ kiksy) (E6)
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This gives the corresponding large-r asymptotics (see Fig.[])). In the small-r limit one has
lim (R) % HO = (ki ks ) | lim (2% HD = hy(—ki, kss) - (E.7)

An integral representation for these limiting values where discussed in Ref.[I7]. Using the
results of this work, it is possible to show that

. VAT T+ L + k) ((2_%)2;{; 2—%’).

hl(k’z’,k’j) = ( Z) QF( + )I‘(_aii + ]{;Z) a?k‘? —1 * 2+ q;

(E.8)
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r=MR 51 (s1)uv (51)m
0.1 1.8988060413448 | 1.8988060423805 * % K
0.2 1.4654837862197 | 1.4654838165411 * % %
0.3 1.2131473840105 | 1.2131477218447 * % %
0.4 1.0353338553850 | 1.0353357364881 * % %
0.5 0.8986854527823 | 0.8986925558030 * % %
0.6 0.7883493477945 | 0.7883702973779 * % K
0.7 0.6964065576931 | 0.6964586183195 | 0.6481367015033
0.8 0.6181320446112 | 0.6182460963202 | 0.5892787485706
0.9 0.5504776094433 | 0.5507044055490 | 0.5341533278400
1.0 0.4913590816186 | 0.4917766951250 | 0.4829990934522
1.1 0.4392846752853 | 0.4400069531085 | 0.4358646597841
1.2 0.3931455547148 | 0.3943313254242 | 0.3926746860951
1.3 0.3520905225173 | 0.3539532515462 | 0.3532745611255
1.4 0.3154474446990 | 0.3182650059333 | 0.3174611565686
1.5 0.2826721374302 | 0.2867963735527 | 0.2850041743179
1.6 0.2533141494059 | 0.2591799235187 | 0.2556609735028
1.7 0.2269933362366 | 0.2351268290042 | 0.2291867944274
1.8 0.2033835365588 | 0.2144096090884 | 0.2053416941707
1.9 0.1822010282640 | 0.1968495429423 | 0.1838951179057
2.0 0.1631962542843 | 0.1823073160659 | 0.1646287674316
2.4 0.1048626544268 * * % 0.1054983760734
2.8 0.0672585487613 * * * 0.0675070860423
3.2 0.0431232955868 * * * 0.0432143523328
3.6 0.0276705670714 * * * 0.0277027234064
4.0 0.0177821908482 * % % 0.0177933005407
4.4 0.0114493801119 * * % 0.0114531669215
4.8 0.0073871082019 * * * 0.0073883880176
5.2 0.0047760242018 * * * 0.0047764543816
5.6 0.0030940448336 * * * 0.0030941889171
6.0 0.0020081910916 * % % 0.0020082392392
6.4 0.0013057031049 * % % 0.0013057191700
6.8 0.0008503266370 * * * 0.0008503319922
7.2 0.0005545896959 * * * 0.0005545914800
7.6 0.0003622001925 * * * 0.0003622007867
8.0 0.0002368464526 * % % 0.0002368466504
8.4 0.0001550534176 * % % 0.000155053483
8.8 0.0001016134826 * % % 0.0001016135046
9.2 0.0000666561518 * * * 0.0000666561591
9.6 0.0000437638138 * * * 0.0000437638163
10.0 0.0000287572005 * % % 0.0000287572013

Table 4: Numerical data for the left panel of Fig.[dl The column s; = % log(&1) was obtained
from the numerical solution of the system (G.1)), (5.11]) for 6 = }1—; =0.36..., kg = f—;o, ko =

47
640 °

51 = —0.6266666667 log(r) + 0.4555032510 + 0.03493323398 7% + 0.0013402107* + O(r6). The

column (s;)r represents the large-r approximation (5.13)).
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==. The column (s1)yy represents the small-r expansion (5.16]), which reads explicitly as




r=MR 9 (s2)uv (82)ir
0.1 0.3997591044995 | 0.3997591045008 * % K
0.2 0.2985360750023 | 0.2985360730126 * % K
0.3 0.2399498302262 | 0.2399498068682 * % K
0.4 0.1990387499302 | 0.1990386158103 * % %
0.5 0.1679718595306 | 0.1679713348500 * % %
0.6 0.1432522266963 | 0.1432506145302 * % %
0.7 0.1230054237481 | 0.1230012296587 | 0.1683612865238
0.8 0.1061034977430 | 0.1060938404966 | 0.1407371805351
0.9 0.0918099684157 | 0.0917897214819 | 0.1182847381657
1.0 0.0796133720389 | 0.0795739749350 | 0.0998514610923
1.1 0.0691407797493 | 0.0690686632434 | 0.0846006892845
1.2 0.0601093192474 | 0.0599838992351 | 0.0719057512702
1.3 0.0522973702302 | 0.0520885811040 | 0.0612858142565
1.4 0.0455266456450 | 0.0451920036845 | 0.0523649516275
1.5 0.0396506206560 | 0.0391318292769 | 0.0448448812229
1.6 0.0345468193747 | 0.0337659486565 | 0.0384861361738
1.7 0.0301115232549 | 0.0289668138657 | 0.0330946521765
1.8 0.0262560384939 | 0.0246173933341 | 0.0285119577425
1.9 0.0229039873715 | 0.0206082220787 | 0.0246078368913
2.0 0.0199892836248 | 0.0168352094152 | 0.0212747360195
2.4 0.0116633336664 * % % 0.0120763504827
2.8 0.0068826994564 * * * 0.0070144600406
3.2 0.0041150495660 * * * 0.0041570364532
3.6 0.0024935093461 * * * 0.0025069200083
4.0 0.0015302172810 * % % 0.0015345175108
4.4 0.0009498222274 * % % 0.0009512072298
4.8 0.0005954275349 * * * 0.0005958755398
5.2 0.0003764155775 * * * 0.0003765610654
5.6 0.0002396445866 * * * 0.0002396919980
6.0 0.0001534665449 * % % 0.0001534820419
6.4 0.0000987574561 * % % 0.0000987625346
6.8 0.0000638079185 * * * 0.0000638095865
7.2 0.0000413648757 * * * 0.0000413654246
7.6 0.0000268906240 * * * 0.0000268908049
8.0 0.0000175221586 * % % 0.0000175222183
8.4 0.0000114402348 * % % 0.0000114402545
8.8 0.0000074819722 * % % 0.0000074819787
9.2 0.0000049003651 * * * 0.0000049003672
9.6 0.0000032135761 * * * 0.0000032135769
10.0 0.0000021097379 * % % 0.0000021097381

Table 5: Numerical data for the right panel of Fig.[dl The column s5 = % log(&2) was obtained
from the numerical solution of the system (5.I), (5.II) for § = &£ = 0.36..., ki = #5, ko =

47
640 °

59 = —0.1468750000 log(r) + 0.0613720808 + 0.01949676545 r2 — 0.001294871 7% + O(r%). The

column (s2)1r represents the large-r approximation (5.13)).
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==. The column (s2)yy represents the small-r expansion (5.16]), which reads explicitly as




r=MR J3 (33)1R Js (35)11“-{
0.0 —0.0816581987 —0.0808549145 0.0096460439 | 0.0094192397
0.1 —0.0815973708 —0.0808281809 0.0096424920 | 0.0094176779
0.2 —0.0814148360 —0.0807342479 0.0096315680 | 0.0094123784
0.3 —0.0811104634 | —0.0805545500 || 0.0096134830 | 0.0094025372
0.4 —0.0806841094 | —0.0802729358 || 0.0095881340 | 0.0093874663
0.5 —0.0801357223 —0.0798759163 0.0095554317 | 0.0093665661
0.6 —0.0794654791 —0.0793529541 0.0095153239 | 0.0093393111
0.7 —0.0786739415 —0.0786966296 0.0094678595 | 0.0093052411
0.8 —0.0777622192 | —0.0779026603 || 0.0094129858 | 0.0092639570
0.9 —0.0767321288 | —0.0769697851 0.0093506182 | 0.0092151198
1.0 —0.0755863309 | —0.0758995406 || 0.0092806976 | 0.0091584511
1.1 —0.0743284379 —0.0746959640 0.0092032710 | 0.0090937349
1.2 —0.0729630794 —0.0733652478 0.0091183243 | 0.0090208194
1.3 —0.0714959216 | —0.0719153739 || 0.0090258954 | 0.0089396185
1.4 —0.0699336369 | —0.0703557460 || 0.0089259636 | 0.0088501127
1.5 —0.0682838279 | —0.0686968360 || 0.0088186043 | 0.0087523493
1.6 —0.0665549097 —0.0669498539 0.0087040703 | 0.0086464410
1.7 —0.0647559610 —0.0651264497 0.0085824477 | 0.0085325638
1.8 —0.0628965528 | —0.0632384496 || 0.0084539580 | 0.0084109544
1.9 —0.0609865667 | —0.0612976294 || 0.0083187596 | 0.0082819052
2.0 —0.0590360125 | —0.0593155233 || 0.0081772410 | 0.0081457607
2.4 —0.0510235231 —0.0511886302 0.0075547640 | 0.0075386051
2.8 —0.0430938981 —0.0431807976 0.0068628911 | 0.0068549471
3.2 —0.0356791140 —0.0357213978 0.0061327265 | 0.0061289408
3.6 —0.0290413046 | —0.0290607646 || 0.0053953603 | 0.0053936359
4.0 —0.0232965652 | —0.0233051621 0.0046781433 | 0.0046773527
4.4 —0.0184555864 —0.0184592682 0.0040022089 | 0.0040018495
4.8 —0.0144627380 —0.0144642771 0.0033820666 | 0.0033819434
5.2 —0.0112267836 —0.0112274146 0.0028261291 | 0.0028260937
5.6 —0.0086423718 | —0.0086426264 | 0.0023375652 | 0.0023374955
6.0 —0.0066037504 | —0.0066038518 || 0.0019153422 | 0.0019153413
6.4 —0.0050126760 | —0.0050127159 || 0.0015559997 | 0.0015560333
6.8 —0.0037823190 —0.0037823346 0.0012542094 | 0.0012542300
7.2 —0.0028385851 —0.0028385911 0.0010036775 | 0.0010036790
7.6 —0.0021198835 | —0.0021198858 || 0.0007978552 | 0.0007978387
8.0 —0.0015760545 | —0.0015760554 || 0.0006302476 | 0.0006303100
8.4 —0.0011669145 | —0.0011669148 || 0.0004950965 | 0.0004951137
8.8 —0.0008607071 —0.0008607072 0.0003868423 | 0.0003868473
9.2 —0.00063262156 | —0.00063262160 || 0.0003007252 | 0.0003007547
9.6 —0.00046346254 | —0.00046346255 || 0.0002327455 | 0.0002327354
10.0 —0.00033850528 | —0.00033850528 || 0.0001793012 | 0.0001793144

)2n—1

Table 6: The columns Jo, 1 = (% I5n—1 (n = 2, 3) were obtained from the numerical

solution of the system (B.1), (59]) for 6 = i—g =036..., ky = %, ky = %. The values J3
and J5 at » = 0 are exact and given by formulae (E.I), (E.2) and (E.3]). The columns (J2,—1)1r

represent the large-r approximation (E.4]), (E.5).
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r=MR| b (67 ) by (b, )
0.0 0.0439788467 | 0.0439081576 0.0226596394 | 0.0226232174
0.1 0.0439462396 0.0438921972 0.0226428389 0.0226149941
0.2 0.0438483936 0.0438367700 0.0225924248 0.0225864358
0.3 0.0436852472 0.0437318507 0.0225083653 0.0225323773
0.4 0.0434567372 | 0.0435689774 0.0223906279 | 0.0224484585
0.5 0.0431628547 | 0.0433413243 0.0222392081 0.0223311626
0.6 0.0428037181 0.0430437850 0.0220541667 | 0.0221778586
0.7 0.0423796552 0.0426729965 0.0218356727 | 0.0219868137
0.8 0.0418912910 0.0422272954 0.0215840482 0.0217571709
0.9 0.0413396303 | 0.0417066139 0.0212998108 | 0.0214888953
1.0 0.0407261309 | 0.0411123310 0.0209837117 | 0.0211826972
1.1 0.0400527596 | 0.0404470935 0.0206367642 | 0.0208399406
1.2 0.0393220252 0.0397146210 0.0202602609 0.0204625418
1.3 0.0385369878 0.0389195065 0.0198557786 0.0200528674
1.4 0.0377012408 | 0.0380670209 0.0194251688 | 0.0196136331
1.5 0.0368183685 | 0.0371629288 0.0189705357 | 0.0191478092
1.6 0.0358943821 0.0362133197 0.0184942038 | 0.0186585330
1.7 0.0349326394 0.0352244569 0.0179986759 0.0181490319
1.8 0.0339387519 0.0342026462 0.0174865858 0.0176225546
1.9 0.0329179883 0.0331541240 0.0169606481 0.0170823145
2.0 0.0318756771 0.0320849645 0.0164236082 | 0.0165314413
24 0.0275947047 | 0.0277140087 0.0142178821 0.0142793522
2.8 0.0233568900 0.0234186097 0.0120343925 0.0120661929
3.2 0.0193901700 0.0194199761 0.0099905817 | 0.0100059389
3.6 0.0158326740 0.0158463640 0.0081576191 0.0081646728
4.0 0.0127459447 | 0.0127520006 0.0065672143 | 0.0065703345
4.4 0.0101364865 | 0.0101390888 0.0052227183 | 0.0052240591
4.8 0.0079761617 | 0.0079772546 0.0041096336 0.0041101967
5.2 0.0062180889 0.0062185393 0.0032038050 0.0032040371
5.6 0.0048077400 0.0048079228 0.0024771376 0.0024772318
6.0 0.0036900458 | 0.0036901190 0.0019012574 | 0.0019012951
6.4 0.0028135385 | 0.0028135676 0.0014496462 | 0.0014496611
6.8 0.0021324492 | 0.0021324606 0.0010987221 0.0010987279
7.2 0.0016074749 0.0016074793 0.0008282345 0.0008282368
7.6 0.0012057366 0.0012057383 0.0006212431 0.0006212440
8.0 0.0009002856 | 0.0009002863 0.0004638627 | 0.0004638630
8.4 0.000669396112 | 0.000669396359 || 0.000344899317 | 0.000344899451
8.8 0.000495790485 | 0.000495790579 || 0.000255450850 | 0.000255450894
9.2 0.000365887290 | 0.000365887323 || 0.000188519584 | 0.000188519604
9.6 0.000269116027 | 0.000269116042 || 0.000138659212 | 0.000138659217
10.0 0.000197320756 | 0.000197320760 || 0.000101667450 | 0.000101667452

2 _ 2 _
Table 7: The columns f)gl) = (%)E H}l) and hgl) = (%) a1 H£1) were obtained from the
numerical solution of (5.1]), (5I8]). The values hgl) and Hgl) at r = 0 are exact and given by
formulae (E.7), (E.8). The columns (hgl))m and (f_)gl))m represent the large-r approximation

(E.3), ([E.G).
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r=ME N G by (3 )
0.0 —0.0669753762 * % K —0.0434635157 * % *
0.1 —0.0668127237 * % % —0.0433579628 * % *
0.2 —0.0663278174 * % % —0.0430432839 * % *
0.3 —0.0655297064 * * x —0.0425253517 * % %
0.4 —0.0644331292 * % K —0.0418137304 * % *
0.5 —0.0630580132 * % K —0.0409213520 * % *
0.6 —0.0614288027 —0.0811789003 —0.0398640796 —0.0526808599
0.7 —0.0595736457 —0.0769924035 —0.0386601798 —0.0499640425
0.8 —0.0575234743 —0.0727117211 —0.0373297258 —0.0471861035
0.9 —0.0553110232 —0.0684177771 —0.0358939608 —0.0443995585
1.0 —0.0529698322 —0.0641736558 —0.0343746503 —0.0416453457
1.1 —0.0505332805 —0.0600274826 —0.0327934557 —0.0389546962
1.2 —0.0480336985 —0.0560149907 —0.0311713577 —0.0363507989
1.3 —0.0455015942 —0.0521617577 —0.0295281545 —0.0338502522
1.4 —0.0429650249 —0.0484851239 —0.0278820537 —0.0314643092
1.5 —0.0404491302 —0.0449958208 —0.0262493696 —0.0291999340
1.6 —0.0379758318 —0.0416993376 —0.0246443284 —0.0270606889
1.7 —0.0355636930 —0.0385970603 —0.0230789765 —0.0250474732
1.8 —0.0332279215 —0.0356872127 —0.0215631829 —0.0231591343
1.9 —0.0309804926 —0.0329656289 —0.0201047191 —0.0213929687
2.0 —0.0288303652 —0.0304263819 —0.0187093989 —0.0197451303
2.4 —0.0212931589 —0.0219383725 —0.0138181463 —0.0142368561
2.8 —0.0154551346 —0.0157059311 —0.0100295739 —0.0101923277
3.2 —0.0111002701 —0.0111952532 —0.0072034947 —0.0072651337
3.6 —0.0079224731 —0.0079578263 —0.0051412706 —0.0051642130
4.0 —0.0056325377 —0.0056455405 —0.0036552223 —0.0036636605
4.4 —0.0039941428 —0.0039988848 —0.0025919897 —0.0025950670
4.8 —0.0028268092 —0.0028285276 —0.0018344513 —0.0018355665
5.2 —0.0019973159 —0.0019979355 —0.0012961535 —0.0012965556
5.6 —0.0014090326 —0.0014092551 —0.0009143884 —0.0009145328
6.0 —0.0009925018 —0.0009925815 —0.0006440817 —0.0006441334
6.4 —0.0006980355 —0.0006980639 —0.0004529885 —0.0004530070
6.8 —0.0004901835 —0.0004901936 —0.0003181034 —0.0003181100
7.2 —0.0003436985 —0.0003437021 —0.0002230423 —0.0002230447
7.6 —0.0002406262 —0.0002406275 —0.0001561538 —0.0001561546
8.0 —0.0001682163 —0.0001682167 —0.0001091636 —0.0001091638
8.4 —0.000117427887 | —0.000117428046 || —0.000076204556 | —0.000076204659
8.8 —0.000081860357 | —0.000081860413 || —0.000053123089 | —0.000053123126
9.2 —0.000056990041 | —0.000056990060 || —0.000036983555 | —0.000036983568
9.6 —0.000039625270 | —0.000039625276 || —0.000025714727 | —0.000025714732
10.0 —0.000027518134 | —0.000027518136 || —0.000017857829 | —0.000017857831

Table 8: The columns f)§2) = (%) % Hfz) and 6&2) = (%) % ﬁ?) were obtained from the

numerical solution of (5.1]), (5I8]). The values hgz) and 6&2) at r = 0 are exact and given by
formulae (E.7), (E.8). The columns (hgz))m and (5&2))13 represent the large-r approximation

(E.3), ([E.G).
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