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Abstract

Anomalous dimension and higher conserved charges in the sl(2) sector of N' =4
SYM for generic spin s and twist L are described by using a novel kind of non-
linear integral equation (NLIE). The latter can be derived under typical situations
of the SYM sectors, i.e. when the scattering need not depend on the difference
of the rapidities and these, in their turn, may also lie on a bounded range. Here
the non-linear (finite range) integral terms, appearing in the NLIE and in the
dimension formula, go to zero as s — oo. Therefore they can be neglected at
least up to the O(s%) order, thus implying a linear integral equation (LIE) and a
linear dimension/charge formula respectively, likewise the ’thermodynamic’ (i.e.
infinite spin) case. Importantly, these non-linear terms go faster than any inverse
logarithm power (Ins)~", n > 0, thus extending the linearity validity.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT duality [1] conjectures the equivalence between a string theory on the
curved space-time AdS; xS® in the strong coupling and a conformal quantum field theory
on the boundary of AdSs in the weak coupling. In particular, type IIB superstring
theory should be dual to N' = 4 Super Yang-Mills theory (SYM) in four dimensions.
In particular, it would relate energies of string states to anomalous dimensions of local
gauge invariant operators of the quantum field theory. In this context, the discovery of
integrability in both free string theory and planar field theory was a great achievement,
both from the conceptual and the practical (i.e. calculative) point of view, being the 't
Hooft coupling, A = 872¢?, the only non-running constant on stage (the string tension
is proportional to g). Actually, integrable models appear as spin chain like Bethe
equations, satisfied by ‘rapidities’ which parametrise on the one side the quantum string
states (and their energies) and on the other side the corresponding composite operators
(and their anomalous dimensions) in SYM, respectively. Actually, the initial result,
which re-launched attention on integrability in maximally SYM, identified the one-
loop dilatation operator of scalar gauge-invariant fields (of bare dimension L) with a
genuine so(6) integrable hamiltonian of a spin chain (with L sites) [2]. In the next
turmoil, integrable structures were hinted and found in all the sectors of N' = 4 SYM
and at all loops (cf. for instance [3]), bearing in mind the convergence of the anomalous
dimension (weak coupling) expansion. Yet, all these integrable (Bethe, asymptotic)
scattering equations have the form of a deformation of the one-loop spin chain case,
plus an additional universal (string) scattering factor; the deformation is such that the
interaction range increases with the number of loops. Therefore, starting from a certain
loop order (generically L or higher), they are plagued by the 'wrapping’ problem (cf. for
instance the third of [3]), which was solved only in the SU(2) sector, where a mapping
to the Hubbard model [4] was possible, however without incorporating the dressing
factor. In a parallel way, integrability in superstring theory was discovered at classical
level [5] and then extended to semiclassical and quantum level.

In this paper, we want contain ourselves within the (non-compact) si(2) sector, viz.
to the local composite operators

Te(DZ5) + ..., (1.1)

where D is the (symmetrised, traceless) covariant derivative acting in all possible ways
on the L bosonic fields Z. The spin of these operators is s and L is the so-called
"twist’. Proper superpositions of operators ((LT]) have definite anomalous dimension A
depending on L, s and the ‘t Hooft coupling A\ = 872¢*:

A=L+s+7(gs,1), (1.2)

where the anomalous part 7 is easily related to the integrable chain energy, FE (not to



be confused with the string energy) via the well-known proportionality

v(g,s,L) = g°E(g, s, L). (1.3)

Actually, at one loop the integrable problem is equivalent to the analogue in planar one-
loop QCD for various types of quasi-partonic operators under specific circumstances
61, 23] L.

In the context of Bethe Ansatz like equations, a useful tool to perform calculations
is indeed the so-called non-linear integral equation (NLIE) in its 'excited state’ version
[8]. The NLIE allows to write exact expressions for the eigenvalues of the observables
for arbitrary values of the system length and of the Bethe root number. Actually,
this equation turns out to be more efficient for numerical computations as well as for
analytic evaluations in some particular conditions, e.g. large number of Bethe roots.
Implementing this idea we previously found and discussed finite size effects to the
anomalous dimensions in the su(2) sector of N' = 4 SYM [9, [10, 1I]. In this case,
the NLIE and the exact expressions for the eigenvalues of the charges have the same
structure as in models studied in the past. This is a consequence of two simple facts
concerning this specific case. First one, the scattering matrix between two magnons,
which appears in the r.h.s. of the Bethe equations, depends only on the difference
of their rapidities (Bethe roots), provided the so-called dressing factor (cf. below) is
neglected. Secondly, the Bethe roots completely fill the real axis and only permit the
presence of a finite number of holes (or complex roots). However, at least one of these
properties fails when considering other sectors of N'= 4 SYM, or when the S-matrix is
suitably equipped by a string theory CDD factor E, the dressing term [12]: this is indeed
the situation in the sl(2) sector. In general, for dealing with this intricated structure of
the Bethe equations appearing in the whole N’ = 4 SYM, we proposed in [13] a path to
a NLIE substantially different from the original idea of [§]. The different strategy is to
perform the integrations just on the region (generally intervals of the real axis) in which
Bethe roots concentrate and, consequently, to avoid the use of the Fourier transform
in order to write the equation. It follows that this new procedure is effective when the
magnon scattering matrix has a general dependence on the rapidities and the Bethe
roots are concentrated on intervals of the real axis or even complex lines, i.e. in all the
relevant cases of N = 4 SYM. As a consequence, we obtain a simplification that we will
explain here in the sl(2) case: since nonlinear integral terms enjoy an integration just
on the region where the s Bethe roots actually lie, they become depressed more than
any inverse power (Ins)™™ n =1,2,..., for any fixed value of the twist L. Therefore,

L Albeit QCD is in the whole not a conformal quantum field theory, it still behaves like one at
one loop and as far as the anomalous dimensions are concerned. Even under these circumstances,
integrability is not complete since it requires additional constraints as, for instance, aligned helicities
of the partonic degrees of freedom.

2 Although originally thought of as a correction to the scattering coming from string effects, in the
end it revealed its effects already at four loops.



stated in advance the logarithmic scaling

(9,5, L) = f(g)Ins+ O(s") (1.4)

after the very important BES’ paper [12] on f(g) (cf. also e.g. [I4] for preceding
literature), we are left with a Linear Integral Equation (LIE) which allows us to compute
the sub-leading corrections, O(s), of the conformal dimensions H and, of the other
charges, both the leading and the subleading terms. In this respect, our approach is
clearly different from that of [16], which uses the full real axis NLIE presentation by
[8], because this needs to take into account and to evaluate the non-linear integrals (on
the whole real axis) as well.

Very interestingly, our LIE does not differ from the BES one [12], but for the inho-
mogeneous part, which consists in an integral on the one loop root density and a hole
depending term (apart from a known function) [f. As the equation is non-perturbative
(i.e. for any ¢) and linear and it drives the cross-over between weak (small g) to strong
(large g) coupling in a rather intelligible way. Nevertheless, for evaluating and check-
ing dominant string effects (like for instance the dressing phase) the aforementioned
wrapping effects ought to be negligible or known.

Eventually, these facts have furnished us the stimulus to investigate the next-to-
leading-order (nlo) term — although coming from an asymptotic Bethe Ansatz — in that
the leading order f(g) has been conjectured to be independent of L or wuniversal [12],
after the one loop proof by [15].

In this paper we will give an explicit application of this new type of (N)LIE to the
(L, s)-vacua of the sl(2) sector with the following plan. In Section 2, we will outline
the formalism suitable for writing the NLIE on an interval in the most general case. In
Section 3 we will apply this technique to the case of the spin —1/2 XXX chain, which
describes the one loop sl(2) sector of N'= 4 SYM and in Section 4 we will discuss
the many loop case and end up with our main object, the linear integral equation. By
means of the latter, we will compute up to three loops in the 't Hooft coupling the
leading and sub-leading corrections of the eigenvalues of the conserved charges in the
large s limit, and check our results vs. the anomalous dimensions in [16] (for what
concerns the other charges, our findings are new at the best of our knowledge).

3Then, we could also consider the limit L = jlns — oo for fixed j, which is indeed the rele-
vant scaling of this theory [I5] and entails an improvement of the previous formula into (g, s, L) =
f(g,7)Ins+ O((In s)~°°) [16]; but this would be the subject of some future publications.

4This structure encourages us to proceed further in the direction of the fixed j expansion and
suggests the preservation of itself: but this way may only be the topic of future publications.



2 A new approach: the NLIE on the interval(s)

In almost all the cases considered up to now, the NLIE was written for counting func-
tions defined as

Z(u) =®(u) = Y lu—uy), (2.1)
k=1

and when the Bethe roots distribute on the real axis, allowing the presence of only a
finite number of holes and possibly complex roots. Even if this case is relevant for the
study of the fundamental state and the first excitations of many models, it does not
cover many of the Bethe Ansatz systems proposed in the context of N =4 SYM.

For this reason we want to write the NLIE (and the expression for the eigenvalues of
the observables in terms of its solution) for the more general case in which the counting
function is defined as

Z(u) = ®(u) = > d(u,up), (2.2)

(i.e. the function ¢(x,y) does not depend only on the difference x — y: this happens,
for instance, when the dressing factor is present). We suppose also that the s Bethe
roots {uy}k=1,. s are concentrated in an interval [A, B] of the real axisﬁ and that a
finite number of holes is present. We call uﬁf) the holes (in number H;) lying inside the
interval and uﬁf’ the holes (in number H,) lying outside the interval. This particular
distribution of roots is peculiar, for instance, of states in the si(2) sector of N' = 4
SYM.

On this state we consider a sum over the Bethe roots {uy}r=1, . s of a function
(observable) O(u) analytic in a strip around the real axis. Without loss of generality,
we can put ourselves in the case in which on both roots and holes the condition e*4(+) =
¢/Z() = _1 holds. In this case, this sum can be written [§] as

am T4 o7 (2:3)

s B iZ(u—i€); 7 (0
2mi Z O(ug) = lim l/ duO(u — ie)e i2 (u —ie)
k=1

A iZ(utie) ; 7' ; Hi )
+ / duO(u—i—ie)e ' (u+ze)} —QWiZO(US))-
h=1

B 1+ eiZ (utie)

Supposing Z (1) < 0 and supposing that the values Z(A) and Z(B) are known, we can

5The case in which the Bethe roots are concentrated on a finite number of intervals on the real axis
follows straightforwardly from the results of this Section. Moreover, even the case when the roots lie
on complex lines can be treated as follows.



rearrange this expression as follows,

;O(Uk) = _/A Z_:;O(U)Z/(U)_'_/A %O(U)%Imln |:1+€iZ(U—iO)} B
- io(uﬁ’) Z—%[O(B)Z(B)—O(A)Z(A)]jt (2.4)

+ % {O(B)ImIn [1 + 7] — O(A)ImIn [1 4 e#W]} +

. /B @0,( 12 )_2/3 @0,( )Im In [1+ iZ(v—iO)} _iO( (z‘))
AQWUU A27rv e 2 u,’) .

In brief, what we are doing is to evaluate a sum on the Bethe roots by integrating just on
the interval containing them. Therefore, this method is alternative and complementary
to the idea proposed in the first of [§] which consists in first integrating on all the real
axis and then subtracting the contributions coming from the real holes. The convenience
of this new method is that the non-linear terms present in (2.4)) are strongly suppressed
in the limit of large number of Bethe roots. We will come back on this point in the
next sections, when we shall apply this technique to the sl(2) sector of N'=4 SYM.

We now use (2.4) in the sum over the Bethe roots appearing in the definition (2.2])
and obtain the following equation

Zt) = b+ [ 586w 3200+ Y ouf)) -

B dv d . .
_ 9 Imln [1 iZ(v—i0)] _
/A . o(u,v) 7 m n[ +e }

= flu) - / B A 0) Z(0) +

A 2m dv

Bdv d o
2 — Imln [1 + 40 2.
+ /A o dvgb(u,v) m n[ +e } , (2.5)

where
H;

f() = ®(w)+ — [6(u, B)Z(B) — ¢, AZ(A)] + > dlu,uy)) -

2w
h=1
— % {¢(u, B)ImIn [1 + eiZ(B)] — ¢(u, A)lm1In [1+ eiZ(A)] b (2.6)

We can now write a NLIE for the counting function by inserting in an iterative way
(2.3) for Z in the right hand side of the same equation. Using the notation

B

(o % f)(u) = / do p(u, 0) f(v), (2.7)

A
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eventually we gain the NLIE in the final form

Z(u) = F(u) + 2(G * L)(u), (2.8)
where
F(u) = f(u) + > (=D((@™") * u), Glu,v) =p(u,v)+ Y (=1)F" (¢*)(u,v).
k=1 k=2 29)
We used the simplified notations
L(u) = ImIn [1 + eiz(“_io)] . plu,v) = %%(ﬁ(u, v) . (2.10)
More explicitly,
= u OO— k B’U1 u, U1 BUQ V1,V2) ...
P = s+ 3 D* [ vt [ duapton, )
/A dve e(ve—1,vk) f (k) , (2.11)
G(u,v) = op(u,v)+ Z(—l)k/A dvg p(u,vg) /A dvy p(vg,v1) . ..
/A dve—1 9(Vk—2, Vg—1) ©(Vk_1,V) . (2.12)

These expressions are quite formal and very difficult to handle. More easily, both the
forcing term F'(u) and the kernel G(u,v) may be found by solving respectively the linear
integral equation, which easily follow from (2.11], 2.12)),

Fu) = f(u)— /A dvp(u,v)F(v), (2.13)
G(u,v) = ¢(u,v) —/A dwep(u, w)G(w,v) , (2.14)
(2.15)

and are linked the one to the other via

Fu) = f(u) - / oG, v) (). (2.16)

A

Eventually, inserting (2.8)) in (2.4]) we obtain an expression for the eigenvalues of an



observable as

S O(w) = —% 0(B)Z(B) — O(A)Z(A)] +
+ % {O(B)Imn [1 + eiZ(B)] — O(A)ImIn [1 + eiZ(A)}} +

+ /A ;l:i Z O(u (2.17)

+ Q/A Z:;O( )/A dw[G(v,w) — d(v — w)]ImIn [1 + 40

We remark that all the already known NLIEs can be reproduced in this way, without
Fourier transforming. In this sense the method sketched in this section is more general.
It seems natural to use formulae (2.8 2.9) and ([2I7) in order to write, respectively, the
NLIE and the eigenvalues of the observables on states appearing in models relevant for
N = 4 SYM. In the next two sections we will apply this new method to the widely
studied [3, [17, 12] si(2) sector of the theory.

3 An example: the XXX ; spin chain

1
2
We want to apply the techniques developed in the previous Section to the XX X_%
spin chain, as the latter clearly gives a representation of the sl(2) sector at one loop,

as stated in the "Introduction’.
The spectrum of this non-compact spin chain may be described by the Bethe equa-

i\ L s .
(“k—g) ) ey (3.1)
uk—i-— jzluk—Uj—Z

2

tions,

i#k

where we have indicated with L the length of the chain and s the number of Bethe roots.
In this case the s Bethe roots concentrate in an the interval of the real axis symmetric
with respect to zero. L holes are present: two holes uglo), h = 1,2, lie outside, H; = L—2
holes ug), h=1,...,L — 2, lie inside this interval. Let us define the counting function
(for reasons that will be clear in the following, we will put an index 0 to all the functions,
e.g. Z, F, G, related to the XX X 1 spin chain) as

)—zZm(iferuj). (3.2)

From the Bethe equations (B.II), we have the conditions

len( 2.)—@
5

)

Zo(u) = iLn (

( UJ+Z) =2mny, n,E€ZL. (3.3)

In
Up — Uj — 1
J#k



Using the property

zln(ili)—zln(ili)zﬂ £>0, (3.4)

we have that, on both Bethe roots u; and holes uy,
Zo(ug) =7m(2ng — L—s+1), Zo(up) =7m(2np—L—s+1). (3.5)

We choose L + s even, in such a way that e??(%) = 2 = iZw) = —1, as
in the previous Sectiorﬁ. If we now go from the smallest to the biggest root of the
interval (passing also L — 2 internal holes) the (decreasing) counting function Z; varies

of —2m(s + L — 3). Since Zj is an odd function, this means that
Zolus) = —7(s+L—3), Zow'\”)=—m(s+L—1), (3.6)

where ug is the biggest (most positive) root of the interval and ugo) is the positive hole
outside the interval. We can choose the separator by, which defines the interval of

integration in our formulee, i.e. A = —by, B = by, such that
Z()(—bo) = —Zo(b()) = 7T(S + L— 2) . (37)
With this position, the relevant functions defined in the previous section take the form
1 1
®g(u) = —2Larctan2u, ¢o(u,v) = 2arctan(u — v), @o(u,v) = AT R oo
fo(u) = —2Larctan2u — (s + L — 2)[arctan(u — by) + arctan(u + by)] + (3.8)
L—2
+ 2 Z arctan(u — ugf)) :
h=1

Since s+ L is even, we have that ImIn [1 + eiZO(ibO)] = 0. In addition, one easily shows
that in this case the functions Fy and G enjoy the parity properties

Fo(u) = —Fo(—u), Go(u,v) = —Go(—u,v) = Go(—u, —v). (3.9)

They may be determined by solving the linear equations

Fo(u) = —2Larctan2u — (s + L — 2)[arctan(u — by) + arctan(u + by)] +
3 (%) %o dv 1
+ 2 arctan(u — u,’ +/ — =y (v), 3.10
hz:; ( h) _bO7T1+(U—'l})2 0() ( )

1 1 " dw 1
Go(u,’U) = —;m + /;bo 7mGo(w,U) . (311)

At the leading s — oo order these equations become simpler and therefore we will start
with this case.

6The number of derivatives s has to be even and in any case, there is no loss of generality, in that,
if L4 s is odd, the only modification in all the formule is the replacement of the logarithmic indicator
Lo(u) by ImIn [1 — eiZ“(“’iO)].



3.1 Determination of fy when s — 4+00

Let us consider equation (B.I0) for the function Fy(u). It is convenient to rescale the
variable u = @s and the extreme of the interval by = bys, in view of the limit s — +o0:

Fy(us) = —2Larctan2us — (s + L — 2)[arctan(as — bos) + arctan(is + bos)] +
L-2 5o
s — uld s 1 )
+ 2 hXZ; arctan(us — Uy, ) + /_50 dU;mF@(US) . (312)

Using the asymptotic expansions (O(s~") means “terms of order s="”)

arctanus = gsgmi — % +0(s7%) (3.13)
§1+s2(1ﬂ—17)2 N 5(u_v)_$d%ai@+o(s_3)’ (3.14)

inside the mtegmﬂ and the fact that
lim ul”) =0, (3.15)

s—+00

we obtain in this approrimation

4—-L s+L—-2 2u
— +

Fo(us) = —2msgn(a) + = . PR + Fo(us) +
o1 (d 1
dv— | —P Fy(vs) . 3.16
- /_;,O Vsm (dv u—v) 0(5) (316)
Integrating by part gives
o 4—-L s+L-2 2u Fo(—bos) 1 1
- _9 __ _ B
0 msgn(a) + o + S e o 10 + P
L 1\ d
— dvo— | P — Fy(vs) . 1
/_bo Usw( 12—17) a5 Fo(®s) (3.17)

Now, condition ([B.71) at large s imposes on the function Fy the constraint
F(](i)(yS’) = —Fo(—l;os) = —7T(S + L — 2) + 0(80) y (318)

where o(s°) means “terms of order smaller than s°”. Therefore, equation (3.I7) simpli-
fies into

_ bo
0= —2msgn(u) + % — / d@i (P 1 ) iFO(@S). (3.19)
u

5 ST\ u—v)dv

"This is indeed a subtle exchange of two limits.
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This equation can be solved by finite Hilbert transform techniques. Its solution reads

_ — 2
1 1 2 _ 52 2_£
1 g (b°+‘vih ! ) ¥ 17N (3.20)

———F = —1
2mws du o(is) T . s

_ _ 2
. L bo + /b — 12 L
Fo(us) = —4bys arcsin% — 2usIn < 0 ﬂo 4 ) +7 (2 — 5) sgn .

0

Remember, however, that also by depends on s through (3.7)), which at large s implies
(B18) - a normalization condition for (3.20) in this approximation

- _ — 2
bo 2 _ 2 9_ L _
/)mzlm(%+V% “) 235y =14 222 3
u

by s 5 s

From this equation we deduce, after integration,

~ o 2-4L L—2 -1 L
2by — 2 =1 =>b==(1+—). 3.22
0 s T 072 ( * 23) (822)
Inserting this expansion in (3.20), we obtain the following behaviour of Fj and its
derivative when s — oo:

1 1 —9
1 d 1 2 ty\1—u 1 1 2L
- " F(u = 1 R il — 2 5(u
55 di o(us) n + é(a),

=)
)
o

Fy(us) = —2s |arcsin2u+uln | ——— — 2arcsin 2u +

L
+ (2 - 5) sgnu . (3.23)

3.2 The leading order density equation from the NLIE

Once we have determined the functions Fy(u) and Go(u,v), as well as the value of the
extreme by, one can write, according to the general formula (2.8)) the nonlinear integral
equation on a finite interval satisfied by the counting function of the XX X_; /5 spin
chain. It is not difficult to relate such NLIE with the linear equation [I7] satisfied by
the density of roots in the limit s — 4o00. In this respect, it is convenient to use the
first equation in the chain (2.5])

b d d
Zo(u) = —2Larctan2u + /b —;2 arctan(u — v)%[Zo(v) —2Lg(v)] +
—00
L2 ‘
+ ) 2arctan(u —up)), (3.24)
h=1

11



where Lo(v) = ImlIn[l + €%0(*=©)] Ag before, we rescale the variable u = s and
the extreme of the interval by = bys and then we let s — +o00. Using the asymptotic
expansion

1
arctan s = gsgnﬂ -t O(s™?) (3.25)

inside the integral and the expansion ([3.22) for by, we obtain, in this approzimation,
the equation

1
2 dv 2 d
Zo(us) = —mLsgnu+ s msgn(i — 0) — ———— | —[Zo(vs) — 2Ly (vs)] +
i 2m s(u—0) | dv
L-2 '
+ > wsgn(i — ) . (3.26)
h=1

Performing the integral involving the sgn function and using the fact that, when s —

+00, a§f) — 0, we are left with

2Lo(1is) = —2msgnil + Pl 2 4 Zo(vs) — 2Lo(05)] (3.27)
ol\us) = TSgNnu _% o 3(ﬂ — 1_)) do o\US ol\US)| . .
As the term involving Lo(vs) approaches zero (cf also the Appendix), we can neglect it
and obtain )
2 dv 2 d
= -2 U — ————7(vs) . 2
0 TSgNU /_% 2m 5@ —0) &0 o(vs) (3.28)
Defining the density
1 d
50(10) = ——— = Zo(a 2

1

/_E diipo(u) = 1+ o(s%) (3.30)

1
2
our equation is written as,

1
2 1
0 = —2msgni + 2 /2 dv po(0) (3.31)

uU—v

[NIES

which coincides with (52) of [I7]. Therefore, the NLIE on a finite interval for the
XXX_y/, spin chain links itself in a simple way to the linear equation for the density
of roots in the limit s — 4-o00.

12



3.3 Determination of GGy when s — oo

On the other hand, Gy (u, v) satisfies the integral equation

1 1 b dw 1
Gt =~y W 7 TH (@), (332)

which, in terms of rescaled variables reads as

bo .-
Goliis, ) = —2— - / do__ 5 Goswst),  (333)

T1+s2(i— )2 5, ™ 14 s2(0—w)?

Using the expansions (3.13)), we obtain the equation

0= —Lo )+1/b0d 4 p_ 1 G, s7) + o(s) (3.34)
= 0@ -0+ — _Eow =) Golsw,50) +o(s™"). :
We now define the order s antisymmetric combination

Xo(u,0) = Go(st, s0) — Go(st, —sv) + o(s"), (3.35)

which satisfies the equation

_ o 1 1 1 1 1 1
6(U+'U) —5('&—7)) + —_—1X0 (5, ) — % XQ (-5,'[1) —

TU— % u+ 3
1 [z 1 d
- — do | P —Xy(w,v) =0. .
77/—% w( a—w) o o(w,v) =0 (3.36)

We have set by = 1/2, since X, takes into account only the leading O(s) contribution.
The solution to this equation is given by

d 1 1 1
—Xo(u,v) = (—— i

1
du +
1 1 1
+ 2 [6 <a — 5) +4 <a 5)] Xo (5,@> : (3.37)
Integrating this function we may write down
Siomfimr o

1 _ 72 /1 52 4 50 1 1_ 52
\/4 U\/4 u® +vu+ 4 T\ 71—V

+ ’}gl(ﬂ——%)-+Sg1(ﬂ%—%)])Q)<%,@), (3.38)

where we took into account the fact that Xo(u,v) = —Xo(—u,v) in order to fix the

vt u
U

1
Xo(u,7) = ——1In arcsin 2u +
m

v
v

undetermined function of v.
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We also define the order s° symmetric combination
Yo(@, ) = Go(st, sv) + Go(sii, —sv) + o(s") (3.39)
which satisfies the equation

—if(u —v) +ib(—u —v) = i /_ dw (P;a) Yo(w, ). (3.40)

This equation can be solved as

- 1 (7
Yo@o) = — [ do (Pw—

1 [3 1 L_g2 1 [0 1 1_ g2
:——/ dw(P ) : _2+—/ dw(P ) ol
T J5 W—1U 71— W T J_ W—U 71— W

We remark that this solution satisfies the parity properties Yy(u,v) = Yo(u,—v) =
Y (—u,v), as it follows also from properties (89). As boundary condition, we find

1 1
Yo (ii,v) =Y, <u,i§) =0. (3.42)

3.4 Evaluation of the charges when s — oo

Using (2.17) we want to compute the eigenvalues of the energy and of all the charges
when s — oo. We are interested in the leading terms in the large s expansion, i.e. in
the terms proportional to Ins and to s°. We have to specialise formula (2I7) to the
case in which

A= —bo s B = bo s Z()(—bo) = —Z()(bo) = 7T($ + L — 2) s (343)
Ov) = g:(v) = — i | +1U)T_1 - = Jrlv)f_l : (3.44)

For parity reasons, the eigenvalues of the charges @), with r odd, are zero. Therefore, we
restrict to even r. One easily sees also that the first two lines of (2.17) give contributions

at most O(s™!). More importantly, we have strong evidence from numerical simulations
that the nonlinear terms in the fourth line of (2I7)) go to zero as s — oo. This peculiar
behaviour of the nonlinear terms is due to the fact (see for example the discussion in
Appendix A of [16]) that in our approach we are integrating only on the interval in
which the Bethe roots and the internal holes are present and not - as in the approach
of [§] used by [16] - on the whole real line. It follows that, differently from [16], at
least up to the order o(s°) at which non-linear terms in the fourth line of (ZIT) start
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contributing, the eigenvalues of the charges are given by only the linear term in the
third line (cf also Appendix)

b0 dv d H;
@ = / 27rd Zlq’“ ):
B _/_: ;l_;qf(”)%ﬂ)(“) <T1_)1 (L —2)2" +o(s"), (3.45)

which involves Fp, i.e. the solution of the linear integral equation (3.12)).

One could now insert for Fy the solution at large s given by formula (3.20). However,
we will now show that this procedure is accurate only for the energy (r = 2) and
only for the (coefficient of the) leading Ins term. Indeed, let us use (320). In
fact, we obtain in this approrimation

2
P dv 2 1 1 bo + /0§ — v?
o = 2rr—1 [m -
—py 2T T (%

~ (2 - £> 5(v)] eyt (L —2)2"

(5+0)7 (=5+0)"
2

= [la 2L
- /—§d (r=1) (2602 + )"~ () = (r—1) 2’ (3.46)

[N

o

identifying the Korchemsky density of Bethe roots (s — oo) [18] as

2

1 1 2
1 5t/ T
polx)=—In|2—Y1 | | (3.47)

™ T

T 5 L VI da? 41
Glz) = / ay2W s (3.48)
1Ty —x \/1—4x2—1
we see that
2 (20)%" dr2 2" (—1)'"z L 0
r = = xr=1 - T N A . 4
@ i (r—1)! al:)s’“—zG@>| /4bo (r—1) 2 o) (3:49)
Explicit computation would give, for r = 2,
Qy=F=4Ins+4mn2— 2L+ o(s%), (3.50)
and, for r > 4,
2r(—1)'"% 2" (—1)'"5 L 0 2 (—1)'"3 L 0
.= - = =~ 7 1-Z(r=2 .
Al ¥ e Ry e | RGN Rl R G
(3.51)
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One can check for L = 2,3 that the order s terms in the energy and in the higher
charges are not the correct ones (cf. for instance [I8, (17, 19, 20]). Therefore, the
large spin solution for Fy, (3.20), is a good approximation only if we are interested in the
leading O(In s) term of the energy, although Fy would be ezact up to the O(s°) order,
i.e. neglecting (the going to zero) o(s®) terms. Yet, this failure reflects the subtlety of
considering the s — 400 limit of the integral equation (B.10]).

Nevertheless, a sufficiently accurate approximation for Fy, efficient when neglecting
in the charges the o(s%) terms i, comes out by solving the one loop density equation,
i.e. the derivative of (both members of) equation (B3.I0)), upon approximating ug) =0,
by means of Fourier transform technique

L _ 1kl _

R L_ k 2

ikEy(k) = —4n2— 2 " Cos(k S/\/_)—I—QW(L—Q) ¢
2sinh% 2sinh%

L]

—(4rIn2)8(k)+o(s") . (3.52)

Using (3.52) and the Fourier transform of the charges functions ¢.(k), the eigenvalues
of @, at order Ins and s° are given by

r—1

Q= - /foo Wi - ooy o). @5

From (B.53) we obtain the correct results for the eigenvalues of the charges

Qy = E=4lns+4yg —4(L—2)In2+o(s?),

Qr = 2(_1):?1(7“ —1 [(2—2"L—2(1 =27 Y] +0(s”), r=>4, (3.54)

where g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and ((x) is the Riemann zeta function.

4 All loops
Let us now consider the Bethe ansatz like equations
2 L 2 2
iNL 14 == s 11—
<Uk + 5) 2xk 2 _ H Uk — Uj —1 2mzxj 62i9(uk7uj) (41)
u, — % 1+ -2, Mg —uy a1 L ’
2z, J= 2z, T
i#k

where we used the notations

of = o (w) = o(ue£i/2), 2(u) =3

22
1+ 1—%], A =822, (4.2)
u

A being the 't Hooft coupling. It is believed that configurations of Bethe roots, i.e. so-
lutions of (4.1]), and the corresponding eigenvalues of the energy are related respectively

8More precisely, the first order we are neglecting is O(1/1ns) and comes from the approximation
of all the internal hole positions uﬁf) = 0, which is strictly valid only if s = +oc0.
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to composite operators and their anomalous dimensions in the sl(2) sector of N = 4
SYM. This correspondence, however, breaks at the so-called wrapping order, i.e. at

2L=2 " and higher. Therefore, results in this section are relevant for N’ =4 SYM
24

order g
only until the order g
In a fashion similar to the one loop case, Bethe roots concentrate in an interval
[—b, 0] of the real axis. Inside this interval, L — 2 holes are present, while outside it two
external holes lie. We use for them the same notations as in the one loop case.
The counting function is

2

1+ —— ul
Z(u) = —2Larctan2u —iLIn 2729) -2 Z arctan(u — u;) +
1+ 20t (u)? j=1
. 1 - 5=
2zt (u)x
+ 23 I 7( —QZeuuj (4.3)
j=1 1= 22— (u) ol

where the so-called dressing factor is given by

0(ug, uj) Z Z Brr+1+20 (91 @r (W) @r 120 (15) — G (w5)@rs 1420 (ur)] (4.4)

r=2 v=0

the functions f,,+112,(g) being

o0 2r+2v+2u _
_ g _1\ratl (r—1)(r+2v) )
Brrt1+20 (9) = 2 — ortptv (=1) 2u+1

<M 21+ 1 )(2“+1)C(2u+1) (4.5)

—r—v+1 W—v

and ¢.(u) being the density of the r-th charge

q-(u) = . i1 [(ﬁl(u))r_l — (x_l(u))r_ll . (4.6)
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4.1 Equations for F, F, and F.

The counting function (4.3]) can be treated according to the general formalism given in
Section 2, provided we choose A = —b, B = b and

2

1+ 2ac£](u)2
®(u) = —2Larctan2u —iLln | ———— | ,
2zt (u)?
1-— +9727
o(u,v) = 2arctan(u —v) — 2i [ln (W) + iﬁ(u,v)] :
1 - 2z~ (u)zT (v)
1+ 2x*?u)2
f(u) = —2Larctan2u —i¢LIn — | T
22+ (u)?
L-2 . - 2+g,—2<i> .
+ 2 arctan(u — uﬁf) (9)) —iln & (u)mg2(uh 20 0(u, uﬁf) 9|
1 1o 9
zt(u)z—
+ —Z(b){ arctan(u — b) — iln (M) +0(u,b)| +
s 1—--—9
2z~ (u)zt(b)

+

42
2z~ (u)zt(=b)

1 — s
arctan(u + b) — ¢ 1n ( 2ot (u)z (_b)> + 0(u, —b)] } : (4.7)

with the explicit g-dependence of the internal all loop holes uﬁf) (9). We have sup-
posed that ImIn[1 4+ 3] = 0, as in the one loop case. It follows that the function
F(u) entering the NLIE satisfies the linear equation (2I3]) with the function f(u) and
o(u,v) = =L ¢(u,v) obtained from (LT7). We can split F(u) into its one loop contri-

bution Fy and its higher loop contribution F*#(u):
F(u) = Fy(u) + F7(u) . (4.8)

Of course, the one loop contribution satisfies the LIE (B.10)

Fy(u) = —2Larctan2u — (s + L — 2)[arctan(u — by) + arctan(u + bo)] +
S (i o1 1
+ 2 ; arctan(u — uh (O)) + /;bo dU;mFg(’l}) , (49)

where ug) (0) are indeed the internal one loop holes (as g = 0 value of the (internal)

all loop holes). On the contrary, the LIE obeyed by the higher loop F(u) contains
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additionally the g-depending holes in the form

2 92

P . L+ 550 S~ L e P . (i)
F"(u) = —iL1In — Q| ~ QZZ [ln . . ) +i6(u, u,’(g)) +
20t (u)? h=1 2 (wat @l ()

+ darctan(u — uﬁf) (9)) — iarctan(u — uﬁf)(()))} -

L - 2x+(3)2m*(b) L- 2x+(u§x*(—b)
Y g R +i0(u, b) + i0(u, —b)
U b B

9 _9°
2z~ (u)zt(b) 2z~ (u)zt (—b)

_ iZ(b)

™

_l_

+ %Z(b) [arctan(u — b) + arctan(u + b)] — —Z(bo)[arctan(u — by) + arctan(u + by)] +

b —b b
dv 1 ° dv 1 dv 1
e — e - -  F - -  F
* /bw1+(u—v)2 (U)+/_b T 14 (u—w)? b(v) + b T 14 (u—v)? o(v) +

d 1 - W;ﬁ(v) d
%ll’l (1—92 +Z%9(U,'U)

T 2 (w)z T (v)

. b
+ 1/ dv
™ J b

Now, we proceed to the limit s — +o00 keeping, of course, only the non-vanishing

[Fy(v) + FH(v)]. (4.10)

terms. Upon treating by parts the last integral, the term in the square brackets in the
third line of (4.I0]) gets multiplied by the factor Z(b) — F/(b) = O(SO)H. Therefore it can
be neglected. Furthermore, since ug) (g9) = o(s"), we can set everywhere uﬁf) (9) = 0.
Moreover, as s — 400, one has that Z(b) = O(s), Zy(by) = O(s), but also that
arctan(u — b) + arctan(u + b) = O(s™?2), arctan(u — by) + arctan(u + by) = O(s72). So,
the terms in the fourth line can be neglected as well. Since b — by is O(s") and Fy(b) is
O(s), the second and the third integral in the fifth line can also be removed. For the
same reason, in the integrals in the sixth line involving F{, we can set the extremes to
their one loop value Fby. Finally, in the integrals involving F'¥(v) we may replace the
extreme, b, — which in principle ia an unknown of the integral equation ([A.I0) as well
— with +o0, since as v — oo F¥(v) becomes constant, while the rest of the integrands
vanishes as 1/v? or faster. Rearranging the terms in the right hand side, we have

L+ 2o |- 5
FAw) = —iLln | —=3" | —2(L—2) |In | ——222 | +40(u,0)| —
1+ 2L 1—-—39
2zt (u)? 2z~ (u)z T (0)

+ /m C—— (4.11)

11— H;,
In <12x#> +i6(u, v)

9This is certainly true at one loop, as follows by comparing [3.7) and ([B.I8)). We suppose that it
stays true also when considering all the loop corrections.

d 0
%F (v) 4+ o(s").
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With such rearrangement, we have collected in the first two lines of the right hand side
the forcing terms of our equation. In the last two lines, we have the integral terms, i.e.
terms involving integral of a kernel function with the unknown F'7.

Several comments are now in order. The LIE (4.I1]) constraining the density of roots
—%%F H(4) may be thought of as an improvement of the BES equation [12], which
in fact takes into account not only the leading O(Ins) term, but also the subleading
O(s%) (constant) corrections. This equation is exact and linear and therefore drives the
interpolation between weak (small g) to strong (large g) coupling in a non-perturbative
way. In particular, it may be useful for studying the strong coupling regime where
the string effects, and in particular the dressing phase, dominate. However, in view of
possible comparisons and checks vs. string results, one should fucus the attention in
cases where the aforementioned wrapping effects are negligible or known.

As in the one loop case, in order to compute the energy and the eigenvalues of
the charges in the limit s — oo and including constant terms, in our framework it is
sufficient to consider the third line of the general formula (2.17). Explicitly,

o - [ [t mo-o-a i)

/_:o ;Z_;% {xj(v) - x—i(v)] FH(v) +o(s%). (4.12)

This means that, in contrast to the approach of [16], where the [§] method is used, we

have to cope only with linear equations. In respect to ({I2]) and for future convenience,
we introduce the function

e = - [ 5 [me - ) - -2 [Fg - ] -

b dy )
_ /_bo %I_L@)%FO(U) +2@'(L—z)x_1(0), (4.13)

in such a way that the energy reads

+°°dv[z’ i}d

Blg.s) = h(g, s) — / FH(0) 4 o(s°) (4.14)

o 2m ot (v) oz (v)] dv

Direct calculations show that

h(g,s) = 4lns+4yg —4(L —2)In2+ h(g), (4.15)
h(g) = 2¢°[BL((3) — TC(3)] + ¢"(62 — 30L)C(5) + O(g°) + o(s”) .

In addition, we remark that equation ({IT]) has the same kernel as the BES equation.
They differ only in their forcing terms, since in the BES case, in contrast to (411), the
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forcing terms are simply

ig2 1 1 27— bo 1 d -
{% LJF(U) + x_(u)] + ? ;52734‘21/(9)(13-1-21/(”)} /_bo dv — d_F (v) —

i
2

2 ns 1 L ns S 2.342 3420 (U 80
= 20tns | | Y s @@ O, (419

where we used the one loop results at order In s:

/b°@ L ,ipo(v):_/bod_” L 4 o) =2ims+0(s").  (417)

b 2TV 4 5 dv by 2TV — 5 dv

Our forcing terms differ from the ones in the BES equation for two reasons. Firstly, in
addition to the BES terms, we have genuine new terms coming from the first line of
the right hand side of (AII). If we expand them in powers of g%, we see that they are
structurally different from the BES forcing terms, with the exception of the term

_— ¢ g RS y _
2i(L —2) {2$+(u>x_(0) 2x—(u)x+(0):| 2(L 2);52,3+2u(9)%+2u( )a2(0)

ig® [ 1 1 2i o y 2m(L — 2)
{27r [IJr(u) + x—(u)} + - szoﬁz,?,mu(g)%wu( )} o 0) (4.18)

which is proportional to the BES forcing terms. Secondly, for what concerns the terms
in the second line of the right hand side of (E1T), in their expansions in powers of g2 all

the terms have to be kept, since we want to be precise in s up to the order s°. However,
some of these terms, namely

ig? [ 1 1 2 bo 1 d
{% EOREETIRESS 6273“”(9)%”“(“)} e=ortl

v=0

as functions of wu, are also proportional to the BES ones. We conclude that in our
equation (4.I1)) a part of the forcing terms,

ig® [ 1 1 2 Ny
{27? {ﬁ(u) * x—(u)} + P ;B273+2V(g)q3+21/( )}

U Wy + %@)2)} -

] L Y ) o\ Thigs
— {27T LJF(“) + x—(u)] + - ;B2,3+2u(g)q3+21/( )} Z,h(g, ), (4.19)

is proportional to the forcing terms in the BES equation (the forcing term in the BES
equation is given by (4I9) in which h(g,s) is replaced by 4Ins). Therefore we are
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allowed to say that the solution of our equation is the sum of a function proportional
to the solution of the BES equation and an unknown function,
h(g,s
s — +oo, FH(u)= %FBES (u) + F(u) 4 o(s°) . (4.20)
ns
This means that in the expression for the energy E(g,s) we expect that

1
E(g,s) = h(g,s)+ 7hlg,)[f(9) — 4]+ E“"(g,5) + o(s) =
1
= 719 9)f(9) + E“"(g,5) + os"), (4.21)
where f(g) is the universal scaling function of N' =4 SYM and E*'"%(g, s) indicates
contributions coming from F¢*%(y).

We can find the structure (£21]) for the energy F(g,s), by performing a brute force
perturbative expansion in order to solve equation (4.I1]) and to compute the energy.
Let us define

Ff(u) = g*Fl' (u) + g"Fy' (u) + O(¢°) . (4.22)
At the order ¢g? we have the equation
L 1 1 b dv 1
o = B[ T e
1() 27/ [(u 2 (u_'_%)Q _b7T1+(u_U>2 1()

~3)
1 1 1 1 b 1 d
-+ i)+—, Z./dv —— Fy(v) —
uts u—g Ziru—g5 ./ v+zdv
b 1 d

— 2(L-2) (
[ Fifw) + ofs") (4.2
- — . v -—[o(v) +o(s”) . :
Zimru+3 ./, v—35dv 0
We can now use the one loop results and then pass to the Fourier transform
A Lk .
FH(k) = TS5 4 e WRH () —
i
— Arilns+yg — (L —2)In 2]sgn(k)e_% (4.24)

Solving this equation and going back to the coordinate space we reach

Ff(u) =2r[Ins + g — (L—2)1n2]tanhu7r+% {@D' (% —iu) — (% —I—zu)] :

In a similar fashion, one computes Fi(u). We omit the details and give only the final

L & r I
Ffi(u) = 16 9 [w(§—zu>+¢(§+zu)]—

— ;T—;(L—?))% [w (%—w) —Hﬁ(%—i—iu)] +

2

T d
+ §[lns—|—7E —(L—2) IHQ]%tanhﬁu—

-7 {%2[1:05 +vg — (L —2)In2] +7¢(3) — 2LC(3)}tanh7ru. (4.25)

result:
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Therefore, we are allowed to write that

d2 3
Fo(u) = [Ins+vyg— (L —2)In2] (27r92 tanh mu + gg‘lﬁ tanh mu — %g4 tanhwu) —
u

— 7w(7¢(3) — 2L((3))g* tanh mu +
+ Ef - T—é(L - 3)94] % {w (% - Zu) + 1 (% +zu)] +
+ g41£6dd—; [w (% — w) + (% + Zu)} +0(g°%). (4.26)

After obtaining these results we can evaluate the energy E(g, s) up to the order g* and
at the orders Ins and s°. From the general formula (ZI7) we may write that

bdvd [ i 0 - 0 i 0

B0) = [ 5 |75y ~ | 1P P02 [ - g o)
(4.27)

Defining the coefficients of the expansion in powers of g* as
E(g,s) = Eo(s) + Ei(s)g” + Ea(s)g" + O(¢°) , (4.28)

we have that
bdvd [ i i .

= 4lns+4yp —4(L —2)In2 +o(s") . (4.29)

On the other hand the order g* of F(g, s) is given by

bdvd [ i i -
El(S) = _b%% |:U+% — o — §:| Fl (’U) + (430)

o d
_p 2mdv

i i

r3) -2

+ Fo(v) +8(L —2) + o(s?).

The first line of (L30) gives

bdvd [ i i bdv [ i i d
b
= —7r[ln8+7E—(L—2)ln2]/ dv ! !

b Z+vzcosh27w_
b dv 2 2i | L I I o
- /_b% (v+g)3_(v—g)?’]5[¢<5_Z”)W<5+w>]+0(5)_

_ —§7T2[h13 4 — (L —2)In2] — 2L¢(3) + o(sL) . (4.31)
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On the other hand, the second line of (A30) gives

bdv d i : )
LB gy gy TS
B gwl) - %w" (g) +8(L —2) + ofs") = 6L((3) — 14¢(3) + o(s").

Adding up the two contributions we obtain
2
E\(s) = —§7r2[lns + 95 — (L —2)In2] + 4L((3) — 14¢(3) + o(s") . (4.32)

Analogously the third order in the energy, Es(s), given by

b _
dv d 1 1
E = — FH () — 4.33
2(s) _p2mdv _% —w * %4—1'11 2 (v) (4:33)
b [ 1 1 1
dU d 5 b} H
— —— + F(v) +
2mdv | (L —i)? (L)) ®)
b i 1 1
dU d 5 3 0
— + Fo(v) —32(L —2) 4 o(s”),
DB [Gi) T G’

after similar and lengthy calculations, equals

Ey(s) = %W4[lns +9g — (L —2)In2] +
+ %2(4 — L)C(3) 4 (62 — 21L)¢(5) + o(sY) . (4.34)

Collecting all these terms we have

E(g,s) = [Ins+~vg—(L—2)In2] (4 — §7r2g2 + %774g4) + g% [ALC(3) — 14¢(3)] +
- 94%2(4 — L)C(3) + ¢*(62 — 21L)C(5) + O(g°) + o(s°) . (4.35)

We recognize in (£35) the expansion of the universal scaling function f(g),
2 59, 11 44 6
flo)=4-3mg" + 19"+ 0(g), (4.36)

and remark that, consistently with (£21]), relation (£33) can be written also

B(g, ) = 3hlg,9)(9) + B“"(g,5) + O(¢°) + ol (4.37)

where h(g, s) is given by ({.I5]) and
Eextra(g’ S) _ _292LC(3) + %77.294[/4-(3) . 7r294<(3) + 9Lg4<'(5) + 0(96) . (438)
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We remark also that expansion (L3 agrees with result (3.16) of [16].

Finally, using similar techniques one computes, up to the order ¢° the eigenvalues
of all the conserved charges,

VRIS 0 ST S

with r even, r > 4. Defining

Qr(g> S) = QT,O(S) + Qr,l(s)g2 + QT,2(S)g4 + 0(96) ) (440)
we obtain the following results

Qrofs) = 2= g a2 ofs).

Qra(s) = 4(=1)2¢(r)Ins +vp — (L —2)In2] + |
4 LD 422+ D) +2(=1)F (27 = 1)C(r + 1) + o(s°)
Qra(s) = %( 1)z +1L(7‘+2)(7‘+1)r§(r+3)+7‘( )+1(L—3)C(2)C(r+1)+
+ 2(=1)"2¢(r){2¢(2)Ins + v — (L — 2)In2] + 7¢(3) — 2L¢(3)} —
— r(r+ 1) (=1)2[lns +vyg — (L —2)In2)¢(r +2) +

+ 1(—1)5“(7’ + 1) (r +2)L¢(r + 3) +

2
+ 2(=1)2"(r + 1)[Ins + 95 — (L — 2) In2J¢(r +2) +
b DO+ DLClr+8) + (L =22 — 1+ 3)] 4 o(s).

As far as we know these expansions are new results.

4.2 The NLIE in the s — +o0o limit

As in the one loop case, in the limit s — 400 the NLIE satisfied by the counting
function reduces to the linear equation satisfied by the density of roots, i.e. the BES
equation.

The counting function satisfies the NLIE

14— b
+ 2z~ (u)? dv d
Z(u) = —2Larctan2u —iLln [ ———— | +2 [ — arctan(u —v)—[Z(v) — 2L(v)] —
1+ rf(u)z _p 2T dv
b Y
d 1 €T u)r— (v . d
— 2 / 2—“ lln (# +i6(u,0) | [Z(0) = 2L(0)] +
—b 4T 1 - 2z~ (u)z T (v) v
L2 ' 2 [1-— 2+‘(772,(i) .
+ 23 arctan(u —uf’) = 203" |In SO0 i, ul) | (4.41)




where uﬁf) refers to the holes present inside the interval [—b, b].

As in the one loop case, we go to the limit s — +oo. In this limit, at the leading
order in s (i.e. Ins) we can drop the second and the last term in the rhs of the NLIE,
as well as also the terms containing L(v) = ImIn[l 4 4®=0]. We end up with the
linear equation

b

d d
Z(u) = —2Larctan2u + 2 @ arctan(u — v)——Z(v) — (4.42)
_p 2T dv
b _ @ I o
. d’U ]- 22+ (uw)z— (v . d i
- /—b 2 [ln (%) +160(u,v) %Z(U) +2 ; arctan(u — u.”) |

It seems natural to split the solution Z(u) as
Z(u) = Zo(u) + Z7 (u), (4.43)

where Zy(u) is the solution of the one loop part of ([L42), already written in (8.24) and
ZH (u) is the solution of the higher than one loop part of ([£42]),

[

H [ dv 1 — s _ d

Z7%(u) = —2i — |In | ——5—= | +i0(u,v)| —Zp(v) + (4.44)
0 2T [\~ e dv

+ 2/ = arctan(u — v) —iln M +0(u,v) | — 2% (v).
—00 2m 1——%4— dv
2z~ (u)z T (v)
Let us now define the densities
o 1 d . 1 _ H . 1 d H
polu) = —5——-Zo(u) = —po(u), o7 (u) = Smsg? .2 (W), (4.45)

In terms of them, (€44) reads as follows

2
+OO 1 1 - X ’3"27 v
- w=v u 1 - 2z~ (u)zt (v)
2
d % [ d 1 — st
+ —G(U,U)}O—H(v) + —2/ dv— [ln <—2 +i0(u,v) | po(v) .
du 9 et du |\ = il

This equation coincides with the BES equation. In particular, if we drop the dressing
factor, it reduces to the ES equation - see (65) of [17].

4.3 An alternative derivation of the anomalous dimension

In the large spin limit, for the leading O(In s) contribution, f(g), an elegant proportion-
ality holds between the all-loops energy (anomalous dimension) and the Fourier zero
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mode of the higher-than-one-loop density of roots [21]. Here, we are going to show that
the connection extends up to the O(s°) order.

Regardless the normalisation, we may define the higher than one loop and one loop
densities as o (u) = LFH(u), oo(u) = LFy(u), respectively, and write down their
specific linear integral equations in the Fourier space. For we may move from (4.IT])
and use the fundamental Fourier transforms

/_OO due ke { 1 }" . (@)Te(ik)%ﬁgﬁ(\/igk), (4.47)

to obtain
61 (k) = WL—l—J()({lg’fu
sinh
1 > |h]
+ — dh DT (V29k)J.(V2gh) (1 — sen(kh))e™ T +
2SmhM/ (3 (U V2 B 0 st

_1nl

+ QZ Z Cr,r+1+2u(g)(_1)r+ye h2 (Jr—l(\/?gk)Jr-ﬂu(\/igh) -

r=2 v=0

— o (V2gh)Jra(V2H) ) | (67 (h) + G0 (R) + 2(L = 2)] + o(s").

Performing now the limit k& — 0%, we gain

lim 67 (k) = lim &7 (k) = } —Jl(f gh)e F {61 (h)+G0(h)+2m(L—2)] +0(s°) .
(4.48)

On the other hand, if we re-write the energy (fI2) up to the order s° by means of the
Fourier transforms (4.47), we also obtain

Blg,s) = — flﬁg / TV 2gh)e 5168 (1) + 60(h) + 27(L — 2)] + o(s") . (4.49)

Upon comparing (4.48) and (4.49), we size the desired relation

6" (0) = 7g*E(g, s) + o(s) . (4.50)

Now, in order to check this result we can repeat the perturbative expansion (4.22)
and extract from it the quantities Fy(s) and Ei(s). In fact, (24)) yields, at order g2,
the Fourier transform

= o [LF F drlkl(ns s = (L=2)m2) @)

2
which just verifies
611(0) = mEy(s) . (4.52)

27



Similarly, (£25) implies

AH iy 1 nLk*  7|kPPEy(s) m(L—3)k* w3k|Ey(s)
%2 (k) = _QSinh(%){ 8 4 - 6 - 6 -
o om|k|[7¢(3) — 2L<(3)]} . (4.53)

Finally, for £ =0

o1 (0) = -T2

—27[7¢(3) = 2LC(3)] = wEAu(s) . (4.54)

Of course, these results, (52 €54, agree with the general one (350).

5 Summary

In this paper we have developed and applied the technique of the NLIE on intervals
sketched in [I3]. This new formalism allows to treat magnon scattering matrices with
general dependence on the rapidities and states with roots on intervals of the real line (or
even of complex lines). Therefore, it seems perhaps more indicated than the historical
method presented in [8], if we want to study Bethe equations appearing in the context
of N =4 SYM.

We have given an explicit application of the NLIE on interval for the Bethe Ansatz
type equations describing the sl(2) sector of N'= 4 SYM. In particular, we have written
the exact equations which allow us to define the relevant functions (i.e. the forcing term
F and the kernel function G) entering the NLIE. Then, we passed on to studying the
limit of large number of Bethe roots (or spin s). In this limit and at the leading order
In s, the NLIE as well as the equation for the derivative of the forcing term naturally
becomes the BES equation. If we take into account also the sub-leading correction
O(s?), the forcing term satisfies a modification of the BES equation, with a different
inhomogeneous term. Therefore, this equation is suitable also for a (non-perturbative
and) strong coupling study, even if possible results in this direction should be corrected
by eliminating the wrapping effects. Interestingly, we noticed that in the formalism
of the NLIE on intervals the non-linear terms are negligible as s — 4o00. Therefore,
in order to determine the eigenvalues of the conserved charges up to the order s°, it
is sufficient to consider in their general expressions only linear terms, involving the
forcing term. This conceptually and practically enormously simplifies their calculations
and could suggest applications of our formalism to cases in which wrapping effects are
under control or absent.
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A Numerical evaluation of the non-linear integrals

In this appendix, we will analyse the large spin s behaviour of the non-linear integral
function in (2.5]) and of the non-linear integral in (2.17). Both involve the logarithmic
function (of Z(u)), L(u), as defined in (ZI0). In principle, we could pursue an analytic
saddle point evaluation as in the sine-Gordon case [§], since anew, because of its forcing
term, the counting function Z scales like the size In s, thus implying , roughly speaking,

Ins —1/s: we will see that this easy conclusion should be not

a correction of order ~ e~
far from reality. Nevertheless, we find here more instructive for us to gain some flavour
by performing a still easy numerical exercise. In fact, for simplicity’s sake we restrict
ourselves to the one loop case and, in the aforementioned spirit, we approximate Zy(u)
in Ly(u) by the forcing term Fy(u) as given by (8.52). In the numerical implementation,
we must learn to write the integrals for finite e: thanks to the Cauchy theorem, we may

move the integration contour in the complex plane as far as we do not meet a singularity

bo(s d . X
6Zg(u;s) = —Im —¢0 —i€) - In [1 4 ¢Zolu=i] — (A.1)
—bo(s)
_ Im/ _y Po(u, —by(s )—iy)iln [1 +€iZo(—bo(S)—iy)] _
o T dy

_ ¢0(u’ bo(S) — Zy) di In [1 + eiZo(bo(s)—iy)} } :
Y

with ¢g(u,v) defined in ([B.8]) and by(s) determined by the condition (B.7)), which gives
bo(s) =~ 0.472s. In fact, if we should assume exactly by(s) = s/2, we would observe an
external hole jumping into the interval of integration at a certain value of s. Of course,
this would give a deceiving discontinuous dependence of the integrals (A.I)) on s. In
other words, the value s/2 is not a good one as for the separator [I1] between the roots
and the external hole. Once clarified this crucial point, we may evaluate the integrals
with Mathematica. For instance, we report in Fig. 1 the behaviour of (A.l) with s on
the z-axis, for u = 1 and € = 0.1: the leading ~ 1/s decrease can be easily spotted.
Eventually, we want to numerically evaluate the non-linear integral in the one-loop
energy, namely the last line of (2.17)), once we specialise the observable O(v) = ¢2(v).
We still need to take into account the "lateral” contributions due to the integration
over (—i€yie) and then, upon using the leading order solution Gg(v,w) of Section 3.3,
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Figure 1: Comparison between numerical evaluations (dots) of §Zy(u = 1;s) and their
best fit as a;/s + ay/s* + as/s* (line), with a; ~ 0.001, ay ~ —0.105, a3 ~ —8.137.

we obtain

bo(s)
dFo(s) = —Im/b( —q2 / dw% [Go(v,w — i€) — (A.2)
0(s)

— d(v—w+ie)In[l +e’Z°(w 9] +
dy [ d :
+ / y{d [Go(v, —bo(s) — iy)—
0 v

d : .
— (v +bo(s)+1y)] & In [1 + eZo(“bols)=)]

- di [Go(v,bo(s) —iy) — (v — bo(s) + iy)] 4 In [1 + e#oto(s)=iv)] } .
v dy

Actually, since the counting function is odd, we may substitute the v-derivative of
Go(v, w) directly the antisymmetric combination (3.37)). The dependence of 6 Ey(s) on s
is plotted in Fig. 2, where we still have ¢ = 0.1, and also in this case the behaviour seems
to be suitably fitted by a polynomial of 1/s, yielding again a 1/s leading contribution.
Unfortunately, this one loop set-up cannot exhibit the appearance of the logarithms
In s, in agreement with the large s expansions of [19} 20} 23].
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Figure 2: Comparison between numerical evaluations (dots) of §Ey(s) and their best
fit as by/s + by/s* + bs/s> (line), with by ~ 0.675, by ~ —4.667, b3 ~ —39.390.
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