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Abstract

We derive a systematic construction for form factors of relevant fields in the thermal
perturbation of the tricritical Ising model, an integrable model with scattering amplitudes
described by the E; bootstrap. We find a new type of recursive structure encoding the
information in the bound state fusion structure, which fully determines the form factors
of the perturbing field and the order/disorder fields, for which we present a mathematical
proof. Knowledge of these form factors enables the systematic computation of correlation
functions and dynamical structure factors in systems whose dynamics is governed by the
vicinity of a fixed point in the tricritical Ising universality class.
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1 Introduction

The statistical mechanics of integrable low-dimensional magnets has recently attracted renewed
interest due to the increased availability of experimental realisations. A well-known example
is the material Co(NbOs)2, for which the excitation spectrum obtained by inelastic neutron
scattering revealed spectral lines in close correspondence for the golden ratio [!]. This was
argued to correspond to a famous exactly solved system investigated by Zamolodchikov [2],
where the scattering of quasi-particle excitations is described by a factorised S-matrix related
to the exceptional Lie algebra FEg corresponding to the magnetic deformation of the critical
Ising model. Recent THz spectroscopy studies gave a much more detailed map of the excitation
spectrum and indicated additional excitation peaks beyond those predicted by the Eg integrable
model [3,4], prompting a proposal to describe the dynamics of the system using a scattering
theory related to the Dél) affine Lie-algebra, which corresponds to a reflectionless point in the
attractive regime of the quantum sine-Gordon model [5,6]. More recently, the full Eg spectrum
was observed in the antiferromagnetic spin chain material BaCoaV2Og [1, 7-9].

In the case of both inelastic neutron scattering and THz spectroscopy, the experimental
signatures correspond to the measurement of dynamical structure factors, which can be con-
structed as the Fourier transform of magnetisation two-point functions (for a recent review the
reader is referred to [10]). For systems described by an integrable quantum field theory, such
correlations can be constructed using the form factor bootstrap program [11]. For the case of
the Eg model, these form factors were constructed in [, 12, 13].

Here, we consider another paradigmatic integrable field theory, the E7 model, which corre-
sponds to the thermal deformation of the tricritical Ising model [14, 15]. The form factors for
the trace of the energy-momentum tensor were considered in [16]; however, the problem of the
order parameters has long presented a challenge, with a breakthrough only achieved recently,
leading to the computation of dynamical structure factors [17]. More recently, the form factor
bootstrap of the Eg model corresponding to the thermal deformation of the tricritical three-
state Potts model was considered in [18] up to two-particle form factors, with the results used
to compute universal ratios of the renormalisation group.

The existing results for the E; stop at the level of two-particle form factors, and a system-
atic construction is still lacking. In this paper, we present a solution for the form factors of



field | (A,A) | parity quantity
I (0,0) even identity
o (% , 8%) odd magnetisation
€ (% , 1—10) even energy
o’ (1—76 , 1—76> odd | subleading magnetisation
<% , %) even chemical potential
€ (% , %) even (irrelevant)

Table 2.1: Primary fields of the TIM with their conformal weights (A,A), parity under Zy and
the corresponding physical quantity.

order/disorder fields in the E7 model that works systematically for any number of particles.
The method also allows the construction of the higher form factors of the trace of the energy-
momentum tensor. This is performed by setting up a recursion scheme to construct all form
factors containing only the lightest particle A1, from which all higher ones can be obtained by
bootstrap fusion.

The problem considered here is especially interesting in the light of the considerable recent

progress towards an experimental realisation of Ising tricriticality [19-23]. Furthermore, our
work is also motivated by many recently studied interesting dynamical scenarios, such as kink
confinement [21] and a wide variety of false vacuum decay processes [25], which result from

adding further perturbing fields to the £7 model.

The outline of the paper is as follows. Section 2 collects the necessary facts on the exact
S-matrix and form factor equations of the E7 model. We then discuss the solution of all form
factors containing only the second lightest particle Ay in Section 4, which is a useful stepping
stone to the systematic construction of the form factors containing only A; presented in Section
5. In Section 6, crosscheck our results with those in [17] and also give an efficient method for
the construction of general form factors, while in Section 7, we present our conclusions. The
paper also contains two appendices, with Appendix A giving the building blocks for the form
factor Ansatz, while the proof of the completeness of our recursion scheme is given in Appendix
B.

2 The thermally perturbed tricritical Ising model

The E7 quantum field theory is the thermal perturbation of the tricritical Ising model, a minimal
conformal model with central charge ¢ = 7/10. The local primary fields of the model are shown
in Table 2.1. The Euclidean version of the above CFT arises at the tricritical point of the
Blume-Capel model [26,27] with the Hamiltonian

HBCM({Siati}) =—-J Z 8;8;tit; +Q Z ti+ K Z tit; —HZ Siti—H, Z (Sititj + Sjtjti) (2.1)
(4.4) i (D) d (4.4)

which is a version of the two-dimensional Ising magnet composed of spins s; = +1 with vacancies
described by the variables t; = 0,1. The indices 7,j run over the two-dimensional lattice with
(1,j) denoting nearest neighbours. The parameter 2 is the chemical potential for the vacancies,
H and H’ are two external magnetic fields coupled to two relevant order parameter fields,
while K is an (irrelevant) nearest neighbour interaction between the vacancies. The real-time
(Minkowski) version of the CFT describes the dynamics of the quantum tricritical Ising spin



chain with Hamiltonian [28]
Hric = =F Y {8571 — a(S7)* = BST = 2(S7)? = hS; | (2:2)
i
at its tricritical point, where the spin-1 degrees of freedom are

0
1
0| s5°=—

S* =
. V2

(2.3)

o O =
o O O
o = O

1
0
1

S = O

Both models (2.1) and (2.2) have a Zy symmetry, which can be broken spontaneously, signalled
by a nonzero expectation value of magnetisation in the ferromagnetic phase, while the expec-
tation value vanishes in the paramagnetic one. The two phases are separated by a line, part
of which corresponds to a first-order, while the other part to a second-order phase transitions,
with a tricritical point separating the two. The two phases are related by a Kramers—Wannier
duality transformation, which corresponds to the following transformation of the even fields:

e——€ , € 5>—€ |, t—ot, (2.4)

with the sign change of the energy field corresponds to interchanging the two phases. Under
duality, the order parameter field o and ¢’ transform into the disorder fields p and ' of the
same conformal dimensions, which are, however, non-local with respect to ¢ and ¢’. Due to the
Kramers—Wannier duality, it is enough to determine the matrix elements of the local operators in
one of the phases since their values in the other phase can be obtained using the transformations
(2.4). We refer the interested reader to [10,17] for more details.

The thermal perturbation of the tricritical Ising CF'T is given by the formal action

A=At + ¢ / A’z 6(.%') (2.5)

with the positive (negative) value of the coupling g corresponding to the paramagnetic (ferro-
magnetic) phases. The resulting theory has a mass gap with seven massive excitations listed in
Table 2.2. In the ferromagnetic phase, the odd excitations are topologically charged kink states
and their neutral bound states, while in the paramagnetic phase, all excitations are topologically
trivial.

The off-critical theory is integrable, with the spins of the conserved charges related to Coxeter
exponents of the exceptional algebra F-, which also governs the two-particle scattering matrix
[14,15]. Due to integrability, all scattering processes factorise into the product of independent
two-particle scattering processes [29]. The full spectrum consists of seven massive excitations
A,, with masses m,, (n =1,...,7), with the mass gap given by [30]

s ég))fé(f))m "

— 3.745372836243954 . . . |g|*/*.

(2.6)

The mass of all other excitations is determined by the S-matrix bootstrap. The two-particle
amplitudes involving A, and A; are denoted by Sy, and are summarised in Appendix A. The
trace of the energy-momentum tensor can be expressed in terms of the perturbing field

187

O(x) = 4n(1 — Ao)ge(x) = ?ge(x) . (2.7)

Therefore, determining the matrix elements of the © field also gives the matrix elements of the
e field.



mass parity

mi odd
mg = 2my cos(5m/18) even
ms = 2my cos(m/9) odd
ma = 2my cos(m/18) even
ms = 4my cos(mw/18) cos(bm/18) | even
me = 4my cos(2m/9) cos(m/9) odd
my = 4my cos(m/18) cos(/9) even

Table 2.2: Spectrum of the thermal deformation of the tricritical Ising Model.

3 Form factor bootstrap

Here we briefly summarise the form factor bootstrap equations used in the sequel. Since in
the F; model, all particles are non-degenerate in their mass, we only give the equations for
this particular case, which results in substantial simplifications compared to the general case.
Consequently, the scattering theory is diagonal, i.e., all two-particle S-matrices are pure phase
shifts. It also implies that all particles are identical to their anti-particles (self-conjugate).

3.1 Form factor equations

The form factors of a local field ¢(x) are defined as the matrix element between the vacuum
and a general multi-particle state

FY o (01, ,00) = (0]8(0)| Aa, (01), .. ., Aa, (Vn)) - (3.1)

QAl,eeeyOn
The multi-particle states
Aar (01), -+ Aa, (92)) (3.2)

contain particles of species ap and rapidity 9, where the latter specifies the energies and
momenta of the particles according to the relations Ej, = m,, coshdy and P, = mg, sinh ¥y.

For a relativistic integrable QFT, the form factors continued to complex values of the rapidi-
ties are analytic functions apart from isolated poles and satisfy a system of functional equations
(for a review c.f. [11]) listed below:

Lorentz invariance:
F a1+ A O+ X) = F2 L (91,...,0), (3.3)

where sy = Ay — A¢ is the Lorentz spin of the local field ¢. For scalar fields s4 = 0, and Lorentz
invariance implies that the form factors only depend on the rapidity differences.

Monodromy properties:

F(.Zs.,ai,ai_,_l,...("‘ﬂ?iv 191'—&-17"') = Saiai+l (191 - ﬁi-i-l)Ft.i).,aHl,ai,.“(""ﬁi+1719i7"') ) (34)
F aman (01 +2mi, o 0y) = 200 (92,0,00,01) . (3.5)

where w, is the mutual semi-locality index of the operator ¢ with respect to the particle a.

Kinematic poles:

—i lim(ﬁ—ﬁ)Ffaal o (0 +im, 9, 04,...,9,)
19 19 et PARRS Rl 11
(3.6)

— <1 — ™ T Saa, (0 — @-)) FO o (01,90)
k=1



Bound state poles: Whenever particle ¢ occurs as a bound state in the ab scattering ampli-
tude with the pole contribution

P0G, "
the form factors have corresponding poles
—i lim  (Jap — UG ELy o (Va1 ln) = TGS, o (e, 01,..00) (3.8)

C
Fap—rius,

where 9, = 9, — i1, = 9y + iug., and u denotes the supplementary angle © = m — u.

3.2 Additional properties
Two additional properties are satisfied by form factors of scaling fields, which can be used for

operator identification.

Bound on the asymptotic growth: Form factors of a scalar scaling operator ¢(x) with
conformal weight A, satisfy the following bound for large rapidities [13]:

Hm F2 o (91,0,0) ~ evol?il (3.9)

[9;| =00 L@
where y4 < Ay,

Cluster property: Form factors of relevant scaling fields also satisfy the following asymptotic
factorisation [31-31]

Oéh_{IgOFT(‘z)ﬁl(ﬁl +a,... 7197” + a, 197“+1) s 5197'4-[) = (3 10)
(phase factor) F% (d1,. .. ,ﬁr)ﬂ¢c(19r+1, e Ot .

where ¢4, ¢p, ¢ are relevant fields of the same conformal dimension normalised to have expec-
tation value 1, the phase factor depends on the relative phases of the multi-particle states. For
a given ¢, the operators ¢y and ¢, occurring in (3.10) depend on the symmetry properties of
the fields, as we discuss later.

3.3 Form factor Ansatz

The general solution of the form factor equations (3.3,3.4,3.5) can be written in the form

B n Fmin(ﬁk—’ﬂl)
FS L (Y1,...0.)=Q% . (¥1,...,0, i , 3.11
b (U1 )= Qi )gDakaz(ﬁk_ﬂl)(eﬂk+eﬂl)5akal 31

which contains the following ingredients:

 The minimal two-particle form factors F%"(9) which solve the two-particle monodromy
equations and are free of poles and zeros in the strip S = {Im ¥ € (0,7)}:

Fiy(0) = Sap(9) Fy (=) , (3.12)
FO (im +9) = F (im — 09). (3.13)

Their solution is unique up to normalisation [35]; for E7 they are given in Appendix A.



o The bound state pole factors Dy (1)) which encode the singularity structure resulting from
the bound state singularity equation (3.8), given explicitly in Appendix A. Additionally,
the denominator factors

(€% 4 eV1)daray (3.14)

encode the kinematic singularity structure according to (3.6).

e The holomorphic function Qflan (91,...,9y) which encodes the information about the
specific operator ¢, and is fully symmetric under permutations of the particles. The
Lorentz invariance (3.3) implies the property

Qa1 HN O+ N) =expl [ se+ D Gaga | A g Qe (D1, 0),  (3.15)
k<l

while the monodromy equation (3.5) implies

Q% (D1, O+ 2mi) = 2T QS (... ). (3.16)

Additionally, matching the residues as required by the kinematic and bound state singular-
ity equations (3.6) and (3.8) implies recursion relations for the functions @, and the task of
constructing the form factors is therefore reduced to the solving the resulting system.

To find the solution for a particular operator, it is essential to note that the bound state
singularity equation allows reconstructing all form factors starting from ones containing only
the particle A1, since the bootstrap structure implies that every particle as a bound state of two
or more copies of A;. Therefore, it is only necessary to construct the form factors contalmng
only Ai, which we call the A; tower. This leaves the task of determining the functions Q1
which is discussed later. It also turns out to be helpful to consider the form factors contammg
only the particle As, i.e., the Ay tower, and indeed, we consider it before presenting the solution
for the Ay tower.

Finally, we recall from Section 2 that it is sufficient to determine the form factors in the
paramagnetic phase since the corresponding form factors in the ferromagnetic phase can be ob-
tained using the Kramers—Wannier duality (2.4). Therefore, in all our subsequent calculations,
we restrict ourselves to the paramagnetic phase, for which the order fields o and ¢’ have vanish-
ing vacuum expectations, in contrast to the disorder fields p and p’ whose vacuum expectation

values do not vanish. Their exact values have been determined in Ref. [30] as
() = £1.59427 ... |g|*/**, (3.17)
(W) = £2.45205. .. |g|>>/™. (3.18)

We remark that the sign of the p and p/ disorder fields are not well-defined, as reflected in
the sign ambiguity in the vacuum expectation values. This ambiguity appears in their form
factors as well: the disorder fields are semi-local Zs twist fields in the paramagnetic phase, and
therefore, their form factors pick up a minus sign upon exchange with odd particles such as A;.
Under Kramers—Wannier duality, this ambiguity corresponds to the dependence of the sign of
the order parameters expectation values on the vacuum state which is doubly degenerate due
to the spontaneous breaking of the Zs spin symmetry.

We further note that the operators p and u' are even, while o and ¢’ are odd under the
unbroken Zo symmetry in the paramagnetic phase, which leads to selection rules for their matrix
elements according to the parity of excitations given in Table 2.2.



4 Solving the A; tower

With a state containing only Ao particles, which are even, the form factors of the order fields
o and ¢’ vanish. Therefore, here we consider form factors of the trace of the stress-energy
tensor © (which is proportional to the perturbing field) and the disorder fields p and p’. The
asymptotic growth bound for each field is satisfied with an exponent y, < 1/2.

The Ansatz for their As tower form factors is based on eq. (3.11)

Fou (01, ..., 0n) EF§7.."2(191,...,1971)
N——

n (4.1)
H(bn Q2n L1y ,$n mln 19]@ — I9l)
2 (zy ey Lo Do 19k; — ) (xk +ap)’

U

where zp = e¥*, and we rewrote the function ) by factoring out a convenient normalisation

factor
HE = FYrgm V74 (4.2)

where, for later convenience, we introduced the notation

COS4 am pab(a)
a =47 T] <8ga(0) 2 ) . (4.3)

= sin(ar)

We also factored out a denominator (zy---...-x,)" !

which was chosen to ensure that an is
a homogeneous symmetric polynomial in the z’s. For the n = 2 case, it is chosen so that the
asymptotic growth constrains le (z) to be a constant. For form factors with n > 2, the form
of this denominator is fixed by taking it as a power of x; ...x,, which ensures the absence of
any singularities, and its exponent is fixed by taking the minimal one such that the kinematic
and bound state singularity equations (3.6,3.8) lead to polynomial recursion relations between
the an. Note that the particle Ao is local with respect to both the stress-energy tensor © and
the disorder fields p and p'.

The partial degrees of the polynomials an are restricted by Lorentz invariance (3.3), by
the finiteness of the left-hand side of the clustering property (3.10). The resulting restrictions
are

deg; (Q3.) <3n—3,
deg (@5 ) <3k (n - g - ;) :

deg (an) = gn(n -1, (4.4)

where deg; denotes the k-th partial degree (the total degree of the polynomial in its first k
arguments), and deg denotes the total degree fixed by Lorentz invariance.

A generic an polynomial can be expressed in the algebraic basis of the ring of symmetric
polynomials given by the elementary symmetric polynomials

n k
op(T1, ... xpn) = Z H Ty, - (4.5)



We also introduce the shorthand notation

o) = HU&- (4.6)

where A is a multi-index (Aq,...,A;), where A; > A; for i < j. The polynomial an can be
written uniquely as linear combination

Qn = Clon, (47)
A
where the sum runs over the multi-indices satisfying

> i = deg (Q5,) (48)

i

and
> min(\i, k) < degy (Q5,) (4.9)

for every k. The coefficients C) are restricted by the recursion relations resulting from the
kinematic and bound state singularity equations.

4.1 Recursion relations

The kinematic singularity equation (3.6) gives the following recursion relation for the an
polynomials

Q§n+2(—w,x,x1, oy =iz Uzjan (m|{wk})Q(§n (1,0 yZn), (4.10)

where

Ugjon (zl{zx}) = T 11 [ed[-alr — [T [—alx[als (4.11)

k=1 acAas k=1 acAzs

and we introduced the notation
[ =2 — ™z, and [a]p = 2+ ™y, . (4.12)

In addition, the self-fusion property As x Ao — A, leads to the following recursion relation from
the bound state singularity equation (3.8):

anﬂ(tpx, (p_lac, X9y Tpy) = F52022_>2$3A22_>2(x\{xk})an (z,x9,...,Tpn), (4.13)

where ¢ = ei™/3,

2
IT%,| = \/2\/§cot (17;) cot? (9) tan( ;) ,

T T
Cog_yo = <1 + 2 cos 9> <1 + 2sin 18) tan IR

Aooso(x|{zi}) = ﬁ (:n - 6_14i”/18$k) (ac - 614i7r/181'k) (x+ ) . (4.14)

k=2



4.2 The minimal kernel

We now consider the question of the extent to which egs. (4.10) and (4.13) determine the
coefficients Cf. Assume that Q(zln) and Q(22n) are two solutions of the recursion relations. Then

their difference K,, = Q(Zln) - Q(22n) is a mutual kernel of the operators
(REPIC) (|23, . . . ) = Kn(—z,2,23, . . . 20) (4.15)

and
(RQBQSEZICn)(x]xg, X)) = Kn(gom,cpflx,xg, . (4.16)

representing the left-hand sides of eqs. (4.10) and (4.13), respectively. There can generally be
many such kernels spanning a linear subspace in the space of the C' coefficients. The dimension
of the kernel space is identical to the number of undetermined parameters.

The kernel is a symmetric homogeneous polynomial respecting the partial degree restrictions
in eq. (4.4). Since eq. (4.15) brings K, to zero, K,, has roots whenever z, + z; = 0 for any
k < I. Similarly, as KC,, is a kernel of eq. (4.16), K, has roots whenever z; = ¢*2x; for any
k < l. Therefore every K, kernel should include the

n

K (@, oan) = [[(wr + 2) (2r — @%21) (2 — @) (4.17)
k<l

minimal kernel. The partial degrees of the minimal kernel is

; ko1
min _ =
degy (K™) = 3k <n 5 2) : (4.18)
Comparing degrees to eq. (4.4), we find that the only kernel that satisfies the degree conditions
is a constant multiple of K™, which means that the kernel subspace is one dimensional at
every level n.

4.3 Clustering property

We utilize the clustering property (3.10) for the case A5™' — Ay x A} to fix the remaining
degree of freedom. Since O, u and ' are the only even local fields with their given conformal
weights, their form factors must cluster among themselves, giving the relation

F2¢ —1/4

; -3 oy,
XlgnooanH(X,xl, ce Tp) X T = Fi(‘f’ . an(xl, c ), (4.19)

where F(‘f) denotes the vacuum expectation value of the field ¢. This equation fixes the coef-
ficients corresponding to terms with maximal (first) partial degree (cf. eq. (4.4)). Since the
minimal kernel is also maximal in the first partial degree, the clustering property fixes the re-
maining degree of freedom in the recursion. Therefore the A5 form factor tower can be obtained
systematically by starting from Qg’l = 1 and recursively applying eqs. (4.10), (4.13), and (4.19).

The case n = 2 is straightforward since, according to the partial degree restrictions, the Q(;Q
polynomial can only contain two terms

Q(é)Q (xlvan) = 052,(271)0-20-1 + 0(21)27(1’1’1)0.? . (420)

Note that each term contains at least one o; factor; as a result, the two-particle form factor
does not have a kinematic pole. The second term is fixed by the clustering

e

¢ Koo
Cp 1=~ o (4.21)
0

10



and the bound state recursion (4.13) fixes the other one

C (4.22)

22,2,1) ~ B '

$ 2cos —
2cos 8 8 F§ 18

In practice, it is simplest to numerically compute the coefficients for higher partlcle numbers
(n > 2). As eq. (4.19) leads to a quite simple relation in terms of the new cs. . coefficients,
it is always best to start with solving the clustering equation at first. Then, the kinematic
and bound state recursions (cf. egs. (4.10) and (4.13)) lead to a set of linear equations between
the remaining coefficients that can be solved by numerical methods, e.g. iteratively or by QR-
decomposition.

Note that the solution depends on the continuous parameter F2¢ / Fg’ , which is not determined
at this point. However, the finite number of scahng ﬁelds in the tricritical Ising model implies
there can only be finite many allowed values of F2 / F0 As shown in the next Subsection, it is
determined by considering form factors containing odd particles (c.f. also [17]). Nevertheless,
if Fg) / Fg’ and the physical normalisation for a given field ¢ are already known, the procedure
outlined above can be used to generate the Ay tower, from which all form factors containing
only even particles can be computed using the bound state singularity equations.

4.4 Determining the ratio Fy/FY

Next, we address the determination of the Fg) /F(f’ parameter. Although this was previously
performed for © [16], and also p and g/ [17], it is instructive to give a simple and independent
derivation, which can also be useful for computing form factors of other fields in the E7 model.

4.4.1 Solution for the © field

As stated above, determining F29 /Fé9 requires going beyond the As tower. It turns out to be
sufficient to consider the F form factor, for which the Ansatz is

F) = @5 (423

where Q9 (¥) is an entire function of cosh?, and we exploited Lorentz invariance by writing the
form factor in terms of the rapidity difference 9 = ¥y — 9¥2. The bound on asymptotic growth
only allows a Oth order polynomial for Q% (1), which implies that it is a constant. Using the
normalisation condition [37,35]

FO (im) = 2rm2 (4.24)
the result is
len(ﬂ)
FE ) = 27m . 4.25
11( ) 1 Dll(ﬂ) ( )

The form factor F2® can be computed by applying the bound state singularity equation (3.8) to
the fusion Ay x Ay — A, which yields

_ 2 (2
F2®'€221/4 —(r2\7! 2/3sin (?ﬂ)

2

= 4.26
2mm3 ( 11) cos § +sin {5’ (4.26)

where

27
2, =./2 — — 4.2
11 \/\/gcot 18cot 9 (4.27)

11



Fy Fy FY

Figure 4.1: The form factor subsystem determining the ratio F2¢ / F(;’ﬁ for ¢ = p,p/. The black
arrows show kinematic and bound state singularity relations, while the red arrow corresponds
to a relation given by the clustering property.

We can express F§’/m? numerically
FO /m? = 0.9604936853481771 .. . , (4.28)

which agrees with the result in Ref. [16].
The final step is to exploit the normalisation condition for the Ay two-particle form factor.
Using the Ansatz (4.1) for £, the relation

227
F(im) = F (9 + i, 9) = 2mm} (4.29)
leads to
0, —1/4~0 2 AW
Fy' gy Cha (5 1y = 2mm4 QCOSE . (4.30)

Utilizing eqs. (4.22) and (4.26) we get a relation between the physical mass and the vacuum
expectation value of the © field

27rm% B 2\/§Sin%7T 431
FP — sinZ (4:31)
0 9

Multiplying the above formula with eq. (4.26), we get an exact expression for Fy’ 5521/ 4 JE®,

from which the F/F® ratio can be calculated numerically

FP/FP = 0.8113144869498665 . . . . (4.32)

4.4.2 Solution for the disorder fields

In the case of the disorder fields, our goal is to express every form factor coefficient in terms

of the vacuum expectation value, <(§> = ng for ¢ = p,i/. To this end, we need a set of form
factors for which the number of independent equations equals the number of free coefficients.

The simplest such solvable subsystem includes F(‘f5 , FQ(ZS , F f , Fﬂ and FQ% and is illustrated in Fig.
4.1. It contains four bound state singularities:

Ay x Ay — Ay,
Al X Ay — Ay,
A X Ay — A,
Ag x Ay — Ay

Additionally, Fﬁ also has a kinematic pole relating Fﬁ to F(;l5 since ¢ is semi-local respect to

the Ay particle. These relations lead to linear equations in terms of the coefficients of the Q(fl
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and ng polynomials and reduce the space of solutions to a two-dimensional subspace. The last
piece of information is supplied by the clustering property (denoted by a red arrow in Fig. 4.1),
which is quadratic and selects the two directions in this subspace corresponding to form factors
of scaling fields.

As a first step, we consider the A; two-particle form factor, for which semi-locality requires a
modification of the Ansatz by including an extra denominator cosh g to account for its kinematic
pole, and for the extra minus sign under cyclic property [17]

mln (,19)
D11(19) ’

o7, (4.33)

cosh 9

where ¥ = 97 — ¥ and Q(fl (¥) is a polynomial in cosh#, which the bound on the asymp-
totic growth restricts to first order. For later convenience, we rewrite the above Ansatz using
notations similar to eq. (4.1)

F¢ Q]_Q (3317332) mm(ﬁl 192)
(r122)Y/2 Di11(01 — o) (x1 + 22)

Fo(01,02) = (4.34)

where x;, = e”* and we factored out a Fg’ normalisation factor. The homogeneous symmetric

polynomial sz (z1,22) is of second order polynomial in x; and x2, and can be parameterised as

Qi)Q - Cf27(2)0-2 + Cf27(1,1)0-% . (4.35)

The kinematic singularity equation must be carefully considered. When considering the form
factor of the order field in the ferromagnetic phase, the A; particle is a kink that interpolates
between the two vacua of opposite magnetisation; therefore, in the left-hand side of eq. (3.6), the
form factor should be evaluated in the vacuum opposite to the one in which ng is determined,
leaving to a relative minus sign. By Kramers-Wannier duality, this leads to a non-trivial and
physically relevant minus sign for the disorder operator in the paramagnetic phase as well:

—i lim (J — 0)F%, (D + im, 0) = —2F7 , (4.36)
Y—19

and the equation leads to

o (4.37)

122
The other free parameter of the QTQ is fixed by the A; x A1 — As fusion as
b —1/4

F, K2 2 cos g +sin g 90 5j _9l| (4.38)
Fod) 2\/§sm ( ) 18

om
0127(1 = <2 cos 18)

At this point both F11 and F22 are expressed in terms of F2 /F0 (c.f. egs. (4.21) and (4.22)).
The final equations to be utilized are the

A1><A1—>A4 and
AQXA2—>A4

13



fusions. The equality of the F f expressed using the two different fusions leads to a second order

equation for Fg) / F(? , which can be solved explicitly

Fj’@}lﬂ _ 31/42cos(7r/18)2 cse(m/18)13/2 sec(m/9)(—18 + 14 cos(m/9) + 27 sin(m/18))
FY ) (csc(m/36) — sec(m/36))3(csc(m/36) + sec(mw/36))

31/4 —57 — 566 cos(m/9) + 611 cos(27/9) + 695 sin(7/18)
1+ 2sin(7/18) 71 — 72 cos(w/9) + 16 cos(27/9) — 90sin(w/18)

(4.39)

Evaluating the expression numerically, we find the same solutions as Ref. [17], which are asso-
ciated with the two disorder operators as

FZ“/F(# =0.3204131147841633... , (4.40)

FI' /R = 2.656500074781019 . . . . (4.41)

Finally, the vacuum expectation values FJ}' and F} " given in (3.18) fixes the normalisation of the
operators. The corresponding form factors of the order operators in the ferromagnetic phase
can be obtained using Kramers—Wannier duality (2.4).

5 Systematic solution of the form factor bootstrap

As discussed above, the Zs spin symmetry—distinguishing even and odd types of particles—
prohibits the construction of form factors involving odd particles from the knowledge of the
Ao tower. An alternative approach to solve the form factor bootstrap is to determine the
A; tower, i.e., form factors involving only the A; particle (an odd particle with the simplest
pole structure). However, it comes with a price as the lack of self-fusion of A; (prohibited by
the Zy spin symmetry) complicates the structure of the recursive equations, as shown below.
Nevertheless, it is possible to find a system of recursive equations which allows the complete
determination of the A; tower, leading to all the form factors.

The kinematic and bound state singularity equations connect multi-particle states with the
same parity under the Zsy spin symmetry. Therefore, we first focus on the even sector, i.e., form
factors involving an even number of Ay particles. As discussed in Subsection 4.4, the Ansatz
for the © and the semi-local fields differ for the A; form factors, so we treat them separately.
For the © field, the A; tower form factor Ansatz is a suitable generalisation of eq. (4.25) as

o Q%n (.%'1, e ,.I'Qn) 2n Fﬁlin(ﬁk — 19[)
2n 9
1 ((El C— l’gn)n_l el Dll(ﬁk - ﬁl)(xk + xl)

FSu(01,...,02,) = H (5.1)

where

Hf)zn = 27Tm%/£171n(n71) , (5.2)
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and with the boundaries on the Q%n as
Q?Q =01,
degl (Q?M) < dn —3 )
deg, (Q?%) <8n -7,

s (@) < [ (- 2| o

deg (Q?Qn) =4n? — 3n.

For the disorder fields, the Ansatz must be modified to take into account their semi-locality
phase as in eq. (4.34):
3 5 Q@ mn) B Fmingg, )
F]_Zn (1917 cee 719277,) - H12n n—1/2 )
(:L'l o {L‘Qn) D11(19k — ﬂl)(xk =+ :Ul)

(5.4)
k<l

where

HS,, = For Y, (5.5)

and the restrictions concerning the Qfgn polynomials is as follows

Qfo =-1,
deg; <Qf2n) <dn -2,

deg, (Qon) <8n -0,

degy, (Q%on) < k(4n —k = 1), (5.6)

deg (Qf%) =4n? — 2.

Note that Q(fo is chosen such that Ff’ = —Fg’ in alignment with eq. (4.36).

We remark that—similarly to the case of the As tower—the correct choice of the numerators
(z1-.. .-xzn)"fl and (z7-.. .-avgn)7“1/2 is not immediately apparent. They can be obtained from
egs. (4.25) and (4.34) for 2n = 2 case, and then their n-dependence is fixed by the kinematic
and bound state singularity equations.

5.1 Three-A; fusion equations

The normalization is set so that the initial () polynomials have a simple form. The @) polynomials
corresponding to a higher number of particles are determined recursively from the lower ones
via kinematic and bound state singularity equations.

The derivation of the kinematic singularity equation is straightforward. For the O field, we
obtain

Q(;)Q(nH) (—z,x,x1, ..., Top) = —ixUlegn (w|{xk})Q(192n (z1,...,22m), (5.7)
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Figure 5.1: Schematic picture of fusion chains (5.11).

where

08, alfoe)) = 11 1T lalel-ale— T] T [-alal:. (5.8)

k=1a€A1 k=1acAq1

For the disorder fields it reads as

Qi (23,31, an) = UL, (2 {k ) Q0 (1, - 20) (5.9)

where

2n
Ul (/{1 }) = H IT lell=ale + [T II [—odklalx- (5.10)

k=1acAj1 k=1aecAj1

Extracting the information encoded in the bound state equations is more complicated. Since the
Aj particle does not exhibit self-fusion, the simplest recursive equation involves two consecutive
fusions

(A1><A1)><A1—>A2XA1—>A1 or

5.11
(A1XA1)><A1—>A4XA1—>A1 ( )

)

that we also illustrated in Fig. 5.1. In both cases, however, the fusion angles are such that all
these relations are implied by the kinematic singularity equation and, therefore, redundant.

To obtain effective constraints from the bound state structure, it turns out to be necessary
to combine four bound state singularity equations'. A suitable way is to utilize the following
fusion chain

A1X(A1XA1)—>A1XA2—>A3<—A2XA1<—(A1XA1)XA1, (512)

which indicates that As can be obtained by fusing 3 A; particles in two independent ways,
which is also illustrated in Fig. 5.2. For the © field, the above fusion chain gives the following
equation in terms of the Q%n polynomial

i nr12 16 2, 8 ;
e (2], 1)) a0 (b i)

k=4

_ f%(San) o 12 16 %’iﬂ' 7%'[# 7%1‘#
=e H 18 18 ngn <e x,e x,e T, X4y .. ,acgn) ,

k=4

(5.13)

LA three-fold fusion starting from A; type particles always results in an even type particle and thus leads out
of the A; tower.
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Figure 5.2: Schematic illustration of fusion chain (5.12).

while for the semi-local fields, it results in the equation

8 212 16 S a2 Y
eﬁ'nr(nfl) H (|:18:| |:_18] ) Qf2n (eﬁlﬂl‘, eﬁzﬂ'x7 €7ﬁ“r{1,‘,$4, o 7$2n> —
k=4 k k

5 o 12] [16 58, 2 y
= e T H ([_18] [18] ) Qf% (eﬁ”:z,efﬁ”x,efﬁmx,m, e ,xgn) .
k=4 k k

(5.14)

These equations are not recursions as they relate the form factor Qf% to itself. Rather, these

three- Ay fusion relations give linear equations in terms of the coefficients of Q‘f%, which further
reduce the space of possible solutions.

We claim that the above fusion equation, along with the kinematic singularity equation, is
enough to recursively determine all form factors (of the © and the semi-local fields) in the A
tower when 2n > 6. For 2n = 6, this statement can be checked by direct analytic computation,
while for 2n > 6, we give a mathematical proof in Appendix B. Additional information is
necessary for 2n = 4, as discussed in the following.

5.2 Solving the A; tower
5.2.1 The O field

For the © field form factors there are additional constrains on the Qfgn polynomials. The
O0"T,,(x) conservation law of the energy-momentum tensor implies that the form factors of
O(z) contains the Lorentz-invariant momentum square P? = (p; + ...p2,)?, which can be
written in terms of symmetric polynomials of zj = e’* as

p? = m2 2%t (5.15)
02n

Since F1@2n contains P2, the Q%n must have the form

for 2n > 2. The remaining task is to determine the polynomials Q%n polynomials, which have
lower partial degrees than those given in (5.6):

deg;, (Q%n) < {k (4n k- Z>J —1 (5.17)
and
deg,,, (Q%,J =4n? —5n. (5.18)
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This can also be utilized in the As tower calculation to reduce the number of coefficients and
simplify the calculations significantly.
For 2n = 2, the Q%n polynomial is already determined (c.f. eq. (4.25))

Q% (21, 22) = o1(21,22) = 21 + 22 (5.19)

As claimed, egs. (5.7) and (5.13) fully determine the Q?Qn polynomials when 2n > 6. Thanks
to the restriction (5.16), this is also true for 2n = 4. In summary, all the form factors of the ©
field in the A; tower can be determined as a systematic solution of the recursion relations.

5.2.2 The semi-local fields

For 2n = 2, the Q‘fg polynomial is given in Section 4.4.2 (c.f. eqs. (4.35), (4.37) and (4.38)).
Note that the Cfg
in eq. (4.39). )

For 2n = 4, the Q‘il polynomial has 16 coefficients. However, the combined rank of the
system of linear equations coming from egs. (5.9) and (5.14) is only 15. So, the kinematic

and bound state singularity equation has a one-dimensional kernel. We utilize the formerly

determined Ay tower to fix this ambiguity by fusing all the A;’s to the As’s pairwise. We get

the following equation in terms of the szn and Q¢n polynomials

(1) coefficient depends on the ratio Fg’ ﬂ;21/ 4 / Fg’ that was already determined

Q;Z;n (Qoxhgoilxla cee 7@0:1777,780713:77,) -

F¢~> —-1/4 T o \" n n 2
Ffriy" (o oS Fsinfg <2COS5W> (Hm) .
FY 2/3sin? (%) 18) \14 (5.20)

i AL L 2L o

k<l kl

5im /18

where p = e and we introduced the notations

[]g =z — ™2 and  [a)y = 2 + ™y (5.21)

Combined with the kinematic and bound state singularity equation, this relation completely
fixes the 4-particle A; form factor. For 2n > 6, the above equation is not needed to fix the form
factor but is useful as a crosscheck.

The A; tower can also be determined without relying on the Ay tower, which we used above

for the 2 and 4-particle form factors. Then the C"fz (L) coefficient is a free parameter, and
there appears another free parameter at the level of four particles. These free parameters can

be fixed from the A} — A? x A? clustering equation, which determines the free parameter in

the 4-particle form factor and gives a second order equation for sz (L1)" The two solutions
for sz (1) corresponds to the two disorder operators. This procedure is analogous to our

calculation, with the difference that we used the clustering inside the A, tower and traced back
the information via the A2" — A% fusions, as illustrated with the commutative diagram below.
So, in principle, the A; tower can be fully determined independently. However, the calculation
is more transparent if the A tower is also used.

7 Fusion 7

¢ TP, o
Fiin Fyy

Clustering Clustering

-
©

Fry Fy

—

Fusion
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5.2.3 Parity invariance

An easy method to eliminate many unknown coefficients is to exploit parity (P) invariance
x — —x. The asymptotic states transform under spatial reflection as

PlAg, (V1) ... Aa, (Un)) = |Aa, (—0n) ... Ag, (—01)) (5.22)
and so the identity
FY a1, 00) =F2 0 (—Vn,...,— V1) (5.23)

holds for form factors of all parity-invariant fields such as © and the order/disorder operators.
In terms of the () polynomials, the above equation leads to the following relations

(1o 200) " P QG (a7, ) = Q% (21, - 20 (5.24)
and
(21 220) "2 Qe (a7 Y, ag)) = QLan (@1, - 220) (5.25)

for © and the semi-local fields, respectively.
The solution of the recursive equation for a generic n is as follows. First, one determines

all the different coefficients of Q%n or Qf% allowed by the partial and total degree restrictions
(similarly to egs. (4.7), (4.8), and (4.9)). Then, applying parity invariance eliminates a large
number of unknowns. Table 5.1 illustrates the number of free coefficients of the Q%n and the

Q‘fzn polynomials before and after applying parity invariance. Finally, the kinematic and bound
state singularity equations are exploited, yielding a system of linear equations in terms of the
coefficients of the Q‘fgn polynomial. For form factors including several particles, the number
of coefficients increases drastically, and their symbolic computation is prohibitively expensive.
Therefore, we used QR-decomposition to numerically solve the over-determined linear equations
derived from the kinematic and bound state singularity equations.

2n | # (Q%n) +# (Q%O after P-inv. | # (Q‘fzn) # (Qf%) after P-inv.

4 5 4 16 12
6 88 52 247 143
8 2100 1099 5302 2756

Table 5.1: Number of free coefficients of the szn polynomials (denoted by # (Q%,J) before
and after applying parity invariance.

We constructed the A; tower up to 8 particles. The numerical problem is ill-conditioned,
especially for the higher form factors with many coefficients, which can be solved by brute force
arbitrary precision arithmetic.

5.3 0Odd elements of the A, tower

Form factors corresponding to multi-particle states with odd Zs parity have non-vanishing
matrix elements with o, ¢’ in the paramagnetic phase (and correspondingly pu,u' in the ferro-
magnetic phase). In this subsection, we denote with ¢ the field dual to the semi-local field

&.
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The Ansatz for the odd elements of the A; tower is identical to eq. (5.4) with the 2n — 2n+1
substitution

Q%anir (1, o1 20 Frin(g, — 9,
e h ol | e e D
where

HYi = Fory T, (5.27)

and the constraints on the Qfgnﬂ polynomials are as follows
QY = M : (5.28)

Fy

degy (QGonr ) < k(dn —k+1), (5.29)
deg (Qfannr ) = 4n? + 2n. (5.30)
To determine the odd elements of the A; tower, we follow [17] and exploit the clustering property

in the form relating form factors of different fields with the same conformal weight (e.g., o <> p
and o’ «» 1), which allows to determine the odd elements of the A; tower in terms of the even
ones. The A" — A; x AT ! clustering gives

—1/4
—(4n— FPr
)(lgn Q12n (X 1.27 L 7w2n)X (4n 2) - _(_1) ! 11 Q12n 1 (1.27 L 7‘%.271) . (531)
For n = 1, we obtain the FfS/FOQ~5 ratio
Fld)“ﬁlM ¢
— —Vay (5.:32)
Fy

where C(fQ (L.1) is already determined in eq. (4.38) and Ff/ng is chosen to be positive real.
Evaluating the ratio numerically, we get

Ff/Fé" = 0.4920045700848942.. . . , (5.33)
F?'JEE = 2.6624700017785751 . . (5.34)
in the paramagnetic phase, which agrees with the results in Ref. [17]. Once Ff5 / Fgg is known,

eq. (5.31) systematically determines the odd elements of the A; tower from the even ones.

We remark that the clustering property can be formulated in many different settings of the
asymptotic limit A7 — A¥ x A7 One notable version is the companion of eq. (5.31) where
the even elements are determined from the odd ones:

F¢ o 1/4 5
hm ngnH(X T1, .. o) X T = —(=1)" Ll Q12” (T1,...,x2m) - (5.35)
Fy 0
This relation is not actually necessary to calculate the A; tower but serves as a good crosscheck.

We further remark that going one particle higher (2n) might be wasteful to determine an
odd state (2n — 1) form factor. The odd subtower can also be systematically determined on
its own by using egs. (5.9) and (5.14) with the 2n — 2n + 1 substitution. In this case, the
kinematic and bound state pole equations fully determine Q(f% +1 whenever 2n + 1 > 5 (the
2n + 1 = 5 case can be checked manually, while the proof in Appendix B works the same way
for 2n +1 > 7). The 2n + 1 = 3 case should be handled separately where we need to exploit
some extra information using the clustering property.
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6 Crosschecks and general form factors from the A; tower

Our results can be crosschecked by comparing to existing ones in the literature by constructing
certain specific form factors from the A; tower. We also describe an efficient method suitable
for constructing general multi-particle form factors.

The A; is a generating particle: every particle can be constructed from it via fusion (i.e.,
via the consecutive application of eq. (3.8)). Table 6.1 summarises how many A; particles
are necessary to fuse into a given particle. Note that Ff’g is already sufficient to deduce all
two-particle form factors.

Aq Ay | Ay | As | Ay | A5 | Ag | Ar
Aq weight || 1 2 3 2 4 3 4

Table 6.1: Number of A; particles necessary to fuse into an A, particle.

6.1 Crosschecks for the O field

First, we consider the © field form factors. Form factors of odd multi-particle states are identi-
cally zero, so we have yet to consider only the even ones. The one particle form factors can be
deduced from F1@2 and Ff?;. For the two-particle form factors, we adopt the parameterisation
analogous to Ref. [10]

: 1—844 N
min 19) m2 + m2 ab “Vap
FQ® :mQ@ cosh® + —%2—=2> ak, cosh®(19) . 6.1
80 = mi 7 ) 2 et (6.1)
The maximum exponent N, fl)) is
NG = |Cyt| -1, (6.2)
where
_ 1
Cfab1 = 5 Z pab(a) (63)
a€Aqp
is the inverse of the F7 Cartan matrix [39]. The results for the one and the lowest few two-

particle form factors are summarised in Table 6.2, with the Fi} and Fj§} computed from the
six-particle form factor Fl(%. These results agree perfectly with Ref. [10].

6.2 Crosschecks for the order and disorder fields

We consider the form factors of the p, i’ and the o, ¢’ fields in the paramagnetic phase, where
the o and o are local fields coupling with odd multi-particle states, while the p and p’ are
semi-local fields and coupling with even multi-particle states.

The one-particle form factors of p and g’ can be computed from Fl; and Fldil, while the

one-particle form factors of o and ¢’ are constructed from Fld)g, with the results summarised in
Table 6.3.

For the two-particle form factors, we adopt the parameterisation in Ref. [17] valid for both
local and semi-local fields

. N¢

- ,ﬁ Nab me(ﬁ) ab
F%(9) =F¢ <cosh ) —ab 22N gk, coshF(0) 6.4
() 0 2 D () lé) b (?) (6.4)
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FP/m? | 0.9604936853 || af, | 6.283185307
FP/m2 | —0.4500141924 || a3, | 15.09207695
FO/m2 | 0.2641467198 || al, | 4.707833688
F®/m? | —0.05569063847 || af3 | 30.70767637

a9, | 79.32168251

al, | 16.15028003

ad; | 295.3281130
ais | 396.9648559
a%; | 123.8295119
ads | —3534.798444

aks | —4062.255130

a3s | —556.5589101

Table 6.2: One-particle form factors and two-particle form factor coefficients of the © field.
Fg/F p y Fg/F o o'
F;/ng 0.3204131148 2.656500075 Ffs/ng 0.4920045701 2.662470002
Ff/Fg’ —0.1320143535 | —1.808904698 Ff/Fg’ —0.1747403347 | —2.219610007
F/FY | 0.06960044886 | 1.307615357 || FY/F | —0.04576648210 | —0.9964527481
FS/FY | —0.01265605076 | —0.3804076087

Table 6.3: One-particle form factors of the o, 0’ and the u, y/ fields in the disordered phase.

where 7,3 is

1 if both @ and b are odd and a # b,

Nap = & —1 if both a and b are odd and a = b, (6.5)
0 otherwise,,
and N fb can be given as
¢ -1 ab
N, =|Ch — < |- (6.6)

The a];b coeflicients are summarized in Table 6.4 up to F. 3?3 and F?fl, and are in perfect agreement

with Ref. [17].

6.3 Construction of general multi-particle form factors

From the A; tower, every multi-particle form factor can be constructed using the bound state
singularity equation. However, evaluating the necessary residue terms requires substantial ana-
lytic effort, which can be made significantly more effective using a numerical procedure outlined
below. As shown before, determining a form factor involves calculating a finite number of co-
efficients, Cyy, of the Q? polynomials. A generic form factor polynomial Q({)n17..',7n7 can be
parameterised as

(1) 1) (7)

¢ a
Qir . e (217, @%1 ey Xy . ,:cgla)) ,

7
,:E,(@?) = Z Cin H O'gi) ($§a)7 .
{A} a=1

(6.7)
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[oh] T o |
afy | 1.420276626 | 13.30740265 || a9y | 4.978541090 52.25773665
aly | 0.4202766255 | 12.30740265 || al, | 0.9982554599 | 44.78750084
a9y | 4.559468390 | 56.54780749 || a¥, | 200.4474457 3123.315720
ady | 0.6202373781 | 42.63409340 || al, | 223.0108845 5080.113042
afy | 14.84366839 | 224.2826676 || a?, | 26.63818946 1975.217039
als | 2.185830626 | 150.2503886 || afy | —15.21895814 | —308.5942414
a9, | 23.43194594 | 402.4891521 || als | —15.83835748 | —454.9024585
al, | 22.50682406 | 609.3604342 || a?; | —1.514766852 | —154.0030603
a3, | 1.871095923 | 212.5642059 || ad; | 40.01763859 646.8519190
ad; | 54.19198596 | 1079.645610 || als | 38.18438631 997.8394045
aly | 89.32433223 | 2444.863959 || a3; | 3.402096435 358.2858687
a2y | 38.47737358 | 1744.586809 || a3, | 232.8536157 4728.486495
ajs | 2.345027311 | 378.3684595 || al, | 371.7279303 10525.71268
a%, | 156.0832308 7347.672515
a3, | 8.876050464 | 1544.890872
Table 6.4: Two-particle form factor coefficients of the o, ¢’ and the p, i fields in the disordered
phase.

where the product runs over the particle species, a, and each ), is an integer partition. The
bound state singularity equations representing the fusion

Fy | — F¢

A1 ,.eyQn

(6.8)

can be evaluated numerically. Separating the D functions containing the bound state singular-
ities, the rest of the form factor is regular at the fusing angles and, therefore, can be evaluated
by an explicit numerical substitution at any (¢1,...,9,) rapidity settings, resulting in a linear
system of equations in terms of the Cyy, variables. The idea is to choose several random settings
for (91,...,9,) rapidity settings, which are at least as numerous as the independent Cy,y coef-
ficients in the target form factor and solve the (possibly over-determined) linear system using
e.g. QR-~decomposition.

For this procedure, it is necessary to set up a suitable parameterisation of the general multi-
particle form factor. The Ansatz is an appropriate generalisation of the previously studied A;
and Ay towers:

é _ 17¢ le,...,an(xl" ..,iL‘n) - F(gig;(ﬁk - 19[)
Fal,...,an (1917 s 77971) - Hal,...,an @ S s (6.9)
Way,...an (T1, -+ - Tn) k<l Dayay (g — 1) (g + 1) %81
where Hfl,...7an is some normalisation factor chosen by convention, Qg’hm,an (r1,...,x,) is a
homogeneous polynomial symmetric in the variables corresponding to the same particle species,
and wg’l,“_?an (21, ...,x,) is some appropriately chosen monomial of the z’s, which can be fixed
by analysing the general kinematic and bound state singularity equations.
We remark that one can generalise our previous choice of the coefficients H to
n n
Hfl,...,an = Fod) H K’(;kl({? K’ééik ? (610)

k<l k=1
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which is most suitable for analytic calculations; however, for the numerical approach, it can be
fixed simply as Fg . The minimal choice for the monomial

d
w? (T1y .. Tn) = xlegzl(w) e miegx”(w) (6.11)

al,...,an

can fixed in terms its degrees deg, . For the © field, these are given by

degrk (wtg,---,an (1,...@ ) \‘Xn:( aga; ak“l) (Ca_kak - )J ) (6.12)

=

[y

while for the order and disorder fields,

degxk (w((fl,...,an (xh syl ) ( apa; akal) (Ca_kak - ) . (6.13)

||M:

The partial degrees of the Qfl,...,an polynomials can be derived from Lorentz invariance and
the convergence of the limit in the clustering equation. For the © field one obtains

degm,_ (Qah Qb1 bm (xl’ w0 dnsYl, - uym)) =

= ! _ 1 (6.14)
Z <2Cakal - akal) + Z Z (QCakbl akbl> - 5 Z QQk )
k<l k=11=1 k=1
where
) _ 0 if ais even,
@a {1 if @ is odd, (6.15)
or equivalently,
o ! n. 1
— /
06 (OFe) =35 (2052 1) (= )
! (6.16)
+ ZZC’&} (nlnp 4+ nany, — nlyny) { Z n J
a<b aodd
if the {a1,...,an,b1,... by} multi-particle state is even (otherwise the form factor vanishes).
For the o, ¢/, u and p fields, the partial degrees are
deg:pl,...,xn (Qfl,...,an,bl, Lbm (l’l, <YL,y - - 7ym)> =
- (6.17)
— 1
Z (2Cakal - akal> Z Z <2Cakbl akbl) 9
k<l k=11=1
or equivalently,
¢ ! 1 / n, 1
sy (@) = 35 (305! 1) (a5 )
! (6.18)

+ Z 20, (nlhny + nany — nlny)
a<b
Furthermore, the form factors of the © field are proportional to P2, which yields the following
factorisation

QP gnr =
7 7

{ng (GU?AHU,(Q?-FZmamb(U?) () (b) —I-O'E) nb ) H (j'c)}Cle7 ¢
b#a a<b c#a,b

(6.19)

further reducing the number of independent coefficients.
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7 Conclusions and outlook

The main result of the present work is a systematic approach to the construction of all form
factors of the trace of the stress-energy tensor © and the order/disorder fields o,0"/u,u’ in
the thermal perturbation of the tricritical Ising model, which corresponds to the E; factorised
scattering theory. This required determining the form factors containing only the fundamental
excitation A; a.k.a. the Ay tower since all other form factors can be obtained using the form
factor bound state singularity equation and the bootstrap structure of the E7 S matrix. We
started by determining the Ay tower form factors containing only the second particle As. This
task is made simpler by the self-fusion pole of As. In conjunction with the bound on the
asymptotic growth of the form factors and the clustering property, this allowed fixing all form
factors in terms of the single particle Ay form factor F2¢ and the vacuum expectation value
Fg) . We then presented a simple procedure to determine the ratio F2¢ / ng ratio, which involved
finding a minimal solvable subsystem of form factors involving the A; A; form factor, which can
also be helpful for form factors of other fields of the Fr model. Together with the exact vacuum
expectation values available from [30], this fixes all the form factors which involve only even
particles.

To determine the A; tower, finding a minimal set of recursive equations containing all the
information encoded in the rich bootstrap structure of the E- scattering theory was necessary.
We found that such a system can be obtained by combining the kinematic singularity equation
with a further relation resulting from the bound state singularity equations resulting from
equating two different orderings of combining an A1 4; — As and an Ay Ay — As fusion, which
we called the three-A; fusion equation. To our knowledge, this type of recursive structure has
not been found before. We gave a mathematical proof that these equations were enough to
fully determine all even elements of the A; tower from the 6-particle level upwards, while the
4-particle form factor can be determined using the As tower determined earlier. Once this is
accomplished, the clustering property determines odd elements of the A; tower.

We cross-checked our results by computing all one-particle and several two-particle form
factors involving higher excitations in the FEr spectrum, which agreed perfectly with previous
results [16, 17].

An interesting open problem is to find a systematic construction for the form factor of the
vacancy density ¢, which is the only relevant field whose form factors are presently unknown.
The challenge is that it has a higher scaling dimension than © and the order/disorder fields,
which implies that the asymptotic growth of its form factors is less constrained.

The results of the present work can be used to compute correlation functions and dynam-
ical structure factors in the thermal perturbation of the tricritical Ising model (cf. [10, 17]).
Additionally, the novel recursive structure found in our work can help to find a systematic
construction of form factors in other exactly integrable models.
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A The E; S-matrix and form factor building blocks

A.1 The exact S-matrix

The two-particle amplitudes in a diagonal scattering theory of self-conjugate particles can be
written as

Sap(9) = (—1)%ab I1 (= fa(9))Pas(@

aEAqp

= I (~fa@)p=©,

a€Aqp

(A1)

where Ay, is the collection of the poles and pgp () is the multiplicity of the pole at aim, and we
introduced the

Aabz{A“bU{O}’ if a=b0, (A2)

Aap, otherwise

notation for convenience. The S-matrix building blocks can be given as
_ tanh 1 (9 + ira)
tanh 3 (9 — ira)

A.3)
0o g¢cosh (a— 3¢ (
:—exp{Q/ dt(Q)sinhl_%} .

0

t cosh % T

fa(0)

For the E7 model, the S, are specified in Table A.1, where we use the notation

a p

(€= (~feps) (A4)

for a block corresponding to a pole at o = £/18 with multiplicity p, which gives rise to the
bound state A, (for poles which do not correspond to bound states, the top index a is absent).
The absolute values of the 3-point couplings can be computed from the residue of the bound
state poles of the S-matrix:

I0S,12 = —i lim (0 — iul,)Sa(9) . (A.5)

—1
50 C
—iul,

Regarding their phases, a consistent setting is given by choosing every I'¢, real and positive.

A.2 Form factor building blocks

Using the notations introduced above, the Dy, (1)) polynomials encoding the bound state singu-
larity structure are defined as

Dap(9) = [ (Pa(9)) @ (Pr_a(@))=), (A.6)
acAq
where
cos(ma) — cosh (¥
Fo= (2 co)s2 (%) = ’ (A7)
iab(a) =n+1, jab(a) =n, if pab(a) =2n+1, (AS)
iap(a) =n, Japla)=mn, if pu(a)=2n. (A.9)

26



a b Sab a b Sab
2 4 1
11— a0 3 4| (15) (5)2(1%(9)
1 2 (113)(5) 35 (116)(18)3 (4)2(6)?
2 4 5 2 5 7
1 3| (14)(10)(6) 3 6| (16)(12)3(8)3 (4)?
14| (@nI)E) ©) 37| (IN(13)° (3)2(7)(9)?
3 6 4 5 7
15 | (149)(8) (6) 44| - (12)(100(4) (2
4 5 7 2 4 7
1 6| (16)(12)(4) (10)? 4 51 (15)(13)3(7)2 (9)
17| (15) (5)2(7)2(9) 16| (I (3)2(5)0)?
2 4 5 4 5
2 2|~ (19)E)Q) 47| (16)(14)° (6)'(8)"
2 3| (15)(11)(5) (9) 55| - (12)* (2)2(4)2(8)*
2 4| (1)) (6)2 56| (16)(11)° (6)(3)"
2 4 7 2 4 7
2 5| (1)(13)(3) (7)2(9) 57| (1151 (5)4(9)°
2 6 (135) (7)2(5)2(9) 6 6 —(13)3(1(7))5 (12)4(16)2
2 7 (156)(1(7))3 (4)2(6)? 6 7 (117)(12)3(13)5 (5)6(9)3
3 3 —(124)(5) (8)2(12)? 7T —(1%)3(13)5(1;)7 (8)8

Table A.1: The two-particle S-matrix amplitudes in the E; scattering theory.

The minimal form factor can be written as

Eg@) = T (ga(0))yr=

aETab

9\ Fab (A.10)

= (sinn (5)) 7 TT at@me,

a€Aqp
where

oo J¢ cosh (a — %) t (im — )t
o(9) = 2 — in? . A1l
9 (V) exp{ o t cosh%sinht St 27 ( )
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To improve the numerical convergence of the integral representation of g,(¥), it is best to use
the identity

) 2 ) 2
9/2m 9/2mw
N-1 [1 + <k+1/—a/2) L+ <k+l//2+a/2) ]
N k=0 9/2 2 9/2 2
; [1 + <k+1+a/2) L+ <k+3/2a/2) 1 (A.12)

1
oo ¢ cosh (a— 5)1& ) (im — V)t
2 N 7 (N41— Ne ) 2Ntgp2 2l 707
xexp{ /o t cosh%sinht (N+ e 7)e St 21

k+1

with some conveniently chosen N (for numerical evaluations we used N = 40). The normalisa-
tion of both F™" () and Dyp(1) are chosen so that

Dgy(in) =1 and F%(ir) =1. (A.13)

The functions g, (1) satisfy
9a(¥) = —fa(9)ga(-1), (A.14)
go(im + 1) = ga(im — V), (A.15)

which guarantees that (A.10) solves the defining relations of the minimal form factors (3.12),
and are free of poles and zeros in the strip S = {Im ¥ € (0,7)}.

Moreover, the g, (¢) building blocks satisfy some further identities that were used in our
calculations:

9a(V¥) = g1-a(V), (A.16)
go(¥) = —isinh g , (A.17)

Ja (19 + iﬂ'li)ga (19 - Z.ﬂ-"i) = g;ofiz/({()))g;of_jzgé) Ja+rk (ﬁ)ga—ﬂ(ﬁ) ) (A18)

_sinh 2(0 — iam) sinh 3 (9 + iar)

ga(ﬂ)gfa(ﬁ) = (A.19)

cos? 7
Their asymptotic behaviour for [J| — oo is
d| dw
ga () ~ Ny exp <|2’ — 2) , (A.20)

where
0o gt cosh(oz—%)t 1
Y = - =/ . A21
N P {/0 t [ cosh % sinh ¢ t ( )

B Proof of completeness

In this appendix, we prove that that the kinematic equation along with the A3 — A% bound state
singularity equation (egs. (5.7) and (5.13) for the O, or egs. (5.9) and (5.14) or the semi-local
fields) completely determines the polynomials Q‘f% for 2n > 6.

First, we remark that none of the AT — A" four-fold fusion equations gives further infor-
mation beyond the kinematic singularity equation and the A3 — A$ fusion. For example, the
fusing angles corresponding to the

(AlXAl)X(AlXAO—)AQXAQ—)AQ(—/hXAl, and

B.1
(AlXAl)X(AlXAl)—>A4XA4—>A4(—A1XA1 ( )
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Figure B.1: Schematic illustration of fusion chains (B.1).

fusion chains (illustrated in Fig. B.1) can be obtained by applying crossing symmetry to one of
the particles in the A3 — A3 fusion. Therefore, consecutive application of the A3 — A3 fusion
and the kinematic singularity equation at some special angles leads to the same equation as the
above fusion chains. Similarly, it can be established that none of the A} — A; fusion chains
gives further information either. We also verified some of the more complex A} — AT" fusion
chains. This leads to the conjecture that the kinematic singularity equation and the A3 — A3
bound state singularity equation capture all the nontrivial constraints the F~ bootstrap poses.
This conjecture can be made precise as the following theorem:

Theorem B.1. For 2n > 6, there is no non-zero kernel of the kinematic singularity equation
that satisfies the A3 — A3 fusion equation and respects the partial degree restrictions in egs. (5.3)
or (5.6).

This theorem is equivalent to the statement that beyond the six-particle level, the kinematic
singularity equation and the A3 — A3 fusion uniquely determine all members of the A; tower.

Proof. Let Ka, be the a polynomial in the aforementioned kernel, so

Kon(—x,x,23,...,22,) =0 (B.2)
and
8 2n 4. 2 . 8 .
e1sim(n=1) H [12]x[—16]x Ko, (eﬁ”m, eT8r, e 18", 1yq, . .. ,xgn) =
S (B.3)
— ¢~ 1sim(n=D) H [—12],[16]x Ko, (e%”x, 671&8”1', e*%i”x,m, ... ,xgn) )

k=4

In the course of this proof, we denote for simplicity

[a]) = @ — e*/ 18 . (B.4)
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Eqn. (B.2) implies that Ky, can be written as

2n

Kaon(@1, ... w2n) = Lon(w1, ... w2n) [ [ (2 + 1) , (B.5)
k<l

where Lo, is some symmetric homogeneous polynomial. Comparing to eq. (5.6), we get the
following partial degree restriction for the L, polynomials

deg, (Lan) < & <2n _ g _ ;) . (B.6)

Substituting back into eq. (B.3) results in the condition

2n

eisim(n—1) H [14]%[12]x[—10]x Layn (el%mac, ellsmx, e_%i”m,m, e ,xgn) =
k=4
4 ; 1 2n 8 . 2 . 4 ; (Bj)
= e~ im(n—1) H [—14],[—12]x[10]x Loy, (eﬁ”x, e BT, e BT, xy,... ,xzn)
k=4
for Lo,. Both sides are polynomials in x, which must have the same roots, implying
4 . 2 . 8 . 2n
Loy (¢35, €187, e 150, 24, won ) ~ [][~14J6[=1206[10s, (B.8)
k=4
and
8 . 2 . 4 . 2n
Loy, (eﬁm’xj efﬁ”rgm efﬁm.%', T4, ... ,xgn) ~ H [14]k[12]k[_10]k s (BQ)
k=4

where L ~ () means that there exist a polynomial P such that L = P-@). Substituting particular
arguments and using the symmetric property of Lo, we obtain the conditions

6, 4., 4. 6
Lo, (elsmx,ew”a},e 37y, e 18”$,x5,...,x2n)

2 14 4 2 12 4 2 10, 4
~ (eﬁ’lﬂ'w _ e—ﬁlﬂ'e—ﬁlﬂ'x> (GTS’LW:U _ e—TSZWe—TgZTI’x) (eTB’Lﬂ":L, _ €T8Z7T€_TSZ7T-:U) X

2n
2, _ 14, 2, _ 12, 2, 10,
% H (618”1—:1} —_e lgzka) (618“r:l? —e 18ml‘k) (618Z7rl‘ _ 618171—1‘]{;) (BlO)
k=5

~ 2 T[ (1614~ 14), 3]
k=5

and
6, 4, _4y _6;
Lo, (e 37, ey, e B, e B, x5, . .. ,len)

2 . 14 . 4 . . 12 - 4 2 . 10, 4 .
~ (eiﬁm(]? . eﬁmeﬁmx) (e*ﬁ”x _ €ﬁm€ﬁm$) (efﬁmx . e*ﬁmeﬁmx) %

2n
y H (e*TQS”x _ e%inxk) (e*%”x _ e%”a:k) (e*%”x _ e*%”mk) (B.11)
k=5
2n
~ 2 TT116]x[14]%[-8]x
k=5

Consider Lo, with the above arguments as a polynomial in z. The above equations suggest
that it has an (at least) third-order root at = 0 and (at least) first-order roots at

_1ls, _14, _ 8
r=e 187y, x=e 87x,, x=¢ 1871,

8, 14, 16,
r=e18"g,, r=e18"x,, and x=e13"x,
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therefore, it can be written as

Lo, (el%i”x, el%mx, e_%i”x, 6_1%m$, Ts,. .. ,ZL’Qn)
. on (B.12)
~ 2 T ] [16]5[14]5 (8]~ 8]x[—14][—16] -
k=5

The further argument is split into three separate cases.

Case 1 The first case assumes that Lg, in (B.12) is not identically 0. Then, it is a polynomial
of x with a degree of at least

346-(2n—4)=12n—21. (B.13)

Therefore we have a lower bound on the 4-th order partial degree of a generic Ls, polynomial
as

deg, (Lay) > 12n — 21. (B.14)
On the other hand, however, eq. (B.6) prescribes that
degy (Loy) < 8n —10. (B.15)

Comparing the above two relations, we get

< (B.16)
Case 2 Next, let us consider the case when
Lo, (el%mx, e%”x, e_lismx, e_l%i”:v, x5, ... ,:E2n> =0, (B.17)
but assume that
Loy, (elismx, e%iﬂx, e_l%mx,u, . ,iL’Qn) 0. (B.18)
Then eq. (B.17) implies that the polynomial Lo, (e%i”x, el%s”x, ef%i”x, T4, ... ,xgn) has roots
at & = e%/18z . Using eq. (B.8) implies
4 . 2 . 8 . 2n
Lon (€187, €387z, e™ 550, 24, .. w0 ) ~ [][~14]6[~12][10]4[6]s (B.19)
k=4

Due to the assumption that it is not identically 0, it must be a polynomial of at least order
8n — 12 in x. Therefore, its third partial degree can be estimated as

degs (Lay) > 8n —12. (B.20)
The partial degree restrictions (see eq. (B.6)) prescribe that

degs (Lan) < 61 — 6. (B.21)
Comparing the above equations, we get

m <6. (B.22)
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Case 3 The last case is when both
4 2 . 8 .
Loy, (eﬁ”m, ey, e BBy, xy,. .. ,wgn) =0 (B.23)
and
8, _2, _4,
Loy, (e 87y, e 18, e 18X, 1y, . .., .’Egn) =0. (B.24)

These relations imply the following root structures

2n
Loy (2, e 55 0, g, wan ) ~ [ [11]s[-11] (B.25)
k=3
5o, 5. 2n
Lo, (eﬁ”:c, e 18", x3,. .., acgn) ~ 1 7kl=7)k (B.26)
k=3
2n
6 . 6 -
Lon (€572, ™ 570, 23, wo ) ~ [T MIk[~4 - (B.27)
k=3
We first remark that if
Loy, (cpa:, o lx, s, ... ,azgn) =0 (B.28)
for some symmetric homogeneous polynomial Ls, and phase ¢, then
2n
Loy (z1,...,2p) ~ H(mk — 22 (z; — pPap), (B.29)
k<l

which (combined with the kinematic part) exceeds the partial degree restrictions (5.6) for any
n. So we conclude that the polynomials egs. (B.25), (B.26), and (B.27) cannot be identically
zZero.

Now we proceed to show that there is no such Lo, that satisfies egs. (B.25), (B.26), and
(B.27) and respects the partial degree restrictions, specifically

degy (Lay) < 4n —3. (B.30)

Egs. (B.25), (B.26), and (B.27) imply that the second partial degree of Lo, is already at least
4n — 4, so it is sufficient to show that if is necessary to add at least two further roots to satisfy
all the three equations simultaneously. Consider Lo, (x,y,x3,...,r2,) as a generic symmetric
polynomial in x and y:

Lgn(x,y,l'g, N ,I‘Qn) = Z Cklalfaé N (B.31)
k,l

where 01 = x4y, 02 = xy, and the Cy; coefficients depend on x3, ..., x2,, and the sum is finite
due to the partial degrees restrictions. Then

Lgn(eiax,efiax,xg, ey Ton) = Z Cri(2 cos a)kxk+2l (B.32)
%l

is some polynomial of z. Its roots’ sum and product can obtained in terms of its coefficients.
Focusing on their a-dependence we can write

(Z roots) = N(cosa)? and (B.33)
(H roots) = N(cosa)? (B.34)

for some ¢, § € Z.
There are two sub-cases to consider.



Sub-case 3/A First, assume that the polynomial in eq. (B.32) has exactly the minimum
number of roots, i.e., 4n — 4 as prescribed by egs. (B.25), (B.26), and (B.27). Then

2n
(Z roots) = 2cos ¢; Z Tk (B.35)
k=3

where

117 ™

¢ = 1z and a; = 5’ (B.36)
T 57

b2 = 1z and az = 18 (B.37)
4 61

_ = 20 B.
o3 18 and a3 18 (B.38)

corresponding to egs. (B.25), (B.26), and (B.27), respectively. Then, we can take the ratio of
two of the relations (B.33) (N # 0 for the generic z3,...,x2,) to get

cos @; (cosai>q (B.39)

COS @ COS o

for every i < j,{i,j} C {1,2,3}. Now it is straightforward to check that this system of equations
has no solution for ¢, therefore 4n — 4 roots are not sufficient to satisfy egs. (B.25), (B.26), and
(B.27) simultaneously.

Sub-case 3/B Next, assume that the polynomial in eq. (B.32) has exactly 4n — 3 roots,
that is, we allow one additional root, r compared to the previous case. Then, the sum of the
roots is

2n
(Z roots) = 2cos ¢; Z T+ 1. (B.40)

k=3
There are two possibilities.
e First, we can choose
2n
r = —2cos ¢; Z Tk, (B.41)
k=3

so the sum of the roots is zero. Consider the product of the roots
2n 2n
(H roots) = —2cos ¢; <Z a:k> H 3, (B.42)
k=3 k=3

and take the ratio of two of the relations (B.34) (N # 0 for the generic z3, ..., z2,) to get

cos @; (cosai>q (B.43)

COS ¢ COS O

for every i < j,{i,7} € {1,2,3}. Similarly to the previous case, no ¢ solves these equations
simultaneously.
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e Finally, we choose r arbitrarily but assume that the sum of the roots does not vanish.
From eq. (B.33) we obtain

cosp; +r' [ cosay ! (B.44)
cosgj +1  \ cosay '
for every i < j,{i,j} C {1,2,3}, where
r
r= (B.45)
2> xp
k=3

The system has two solutions in terms of ' and ¢:

@ =0, ri=o00, and (B.46)
g2 ~ —0.15206, rh ~ 10.5479. (B.47)
On the one hand, since
2n
Z xr # 0
k=3

for the generic set of x’s, ' can not be infinite, so the first solution is ruled out. On the
other hand, the second solution is also not allowed, as ¢ must be an integer.

Therefore, to satisfy eqs. (B.25), (B.26), and (B.27), Loy, (e**z,e*®x,x3, ... ,x2,) should have at
least two additional roots, 4n — 4 + 2 in total, and hence

degy (Lap) > 4n — 2, (B.48)

which is incompatible with eq. (B.30). Consequently, there is no symmetric homogeneous (non-
zero) Loy, polynomial that satisfies eqs. (B.23) and (B.24) while respecting the partial degree
restrictions.

From Case 3, we learn that if a kernel of the kinematic singularity equation satisfies the
A3 — A3 fusion and respects the partial degree restrictions, then Case 1 or 2 must apply.
However, they only allow a nontrivial kernel solution for 2n < 11/2 or 2n < 6, respectively,
which implies that there is no such kernel for 2n > 6. Hence, the theorem is proven.

Note that the partial degree restriction of the © field yields even stronger constraints than
the generic ones in (5.6). [ |

The lower bound estimation in the above proof is not the sharpest possible. One can check
manually that there is no nontrivial kernel even for 2n = 6. The marginal case is the four-
particle form factor, where the kernel is precisely one dimensional, corresponding to the single
free parameter that had to be fixed by the clustering property.

We further remark that exactly the same derivation works for the odd elements of the A;
tower, guaranteeing the absence of a nontrivial kernel for 2n + 1 > 7, while it can be shown
manually that there is no kernel for 2n + 1 = 5 either.
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