
Long Range Asymptotic Baxter-Bethe Ansatz for N = 4 BFKL

Simon Ekhammar,1, ∗ Nikolay Gromov,1, † and Michelangelo Preti2, 3, 4, ‡

1Department of Mathematics, King’s College London Strand WC2R 2LS, London, UK
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We demonstrate that the Balitsky-Fadin-Kuraev-Lipatov regime of maximally supersymmetric
Yang-Mills theory can be explicitly solved up to the L + 1 order in weak coupling by uncovering
a novel long-range asymptotic Baxter-Bethe ansatz for trajectories with L scalar fields. The set of
equations we have found is reminiscent of the Beisert-Eden-Staudacher equations for local operators
but instead applies to non-local operators corresponding to the horizontal Regge trajectories. We
also verify and give new predictions for the light-ray operator spectrum by resummation of the
leading singularities in our result.

INTRODUCTION

Regge trajectories play a crucial role in modern non-
perturbative physics. In hadron spectroscopy, they relate
spin and mass squared aiding in the discovery of various
mesons and baryons. At the same time, they are also
key to understanding high-energy scattering amplitudes.
However, their theoretical study is challenging due to the
need for analytic continuation in spin and for them being
intrinsically non-perturbative.

The Balitsky–Fadin–Kuraev–Lipatov (BFKL) equa-
tion offers a powerful resummation technique to address
some of these issues in quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
[1–3]. In some cases, it allows accurate predictions of
cross-sections in processes such as deep inelastic scatter-
ing and forward jet production, even though it is worked
out only to the leading (LO) and next-to-leading orders
in QCD [4–9].

Gauge theories that allow fully non-perturbative in-
tegrability methods are ideal laboratories for exploring
Regge trajectories and resummation techniques. One of
the most prominent example is planar N = 4 Super
Yang-Mills (SYM). Due to integrability many observ-
ables in N = 4 SYM are solvable to all orders in the
’t Hooft coupling λ, at the same time this theory also
shares many features with QCD. An important example
is the Kotikov-Lipatov maximal transcendentality princi-
ple [9] stating that the results of N = 4 frequently give di-
rect prediction for their counterpart in QCD for the most
complicated, maximally transcendental part [10, 11]. In
particular, integrability was used to obtain analytic ex-
pressions for eigenvalues of the NNLO BFKL [12] equa-
tion in N = 4 SYM, confirmed independently in [13][14],
providing precious insights into QCD. Furthermore, in-
tegrability in N = 4 SYM enables a completely non-
perturbative study of Regge trajectories [15–21].

The integrability is tightly related to the conformal
symmetry of the theory. In general conformal field theo-
ries (CFTs) it is possible to study Regge physics through
analytic continuation of the scaling dimensions ∆ in spin

[22, 23]. To perform this analytic continuation, as argued
in [24, 25], one should study non-local light-ray operators,
which give direct access to non-integer spins in pertur-
bation theory. Light-ray operators can be constructed as
null Wilson lines [25–29] and allows one to closely ap-
proach the BFKL regime. However, as we discuss in this
letter, in general there are degeneracies at weak coupling,
creating additional challenges [19, 29–31].
Integrability and Pomeron. Integrability in 4D gauge

theories was first observed in the BFKL regime by Lipa-
tov [32] and further explored by [33, 34]. A key finding
was the Baxter equation

4u2
(
q++ + q−−) =

(
8u2 − ∆2 + 1

)
q (1)

where we introduced shift of argument notation f± =
f(u ± i

2 ) and f±± = f(u ± i) or more generally f [n] =
f(u+in/2). Solution of (1) gives the famous LO Pomeron
eigenvalue via [35]

−i∂u log uq−−∣∣
u→0

= ψ
(
1−∆
2

)
+ψ

(
1+∆
2

)
+2γ ≡ χ , (2)

where ψ is Digamma and γ is the Euler constant. No-
tably, the above equations are the same for QCD and
N = 4 SYM [36]. In this paper we present the multi-
loop generalization of these equation for parity symmet-
ric states, containing L scalar fields. This is analogous
to how the Asymptotic Bethe Ansatz (ABA) [37], or
Beisert-Eden-Staudacher equation [38], generalizes the
rational spin chain of Minahan and Zarembo [39] to
higher loops. In particular, for the top horizontal tra-
jectory i.e. for ω = S + L− 1 → 0 we find

ω =
∑
k=1,2

(
4g cos

πnk
L+ 2

− 16g2χ(∆)
sin2 πnk

L+2

L+ 2

)
+O(g3) (3)

with g =
√
λ

4π the ’t Hooft coupling and 1 ≤ n1 < n2 ≤
L + 1 with n1 + n2 ∈ 2Z. This reproduces (2) for n1 =
1, n2 = 3 and L = 2. Notice that the leading term is
linear in g and independent on ∆ as first noticed for the
L = 3 case in [19]. In this letter, we describe how to
explicitly compute all terms up to gL+1 for general L.
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FIG. 1: The typical Regge trajectory (using L = 4
numerics for demonstration). The diagonal parts

(DGLAP or DT) of trajectories contain local operators.
The first horizontal part of the trajectories (BFKL or

HT), is where this letter is focused on.

Regge trajectories. For simplicity in this letter we fo-
cus on the generalization of the BFKL regime for oper-
ators in sl(2) sector in which the local operators take
the schematic form TrDS

+Z
L + perm and furthermore

are parity symmetric. We reserve further generaliza-
tions beyond parity symmetric states, as in [40], and
outside sl(2)-sector for the future [41]. In perturbation
theory these operators have dimension ∆ = S+L+γ(S).
To reach the BFKL regime one has to analytically con-
tinue ∆ in spin S and consider the inverse function
S(∆). The function S(∆) is a multi-valued function,
whose Riemann surface is invariant under ∆ → −∆
(see FIG. 1 for L = 4). For general L the number
of local operators increases with S and there are in-
finitely many diagonal trajectories (DTs), we refer to
this as the Dokshitzer–Gribov–Lipatov–Altarelli–Parisi
(DGLAP) regime. However, only a finite number of them
branch to horizontal trajectories (HTs) at S = −L + 1,
and those are the main focus of this paper. It is impor-
tant to notice that not only the sl(2) local operators ap-
pear at special points of this Riemann surface. One can
also find operators of “higher twist”, which are roughly
of the form Tr□mDS

+Z
L (see e.g. [16, 19]).

INTEGRABILITY OF N = 4 SYM

Unlike in QCD, integrability of N = 4 persists to ar-
bitrary g in the planar limit. There has been many in-
tegrability based techniques developed to address BFKL
physics (see [42] for a review), we will use the truly non-
perturbative Quantum Spectral Curve (QSC) [43, 44] for
our exploration.

Before the QSC, integrability in the BFKL regime
(1) and for local operators [39] co-existed almost inde-

pendently, even though the leading singularities in both
regimes where known to be related [45]. The reason be-
ing that from the local operators perspective the BFKL
regime is completely non-perturbative and requires re-
summation of infinitely many terms of the form g2n/ωn

(for L = 2) where ω = S+L− 1, whereas the ABA gives
a powerful and concise description of the spectrum only
up to so-called wrapping order ∼ g2L+4.

With the QSC, valid at any g, one can numerically in-
terpolate between the DGLAP (DTs) and BFKL (HTs)
branches of the same trajectory (see FIG. 2). However,
analytic results have so far been out of reach for general
operators. In the following we reveal a simplification of
the QSC in the BFKL regime, reminiscent of what hap-
pens for local operators, which allows us to go beyond
a numerical analysis and derive analytic results up to
wrapping corrections at ∼ gL+2.

QSC Generalities. Like the original Baxter equation
(1) the QSC is a set of equations on Q-functions. How-
ever, unlike the LO BFKL, which has 2 solutions, the ex-
act QSC equations contains large number of Q-functions,
which are no longer meromorphic functions of u, but the
multi-valued functions with quadratic branch-cuts (see
[42] for reviews).

For context, the basic Q-functions are called Pa(u)
and Qi(u), a, i = 1, . . . , 4. They are functions with a cut
between ±2g. While Pa are otherwise analytic, Qi has an
additional infinite towers of cuts at (−2g−in, 2g−in), n ∈
Z>0. Analytic continuation around the branch-points on
the real axis, denoted by P̃a(u), Q̃i(u), is a symmetry of
the QSC acting as Q̃i = ωijχ

jkQk and P̃a = µabχ
bcPc.

The matrices ωij , µab are both anti-symmetric and χij =
(−1)iδi+j−5,0.

Asymptotic Bethe Ansatz (ABA). For local opera-
tors at weak coupling the QSC simplifies significantly
and the standard ABA equations emerges. Intriguingly,
one can trace the scaling ω12 ∼ g−2L−4 as the under-
lying reason for this simplification. In this limit the
zeros µ12(uk + i

2 ) = 0 are identified as momentum-
carrying roots, corresponding to magnons with momen-
tum eipk = x+k /x

−
k and energy Ek = 2ig/x+k − 2ig/x−k

with g (x+ 1/x) = u the Zhukovsky variable or alterna-

tively Ek =
√

1 + 16 g2 sin2 pk

2 .

ASYMPTOTIC BAXTER-BETHE ANSATZ

In the BFKL regime we find that ω13 dominates in-
stead of ω12. This change effectively swaps the role of
∆ and S. The scaling ω13 ∼ g−L−2 implies similar sim-
plification as in the case of the ABA for local operators,
but with several novel features which we now describe.
The zeros of µ12 once again play a pivotal role, for the
first HTs we find that there are always 4 zeros, zi, and
they are all located on the unit circle in the Zhukovsky
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plane, |zi| = 1, and satisfy z3 = − 1
z2
, z4 = − 1

z1
. Due to

their novel location, the momenta of the corresponding
modes now read pk = 1

i log z2k and the dispersion relation
becomes

ω = ig

4∑
k=1

(
zk − 1

zk

)
= 2g

2∑
k=1

sin
pk
2
. (4)

In this limit there is a particularly simple subset of
Q-functions whose roots enter into the Bethe-like equa-
tions. A convenient choice is given by P1,Q1|1,Q1|13
and Q12|13. We managed to derive the asymptotic ap-
proximation of all these Q-functions, in particular P1 =
σ◦x

−L
2 −1 where σ◦ is a solution of the “crossing” equa-

tion∏
±
σ◦(u± i0) =

∞∏
n=0

(
κ(x)

x2

)[2+2n](
κ̄(x)

x2

)[−2−2n]

, (5)

where κ(x) ≡
∏

i(x− zi) and κ̄(x) ≡
∏

i(x− 1/zi). The
solution to (5) can be written as a double integral, similar
to the BES dressing phase (S4).

The most difficult Q-function to fix is Q1|1 which have
an infinite number of zeros. This renders the standard
Bethe equation technique futile, instead we fix Q1|1 us-
ing a Baxter equation which generalizes (1). The need
to include a functional equation is the reason we refer
to our approach as an Asymptotic Baxter-Bethe Ansatz
(ABBA) as opposed to simply ABA.

The Auxiliary Baxter Equation. We found that we
can factorize Q1|β for β = 1, 3 into a fixed function with
branch-cuts and a meromorphic function Q1|β : Q1|β =

Q1|β
∏∞

n=0
κ
[2n+1]
1

κ̄
[2n+1]
2

with κi = (x − zi)(x + 1
zi

). We also

introduce the following rapidity parameterization θi =
g (zi + 1

zi
) to get

((u+ i
2 )2 − θ22)Q1|β(u+ i) + ((u− i

2 )2 − θ21)Q1|β(u− i)

=
(
2u2 − 1

4 (∆2 + 4θ21 + 4θ22 + 1)
)
Q1|β(u) . (6)

Remarkably, this equation can be solved exactly (see
(S24)). For more general state we do not expect such
a luxury.

Middle-node equation for massless modes. In order
to fix zi’s themselves we have to use the gluing condi-
tion Q1(u + i0) = αQ̄3(u − i0), which is a part of the
QSC formalism. After a technically involved derivation,
scratched in supplemented materials and to be presented
in full in [41], the gluing condition reduces to

1=
(izk)−2L−4

G
1+∆

2

kk G
1−∆

2

kk

σ2
◦(−zk)

σ2
◦(− 1

zk
)

∏
n ̸=0

κ(z
[2n]
k )

κ̄(z
[2n]
k )

∏
l=1,2

G
1+∆

2

kl G
1−∆

2

kl

G1
kl

(7)

where Gδ
kl = Γ(δ+iθk+iθl)Γ(δ+iθk−iθl)

Γ(δ−iθk−iθl)Γ(δ−iθk+iθl)
. The above equa-

tion should also be supplemented with a selection rule
(z1z2)L−2 → 1 as g → 0. One can show that (7) can

be written in the form (zk)2L+4 = B(zk)
∏4

l=1 S(zk, zl),
where S satisfies S(zk, zl) = 1/S(zl, zk) (see (S9)).
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FIG. 2: Spectrum of 225 states for L = 30 at g = 0.02.
At weak coupling they spread between the bounds

±4g
(

cos π
L+2 + cos 3π

L+2

)
(dashed gray lines). For the

plot we use only first 3 terms in small g, but in principle
up to g31 can be computed analytically with our

method.

Counting states. When g → 0 we have σ◦ → 1 and
θk → 0 and thus (7) simplifies to 1 = (izk)−2L−4 or

zk = −ie
πink
L+2 , n1 = 1, . . . , L + 1 with the selection rule

imposing n1 + n2 being even. Note that the other 2 z’s
are fixed by z4 = −1/z1 and z3 = −1/z2 (due to the

parity of the states we consider). This gives
⌊
L2

4

⌋
for the

counting of the states as demonstrated in TABLE I.

L states

2 1 3

3 1 3 2 4

4 1 3 1 5 2 4 3 5

5 1 3 1 5 2 4 2 6 3 5 4 6

TABLE I: States for various R-charge L. Numbers
inside the circle are n1, n2, red dots are zk’s. Horizontal

reflection is equivalent to g → −g.

Explicit results. We assume the ansatz zk = z0k +∑
gnak,n, with iz0k a fixed root of unity, and plug it

into the quantization condition (7). After that we can
compute ω(∆) from (2). For example, for L = 3 there
are only two states, related by g → −g. For the (1, 3)
solution we find

ω=2g − 4χg2− 2π2g3

3
+ 24

(
π2

18
χ+ χ′′+

7ζ3
6

)
g4+ O(g5) .

(8)
Note that all terms has uniform transcedentality given
by the order in g minus 1. We checked that this is
true in general to order g8 for general L. Note that
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FIG. 3: Numerical data at g = 1/10 for L = 4 (solid
line) compared with the ABBA result at g5 order (S26)
(pale line) and the leading order branching equation (12)

(dotted line). See also FIG. 4 for higher L’s.

at order gL+2 the ABBA approximation breaks down
and one has to take into account “wrapping”-like correc-
tions. We see that (8) generalizes the Pomeron eigen-
value (2). In particular for ∆ = 0 we find ω(0) ≃
2g + 8 log 4g2 − 2π2g3

3 − 4
3

(
π2 log 16 + 105ζ3

)
g4, which

agrees perfectly with the leading term analytically and
numerical results for other terms of [19]. For larger L
the predictive power of our approach increases since (4)
is valid up to and including gL+1. We present results for
L = 4 in (S26). The result for any L up to g2 is given in
(3) and up to g4 in (S25). Further explicit results can be
found in the attached Mathematica notebook.

BRANCHING REGIME

The ABBA allows us to obtain the HTs to a high per-
turbative order. In this section we study how they merge
with the DTs. Let us start with L = 3, we know from
numerics that there are 2 HTs mixing with one diago-
nal one. In order to study the mixing between these 3
branches it is natural to zoom to the corner by introduc-
ing the rescaled variables ω = Ω g and ∆ = 1 + g D. In
this scaling our result (8) for the the two HTs become

Ω1,2 ≃ ±2 − 8

D
+

96

D3
+ O

(
1

D4

)
+ O(g2) . (9)

As there are 3 trajectories ω(∆) mixing at this point the
full Riemann surface reduces to just a degree 3 polyno-
mial Ω3 + AΩ2 + BΩ + C = 0 with coefficients A,B, C
non-singular functions of D. Furthermore at large D we
should require that two solutions satisfy (9), and the
third one is Ω3 ≃ D, fixing uniquely

Ω3 − DΩ2 − 20Ω + 4D = 0 , (10)

which reproduces the branching regime of FIG. 3 in [19].
The formula (10), albeit very simple, is quite powerful.
Solving for D and restoring ω we can find γ(g) = ∆−1−ω:

− 16ωg2

ω2 − 4g2
≃ −16g2

ω
− 64g4

ω3
− 256g6

ω5
− 1024g8

ω7
(11)

which reproduces correctly the divergence of ∆ and ω =
0 for the known 4-loop result [45, 46], as well as gives
prediction to all higher loops in agreement with the guess
in [45]. At the same time, one can also give prediction for
all terms in the 1/D expansion in (9) as a solution of cubic

equation, meaning that it resums all gn

(∆−1)k
singularities

on HTs. Furthermore, one can try to repeat this exercise
at ∆ → 2k − 1 for k = 1, 2, . . . . We found that that
amounts to the simple change ∆ = (2k − 1) + gD but
otherwise gives the same curve (10). We expect that
corrections in g will be different.

Applying the same logic, and assuming that there are

⌊L
2 ⌋ diagonal trajectories mixing with ⌊L2

4 ⌋ the horizontal
curves as indicated by numerics for L ≤ 4, it is possible
to build curves for any L. For example, for L = 4 we get
the following curve

Ω6 − 2DΩ5 +
(
D2 − 36

)
Ω4 + 48DΩ3 (12)

+
(
192 − 12D2

)
Ω2 − 128DΩ − 256 = 0 ,

which gives a surprisingly good approximation even far
from the branching regime, see FIG. 3. The curve (12)
also gives a prediction for the leading singularity for the
two DTs

∆L=4
± −1 ≃ ω−4g2

3 ±
√

5

ω
−16g4

25 ± 11
√

5

5ω3
+. . . . (13)

It would be interesting to check this prediction by solving
the sl(2,R) Hamiltonian for light-rays [13]. Let us make
a curious observations: Firstly, the number of trajecto-
ries which branch from diagonal to horizontal at ω ≃ 0
is equal to the number of local operators with spin 2. In
fact, from the available numerical data we find that the
DTs that mix are exactly those that contain local oper-
ators with spin 2, so we conjecture that this is true in
general. Secondly, the residues bn at the leading poles
bng

2/ω, which we call branching spectrum, are related
in a simple way to the 1-loop anomalous dimension of
these operators with S = 2. For example, we recognize

the coefficient of g2

ω in (13) as almost the anomalous di-
mension of trD2Z4! We checked that in general one has

bn = 32−2γ
(1)
n for all 3 ≤ L ≤ 11 (see (S24)). This rather

mysterious relation between residues and the anomalous
dimensions of local operators deserves further study. In
particular, one can ask if there is a similar relation for
S = 4 and poles at S ≃ −L−1 etc. Finally, there is a lot
of data to be explored in the future in terms of g2 cor-
rections to the branching curves, which can be deduced
from the ABBA.
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CONCLUSIONS

In this letter we presented the Asymptotic Baxter-
Bethe Ansatz for the first HTs for general parity symmet-
ric sl(2) operators. Whereas the equations can be rigor-
ously derived starting from QSC, it would be interesting
to understand the linear and quadratic terms in g from a
field theory perspective as well as uncovering the underly-
ing spin-chain. The framework of BK-JIMWLK [47–49],
evolution seems to be the most natural to address these
questions. The higher order terms in g will hopefully
prove helpful to fix higher order terms in the linearized
BFKL evolution Hamiltonian in N = 4 SYM and in QCD
via the Kotikov-Lipatov maximal transcedentality prin-
ciple.

Our results can be further generalized to other sectors
and to non-parity symmetric operators as well as sub-
leading horizontal trajectories [41].

In order to form a complete picture of the Riemann
surface of Regge trajectories it would be interesting to
study the corner points where the BFKL and DGLAP
trajectories meet and where the QSC may simplify as
well.

Whereas we have clear evidence that effective mass-
less degrees of freedom emerge in this limit, the physics
of these modes is not yet clear. Perhaps intuition can
be gained from the AdS3/CFT2 QSC [50, 51] where
our techniques looks relevant to describe similar mass-
less modes.

Finally, the regime L → ∞ may have some interest-
ing quasi-classical description, unveiling which can give
a new perspective on the BFKL regime.
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A. Torrielli, JHEP 12, 048 (2021), arXiv:2109.05500
[hep-th].

[52] R. A. Janik, Phys. Rev. D 73, 086006 (2006), arXiv:hep-
th/0603038.

[53] C. Marboe and D. Volin, J. Phys. A 51, 165401 (2018),
arXiv:1701.03704 [hep-th].

[54] R. C. Brower, M. S. Costa, M. Djurić, T. Raben, and
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I. THE DRESSING PHASE AND EFFECTIVE ABA

An important part in the ABA is the Beisert-Eden-Staudacher dressing phase [38], an overall factor in the S-matrix
that cannot be fixed by the Yang-Baxter equation. Instead it must be found through a crossing equation first derived
in the context of AdS/CFT integrability by Janik [52]. To be precise, in the sl(2) sector the ABA becomes(

x+i
x−i

)L

=
∏
j ̸=i

S(ui, uj) , S(u, v) =
x−u − x+v
x+u − x−v

1 − 1
x+
u x−

v

1 − 1
x−
u x+

v

σ2
BES(u, v) , (S1)

where σBES(u, v) = σ•(u
+,v)

σ•(u−,v) is the dressing phase and the factor σ• is given as

log σ•(u, v) =

∮
dz

2πi

∮
dy

2πi

1

x(u) − z
log

(
Γ (1 + iuz − iuy)

Γ (1 − iuy + iuz)

)(
1

x(v − i
2 ) − y

− 1

x(v + i
2 ) − y

)
. (S2)

In this section we discuss how to express our dressing phase building block σ◦ and Bethe equation (7) in forms
reminiscent of (S1) and (S2).

A. Solving Crossing Equation

In the QSC formalism the crossing equation emerges in the asymptotic or weak coupling regime from the Pµ-system
[44]. In our setting the same happens, but the crossing equation is now different due to the novel massless momentum
carrying roots. The crossing equation (5), repeated here for convenience, reads

σ◦(z + i0)σ◦(z − i0) =

∞∏
n=0

( κ
x2

)[2+2n] ( κ̄
x2

)[−2−2n]

. (S3)

From the Pµ system and the asymptotics of Q-functions it follows that P1 ∝ x−
L
2 −1σ◦. The QSC-requires that

P1 ∼u→∞ u−
L
2 −1 and that P1 is an analytic function outside of a cut (−2g, 2g). This implies that σ◦ is analytic on

the main sheet and σ◦(∞) = 1. With this input the solution to (S3) is uniquely fixed to be given by the following
double integral

log σ◦(z) =

4∑
i=1

1

2

∑
n ̸=0

log

(
1 − 1

z x(θi + in)

)
+

1

2

∮
dx

2πi

∮
dy

2πi

1

z − x

(
1

y − zi
− 1

y − 1/zi

)
log

Γ(1 + iux − iuy)

Γ(1 − iux + iuy)

(S4)

where the integrals over a circle of the radius 1 − ϵ for some small ϵ, needed for regularization. We see that this is
indeed similar to (S2).

B. Effective Bethe Ansatz Equation

In this section we rewrite the effective Bethe-ansatz equation (7) using (S4) to reach a form closer to (S1). Let us
duplicate the Bethe equation for zi as presented in the main text here:

1=
(izk)−2L−4

G
1+∆

2 (θk,−θk)G
1−∆

2 (θk,−θk)

σ2
◦(−zk)

σ2
◦(− 1

zk
)

∏
n ̸=0

κ(z
[2n]
k )

κ̄(z
[2n]
k )

4∏
l=1

G
1+∆

2 (θk, θl)G
1−∆

2 (θk, θl)

G1(θk, θl)
(S5)

where Gδ(θk, θl) = Γ(δ+iθk−iθl)
Γ(δ−iθk+iθl)

. We emphasize that for more general states we expect a nested system of Bethe-Baxter

equations to describe the spectrum. However, for the current states we were lucky to be able to solve the Baxter
equation analytically, which then allows us to write the effective Bethe Ansatz involving only the massless momentum
carrying nodes zi.

Next, we notice that the combination of σ◦’s in (S5) can be written in a more standard form(
σ◦(−zk)

σ◦(−1/zk)

)2 ∏
n ̸=0

κ(z
[2n]
k )

κ̄(z
[2n]
k )

=

4∏
l=1

[Σ◦(zk, zl)K(zk, zl)] (S6)
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where we defined

log Σ◦(zk, zl) ≡ −
∮
|x|<1

dx

2πi

∮
|y|<1

dy

2πi

(
1

1/zk − x
− 1

zk − x

)
log

(
Γ(+iux − iuy + 1)

Γ(−iux + iuy + 1)

)(
1

1/zl − y
− 1

zl − y

)
, (S7)

and

K(zk, zl) ≡
∏
n ̸=0

x(θl + in) − 1
zk

x(θl + in) − zk

x(θk + in) − zl

x(θk + in) − 1
zl

. (S8)

Finally we combine all pieces together and define a scalar “S-matrix”

S(zk, zl) = K(zk, zl)Σ◦(zk, zl)
G

1+∆
2

kl G
1−∆

2

kl

Gl
kl

, S(zk, zl) =
1

S̄(1/zk, 1/zl)
=

1

S(zl, zk)
, (S9)

in terms of which (7) becomes

(izk)2L+4 = B(zk)

4∏
l=1

S(zk, zl) (S10)

where B(zk) ≡ 1/
[
G

1+∆
2 (θk,−θk)G

1−∆
2 (θk,−θk)

]
. Clearly this form bears a striking resemblance to (S1), it would

be interesting to understand if this equation could be derived starting from either a spin chain or from a bootstrap
approach using only symmetry.

C. Perturbative Expansion

The dressing phase (or more precisely the building block of the dressing phase) (S5) can be easily computed by
residues at each order in g. The result reads

log σ◦(x) =

4∑
i=1

((
zi
x

− 1

2x2
+

1

xzi

)
(ig)2ζ2 +

(
−z

2
i

x
+
zi
x2

− 1

x2zi
+

1

xz2i

)
(ig)3ζ3

+

(
z3i
x

− 3z2i
2x2

+

(
6x2 + 1

)
zi

x3
− 16x2 + 1

4x4
+

6x2 + 1

x3zi
− 3

2x2z2i
+

1

xz3i

)
(ig)4ζ4 (S11)

+

(
−z

4
i

x
+

2z3i
x2

−
2
(
5x2 + 1

)
z2i

x3
+

(
10x2 + 1

)
zi

x4
+

−10x2 − 1

x4zi
+

2
(
5x2 + 1

)
x3z2i

− 2

x2z3i
+

1

xz4i

)
(ig)5ζ5

)
+O

(
g6
)

II. SOLUTION OF THE BAXTER EQUATION

In this section we present the solution of the Baxter equation (6). To solve this equation one performs a Mellin
transform in u variable, reducing it to a second order differential equation. This differential equation can be solved
and transforming back we get the following solution, which we can directly verified as a solution to (6),

G1(∆, θ1, θ2, u) ≡ (S12)

(−1)−1/4 21−∆ e
3iπ∆

4

1+eiπ∆

√
π Γ

(
1 − ∆

2

)
Γ
(
−iu+ iθ1 + 1

2

)
Γ (−2iθ2)

Γ
(
−iu− iθ2 + 1

2

)
Γ
(
−∆

2 − iθ1 − iθ2 + 1
2

)
Γ
(
−∆

2 + iθ1 − iθ2 + 1
2

)
Γ (iθ1 + iθ2 + 1)

3F2

(
iu+ iθ2 +

1

2
,−∆

2
+ iθ1 + iθ2 +

1

2
,

∆

2
+ iθ1 + iθ2 +

1

2
; iθ1 + iθ2 + 1, 2iθ2 + 1; 1

)
.

The Baxter equation (6) has two linearly independent solutions, one associated with Q1|1 and another with Q1|3,
similar to [15]. In order to generate the second solution we notice that (6) is invariant under θ1 → −θ1 and θ2 → −θ2.
However, (S12) satisfies a non-trivial identity G(1)(∆, θ1, θ2) = G(1)(∆,−θ1, θ2). So the second solution can be
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obtained by changing the sign of both θ’s. In order to get the Q1|1 we can make linear combinations of G(1)(∆, θ1, θ2)

and G(1)(∆,−θ1,−θ2), which has pure power like asymptotics u
∆−1

2 . We find

Q1|1 = G(1)(+∆,+θ1,+θ2, u) +G(1)(+∆,−θ1,−θ2, u) . (S13)

In order to perform gluing procedure of QSC, we also need to know Q1|3. It can also be obtained as a linear combination
of the same blocks, but instead we can use the ∆ → −∆ symmetry of the equation to immediately get

Q1|3 = G(1)(−∆,+θ1,+θ2, u) +G(1)(−∆,−θ1,−θ2, u) . (S14)

Obtained in this way solutions has poles in the lower half plane at ±θ1 − i/2 − in, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . We need to know
the residue of the first poles at n = 0. This pole of G(1)(∆, θ1, θ2, u) at u = +θ1 − i/2 can be computed explicitly to
be

r(1)(∆, θ1, θ2) =
(−1)3/4e−

1
4 iπ∆

(
eiπ∆+2πθ1 + e2πθ2

) (
e2π(θ1+θ2) − 1

)
Γ(1 − ∆)Γ

(
∆+1
2

)
(e4πθ1 − 1) (e4πθ2 − 1) Γ (2iθ1 + 1) Γ

(
1
2 − iθ1 − iθ2 − ∆

2

)
Γ
(
1
2 − iθ1 + iθ2 − ∆

2

)
and the one at u = −θ1 − i/2 is r(∆,−θ1, θ2).

III. ADDITIONAL QSC DETAILS

A. ABBA Q-functions

When constructing the full ABBA we need to find all Q-functions along a Hasse path. A possible, and especially
convenient choice for us, is to pick {P1,Q1|1,Q1|13,Q12|13}. We already fixed Q1|1 using the Baxter equation (6), the
remaining Q-functions can be found following the procedure outlined in [44], this gives

P1 ∝ σ◦ x
−L

2 −1 , Q1|β ∝ Q1|β

∞∏
n=0

κ
[2n+1]
1

κ̄
[2n+1]
2

, Q1|13 ∝ x
L
2 +3

σ◦κ̄

∏
n=0

(
κ[2+2n]

κ̄[2+2n]

)
, Q12|13 ∝

∞∏
n=0

κ[2n+1]

κ̄[2n+1]
. (S15)

We recall κ =
∏4

i=1(x− zi), κ̄ =
∏4

i=1(x− 1
zi

) and κi = (x− zi)(x+ 1
zi

).

B. Derivation of the middle node equation

The gluing equations relates the analytic continuation of Qi with Q̄i through the so-called gluing conditions. For
our state the relevant gluing equation becomes

Q̃1 = α Q̄3 , Q̃3 =
1

ᾱ
Q̄1 . (S16)

Let us for simplicity introduce a subscript β = 1, 3. QQ-relations dictate that Qβ =
Q+

1|β−Q−
1|β

P1
and using (S15) this

gives Qβ as

Qβ ∝

( ∞∏
n=0

κ
[2n+2]
1

κ̄
[2n+2]
2

)
(gx)

L+2
2

Q+
1|β − κ1

κ̄2
Q−

1|β

σ◦
, Q̄β ∝

( ∞∏
n=0

κ̄
[−2n−2]
1

κ
[−2n−2]
2

)
(gx)

L+2
2

Q̄−
1|β − κ̄1

κ2
Q̄+

1|β

σ◦
. (S17)

Note that (gx)
L+2
2 ≃ u

L+2
2 + · · ·+ g

L+2
2 + gL+2

u
L+2
2

+ more singular so that this term is regular up to the wrapping order

gL+2. We also have for the inverted argument

Q̄β

(
1

x

)
∝

( ∞∏
n=0

κ̄
[−2n−2]
1

κ
[−2n−2]
2

)
gL+2

Q̄−
1|β − κ1

κ̄2
Q̄+

1|β

(gx)+
L+2
2 σ̃◦

. (S18)

As we can see in (S17) the r.h.s. contains poles at the branch cut, which are not allowed in the exact Q-functions.
This is due to the fact that the equation (S17) is valid on the top sheet at u ∼ 1 with the gL+1 precision only, so the
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poles we see is the artifacts of the approximation. This seems to be a serious problem for the gluing as the gluing
equation requires Q̃1 and in order to analytically continue we have to cross through the cut - the area where the
approximation is no longer valid. However, we can interpret the gluing condition (S16) as a relation between the

Fourier modes, i.e. expand Q as
∑
cnx

n around the cut, then (S16) tells us that we have to match cQ1

−n with αc̄Q3
n ,

that is
∮
ϵ
dx
x xn Q1(x)− α

∮
−ϵ

dx
x xn Q̄3( 1

x ) = 0 where ϵ denotes a infinitesimal shift of the radius of the contour. The
shift in the contour allows us to deform it without crossing the cut to the domain where the asymptotic expressions
(S16) are valid and use them to replace the exact Q’s under the integral. We can now collapse the integrals and
neglect all terms except those coming from singularities on the unit circle, as the contribution of the integral on the
next sheet is suppressed by gL+2. Since we have many more choices of n as compared to number of singularities the
only consistent way to make sure that all relations are satisfied is to set residues equal (with opposite sign). More
precisely we find

Resx=−z1

(
α

( ∞∏
n=0

κ̄
[−2n−2]
1

κ
[−2n−2]
2

)
gL+2

κ1

κ̄2
Q̄+

1|3

(gx)+
L+2
2 σ̃◦

+

( ∞∏
n=0

κ
[2n+2]
1

κ̄
[2n+2]
2

)
(gx)

L+2
2

κ1

κ̄2
Q−

1|1

σ◦

)
= 0 . (S19)

The residues can be computed from the explicit expression given in Section II to be

res
x=−z1

(
κ1(1/x)
κ̄2(1/x)

Q−
1|3

)
res

x=−z1

(
κ1

κ̄2
Q−

1|1

) =
4∆Γ

(
∆
2 + 1

)
Γ (1 − 2iθ1) Γ

(
−∆

2 + iθ1 − iθ2 + 1
2

)
Γ
(
−∆

2 + iθ1 + iθ2 + 1
2

)
Γ
(
1 − ∆

2

)
Γ (2iθ1 + 1) Γ

(
∆
2 − iθ1 − iθ2 + 1

2

)
Γ
(
∆
2 − iθ1 + iθ2 + 1

2

) , (S20)

res
x=1/z1

(
κ1(1/x)
κ̄2(1/x)

Q−
1|3

)
res

x=1/z1

(
κ1

κ̄2
(Q1|1)−

) =
4∆Γ

(
∆
2 + 1

)
Γ (2iθ1 + 1) Γ

(
−∆

2 − iθ1 − iθ2 + 1
2

)
Γ
(
−∆

2 − iθ1 + iθ2 + 1
2

)
Γ
(
1 − ∆

2

)
Γ (1 − 2iθ1) Γ

(
∆
2 + iθ1 − iθ2 + 1

2

)
Γ
(
∆
2 + iθ1 + iθ2 + 1

2

) . (S21)

This gives the equation

−αx−L−2σ◦
σ̃◦

( ∞∏
n=0

κ̄
[−2n−2]
1

κ
[−2n−2]
2

κ̄
[2n+2]
2

κ
[2n+2]
1

)
R(x) = 1 (S22)

with x = {−z1, 1
z1
} and R(y) =

res
x=y

(
κ1(1/x)

κ̄2(1/x)
(Q(1)

1|3)
−
)

res
xy

(
κ1
κ̄2

(Q(1)

1|1)
−
) .

To get rid of α we simply divide (S22) for x = −z1 with the same equation at x = 1
z1

. This gives us, after some
algebraic manipulations,

1 = (izk)−2L−4 σ
2(−zk)

σ2(− 1
zk

)

∏
±

Γ( 1±∆
2 − 2iθk)

Γ( 1±∆
2 + 2iθk)

(S23)

×
∏
n ̸=0

∏
j=1,2

(z
[−2n]
k − zj)(z

[−2n]
k + 1

zj
)

(z
[+2n]
k − 1

zj
)(z

[+2n]
k + zj)

×
∏

j=1,2

Γ(−iθk + iθj + 1)Γ(−iθk − iθj + 1)

Γ(+iθk − iθj + 1)Γ(+iθk + iθj + 1)

∏
±

Γ( 1±∆
2 + iθk − iθj)Γ( 1±∆

2 + iθk + iθj)

Γ( 1±∆
2 − iθk + iθj)Γ( 1±∆

2 − iθk − iθj)
.

These are the Bethe equations (7) reported in the main text. By dividing the equations we lost some information
- namely the relative sign, which can be restored by sending g → 0, resulting in the selection rule (z1z2)L+2 → 1
at g → 0 (implying that n1 + n2 is even, which we used in the main text). We have in this section only derived
the equation for z1, to find the equation for z2 one performs an analogous calculation but starts instead from the

decomposition Q1|β = Q̂1|β
∏∞

n=0
κ
[2n+1]
2

κ̄
[2n+1]
1

.

IV. BFKL-DGLAP INTERPOLATING CURVES

Here we present the results for the analog of (10) and (12) for higher L. When going to higher L we get increased
amount of data, which constrain the (Ω,D) interpolating curve. At the same time we also have less numerical data on
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FIG. 4: Interpolating curves, describing the branching process from HT to DT for L = 5, 6, 7 at g = 1/10.

the number of trajectories mixing from DGLAP side. We made an assumption that in general there are
⌊
L
2

⌋
diagonal

trajectories mixing with the first set of horizontal trajectories. This assumption is verified by a over-determined data

from L+ 1 orders in g of ⌊L2

4 ⌋ horizontal trajectories, making us very confident about this assumption, but it would
be interesting to verify it directly from sl(2,R) light-ray Hamiltonian.

We found the interpolating curves explicitly for L = 3, . . . , 11. The first two are given in (10) and (12), the next
three are given below and in FIG. 4. We are happy to provide the remaining curves upon request. For L = 5 we get:

Ω8 − 2DΩ7 +
(
D2 − 56

)
Ω6 + 80DΩ5 +

(
784 − 24D2

)
Ω4 − 672DΩ3 +

(
80D2 − 3136

)
Ω2 + 896DΩ − 64D2 ,

for L = 6 we get:

Ω12 − 3DΩ11 +
(
3D2 − 80

)
Ω10 +

(
200D− D3

)
Ω9 +

(
2016 − 160D2

)
Ω8 +

(
40D3 − 4032D

)
Ω7

+
(
2400D2 − 19456

)
Ω6 +

(
29184D− 384D3

)
Ω5 +

(
64512 − 11264D2

)
Ω4 +

(
1024D3 − 64512D

)
Ω3

+
(
12288D2 − 81920

)
Ω2 + 40960DΩ + 32768 ,

for L = 7 we get:

Ω15 − 3DΩ14 +
(
3D2 − 108

)
Ω13 +

(
276D− D3

)
Ω12 +

(
4176 − 228D2

)
Ω11 +

(
60D3 − 8816D

)
Ω10

+
(
5744D2 − 73152

)
Ω9 +

(
121920D− 1104D3

)
Ω8 +

(
601344 − 58432D2

)
Ω7

+
(
7616D3 − 734976D

)
Ω6 +

(
233216D2 − 2239488

)
Ω5 +

(
1741824D− 17664D3

)
Ω4 +

(
2985984 − 304128D2

)
Ω3

+
(
15360D3 − 995328D

)
Ω2 + 110592D2Ω − 4096D3 .

These polynomials are expected to control the leading singularities in gn

(∆−1)n−1 to all orders in perturbation theory

for all HTs at given L as well the leading g2n

ω2n−1 divergence to all orders in g for all DTs, which branch into HTs on
the first instance.

A. Branching spectrum for L = 3, . . . , 11

From the interpolating curves in the previous section we can extract all leading divergences in 1/ω to all orders in

g. Let us focus on one loop divergence which is given by ∆ − 1 = ω + bng
2

ω + . . . where the branching spectrum {bn}
is a collection of residues. For a given L, bn can be obtained as roots of a characteristic polynomial, which can be
obtained by taking the corresponding limit of the interpolating curves. We found the following polynomials

L characteristic polynomial
3 b+ 16
4 b2 + 24b+ 64
5 b2 + 32b+ 192
6 b3 + 40b2 + 384b+ 512
7 b3 + 48b2 + 640b+ 2048
8 b4 + 56b3 + 960b2 + 5120b+ 4096
9 b4 + 64b3 + 1344b2 + 10240b+ 20480
10 b5 + 72b4 + 1792b3 + 17920b2 + 61440b+ 32768
11 b5 + 80b4 + 2304b3 + 28672b2 + 143360b+ 196608
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Based on the above one can guess that the coefficients in the polynomial are given by a simple formula (−1)n23n(n−L)n
n! ,

which leads to the following general expression for the branching spectrum characteristic polynomial

PL(b) = b⌈
L−1

2 ⌉
2F1

(
1

2
− L

2
,−L

2
;−L;−32

b

)
.

B. One loop sl(2) two magnon solution

In this subsection we argue that there is an intriguing relation between the branching spectrum, discussed in the
previous section, and the one loop anomalous dimension of the local operators. Here we consider the simplest two
magnon solution, which is constrained by u1 = −u2 due to the cyclicity symmetry of the trace. The anomalous
dimension can be computed from the sl(2) Bethe ansatz which in this case reads as

(
u1 + i/2

u1 − i/2

)L

=
u1 − i/2

u1 + i/2
, γ(1) =

4

u21 + 1/4
,

introducing eip = u1+i/2
u1−i/2 we get

pk =
2nπ

L+ 1
, γ(1)n = 16 sin2

(
nπ

L+ 1

)
, n = 1, . . . ,

⌈
L− 1

2

⌉
. (S24)

It is convenient to introduce a polynomial pL(γ) =
∏

n(γ − γ
(1)
n ). We notice that pL(16 + b/2) ∝ PL(b), which

establishes a quite non-trivial relation between the spectrum of local operators and the residues of the first singularity
in the Regge trajectories.

V. EXPLICIT RESULTS FOR ω

In this section we give explicit results for ω as computed from the ABBA. First, let us give the explicit result for
ω up to g3 term. We attached a Mathematica notebook to expand up to any order (and tested it for g10). Below is
the explicit result for general state at any L for up to g4, in order to give an idea of the general structure

ω = 2i

(
z1 + z2 −

1

z2
− 1

z1

)
g −

χ(∆)

(
4(z4

1+1)
z2
1

+
4(z4

2+1)
z2
2

+ 16

)
g2

L+ 2
+

12iχ(∆)2
(
−z31 − z1 −

(z2
2−1)(z2

2+1)2

z3
2

+ 1
z1

+ 1
z3
1

)
(L+ 2)2

−
2iπ2 (z1 + z2) (z1z2 − 1)

(
2z22z

4
1 +

(
z2 − z32

)
z31 + 2

(
z22 + 1

)
2z21 + z2

(
z22 − 1

)
z1 + 2z22

)
3(L+ 2)z31z

3
2

 g3

+

128
(
z41 + z21 + z42 + z22 + 1

z2
2

+ 1
z4
2

+ 1
z2
1

+ 1
z4
1

)
χ(∆)3

3(L+ 2)3
+

8

(
z41 +

(
6z22 + 16 + 6

z2
2

)
z21 + z42 + 16z22 + 16

z2
2

+ 1
z4
2

+ 36 +
6z2

2+16+ 6

z22

z2
1

+ 1
z4
1

)
χ′′(∆)

3(L+ 2)

+
4π2

(
8z42z

8
1 + 3z32

(
z22 − 1

)
z71 + 2

(
z62 + 6z42 + z22

)
z61 + 3z2

(
z62 + 2z42 − 2z22 − 1

)
z51 + 4

(
z22 + 1

)
2
(
2z42 − z22 + 2

)
z41 − 3z2

(
z62 + 2z42 − 2z22 − 1

)
z31 + 2

(
z62 + 6z42 + z22

)
z21 − 3z32

(
z22 − 1

)
z1 + 8z42

)
χ(∆)

3(L+ 2)2z41z
4
2

+
4
(
2z42z

8
1 − 3z32

(
z22 − 1

)
z71 +

(
6z62 + 32z42 + 6z22

)
z61 − 3z2

(
z62 + 2z42 − 2z22 − 1

)
z51 + 2

(
z82 + 16z62 + 48z42 + 16z22 + 1

)
z41 + 3z2

(
z62 + 2z42 − 2z22 − 1

)
z31 +

(
6z62 + 32z42 + 6z22

)
z21 + 3z32

(
z22 − 1

)
z1 + 2z42

)
ζ(3)

3(L+ 2)z41z
4
2

)
g4 +O

(
g5
)

(S25)

here za = −ie
iπna
L+2 .

A. Twist 4 example and numerics

As a particular more explicit example let us consider twist L = 4. In this case wrapping hits at g6 and so the expres-
sions obtained from ABBA are valid to ∼ g5. We use the notation ωn1,n2

where (n1, n2) = (1, 3), (1, 5), (2, 4), (3, 5)
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FIG. 5: On the left: eleven sheets of the Riemann surface connecting the different trajectories for L = 4 at g = 1/2.
The surface is generated with over 38000 points. On the right: the real plane slice of the Riemann surface. The
color scheme for trajectories is the same of FIG. 1 and FIG. 3. Additional ones are found passing through the

various branch points of the Riemann surface.

as shown in the main text in TABLE I. We find the following results for the 4 HTs

ω1,3(g) = 2
√

3g − 10

3
χ(∆)g2 −

(
χ(∆)2 + 2π2

)
√

3
g3 +

4

81

(
369χ′′(∆) + 8χ(∆)3 + 18π2χ(∆) + 531ζ3

)
g4

± (5χ(∆)(9360χ′′(∆) − χ(∆)(115χ(∆)2 − 324π2) + 3312ζ3) + 2376π4)

1620
√

3
g5 + O

(
g6
)

ω1,5(g) = − 4

3
χ(∆)g2 +

4

81

(
−16χ(∆)3 − 9π2χ(∆) + 72 (χ′′(∆) + ζ3)

)
g4 + O

(
g6
)

ω2,4(g) = − 4χ(∆)g2 +

(
4

3
π2χ(∆) + 32 (χ′′(∆) + ζ3)

)
g4 + O

(
g6
)

ω3,5(g) = ω1,3(−g) .

(S26)

We furthermore verified these expressions at ∆ = 1
2 and ∆ = 0 using high-precision numerics.

The Riemann surface

Our numerical strategy is similar to the one of [19]. We initialize our numerics with weak coupling data of local
operators computed using [53] and then we move along the Regge trajectory varying ∆ to obtain S. This lead to all
the data for L = 4 we present in this paper, in particular the trajectories in FIG. 1, FIG. 3 and FIG. 5. We can also
fix both ∆ and S while we vary the coupling g moving to the non-perturbative regime. In this case, we can compute
the intercepts as presented in FIG. 6.

In order to probe the mixing between the HTs and DTs for L = 4, we map out the neighborhood of the first HT
for complex ∆. For g = 1/2, we obtain an intricate Riemann surface that presents several quadratic branch points
connecting various sheets (see FIG. 5). The presence of the branch points allows the trajectories to mix as shown
above. When g goes to zero, these branch points approach the real (∆, S) plane disconnecting DTs ad HTs at exactly
g = 0.
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FIG. 6: The four intercepts of the L = 4 horizontal trajectory as function of the coupling λ = 16π2g2 with
g = [1/50, 4]. Solid lines are numerical data, dashed lines are the weak and strong coupling prediction/fit. At weak
coupling S(∆ = 0) = −3 + ω(∆ = 0), where four solution for ω are given in (S26). At strong coupling, the leading
intercept is given in (S27), while the remaining three in (S28). The color scheme is the same of FIG. 1 and FIG. 3.

The intercepts

The value of ωs (S26) at ∆ = 0 corresponds to the Regge intercepts. In FIG.6 we present the non-perturbative
numerical data for the four intercepts together with the expected weak coupling behavior given by (S26) at ∆ = 0.
The strong coupling intercept for the leading trajectory (blue one) was found in [54, 55] and it reads

S(0)=− 8√
λ
− 4

λ
+

13

λ3/2
+

41+96ζ3
λ2

+
1249
16 +288ζ3

λ5/2
+

671
4 +192ζ3−720ζ5

λ3
+

71333
128 −771ζ3−7170ζ5−4608ζ23

λ7/2
+ ... (S27)

The strong coupling intercept for the remaining three trajectories is unknown. However, fitting our numerical data
we obtain the following expansions

S(0) = −2 − 4√
λ

(Orange and Purple in FIG.6), S(0) = −4 +
4√
λ

(Green in FIG.6) . (S28)
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