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Working in a sector of large charge is a powerful tool to analytically access
models that are either strongly coupled or otherwise difficult to solve explicitly.
In the context of integrable systems, Volin’s method is exactly such a large-
charge approach. In this note, we apply this method to the bi-Yang–Baxter
deformed SU(2) principal chiral model. Our main result is an explicit
expression for the free energy density as an asymptotic expansion. We
moreover determine the leading non-perturbative effects both via analytic
methods and a resurgence analysis.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, the large-charge expansion [1–3] has proven to be a powerful tool for
accessing models that are otherwise difficult to treat analytically. A prime example are
strongly-coupled conformal field theories (cfts). It allows expressing the observables as
an expansion in inverse powers of a large and fixed global charge. Also in scenarios where
there is already a certain amount of control over the model, working in a large-charge
limit brings additional advantages.1 One limitation of the technique is encountered
in the case of two-dimensional strongly-coupled cfts. Because of the special structure
of the two-dimensional conformal group, in this case fixing the charge results in the
decoupling of a free boson and the rest of the theory remains inaccessible [13, 14].

Large-charge methods, however, are not restricted to cfts. They can also be used for
integrable models, which despite being integrable are often hard to solve explicitly [15].
The reach of well-understood models can be increased by studying their integrable
deformations. The Yang–Baxter (yb) deformation is an important class of them and has
generated a lot of interest [16–18].

The idea of using a simplifying limit is of course not a novel one and has been widely
employed in the past. In the integrable context, Volin’s method [19] is exactly such an
example. The thermodynamic Bethe ansatz (tba) applies in the case of large particle
number, large system size and fixed density. Even so, it is in general hard to solve. Volin’s
method amounts to considering the limit of large density and belongs therefore in the
class of large-charge expansions. In technical terms, the idea is to write both the energy
and the charge density as function of the size 2B of the support of the density of the
rapidity distribution χ(θ). For large density ρ → ∞, B also diverges, and we can use this
fact to express the observables as perturbative expansions in 1/B.

In this paper, we apply Volin’s method to the bi-Yang–Baxter (byb) model, which is
a two-parameter deformation of the principal chiral model (pcm). Having chosen the
charge density as a control parameter, we also need to specify how the deformation
parameters p1 and p2 scale with it (or, equivalently with the parameter B). We consider
the limit in which pi → ∞, keeping p̄i = pi/B fixed and large. Our main result is an
explicit derivation of the free energy

e(ρ) = π

2ρ
2αρφ(αρ) =

π

2ρ
2
(
αρ + α2

ρ

(
1
2 + 2

p

)
+ . . .

)
, (1.1)

where p is an appropriate combination of the pi, and αρ is the ρ-dependent coupling
that satisfies

1
αρ

− 1
2 log(αρ) = log

(
4
√

2π
e

(
1 − 2

p

)
ρ

m

)
, (1.2)

1. Examples are the large-N limit [4–6], epsilon expansion [7–9] or supersymmetric cases [10–12].
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with m the mass gap, i.e., the mass of the lightest charged particle.2 For ρ → ∞
the coupling αρ goes to zero and we can write explicitly the leading terms using the
asymptotic expansion of the Lambert W function, since αp = 2/W(π/e(8ρ/m(1− 2/p)2)):

e(ρ) = π

2ρ
2

(
1

log
( ρ
m

) + log
(
log

( ρ
m

) )
+ 2 − log(32π) + 8

p

2(log
( ρ
m

)
)2

+ 𝒪
(
log

( ρ
m

)−3
))

. (1.3)

Here, we compute the first non-perturbative contribution as well as its coefficient, and
confirm the result via analytic methods. After a resurgence analysis, we find for the
transseries of e/ρ2 for the byb at large p

e

ρ2 ∼ π

2αρ

(
φ(αρ) ∓

8i
e
e
− 2

αρ

(
1 + 4

p

)
+ 𝒪

(
e
− 4

αρ

)
+ 𝒪

(
1
p2

)
+ . . .

)
, (1.4)

where φ(αρ) is computed up to first order in 1/p.
Both Volin’s method and the analytic approach to deducing non-perturbative effects

involve the tba equations as well as the Wiener–Hopf (wh) decomposition of the tba
kernel. However, in practice, these methods play complementary roles to one another,
allowing us to check either method against the other.

We note that there has been previous work by Schepers and Thompson [21] on
resurgence in the bi-Yang-Baxter sigma model. However, our approach and setup
differs significantly from theirs, especially in utilizing Volin’s method to generate a long
perturbative series for the free energy. We intend to address the connection between our
work and theirs in future studies.

The plan of this note is as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review the byb as a yb
deformation of the pcm. We first give its Lagrangian and renormalization group equations
(Sec. 2.1), and discuss the coupling to a chemical potential, the resulting symmetry
structure, and its tba equations (Sec. 2.2). Next, we introduce Volin’s method (Sec. 2.3).
In Section 3, we apply the method to the byb model. In order to be able to apply the
method, we first need to perform an expansion of G+ (Sec. 3.1) and write the perturbative
series for e/ρ2 in a double-scaling limit. In Section 4, we use this perturbative series to
determine non-perturbative properties of the byb model via a resurgence analysis. In
Section 5, we perform a perturbative calculation to verify our earlier results. In Section 6,

2. Here we adhere to the standard thermodynamics conventions and call free energy the energy as function of
the charge Q (canonical ensemble). Its Legendre transform is the grand potential ℰ(h), which is function of
the chemical potential h(grand canonical ensemble). We use the normalization ℰ(h) = E(h) − E(0), where in
a volume V and total Euclidean time β, the energy E per unit volume is defined as

E(h) = − lim
V ,β→∞

1
Vβ

log Tr e−β(H−hQ) .
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we summarize our findings and present some further directions. In Appendix A, we
give the precise relationship between the tba kernels of the byb model and the pcm.

2. The bi-Yang Baxter model

2.1. Lagrangian and RG

Let us start reviewing some of the key aspects of the so-called byb model. Its Lagrangian
reads

ℒbYB = − 1
a2

0
Tr

(
g−1∂+g

1
1 − ηℛg − ζℛg−1∂−g

)
. (2.1)

The field g takes values in a simple Lie group G with Lie algebra Lie(G) = g. ℛ is
a constant operator on g, acting in the adjoint representation AdgX = gXg−1, and
ℛg = Ad−1

g ℛAdg. This model is a deformation of the pcm: turning off both deformations,
i.e. η = ζ = 0, we find

ℒPCM = − 1
a2

0
Tr

(
g−1∂+gg

−1∂−g
)

. (2.2)

The pcm has a GL × GR global symmetry. If we turn on the η-deformation alone, we
break GL to a subgroup G̃L, whose elements commute with the operator ℛ. This is
usually called the yb deformation of the pcm.3 Turning on both deformations further
reduces the global symmetry to G̃L × G̃R, commuting respectively with ℛ and ℛg.

In this work, we will focus on the byb deformation of the G = SU(2) pcm with

ℛ =
©­­«
0 −1 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

ª®®¬ . (2.3)

In this setup the original global symmetry SU(2)L × SU(2)R is broken down to U(1)L ×
U(1)R.

The renormalization group (rg) properties of the SU(2) pcm are well known. It is an
asymptotically free theory and the beta function for the coupling a is

β(a) = µ
d

dµ
a = − 1

8πa
3 − 1

64π2a
5 + . . . . (2.4)

It is convenient to rewrite it in terms of the coupling α ≡ a2/4π:4

β(α) = −α2 − 1
2α

3 + . . . , (2.5)

3. See e.g. ref. [20] for a nice review on integrable deformations.
4. In the literature sometimes the label t is used to indicate the pcm coupling. So in our notation, we would have

α = t/2 of ref. [21] or α = t/4π of ref. [22].
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so that in presence of the deformations the rg-flow equations take the simple form [23]
β(α) = −α2

(
1 + (η + ζ)2

) (
1 + (η − ζ)2

)
+ . . . ,

β(αη) = 0 + . . . ,
β(αζ) = 0 + . . . ,

(2.6)

where the ellipsis stands for scheme-dependent terms occurring at order α3 and higher.
In the case of just one coupling constant, only the first two terms are rg-independent,
while with more than one coupling, only the first term is independent. The products αη
and αζ are one-loop rg invariants. For our future convenience we introduce the standard
quantities

p1 =
1

2αη , p2 =
1

2αζ . (2.7)

2.2. TBA and coupling with chemical potential

As is well known, the byb model is integrable. We can couple an external field to a
conserved current and write the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz equations. By doing so,
as observed by Polyakov and Wiegmann [24], we are able to compute the free energy
exactly as a function of this external field h, which plays the role of chemical potential.
Unfortunately, these equations are too complicated to be solved analytically. However,
by taking h → ∞, we can probe the ultraviolet (uv) of the theory and calculate the free
energy in perturbation theory as done in [24–37] and more recently [38–50].

For general values of the deformation parameters, our model has a U(1)L × U(1)R
symmetry, so we can couple it to two external fields hL and hR. The values taken by these
fields are fixed by asking for a given charge configuration (QL,QR) of the corresponding
ground state. Different charge configurations are described by different components of
the S-matrix.

In the following, we will use a different representation of the byb deformation in terms
of the two-parameter Fateev model [51], which was shown to be equivalent to the byb
model in [52]. One subtlety in this mapping is related to the fact that Fateev’s model is a
deformation of the O(4) σ-model, and the SU(2) × SU(2) symmetry of the undeformed
pcm model is the double cover of SO(4):

SO(4) = SU(2) × SU(2)
{(1, 1), (−1,−1)} . (2.8)

In Fateev’s model, the natural (unbroken) charges correspond to the Cartan generators
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of SO(4), which are related to QL and QR by{
Q1 = QL +QR ,
Q2 = QL −QR .

(2.9)

The double-cover structure implies that, while QL and QR can be integers or half-integers
as representations of SU(2) × SU(2), only pairs such that Q1 and Q2 are integers are
allowed as representations of SO(4).

In this work we will concentrate on the sector with Q1 fixed (and large) and Q2 = 0,
which in the undeformed model corresponds to the completely symmetric representation
of SO(4) with Q boxes, and in terms of SU(2) × SU(2), to the “axial” U(1) charge. Note
that this configuration cannot obtained by setting h2 = 0, simply because the Lagrangian
has a non-trivial target-space metric. In Fateev’s words, one needs a “compensating
field” [51].

Our goal is to compute the energy density e as function of the particle density ρ (we are
in the canonical ensemble) in the limit in which the number of particles Q and the length
of the system L go to infinity, at fixed ρ = Q/L. In the tba, this is obtained by computing
the density of the rapidity distribution χ(θ) which satisfies the integral equation

χ(θ) −
B∫

−B

dθ′K(θ − θ′)χ(θ′) = m cosh(θ). (2.10)

Here, we have indicated explicitly the boundary of the support of χ(θ),

supp(χ) ⊂ (−B,B) , (2.11)

and the kernel K(θ) is the logarithmic derivative of the S-matrix,

K(θ) = 1
2πi

d
dθ log(S(θ)). (2.12)

The main advantage of the two-parameter model that we have chosen is that its
S-matrix factorizes into the product of two copies of the S-matrix for solitons in the
sine-Gordon model:

SbYB
p1,p2(θ) = −SSGγ=p1(θ) ⊗ SSGγ=p2(θ) , (2.13)

where p1 and p2 were introduced in Eq. (2.7). As explained by Fateev [51], this model
can be described in terms of two coupled Sine-Gordon models. When the parameters
satisfy p1 ⩾ 1 and p2 ⩾ 1, there are four different types of particles in the theory. We
shall be interested in these ranges for p1 and p2 in what follows.
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In our configuration, only particles of type 1 (with Q1 ≠ 0 and Q2 = 0) condense. This
corresponds to pure soliton-soliton scattering S11(θ) = −sp1(θ)sp2(θ), where

sSGγ (θ) = exp
i

∞∫
−∞

dω
2ω

sin(θω) sinh(π(γ − 1)ω/2)
cosh(πω/2) sinh(πγω/2)


= exp

i
∞∫

−∞

dω
2ω sin(θω)(1 − coth(πγω/2) tanh(πω/2))

 .

(2.14)

Thus, the scattering kernel appearing in the tba equations will be

KbYB(θ) = 1
2πi

d

dθ
log

(
−sSGp1 (θ)sSGp2 (θ)

)
, (2.15)

and computing its Fourier transform K̃bYB(ω), we find

1 − K̃bYB(ω) = 1
2 tanh(πω/2) sinh(π (p1 + p2)ω/2)

sinh(p1πω/2) sinh(p2πω/2) . (2.16)

Now that we have the tba equations ready, we can prepare to solve them perturbatively
at large chemical potential. To do so, we will use the Wiener–Hopf method [53]. Its key
step is the decomposition of the kernel in terms of the product of two functions, analytic
in the upper and lower halves of the complex plane:

1 − K(ω) = 1
G+(ω)G−(ω) . (2.17)

For our model, GbYB
− (ω) = GbYB

+ (−ω) and

GbYB
+ (ω) = e−ibω

(
p1 + p2
2p1p2

)1/2 B
(−iω

2 , −iω2
)

B
(
−ip1ω

2 , −ip2ω
2

) . (2.18)

Here, B is the beta function B(x,y) = Γ (x)Γ (y)/Γ (x + y), and b is the parameter

b =
1
2 (p1 log p1 + p2 log p2 − (p1 + p2) log(p1 + p2) + log 4) , (2.19)

so that GbYB
+ (ix) = 1 + 𝒪(1/x) for x → ∞.
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2.3. Volin’s method

In this section, we briefly review a powerful technique for extracting long perturbative
series starting from the tba equations introduced by Volin [19, 54].5 The method allows
systematically finding the ground-state rapidity distributions in the weak-coupling
regime corresponding to the limit B ≫ 1. We list here the main steps since we will build
upon them later. Volin’s method involves computing the resolvent

R(θ) =
B∫

−B

dθ′
χ (θ′)
θ − θ′

, (2.20)

distinguishing the bulk (θ far from ±B) and an edge (θ close to the branch cuts at ±B)
limit, both with B ≫ 1. Through this approach, we obtain two ansätze. By ensuring their
mutual consistency we find algebraic constraints that lead to a perturbative expansion of
the observables.

The bulk limit is the double-scaling limit for which

B, θ → ∞ with u ≡ θ/B finite. (2.21)

In this limit, it is possible to rewrite the tba equation (2.10) in terms of the resolvent (2.20)
and shift operators.6 From there, an ansatz in terms of a power series in 1/B can be
deduced for the resolvent. In models in which K̃(0) = 1 — such as the case at hand, and
generically bosonic systems — the bulk ansatz takes the form

R(θ) = 2A
∞∑

n,m=0

m+n∑
k=0

cn,m,k(θ/B)k mod 2

Bm−n−1/2 (θ2 − B2)n+1/2

(
log

(
θ − B

θ + B

))k
. (2.22)

In the edge limit, we have

B, θ → ∞ with z ≡ 2(θ − B) finite. (2.23)

In this regime it is convenient to work in Laplace space and exploit the wh method
introduced in the previous section. The Laplace transform of the resolvent is defined as

R̂(s) =
i∞+0∫

−i∞+0

dz
2πie

szR(z) , (2.24)

5. For an organic introduction, see chapter 6 of ref. [55].

6. A shift operator is an operator that acts on a function as DF(z) = F(z + i), so D ≡ ei∂z .
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and we use the ansatz

R̂(s) = meBG+(i)
2 G+(2is)

(
1

s + 1
2
+ 1

Bs

∞∑
n,m=0

Qn,m

Bm+nsn

)
. (2.25)

Now, what is left to do is to match the two ansätze for the resolvent in the overlapping
regime of validity of the two double scalings. By doing so, we will fix the coefficients
cn,m,k and Qn,m. The limit for which the matching procedure has to be performed is

B, z → ∞ with z/B → 0. (2.26)

In terms of the dual variable s, this is s → 0 and we find an expansion in powers of s
and log(s) at each order in 1/B. This will be matched, after an inverse Laplace transform,
to an expansion of the bulk that in the overlapping limit of Eq. (2.26) turns out to be
organized as a series in (z/B)n log(z/B)r at each order in 1/B. Concretely, following this
procedure, we find a sequence of linear equations that fix the coefficients cn,m,k and
Qn,m order by order.

From here, using the definitions of the density ρ and the energy density e,

ρ(B) =
B∫

−B

dθ
2πχ(θ) , e(B) = m

B∫
−B

dθ
2πχ(θ) cosh(θ), (2.27)

it is straightforward to obtain

ρ(B) = meB
√
B
A

π

(
1 +

∞∑
m=1

c0,m,0 − c0,m,1

Bm

)
= meB

√
B
A

π
ρ̃ , (2.28)

e(B) = m2e2B A2

π2k2

(
1 +

∞∑
m=0

1
Bm

m−1∑
t=0

2t+1Qt,m−1−s

)
= m2e2B A2

π2k2 ẽ , (2.29)

showing explicitly that B → ∞ is a large charge density limit. The normalization is
composed of the constant k which is related to the function G+(ω) as

G+(iω) = k/
√
ω (1 + 𝒪(ω)) (2.30)

and of the prefactor A = kG+(i)
√

2π/4 – the same as in the bulk ansatz. Note that the
constant A drops if we consider the ratio e(ρ)/ρ2.

In order to have a series expressed in terms of an actual running coupling, it is best to
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define a ρ-dependent coupling αρ via

1
αρ

+ (ξ − 1) log(αρ) = log
(
c
ρ

m

)
, (2.31)

where m is the mass gap, and ξ and c are model-dependent constants. The parameter ξ
is related to the rg of the model, while c ∝ 1/(kG+(i)).

The β-function of αρ reads

β(αρ) = −α2
ρ − ξα3

ρ + . . . . (2.32)

For ρ → ∞, αρ is infinitesimal and can be used to write weakly-coupled perturbative
expansions. Crucial for the method is the fact that 1/B has a simple power series,

1
B

=

∞∑
n=1

bnα
n
ρ . (2.33)

Finally, a natural adimensional combination to study is e/ρ2. For bosonic models, such
as the one we study here, one defines

αρφ(αρ) B k2 e

ρ2 , (2.34)

so that
φ(αρ) = 1 +

∑
i=1

ciα
i
ρ . (2.35)

As pointed out in [56], a straightforward analysis of the byb sigma model using the
techniques of Volin runs into obstacles since it is difficult to identify a suitable bulk
ansatz. We shall explain in the next section how to overcome this issue by working in a
particular limit of the rg-invariant parameters p1 and p2.

3. Perturbative expansion for small deformations

3.1. The kernel and the Wiener–Hopf decomposition

Our goal is to make the kernel, or better, the function G+, amenable to Volin’s procedure
in order to write our observables as long perturbative series in αρ and the deformation
parameters. This can be achieved by performing an expansion of GbYB

+ (ω) at large p1
and p2. In this limit, as shown in Appendix A, we find

GbYB
+ (ω) = GPCM

+ (ω)
1+ i

6(p1+p2)ω
− 2

(12(p1+p2)ω)2
+𝒪

(
1

((p1+p2)ω)3

)
+...(

1+ i
6p1ω

− 2
(12p1ω)2

+𝒪
(

1
(p1ω)3

)
+...

) (
1+ i

6p2ω
− 2

(12p2ω)2
+𝒪

(
1

(p2ω)3

)
+...

) , (3.1)
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where the ellipses denote exponentially suppressed terms,7 and where

GPCM
+ (ω) = e−iω log 2√

−π
2 iω

Γ (1 − iω2 )2

Γ (1 − iω) (3.2)

is the function G+ for the SU(2) pcm (or, equivalently, the O(4) non-linear sigma model).
If we combine the deformation parameters as x ≡ p2/p1 = η/ζ, we can rewrite Eq. (3.1)

so that GbYB
+ (ω) is expressed in terms of GPCM

+ together with corrections in powers of
1/p1:

GbYB
+ (ω) = GPCM

+ (ω)
(
1 − 2i

p1ω

(
1 + x(1 + x)
12x(1 + x)

)
− 4

2(p1ω)2

(
1 + x(1 + x)
12x(1 + x)

)2

+ 𝒪((p1ω)−3) + 𝒪(e−ωp1x)
)

. (3.3)

In order for the terms that we want to neglect to be indeed exponentially suppressed,
we need to take the limit Re(ωp1) → ∞. In the following we will take ω to be pure
imaginary, which means that we will have to take a limit where p1 is not a purely real
number. We can pick p1 (and η), to be imaginary: this is the case of the λ-deformed
principal chiral model to which the Yang–Baxter sigma model is related via Poisson–Lie
T-duality [23, 58, 59], with the deformation parameters related as

η = i
1 − λ

1 + λ
. (3.4)

A study on the λ-deformed model using similar techniques to ours has been presented
in ref. [50].

Different values of the parameter x correspond to different regions of the double
deformation. For example, for x → ∞ and x = 0, we obtain the one-parameter Yang–
Baxter deformation (also called η-deformation). For x = 1, we have the configuration with
η = ζ — the so-called critical line for this model that corresponds to the single-parameter
η-deformation of the sigma model on S3 interpreted as the coset SO(4)/SO(3), following
the formulation of [60, 61].

Interestingly enough, this type of series expansion appears only in the functions G+
derived with the wh technique. Had we tried to expand directly the kernel of the tba,

7. The relation (3.1) is based on Stirling’s approximation, which is an asymptotic series that is itself resurgent.
See [57], for example, for further details.

12



we would have found only exponentially-suppressed terms:

1 − K̃bYB(ω) =
(
1 − K̃PCM(ω)

)
(1 + e−πωp1 + e−πωp1x + . . . )

= tanh
(πω

2

)
(1 + e−πωp1 + e−πωp1x + . . . ) .

(3.5)

The perturbative expansion in the deformation parameter 1/p1, which is crucial for our
analysis, only appears after the wh decomposition.

3.2. Perturbative series

We still need one more step before we can use Volin’s technique. Let us define

p B p1

(
12x(1 + x)

1 + x(1 + x)

)
. (3.6)

Now GbYB
+ (ω) in Eq. (3.3) is a series in powers of 1/p, which is small since we are taking

p1 ≫ 1. Since both p and B are taken to be large, we need to specify their relationship.
We choose to consider the double-scaling limit in which

p̄ =
p

B
is fixed and large. (3.7)

If we rewrite our edge ansatz (2.25) in terms of p̄, its analytic structure matches the one
of the bulk defined in (2.22) and we can follow the procedure outlined in Section 2.3. We
compute the resolvent in both the bulk and the edge regime for the byb sigma model,
with the coefficients cn,m,k and Qn,m expanded in series of 1/p̄. From there, we can
compute ρ and e as functions of 1/B. Recalling the relation between e and ẽ and ρ and ρ̃

defined in (2.28), we obtain, at first order in 1/p̄,

ẽ = 1 +
1
4 + 1

3 p̄

B
+

9
32 + 1

12 p̄

B2 +
57
128 + 3

32 p̄

B3 +
1875
2048 + 19

128 p̄ − 27ζ(3)
256

B4 + . . . , (3.8)

ρ̃ = 1 +
−3

8 + 1
6 p̄

B
+

− 15
128 − 1

16 p̄

B2 +
− 105

1024 − 5
256 p̄ + 3ζ(3)

64

B3

+
− 4725

32768 − 35
2048 p̄ + 9ζ(3)

128 + ζ(3)
128 p̄

B4 + . . . .

(3.9)

In our expansion, we have k =
√

2/π. The prefactor A is, instead, proportional to G+(i),
so it has a non-trivial p dependence. By expanding for large p and keeping corrections
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up to the first order in 1/p we find

A =
1
2

√
π

2

(
1 − 2

p

)
. (3.10)

Finally, to compute a series for the energy density in terms of αρ, we use Eq. (2.31)
with ξ = 1/2 and c = 4

√
2π/e(1 + 2/p),8 which allows us to write the parameter 1/B as a

series in αρ:
1
B

=

∞∑
n=1

bnα
n
ρ , (3.11)

where the first few coefficients are given by

b1 = 1 , b2 = −1
2 , b3 =

1
8 + 2

p̄
, b4 = − 4

p̄
, b5 = − 19

384 + 3ζ(3)
64 + 4

p̄
. (3.12)

Putting everything together, we find, up to the first order in 1/p̄ and using the notation
introduced in Eq. (2.34), the series

φ(αρ) = 1 +
αρ

2 + α2
ρ

(
1
4 + 2

p̄

)
+ α3

ρ

(
5
16 − 3ζ(3)

32

)
+ α4

ρ

(
53
96 − 9ζ(3)

64 + 3
4p̄

)
+ . . . . (3.13)

Or, equivalently, in terms of p:

φ(αρ) = 1 + αρ

(
1
2 + 2

p

)
+ α2

ρ

(
1
4 + 1

p

)
+ α3

ρ

(
5
16 − 3ζ(3)

32 + 1
p

)
+ α4

ρ

(
53
96 − 9ζ(3)

64 + 1
p

(
2 − 3ζ(3)

4

))
+ . . . . (3.14)

We have computed this series up to the 39th order in αρ. As a consistency check, we
note that taking |p| → ∞, or in other words, the rg-invariant quantity αρη → 0, our
series in Eq. (3.14) becomes the one of the undeformed pcm, φ0(αρ), as expected.

4. Transseries and resurgence

The perturbative series (3.14) is asymptotic in the coupling α. Thus, it is just a part of a
more generic transseries that also contains non-perturbative terms. In this section, we
will investigate the large-order behavior and the resurgence properties of this series at
order 1/p.

8. Also the constant c is a function of p through G+(i) and we expand it.
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The undeformed model. Let us start with the zeroth order, i.e. the SU(2) pcm (or
equivalently the O(4) non-linear sigma model). The study of its resurgence structure has
been performed in detail in multiple works [39–41, 44, 45, 49]. Let us review the main
ingredients here. We have

e

ρ2 ∼ Φ0(αρ,𝒞±) , (4.1)

where ∼ indicates “asymptotically equivalent to” and Φ0(αρ,𝒞±) is a transseries of the
form

Φ0(αρ,𝒞±) =
αρ

k2

(
φ0(αρ) +

∞∑
i=0

e
− 2i

αρ φ
(i)
0 (αρ,𝒞±)

)
. (4.2)

It consists of the perturbative series φ0(αρ) and non-perturbative contributions. The 𝒞±

are the transseries parameters. In particular, the first correction is entirely due to an
infrared (ir) renormalon and is simply

Φ0(αρ,𝒞±) =
αρ

k2

(
φ0(αρ) + 𝒞±

1
��
pcme

− 2
αρ + 𝒪

(
e
− 4

αρ

))
. (4.3)

The ± is associated to a two-fold ambiguity that compensates the ambiguity present in the
resummation prescription. Indeed, if we indicate by s± the lateral Borel resummations
we have

e

ρ2 = s±(Φ0)(αρ;𝒞±) . (4.4)

The value of the leading transseries parameter is

𝒞±
1
��
pcm = ∓8i

e
. (4.5)

In general, the first ir renormalon contribution corresponds to a term in the relative
ground state energy ℰ independent of the chemical potential h, and thus it is related
to the vacuum energy of the model at h = 0. This contribution comes from the pole
in ω = i that arises when studying the tba equation via the wh procedure [62]. It is,
therefore, possible to express it entirely in terms of the kernel decomposition function
G+ [44]. For bosonic models, like the pcm, the leading transseries parameter is

𝒞±
1 = −c2k2

4π G+(i)G′
−(i ± 0) . (4.6)

In fact, if we plug into this equation the functionGPCM
+ from Eq. (3.2) and the appropriate

values of c and k for the SU(2) pcm we find the value of Eq. (4.5). Several numerical
checks of this value – starting from the perturbative series φ0(αρ) looking at the large-
order behavior of its coefficients or Borel resumming it – have been performed in the
literature [40, 41, 44].
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Figure 1 – Borel plane with the positions of the singularities for the Padé–Borel [18/18] of
our series φ1(αρ) in red.

First-order terms in 1/p. We can now move on to the first-order corrections in 1/p
that we have computed. Let us write our perturbative series φ(αρ) as

φ(αρ) = φ0(αρ) +
1
p
φ1(αρ) . (4.7)

Unsurprisingly, the series φ1(αρ) is also divergent in αρ. Let us study it in more detail.
First of all, we can compute its Padé–Borel transform and plot the poles in the Borel
plane, see Figure 1. As expected, they condense on the real axis, up to −2 on the negative
side and starting from 2 on the positive side. This indicates the presence of two leading
singularities, namely a uv and an ir renormalon. With this in mind, we can study the
large-order behavior of the coefficients of φ1(αρ) =

∑
i hiα

i
ρ. It is given by

hn ≈ 2−nS̃+Γ (n + b+)
(
1 + 𝒪

(
n−1

))
+ (−2)−nS̃−Γ (n + b−)

(
1 + 𝒪

(
n−1

))
. (4.8)

The parameters b+ and S̃+ are related to the discontinuity across the positive real line
and, in turn, to the first correction in the transseries. We have

disc s(φ1)(αρ) ≈ 2πiS̃+2b+α
−b+
ρ e

− 2
αρ + . . . . (4.9)

Thus, the Stokes parameter S̃1 = −i(𝒞̃−
1 − 𝒞̃+

1 ) is

S̃1 = 2πS̃+2b+ , (4.10)

and, finally,

S̃+ =
2−b+

2πi (𝒞̃
−
1 − 𝒞̃+

1 ) . (4.11)

Having computed the first 39 coefficients hm, we can extract a numerical estimate for
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Figure 2 – The sequences sn and its 4th Richardson transform s(4)n in blue and orange,
respectively. They approach the solid black line at the value S+ = 32/(eπ).

them. Defining

kn B
2nh2n+1
(2n + 1)! +

2n−1h2n
(2n)! , (4.12)

we find that
bn = n log

(
kn+1
kn

)
+ 1 (4.13)

will approach b+ for n ≫ 1. Once a good estimate for it is obtained, one can compute an
estimate of S̃+ via the combination

sn B
2nh2n+1

Γ (2n + 1 + b+)
+ 2n−1h2n

Γ (2n + b+)
(4.14)

for n ≫ 1. Moreover, we can use the Richardson transform to accelerate the convergence
of these sequences. Starting from our coefficients, we find for the b-sequence and for its
fourth Richardson transform

b17 = 0.0436 . . . , (4.15)

b
(4)
13 = 0.0000221 . . . . (4.16)

They point towards a value of b+ = 0. Computing the sequence sn with b+ = 0 we find

s18 = 3.7468 . . . . (4.17)

17



Since we have the analytic form of the transseries parameter 𝒞±
1 we can use it to

compute the correction at the order 1/p we are interested in. Plugging in the values for
the byb model expanded at large p, we find at first order in 1/p

𝒞±
1
��
byb = 𝒞±

1
��pcm

(
1 + 4

p

)
= 𝒞±

1
��pcm + 1

p
𝒞̃±

1 = ∓8i
e

(
1 + 4

p

)
. (4.18)

In particular, the contributions from G+(i) and G′
−(i ± 0) cancel, and we are left with the

one coming from c2. We can now compare this number with the one coming from the
study of the large-order behavior of φ1(αρ). Using Eq. (4.11) with b+ = 0, we find

S̃+ =
32
eπ

. (4.19)

Computing the difference with the last values of our sequence sn and its Richardson
transform, we have

s18 − S̃+ = 0.0436 . . . , (4.20)

s
(4)
14 − S̃+ = −5.65 . . . · 10−6 . (4.21)

This indicates good agreement between the prediction from the perturbative series we
have calculated and the analytical value, see Figure 2.

Let us collect our findings for the transseries of e/ρ2 for the byb at large p:

e

ρ2 ∼
παρ

2

(
φ(αρ) ∓

8i
e
e
− 2

αρ

(
1 + 4

p

)
+ 𝒪

(
e
− 4

αρ

)
+ 𝒪

(
1
p2

)
+ . . .

)
, (4.22)

where φ(αρ) is the series (3.14), computed up to first order in 1/p. Calculating further
orders in this parameter can be achieved by expanding the kernel decomposition function
G+ up to higher orders. This could be interesting in order to further study the nature of
the series in 1/p and to investigate the corrections exponentially suppressed in p, whose
presence is indicated by the ellipsis in Eq. (4.22). We will discuss them in the remaining
part of this section.

Exponentially-suppressed terms in p. Let us look in more detail at theh-independent
term of the relative ground state energy. It has the form

ℰ(h) ⊃ m2

4π iG+(i)G′
−(i ± 0) . (4.23)

18



The real part of this term is the vacuum energy of the model,

E(0) = Re
(
m2

4π iG+(i)G′
−(i ± 0)

)
, (4.24)

while the imaginary part represents only the ir renormalon contribution. Plugging into
the expression (4.23) the function GbYB

+ from Eq. (2.18), we get an entirely real quantity,

EbYB(0) = −m2

4
sin(p1π/2) sin(p2π/2)

sin((p1 + p2)π/2) . (4.25)

This matches the result presented in [51] where this model has been studied. Let us now
expand this quantity for p1 and p2 large keeping track of all the terms. If we expand it
for p1 = ±i|p1 | and p2 = ±i|p2 | and take |p1 |, |p2 | → ∞, we find

sin(p1π/2) sin(p2π/2)
sin((p1 + p2)π/2) = ± i

2

(
1 −

(
e−π|p1 | + e−π|p2 | − 2e−π(|p1 |+|p2 |)

) ∞∑
n=0

e−π(|p1 |+|p2 |)n

)
.

(4.26)
The zeroth-order term is precisely the one responsible for the ir renormalon contribution
in the pcm model that we had discussed before in the canonical formalism. Perturbative
corrections in 1/p1 and 1/p2 arise just in the canonical formalism in the model that we
studied. In fact, we have seen that they originate from c. As far as non-perturbative
corrections are concerned, we can deduce from this expansion that terms of the type
e−π|p1 |, e−π|p2 | will populate the transseries for e/ρ2.

5. Perturbative expansion from the sigma model

In this section we will use perturbative methods to confirm the prediction that there are
no η-dependent terms in the free energy of the yb sigma model up to one loop when
working at leading order in η, as we observed in Eq. (3.14) (recall the relation between η

and p given in (2.7)).
We will study the yb sigma model in the form

ℒYB = − 1
4πα Tr

(
g−1∂+g

1
1 − ηℛg

g−1∂−g

)
= − 1

4πα Tr
(
∂+gg

−1 1
1 − ηℛ ∂−gg

−1
)

(5.1)

for g ∈ SU(2) and ℛ given in Eq. (2.3). We want to study the system in the weak-coupling
regime, so we need to write the action of the operator ℛ as explicitly as possible. Let
Ta = iσa, a = 1, 2, 3 be the generators of the algebra su(2). First we decompose

1
1 − ηℛ = γ𝒜γ +

√
γ(1 − γ)ℛ, (5.2)
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where γ = 1/(1 + η2), and the operators 𝒜 and ℛ act on the T1 and T2 as a rescaling and
a rotation:

𝒜 : (T1, T2, T3) ↦→
(

1
γ
T1, 1

γ
T2, T3

)
, (5.3)

ℛ : (T1, T2, T3) ↦→ (T2,−T1, 0). (5.4)

We would like to express the action in sigma-model form up to linear order in η. To this
end we employ the parametrization

g = exp
(
φ + ϕ

2 T3

)
exp(θT1) exp

(
φ − ϕ

2 T3

)
. (5.5)

The 𝒜-dependent part of the action can be expressed in sigma-model form with the
target-space metric of a squashed sphere:

G =
1

2πα

(
dθ2 + cos2(θ)dφ2 + sin2(θ)dϕ2 + (γ − 1)

(
cos2(θ)dφ − sin2(θ)dϕ

)2
)

. (5.6)

Since the dependence on the deformation is linear in γ, it is also quadratic in η, and at
leading order in η the contribution from the metric to the free energy is the same as in
the undeformed pcm.

The ℛ-dependent part of the action leads to a B-field term of the form∫
B = − η

2πα

∫
d2x ϵµν∂µθ∂ν(φ − ϕ) cos(θ) sin(θ), (5.7)

where the Levi–Civita tensor has the components ϵ+− = −ϵ−+ = 1. Generically, this term
will give corrections of order η. Here we want to zoom in on the leading-α contribution,
which is obtained by expanding in powers of the field θ:∫

B = − η

2πα

∫
d2x ϵµνθ∂µθ∂ν(φ − ϕ). (5.8)

Now we need to couple our system to a chemical potential so that the ground state has
the same charge configuration as described in Sec. 2.2, which in terms of SU(2) × SU(2)
generators is (Q/2,Q/2). At the order at which we are working this is obtained by simply
replacing the derivative in the time direction with

∂0g → ∂0g + h(Qg + gQ), (5.9)
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where Q has the form

Q =
1
2T3 =

(
i
2 0
0 − i

2

)
. (5.10)

In our parametrization, only the field φ transforms (non-linearly) under this U(1), so the
modification to the action is just a shift in the time derivative of φ by h. The contribution
from the B-field involving the chemical potential is thus∫

B = − i

2παhη

∫
d2x θ∂1θ. (5.11)

To quadratic order in the fields and leading order in η, the Lagrangian is then

ℒ =
1

2πα

(
∂+θ∂−θ + ∂+ϕ∂−ϕ + ∂+φ∂−φ + h2θ2 − h2 − iηhθ∂1θ

)
. (5.12)

We can now compute the one-loop contribution to the grand potential by computing
the determinant of the kinetic operator

M =
1
µ2

©­­«
−∂2 + h2 − iηh∂1 0 0

0 −∂2 0
0 0 −∂2

ª®®¬ , (5.13)

for example, by way of zeta function regularization

log detM = −ζ′M(0) . (5.14)

Here, we have introduced the mass scale µ (to make the eigenvalues of M dimensionless)
and the zeta function is

ζM(s) = Tr(M−s) = 1
Γ (s)

∞∫
0

dt
t
ts Tr

(
e−tM

)
. (5.15)

We only need to consider the θ field, as in our parametrization the φ and ϕ fields each
have the kinetic operator of a free massless boson which contributes a constant. The
one-loop contribution coming from the kinetic operator of θ then arises from the zeta
function

ζM(s) = Vµ2s

Γ (s)

∞∫
0

dt
t
ts

∫
d2k

(2π)2 e
−t(k2+ηhk1+h2), (5.16)

where V is the regularized volume of two-dimensional spacetime, and k are spacetime
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momenta. Now, the η-dependent kinetic term can be written as

−∂2
0 − ∂2

1 − iηh ∂1 + h2 = −∂2
0 −

(
∂1 +

ihη

2

)2
− η2h2

4 + h2, (5.17)

and the Fourier transform of this quantity is k2
0 + (k1 + hη/2)2 − η2h2/4 + h2 .

Thek1 integral is over the whole real line, so it is invariant under the shiftk1 → k1−hη/2.
It follows that the ζ function is

ζM(s) = Vµ2s

Γ (s)

∞∫
0

dt
t
tse−h

2t

∫
d2k

(2π)2 e
−tk2 + 𝒪(η2) = Vµ2sh2−2s

4π(s − 1) + 𝒪(η2). (5.18)

This expression has manifestly no contribution of order 𝒪(η). In other words, at this
order in α, the one-loop partition function (and hence the free energy) is the same as for
the undeformed pcm. This result is in agreement with the prediction of η-independence
of the free energy obtained using Volin’s technique, given in Eq. (3.14), in which the
leading deformation scales as 𝒪(α3η).

6. Conclusions

Volin’s method is an example of a large-charge expansion. It can be applied in the limit
of large particle number and large system size and fixed and large density.

In this note, we have used it to compute the free energy density for the integrable
bi-Yang–Baxter model as a function of the charge density in terms of an expansion in a
charge-dependent coupling which goes to zero for large charge density. The byb model,
being a yb deformation of the SU(2) pcm, for which similar results have already been
found in the literature [39–41, 44, 45, 49], is a representative of an important class of
integrable deformations which have met with a high interest in the community over the
last ten years.

In order to be able to successfully apply Volin’s method, we had to first perform
a Wiener–Hopf decomposition, and work in a double-scaling limit, where the inverse
deformation parameter p and the B parameter measuring the charge density are taken
large, with their ratio p̄ = p/B held fixed and large. We were able to verify our predictions
via an independent perturbative computation. We furthermore performed the resurgence
analysis to find the non-perturbative behavior of the free energy, going beyond our
original perturbative result. Notably, we computed the first non-perturbative correction
and its coefficient.

Based on this work, there is a number of open questions that we would like to address.

• One could further explore the relationship between our integrability-based result and
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the perturbative analysis of the model which we have outlined here.
• We have studied the simplest possible charge configuration, corresponding to fixing the

completely symmetric representation of O(4). However different charge configurations
are possible, describing other sectors of the theory which are in principle accessible with
similar techniques.

• It would be interesting to include higher-order corrections in the deformations p1 and
p2, ideally leading to a double asymptotic expansion in α and p.

• One could go beyond the SU(2) pcm and try to generalize the construction to the SU(N)
case, which have a much richer zoology of sectors and deformations.

• It would be interesting to understand the relation between our results and those obtained
by Schepers and Thompson [21].

We leave these points for future investigation.
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A. Relating GbYB
+ and GPCM

+

In this appendix we shall relate GbYB
+ and GPCM

+ that appear in the Wiener–Hopf
decomposition of the tba kernels for the byb sigma model and pcm. For the sake of
convenience, we shall work with the quantities GbYB

+ (2is) and GPCM
+ (2is), defined

respectively as

GbYB
+ (2is) = e2bs

(
p1 + p2
2p1p2

) 1
2 B(s, s)

B(p1s,p2s)
, (A.1)

where b is defined in (2.19) and B(x,y) = (Γ (x)Γ (y))/Γ (x + y), and

GPCM
+ (2is) = 1

2
√

π
4
e−2s log 1

2
Γ (s + 1)Γ (s + 1)

Γ (2s + 1)
1√
s

. (A.2)

To achieve this, we recall Stirling’s approximation for the gamma function,

Γ (z) ∼
√

2πzz−
1
2 e−z

(
1 + 1

12z + 1
288z2 − 139

51840z3 − 571
2488320z4 +O

(
1
z5

))
. (A.3)
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The series multiplying
√

2πzz− 1
2 e−z is an asymptotic series, that can be completed into a

transseries. Based on this expansion, let us define

Γ (z)
√

2πzz− 1
2 e−z

= λ(z), (A.4)

where λ(z) is a transseries in z. Using the definition of the beta function, one finds that

1
B(p1s,p2s)

=
1√
2π

(p1 + p2)p1s+p2s− 1
2

(p1)p1s− 1
2 (p2)p2s− 1

2

√
s

(
λ(p1s + p2s)
λ(p1s)λ(p2s)

)
. (A.5)

It then follows that (A.1) can be expressed as

GbYB
+ (2is) = e2bs 1√

2
Γ (s)Γ (s)
Γ (2s)

1√
2π

(p1 + p2)p1s+p2s

(p1)p1s(p2)p2s

√
s

(
λ(p1s + p2s)
λ(p1s)λ(p2s)

)
. (A.6)

Using the expression (2.19) for b, we have

e2bs =
p
p1s
1 p

p2s
2

(p1 + p2)(p1+p2)s
e−2(log 1

2 )s. (A.7)

Substituting this expression into (A.6), we obtain

GbYB
+ (2is) = 1√

2
Γ (s)Γ (s)
Γ (2s)

1√
2π

√
se−2(log 1

2 )s
(
λ(p1s + p2s)
λ(p1s)λ(p2s)

)
. (A.8)

Finally, using the identities
Γ (s + 1) = sΓ (s),
Γ (2s + 1) = 2sΓ (2s),

(A.9)

we find

GbYB
+ (2is) = 1√

2
(2)Γ (s + 1)Γ (s + 1)

Γ (2s + 1)
1√
2π

1√
s
e−2(log 1

2 )s
(
λ(p1s + p2s)
λ(p1s)λ(p2s)

)
, (A.10)

and, using (A.2),

GbYB
+ (2is) = GPCM

+ (2is)
(
λ(p1s + p2s)
λ(p1s)λ(p2s)

)
. (A.11)

This is equivalent to the result quoted in (3.1).
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