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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Editor: Hubert Saleur In this paper, we propose a new representation of the minimal form factors in integrable quantum
field theories. These are solutions of the two-particle form factor equations, which have no poles
on the physical sheet. Their expression constitutes the starting point for deriving higher particle
form factors and, from these, the correlation functions of the theory. As such, minimal form
factors are essential elements in the analysis of integrable quantum field theories. The proposed
new representation arises from our recent study of form factors in TT-perturbed theories, where
we showed that the minimal form factors decompose into elementary building blocks. Here,
focusing on the paradigmatic sinh-Gordon model, we explicitly express the standard integral
representation of the minimal form factor as a combination of infinitely many elementary terms,
each representing the minimal form factor of a generalised TT perturbation of the free fermion.
Our results can be readily extended to other integrable quantum field theories and open various
relevant questions and discussions, from the efficiency of numerical methods in evaluating
correlation functions to the foundational question of what constitutes a “reasonable” choice for
the minimal form factor.

1. Introduction

In 2016, Smirnov and Zamolochikov published an investigation of the “space of integrable quantum field theories” [1]. They
showed that for every integrable quantum field theory (IQFT), with its associated factorised scattering (.S) matrix (that would
include the sine-Gordon, sinh-Gordon and Ising models, for instance), we can construct an infinite family of IQFTs whose .S-matrix
differs from the original by CDD factors [2].! The fact that the S-matrix bootstrap equations admit a CDD ambiguity was not a
new result, but the interpretation and form of these CDD factors were. They showed that the space of all CDD factors is spanned by
exponentials of hyperbolic functions, with exponents proportional to the one-particle eigenvalues of the local conserved quantities of
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E-mail addresses: o.castro-alvaredo@city.ac.uk (O.A. Castro-Alvaredo), stefano.negro@stonybrook.edu, stefano.negro@york.ac.uk (S. Negro),
szistvan87 @gmail.com (I.M. Szécsényi).
1 What this means is that the S-matrix of the new theory is the product of the original .S-matrix times factors which trivially satisfy all physical requirements
(Lorenz invariance, unitarity, hermitian/real analyticity, etc.) but do not introduce any new poles, that is, they do not change the particle spectrum of the model.
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the IQFT (of which there are infinitely many because of integrability). They showed that each of these exponential factors, in turn,
can be interpreted as arising from a perturbation of the action of the original IQFT by an irrelevant operator. The simplest of these
operators is the TT field, the composition of the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic components of the stress-energy tensor. If the
original theory has a single-particle spectrum with a two-body scattering matrix S (@), where 0 is the rapidity difference between
two scattering particles, then in the perturbed model, the scattering matrix would be

So(0) :=S8y(0)DP,(0), with log(D,(0))=—i Z a,m* sinh(s0), (@D)
SES
where 1= {a,} s is a set of coupling constants, m is a mass scale, and s are integers taking values in the set S. S is typically the
set of spins of local conserved quantities. Thus, for every choice of the set &, there is a distinct integrable .S-matrix.

Following this result, TT-perturbed theories (corresponding to having only one term in the sum, i.e. s = 1) and their generali-
sations have been extensively studied from many different viewpoints. In fact, there were already a few interesting related results,
even before [1]. One of the first studies of the operator TT was presented in [3], while [4] investigated the correlation functions of
the bosonic version of the sinh-Gordon model, showing they display certain properties related to the interpretation of the model as
sinh-Gordon perturbed by infinitely many irrelevant operators. Following these works, an analysis of the form factors of the operator
TT in unperturbed theories appeared in [5,6].

The famous thermodynamic Bethe ansatz (TBA) study carried out in [7] provided a new viewpoint on the infrared (IR) and
ultraviolet (UV) physics of these models. For a single TT perturbation, the properties of the theory are fundamentally different
depending on the sign of the coupling a := ;. In particular, for @ < 0, a so-called Hagedorn transition takes place, which is associated
with a square-root branch point appearing in the free energy at a finite, positive value of the compactification radius. In addition,
the TBA equations dictate that while the perturbation does not change the IR properties of the model, it profoundly alters its UV
behaviour. In fact, it is no longer a quantum or conformal field theory in the standard sense. This fact is sometimes described as a “lack
of UV completion” or “UV fragility” and has been discussed in various places? [11-13]. The TBA approach allowed the analysis of
several generalisations of the TT deformation® [24-30]. These have also been studied by other methods such as perturbed conformal
field theory [31-38], string theory [39-42], holography [43-51], quantum gravity [13,52-56], out-of-equilibrium conformal field
theory [57,58], long-range spin chains [59-62], and the generalised hydrodynamics (GHD) approach [63-65]. The latter treatment
provides an alternative interpretation of the special features of generalised TT perturbations. In particular, for TT, we may see the
CDD factor in the S-matrix as a phase factor that induces a particle length. Thus, the fundamental degrees of freedom become
extended with positive or negative length, depending on the sign of a, which provides a new interpretation of the UV physics of
these models. An important contribution of [63] is the realisation that the CDD factor above can be further generalised to include the
full set of extensive conserved charges of the IQFT. A generalised perturbation in the above sense can then give rise to the .S-matrices
of any IQFT, hence achieving the original aspiration of [1] of truly constructing “the space of IQFTs”. This result goes hand in hand
with a much better understanding of the critical role played by non-local charges in the dynamics of out-of-equilibrium integrable
models (see e.g. [66]). This means, in particular, that the CDD factors — with some abuse of nomenclature — can also be generalised
to introduce new bound states, in which case the spectrum of the original unperturbed theory needs to be consistently completed, as
discussed in [63].

Recently, in a series of papers involving two of the present authors [67-69] (see also [70]), a study of the operator content of
theories with S-matrix (1) was carried out. We employed the form factor program [71,72], a standard approach to computing the
matrix elements of local and semi-local fields in IQFT, and applied it to generalised TT—perturbed theories. We found solutions for
the form factors of various models and fields, establishing that, like the .S-matrix, the form factors of perturbed theories factorise
into the unperturbed form factors and a function of a. We found that the form factors may depend on additional arbitrary constants
B = {p,}scs that arise in the solution to the minimal form factor (MFF) equations. MFFs are a fundamental building block of all
form factor solutions. For the .S-matrix (1), there is a single MFF, which satisfies the equations

fO;0)=5,(0)f(—0;a) = f(—0 +2xi;0). (2)

In [67,68], we showed that the most general solution to these equations is

FO;a) = f(0;0)0,(0)Cy(0), 3)
with £(6;0) the MFF of the unperturbed theory, while*
log(@,(0)) = 0—in ilog(®,(0)), and log(Cﬁ(G)) = Z ﬂsmzs cosh(s0). “4)
2x seS’!

As mentioned above, an interesting property of this solution is the presence of free parameters 8, which are absent in the .S-matrix.
Whereas the function ¢, (6) is essential in solving (3), the function Cp(0) is a sort of CDD factor of the MFF, in the sense that any
solution ¢,(0) can be multiplied by a function Cg(6) for any choice of parameters § and any choice of integers s € S’ and still gives

2 The nature of the UV regime has also been explored with a careful analysis of the spectrum of TT-deformed 2D Yang-Mills in [8-10].

3 An interesting generalisation is the so-called root TT deformation [14-19] which is intimately related to the Modified Maxwell (ModMax) theory [20-23].

4 The formula for ¢,(6) was, to our knowledge, first derived by M. Szécsényi in an unpublished work, while its massless version appeared in an investigation in
Nambu-Goto theory [11], which later turned out to be the TT deformation of a free, massless, 2-dimensional scalar field theory.
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a solution to (3). The presence of factors Cy(¢) changes the asymptotic properties of the MFF, hence also of higher particle form
factors, where products of f(6; a) are typically involved. According to the usual interpretation that each distinct solution to the form
factor equations corresponds to a different local or semi-local field, it is tempting to interpret each choice of g, that is, each choice of
the MFF, as the choice of a different building block for the form factors of local and semi-local fields. In other words, the couplings
parametrise some kind of background feature of the theory itself, which couples to and alters all local and semi-local fields. However,
at the moment, we do not possess enough evidence to support this interpretation, so we refrain from making a definitive statement.
We believe this question to be important and plan to investigate it in future works.

In the analysis of [67,68], the choice § = 0 was made. Since most of the work focused on TT-perturbed theories, only a single non-
zero parameter appeared in (4). In this paper, we will see that, while the role of the parameters § in the form factors of generalised
TT-perturbed theories is not entirely clear, the functions Cy(0) play a fundamental part in the computation of the MFFs of more
standard IQFTs.

The works [69,70] extended the study of [67,68] to a class of fields called branch point twist fields (BPTFs). These fields are
important in the context of entanglement measures [73]; therefore, their form factors are also of interest. BPTFs emerge in replica
theories, that is, models consisting of n identical copies of a given IQFT and where a large amount of symmetry is present. BPTFs are
associated with cyclic permutation symmetry, and their form factors satisfy the generalised equations proposed in [73]. The solution
procedure also centres around an MFF which, for generalised TT-perturbed theories and particles in the same copy, satisfies a slightly
modified version of (4), that is

Fa(0:@) = S4(0)1,(~0:@) = [,(=0 + 2zin; ). ®)

The most general solution to this equation was simultaneously found in [69,70] and has a very similar structure to that discussed
earlier, except that solutions now depend also on n:

Fn(0;@) = £,(8; 009 (0)Cy(0) (6)
with f,,(6;0) the MFF of the unperturbed theory with f(6; ) := f(6; @), and
0—inn. 2s s6
log(¢,,(0)) = z—ﬂnzlog(fba(e)), and log(C;(G)) = Z pm™ cosh o 7

ses’!

Even if the representation (1) suggests that the scattering matrices of generalised TT-perturbed IQFTs are fundamentally different
from those of “standard” IQFTs, the fact is that there is no difference between the two sets provided we allow the sum over spins in (1)
to contain infinitely many terms. Stated differently, any factorisable .S-matrix admits a representation (1) (or a suitable generalisation
for a multi-particle spectrum), provided the appropriate choice of the parameters a, is made. In many cases, this choice involves
a sum over infinitely many parameters, in which case the CDD factor ®,(0) typically becomes a product of ratios of hyperbolic
functions of the rapidities [26].

One way to think about the above statement is to consider the renowned sinh-Gordon model, which we will use as a representative
example in this paper. The S-matrix of the sinh-Gordon model is well known to be a simple ratio of hyperbolic tangent functions of
the rapidity and the sinh-Gordon coupling [74,75]. At the same time, it is clear that the sinh-Gordon .S-matrix is a CDD factor that is
a solution to all consistency equations for the .S-matrix, which has no poles on the physical strip in rapidity space. It follows, then,
that the sinh-Gordon S-matrix must admit a representation of the form @, (0) for particular values of ay, which, as we show below,
it does. Therefore, we expect the MFF of this theory for local, semi-local and BPTFs to be of the form (4)-(7), representations that
are very different from the usual integral ones first proposed in [71] (and in [73] for the BPTF). Here, we will show that these two
representations are truly equivalent, provided the functions Cg(6), c;(e) take a specific, non-trivial form. Our results for sinh-Gordon
can be easily extended to other IQFTs, especially to those which are very directly related to sinh-Gordon, such as the Lee-Yang model
[76] and the first breather sector of the sine-Gordon model [77,78].

We organised this paper as follows. Section 2 reviews some facts about the structure of the S-matrices and minimal form factors
of IQFTs, focusing on their integral representations. In Section 3, we introduce the S-matrix of the sinh-Gordon model and recast it
as a generalised TT-perturbed Ising field theory. In Section 4, we do the same for the MFF of the sinh-Gordon model for the case
of local and semi-local fields. We generalise to the BPTF in Section 5. Section 6 discusses the analyticity, asymptotics and other
properties of the MFF. We conclude in Section 7. We collect the technical derivations in Appendices A to E.

2. Building blocks and integral representations: a brief history

It is well known that the scattering amplitudes of diagonal IQFTs - that is, theories where there is no back-scattering — can be
expressed in terms of blocks of the form [79,80]

sinh % (6 + irx)
(x)p 1= —— . ®
sinh 3 0 —irx)
Such blocks are extremely natural since they easily allow for the construction of two-body scattering amplitudes S, (6) satisfying
the properties of unitary and crossing
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Sy @S, (=) =1, S, (ir—0)=S,0)=1. 9

Here S,,(0) is the scattering amplitude of the process a+ b+ a+ b, and 4 is the particle conjugate to a. In many cases, such as when
there is a single particle in the spectrum (S,,(0) := S(0)), or when there is parity invariance (S,,(6) = S,,(6)), and particles are
self-conjugate (@ = a), all functions in (9) are the same. Then, it is immediate to see that the following particular block combination

tanh 3 (0 + izx)
[x]p :=—(x)p(1 —x)p = N (10)
tanh 3 0 —inx)

satisfies the relations

[x]plx]_g=1 and [x]y=I[x];z_p- a1

This implies that any function consisting of products of these blocks will automatically satisfy unitarity and crossing. These are,
however, not the only constraints when constructing the scattering matrices of an IQFT. The spectrum of the theory and, especially,
its bound state structure play a critical role in deciding which specific blocks — (x), or [x], — and which values of x are present
in which scattering amplitude. One usually imposes these constraints via the .S-matrix bootstrap equations. These will play no role
in our work, so we will not discuss them here. As examples of the above, let us mention that the sinh-Gordon model [74,75] and
Lee-Yang model [76] both have S-matrices consisting of just a single block [x], (in the Lee-Yang case this block also has a physical
pole), whereas the family of minimal and affine Toda field theories generally have complicated multi-particle spectra but still admit
S-matrix representations [81,82] built out of the blocks above. Even for non-diagonal theories, such as the sine-Gordon model, the
blocks (8) and (10) are useful. In sine-Gordon, there is a diagonal part of the spectrum (the breather sector) where the .S-matrices
can be expressed in terms of them [77,78]. Even for the non-diagonal sector, the scattering amplitudes admit integral representations
of the same type as those that can be written for (x), and [x],. This naturally brings us to the topic of integral representations.
It is easy to show that®

dt §ll’lhl‘(l - x)

- at inn 22| 13
(*)o P / ¢ sinht in (13)

0

for 0 < x < 1° and, similarly,
i 4y Sinh === ’(1 =9 sinh '; sinh ; 10

= — h—1. 15
[xlp =exp| - / t sinht sin in (15)

0

It follows that all diagonal scattering matrices admit a representation in terms of products of the integral blocks above. The integral
representations are helpful in many contexts. For instance, they allow for a universal representation of all the .S-matrices of affine
Toda field theory [82]. These are, in turn, very useful in the context of TBA and in Toda theories, to an algebraic structure which
links the particle content of the theory to the Dynkin diagram of a finite Lie algebra [83-87].

Another context where an integral representation of the .S-matrix is useful is when solving the form factor equations (2) and (5).
It was shown in [71] that the MFF associated with an .S-matrix of the form

[so]
S(0) =exp / —g(t) sinh ﬁ s (16)
0
admits the representation

[+

F(9) = N exp /ﬂ U sin2(ﬁ) , a7)

t sinht 2
0

5 The minus sign can be absorbed into the integral representation by employing the formal relation

©
-1 :exp[¢2/ﬂsinh ﬁ], a2
t 1%/
0

as we have done in (15).
6 For —1 < x < 0 we can use the equality (x), = (—x);1 , thus we have the representation

(x)g = —EXP[ / AL S i .—] , 14)
t T
0

sinh?

instead. This is in fact the representation that is required in the sinh-Gordon case where the .S-matrix is the block [-B/2], with 0 < B <2.
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where 9 =iz — 6 and N is a normalisation constant. Here, we use the notation f(9) for the MFF. Comparing (16) to (13) and (15),
it is clear that each .S-matrix block will, in turn, contribute a factor of the type (17) to the minimal form factor.
The same ideas can be applied to the minimal form factor of BPTFs, as shown in [73]. In this case, the MFF is

(o]

_ it s (10
fu(®)=Nexp / 7 sinh(ary (2;:) ’ 18)
0

with 9 = izn — 6. As expected, this reduces to f(9) for n = 1. By construction, N' = f,(0). Since 2sin? (%) = —cos% + 1, itis

convenient to choose

| L [ dr_s®
N =exp| =3 / 7 sinh(on) | (19)
0
so that
Cexp| L [ 80 19 -
Su(9) =exp 2/ ; Sinh(m)COS” , and  f1(9) :=f(9). (20)
0

These MFFs look a priori quite different from the solutions (4) and (7). However, since the blocks (x),, [x], can also be interpreted as
CDD factors, S-matrices made out of these blocks must be related to the deformation ®,(6) (1). Consequently, the MFFs must admit
a representation in the form of (4) and (7). In the next section, we will see that this is indeed the case by focusing on the sinh-Gordon
model.

We end this section by recalling that, in the literature, different MFF representations are used besides (20). A good review
of relevant identities in this regard is the Appendix of [88]. A widely used representation is obtained by employing the integral
representation of the I'-function to express the formula above as an infinite product of I'-functions. For the sinh-Gordon model, such
a representation can be found, for example, in [89], and its generalisation to BPTFs was given in [73]. In [89], a mixed representation
containing an integral part and a I'-function part was also employed and motivated by the higher efficacy of its numerical evaluation.
A mixed representation of the minimal form factor of BPTFs is presented in the Appendix of [90], where the focus was on the minimal
Eg Toda theory. However, as far as we know, a representation of the type (4) or (7) has never been investigated. The main result of
this paper is the derivation of such a representation and a detailed study of its asymptotic and analyticity properties.

3. The sinh-Gordon model S-matrix as a CDD factor

The sinh-Gordon S-matrix is simply the block [-B/2], = [B/Z]EI, where B is the sinh-Gordon coupling, which takes values
between 0 and 2. The S-matrix is invariant under the exchange B — 2 — B, a general property of affine Toda field theories (of
which sinh-Gordon is the simplest example) known as weak-strong duality. To simplify the following computations, we will use the
“shifted” coupling b = B — 1 so that the so-called self-dual point corresponds to B = 1,b = 0. In terms of b, the S-matrix can be
written as

b17 _ sinhG—icos%b

b

= (21)
2 1o sinh0+icos%

S(0) = [—

One way to find a generalised TT representation of this .S-matrix is to start by finding an expansion for its logarithmic derivative

_dlogS(0) _ 4cos %b coshé

= > (22)
do cos(zb) + cosh(26)

and then integrate the result in §. We note that (22) admits an expansion in powers of e~!?! for |0| large, which is easily inferred

from the first few terms

—ii log S(0) =4cos ”—be_lgl —4cos ﬂe_3|9I +4cos @e—sm +0 (e_7|9|) . (23)
de 2 2 2

The pattern is clear, and to revert to an expression which is smooth and symmetric under § — —6, we can simply replace e

with cosh(2k + 1)6, and propose the ansatz

—(2k+1)16]

Qk+1)

—iL10g5(0)=4 Y (1) cos b cosh(2k + 1))

do &~
Integrating in 6, multiplying by i and exponentiating, we find the representation

(2k+1D)rb

__ _ ~Do _1)k+1 2 ;
S(0)=—exp 41;)( 1) T sinh(2k + 1)0) | . (24)
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Fig. 1. The coefficients a,m** in the sinh-Gordon model for s =1,3,5,7,15,45. The higher the value of s, the larger the number of oscillations. Except for s = 1.

Note that the overall minus sign comes from the integration constant, which we fix by requiring S(0) = —1. Comparing to the
S-matrix (1) we find that the sinh-Gordon S-matrix is exactly of the type

S(0) = Sy(0)D,(0), with Sy(0)=-1, (25)
with the non-vanishing couplings fixed to

s+1
am® = 4 cos stn' , with se€2Zt—1. (26)
s

We plotted them against b for a few values of s in Fig. 1.

Therefore, the sinh-Gordon S-matrix can be seen as that of the Ising field theory deformed by infinitely many irrelevant pertur-
bations. The deep connection between the two theories is, however, not new. For instance, in [91], the Ising model was recovered
as a limit of the staircase model [92], related to sinh-Gordon by allowing b to take imaginary values.

We can write

is+1
50)=-00@), with a:={ 2 cos 3% , @)
s mas 2 Jiezt

where we introduced the superscript ‘shG’ to distinguish this CDD factor from the general one. The sinh-Gordon model also provides
an instructive example of how the sum log(®,(#)) can have radically different analytical properties when it runs over an infinite
number of terms. Whereas a single irrelevant perturbation (say TT) gives rise to .S-matrices that are, in a sense, abnormal — for
instance, having very unusual asymptotic properties in rapidity space — an infinite number of such perturbations can give rise to
S-matrices which have nice physical properties and result from the (relevant) perturbation of a UV critical point.” It is also worth
pointing out that this analysis is easy to generalise to other IQFTs, in particular for the Lee-Yang model, whose S-matrix can be
obtained from that sinh-Gordon by allowing |b| to be larger than 1 (in fact b= —%).

4. A new look at the sinh-Gordon minimal form factor

Now that we have seen that the sinh-Gordon S-matrix can be formally written as (24), the results of our works [67,68] tell us
that the MFF of the sinh-Gordon model must admit a representation of the type (4) for the values of asts given in (26) and some
choice of the parameters f. Here, we show how to derive this representation. Using (20), (15), and (21), we can write the logarithm
of the MFF of the sinh-Gordon model as

L sinh(ﬂt>sinh<ﬂz sinh £
w(&)::logf(&):—él/% 4 4 ) 2 cos &

cos —
sinh? ¢
0
) 0 1+b o 1-b
co s1nh t) s1nh( 3 t)
/ﬂ +/ﬂ 3 cos&+/ﬂ72 cos&. (28)
/ 1 sin ) I sinh“t ﬂ' ) I sinh“t r

Recall that 9 = iz — 6. Differentiating w.r.t. 9, we obtain
§(8) — h(d;b) — h(9;—b)
. )

o' (9) = (29)

7 We wish to stress here that there is no simple and direct causal relation between the asymptotic properties of an .S-matrix and the (non-)existence of a UV
fixed point. In fact, as shown in [26,27], there exist models whose .S-matrices display a “normal” asymptotic behaviour — akin to, say, sinh-Gordon or affine
Toda field theories — and nonetheless fail to have a usual UV fixed point. Two particularly simple examples are models with S-matrices S(0) = —[-B/2], and
S(0)=[-B/2],[-B'/2],, with B, B’ €(0,2).
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where

T sinX ©  sinh ( thht) 9
g®= [ di—=, h@®:b= [ d——LsinZ. (30)
sinh? sinh? ¢ T
0

0

Note that when reconstructing w(9) from its derivative, we need to take care of an integration constant. We will fix it below.
The evaluation of the integrals (30) is straightforward and yields

z 9 1 (b+ 1)z sinhd — 2190057
g(9)= =tanh -, h(8;b) = (€2D)]
b
2 2 coshd + sin >

These expressions can be checked by numerical integration® or by setting n = 1 in the results of Section 5, cf. (54). It is also useful to
point out that the same kind of integrals are involved when we consider the contributions of individual blocks (x), so these results
are widely applicable. We elaborate on this in more detail in Appendix C. Thus we have

tanh ; 1 (cosh& bsin 7) sinhd — 29 cosh&cos =

'(9) = -= . 32
@ (9) 2 T cosh29 + cos zb (32)

Looking at the expression above, we can already see a contribution involving the function (22), which we would expect from the
formula (4). Indeed, after integration, we find the following form

icos — —sinhd
0@ == log2+10gcosh g - —'91 og |:2—]

27 icos %b +sinhd
coshd + sin 22 33
—llog[(cosh19+sin”—b) (cosh& sm—)] é —217 (33)
4 2 4 cosh d — sin ”7

——[L12 (—te'g’ b) Li, (teg' b>+L1 ( 8+' b) Li, (te’9+' b)+(19—>—19)]

where 8 =iz — 0, Li,(z) denotes the dilogarithm

)

k
. z
ww:Zﬁ, (34)
k=1
and % log?2 is the integration constant that we fixed by imposing the asymptotic condition®

lim @) =0. (35)
|Re(9)| >0

Remarkably, we obtain a convergent formula for the logarithm of the MFF, which is explicit and contains no integrals or infinite
sums. Concerning the numerical evaluation of the MFF, this representation is very efficient. Our numerical experiments — performed
with Mathematica on a standard laptop — have found that a mixed representation for the MFF takes the order of 10~ seconds to
evaluate, while our formula takes the order of 10~ seconds. The evaluation speed largely depends on the particular implementation
of the dilogarithm function used by Mathematica and may be different for other packages. In Appendix D, we comment more on the
numerical evaluation, extension to values of || in the region 1 < |b| <2, and the treatment of the function’s branch cuts. We present
the numerically most efficient form of (33) for real 0 values in Appendix E.
The formula (33) contains several clearly identifiable contributions:

1. The term
log cosh g =log (—i sinh g) , (36)

contributes a factor —isinh & to the minimal form factor. This results from isolating the factor —1 in the S-matrix (the Ising
S-matrix) and produces the MFF of the Ising field theory.

8 In practice, the integrals are oscillatory, so it is best to use a cutoff A >> 1. Note also that these results are, in principle, valid for [Im(f)| < z. However, we can
consider Im() = x as a limiting value. We will, in any case, check the final expression, so this can be considered as some kind of ansatz, to be verified ex-post.
9 Strictly speaking, this holds for Im(9)/x € Z, and || < 1. For other values of 6 and b, see Appendix D.



O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, S. Negro and .M. Szécsényi
14— ‘ :
- __j\
1.0F

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1000 (2024) 116459

0.8¢

0.6/

0.4
0.2}

(0 S——— o

6 -4 -2 0 2 4

0

If(ir—6)*

6

(37)

Fig. 2. The modulus square of the MFF for b =0 (red), b= 0.7 (blue) and b = 0.9 (green). Plotted with Mathematica from the formula (33).
. shG
ilog(@hS(8)),

icos Z2 —inh @ _0—in
Y

B i(ir —0) ) 5
o8 icos 22 + sinh @

2
(38)

i9 icos%b—sinhﬁ
——log > =
27 icos ”7 + sinhd 27
which is precisely the structure of ¢, (6) for a chosen as in (26).
We now replace J =iz — 6 everywhere and, with some abuse of notation, we call the logarithm of the MFF w(6). We can write (33)

2. The term

0) +log(V2C3%(0)),

as
P (4 0—in. shG
w(0) =log (—1 sinh E) + o ilog(®},
b | coshd + sin ”7
4 coshd —sin %b
(39)
(40)

where
log(C;hG(B)) = —‘1—‘ log [(coshS + sin %) (cosh19 —sin — )] -

: .th b b
- [Li2 (ie‘9 7 ) ~Li, (—ie“’ i7 ) +Li (ie_9+'7 ) ~Li, (—:e o4y ) +(0— —e)] .
T

.zh
Although it is not evident from the above expression, the function log(C;hG(O)) expands as predicted by (4)

ses’

log(C3%(0)) = Z B,m* cosh(s0) .
The derivation of this identity and the specific f; coefficients are presented in Appendix A.
(41)

s

For the BPTF, the MFF has the general form (20). In this section, we will show that this standard MFF also admits a representation
z

2 19

¢ ¥

5. Minimal form factor of branch point twist fields
of the type (7). The steps are very similar to those in the previous section. However, the analytic computation of the resulting integrals

is more difficult. Similar to (28) for the BPTF, we can write
1(1+b) \ : 1(1=b)\ ..
2 ) sinh (—4 ) h

sinh(nt) sinh ¢
.19

7 arinh
®,(®) :=log(f,®) = —4/ —
0
where we now call the MFF f,(9), and we recall that § = izn — 6. Just as in the previous section, we have that
11+b) ) sin 22 % sinh (—’(l_b) ) sin —
L l / dt 2 T
sinh(nt) sinh ¢
(42)

T
0

< sin g 1 sinh (
Tz / sinh(nf) sinh
0
(43)

1
— [ dt
/ sinh(nt)

w;(l()) =
T
0
= % [£,(9) = h,(8;b) — h,(9;-b)] .

9

We now evaluate these integrals explicitly. We find'°
2n’

b4
g,(® = o tanh

10 This is identity BI (264)(16) in [93], page 509.
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Fig. 3. The integration contour for integral (47).

However, the integral h,(3,b) for n# 1 is considerably more involved than the case n = 1. Using standard methods to compute it
(such as expanding the sinh7 in the denominator of the integrand), we immediately find ourselves with an infinite sum of I'-functions,
one of the standard representations of the MFF. Alternatively, we can employ contour integration as follows.

Consider again the integral

t(1+b)

o . .19

1 / » sinh -5 sin— )

h,(9;b) = = —_— 0>
n(:0) 2 sinh(nt) sinh ¢

—00

where, w.r.t. the original definition, we just doubled the integration region. We introduce the integral

p . eBteiAt
I(A,B) := [ dtF(A,B,t), with F(A,B,t)= ————. (45)
sinh(nt) sinh ¢

Clearly, (44) is reproduced by the following sum

=3 (1 (B 50) -1 (L)1 (B3 (o132,

T 2 T 2 T

We will now compute (45) by suitably deforming the integration contour.

Consider a rectangular, positively oriented contour (see Fig. 3) with horizontal segments at y =0 and y = 7 and vertical segments
at x = £R with R — oo. The integrand F(A, B,t) has double poles at z =0, iz and simple poles inside the contour at z = ”7 with
k=1,...,[n] — 1 where [n] is the ceiling function. Our integral I(A, B) can then be obtained by writing

7{ dz F(A, B,z)=I(A, B) + (=1)"e™B~AT[(A, B) + / + / F(A,B,z)dz

G G

[n]—1
=2z ) Res_u F(A B, 2), (47)

k=1 "
where the contours C;,C, are semicircles above z =0 and below z =iz, and we assume — this can be easily shown - that the
contributions of the vertical segments vanish when R — co. We also used the fact that the contribution of the line z € R + ix is
proportional to the contribution of the integral along the real axis. We now compute each contribution, starting with the simplest
one, the residua of the simple poles at izk/n:

izk (B1inA)

2riRes,_ies F(A.B.2)= (= 1)k2’”“’”—k. (48)
nsin —

The integrals over the two semicircles are also easy to evaluate as half the residue at the relevant pole (with an additional sign in the
case of C; due to the orientation of the contour). This gives

/ FA B,z =~ ZBFA / F(A, B.2) = =B+ TBHIA), (49)
n n

Ci (&)

Hence, we have
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I(A, B) + (=1)"e/"B~47 (A, B) + /+/ F(A,B,z)dz
¢ G

=I(A,B) (1 + (_l)nein'(B+iA)) _ Z(B +iA)(1 + (_1)n+lei7r(B+iA))
n

[n]-1 ixk (B+iA)
= Y e 50)
k=1 nsin 77[

So, I(A, B) receives two contributions, one from the semicircles and one from the residua. We can write

1(A,B)=1,(A,B)+ I,(A,B), (51)
with
. ir ) 1= (_l)nein(B+iA)
II(A,B) .—7(B+IA)W, (52)
and
I I A
I,(A,B) := - — 53
=2 = T (e ¢
With the help of Mathematica, it is relatively easy to show that
| (b+ Drsinh§ +(—1)"29 cos ”7”
h,,(&b):a —
coshd — (—=1)"sin > (54)
1 9 1+b 9 1+b 9 1+b 9 1+b
L) n (A ) (A (-2 152)),
+8i(2ﬂ2 N2 N~ )t
and the contribution from the functions I, (A, B,1) to the sum A, (9; b) + h,(9;—b) is
(=1)"29 cosh Z* cosh § + z(cosh d + (=1)"bsin Z*) sinh
. (55)

n(cosh29 + cos(zb))

Note that all the (—1)" terms are cancelled out if we rewrite the formulae in terms of 6 rather than J. The integral of this term

will give us a non-trivial part of the minimal form factor. In particular, the first term is proportional to (22), so its integration will

produce the logarithm of the .S-matrix that we expect from (7). We can also see it simplifies to part of (32) in the n =1 limit.
Putting everything together, we then have

(=1)"28 cosh ”7” coshd + z(coshd + (—1)"bsin ”7”) sinh 9

79 = L tann 2 _
@, (9) = o tanh o

zn(cosh 29 + cos(zb)) (56)
1 9 1+b 9 1+b 9 1+b 9 1+b
() (A ) (L) e (L2 ).
81'71:(271'2 2\ 2 2\z 2 +271: 2 + b -b)

Now, we need to integrate these functions. The first line is similar to the n = 1 case and gives a similar result. However, the
contribution from I,(A, B) is unique to the BPTF and is indeed vanishing for n = 1 (the sum over residues is not present in this case).
Using Mathematica, we can show that

n—1

2z(—1)k
/(12(§,B)—12(—§,B))d19=2 = )kR(&B,k), 7)
z z k=1 k sin ”7
with
inkB k9 k9 .
R(9,B.k)=e n [—e‘T +e‘72F1(1,-5,1 _ K Cayt ginBa
n n
k9 .
ey R (LK 1 Ky tenben] —r-9, B, (58)
n n
given in terms of hypergeometric functions. For integer k,n while k < n, the following relations hold
F, (1 E 1+ K z)= _ﬁz—k/n Z"—l e—27ti/k/n log(1 — Zl/neZﬂ'il/n) (59)
247\ 1, w’ e == 1=0 g s
L, F (1,—%,1 - %;z) =1+ Sz"/" Sy ik M og (1 — Z1/mePmiliny (60)

Utilising this, we can simplify the combinations of the R terms. By introducing

10
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Fig. 4. The square of the MFF for b =0 (red), b= 0.7 (blue) and b= 0.9 (green) and for n =2 and n="7. Plotted with Mathematica from the formula (62). Although
both figures, as well as Fig. 2, look almost identically, they are all subtly different.

kx4 2id

L(9,b,k)=1log |cos b—” + cos s (61)
2n 2n
the logarithm of the MFF of the BPTF takes the form
2n—1 9 =1 !
w,®) = > log2 +logcosh n + o log Q;hG(S)
cosh® — (=1)"sin 2
-1 log [(cosh& — (=1)"sin ﬂ-—b> (cosh& + (=1)"sin b )] -t log —Zb
4n 2 2 4n coshd + (—1)"sin 2
i1y : (62)
+ ’2‘ ) [L12 (=ie"2") = Liy (1”73 ) + Lig (=ie”2") = Liy (13 ) + 9 > —9)]
n
&1 -2k
- 2 B e [£(9,b,3 —4k)+ L(-9,b,3 —4k)— L(I,b,1 —4k) — L(-9,b,1 —4k)],
n
k=1

where 9 =izn— 0.

The above expression is, once again, a new convergent and explicit representation of the MFF, which no longer involves any
integrals or infinite sums.'! Recall that <I>thG(19) = —5(0). As before, the requirement for the asymptotics fixes the integration constant.
The term log cosh % is the logarithm of the MFF in the Ising field theory, and the term involving d)fth(&) is the main term in the
representation (7). As in the previous section, with some abuse of notation, we rewrite the function completely in terms of the
variable 6 and get
0—i

1
T 10g(@39(6)) + log(2' 2 C3%(0;m)). 63)
n

,(0) =log (—i sinh %) + o

The function C3"9(0;n) can be expanded in terms of functions cosh % as shown in Appendix B. The constant term in the represen-
tation (62) is fixed by the asymptotics for |9| large. As we see in Fig. 4, this is such that the modulus tends to value 1 in this limit.
We comment on the possible branch cuts, the extension for theories with 1 < |b| <2 and the numerical evaluation of the function in
Appendix D. A slight modification of (62) and of its n = 1 version (33), which is more numerically efficient by halving the number of
the dilogarithm functions involved, is presented in Appendix E.

6. Important properties of the MFF

The relationship between the MFF of the sinh-Gordon model and the MFF of a generalised TT-perturbed theory that we have
established in the previous two sections is instructive, especially in helping us understand the role of the functions C4(0) and C;(O)
in the minimal form factors (4) and (7).

On the one hand, we know that these functions are not essential for solving the form factor equations. Indeed, in our works
[67-69], we set them to 1. We have, in fact, infinitely many minimal solutions to the two-particle form factor equations, each
parameterised by a particular choice of §. In the TT context, this is problematic since we have no physical intuition that helps us
single out a specific choice of the parameters f5.

On the other hand, we have just shown that the standard representations of MFFs (20) correspond to a very precise, non-trivial
choice of the functions Cg(#) and CZ(@). Why is this then the “canonical” choice? A simple answer is that the integral representation
satisfies the bootstrap equations in a very “natural” way. In other words, given the S-matrix (16), the function (20) is an obvious
solution to the equations (2). However, the fundamental mathematical properties that come into play are asymptotics and analyticity.

11 Note that all the factors (—1)" are cancelled when we write the formula in terms of the variable @ using 8 = izn — 6. This is important if we want to analytically
continue the formula for non-integer values of ». This can be done only after expressing everything in terms of 6.

11
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1. Analyticity: MFFs are minimal, meaning they only have poles on the physical strip if these are related to bound state formation,
and such poles are located at specific points on the imaginary 6 axis.'> From the S-matrix (21), we see that in the case of
sinh-Gordon theory, i.e. 0 < |b| < 1, there are no bound state poles, but in the case of 1 < |b| < 2, the singularity of the .S-matrix
leads to poles at 8 = i %(lbl —Dandf=i %(5 — |b]) inside the physical strip for the MFF.

However, the singularity structure of the MFF would be even more involved if the function C;hG(H) were not present. The term

_% log @$h6(9) has singularities at

+_im .
U —E(Iib)+m’k, (64)

that would produce non-physical poles and zeros for the MFF inside the physical strip. The role of the logarithm contributions in
log(C$hG(9)) is exactly to cancel out these extra singularities. The logarithm terms also introduce branch cuts into w(8), and we
must be careful in defining the continuous function that reproduces the MFF. We present the details of the extra pole cancellation
and the definition of w(J) without unphysical discontinuities (see Appendix D for more details).

2. Asymptotics: The asymptotic properties of the representation (20) are under exceptionally good control for the type of functions
g(t) that result from standard .S-matrix blocks. It is easy to show that an integral of the type

¢ cosh ((a— l)1‘)
exp Z/Q;sinzﬂ

; , (65)
I sinh(nt) cosh 3 27

grows as —ie% for |Re(0)| — oo. This can be shown by changing variables to x =16 and then expanding the integrand for small
values of x/0 and integrating the result. For the standard minimal form factor, the same applies to n = 1.

In the sinh-Gordon case, we have the interplay of the exponential behaviour of two blocks and the Ising minimal form factor for
large |9| that produces constant asymptotics. This is a feature of the MFFs of many IQFTs.

The contribution —% log CIJf:G(&) scales as —% for large ||, which is compensated by the Ising MFF. We can then ask what is

the role played by the function C;hG(éJ) in determining this asymptotics. It is easy to show from (39) that

1og(c;hG(&)) ~ % log2 for  |Re(d)| - . (66)

If we look in detail at how this asymptotics is achieved, we have that the two logarithmic terms in the first line of (39) scale
as % + %logZ while the dilogarithms in the second line scale as —%, hence producing constant asymptotics. As we discussed
in the previous point, the proper analytic behaviour of the MFF demands the presence of the logarithmic terms, but such terms
on their own would alter the asymptotics of the MFF. Thus, the dilogarithm terms are crucial in compensating for this effect
without introducing new singularities inside the physical strip. Note that the dilogarithm function has a branch cut, but it is
regular at the branch point (Li,(1) = z%/6); hence it does not introduce new poles/singularities.

3. Other properties: It is worth mentioning that one of the most useful properties of the MFF of the sinh-Gordon model, i.e.

. sinhd
FOflin—9)= —10" 67)
sinhd + i cos 5
This plays a central role in determining the exact form of higher particle form factors, including their asymptotic properties. Any
term in C;hG(H) that involves odd couplings f,,,; does not contribute to this property simply because

cosh((2k + 1)9) + cosh((2k + 1)(iz — 9)) =0. (68)

On the contrary, the even couplings f,, all contribute and are instrumental for the property (67) to hold.

In summary, the function C3"() is crucial to ensure the analyticity and asymptotic properties of the MFF. Every part of the function
plays a significant role, which in terms of the couplings f means that all couplings, both with even and odd indexes, with their
particular values as determined in Appendix A, are relevant to achieving the MFF’s desired properties. It also plays a role in the
expression of the polynomial part (not including the poles) of higher particle form factors, but in this case, only terms associated
with couplings f,, with even index play a role. This means, in particular, that the dilogarithm functions are not involved; only
elementary functions contribute to determining the elementary symmetric polynomials that characterise the higher particle form
factors of the sinh-Gordon model, as famously established in [89,94,95].

Our focus on asymptotics stems from the fact that it plays an important role in the convergence of correlation functions. Indeed,
the growth of form factors for particular local fields is constrained by the short-distance asymptotics of two-point functions. This was

12 In some conventions, the bound state singularities are factored out of the MFF, and there are no singularities in the physical strip. However, (28) and (41) are
defined in such a way as to include such singularities for the appropriate choice of the coupling b. This is further discussed in Appendix D when examining the
Lee-Yang theory.

12
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established in [96,97] by showing that the form factor expansion of a two-point function (((0)®'(r)) can only be convergent if the
form factors of © diverge at most as

|gan F2(0,,....0) ~ 0%l | with yo<Ap, (69)
i[>0
where A is the conformal dimension of the field in the underlying UV theory.
A further constraint comes from the property of cluster decomposition in momentum space [98], which states that

lim FOU 0, + Ar....0, + 4.0 0)~F22(0,,....00)F> (0 0

AHEOFP O+ 4O+ 4,0,4,...,0,) ~ F 20, ..., k)Fp—k( 155 05) 5 (70)
where, in many cases, all three fields are the same, as assumed in [98], but not always. For example, in the Ising model, the form
factors of the fields o and u mix under clustering and in more complicated theories, there can be a rich structure emerging from
clustering (see, for instance, [99]). These properties provide strict constraints that allow for the identification of the field content of
the theory.

6.1. Generalised TT perturbations

Having discussed the sinh-Gordon case, seen as the Ising model perturbed by an infinite set of generalised TT perturbations, we
now consider what our conclusions say about the case of a finite number of perturbations, for example, just TT. One of the aims of
this study was to get an understanding of the role played by the generic functions Cy(6) in (4), and we have seen that this function
plays a key role in standard IQFTs and that its main role is to ensure analyticity of the MFF.

In the TT case, however, the function log®,, () is generally analytic since @, () is a simple exponential. Thus, the role of Cy(0)
must be a different one. In this case, the asymptotics of the MFF is also very different from that found for sinh-Gordon. As discussed in
[67,68], it is dominated by either double-exponential growth (if the coupling of the most divergent term «, or f; is greater than zero)
or double-exponential decrease when the coupling is negative. In the case of double-exponential growth, the form factor expansion
of two-point functions is clearly divergent since the form factors violate the constraint (69). In the case of a double-exponential
decrease, the constraint (69) is certainly respected, and therefore two-point functions scale as power-laws at short distances.

As for clustering, the limit above A — oo produces either a divergent result (for positive coupling) or zero (for negative coupling);
hence cluster decomposition does not allow for the construction of new solutions from known ones.

We may consider whether it is possible to choose Cg(0) in such a way as to produce an MFF which tends asymptotically to a
constant. While this is not possible with a finite number of fs, it may be possible if infinitely many fs are non-zero. Preliminary
results suggest that, in that case, the price to pay is loss of analyticity, hence solving a problem by creating a worse one.

In summary, the role played by the function Cg(0) is clear for a model such as sinh-Gordon and allows us to develop a new
appreciation for the delicate balance of properties that are achieved by the standard integral representation of MFFs. However, for
theories perturbed by a finite number of irrelevant perturbations, the physical and mathematical constraints that should be imposed
on this function remain elusive for now.

7. Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown that the minimal form factor, a function which plays a very important role in the computation
of form factors in IQFTs via the form factor program [71,72], admits a new representation. This representation is inspired by the
corresponding representation found for generalised TT-perturbed IQFTs and provides support for the statement that — at least most
— IQFTs can be interpreted in two equivalent ways: as relevant massive perturbation of a conformal critical point or as theories
constructed via a finely tuned infinite set of irrelevant perturbations away from a known IQFT. In fact, the sinh-Gordon example
suggests that this known IQFT might always be either a free boson or a free fermion theory, depending on whether S,,(0) = +1. This
is in agreement with the conclusions of [63] where this precise statement was shown in more generality. A nice discussion of how a
set of irrelevant perturbations can be used to “redirect” the RG flow to a different critical point can be found in [29,30,100].

Our study is easily generalisable to other diagonal IQFTs. In some cases, this generalisation is immediate, like for the Lee-Yang
model, where the S-matrix is obtained by setting the sinh-Gordon coupling to a specific value b= B -1 = -3 beyond its usual
range (this introduces a pole in the S-matrix) but does not change the spectrum of the theory since the bound state pole is the same
fundamental particle (i.e. a + a — a). Even in the sine-Gordon model, our results find a direct application since the sinh-Gordon
S-matrix is precisely the first breather S-matrix after an appropriate analytic continuation of the coupling. More generally, the
sinh-Gordon S-matrix is a standard block from which all diagonal IQFT .S-matrices can be built.

Our work provides an interesting new perspective on a very old problem, the computation of the MFF, and extends the connection
between known IQFT S-matrices and the .S-matrices of TT-perturbed theories to a connection between their respective MFFs. It also
provides new insights into how the key analyticity and asymptotic properties of MFFs result from a subtle balancing act between
different contributions, which are neatly separated in our TT-inspired representation.

We find it remarkable that nearly 45 years after the work [71], we now have a new representation of their MFF. This is given in
terms of a small number of elementary and dilogarithm functions, and it involves no integrals, no infinite sums or infinite products. It
is also a very numerically efficient representation, and we expect it will be useful in future numerical studies of correlation functions
in IQFTs.

13



O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, S. Negro and .M. Szécsényi Nuclear Physics, Section B 1000 (2024) 116459

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare the following financial interests/personal relationships which may be considered as potential competing
interests: Stefano Negro reports financial support was provided by National Science Foundation. Olalla Castro-Alvaredo reports
financial support was provided by Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council. Stefano Negro reports financial support was
provided by Simons Foundation. If there are other authors, they declare that they have no known competing financial interests or
personal relationships that could have appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

Data availability
No data was used for the research described in the article.
Acknowledgements

The authors thank Benjamin Doyon, Karol Kozlowski, Michele Mazzoni, Giuseppe Mussardo, Fabio Sailis, Roberto Tateo and
Alexander Zamolodchikov for useful discussions and feedback. Olalla A. Castro-Alvaredo thanks Javier Rodriguez Laguna, Silvia
Santalla and German Sierra for their enthusiasm, interest and kindness while listening to an informal presentation on this work back
in July 2023 and the organisers of the “10th Bologna Workshop on Conformal Field Theory and Integrable Models” held in Bologna
in September 2023, for giving her the opportunity to present some preliminary results. Olalla A. Castro-Alvaredo thanks EPSRC for
financial support under Small Grant EP/W007045/1. The work of Stefano Negro is supported by the NSF grant PHY-2210533 and
by the Simons Collaboration on Confinement and QCD Strings. Istvan M. Szécsényi received support from Nordita that is supported
in part by NordForsk.

Appendix A. The expansion of function C;hG(G)

Consider the function (39). For simplicity, we will restrict ourselves to 6 € R and |b| < 1. The second line, involving dilogarithms,
admits an expansion in terms of cosh(sf) functions, with s odd since, for any constant a

Xk Q
Li, (ae®) + Liy (ae™) =2kz_‘T %;(kg), 71)

thus

.zth .zth .zth .zth
Li, (ie_g_'7 ) -Li, (—ie_g_'T ) +Li; (ie‘9+’7 ) -1, (—ie_9+'7 )+©—-0)

bkn kx k bQk+1)x
® cos—sm— > (=1)cos ——=
=8y 2}(72 cos(k6) = 8i kZ}) Tl); cosh((2k + 1)6). (72)

As for the other functions, we obtain contributions proportional to either

1 k+1 kb
log (—cosh9+sin”—b) (—coshe—sin”—b)— )+22 (D™ cosz e 2KI01 (73)
2 2
or
_ b 0 (_{vk ain Z2K+Db
log cosh 6 + sin 2 \_, Z (=1)*sin - ksl 74)
—cosh@ —sin 2 =0 2k +1
2
Symmetrising in 6 allows us to replace all exponentials with cosh functions. Putting everything together, we then find:
(=DF*1 cos ﬂ:kb
1 cﬁhGa = 1 oo Ly G cosmib ko
0g(C3'%(8)) = > log Z p 0sh(2k6)
© (= 1)k sin zr(2k+1)b
—b 2 —— 2 cosh((2k + 1)6)
© (=1)k cos b(2k+1)7r
z 2 — 2  cosh((2k+1)8). (75)

TE Qk+ 1)2

This result shows that the function Cﬂ(e) that enters the general solution (3) and which we set to 1 in our previous works [67-69],
plays an important role in the usual representation of the MFF. In addition, we see that both even and odd values of spin are involved
and that there are infinitely many terms.
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Appendix B. The expansion of function C;hG(G; n)

We have from Section 5 that

log C'%(0;n) = ~ logc“hG(a) (76)
. [n]-1 k
L =D [R(& 40 o r@. -1l by rw@. 128 - .- 122 k)
4 & esin 2t 2 2 2

Consider once more § € R and |b| < 1. Then, the first line admits the same expansion we found in Appendix A, whereas the second
line is a combination of exponential and hypergeometric functions that we now proceed to expand. From the definition (58) we can
write

inkB ko ko .
R(izn—0,B, k)= (-1 e n |—en +972F1(1,—E,1 - E;—e_'”B_g)
n n
k6 .
—e_TzFl(l,E,l + K. _gmBoy] 77)
n n

and since R(izn— 0, B,k) = R(izn+ 0, B, k) (this can be checked numerically but also shown from the properties of hypergeometric
functions) we can also symmetrise in 6 to

inkB ko .
R(izn—0,B,k) = l(—1)’<eT —2cosh X0 +e72F1(1,—5, 1- 5;—e—‘"3—9)
2 n n n
k6O . ko .
+e_72F1(1,—§,1 - %;—e"”BH")—e_TzFl(l,%,l + S;—e’”‘*‘g)
kO .
—e72F1(1,5,1+5;—e'”3+9) ) (78)
n n

We have that

(79)

F],_—l - =1+4+k .
2+ + %) + z‘4k+.l)n

So,

& (=1)PeimpB cosh =20
R(izn -0, B.k) = —(—1)ke 5 coqh—+( D¥e kz n
p=1

k—pn

inkB (1) PP cosh (22
—(=Dke™n k , 80
(=De 2 o (80)

and, the combinations in (77) give

Rizn -0, B.k) — R(izn—0,— B, k) = —2i(= 1) sin ZKB cosh K¢
n n

® (—1)Psin k=pnB p")B cosh =222 (k_p")e

2i(—1)*k
+2i(=1) ; k_pn
) 0 ( l)psm (k+pn)B COh(k+np)€
—2i(—1) kz k+Pn ) (81)

This shows that indeed, in the case of the BPTF, the MFF does include terms of the form cosh 2 which we can associate with
fractional spin and such terms are essential in the construction of a MFF, which has the desired asymptotlc properties. The presence
of this type of terms was first postulated in [69,70].

Appendix C. Minimal form factor contribution for a basic S-matrix block
We have already mentioned that our discussion of the sinh-Gordon model is easily generalisable to any theories with diagonal
S-matrices. However, in order to make our results more readily usable, we present here the derivation of the minimal form factor

contribution of the most basic .S-matrix block, that is (x), defined in equation (8). Let us also recall equation (14), which we write
here again

(oo} [oo]

dt sinh#(1 + x) +x) / dt sinh7 —sinh#(1 + x)

=— — — h —1. 82

(*)s e / t  sinht t  sinhr sin in (82)
0 0
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Following the construction of Section 2, we know that such a block would give rise to a corresponding minimal form factor block of
the form

(oo}

ht —sinh#(1

[x(®) =exp /d— sin sinh +x)c NN (83)
, f sinh? ¢ z

Proceeding as in Section 4, we call the logarithm of the function above w, (9) and compute its derivative

© 19 ©
cos — .
o, (9) =~ dt_x +/ﬂ75mht(l+x) cos 2, 84
t sinht ' sinh?¢ T
0
)
[oe] . 19 (oo}
sin = .
o (9 = dt I dt sinh#(1 + x) sin Q 85)
r sinht T ginh®t b
0 0
Comparing with equations (29)-(30) we have that
9) —h(9;1+2
ol )= EDTMETHZD, (86)
z
with g(9) and A(9; 1 + 2x) given by the same formulae (31) which we recall below
£ 1 h
(19)_—tanh2 h(81+2)— 1 (1 + x)7 sin 19+z9sm7rx. 87)
2’ coshd + cos rx

The integral of g(9) is simple and was already given earlier in (36). The integral of A(J;1 — 2x) can also be done and expressed in
terms of both elementary and dilogarithm functions

X log(coshd + cos zx) + i(1 + 2x) tan~! (tan %X tanh ﬁ)

9 1+
9) = 1 h— —
,(9)=c +logcos 3 5

+§ log(x)y — iLiz ((=x)9e™) + ;—”Liz <1 — 2jeinx %) (88)

In this case, we do not get a term proportional to —id1og(—(x)). This is because the block (x) is not a CDD factor on its own: it needs
to be combined with (1 — x), to achieve this. Nonetheless, the representation above can be used, and it is numerically efficient.'®

Unlike the case of the blocks [x]y which we studied in the sinh-Gordon case, the minimal form factor contribution resulting from

a block (x)y does not tent asymptotically to a constant but instead decays exponentially (thus the function w,(9) scales linearly with
9 for large 9. In fact, it is not hard to prove that the linear scaling comes from the first two terms (besides the constant ¢). Indeed

logcoshg _ldx log(coshd + cos 7x) =~ —g 9] for |9] - o0, (89)

whereas the next two terms tend to a complex value which exactly compensates for the imaginary part of the dilogarithms:
i(1+2x)tan"! (tan % tanhg) ¥ % log(x)y (1 +x)% for |9] = oo. (90)
Finally, the dilogarithms scale as
i ixm i . —imx sin rx ~ i, 2ixm i
_§L12 ((—x)ge )+ELI2 <1—21€ m) N—ngz (e )+ﬂL12(1)
i 2ixx in
= — —L —_
2t () + 33
We can fix the constant ¢ by requiring a certain asymptotic behaviour. For example, we may require

for |9 - . 91)

w0, (9) ~ —§|19| for |9] = co, (92)
in which case, we simply need to take

Liz(e—Zm‘x) _ Liz (e27riX)

4ri (93)

i i ir . X
c= ELQ (ez’x”) -5 —i(1 +x)7 =-

13 Note that the overall minus sign which is present in the representation (82) and which ultimately gives rise to the contribution g(9) may not be there when
considering a full scattering amplitude which typically includes products of many such blocks. Whether the log cosh ; is ultimately present in the minimal form factor
or not will depend on whether or not any minus signs are “left over” when writing the full scattering amplitude.
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Appendix D. Analytic structure
D.1. Cancellation of unphysical poles on the physical strip

As mentioned in Section 6, the MFF should only have physically motivated poles inside the physical strip, i.e. 0 < Im(0) < 2zn.
The logarithmic terms in (62) can have singularities on the imaginary axis at positions

0 =i§(1ib)+mk, (94)

+
k
where k € Z. This leads to the behaviour

exp (@,(0)) ~ (0 — 6% . (95)

We want to calculate the 5]:—' exponent that belongs to possible poles inside the physical strip and show the cancellation of the
non-physical poles.

The dilogarithm functions do not have singularities, while the log [—i sinh 2%] term in (62) has only singularities to satisfy the

exchange axiom (5) for 8 =0, i.e. f,(0) = f,(i2nx) = 0, but are regular around 6’1:—'. Three logarithmic terms in (62) are singular at
every 9;*' point with the behaviour

1
exp (—L log [(cosh@ —sin ”—b> (coshﬁ + sin b )] ) ~(@ -6 "0, (96)
4n 2 2 k
cosh 6 — sin 22 b
exp( ~ 2L log | ——— 2| )~ @ -5V 5 ©7)
4n cosh @ + sin ”7
o icos 2t —sinh@ 146+2k=2n
exp [ 122171 10g 2 S (98)
27n icos ”7 + sinh 0
The logarithms of the form
£09,b,1) = £(0,b,1) = log [cos bz _ s 2= M] , (99)
2n 2n
have singularities at positions 6 ~ i %(—1 +b) + i2nzp with p € Z. The singular exponents are
n+1-21 . -
exp (—Tﬁ(e,m - 41)) ~O=0F i) T (100)
n+1-2 5 e
exp (—Tﬁ(—a, b3— 41)) ~ O3 ) (101)
n+l-2 w12
P ( 2n E(B’ b, - 41)) ~ (9 - 0;!1—2[+2np) mo, (102)
n+1-2 5 . w12
exp (Tﬁ(—o,b, 1- 41)) ~O-0% ) (103)

where [ =1,2,... |n/2].
Let us focus on the singular behaviour around Olf for k=0,1,...,2n — 1, that means p =0 for the £ terms. Combining all the
exponents leads to

55 =0, (104)

for k=0,1,...,2n — 1. One subtlety is the case when # is odd, since there is no contribution from the £ terms to 6;—’ and (Sfﬂ;
however, they are zero nonetheless.

There are two more exponents we want to calculate, namely 5: and 65 . They both get contributions from the first three
logarithms and also from £(—6, b, —1) or £(8, b, —1). We can show that

ot =65, =-1. (105)

Now we have all the ingredients to discuss the analyticity of the MFF inside the physical strip. The result depends on the coupling
b. Since the S-matrix (21) only depends on cos(zb/2), it is enough to focus only on the region 0 < b < 2 to describe the MFF. We will
see that the two regions 0 < b < 1 and 1 < b <2 have different analyticity structures. For b=1, »,(0) =0.

In the case of 0 < b < 1, only the potential singularities around Glf for k=0,1,...,2n — 1 are inside the physical strip. The
analyticity of the MFF is governed by their 65 exponents. As shown above, they all vanish, and the MFF is analytic inside the
physical strip.

In case of 1 < b < 2, the potential singularities inside the physical strip are around 92’ for k=-1,0,...,2n — 2 and 0, for
k=1,2,...,2n. As shown above, their exponent all vanishes apart from éf] and 65 . Their exponents signal single order poles at 91’1
and 0, . These singularities are related to the poles of the .S-matrix, which can be seen from the exchange axiom (5). In this way,
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they are acceptable physical singularities of the MFF. For example, when b = ; (or alternatively b = ——) the S-matrix corresponds
to the Lee-Yang model, and the pole of the MFF corresponds to bound state formation.
To summarise, all the logarithmic terms in C%"C(;n) play a substantial part in shaping the analytic behaviour of the MFF and

cancelling out the unwanted singularities of @, (9). This analysis also applies to the function () defined in (33) by setting n = 1.
D.2. Asymptotics and continuous definition of w,,(0)

,(d) in (62) is a real and continuous function on the Im(9) = 0 line, i.e. Im(f) = nz, where it coincides with the integral
representation (41). However, the logarithm and dilogarithm functions have branch cuts on the complex rapidity plane. In our
formula for w,(9) we take the principal branch of all functions involved. Therefore, we need to be careful while continuing w,(6)
away from the Im(8d) = 0 line, which generally involves the inclusion of additional “correction” terms.

We choose the branch cuts canonically. log(z) has a branch cuts running along the negative real axis, i.e. z € (—o0,0], and its
discontinuity is an integer multiple of 2ri. For the dilogarithm, Li,(z), the branch cut runs along z € [1, ), and the discontinuity
is proportional to 2zilog(z). As a consequence, (62) has branch cuts originating at the imaginary axis at points Im(0) = k%, and
Im(z) = i%(l + b) + kx with k € Z, and run parallel to the real axis, i.e. Re(f) € (—o0,0] or Re(0) € [0, 0).

The correction terms to compensate for the branch cuts are also important to ensure the desired asymptotic behaviour

lim w,(0)=0 (106)
|Re(0)| -0

for all values of Im(#).

Let us examine the large |Re(0)| limit of w,(6) term by term. The limits depend on the value of Im(0), b, and Re(8). We find the
following behaviours

log [—isinh i] ~—log(2) + ——— | e(6)| + inhR,
2n
[(M +n) mod 4n]
pa
X -11,
2n

log(2) [Re(0)| iige
2n 2n 2n

() )

[coshe —sin 2 ] (107)
2| ~o

_4_1n log [(coshﬁ —sin %b> (cosh@ + sin %bﬂ ~

—Zlog| ——— %
4n cosh @ + sin ”71’

. b .
O —izn, |icosS —sinho [Re(0)| + (Im(8) — ixn)nge
i log ~= n NpMim »

2
2 Im(6
—%—%<|Re(9)|—m+m["“°7m()+§i% m0d2]>,

27n icos %b + sinh @

x x
Li, (iie9+’7”) +Li, (J_rie_9+’7b> ~

R .
F(£0,b,1) ~ —log(2) + | e(6')| — ngeim + Re'® [ZIm(e) +1 mod 4n] ,
2n T
where we introduced the notation
. b
ny, = sign <cos 7) ,
flre = sign (Re(9)) , (108)
m = sign(cos(Im(9))) ,
used the definition of £ in (99), and the relation
. . (1 72 1, 5
L L (—):————1 —2). 109
iy (z) + Li, . 6 20g( z) (109)
We can write the asymptotics of all the logarithm and dilogarithm terms in (62) as
—2n Lio 0g(2) — K(0,n,b), (110)

where the function K (6, n, b) contains all the dependence on b and 6.
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The full formula for K(0,n,b) is straightforward to write down from (62) and (107), however, it is complicated and not en-
lightening. We omit its presentation here and will only show its simplified form for the parameter range that is relevant to our
purposes.

From the structure of (62) and (107) we see that

K(0,n,b)=K(0,n,—b), and  K(O,nb)=K(@O,nb+4), 111

and we can restrict b to the two regions, i.e. 0 < b <1 and 1 < b <2 to describe the whole K(0,n,b) function. Furthermore, we
focus only on the range —7z < Im(0) < 2nx since it contains the physical strip and the region that can be relevant for the bound state
bootstrap equation in case of appropriate b value.

After some simplification, in region 0 < b < 1 we get

2n—1

R@.,nb)= Y (~1)nge

k=—1

()12 £ )
m

1 b Im(6) 1 0 1 (12
— m — in -
+®< ) ( 5)(5*5("*“7))}
+nRezm'®<j—t - (Imw) + 1) >
while for the region 1 < b <2, the result is
2n—1
R@.,nb)= Y (~1)nge
k=—1
Im(0) b lm(0) ir b—1
X[®<T‘k‘—> ( >(z—+2n(k+7))
~1_Im(@9) Im(6) 1\/0  ir b—1
+®<k+1—— > ( k—§><—+ﬂ(—k—l+T))] (113)
(n k) Im(@)
B (2

n=1_(1 (Im@®)
+ NRe i » ®<Z_< - +l>>,

where ©(x) denotes the Heaviside step-function and the ~ on K indicates it is only valid in the —z < Im(0) < 2nz strip. With this
definition, the continuous definition of w, () on this strip becomes

,(0) = -1 log2 + log [—i sinh i] _L log [(cosh@ —sin ﬂ—b) (coshH +sin b )]
2nl  4n 2 2
b cosh@—sin%b 0—irn icos%b—sinhé
— —log 5 +i log 5
4n cosh@ +sin 22 27n icos %> +sinh @
+4L [L12 (_iee—i§b>_u2 (l.ee—i%b>+Li2 (_iea+i§b> Li, ( 0+iZ b>+(9_)_9)] (114)
n

/2]
- 2i 2 (n+1—=2k)[£(0,b,3 —4k) + L(—0,b,3 — 4k) — £(0,b,1 — 4k) — £(—0,b, 1 — 4k))
n

+ K(0,n,b),

which has the desired asymptotics (106) and reproduces perfectly the integral representation (41). The results for w(@) trivially
follow by setting n=1.

We note that the expression w,(0) might have short branch cuts along segments of the imaginary axis, i.e. where the imaginary
part of @, (0) jumps while crossing the imaginary axis. These cuts also appear in the integral representation but do not produce cuts
for the MFF (20); rather, they fix its complex phase.

Appendix E. The most numerically effective representation

In terms of numerical evaluation, the most time-consuming part of our formulae is the evaluation of the eight dilogarithm
functions in (114). This number can be easily halved by using the relation (109). If we further assume 0 € R, we can write our
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formula in terms of the variable 6 as

Nuclear Physics, Section B 1000 (2024) 116459

2n—1

w{[m(g):(](&) —

. 7wh
b cosh@ — sin 5

- —1o 0-

+i

o log2 +log [—isinh 2%] - ﬁ log [(cosh@ — sin %b) (cosh@ + sin %b )]

izh
lo

icos %b —sinh @

4n

b

cosh 6 + sin 2 27n

5 LT LT LT LT
o [L12 (—ie9+’7b) +Li (—ie""ib) ~Li, (ie9+'7b) ~Li, (ie""zb) + nbme]
Tn

icos ”7[’ + sinh 6

(115)
[n/2] (cos I;—’; —cos —(3_4]‘2):+2i€ ) <cos I;—’n’ —cos —(3_4’2:_2i6 )
—2—2(n+1—2k)10g _ _
n = (cos BT os (1—4k)7t+219) (cos BT _ o (1—4k)7r—21€>
2n 2n 2n 2n
) .
+ B HRel!7
where
. b ) +1 0<b<1
=sign(cos = ) = s 116
e g( 2 1 1<b<2 (116

and we recall that 7R, = sign(Re(0)).

References

[1] F.A. Smirnov, A.B. Zamolodchikov, On space of integrable quantum field theories, Nucl. Phys. B 915 (2017) 363-383, arXiv:1608.05499.

[2] L. Castillejo, R.H. Dalitz, F.J. Dyson, Low’s scattering equation for the charged and neutral scalar theories, Phys. Rev. 101 (1956) 453-458.

[3] A.B. Zamolodchikov, Expectation value of composite field T anti-T in two-dimensional quantum field theory, arXiv:hep-th/0401146.

[4] G. Mussardo, P. Simon, Bosonic-type s-matrix, vacuum instability and CDD ambiguities, Nucl. Phys. B 578 (2000) 527-551.

[5] G. Delfino, G. Niccoli, Matrix elements of the operator T T-bar in integrable quantum field theory, Nucl. Phys. B 707 (2005) 381-404, arXiv:hep-th/0407142.
[6] G. Delfino, G. Niccoli, The Composite operator T anti-T in sinh-Gordon and a series of massive minimal models, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2006) 035,

arXiv:hep-th/0602223.

[7] A. Cavaglia, S. Negro, 1.M. Szécsényi, R. Tateo, TT-deformed 2D quantum field theories, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2016) 112, arXiv:1608.05534.

[8]
(2022) 221601, arXiv:2203.09683.

[91]
Energy Phys. 10 (2022) 134, arXiv:2207.05095.

[10]
Phys. 11 (2022) 078, arXiv:2209.06222.

[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
Phys. 11 (2021) 133, arXiv:2106.09750.

[15]
829 (2022) 137079, arXiv:2202.11156.

[16]
201604, arXiv:2206.10515.

[17]

Luca Griguolo, Rodolfo Panerai, Jacopo Papalini, Domenico Seminara, Exact TT deformation of two-dimensional Maxwell theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 (22)
Luca Griguolo, Rodolfo Panerai, Jacopo Papalini, Domenico Seminara, Exact TT deformation of two-dimensional Yang-Mills theory on the sphere, J. High
Luca Griguolo, Rodolfo Panerai, Jacopo Papalini, Domenico Seminara, The phase diagram of TT-deformed Yang-Mills theory on the sphere, J. High Energy
S. Dubovsky, R. Flauger, V. Gorbenko, Solving the simplest theory of quantum gravity, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2012) 133, arXiv:1205.6805.

S. Dubovsky, V. Gorbenko, M. Mirbabayi, Natural tuning: towards a proof of concept, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2013) 045, arXiv:1305.6939.
S. Dubovsky, V. Gorbenko, M. Mirbabayi, Asymptotic fragility, near AdS, holography and 7T, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2017) 136, arXiv:1706.06604.

P. Rodriguez, D. Tempo, R. Troncoso, Mapping relativistic to ultra/non-relativistic conformal symmetries in 2D and finite V7T deformations, J. High Energy
H. Babaei-Aghbolagh, K.B. Velni, D.M. Yekta, H. Mohammadzadeh, Emergence of non-linear electrodynamic theories from 77 -like deformations, Phys. Lett. B
C. Ferko, A. Sfondrini, L. Smith, G. Tartaglino-Mazzucchelli, Root-TT deformations in two-dimensional quantum field theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 (20) (2022)

H. Babaei-Aghbolagh, K. Babaei Velni, D. Mahdavian Yekta, H. Mohammadzadeh, Marginal T7-like deformation and modified Maxwell theories in two

dimensions, Phys. Rev. D 106 (8) (2022) 086022, arXiv:2206.12677.

[18]
[19]
[20]

arXiv:2007.09092.
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]

arXiv:1904.09141.
[25]
[26]

Phys. 10 (2021) 062, arXiv:2106.11999.
[27]

(2022) 035, arXiv:2110.14666.
[28]
[29]
[30]

J.A. Garcia, R.A. Sanchez-Isidro, VTT-deformed oscillator inspired by ModMax, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 138 (2) (2023) 114, arXiv:2209.06296.
R. Borsato, C. Ferko, A. Sfondrini, Classical integrability of root-T'T flows, Phys. Rev. D 107 (8) (2023) 086011, arXiv:2209.14274.
1. Bandos, K. Lechner, D. Sorokin, P.K. Townsend, A non-linear duality-invariant conformal extension of Maxwell’s equations, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 121703,

B.P. Kosyakov, Nonlinear electrodynamics with the maximum allowable symmetries, Phys. Lett. B 810 (2020) 135840, arXiv:2007.13878.

1. Bandos, K. Lechner, D. Sorokin, P.K. Townsend, On p-form gauge theories and their conformal limits, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2021) 022, arXiv:2012.09286.
D.P. Sorokin, Introductory notes on non-linear electrodynamics and its applications, Fortschr. Phys. 70 (7-8) (2022) 2200092, arXiv:2112.12118.

R. Conti, S. Negro, R. Tateo, Conserved currents and TT, irrelevant deformations of 2D integrable field theories, J. High Energy Phys. 11 (2019) 120,

G. Hernandez-Chifflet, S. Negro, A. Sfondrini, Flow equations for generalized T deformations, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (20) (2020) 200601, arXiv:1911.12233.
G. Camilo, T. Fleury, M. Lencsés, S. Negro, A. Zamolodchikov, On factorizable S-matrices, generalized TTbar, and the Hagedorn transition, J. High Energy

L. Cérdova, S. Negro, F.I. Schaposnik Massolo, Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz past turning points: the (elliptic) sinh-Gordon model, J. High Energy Phys. 01
A. LeClair, Thermodynamics of perturbations of some single particle field theories, J. Phys. A 55 (18) (2022) 185401, arXiv:2105.08184.

A. LeClair, Deformation of the Ising model and its ultraviolet completion, J. Stat. Mech. 2111 (2021) 113104, arXiv:2107.02230.
C. Ahn, A. LeClair, On the classification of UV completions of integrable T'T deformations of CFT, J. High Energy Phys. 08 (2022) 179, arXiv:2205.10905.

[31] M. Guica, An integrable Lorentz-breaking deformation of two-dimensional CFTs, SciPost Phys. 5 (5) (2018) 048, arXiv:1710.08415.
[32] J. Cardy, The T'T deformation of quantum field theory as random geometry, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2018) 186, arXiv:1801.06895.

20


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib495B5E4CE885B667B864AC5E026035D1s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib254C8E6CFCC0EFB5A418B73936FD0E9Bs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibAA4C22D103906859FA2420F336C5C0C1s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib6226EE20BCFE151EC7E705FAD07065E7s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib7CE09B5398E376D031CE91615FD31430s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibFE14F4AEAE76B8D21C86DBFFF62141C8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibFE14F4AEAE76B8D21C86DBFFF62141C8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib942DE162C6A4E7DF540DD777FE0AC2F2s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibE178747B36BB82F72F90E895E925C6AAs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibE178747B36BB82F72F90E895E925C6AAs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib40E0C822F25BC8B65129DD1C2047BB6Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib40E0C822F25BC8B65129DD1C2047BB6Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib79D07CDCBB8BD0EF03751E392E41DFA3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib79D07CDCBB8BD0EF03751E392E41DFA3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib6FF39662F3E69665946216A28060B821s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibC35237A9979F3160EC04A4740A4FD430s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib361723814FBD7380B6AC7C196BE08BFDs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibBBEB3CDEF9AF1252A502C38E70034C08s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibBBEB3CDEF9AF1252A502C38E70034C08s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib9DDB34BAA6270CFC670C8F168D04AF8Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib9DDB34BAA6270CFC670C8F168D04AF8Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibE8BD54574483E4A97CBDC7BFEEDF90C7s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibE8BD54574483E4A97CBDC7BFEEDF90C7s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibF54905312EC51082C00FF518F414C010s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibF54905312EC51082C00FF518F414C010s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib681A3111961B42F3C2152F6E156309ECs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib0B1296D960021483AE97400401CBC453s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib540FEB82E348307FBE97462B8E6D4236s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib540FEB82E348307FBE97462B8E6D4236s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibA5116F12B183C575D12B0C4C30782670s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibFD1FE02901F91F622DBAB7CCAD2BE1D2s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib5657E73F2383843467F372D8FAB5250Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib8CEB23C020C988FD3606F32160DC3600s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib8CEB23C020C988FD3606F32160DC3600s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibBA946355D2E8759D8010589A5E3483BAs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib65B02633F56E0E69D4CFF8DD896CEBB0s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib65B02633F56E0E69D4CFF8DD896CEBB0s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib65C33325109CD8E86510B425004CDD6Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib65C33325109CD8E86510B425004CDD6Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib15FB451F515125797064B844C5C32008s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibC7ECF6546A47AFD9DEC325B7D0FE27F2s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibC636B0959718219EE78CE35E6D1FDE33s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib002410F01A4D79210FA11F66C91BF15Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibB6E75CB395E8C951B9307BE17C5DD954s1

O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, S. Negro and I.M. Szécsényi Nuclear Physics, Section B 1000 (2024) 116459

[33] J. Cardy, TT deformation of correlation functions, J. High Energy Phys. 12 (2019) 160, arXiv:1907.03394.

[34] O. Aharony, T. Vaknin, The TT* deformation at large central charge, J. High Energy Phys. 05 (2018) 166, arXiv:1803.00100.

[35] O. Aharony, S. Datta, A. Giveon, Y. Jiang, D. Kutasov, Modular invariance and uniqueness of 7T deformed CFT, J. High Energy Phys. 01 (2019) 086,
arXiv:1808.02492.

[36] M. Guica, R. Monten, Infinite pseudo-conformal symmetries of classical 7T, JT and JT, - deformed CFTs, SciPost Phys. 11 (2021) 078, arXiv:2011.05445.

[37] M. Guica, JT-deformed CFTs as non-local CFTs, arXiv:2110.07614.

[38] M. Guica, R. Monten, L. Tsiares, Classical and quantum symmetries of 7T-deformed CFTs, arXiv:2212.14014.

[39] M. Baggio, A. Sfondrini, Strings on NS-NS backgrounds as integrable deformations, Phys. Rev. D 98 (2) (2018) 021902, arXiv:1804.01998.

[40] A. Dei, A. Sfondrini, Integrable S matrix, mirror TBA and spectrum for the stringy AdS; x $* x $* x S! WZW model, J. High Energy Phys. 02 (2019) 072,
arXiv:1812.08195.

[41] S. Chakraborty, A. Giveon, D. Kutasov, TT, JT, TJ and string theory, J. Phys. A 52 (38) (2019) 384003, arXiv:1905.00051.

[42] N. Callebaut, J. Kruthoff, H. Verlinde, TT deformed CFT as a non-critical string, J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2020) 084, arXiv:1910.13578.

[43] L. McGough, M. Mezei, H. Verlinde, Moving the CFT into the bulk with TT, J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2018) 010, arXiv:1611.03470.

[44] A. Giveon, N. Itzhaki, D. Kutasov, TT and LST, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2017) 122, arXiv:1701.05576.

[45] V. Gorbenko, E. Silverstein, G. Torroba, dS/dS and TT, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2019) 085, arXiv:1811.07965.

[46] P. Kraus, J. Liu, D. Marolf, Cutoff AdS; versus the T deformation, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2018) 027, arXiv:1801.02714.

[47] T. Hartman, J. Kruthoff, E. Shaghoulian, A. Tajdini, Holography at finite cutoff with a 72> deformation, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2019) 004, arXiv:1807.11401.

[48] M. Guica, R. Monten, T'T and the mirage of a bulk cutoff, SciPost Phys. 10 (2) (2021) 024, arXiv:1906.11251.

[49] Y. Jiang, Expectation value of TT operator in curved spacetimes, J. High Energy Phys. 02 (2020) 094, arXiv:1903.07561.

[50] G. Jafari, A. Naseh, H. Zolfi, Path integral optimization for TT deformation, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2) (2020) 026007, arXiv:1909.02357.

[51] Luca Griguolo, Rodolfo Panerai, Jacopo Papalini, Domenico Seminara, Nonperturbative effects and resurgence in Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity at finite cutoff,
Phys. Rev. D 105 (4) (2022) 046015, arXiv:2106.01375.

[52] S. Dubovsky, V. Gorbenko, G. Hernandez-Chifflet, TT partition function from topological gravity, J. High Energy Phys. 09 (2018) 158, arXiv:1805.07386.

[53] A.J. Tolley, TT deformations, massive gravity and non-critical strings, J. High Energy Phys. 06 (2020) 050, arXiv:1911.06142.

[54] L.V. Iliesiu, J. Kruthoff, G.J. Turiaci, H. Verlinde, JT gravity at finite cutoff, SciPost Phys. 9 (2020) 023, arXiv:2004.07242.

[55] S. Okumura, K. Yoshida, 7T-deformation and Liouville gravity, Nucl. Phys. B 957 (2020) 115083, arXiv:2003.14148.

[56] S. Ebert, C. Ferko, H.-Y. Sun, Z. Sun, TT in JT gravity and BF gauge theory, SciPost Phys. 13 (4) (2022) 096, arXiv:2205.07817.

[57] M. Medenjak, G. Policastro, T. Yoshimura, TT-deformed conformal field theories out of equilibrium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126 (12) (2021) 121601, arXiv:2011.
05827.

[58] M. Medenjak, G. Policastro, T. Yoshimura, Thermal transport in TT-deformed conformal field theories: From integrability to holography, Phys. Rev. D 103 (6)
(2021) 066012, arXiv:2010.15813.

[59] T. Bargheer, N. Beisert, F. Loebbert, Boosting nearest-neighbour to long-range integrable spin chains, J. Stat. Mech. 0811 (2008) L11001, arXiv:0807.5081.

[60] T. Bargheer, N. Beisert, F. Loebbert, Long-range deformations for integrable spin chains, J. Phys. A 42 (2009) 285205, arXiv:0902.0956.

[61] B. Pozsgay, Y. Jiang, G. Takécs, TT-deformation and long range spin chains, J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2020) 092, arXiv:1911.11118.

[62] E. Marchetto, A. Sfondrini, Z. Yang, TT deformations and integrable spin chains, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (10) (2020) 100601, arXiv:1911.12315.

[63] B. Doyon, J. Durnin, T. Yoshimura, The space of integrable systems from generalised TT-deformations, SciPost Phys. 13 (3) (2022) 072, arXiv:2105.03326.

[64] J. Cardy, B. Doyon, TT deformations and the width of fundamental particles, J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2022) 136, arXiv:2010.15733.

[65] B. Doyon, F. Hiibner, T. Yoshimura, New classical integrable systems from generalized T'T-deformations, arXiv:2311.06369.

[66] E. Ilievski, M. Medenjak, T. Prosen, L. Zadnik, Quasilocal charges in integrable lattice systems, J. Stat. Mech. 1606 (6) (2016) 064008, arXiv:1603.00440.

[67] O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, S. Negro, F. Sailis, Completing the bootstrap program for TT-deformed massive integrable quantum field theories, arXiv:2305.17068.

[68] O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, S. Negro, F. Sailis, Form factors and correlation functions of TT-deformed integrable quantum field theories, J. High Energy Phys. 09
(2023) 048, arXiv:2306.01640.

[69] O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, S. Negro, F. Sailis, Entanglement entropy from form factors in TT-deformed integrable quantum field theories, J. High Energy Phys. 11
(2023) 129, arXiv:2306.11064.

[70] J. Hou, M. He, Y. Jiang, T'T-deformed entanglement entropy for integrable quantum field theory, arXiv:2306.07784.

[71] M. Karowski, P. Weisz, Exact form-factors in (1+1)-dimensional field theoretic models with soliton behavior, Nucl. Phys. B 139 (1978) 455-476.

[72] F.A. Smirnov, Form Factors in Completely Integrable Models of Quantum Field Theory, vol. 14, World Scientific, 1992.

[73] J.L. Cardy, O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, B. Doyon, Form factors of branch-point twist fields in quantum integrable models and entanglement entropy, J. Stat. Phys.
130 (2008) 129-168.

[74] 1. Arafeva, V. Korepin, Scattering in two-dimensional model with lagrangian / = 1/y(1 /2(1),41414)2 + m?(cosu — 1)), Pis’'ma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 20 (1974) 680.

[75] S. Vergeles, V. Gryanik, Two-dimensional quantum field theories having exact solutions, Yad. Fiz. 23 (1976) 1324-1334.

[76] J. Cardy, G. Mussardo, S matrix of the yang-lee edge singularity in two-dimensions, Phys. Lett. B 225 (1989) 275-278.

[77]1 A.B. Zamolodchikov, Exact S-matrix of quantum solitons of the sine-Gordon model, JETP Lett. 25 (1977) 468.

[78] A.B. Zamolodchikov, A.B. Zamolodchikov, Factorized S matrices in two-dimensions as the exact solutions of certain relativistic quantum field models, Ann.
Phys. 120 (1979) 253-291.

[79] P. Dorey, Exact S matrices, in: Eotvos Summer School in Physics: Conformal Field Theories and Integrable Models, 1996, pp. 85-125, arXiv:hep-th/9810026.

[80] G. Mussardo, Statistical Field Theory: An Introduction to Exactly Solved Model in Statistical Physics, Oxford University Press, 2010.

[81] H. Braden, E. Corrigan, P. Dorey, R. Sasaki, Affine Toda field theory and exact S matrices, Nucl. Phys. B 338 (1990) 689-746.

[82] A. Fring, C. Korff, B.J. Schulz, On the universal representation of the scattering matrix of affine Toda field theory, Nucl. Phys. B 567 (2000) 409-453,
arXiv:hep-th/9907125.

[83] T.R. Klassen, E. Melzer, The thermodynamics of purely elastic scattering theories and conformal perturbation theory, Nucl. Phys. B 350 (1991) 635-689.

[84] A.B. Zamolodchikov, On the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz equations for reflectionless ADE scattering theories, Phys. Lett. B 253 (1991) 391-394.

[85] F. Ravanini, R. Tateo, A. Valleriani, Dynkin TBAs, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 8 (1993) 1707-1728, arXiv:hep-th/9207040.

[86] A. Fring, C. Korff, B.J. Schulz, The ultraviolet behavior of integrable quantum field theories, affine Toda field theory, Nucl. Phys. B 549 (1999) 579-612,
arXiv:hep-th/9902011.

[87] O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, A. Fring, C. Korff, J.L. Miramontes, Thermodynamic Bethe ansatz of the homogeneous Sine-Gordon models, Nucl. Phys. B 575 (2000)
535-560, arXiv:hep-th/9912196.

[88] H.M. Babujian, A. Fring, M. Karowski, A. Zapletal, Exact form-factors in integrable quantum field theories: The Sine-Gordon model, Nucl. Phys. B 538 (1999)
535-586, arXiv:hep-th/9805185.

[89] A. Fring, G. Mussardo, P. Simonetti, Form-factors for integrable lagrangian field theories, the sinh-Gordon theory, Nucl. Phys. B 393 (1993) 413-441.

[90] O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, M. Lencsés, .M. Szécsényi, J. Viti, Entanglement oscillations near a quantum critical point, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124 (23) (2020) 230601,
arXiv:2001.10007.

[91] C. Ahn, G. Delfino, G. Mussardo, Mapping between the sinh-Gordon and Ising models, Phys. Lett. B 317 (1993) 573-580, arXiv:hep-th/9306103.

[92] A.B. Zamolodchikov, Resonance factorized scattering and roaming trajectories, J. Phys. A, Math. Gen. 39 (Sep. 2006) 12847.

21


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibCC56EB621F43092788828798CE40276Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibFC1B8A91219B297F474DE2A45B55664Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib82806EC67BD695E11285A9706C3EDFBAs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib82806EC67BD695E11285A9706C3EDFBAs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib2FC4ED5EF791F7A382DC94CD7BEDED4Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib193367357754A00693FD3C21D2C586DEs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibB830B9AD6B2AE24D90B259CDD7EE531Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib82CA10DE767796CC72AA46D441B8B99Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibA73FBA2F362EFE481085032AD373EB85s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibA73FBA2F362EFE481085032AD373EB85s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib138051650CA83E140C96C514A20580F0s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib33BAB8943F714E2F08357DBCB5DA264Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib6DC622CBF92891517D6705D20F93952As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib23F7BA23C4DC0DC7E47359E6F6AD2C8Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibDE3309F9DE366E742A782A8E605FBC7As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibFE554F67AE8E107BE9AED6FA71BF3EE4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib103468EC86A9AC4D64FDF8B281E09B23s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib41DC85BACA977CD411C38CF5C673C6F3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1D242F1A705675C003B72C77D040046Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib50CF0D30E96C17365844EC9FEF3994E4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1A8094A101B9FB366E2975944FE6B83Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1A8094A101B9FB366E2975944FE6B83Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib17BA314D06D1E92AD8E22E6048D2D37Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib58096AFEDF3BA059D3F3AB14A60D2B2As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibDF2CA6C077B99CE6922552C9B74952B8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib347E18A73EBB6F75C9B9D3ED3118EA83s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibE93C44DAC92989708C4601113E66E278s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibA46CCF45DFE2192CD3B1371CB70D8575s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibA46CCF45DFE2192CD3B1371CB70D8575s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib017F0E6C0D1009BA32DD355E214ACAECs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib017F0E6C0D1009BA32DD355E214ACAECs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibB0535EAC7D8823112B880EDD68AD7658s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib907C5FF75C16449E1D72FA83BAAA2AF0s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1520840F7A0B6C3F1DD7B44ED893B30As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib6A5C916D72D9D0E91070AEAB0552E38Fs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1D0DDA83CEC2955A00980ECC54F25205s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib33341E3E4D3394FD02DD082B462B8814s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib875A7A551873C5CD9129D39C1C11120Es1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib05505631A907BE702377D263926CAB20s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib9AF47EE0C5F4D523156CB00C9B724B22s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibAB8FCB2267A847D1D4FD71A6732612D4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibAB8FCB2267A847D1D4FD71A6732612D4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibACD668890A1822943880A9AF7A085248s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibACD668890A1822943880A9AF7A085248s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1236D9D91093355628E31F120159A0D4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibCD37B867BC72DE7092BE76FFDD85630Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib114452102FDA49C41DBBDDEF51F89CC8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib37A184204B9448F00FB83003D8A6CC69s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib37A184204B9448F00FB83003D8A6CC69s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibE078B2732C5921EAF20A90B8F68D9410s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib9EC2FF7475AD671AFBBF8B6CF230BF3Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib2B883317B6EF773D98A1AC219A433E23s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib5E87C82E8DEFF8D107418747E66416FDs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib5007AF4E258617D01397A8EC691D8A09s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib5007AF4E258617D01397A8EC691D8A09s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib3B7EFA09444A31C5D58596E5BBF87D47s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib4E557E994F848029E009FB4B8C9A7F33s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibDB0A625CA3CACE1CECD5C137D2F1C68Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibD0306242AA46DCAD08D5AA831D62A1B3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibD0306242AA46DCAD08D5AA831D62A1B3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib05819FC48A2CDCEA0224E64E727949C1s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib380B9597ACE5F6B948D32A3CDE29D076s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibA4B3FB742F1470142FF80DF602FC6B91s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib18B096ADFA3937D1950D594CEBDC496As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib18B096ADFA3937D1950D594CEBDC496As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib92286936978ED38CCBD6CA30E9715863s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib92286936978ED38CCBD6CA30E9715863s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1612E55181F1FAF39482C26184140582s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib1612E55181F1FAF39482C26184140582s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibF13D3C2D97B7884C2CB06100954459D3s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibF13067F00BFB44418926628EFDC5509As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibF13067F00BFB44418926628EFDC5509As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib2A2A822A20CE17D39E73DD60748C08DFs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib9CF70059C922BFF064D81E02CD867B25s1

O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, S. Negro and I.M. Szécsényi Nuclear Physics, Section B 1000 (2024) 116459

[93] LS. Gradshteyn, .M. Ryzhik, Tables of Integrals Series and Products, 5th edition, Alan Jeffrey (Ed.), 1994.

[94] A. Koubek, G. Mussardo, On the operator content of the sinh-Gordon model, Phys. Lett. B 311 (1993) 193-201, arXiv:hep-th/9306044.

[95] S.L. Lukyanov, Form-factors of exponential fields in the Sine-Gordon model, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 12 (1997) 2543-2550, arXiv:hep-th/9703190.

[96] G. Delfino, G. Mussardo, The spin spin correlation function in the two-dimensional Ising model in a magnetic field at T = T(c), Nucl. Phys. B 455 (1995)
724-758, arXiv:hep-th/9507010.

[97] G. Delfino, Integrable field theory and critical phenomena: The Ising model in a magnetic field, J. Phys. A 37 (2004) R45, arXiv:hep-th/0312119.

[98] G. Delfino, P. Simonetti, J.L. Cardy, Asymptotic factorization of form-factors in two-dimensional quantum field theory, Phys. Lett. B 387 (1996) 327-333,
arXiv:hep-th/9607046.

[99] O.A. Castro-Alvaredo, A. Fring, Identifying the operator content, the homogeneous sine-Gordon models, Nucl. Phys. B 604 (2001) 367-390, arXiv:hep-th/
0008044.

[100] G. Delfino, G. Mussardo, P. Simonetti, Correlation functions along a massless flow, Phys. Rev. D 51 (1995) 6620-6624, arXiv:hep-th/9410117.

22


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibD692BC40D83423D24D3A37582F58468Cs1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib16E4EF534CEC559430E07E05EB71C719s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib567E42C76E1B2D7CDDC9F11EB5A5FBF8s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibB2309256FF1212D3FEE6FC6FE26AF64Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibB2309256FF1212D3FEE6FC6FE26AF64Ds1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib120B8AEDC543E0E3C649F6BA08E01A2As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib8F157589FE26126BFE357CAD0390F4F4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib8F157589FE26126BFE357CAD0390F4F4s1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib3908B5520C10387318ACB3BF705A4F2As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bib3908B5520C10387318ACB3BF705A4F2As1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0550-3213(24)00025-7/bibEF27F1E9E13F79307BBD8129510B49E9s1

	On the representation of minimal form factors in integrable quantum field theory
	1 Introduction
	2 Building blocks and integral representations: a brief history
	3 The sinh-Gordon model S-matrix as a CDD factor
	4 A new look at the sinh-Gordon minimal form factor
	5 Minimal form factor of branch point twist fields
	6 Important properties of the MFF
	6.1 Generalised TT perturbations

	7 Conclusion
	Declaration of competing interest
	Data availability
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A The expansion of function CshGβ(θ)
	Appendix B The expansion of function CshGβ(θ;n)
	Appendix C Minimal form factor contribution for a basic S-matrix block
	Appendix D Analytic structure
	D.1 Cancellation of unphysical poles on the physical strip
	D.2 Asymptotics and continuous definition of ωn(θ)

	Appendix E The most numerically effective representation
	References


