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We determine dynamical response functions (O (¢, 21)O(0, z2)) in the scaling limit of the quan-
tum Ising chain on the half line in the presence of a boundary magnetic field. Using a spectral
representation in terms of infinite volume form factors and a boundary state, we derive an expan-
sion for the correlator that is found to be rapidly convergent as long as |”1€ﬂ| 2 0.2 where ¢ is
the correlation length. At sufficiently late times we observe oscillatory behaviour of the correlations
arbitrarily far away from the boundary. We investigate the effects of the boundary bound state that
is present for a range of boundary magnetic fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last decade there has been significant progress in the calculation of dynamical correlation functions in
integrable quantum field theories’2:24:3:6 This has made it possible to determine the dynamic response of a variety
of experimentally relevant one-dimensional models of Ising magnets”™#, integer®!? and spin-1/21! quantum magnets,
Mott insulators*2, two-leg ladderst?, carbon nanotubes? and ultra-cold atomic gases'®. Having established the bulk
behaviour of such systems, it is of interest to investigate the effects of impurities on the dynamic response. The
simplest possible effect of non-magnetic impurities in a spin chain material is to break the chains into finite segments.
Resulting changes in the susceptibility have been investigated in both spin-1/2%¢ and spin-117 Heisenberg chains as well
as two-leg Heisenberg laddersi®. In the latter two cases the chain break can lead to the formation of edge states, which
have been observed in inelastic neutron scattering experiments!?. Impurity and boundary effects are also relevant
to scanning tunneling microscopy experiments2?, where the associated breaking of translational symmetry can lead
to fingerprints in the dynamic response that assist in characterising of the underlying bulk behaviour?t. For the
aforementioned reasons it is important to extend the calculation of dynamical response functions in one-dimensional
models to systems with boundaries. In the gapless case this is readily accomplished by boundary conformal field
theory22:23 while the gapful case is as usual more involved. One successful approach has been the extension of the
truncated conformal space approach?? to systems with boundary2®26. The method we will follow in the present
work is the extension of the form factor bootstrap approach to boundary integrable field theories27:28:29:30:31  We will
focus on the simplest integrable field theory, the quantum Ising chain$:32:33:34.35.36.37.38 = One_point functions in the
boundary Ising model have been studied by Konik et al.22. The purpose of the present work is to analyse two-point
functions relevant to scattering experiments.

This article is organised as follows. First, we will review the basic facts on the Ising field theory in the bulk. We
proceed by discussing the Ising model on the half line in the presence of a boundary magnetic field and the form factor
bootstrap approach to boundary integrable field theories. In order to set the stage, we calculate the Green’s functions
of the Majorana fermions, which show typical light-cone effects. After a brief discussion of the local magnetisation we
proceed with our main result, the calculation of the dynamical spin-spin correlations and the corresponding spectral
function. The derived expansion in terms of infinite volume form factors and a boundary state is found to be rapidly
convergent as long as |””1—ng2| 2 0.2 where € is the correlation length. As for the Green’s functions we observe light-cone
effects, which result in oscillatory behaviour of the correlations arbitrarily far away from the boundary. Furthermore,
we study the effects of the boundary bound state, which exists for sufficiently small values of the boundary magnetic
field, on the correlation function. Finally, we discuss the two-point function of the disorder field, which shows the
same qualitative features as the spin-spin correlations.

II. QUANTUM ISING CHAIN
The Hamiltonian of one-dimensional quantum Ising model is given by

Hy = —J Y (0707, + Ao). (1)

Here o* and o are the Pauli matrices and J is the exchange energy. The model (D) is related to the two-dimensional
classical Ising model, see for example Ref.|39. The critical temperature of the latter is related to the coupling constant
of the quantum Ising chain by A = % The Hamiltonian () is invariant under the Zs-transformation ¢f — o7,
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o? =+ —o?. For A < 1, which corresponds to the low-temperature phase of the 2D classical Ising model, this symmetry
is broken. The order parameter field o7 takes a non-zero expectation value and the ground state is two-fold degenerate.
For A > 1 the model has a unique ground state. This regime corresponds to the disordered high-temperature phase
of the classical 2D Ising model. The point A = 1 is the location of a quantum phase transition.

At small deviations from criticality, |\ — 1| < 1, one can pass to the continuum limit324%. This leads to the Ising
field theory, which is defined by the Euclidean action49

S =5 [ @ (006 + 505 +i25v) . 2)

where 1 and 1) are the two components of a Majorana fermion. The complex coordinates used in () are given by
z =741z and Z = 7 — iz, where 7 = it denotes imaginary time. This results in 0 = 9, = (9, —10,)/2 and
0 =0; = (0; +10,)/2. The mass is proportional to the distance from the critical point, M o J(1 — ). The model
@) is conformally invariant at the critical point M = 0 (see for example Ref. [41). In the ordered phase, which we
will consider throughout this paper, the mass is positive. Furthermore, we set the velocity to one and use the short
distance normalisations

2014 (7,2) $(0,0)[0) = 1, |2[/*(0]0”(r,2) 0”(0,0) [0) = 1, as [z =0, 3)
For later use we will need the notion of mutual semi-locality of operatorst3838 Let us consider the operator
product O1(7,2) 02(0,0) = O1(2, 2) 02(0,0). If we take O1 counterclockwise around Oy in the plane, i.e., we perform
the analytic continuation z — e2™ z, Z — e =27 z, the operators O; and O; are said to be mutually semi-local if

04 (6271-i z, 67271'i 2) O (0, O) = 10102 04 (Z, 2) O (O, 0) (4)

The phase lp, 0, is called the semi-locality factor. The two fields are mutually local if [p,0, = 1. Semi-locality is the
mildest form of non-locality, in general the right-hand side of (@) may be more complicated. The mutual semi-locality
factor of the spin and disorder operators can be read off from their operator product expansion®4!

0 (2,2) 4(0,0) ~ (/4 VZH(0) + e T/AVEG(0)). (5)

1
V2 |z|1/4

This implies that when taking ¢” once around u” one obtains an extra minus sign, i.e., l;2,» = —1. In the same way
one finds ly,z = lj,» = lyoz = lj,» = —1. On the other hand, the disorder field p* is local with respect to itself.

In order proceed further, we need to construct a basis of scattering states. In order to do so, we need to specify
which “fundamental field” (that is a field that has a non-vanishing matrix element between the vacuum and the
one-particle states) we will use to create the fundamental excitations. In order to avoid additional signs in many of
the equations it is customary to choose the fundamental field to be bosonic. We will therefore use the disorder field
p?. This implies that the fundamental excitations are viewed as bosons with two-particle scattering matrix S = —1.
Let us denote the corresponding annihilation and creation operators by A(#) and Af(6) respectively. They fulfil the
Faddeev—Zamolodchikov algebra

A(01)A(62) = SA(02)A(61),
Al(01)AT(0:) = SAT(02)A(01), (6)
A(01)AT(02) = 2m5(61 — 02) + SAT(02)A(61),
where the scattering matrix is S = —1. The vacuum state is then defined by
A(6)0) =0, (7)
and a basis of scattering states is given as
01, 00) = AT(6:) ... AT(6,)[0) . (8)

In terms of the states (8) the resolution of the identity reads

, 1 [ db...db,
A=) 01+ Y o [ TS ) (B8] )
n=1"~Y=®



For the calculation of correlation functions the knowledge of the matrix elements or form factors of local operators
is necessary. In the ordered phase the non-vanishing form factors of ¢” contain an even number of particles and are

explicitly given by:32,3738
2n 0. — 0.
f(ela e ,9271) = <0| O'Z(O,O) |91, e 792n> — inO’Q H tanh%7 (10)
i,j=1
i<

where o¢g = (0]0?]0). For comparison, the form factors of the disorder operator p? are only non-vanishing if the
number of particles is odd,

2n+1 0. — 0.
(0 1#(0,0) 61, .., 020 41) =1"00 [] tanh TJ (11)

ij=1
1<j
The form factors ([0) and () follow from the following set of requirements!:3:6:

1. The form factors f(6y,...,6,) are meromorphic functions of 6, in the physical strip 0 < Jm6,, < 2x. There
exist only simple poles in this strip.

2. Scattering axiom:
f(elu"'aei-i-heiu"'uen) = Sf(elu'"79i79i+17"'79n)7
with the scattering matrix S = —1.

3. Periodicity axiom:
f(91 + 27T1 ) 92, ey Hn) = ZO,uz f(og, e ,9n, 91),
where O = ¢” or p*. The mutual non-locality phases are given by ls=,» = —1 and [,=,,» = 1, respectively.

4. Lorentz invariance:
fll1+a,....0,+a)=e"f(b1,...,0,),
where s denotes the spin of the fields, which is s;» = 0 and 5,2 = 0 as well as sy, = —1/2 and s; = 1/2.

5. Annihilation pole axiom:
Res[£(0/,0,01,...,0,),0' =0 +ix] =if(6s,...,0,) [1 —lops H: S} .

Note that the squared brackets on right-hand side equal 2 for o as well as p?, as the extra minus sign due to
lo=y» = —1 is compensated by an additional factor S. As there exist no bound states in the Ising model, these
are the only poles of the form factors.

We note that if we had used the Majorana fermion v as fundamental field, the excitations would be viewed as fermions

with unity scattering matrix. Furthermore, there would appear additional minus signs in the axioms above2.

III. BOUNDARY ISING MODEL

We now turn to the Ising field theory on the half-plane (7,z), 7 € R, € (—00,0]. The boundary is located at
z = 0 and 7 denotes imaginary time (7 = it). The Hilbert space of states associated with the semi-infinite line
7 = const., —oco < x < 0, is denoted by Hp. The boundary condition is imposed through application of an external
time-independent magnetic field h which couples to the boundary spin of.(7) = ¢%(7,0). The action for this system
is given by27

1 0 _ - - 1 i 1
8:%/dTlmdx(wa¢+waw+iM¢w)+%/d7 (hoﬁ—%ww—ia@a). (12)
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FIG. 1: Two-particle scattering and scattering off the boundary.
It was shown by Affleck and Ludwig?? that in the critical model the application a magnetic field at the boundary

generates a flow from free to fixed boundary conditions. The properties of the boundary spin operator of were
analysed in Refs 23,43. In the Lagrangian framework defined by ([[2) it can be written as??

() = 5 (6(r,2) + 6(r, )

a(T). (13)
=0
Here a(7) is an additional fermionic boundary degree of freedom which is introduced to describe the ground-state
degeneracy and anticommutes with ¢ and 1. The cases h = 0 and h — oo correspond to free and fixed boundary
conditions, respectively. We note that the application of a non-zero boundary magnetic field removes the ground-state
degeneracy of the Ising model.
In terms of the Majorana fermions the boundary condition reads

. d - h? -
—iZ@-9)| _ =5 @+9)

r=

o (14)
As was shown by Ghoshal and Zamolodchikov? the Ising model with boundary conditions ([[4)) still possesses infinitely
many integrals of motion (which can be constructed from the integrals of motion of the model in the bulk) and hence
remains integrable.

If one thinks of the boundary as an infinitely heavy impenetrable particle B sitting at « = 0 and writes |0g) =
B0) € Hp for the ground state in the presence of the boundary, the scattering of particles created by the operators
AT() at the boundary is encoded in the relations

AT(9)B = R(0)AT(—6)B. (15)

The function R(6) is interpreted as the single-particle reflection amplitude off the boundary. In order to preserve the
integrability of the corresponding bulk system, the boundary scattering matrix R(6) has to satisfy several conditions
as discussed in Ref. [27, which leads to the following result for the boundary scattering matrix for the Ising model
with boundary magnetic field h

im0\ k—1isinhd h?

R(#) =1itanh| — — = | ——— =1-—. 16

(6) =i an(4 2>n+ismh9’ " oM (16)
Free boundary conditions are recovered for h = 0, whereas fixed boundary conditions are obtained in the limit h — oo
(we restrict ourselves to h > 0). The purpose of the present work is to calculate the two-point correlation function

C(TaxlaIQ) = <OB|7;O.Z(75I1)UZ(05I2)|OB>7 (17)
where 7 is the time-ordering operator. The time-dependence of the operators o is given by
o?(r,z) = e 5%(0,2) e~ HB, (18)

where Hp is the Hamiltonian of the system in the presence of the boundary.

As we are working in the Euclidean formalism, 7 and x are interchangeable. Therefore, one may also take = to
be the Euclidean time, which implies that the equal-time section is the infinite line, x = const., —oco < 7 < 00,
and the associated Hilbert space H is that of the corresponding bulk theory (8). The boundary at x = 0 now
appears as an initial condition which is expressed in terms of a “boundary state” |B). As was shown by Ghoshal and
Zamolodchikov2?, the correlation function (7)) can then be expressed as

(0| Tz 0%(7, 1) 0%(0, z2) |B)
(0] B) '

C(T,l‘l,xg) = (19)
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FIG. 2: Euclidean rotation. The boundary condition at z = 0 turns into an initial condition. The “time” in the rotated system
runs between z = 0 and z = —oo.
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FIG. 3: R’(f) as function of £. Note that h = 2/ M corresponds to kK = —1 and h = he = V2M to Kk = 0.

Here T, is the z-ordering operator, which orders the largest x; to the right, and |0) € H is the ground state of the
model on the infinite line. The boundary state is given by

B) =ox ([ EKOA-047©) o). (20)

where K (&) = R(in/2 — &). For the Ising model it is explicitly given by

) & k4 cosh&
K(&) = h2 ————. 21
(§) =1 tan 2 Kk —cosh& (21)
This simplifies to
. § . S
Kfmc(f) = —1 COth 5, Kﬁxcd(f) =1 tanh 5, (22)
for free and fixed boundary conditions, respectively. For later use we introduce the real function K &) = -1K(§),

which is plotted for several values of « in Fig. Bl We note that for 0 < h < 2¢/M the function K (£) is negative for all
¢, whereas for 20/ M < h the function K () is positive in a certain &-interval. Furthermore, for 0 < h < he = vV2M
one finds K(€) < —1 for certain ¢. In this region the boundary scattering matrix (I6) has a pole in the strip
0 < Jm¢ < /2, indicating the existence of a boundary bound state?’. We will discuss this state in more detail in
Sec. [ITAl below. Finally, we note that for free boundary conditions the boundary scattering matrix (I6) has a pole
at & = 0. This results in the appearance of a zero-momentum mode in the boundary state, i.e., ([20) is replaced by2?

Ba) = (L+ 4O exp ([ SEROA1-941@) ) 10), (23)

Since all form factors of ¢” involving an odd number of particles vanish, this zero-momentum mode does not contribute
to the two-point function (I9) of 0%, and hence will be ignored in our analysis. Finally, we note that K(§) = —K(—¢)
and K(§) — 0 (¢ — 0) except for free boundary conditions.



FIG. 4: Contour of integration for the excited boundary state.

As we have interchanged space and time and z is running from 0 to —oo in the new framework, the 7- and
z-dependence of operators o%(7, x) is now given by

oi(r,z) = e "H e TP 57(0,0) ' TV e H | (24)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system on the infinite line, —co < 7 < 0o, and P is the total momentum.

A. Boundary bound state

If we consider free boundary conditions (h = 0) there exist two degenerate ground states |0g,+). The effect of
a small field 0 < h < he = V2M is to split these into two non-degenerate states |0g) and |1g), where |1g) can be
interpreted as a boundary bound state2”. In this domain we can parametrise x as

K = cos v, O<v<g. (25)
The two states can be distinguished by the asymptotic behaviour of the one-point function (Og|o?(z)|0g) — 400
or (1g|o*(x)|1g) — —op for x — —oo, respectively (we assume that A > 0). The energy of [1p) is given by
E, = Ey + M sinv, where Ey denotes the ground-state energy. If h approaches the critical value h., the boundary
bound state becomes weakly bound and its effective size diverges. For h > h. (6] possesses no pole in the physical
strip and hence no boundary bound state occurs.
Correlation functions in the boundary bound state can be calculated following Ref. |27

(0'| Tz 0%(7,21) 0%(0, z2) |B’)
(0] B") 7

(1| T o”(7,21) 6% (0, x2) |1B) = (26)

where |0') = |0, —) € H denotes the “wrong” ground state. The excited boundary state is given by2

) = e (5 [ SHOAT9419) 10}, (27)

where the contour of integration is shown in Fig. @l The contour encircles the pole of ([2I)) at £ = iv, whose residue
equals —2i cot v tan(v/2).

Due to the Zg-invariance of the Ising model in the bulk the matrix elements of ¢ remain unchanged up to a minus
sign when considering the state |0), i.e., the form factors are

2n
0; — 6,
('] 0" {01, ..., 020}) = (0| * AT(61) ... AT(020) [0') = —i"0¢ [] tanh TJ (28)
ij=1
i<
In particular, we have ESUK = EPUIK. The minus sign can be deduced from (0’| 0% [0') = — (0] 0% |0).
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FIG. 5: Light-cone effects observed for the Green’s function (3I). a) In the bulk one observes oscillating behaviour if r? < ¢2.
b) The boundary contributions show oscillating behaviour if 4R? < 2.

IV. GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

In order to set the stage, we first calculate the Green’s functions of the Majorana fermions. The mode expansions
in the presence of the boundary and in the absence of a boundary bound state are given by

M 7 de i 6 . . ] . .
w(T, x)=1/— /_ |:C(6‘) e~ T e_MTCOSh0(6_§ el Mazsinh6 R(9)€§ e—lesth)
2 ) V2
A ™

—|—CT(9) 6% eM‘rcoshO(e—g e—iMacsinhO —|—R(—9)6g eiMaasith):|7 (29)
im 6 B 2} . .
7’ I [ / ed efMTcoshG (65 e1Mzsmh9 +R(9) e 2 eflesth)
V2T [
+ct(9) o F MTcoshH(e2 o—iMasinh o +R(—9)e’% eiMzsinhH):|' (30)

Here ¢(#) and cf(6) are canonical fermion annihilation and creation operators {c(f), cf(6')} = 275(6 — ¢").
The Green’s function of v is now easily derived to be (we assume 7 > 0 for simplicity)

<OB| 1/)(T,:E1)1/)(0,:172) |OB> _ 7/ do e*MTCOShG {679 e1Mrs1nh0 4 R(@) 672M1Rsmh9]
(31)
=M

T;:Kl(]\/[ T2+72)—|—%/ d@R(@—I—i@O) efM\/Wcoshe,

where 6y = arctan(2|R|/7) and K; denotes the modified Bessel function of order one?*. Furthermore, we have

introduced centre-of-mass coordinates R = (z1 + 22)/2 and r = 29 — x1. We stress that R < 0. In real space, 7 = it,
the first term is oscillating for 72 < 2 and damped for 2 > t2, i.e. we observe a light-cone effect. The second term
is oscillating for 4R? < ¢? and damped otherwise. The physical interpretation of the oscillating behaviour is that for
4R? < t? a particle can propagate from (0, z2) to (t,2z1) via the boundary (see Fig. B)). If one calculates the Green’s
function using the rotated system and the boundary state, one obtains an additional phase of /2. The physical origin
of this phase is the Lorentz spin s, = —1/2 of ¢, which implies that the Green’s function transforms non-trivial under
Lorentz rotations. In the case h < h, there is an additional term due to the presence of the boundary bound state.
In the same way one obtains (we assume 7 > 0)

- 2R
OB| (1, 21) (0, 22) [05) = —i M Ko(M\/72 + 72) —1— ”+ d@R (0 +16p) e e MVARTFT cosh 6 (39
it —2R

which shows the same kind of oscillatory behaviour as (31]).
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FIG. 6: Local magnetisation in the ground state and the boundary bound state for different values of the boundary magnetic
field h > 0 up to first order in the boundary reflection matrix K. The full lines represent the ground-state result ([33]), the
dashed lines the result for the boundary bound state (B34)).

V. LOCAL MAGNETISATION

In this section we briefly discuss the one-point function of the spin operator. The one-point function in the ground
state |0g) was first calculated by Konik, LeClair and Mussardo?? and to second order in K is given by

oo d ‘
<0B| JZ(I) |0B> =009 — igo/ 2_5 K(g) tanh§€2Mmc05h5
0

™

(33)

d§1d§2 cosh&; — coshés 2 2Mz Y, cosh &;
_ 0 K(&)tanh¢; | —————22 zp coshg
2 o H (&) tanh &; (cosh{l + cosh &, ¢ -

Here z < 0 denotes the distance from the boundary. The full series can be written as Fredholm determinant??.
Using (20), (7)) and (28]), we can calculate the expectation value of the spin operator in the boundary bound state

(Iglo”(x) |1g) = —0p + 1 7/ ;lfr K(€) tanh & e2Mzeoshe 4
- (34)

:—Uo—i—ioo/ Z—K(f)tanhfezM“OShE—i—aotan e2Mwcosv
0 ™ 2

where the contour 7 is defined in Fig. @ and we recall that x = 1 — h?/2M = cosv. We observe that (15| o*(x)|15) —
—op for £ — —o0 as expected. In the limit v — 7/2 the last term remains comparable to oy even for large distances
x to the boundary. In this limit the boundary bound state becomes weakly bound and its size diverges. The local
magnetisations of the ground state and the boundary bound state are shown in Fig.[6l For free boundary conditions
the two results equal each other up to a global minus sign. For finite boundary magnetic field the spins in the vicinity
of the boundary are aligned parallel to h, which increases the local magnetisation.

VI. SPIN-SPIN CORRELATION FUNCTION

We now turn to the calculation the leading terms in an expansion in powers of the boundary reflection matrix K of
the two-point function of Ising spins ([[7)). Using a spectral representation of the correlator in terms of the scattering
states (8) we obtain the following expression

C T :Z?l,CCQ Z Z OQan 7' CCl,CCQ) (35)

n=0m=0



where

K(&) .- K(&m)

O2n2m(7-7$17$2) =

11 /del...dgm/wdel...dem
0

m! (2n)! emym | (2m)?
36
'{<O|O’Z(T,I1)|91,...,92n> <92n,...,91|0'z(0,$2)|—§1,§1,...,—€m,€m>, r < T2, ( )
<0| O'Z(O,.IQ) |91, .. -792n> <92n7 .. .,91| O'Z(T,Il) |—§1,§1, ey _gm;€m>7 xr1 > I2.

We label the various terms in the double expansion (B3] by the numbers of particles in the intermediate state 2n and
in the boundary state 2m, respectively. The connected correlator is given by

Ceonn (T, 21, 2) = (0| T7 d0”(1,21) 60”(0,22) |08) = C(7,21,22) — (0| 0”(x1) |0B) (0| ”*(x2) |0B) , (37)

where do”(7, ) = o%(1,2) — (0| (7, z) |0B) and the second term is in fact independent of 7.

A. Regularisation

The functions (B6]) contain matrix elements of the form

(01, 0nl0” &1, . Em) s (38)

which possess kinematical poles whenever §; = &; and therefore need to be regularised?. Let A denote a set of one-
particle excitations and A; and As a partition of A. The scattering matrix arising from the commutations necessary to
rewrite |A) as [A2A;) is denoted by Saa,, i.e., |A) = Saa, |[A2A1) = Saa, |[A1A2). For example, if |4) = |01, ...,05)
and |A1> = |92,93>, then

|91,...,95> :SAAI |91,94,95,92,93> Wlth SAA1 =1. (39)

If A and B denote two sets of one-particle excitations, the regularisation of the form factors ([B8) reads!

(Alo”|B) = Y d(B2)San, Spin (A2| Bs) (A1 +10|0” |B1) (40)

A=A1UA,
B=B1UB>

= Z Saa, Sp,p (A2| B2) (A1 —10|0” |By), (41)

A=A1UA,
B=B1UB>

where the sums are over all possible ways to break the sets A = A; U As and B = B; U By into subsets. The scalar

products (Az| Ba) are easily evaluated using (@l). The factor d(A) is present by virtue of the semi-locality of the spin
operator with respect to the fundamental field and is given by

d(A) = (=1)", (42)

where n(A) denotes the number of elements in A. As all rapidities in the remaining matrix elements are distinct, they
can be evaluated using the crossing relations

(0;, £10,...,0;,£i0| 0% |&,,.... &, ) = (0] 0” |6, +imEin,, ..., 0, +irEin, . &, .o, &,)

N - (43)
= f(Oy, +imEin,,...,0;, +irkin,, &, ..., &)
We stress that equations [{@0), (@1 and ([@2) are valid only for the operator ¢ in the Ising model. For the disorder
operator p” we have [,-,» = 1 and as a result the factor d(B2) in (@0]) needs to be dropped, whereas ([@I]) remains
unchanged. In other theories and in particular for operators with loy # +1 (where ¥ denotes the fundamental field),
additional phase factors related to the non-locality of the operators appear.
We have checked the validity of ({@0) and (@I]) using a finite-size regularisation for the Ising model (see below).



FIG. 7: Graphical representation of Cpp and C2,0. The circles represent the operators o”, where the upper one corresponds to
the later time 2. The particles created by the AT(#)’s are represented by the arrows. We order the arrows between the circles
from left to right as 64, ...,602,.

B. Spin-spin correlation function in the bulk system

The simplest terms in the expansion (B3] are those with m = 0, i.e., terms without boundary contributions. We
recall the definition of the centre-of-mass coordinates R = (x1 + x2)/2 < 0 and 7 = x5 — x1. We find Coo(7,7) = 08
M4 as well as

1 > d91d62n 2 _Mjr .cosh6; _isgn(r 7> .sinh6;
Cono(T,7) = (2n)!/ @y 1161, .., O20)| > €= MIrl Eicoshfs gl sgn(r) Mr 3, sinh 0:. (44)

— 00

We note that the exponential factor e~ MI7122: cosh¥i engures the convergence of the integrals. This is a general feature
of the expressions we obtain. As we will see later, the results for the spectral function remain finite even in the limit
r — 0. In order to facilitate the comparison to the standard bulk results we now shift the contours of integration in
[#4)) as follows. If we write 8 = s+ 1, the exponential factors are given by

efM\r| cosh 6 ei sgn(r) M sinh6 _ ei (sgn(r) Mt cos ¢—M]|r|sin ¢) sinh sef(sgn(r) M sin o+ M |r| cos ) cosh s, (45)
which vanishes exponentially for s — 400 provided that
sgn(r) Mrsingp + M|r|cosg > 0. (46)

Hence, in the first and third quadrants of the (7, r)-plane, i.e., when 7r > 0, the contributions at fRe §; = +-co vanish
as long as 0 < ¢ < /2 and we may shift the contour of integration 6; — 6; + i7/2 without changing the result. In
the second and fourth quadrants (7r < 0) we may shift 8, — 6; — iw/2 instead. As the form factors have no poles in
the strip —7/2 < Jm6,; < m/2, we obtain (see also Appendix [Al)

of [ dby...dbs 17 0, —6; _, ;
Con — 0 n | | t h2 v J ,—iM]|r|>,sinh0; ,—M|7|3, Cosh@i' 47
2 O(T, r) (27’),)' /—oo (27T)2n i,7=1 o 2 ‘ ‘ ( )
i<j

In order to arrive a this expression we have replaced 6; — —6; in the second and fourth quadrants. The result ({7 is
the well-known result for the spin-spin correlation function in the scaling limit of the Ising model3*. In comparison
to [@]) we have effectively reversed the Euclidean rotation done in Sec. [[II} i.e., we have interchanged 7 and r back
in order to interpret r as space and 7 = it as Euclidean time.

If we shift the contours of integration by 6; — 6; +1i arctan(T/ T), #4) can be cast in the following form

2n

0’2 i d91d92 0; —0; 2 2
Con _ 0 n t h2 J J —MVr2+rZy, cosh@i' 48
2.0(7,7) @n)! /700 @n)r ig1 anh® =~ ¢ (48)
i<j

In real space, 7 = it, we observe oscillating behaviour for time-like separations and damped behaviour for space-like
separations.

C. First-order contributions in the boundary reflection matrix

In this subsection we calculate the leading contribution in the boundary reflection matrix K. The first, time-
independent, term is given by

g
Coz (7,31, 20) = —i 02 / % K (€) tanh ¢ ¢2M max(z1,@2) cosh & (49)
0

10



O O
© i ‘CP ,49 ‘Q /I “1
Coo™ O ng C;zz + ,," + Pt C222_
/,4 k“ O ,O ‘ q Q Q a
R ’

FIG. 8: Graphical representation of Co2 and C22. The arrows starting at the lower edge represent the particles AT(—§) and Af )
coming from the boundary state. If these arrows pass the lower circle, which represents an operator ¢”, it indicates that some
of the internal particles created by the A'(6;)’s have been contracted with the external lines, i.e., terms like (6;| &) = 2w8(6; — &)
appear in the corresponding formulas. The upper index denotes the number of lines connecting the two operators.

We note that Cps is cancelled in the connected correlation function ([B7). The first term containing a contribution of
the boundary to the two-particle continuum is also the first term which contains matrix elements of the form (B8],

022(7' .Il,fEQ) 2/0 ;lf_ - d(9217Td)922 K(é)f(@l,og) <92,91|0’Z |—§,€>

. eZMmax(ml,mg)coshﬁ e—M|r\Zi cosh 6; ei:sgm(r) M3, sinh 6;

(50)

For the evaluation of the second matrix element we can use either ({A0) or (@Il), which give

(02,011 0" |—€,&) = (2m)* 00(0(01 + &) 6(02 — ) — 6(01 — £) 6(62 + €))
+276(01 — &) f(O2 +im+in, —&) —276(01 + &) f(O2 +im+1im2, &)
27502 — &) f(O1 +im+im,—&) + 27502+ &) f(O1 +im+1im,§)
+f(Os+im+in, 01 +im+in, —&,€) (51)

= (2n) 00(5(91 +&)6(02 — &) — 0(61 — €) (02 +§))
—2m6(61 — &) f(O2 +im —ing, —&) +2m6(61 + &) f(O2 +im —ina, &)
+27m0(02 — &) f(61 +1im —im, =) — 210(02 + &) f(Or +im —im,§)
+f(Oe+im—ing, 01 +im —in, =&, €). (52)

Both regularisations give altogether six contributions, which can be represented graphically as shown in Fig. Bl Either
regularisation scheme gives rise to a contribution

d .
05)2 _ 10_0 / 25 (5) tanhg62Mm1n(zl,z2)cosh57 (53)
0 ™

where the additional upper index denotes the number of lines connecting the two operators. The contribution C9, is
similar to Cpo and like the latter cancels in the connected correlation function.
The next term, C3,, actually consists of four contributions which can be combined using the relation K(—¢) =

—K(¢)
0212 _ /OO %d_e K(f) nh 5 —0 coth 5 +0+ in 62MRCOSh£ ei sgn(r) M‘rsinh&e—MMcoshG ei sgn(r) M‘rsinhé' (54)

27 2w 2

For free boundary conditions the integral over £ has to be understood as a principal value integration. Furthermore,
the upper sign corresponds to the regularisation (GBIl and the lower sign to (B2). The difference between the two
is compensated by analogous differences in the contribution C%, discussed below. In order to take the limit n — 0
we shift the contour of the #-integration in the same way as we did for the bulk terms Cs,¢. As the exponential
factors containing 0 in (54) equal those in ([@4]), we obtain again the condition (G]) for the vanishing of the integrals
at Red — +oo. Hence, if the space-time coordinates (7,7) lie in the first or third quadrants, 7r > 0, we have to shift
6 — 0 +1im/2. In order to avoid the appearance of extra terms arising from the residues of the coth in (54)) we choose
the regularisation (&II), for which the pole in the #-plane is located at § = —& — i), i.e., below the real axis. By the
same reasoning we choose the regularisation (52)) if 7r < 0. Doing so we obtain

 de¢ df E—0Fin/2 E+0+in/2+in
Cily = ag/ %2—1{(5) anh 5 / coth 2/
.62MRcosh£ eisgn(r) M sinh & e—isgn(r)MrsinhG e—M\T\coshO (55)
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_ :tUg /OO d§ do ( ) coshf & i Slnhg eZMRCObhf —isgn(7) Mrsinh 6 1sgn(7‘) M sinh & —M|‘r|co:>h9 (56)
o 27 coshf Fisinh&

where we have taken the limit 7 — 0. In the second and fourth quadrants of the (1,7)-plane we now change variables
€ - —¢ and § — —0, which in particular changes e'sgn(") M7sinh& ¢ oI M|7[sinh€  Hence, as R < 0 we can shift
& = £+ 1i7m/2 and obtain

°° d¢ do . cosh& —coshf sinh £ -1 Gah0 Ml (cosh ftcos
Coo(T,21,32) = —ao/ _§_K(§ g)g—QZMR he o—iM|r|sinh® o—M|r|(coshf+cosh ) (57)

271 2w cosh & + cosh @

@(h _ h) 20,0 cotv tan QMRCOb’U —M\T\smv

< do h6 — si i i
oo 27 cosh 8 + sinv

Here (58)) originates from the pole of K (&) at € =iv (we recall kK = 1 — h?/2M = cosv) and is present if h < h.. In
particular, for free boundary conditions we obtain o3 e*M 1 K (M Vr? 4+ 7'2) /7. Explicit expressions for K (5 +1 %)
are given in (A9)—(ATI). We will see below that (B7) yields an oscillating contribution to the spectral function.

Going through the same steps as above, we find that the final term in the regularisation (&1 or (52)) respectively
can be cast in the form

dg > d91d92 —GZ:FI’I]l §+912|:1771
ci, = —i2 ) tanh thi th>———
22 E 5 , 2n ) . (272 o §Hco 0 2
tanh? 01 — 02 2M max(z1,42) cosh§ ,—M|r| 32, cosh 6; Jisgn(r) M7 37, sinh (59)
2 ..
dg > d91d92 2 91 - 92 COShé' + 1 sinh 91
= —i— —— K(¢) tanh ¢ tanh
E 2 L 3r ) e K tanh&tanht = 1;[1 cosh € F i sinh 0;
'62M max(z1,x2) cosh & e:FiM|r\ >, sinh 6; efM‘T‘ >, cosh Gi. (60)

Here we have shifted 6; — 0; +i7/2 for 7r > 0 and 0; — 0, — iw/2 for 7r < 0, respectively, and taken the limits
1; — 0. Finally, we can substitute 8, — —6; if 77 < 0.
Puting everything together, the result for Cyo reads

022 (Ta zy, IQ) = IUO / (215 (5) tanh§€2M min(z1,22) cosh g
0 ™

—02 /OO dg df (é- B %) COShé. — coshé e12MRSlnhE —iM]|r|sinh 6 7M|‘r|(cosh9+cosh5)

o 21 cosh & + cosh @
2 .
dg > d91d92 2 91 — 92 COShé' + 1 sinh 91
—i— ———— K (&) tanh £ tanh 61
E 5 | 3r ) o () tanh & tanht = l;llcoshf—isinhﬁi (61)

'62M max(z1,x2) cosh & efi Mir| 3>, sinh 6; efM‘T‘ >, cosh;

+O(he — h) 2 cotvtan ZMRCOb'U —M\T\smv
( ) 203 5 ¢

. d_e cosh —sinv e—iM\r|sinh9 e—M|‘r|cosh9
o 2m coshf +sinwv

The last term is the contribution due to the boundary bound state.

If one uses regularisation (52)) instead of (BI]) in the first or third quadrants of the (7,r)-plane, one has to keep
track of the poles of the coth in (B6) as well as (60) in the strip 0 < Jm 6 < /2. A straightforward calculation shows
that the contributions of these residues cancel out and that one finds again the result (€I). In order to check the
regularisation scheme, we have performed a finite-size regularisation of Cy3. The results are presented in Appendix [B]
and equal (GI)) within a relative error of less than 10~%.

In order to study the light-cone effect in more detail, let us reconsider C3, in the region he < h. We start with (58]
and shift the contours of integration 6 — 6—i6y and { — £+i&o, where 6y = arctan(|r|/|7|) and & = arctan(|7|/2|R]).
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FIG. 9: Graphical representation of Ca4. The first term, C’gf7 is completely disconnected. In the second term, 03;1"7 the
contractions of the particles in the intermediate state and the particles in the boundary state are crossed and the operators
become intertwined.

This yields

0212: O'g /OO ﬁﬁ K(é‘ 50) COSh(e—%eo)—l—? Slnh(§+l€0) efM\/TerTQ cosh 6 efM\/4R2+T2 coshf_ (62)
2m 27 cosh(9—1 90) —1i s1nh(§—|—1§0)

We observe the same qualitative features as for the Green’s function (BII), i.e., oscillating behaviour for 72 < t2 as
well as 4R? < t2.

In Appendix [C]l we calculate further contributions to first order in the boundary reflection matrix, but with higher
numbers of particles in the intermediate state. In particular, we show that C%, (7,1, 22) = C3y (T, 2, 71).

D. Second-order contributions in the boundary reflection matrix

In this subsection we calculate the leading contributions to second order in the boundary reflection matrix K. The
first term of this kind, Cy4, drops out in the calculation of the connected correlation function. The next term is Coy.
For simplicity, we will restrict ourselves to the first quadrant in the (r,r)-plane, i.e., 7 > 0 and r = 29 — z1 > 0:

déd df1do o .
Cou(7, 71, 72) = 4 / (521 )52 / (21 )? 2 K (&) K () e3Mm2 i cosh € o= Mr3, cosh b
A (63)

M7 SO0 9 05 (0, 61] 0% |—€1, €1, —Ea, Ea) .

Using ({@Q) the second matrix element can be written as

(02,01] 0 |=&1,81, =82, 82) = (02,01 — &1,61) f(—E€2,82) + (02, 01] — &2, &2) (&1, &)
— (02,01 &1, &2) f(—&1, —&2) + (02,01] — &1, &2) f(&1, —&2)

+ (02,011 &1, —&2) f(=E€1,82) — (02,01] — &1, —&2) f(&1,&2)

— (02| &2) f(O1 +im +im, —&1,&, —&2) + (02| = &) f(O1 +im +im, —61,&,62) (64)
— {021 &) f(Or +im+im, —&1, —€2,&2) + (02| — &) f(O1 +im+im, &, 62, &2)
+(01] &2) f(O2 +im +inma, =&, &1, —&2) — (O1] — &2) f(O2 +im +imp, —&1,61,&2)
(01 &1) f(O2 +im+img, =&, —62,82) — (01| = &1) f(O2 +im +in, &1, —Eo, &)

+f(92 +i7T+i772791 +i7r+17717_517§17_§27§2)-

A graphical representation for the contribution (G3)) using the decomposition (64) is shown in Fig.[@ We observe that
there exist two different terms in which the operators are not directly connected. The first one, Cgf, is completely
disconnected and hence does not contribute to the connected correlation function ([B7). The second one, Cgf, is
obtained from the second and third lines of (G4]). Although there is no line connecting the two operators, the
contractions of the particles in the intermediate state and the particles in the boundary state are crossed and the
operators become intertwined. Hence, this term does contribute to the connected correlation function. It is explicitly
given by (for free boundary conditions the integrals have to be understood as principal value integrations)

ST — i JGMT sinh &;
Coy (7, 21,22) = —7 (521 )52 K(&) K(&) tanm%gMRZicosh&le M7 Y, sinh €
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dé,d P ) ,
— _7/ (gl )52 (51 +1 ) (52 +1%) tanh2 51 5 52 612MR21’ sinh &; e_MTZi cosh &; (65)
— 0o ™

—O(he — h) 203 cotv tan - 5 U g2MRcosv ,—M]|r|sinv

/ ;if (§+ ) tanh? §+i(7T2/2 —v) G 2MRsinh€ ,—Mr cosh¢ (66)
00 T

We note that the result for free boundary conditions is obtained as the limit v — 0. In the derivation of (Gl we used
that the function had no pole at £ = & =iv. Contribution (B8] can be rewritten as

020 . dél:)& K(& +i&) K(& +1&) tanh? h-& ;52 e”MVARTHTEY, cosh & (67)

which again shows oscillating behaviour for 4R? < 2 in real time. The other terms appearing in (64)) yield sub-leading
contributions to the correlation function and are determined in Appendix

The calculation of higher-order terms in the boundary reflection matrix can be performed along the same lines as
above (see Appendix [C)). Although no principal problems appear, the calculations become soon rather tedious. The
expectation is, however, that the first few orders in K will give accurate results even rather close to the boundary. We
show below that this is indeed the case for the local spectral function, where the terms calculated above are found to
be sufficient for M|R| 2 0.2. The calculation of terms in the spectral representation with a higher number of particles
in the intermediate state is also discussed in Appendix The corresponding terms in the local spectral function are
found to be negligible compared to the two-particle contributions. The analogous behaviour for the bulk Ising model
is well documented” 3845 and it was argued by Cardy and Mussardo that this behaviour is a general feature of form
factor expansions in mtegrable field theories6.

E. Limiting case

Let us consider the behaviour of the two-point function in the limit R — —oo in more detail. We have min(z1, z2) —
—o0, but max(x1,z2) may remain close to the boundary. Hence, in addition to oscillating terms like C4, there are
contributions of terms like C3,, C4, and C3,. These terms diverge in the limit max(x1,22) — 0, i.e., the series
expansion (B5]) ceases to converge. In the case min(zi,z2) = 0 one has to deal with an operator located at the
boundary. The properties of such boundary operators and their counterparts in the bulk are, in general, very different.
For example, 0% has the boundary scaling dimension 1/2, while its scaling dimensions in the bulk are (1/16,1/16)23.
The treatment of boundary operators in the framework of integrable field theories and form factor expansions has
been put forward recently by Bajnok, Palla and Takacs’

The scaling behaviour of the two-point function in the case of free boundary conditions was derived for the lattice
Ising model by Bariev3¢. He obtained the following result in the region v/r2 + 72 > 2R > 1/M,

z z L —M~r2+71
<OB|60' (T,.’I]l)éO’ (O,.’Ifg) |0B> ~ m €2MR€ M2+ 2. (68)

In the field theoretical calculation the leading term of the left-hand side equals Ci,, which is according to (57) and
[E]) given by

2
Ch(r.ar,a2) = 2R Ko (My/r? +72) "
o dg db .o cosh& —cosh@ onpeinne —im -
B oy on K i5)——— ¢ sinh & ,—i M|r|sinh§ ,—M|r|(coshf+coshé) ()
70 / 21 21 (5 2)COSh€+COSh96 ( )

In the region v/r2 + 72 > 1/M the asymptotic behaviour?* of the first term is given by (G8)). On the other hand we
can evaluate the second term in the stationary phase approximation, which yields

02 (5 o )\/r2+72 VARZ + 72 e~ MVARZ72  —MVriir? 6 — i arctan -
- 2rM 0 V2 + 72 +VAR2 + 72 (4R2 + 72)1/4 (r2+7'2)1/4’ 0= | |

The condition v72 + 72 > 2R > 1/M translates into 72 > 42,25 > 0, where the second inequality follows from the
fact that the result for CJ, is valid only if both operators are located away from the boundary. The condition 72 > 0,
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however, implies that (1)) is exponentially suppressed compared to ([6J). Hence the asymptotic behaviour of C3, is
given by (@9) and equals the result derived by Bariev in the lattice Ising model.

We would also like to comment on the conformal limit M — 0 of the Ising model. The boundary conditions
compatible with conformal symmetry are the fixed and free ones. Using the method of mirror images??4! one can
derive the two-point function of o#. If one considers the limit x5 — 0 while keeping x; and 7 fixed, one finds

3/8 .
x2/ , free boundary conditions,

(72)
$;1/8

<OB| Uz(l/M, 1/M) UZ(O, ,TQ) |OB> ~
, fixed boundary conditions.

Although we cannot apply the expansion (35) in this limit, we mention that this result is in agreement with the
leading correction to the correlation function derived above. For min(z1, 22) and 7 kept fixed this correction is given
by ([#9), which is negative in the case of free boundary conditions and hence suggesting the vanishing of the correlation
function, but positive for fixed boundary conditions, thus supporting a diverging behaviour. However, in order to
study the vicinity of the conformally invariant point more accurately one has use different methods like the truncated
conformal space approach24:2%:26,

Finally, we mention that it is not possible to resum higher-order contributions in K by a geometric series, which
can be achieved for finite-temperature correlation functions in the Ising model?® and the non-linear sigma model*C.

VII. SPECTRAL FUNCTION

In order to gain further physical insight in the spin correlations it is useful to calculate the corresponding spectral
function. The positive frequency part is given by

C(w,xl,xg)z/ dr e'°7 O(1, 21, 2) , (73)
0

W——iw+d

where the analytic continuation of the frequencies is @ = —iw + 4.

There are essentially four different types of terms in the series ([37), which we will discuss below separately. First,
we recover the known results for the bulk from all terms with m = 0. Second, there exist terms which essentially yield
corrections to the two- and four-particle continua already present in the bulk. The leading corrections of this kind
are C3, and C%, as well as Cf, and C§,. Third, we find oscillatory behaviour, which is present even deep in the bulk
(M|R]| > 1). Here the leading contributions are C3, and Cg;lb. Fourth, we discuss the contributions of the boundary
bound state for boundary magnetic fields h < h.. The numerical evaluation of the integrals appearing in the spectral
functions was performed using the VEGAS routine for Monte Carlo integration?.

A. Bulk Result

As we have mentioned before, the bulk results for the n-particle level are given by Cayg. The full correlation
function in the bulk is

2n

= of [ dby...dbo, 0i — 0 S <inh 6 Ml S cosh 6,
CbulkW)—Z)(zﬁ)!/ Gy L] anh® S e R o (74)
n= 1,)=
i<j

If we perform the Fourier transformation 7 — w and calculate the spectral function Spy = Im Chuk, we find for the
two-particle continuum

o [ df,db 0, —40 )
SEa(w, ) = % /_OO (2;)22 tanh? = 5 2 cos(Mr ZZ sinh Gi) 5(w - Mz:Z cosh9i), (75)

where we have restricted ourselves to positive frequencies w > 0. Resolving the d-functions gives

Arcosh (ﬁ )

2
Sk2> i(w,m) = 208 / d_6‘ tanh 0
" ’ 4 2m \/w2 — 4M?2 cosh?

cos r\/w2—4M2cosh26‘ ) 76
(I (76)
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FIG. 10: Total two-particle contribution to the local spectral density (Z3) for fixed boundary conditions (in units of o /M).
The bulk result is obtained for M R — —oo. We observe that for M R = —0.1 the second order contribution is already very
small.

We stress that (70]) vanishes very slowly for large separation r at fixed frequency w. A similar behaviour is found for
the two-point function of the disorder operator u*, whose leading contribution is given by the one-particle peak (see
SecIVITI). The four-particle continuum can be readily calculated from the corresponding term in (74)). One finds that
the ratio S{ 1, /S is ~ 1/150 at w/M = 25 and smaller for lower energies. This suppression of the higher-order
terms in the series (74) is a well-known feature in the Ising model and other massive theories?:38:45:46.50:51

B. Two- and four-particle continua

We next turn to terms in the spectral representation (35), which have a direct counterpart in the bulk (74).

The two-particle continuum to first order in the boundary reflection matrix is given by C%, and C%,, i.e., terms
with two lines connecting the two operators. Performing the Fourier transform, analytically continuing and taking
the imaginary part we find after a straightforward calculation using the formulas given in Appendix [Al

o de 7 do K(€) tanh 2M R cosh ¢ tanh? 0=0
S%K(W,R,T):ag/ 4 (§) tanh g e anh” %5
0

2m J_g 2m \/(w — M cosh 9)2 — M2 cosh? € + sinh? § cosh? &+ sinh? §

: { [(cosh2 ¢ — sinh® 0) (cosh® € — sinh”® §) — 4 cosh® € sinh #sinh é}

- cos(M|r|(sinh 6 + sinh é)) cosh (M |r| cosh¢) (77)
+ 2cosh¢ [(cosh2 ¢ — sinh? é) sinh 6 + (cosh2 € — sinh? 9) sinh HN}
-sin(M|r|(sinh 6 + sinh §)) sinh(M|r|cosh¢) }
where
§ = 6(w,0) = Arcosh( -~ — cosh# ] and ¢ = Arcosh| — — 1 (78)
= t(w, = ATCOS M S 11 = ATICOS M .

We observe that the integrand is exponentially suppressed for large distances from the boundary by the factor
e?MEcosh€ - Fyrthermore, we note that (7) is particle-hole symmetric. The two-particle continuum to second order
in K, which we denote by S2, is obtained from C3,, C3;* and C2,. Tts explicit form is derived in Appendix [D1l

The total two-particle contribution to the local spectral density is given by summation of all terms with two lines
connecting the two operators. In Fig. [[(] we have plotted the truncation at the second order in K,

Sfot(w, R,r=0)= Sgulk(w,r =0)+ 5’12K(w, R,r=0)+ 5’22K(w, Rir=0)+..., (79)

for fixed boundary conditions. The results show that the effects of the boundary can be treated in perturbation theory
for M|R| 2 0.2. This is also supported by the study of the ratio of S5, to S?- at their respective peaks, which is
plotted in Fig.IIl For example, for fixed boundary conditions and M R = —0.1 the latter is about 5%.
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FIG. 11: Ratio of the first and second order (in the boundary reflection matrix) contributions to the two-particle continua
Sz /S% at their respective peaks for different distances from the boundary.

Starting from C, and Cg, we have calculated the four-particle contribution to the spectral function S{j to first order
in K. The explicit result is given in Appendix [D1l Comparison with S%;- shows that the four-particle contribution
is negligible in the low-energy region w < 25M. This indicates that the fast rate of convergence in the number of
particles in the intermediate state, which is a well-known fact for the Ising model in the bulk?:38:45:46 is also present
in the system with boundary.

C. Oscillating contributions

The corrections to the bulk we have studied so far are negligible for M R < —1. In this section we discuss oscillating
terms which affect the spectral function also deep in the bulk. The leading term of this kind is given by (&1, we will
denote it by Cp;>*°. The corresponding contribution to the spectral function reads

Arcosh(%fl)
Sy (w, R, 7 = 0) = 2;'(2) / dg w — 2M cosh &
0 21 \/(w — M cosh§)? — M? )

w

[ReK (¢ +13) cos(2MRsinh€) — ImK (¢ +15) sin(2M Rsinh) |,

where K (£ +1%) is given by (A9)-(AII). For simplicity we have restricted ourselves to r = 0. We stress that (80) is
not exponentially suppressed for large distances from the boundary. In fact, the integral (80]) possesses a square-root
singularity at the upper limit £ = Arcosh (% — 1). Expanding the non-singular part of the integrand about this value
yields

, A=2vVw?-2Muw, (81)

where ¢ depends on the boundary conditions.
The next term we want to analyse is C9;”°*. The corresponding spectral function is found to be

SO,b,OSC(w R ’I”) _ U_(% ¢ g 1 tanh2 5 _g
2 Y 2M J ¢ 21 \/(w — M cosh§)? — M? 2

: { [meK(g FIT)ReK(E4+1%) — ImK (E+iT) ImK (€ +1i g)} cos(2M R(sinh & + sinh§))  (82)

—2ReK (£ +1%) ImK ({+iF) sin(2M R(sinh & + sinhé))},
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FIG. 12: Oscillating terms S3;°°¢ (black line) and S9;>°° (red line) as well as S3;°°° 4+ S1,°°° (green line) for fixed boundary
conditions, w = 5M and 7 = 0 (in units of o3 /M). We stress that Sp;°>° and S9;7°* are present deep in the bulk, whereas
53,75 4 8,7 is strongly suppressed for large M|R|.

where € and ¢ are given by
R w , w
& =¢(w, &) = Arcosh (— - cosh§> , & = Arcosh (— - 1) . (83)

We note that (82) is independent of . Numerical evaluation of the integral in the range MR < —20 and w =~ 5M
shows that

cos(A'R+ ¢')

,b,osc
oy (w, Ryr = 0) ~ MR

A > A (84)
The larger oscillation frequency A’ is due to the additional term sinh & > 0 in the sine and cosine in (82). Although
(®4) falls off faster than (BI)), S5;”°* should not be interpreted as a higher-order correction to S35, as both terms
are present deep in the bulk. The analysis of the corresponding contributions in the presence of a boundary bound

state (see below) rather suggests that nglb’osc represents an independent oscillating contribution of order K'; and hence
that the total oscillating contribution to first order in the boundary reflection matrix is given by

P (w, Ry1) = Szléosc(w, R,r) + S’g;lb’osc(w, R, 7). (85)

The higher-order corrections in K to (80) and (82) are in fact obtained starting from C3;°% 4+ 1,2 and C9;°% + O,
respectively. The corresponding spectral function S5 is evaluated in Appendix We note that the appearing
integrands are exponentially suppressed for large distances from the boundary.

We have plotted B0) and (82) as well as (Df) in Fig. for fixed boundary conditions, fixed energy and varying
distance from the boundary. The first two are present in the bulk (MR ~ —10), whereas the third one is strongly
suppressed for large M |R|. This underlines the interpretation of (DH]) as first correction to (80). Finally, the correction
to (B0) with three particles in the intermediate state is given by C2>*°. Tt is found to be negligible for all values of
MR and energies w < 25M. The same result holds for Cf;lb’osc, the first correction to (82) with more internal lines.
This again underlines that the series (B3] is rapidly convergent as n — oo.

D. Contributions from the boundary bound state

In the previous section we have investigated the oscillatory behaviour of the two-point function. This behaviour
was caused by the terms Cl,, C5°, C, + CL, and C + C%. In Sec. [T we have seen that in the range h < h all
these terms possess additional contributions due to the existence of the boundary bound state, which we will now
discuss in detail.

We first consider (58]), which we will denote by C;ébbs. The corresponding contribution to the spectral function can
be cast in the form

203 cotv tan % w—2M sinv
V/(w— Msinv)?2 — M2 w

S;ébbs(wy R, T) = Cos(r\/(w _ MSiIl’U)2 _ M2) e2MRcosv7 (86)
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and is seen to be exponentially suppressed in M R. We recall that the parameter v is defined as k = 1 —h?/2M = cosv.

In the limit v — /2 the suppression of S;bes becomes less and less effective. In this limit the boundary bound state
becomes weakly bound and its effective size diverges??.
Similarly we obtain

2M?03 cotv tany  g2MRcosv

So,b,bbs R — _
24 (wa ,'f') \/(w — MSin'U)2 — M2 w?

. { [% E){eK(é +1i %) (coshQé — cos2v — 2) — 23mK(é+ i %) sinhé cos v] cos(2MRsinhé) (87)

_ {29%[((5—!— i %) sinhé cosv + %jmK(é—l— i %) (coshQé— cos 2v — 2)} sin(2MRsinhé)},

where

é: é(w, ) = Arcosh (M — sin v) (88)

SOb bbs

The contribution is independent of r and oscillates in R with the frequency-dependent wave number

2y/(w— Msinv)?2 — M2. In particular, for large w this wave number approaches 2(w — M sinv). Furthermore,
([B7) is exponentially suppressed for R — —oc.

Interestingly, although both (86) and (87) have threshold singularities at w = M + M sin v, these singularities cancel
each other. This shows that we have to interpret their sum as the first-order contribution of the boundary bound
state to the spectral function, i.e., we have

SPPS(w, R, ) = S35 (w, R, ) + S9” P (w, R, 7). (89)

This indicates as well that the similar sum (85) should be viewed as the oscillating contribution to first order in K.
We observe that S%’Ib(s has a gap M + M sinv which equals the energy of the boundary bound state plus one additional
particle. On the other hand the spectral function vanishes at w = M sinv. Combining these two observations we
conclude that

<1B|O'Z |OB> =0 but <1B,9|UZ|OB> 7507 (90)

where we have used the notations in the original picture with the boundary located in space. The vanishing of the
spectral function for w — M + M sinv means that the rapidity-dependence of the matrix elements of 0” overcomes
the van-Hove type singularities in the one-particle density of states at 8 = 0.

The result for free boundary conditions is obtained in the limit v — 0. In this case (89)) simplifies to

cos(rm)_%(cos(mw )+ LEE G orm = r ))1
©

o2 2MR
S})Ibgfree (w, R,7) = .
: 2 —
1)
and the spectral gap equals M.
The second-order contribution in K of the boundary bound state to the spectral function is given by

SEPS(w, R, 1) = S33”™(w, R, 1) + S35 (w, R, 1) + S92 (w, R, 1) + S% (w, R, 7). (92)

Explicit expressions for the various contributions are given in Appendix[D3l We find that all integrands appearing in
Sbbs are exponentially small for large M|R|. Furthermore, SbR* remains finite at the lower threshold w — M + M sin v,
which is ensured by the cancellation of all singularities in ([@2]). We expect similar cancellations of singularities to
occur at all orders. It is also straightforward to calculate the first correction to (89) with more internal lines, which

is given by C5°™ 4+ C2,>"P We find this to be negligible for all values of R and energies w < 25M.

E. Results for the local spectral function

In the preceeding sections we have discussed individual terms in the expansion of the spectral function. We are now
in a position to combine the various contributions and present results for the local spectral function of Ising spins up
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FIG. 13: Local spectral function ([@3) for M R = —0.5 and fixed and free boundary conditions as well as a boundary magnetic
field corresponding to v = /6 (in units of ol /M). The spectral function possesses a gap of 2M for fixed boundary conditions.
For boundary magnetic fields h < hc the gap is smaller than 2M and goes to M in the limit of free boundary conditions.
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FIG. 14: Local spectral function ([@3) for a boundary magnetic field corresponding to v = 7/6 and different distances from the
boundary (in units of og /M).

to second order in the boundary K-matrix. If we truncate the expansion at the two-particle level as well, the local
spectral function truncated is given by

(Wa R) = Sllyslflk(wv R) + Sisllc((wv R) + Séslf((wv R) +. ( )
'(w ) = S%ulk(waR7T:0)+"' ( )
Sisft((w5R) = S%K(M,R,T:0)+S?%(W,R,T:O)—FS})}){S(W,R,T:0)—|—... (95)
(w ) = S%K(M,R,T:0)+S§%(W,R,T:O)—FS;)}){S(W,R,T:0)—|—... ( )

where the terms originating in the boundary bound state are only present if A < h.. The dots in (@3] represent higher
orders in K, whereas the dots in ([@4)—(@8) stand for terms with more than two particles in the intermediate state.
As we have shown above, the truncation at second order in K is sufficient for M R < —0.2. We have further argued
that the truncation at the two-particle level gives a very good accuracy for energies w < 25M.

We have plotted ([@3) in Fig. [[3 for fixed and free boundary conditions as well as a boundary magnetic field
corresponding to k = cos(w/6). For fixed boundary conditions the local spectral function has a gap 2M. The same
behaviour of is well-known from the system in the bulk. For sufficient small values of the boundary magnetic field,
however, the gap is given by F; + M, where F; is the energy of the boundary bound state. This shows that the
matrix element of o* between the vacuum state in the presence of the boundary and states containing the boundary
bound state and one additional particle is non-zero. In the limit of free boundary conditions E; tends to zero and the
gap approaches the single-particle gap M. Furthermore, we observe oscillating behaviour in w for all three boundary
conditions.

In Fig. [[4l we plot ([@3) for a boundary magnetic field corresponding to x = cos(n/6). Close to the boundary the
spectral weight is concentrated at low energies and in particular at energies w < 2M. The weight below 2M is due
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FIG. 15: Local spectral function (@3)) for fixed boundary conditions as function of the distance from the boundary (in units of
2

to the creation of the boundary bound state and one additional particle. The term responsible for this behaviour is
([®9). Both (BE) and (B7) are exponentially suppressed with increasing distance from the boundary. Hence the spectral
weight in the region 0 < w < 2M is very small, as can be seen in Fig. [ for M R = —10. This strong suppression
may complicate an experimental detection of this effect of the boundary bound state on the local spectral function.
Furthermore, the spectral function oscillates in w with a frequency depending on the distance from the boundary. For
large | R| these oscillations become very rapid, which may cause difficulties in detecting this effect as well.

Finally, we plot the local spectral function as a function of the distance from the boundary in Fig. It is clear
from this plot that the oscillations are only algebraically decaying in |R|.

In summary, the local spectral function ([@3)) exhibits two new features in the presence of a boundary. First, the
spectral function shows oscillatory behaviour both as a function of w with a frequency depending on the distance
from the boundary, and as a function of R with an energy dependent frequency. Second, for values of the boundary
magnetic field below the critical value h. = v2M we have found spectral weight in the interval M < w < 2M, i.e.,
within the gap of the bulk Ising model. This spectral weight is due to the existence of a boundary bound state, and
hence strongly suppressed with increasing distance from the boundary.

Any quasi one-dimensional material described by the quantum Ising model needs to be thought of as an ensemble
of finite length chains. If the average chain length is large, a model in terms of semi-infinite chains should constitute
a good starting point and the results obtained here should be applicable. In particular, it should be possible to
detect the midgap states in inelastic neutron scattering experiments. On the other hand, the oscillatory behaviour of
dynamical spin correlations is likely to average out.

VIII. CORRELATION FUNCTION OF THE DISORDER FIELD

In this section we briefly discuss the two-point function of the disorder field u?. Up to first order in K we find
(08| T p* (7, 21) p*(0, 22) [08) = (0] Toe (7, 1) (0, 22) [B)
Z Z > dé_ Z Z
= (0| p*(7, 1) p*(0, z2) |0>+/ o K(&) (O p*(7,21) (0, 22) [=€,6) + ..., (97)
0

where we have assumed that x; < z2. The first term equals the result in the bulk. The single-particle contribution
to it is
2/00 d_ee—MrcoshOeiMTsinhO — 42

 db X 2
ol o 0,0/ % e—M\/r2+T2 cosh 6 _ % KQ(M' /7“2 + 7—2)7 (98)

— 00 — 00

where we have used (AT). After analytic continuation, 7 = it, we observe typical light-cone behaviour. Fourier
transforming we find that the single-particle contribution to the bulk part of the spectral function is given by

2

S’{)‘Zlk(w > M,r>0)= UioM cos(m/ w? — M2). (99)

02 — M2

We note that the spectral function shows undamped oscillations as function of 7.
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If we assume 7 > 0, the leading contribution due to the presence of the boundary can be calculated using (0]
(0] p*|=€,&) = (0 £10| p* | =&, &) + 200 6(0 — £) — 2ma0 6(0 + ). (100)

The connected piece merely yields a correction to the one-particle spectral function ([@9) which vanishes for large
distances from the boundary. However, the disconnected pieces give

o g . . > d VARZ2
O'g/ %K(5)62MRcosh9€1M‘rsmh9 _ O'g/ %K(g_'_lgo)e—M 4R2+4+72 cosh & (101)

— 00 — 00

+0(he — h) (& — v) 202 cotv tan g e2MHtcosv o=Mrsinv = (1()9)

where & = arctan(7/2|R|). Note that (I01]) and (I02)) are independent of r. If we perform the analytic continuation
7 =it in ([I0I), we find an exponentially damped behaviour for 4R? > t?, and an oscillating behaviour for 4R? < t2.
The contribution to the spectral function corresponding to (IOI)) is given by

a3

NIRRT [meK(Arcosh%—H ) cos(2vw? — M2 R)—JIm K (Arcosh45+i 3 ) sin(2v/w? — M? R)} . (103)

1 0sc _
S = 02 —

We observe that ([I03)) is not damped for large distances |R|. This is due to the dissipationless propagation of a single
particle to the boundary and back, and a likewise dissipationless reflection off the boundary. On the other hand, (I02)
represents the contribution of the boundary bound state. It is seen to give rise to a §-peak contribution to the spectral
function at the energy w = M sinw, which implies that (1| u*|0g) # 0. Higher order contributions to the two-point
function of disorder operators can be calculated by the same method we employed above for the spin correlations.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

Our main result is the calculation of the dynamical spin-spin correlations in the Ising field theory with a boundary.
We have derived an expansion in powers of the boundary reflection matrix K and shown that it converges rapidly even
in the case where both operators in the two-point function are fairly close to the boundary. We have also demonstrated
that like in the bulk case higher-order terms in the expansion in the number of particles in the intermediate state
are negligible at low energies. The most notable effect of the boundary is that at sufficiently late times the spin-spin
correlations show oscillatory behaviour arbitrarily far away from the boundary. As is well known, for small values of
the boundary magnetic field a boundary bound state exists. This bound state leads to a contribution to the spectral
function within the gap of the bulk Ising chain. Similar features are also found for the Green’s functions of the
Majorana fermions and the two-point function of the disorder field.

We have seen that the expansion in powers of the boundary K-matrix breaks down close to the boundary. In
order to access this regime, other methods are necessary. One possible approach is the truncated conformal space
approach, which has already been applied successfully to the analogous problem for one-point functions?¢. In would
be interesting to generalise these results to the case of two-point functions and in this way obtain accurate expressions
for the two-point function for all values of M R.

The results obtained in the present work have applications not only to the quantum Ising model itself. It is
well-known that both anisotropic spin-1 Heisenberg chains®? and the weak-coupling two-leg spin-1/2 ladder®® can be
described in terms of three and four Ising models respectively. Correlation functions of the staggered components of
the spin operators in these models are represented by products of two-point functions of the spin and disorder fields
of the quantum Ising chain. Using the results obtained in the present work one may calculate dynamical correlation
functions for these systems.

Finally, having established that the expansion in powers of the boundary K-matrix converges even relatively close
to the boundary, one may apply the method used here to other systems. In a forthcoming work we apply the method
used in the present work to the calculation of the local tunneling density of states in a one-dimensional charge density
wave state®?,
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APPENDIX A: USEFUL FORMULAS

We summarise some formulas, which were frequently used in the derivation of the Co, 9:,’s.

sinh(z £i7/2) = +i coshuz, (A1)
cosh(z +im/2) = =+isinhz, (A2)
T —y T4y coshx — coshy
tanh tanh = A3
ATy Ay coshz + coshy’ (A3)
tanhx—y:Fiﬂ'/Q tamhx—|—y:|:i71'/2 _ cosha::F%s%nhy (A4)
2 2 coshx +1i sinhy
tanhx—yq:iwﬁ Cothx+y:|:i7r/2 _ _coshy:l:%s%nhx7 (A5)
2 2 coshy Fisinhzx
coth yFin/2 Cothx+y:|:i7r/2 _ cosh:v:l:isinhy. (A6)

2 coshx F1i sinhy

If 2,y € R, y > 0, f(0) is analytic in —arctan(z/y) < Jm6 < arctan(z/y) and at most exponentially growing for
6 — +o0, then

/ ;i_e f(e) eistinhHefMycoshG :/ ;i_e f(9 +190) €7wa2+y2 cosh97 (A?)
oo 2m oo 2T

where 0y = arctan(x/y). In particular, if « € R and f(6) = e®? then.

. 2
/Oo d_9 o0 i M sinh§ ,—Mycosho _ ly—=x o/ /Oo d_9 00 o= My/a2+y? coshf (A8)
oo 2T iyt oo 2T '

If f possesses poles in the strip — arctan(z/y) < Jm 6 < arctan(z/y) additional contributions appear on the right-hand

side of (AT]).

The explicit form of the boundary reflection matrix K at £ +i7/2 is

1 1 3 : £ .
+i tah2——1) 2 —sinh?¢) — 4k tanh 2 sinh

K(+ig) = 1+ tanh? £/2 12 + sinh® € [< 1 (K inh® £) — 4x tan 5 Sin £
(A9)

+2i (tanh§ (FL — sinh? §) + ksinh & (tanh2 £ 1))]

For the special cases of free and fixed boundary conditions this simplifies to
. 1 2§ 3 ]
Kfee(§+1Z) = —————— |1 —coth® 2 — 2i coth 2 A10
fro (€ 12) 1+coth2§/2[ O g oo (A10)
Kiixed(E+13) = _;2 [1 ~ tanh® &~ 21 tanh §] : (A11)
1+ tanh® /2 2 2

We note that the real part is even under £ — —¢& whereas the imaginary part is odd.
In the calculation of the spectral functions we use that if w € R, f(01,602) = —f(—61, —02) and [ sufficiently well
behaved, then

91; 92)
do dfs = A12
/ ! P/ w— >, cosh; 0 (A12)

/ d6,d0s f(6:,6-) (w—ZcoshH)

|
e

(A13)
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Furthermore, we use

. ﬁ cosh ¢ +1 sinh 0; T2 (cosh? € — sinh? 6;) — 4 cosh? ¢ T[> sinh 6;

— = = L , Al4
- cosh§ —isinh6; ]_[f (cosh? € + sinh? 6;) (A1)
2 2 c1.2
h i sinh 6; sinh 6; ;(cosh” { — sinh” 0;
Jm H = 57—“ S¥n = 2cosh{ Z H# ( ¢ J), (A15)
* 1 cosh & —i sinh 6 [12(cosh? € + sinh? 6;)

and similar formulas for the higher-order terms. Note that (AI4) is even under simultaneous reflection §; — —6;,

while (AT5)) is odd.

APPENDIX B: FINITE-SIZE REGULARISATION OF C>:

In order to check the infinite volume regularisation scheme for form factors involving two multiparticle states, we
evaluate Coy in the finite system 0 < 7 < L. A similar analysis was performed recently for the correlation functions
in the Ising model at finite temperatures®®. The form factors for o” in the finite system are2®

Ns (kL km| 0% 0y, . Hggk L1 900n,) Frnn (Gt s €k O - - O, (B1)
i=1 j=1

where the rapidities in the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) and Ramond (R) sector are given by

NS: MLsinh&, =27k, k€ Z+ 1, (B2)
R: MLsinh6, =2mn, n € Z. (B3)

The function F,, , in (BI) is the infinite-volume form factor

. i —0;
Fron(€1yo o &m0, ..., 0,) = ilmHm)/2l 5 H tanh &% §J H tan [1] cothgTJ, (B4)
4,J=1 4,J=1 i=1j=1
i<j i<j

where the symbol | | denotes the floor function, i.e., [2] is the largest integer | < x, and the constant as well as the
leg factors are

S(L)=1+0(c™"), g(0) =3(0) = O(e™"). (B5)

— 5
vV ML cosh#

We note that due to the fact that o” connects the NS and R sectors of the Hilbert space, the rapidities & and 60;
cannot coincide and therefore no singularities occur in the finite volume.
In terms of these form factors the finite volume regularisation of Cas is given by (we assume 21 < x9 for simplicity)

Co = = Z Z K (&) ns(0] o”(7,21) [n1, n2)g r(n2,n1]0”(0,22) | =k, k)ng (B6)

kkGNS ni1,n2€R

_ Uo D051 Z Z e2Mas cosh &y ,—Mr Y, cosh O, oiMr 3, sinh 6,
kENS n1,n2€R
k>0
2

Ony = Ony H92(9m) coth d _297” coth

n 0,
3% (&) tanh &, tanh? —2 5 & + .
i1

2

(B7)

We have evaluated (BT) and (@) numerically for several values of z1, z2 and 0.2 < 7 < 1 as well as different values of
the boundary magnetic field. The two expressions coincide within a relative error of less than 10~%. For the evaluation
we used L = 50 and N = 350 as cut-off for the momenta, i.e., 0 < k < N and —N < n; < N. The result does not
change if we use Ramond states as the outer states in (Bf]) instead of Neveu—Schwarz ones.
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FIG. 16: Graphical representation of Cy2 and Cgp. The dots represent diagrams with the same number of contractions.

APPENDIX C: HIGHER-ORDER CORRECTIONS TO (35)

In this appendix we calculate several higher-order terms in the expansion (B8], which can be compared with the
leading contributions calculated in Sec. VIl In order to simplify the notations, we will restrict ourselves to 7 > 0 and
r > 0. The correlation function for general T and r can be obtained as in Sec. [VIl

1. Calculation of C42

The next term in the series (B0 is given by

Cis (7’ 1, IQ) 4' / ;lg > d91d(922d)i3d04 K(f) e2M max(z1,r2) cosh 5€—M|r\ >, cosh@;
™ T
- (C1)

el () M3 sinh b g9, 0y 03.04) (0,63, 09,01] 0% |—E,E) .

As we restrict ourselves to 7 > 0 and r > 0, we can apply the regularisation scheme {0) to evaluate the second
matrix element

(04,03,02,01| 0° | =€, &) = (04,03 —&,&) f(O2 +im+ine, 0 +im+im)

— (04,02] = &,6) f(Os +im+ins, 0y +im+im)

+ (04, 01 —5 §) f(0z+im+ing, 0 +im+in)

+ (03,00 —&,&) f(0s+im+ing, 01 +im+im)
— (03,01 — &,&) f(Os +im+ing, 0o +im+1m2)

+ (02,01 — &,&) f(0s+im+ing, 03 +im+1in3)
<9 |§>f(6‘3+17T+i773,92+i7T+i772,91 +im+im,=§)

+(0318) f(Os+im+ing, 0 +im+ine, b1 +im+in, —&) (C2)
—{02]8) f(Os+im+im, 05 +im+ins, 01 +im +in, —§)
+(0118) f(Os+im+ing,b0s+im+ins, b0 +im+ing, —&)
+{04] = &) f(Os+im+ins, O +im+ing, 01 +im+1ing,§)
— 03] =& f(Oa+im+ing, O +im+ing, 01 +im+1im,8§)

+ (02| — &) f(Ou+im+ing, 05 +im+1ins,01 +im +im,¢E)
— (01| = &) f(Os+im+ing, b3 +im+ing, 0 +i7+ing,§)

+fOs+im+ing, O3 +im+ins, 0 +im+ing, 01 +im +in, —§,8),

This yields three terms, which are graphically represented in Fig. The first one is found to be C%, (7,21, 72) =
C3,(, 19, 1) for general 1 and 5. Furthermore, the contributions due to lines seven through 14 give

Ciy(T,21,2) = AT 727T Htanh coth 5
H ta h2 2MRcozsh£ —Mrzi cosh 6; eiMT(sinh&-i—ZisinhGi) (03)
4,j=1
1<J
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3
00 / d§ df1d02d0s K(§ . F) H cosh & — cosh 6;

6 2 (2m)3 2 '+ cosh & + coshf;
3
H ta h2 0; —0; 12MRsmh§ 71Mrzi sinh 6; e*MT(COSthFEi cosh 6;) (04)
7,7=1
i<j

a3 4o d0 a9 Lo, s
@(h _h) _0 cotv tan 5 2MRCOS’L/67MTSII]'U/ 1 2 3 H COS Sin v

. cosh §; + sinw
3 0; —
H o h2 . —1MT‘ >, sinh 6; e_MT >, cosh 9¢' (05)
i,j=1
1<j

Here (C4) shows the typical oscillating behaviour and (CH) is present if h < hc.
Finally, the last term of (C2) yields

4
% dg [ dfydbadfsdbs 9, — 0,
4 2 j
Cypa(T,21,72) = —iZ 24 S @2m) K (&) tanh¢ ”l :Iltanh —5
< (C6)

4 .
. H COShg + i sinh 91 €2Mz2 cosh ¢ efiMr >, sinh 6; efMT >, cosh6;
-, cosh§ — i sinh 6;

The next term in the expansion (B5) possesses a similar leading term, formally we find Cgy (7, 21, 22) = Ciy (T, 29, 21).

2. Calculation of C24

The fourth to seventh line of (G4]) yield

. d d& do -
0214(7'715175152) = 10’3/0 é-1/ 25;2 )K(§2+1§) tanh§1

cosh&; —1isinh & coshé; + 1 sinh @ coshé&; — coshé
cosh&; +1sinh & coshé; —1isinh € cosh&s + cosh 6

-62M$2 cosh & ei2MRsinh£2 e—i]WrsinhOe—MT(cosh0+cosh£2) (07)

_@(hc h) 210,0 cotv tan 2 2MRcosv 7M‘rsmv

d¢ cosh & — cosv coshf — sinwv
. — — K tanh
/0 2 J_ o 27 (€) tanh¢ cosh & + cosv cosh § + sinwv

COShé. +1sinh 6 2Mzo sinh § 71M7" sinh 6 7MT coshG (08)
cosh§ —isinhé

We stress that the integrand in (CT)) is exponentially suppressed for 5 — —oco. Furthermore, the last term in (G4)
yields

2 00 00 2
2 o) d§1d€2 / d91d92 2 91 9 COShgl — COShgg
= -2 K (&) tanh &; tanh
Caa(7: 21, 22) 4 Jo @2m)? J_o (27m) H (&) tanh&; tan 2 cosh & + cosh &,

2
. H COSth + 1 sinh 9] 2Mz2 > coshEI —iMr 37, sinh6; efMT > cosh@i'
cosh&; — i sinh 0

(C9)

4,j=1
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FIG. 17: Graphical representation of Cy4.
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FIG. 18: Graphical representation of CZ,, CS and C¥.

3. Calculation of Cas

For the evaluation of Cy4 we have

 dgydey, [ dydfadbsdd,s
Caa(r, 21, 22) = 48 em? ) ..~ (@ns

K(fl) K(§2) e2Mas >, cosh§;
(ClO)

e~ Mr 2o cosh 0 gIMT 3, sinh 0 £, 0, 05, 04) (04,05, 09,01] 0% | &1, &1, —E2, ) -

If we regularise the second matrix element according to [{@0) we first obtain (see Fig.[I7) the completely disconnected
term CY,(7,21,22) = Coua(T,72,21). Along the same lines as in the calculation of C3, we find after some algebra
that C},(7,21,72) = Cd4(7,22,21). Furthermore, there are two different terms with two lines connecting the two
operators, first

CQ,a — _ -0
44 (TaxlaIQ) ) 0 (27_‘_)2

 d&dés / df1dbs cosh&; — i sinh#; cosh&s + 1 sinh 6;
(27)2 HK &) tanh & H [ cosh§y +1isinhf; cosh§s — i sinh 6;

(C11)

t Ilh2 0 — 92 e2Man cosh &; 2Mas cosh &5 e—iMr >, sinh 6; e—Mr >, cosh§;

2 b

which is not symmetric under &; < &2, and second,
0 d&dgy dbydbs §1—& 01 — 02
%P % tanh? 222 tanh?
44 (Tu ZC1,(E2) 4 - (27‘() (27‘() (51) (52) an ) tan

(C12)

2 coshf; 41 sinh¢;
. H ? e2MRE cosh &; 71Mrzisinh0i eiMTzisinhfi efM‘rEicoshGi
il coshf; —1isinh¢&;

Here we can again shift & o — &1 2 +17/2. The result will, however, only yield a negligible correction to the spectral
function.

4. Calculation of Cg4, C26 and Clas

The last terms of the series ([B3]) we wish to calculate are the leading contributions of Cgyq, Cas and Cyg sketched in
Fig. The first one is found to be CZ,(7,z1,12) = C3,(T, 72, 21).
For the evaluation of the second one we start with

dé1déad db,do
Cos(T,21,22) = 12/ §E2f_2)3€3/ (21 2 HK &)e 2Mz2 >, cosh&;

(C13)

e M2 coshOs IM7 2 sinh 0 £g) 00) (02,601] 0% |—€1, &1, —Ea, &2, —E3, E3) -
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If we regularise the second matrix element according to (@0 and keep only those terms in which the two intermediate
particles are contracted with two particles possessing different rapidities from the boundary state, e.g. the term
proportional to (62, 01| &2, &3), we find

d 3
OSG (Ta zy, IQ) = 1 — 51 (51) tanh 51 €2M12 cosh &1
2 0 2

déad, . B
/_oo (52(;)63 K(6+15) K(6+15) tank? 28

3
H COShgl —1sinh 51 elQMRZS,2 sinh &; 7MT >%_,cosh§; (014)
cosh &y + 1 sinh ¢;

+0(he — h) 2i0} cotv tan — 5 U g2MReosv o—Mrsinv

/ dfl/ dés K(61) K (€2 +15) tanh & 2Mo2cosh e cosh&; — cosw
0

cosh & + cosv

h2 52 +1i (ﬂ-/2 — U) COSh§1 —i Slnh§2 elQ]WRsmhﬁg e—]W‘r C05h£2 (015)

-t
at 2 cosh&; +1sinh &

We label (CT4) by C%>* and (CIH) by C%;°". In the same way one obtains C% (7, z1, z2) = C% (7, &2, z1).

APPENDIX D: HIGHER-ORDER CORRECTIONS TO THE SPECTRAL FUNCTION
1. Two- and four-particle continuum

The second-order contribution to the two-particle continuum is given by C3z, + Cff + CZ,, which after Fourier
transformation (73] and analytic continuation reads

C%K(w, R,r=0)= (0224 + Cff + 0624)(w, R,r=0)

e2MR >, cosh§;

w—M?Y,coshf; +ié

HK &) tanh§;

> deydé, /°° d6,dbs
2 )y (2m)2 (2m)2

- 01 — 6o cosh &, — cosh s 2 ﬁ cosh&; + i sinh 6,
2 cosh & + cosh & 5 cosh&; — i sinh 0,

ﬁ cosh &, — i sinh 0; cosh & + 1 sinh 6;
et cosh & + 1 sinh 6; cosh&; — 1 sinh 6;

When calculating the spectral function, the contributions proportional to the principal value vanish as the imaginary
part of the terms in the squared brackets is antisymmetric under §; — —6;. After some straightforward algebra we
obtain

S (w,R,r =0) = / d§1d€2 / | K(&) tanh¢; ~ tanh? (’%
0’ 27T cosh2 & + sinh? ) (cosh® &; + sinh® ) /(w — M cosh §)2 — M?2

2

: (cosh &1 T cosh &2 { (cosh2 &1 + cosh? 52) };[1 [(cosh2 & — sinh? 0) (cosh2 & — sinh? é) — 4cosh? & sinh 0 sinh 0

e2MR >, cosh§;

2
+8 H cosh¢; [(cosh2 & — sinh? 9) sinh @ + (cosh2 & — sinh? 9) sinh 9} },
i=1

(D2)
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where 0 and 0’ are defined in (78). We stress that the integrand is exponentially suppressed for large M|R| by the
factor ¢2MR LI, coshé;

The first order correction in the boundary reflection matrix to the four-particle continuum is given by Cjy + Cgs.
The corresponding spectral function is

SilK(waer = O) = (844112 +ng)(w,R,7’ = O)

_og [ dE df1dfodfs  K(&) tanh¢  e2MEcoshe
12M Jo 27 J A (2m)3  cosh® € + sinh? 64 sinh6y
3 3 53
0; — 0, 0, — 46 1
. tanh? =—2 tanh? = 1
,1;[ 2 1:[1 2 1:[1 cosh? € 4 sinh? 6;
1<J 1= =
) 3 3 3
. { (cosh2§ — sinh? 94) [H (cosh2 ¢ — sinh? 91-) —4cosh?¢ Z(cosh2 ¢ — sinh? 91-) H sinh Oj]
i=1 i=1 j#i
. 3 3 3
+ 4 cosh® ¢ sinh 0, l4 cosh® ¢ [[ sinh6; — > " sinh 6; | [ (cosh® ¢ — sinh® ej)] } ,
i=1 i=1 j#i
(D3)
where 0, and A(w) are defined by
~ w 3 3 w
0y = Arcosh(M - ZZ cosh@i), Alw) = {(91,92,93) € Rg‘ Zl coshf; < v 1}. (D4)

2. Oscillating terms

The first correction to (80) is given by Cy,” + C,;°*°. The usual steps yield for the corresponding spectral function

(S2lzlosc + Sizlosc) (w7 R, r = 0)
92 /°° d¢ o q9 K(€) tanh¢  cosh@ — coshf cosh? € — sinh? 0 e2M R coshg
= 20, — — _ =
O Jo 27 J_p 27 cosh? € +sinh? @ cosh @ + cosh § cosh® € + sinh? § V/(w— M cosh )2 — M?

_ _ . . - (D5)
: { [D‘ieK(ﬁ +1iZ) (cosh? ¢ —sinh?f) +20mK (0 +i%) cosh¢ sinh 9} cos(2M Rsinh 6)

— [jmK (9 +1i %) (cosh2§ — sinh? é) — 2ReK (9~ +1i %) cosh ¢ sinh é} sin(2MR sinh 0~) },
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where 6 and 6’ are defined in (78). We stress that in comparison to (80) there appears an extra factor K (¢) e2MRcosh¢,
which shows that (D) is indeed the first correction in K to (80). The first correction in K to (82) is given by

(Sgéosc + Sgéosc) (w7 R, r = O)
o 27 .J_g 27 cosh®¢ +sinh? @ cosh? € + sinh? @ \/(w — M cosh §)2 — M?2

: { {(Sﬁe[((@ +13) ReK (0+13) —ImK (6+13)ImK(+13))
- ((cosh? ¢ — sinh? 9) (cosh? ¢ — sinh? ) — 4cosh™ & sinh ¢ sinh )
— AReK (0+13) ImK (9+15) coshé ((cosh? ¢ — sinb? 6) sinh § + (cosh® ¢ — sinh? §) sinh 9)]
- cos(2M R(sinh 6 + sinh 6))
+2 [(JmK(ﬁ +13) MK (0 +15) — ReK (0+13) Rek (0 +13) ) cosh&
: ((cosh2 ¢ — sinh®0) sinh @ + (cosh® & — sinh? §) sinh 9)

— ReK (0+13) ImK (9 +i%) (cosh? € — sinh? 6) (cosh” ¢ — sinh? ) — 4cosh’ € sinh ¢ sinh 9)}

- sin(2M R(sinh 6 + sinh 9)) }

(D6)
The oscillating contribution to local spectral function to second order in K is given by
S9i(w, R, 1) = S0 (w, B, 1) + 8117 (w, R, 1) + Sgp™ (w, R, 1) + 8§57 (w, R, 7). (D7)
We observe that the integrands are exponentially suppressed for large distances from the boundary.
3. Contributions from the boundary bound state
The second-order contribution of the boundary bound state to the spectral function is given by
SEPS(w, R, 1) = Sé&bbs(w, R,7)+ Sijlbbs(w, R,7) + Sgébbs(w, R,7) + Sgébbs(w, R,7), (D8)

where

(S;;lbbs + Si;lbbs) (w,R,7r=0) = 403 cotv tan % e?ME cosv

/Oo d¢ K (&) tanh € e2MEcoshe cogh ¢ — cosv coshé — sinv cosh? € — sinh? € (D9)
0 27 \/(w— Msinv)2 — M2 cosh§ + cosv cosh € + sinv cosh? € + sinh? €
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and

4M2 2
(Sgébbs + Sgébbs) (w,R,r=0)=— w200 cot v tan g e2MHEcosv
/°° d¢ K (&) tanh & e2MEcoshE cogh ¢ — coswv 1
0 27 \/(w— Msinv)2 — M2 cosh§ + cosv cosh? € + sinh? ¢

. { {meK (é +1 g) [(cosh 25 — cos2v — 2) (cosh2§ — sinh? é)/2 + 4 cosh¢ sinh2é cos v}

+ jmK(é +1 %) sinhé[(cosh 2€ — cos 2v — 2) cosh& — 2 cosv (cosh2§ — sinh? é)H (D10)

- €OS (2MR sinh é)
- [meK (é +1 %) sinh & {2 cosv (cosh2 ¢ — sinh? é) - (cosh 25 — cos2v — 2) cosh 5}
+ JmK (é +1 %) [(cosh 2€ — cos 20 — 2) (cosh2 ¢ — sinh? é)/2 + 4 cosh & sinh? € cos UH

. sin(2MRsinh é) }

Here € is given in (8R).
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