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Abstract

In AL = 4 super Yang-Mills spin chain, we compute reflection amgksiof magnon
bound-state off giant graviton. We first compute the reftecamplitude offy =0
brane boundary and compare it with the scattering amplihetezeen two magnon
bound-states in the bulk. We find that analytic structurehef ivo amplitudes are
intimately related each other: the boundary reflection &oge is a square-root of the
bulk scattering amplitude. Using such relation as a guidktaking known results
at weak and strong coupling limits as inputs, we find the relacamplitude of an
elementary magnon off = 0 giant graviton boundary. The reflection phase-factor
is shown to solve crossing and unitarity relations. We thempute the reflection
amplitude of magnon bound-state off the= 0 brane boundary and observe that its
analytic structures are again intimately related to the Ischttering and th¥ =0
boundary reflection amplitudes. We also take dyonic giangmoa limit of these
reflection amplitudes and confirm that their phase-shifte@agompletely with string
worldsheet computations based on complex sine-Gordotosacattering.
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1 Introduction

The newly discovered integrable structure [1] of the plaNa& 4 super Yang-Mills theory played
important role in testing the AdS/CFT correspondence [#raJl range of the ‘t Hooft coupling
parameter. By mapping the dilatation operator to an intdgrapin-chain, scaling dimension of
single trace operators is computable to all orders in peation theory [3]. The spectrum is
then compared with the excitation energy spectrum of a ftesed string in Adg§ x S° with
large angular momenta. Important physical observablehishgetup are the spectrum and the
states. Worldsheet scatteriBgnatrices offer a powerful method for extracting them [4{ilizing
underlying symmetries, Beisert [5] derived tBanatrices up to an overall phase-factor. This
phase-factor contains important dynamical informatioth was later determined by Beisert, Eden
and Staudacher [6]. The phase-factor was shown to satis#tairc crossing relation [7].

A new interesting feature arises upon introducing bourdatn integrable quantum field theo-
ries, in the presence of boundaries, full integrabilityred bulk can be maintained only for appro-
priate choices of boundary condition. The same situatimesaiin AAS/CFT correspondences [8].
In the string theory side, D-branes introduce the boundarstiting worldsheet. In thé{ = 4
super Yang-Mills (SYM) side, bifundamental or subdetermanitfield (products) introduce bound-
aries to composite operators. Not all boundaries would tasinntegrability. Recently, Hofman
and Maldacena [9] investigated two integrable boundargitmms which correspond to maximal
configurations of a giant graviton interacting with elenagptmagnons of the spin chain attached
to it. There are two kinds of them. One is tie= O brane, represented by composite operators
containing a determinant factor &}:

Oy =gl yiNuz 7y 7xZ. )8, (1)

i1..in-1B "1 IN—1

wherex, X/, ... represent other SYM fields. Another Zs= 0 brane, represented by composite
SYM operators containing a determinant factor(det
i1 in_1 Ao in_

Oy = 5i111~-~iJNN,1lB z'Jll . ‘leu,ll(xz‘ L ZXZ--ZX"Z2- XM 2)
An important difference oZ = 0 brane from ther = 0 brane is that the open super Yang-Mills
spin chain is connected to the giant graviton through bonynidapuritiesx andy”’. In this paper,
for simplicity, we shall take = --- = x”” =Y. The dilatation operator determining the conformal
dimension of these operators has been derived and mapgegitaggrable spin chain models with
appropriate boundary conditions. The corresponding baryrfstmatrices were obtained in [9] up
to boundary dressing phase-factor. Recently, this facts eetermined from boundary crossing



relation by Chen and Correa [10] fof= 0 brane. On the other hand, the corresponding factor
for Z = 0 brane is unknown. With the boundary terms preserving ratatity, this system can

be completely described by the reflection scattering matra@mely, boundans-matrix) which
preserves particle numbers and energies in the same wag asllthscattering matrix does. On
the other hand, momenta are reversed.

In this paper, using fusion procedure, we construct corapget of reflection amplitudes of
magnons and their bound-states off a giant graviton and acergnalytic structure of these am-
plitudes with that of bulk scattering amplitudes betweemnua bound-states. Thus, in section 2,
we first recapitulate relevant results of the bulk scatgeamplitudes. In section 3, utilizing the
boundary dressing phase-factor of [10], we study reflecimplitudes of a magnon bound-state
off theY = 0 brane. We find a remarkable structure that the reflectioriardp takes a square-root
form of the bulk scattering amplitude. Taking this relatesa guide and utilizing known strong
and weak coupling results [9], we then study in section 44ke0 brane as well. We first find the
reflection dressing phase-factor for an elementary magndrshow that it satisfies the crossing
and the unitary conditions. Using it, we proceed to complgeréflection amplitude of a magnon
bound-state off th& = 0 brane. We again confirm that the amplitude takes a squatdenn of
the bulk scattering amplitude that involves a magnon bastatkandboundary modes. From these
amplitudes, we also extract the reflection phase-shifte@fdiyonic giant magnon off both types
of the giant gravitons. At strong coupling, the result maycbmpared with string theory world-
sheet computations. In the latter, the phase-shift is coafybeifrom soliton scattering in complex
sine-Gordon model. In section 4, we compute these two geaunlt find perfect agreement.

2 Bulk S-Matrix of Magnon Bound-State

The magnon bound-states [11] constitute an important sBP& excitations of a single closed
string. Starting from the Bethe equation, scattering atmgés between two magnon bound-states
of chargem andn were constructed [12]. The same result is also obtainal@gffém Beisert’s
Smatrices [5]. Consider two magnon bound-st&€%, B("

BM _ Yi--Ym) > t(Z---Z4Z---Z---YmZ---2Z)
BN _— Yi---Yp) < tr(Z---ZVaZ---Z---YpZ---2Z) (3)



formed by a complex adjoint scalar fieYdin the ferromagnetic ground-statesAfWe denote by
xﬁf the spectral parameters of elementary magnon irgide

e (1+\/1+16923in2%) )

A 4gsink

and similarly byy; the spectral parameters of elementary magnons irBifle Here, g =
921 Ne/ 1612, They obey the so-called multiplet shortening conditiciis [

1 1 i 1 1 i
Xt X = Wb o= (5)
KT X X g kTyF Ty Ty
The elementary magnon has dispersion relation
E— \/1+ 16g2sir? (‘—2?) 6)

In order for these elementary magnons to form bound-st#tesspectral parameters ought to
obey [11,13]
X =X, Xp =Xg, o Xpoq=Xm
Yi =Y, Y2=Y3, o Yo1=VYa (7)
The spectral parameters of the bound-stBt&% andB(™ are given by
XT=x{, X =xu Yf=y;, Y =y, (8)

and obey the multiplet shortening conditions

1 1 mi 1 1 ni
+,. - oy = _ M +, + yv-_ - _"
X +X+ X = g’ Y +Y+ Y -9 (9)

The bound-states of char@which equals tan, nin the present case) obey the dispersion relation

X+t

== (10)

Eqo= \/Q2+1ngsin2 (g) where  €P
We are especially interested in analytic structure of scaty amplitudes. We thus begin with
recapitulation of the structure for the buikmatrix of magnon bound-states.

We first recall how theS-matrix is computed. In the ferromagnetic vacuum, exaotaiare
organized by chiral and antichiral supergrogpgs(2|2) ® psu(2|2) x Z>1, extended by diagonal
off-shell sl(2) central charges. The physical excitatiqi®8) transform under eacpsu(2|2) x

721 as(2]2) irreducibly. Overall,(8/8) = (2]2) ® (2]2). Since the centrally extended supergroup
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symmetries are identical, th& = 4 super Yang-MillsS-matrices are computed from product of
chiral and antichiraG-matrices as

1 —

S 0606 = S0 %5 )Sab 0 X5 ) g Sanlka %) (11)

Here,A refers to the S-matrix of the highest state
AXE yE) = (X —y") 12
(X7, y7) X —y) (12)

andSy is an overall phase-factor [14]:
1-25) 1

Xt yt) = X . 13
S(x,yT) <1_x+ly*)02(xi’yi> (13)

The dressing phase-factof(x*, y*), introduced first in [15], is given by exponential of symglec
form of higher conserved charges [6]:

G2(xt,yt) = ; 1 _ RZ(XﬁYi)RZ(X:ay*).

o2(yE,xF)  R(xT,y )R2(x—,yT)
In the foregoing discussions, we do not need explicit exgiomsfor R?(x,y); the expression can
be found, for example, in [16]. For the highest statgs™, y*) and the first factor ir§(x*,y*)
combine into the Beisert-Dipple-Staudacher (B[3Spatrix [17]. We shall refer the first factor in
(@I3) as BDS conversion factor.

(14)

As mentioned above, we restrict excitations to the scalét Yie= @¢. This simplifies thes
matrix computation considerably. TiSematrix is simplyA(x*,y*) in (I2), so the full scattering
amplitude is essentially the sameSéx™, y*) timesA(x*, y*) computed from thesu(2|2) x Z%1
chiral supergroup:

SleP(y)) = S, y") A, ¥) [9(Y) 9(x)). (15)

Then, the 2-bodys-matrix between the magnon bound-sta8&¥,B(" is computable by fusion
procedure, as depicted in Fig. 1. The result is

SIBM(X)BM(Y)) = Sg(X*, Y5)AXE,YH)BM (Y)BM (X)) . (16)

It takes exactly the same form as the elementary magnoresoatamplitude[(T5). SAA(X,Y)
is theS-matrix in (12) except that the spectral parameters are eplaced by those of the bound-
state [9). In fusion procedure, product of diago8ahatrices in Fig. 1 gives rise to the BDS
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Figure 1: The bulk scattering between two magnon bound-states wihtsyl parameter® Y=. The
BDS scattering amplitude originates from the diagonalexeiteractions. The extra phase-faciiig
originates from the off-diagonal vertex interactions.

scattering matrix (viz.A(X,Y) and the BDS conversion factor). The fac®(X,Y) denote an
overall phase-factor arising from product of off-diago8ahatrices in Fig. 1:

(1— 5v=) Ma(XE,YH)

(1_x+1yf> Oz(xi7Yi> ‘

Sg(XF,YF) = S(XF,YFH)mpg (X, YF) = (17)

We shall make use of these anatomical observations whenrdyayphysical picture of boundary
reflection amplitudes in the next sections. [nl(1%Y(X*,Y*) is the dressing phase-factor that
appeared in the elementary scatterfiqatrices in[(1B) except that the spectral parameters are
now replaced by those of the bound-stxfé,Y*. The extra contributio®g(X*,Y*) is the
phase-factor that arises from the scattering amplitudemgrthe constituent magnons inside each
bound-states. Fan < n,

i 2
Xt4d _yr_o 2 \m1/ xtp b_y+r_ L1 Ik
x+ Y+ X+ Y+ E( ‘ (18)
g

My (X, YF) = —
B( ) <X+XA—Y—YA X—+d-Y-—&+

k=1
The first part in the product represents the would-bkannel pole. Notice that, by charge conser-
vation of the scalar field® obeyed throughout the interactions, this part disappebesm = n.

In the strong coupling limit, the phase-factbr](18) feasurgeresting analyticity properties as
a function of the spectral variables. In the Hofman-Malaecesgime [18]i(h, n held fixed ag —
®), the dressing phase-fact&(X*,Y*) dominates ove?t(X*,Y*). In the dyonic giant magnon
regime [19] (the ‘magnon densityh/g,n/g held fixed asy — =), Sg(X*,Y*) andM(X*,YF)
are of the same order. This demonstrates that, at least istribieg coupling regime, functional
form of the overall phase-fact@B(Xi,Yi) depends on the density of the elementary magnons
only and not on other details of the bound-states. Thergfoeepropose to take magnon bound-
state as an interesting probe for diagnosing analytic stre®f phase-factors that may also show
up in other processes such as reflection scattering off adaoyn



3 Reflection Amplitudes off Y =0 Brane

With the motivations explained in the previous section, we/consider giant gravitons and scat-
tering a magnon bound-state off them. The giant gravitoaB&S states it\| = 4 super Yang-
Mills theory and creates open boundary to the spin chainhénAdS/CFT dual description, the
giant gravitons are where open fundamental string endseratically, the scattering between
magnon bound-states and the scattering of magnon boutedegt#he giant graviton are shown in
Fig. 1 and Fig. 2.

We take analytic structure of the bulk phase-fadtol (18)wsedul guide for boundary reflection
amplitudes. We shall be computing the boundary scatteRngatrix explicitly forY = 0 and
Z = 0 branes and investigate the boundary phase-factors® Foiatrix off theY = 0 brane, we
shall find that the resulting boundary phase-factor is giveghe form remarkably consistent with
the bulk phase-factol_(18). Proceeding to the 0 brane, we shall motivate ourselves by taking
these organizing structure of the dressing phase-facter gisideline. We then put forward a
proposal for the boundary phase-factor by taking accouall @hown results at both the weak and
the strong coupling regimes. Our proposal takes a remaylsaflple functional form, satisfies all
consistency conditions and fully agrees with the aforeinaetl analytic structure of the bound-
state phase-factor.

%4

Figure 2: The reflection of magnon bound-state with spectral paraméte off the left boundary.
Reflection-double of the process across the boundary igdela the bulk scattering in Fig. 1.

For the case ol = 0 brane, the boundary breaks the excitation symmetry stqugugto



psu(1]2) ® psu(1]2). The reflection matrix is given by

X 00 0 ~X. 00 0
Y oty _ pY (ot 0O 100 Yoty Y (ot 0O 100
0O 001 0O 001

Here, R}, , Rir denote the corresponding reflection phase-factors. Asbtlk, the full super
Yang-Mills reflection matrix® ¥ is computed by direct product pfu(1|2) ® psu(1]2) chiral and
antichiralS-matrices. For the reflection off either boundary, it is deditby

RY () = ROC)R () = jxi)ﬁﬂxi» (20)

Here,ﬂ[(x),,&\é(x) are the reflection amplitudes of the highest state:

X+ X~
NS AY (Y
A(XT) = = and  AR(XY) = i (21)
The reflections off the left- and right-boundary are reldiggarity operatiorP : x* — —xT.
The boundary phase-factdR), andR¥; must obey boundary crossing relations [9]:
. 1 L 4x 1
ROL (xR (X) = =X (22)

RIROIRIROE) & +x* So(—xF,xF)
wherex™ = 1/x* andS is the overall phase-factor for bulk scattering giveriin)(23ore recently,

the boundary crossing relation {22) was solved fortthe 0 brane [10]. As the BDS conversion

factor in [I3) becomes trivial ify(x*, —x7), the solutions for left- and right-boundary reflection
are simply

- +
RIL(¢) =00, =) and  Ri(x) = 2-0(—x"x"). (23)
Taking them into account, the reflection amplitudes forthe @@ magnon (which is the singlet

underpsu(1|2) @ psu(1]2)) is given by

RYo(x")) = RE(x")A
Re |o(x")) = RIR(<H)AR)|g(—xT)). (24)

=
—~
X

We now consider scattering of the magnon bound-ﬂé{t)qﬁxi) in () off theY = 0 brane. As
depicted in Fig. 2, the boundary reflection amplitude is cotaple via the fusion procedure. The
result is

RY[BM (X*)) = REL (XA (XF) B (=XT)) (25)
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and hence takes the same form as the elementary magnomatapllﬂereﬁi[(xi) is the left-
reflection amplitude in[{21) except the spectral parametdes to those of the bound-staB&".
The boundary phase-factor

REL(X™) = Al (XF)RIL(XF)IMY (X*) = —a(X*, —XT)m" (X*) (26)
contains, much the same as the bulk scattering case, theltstate phase-factor
n1/ xX+t4+L Ik
MY (X*) =[] <—++|2§ . (27)
k=1 \ Xty

Remarkably, the reflection amplitude [n126) is exactly thaeae-root of the bulk counterpart in
(18) upon takingn= n andY* = —XT in the latter. In fusion procedure, this is evident from the
observation that Fig. 1 is the same as reflection-doublegf Fiacross th& = 0 boundary. As
there is no localized mode at the boundary, in the reflediauble process, product of diagonal
S matrices ought to be absent. This means we should removerdibg(X,Y) amplitude and
the BDS conversion factor from the bulk scattering (16) atehtify square-root of the remaining
product of off-diagonals matrices with the process in Fig. 2. This yields precisel)(Recall
that the would-bé-channel pole in(18) disappears omae- n is set for the present situation.

Contrary to the bulk factor which contains Coleman-Thun [20e double poles, this bound-
ary factor has simple poles. One might be tempted to intethsem as boundary bound-states.
However, this is not the case: it is straightforward to chéwkt these poles do not satisfy the
boundary Bethe-Yang equations. Therefore they have rptoinlo with formation of boundary
bound-states. This fits with the fact ti¥at= 0 brane does not support localized mode at the bound-
ary. This also fits with the aforementioned relation for magbound-state scattering amplitudes
that the boundary phase-factor should be viewed as squatrefrthe bulk phase-factor.

4 Reflection Amplitudes off Z=0 Brane

We next compute reflection amplitude off tde= 0 giant graviton. Unlike th& = 0 brane case,
there now exists a localized degree sitting at each bour{daryeen from the corresponding SYM
operators in[(2)). Its spectral parameter is given by [9]

Xg = 4lg(2+ V22 + 162) (28)

with the relation

1 i 1
Xg+ — = — Viz. Xt — —Xg — — = —. 29
B+ R R (29)
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Notice that we expressed these relations in suggestivesfthrat the localized mode may be viewed
asn = 2 magnon bound-state at maximum momenjug 1t by interpretingpqgt = +xgin (@). Be-

low, we shall find further supporting evidence of such intetation. Presence of the boundary
retains the fullpsu(2|2) ® psu(2]2) symmetry group. The boundary mode transforms as the fun-
damental representation under these groups. Their eneegain given by the central charge:

1
EB:Tg(XB—X—B) — J/1+4g. (30)

As for the bulk, the reflection matrix can be completely deieed up to an overall phase-
factor by utilizing thepsu(2|2) symmetry [9]. Here we consider the same type of scalar fdn bot
bulk (@(x*)) and boundarygs(xg)). We also focus on scattering off the left boundary. Thetrigh
boundary result is obtainable by parity transformationx™ — —xT. Again, we define the full
reflection matrix® # off the left boundary by

Z(x,xg) = RS, (X, xg) RE(X, X8) ==———RZ(x, Xg), (31)

AZXB

whereRj, (x,xg) denotes a reflection phase-factor a&fc{x, xg) is the elementary reflection am-
plitude for the highest state

Tt oy X"
AL(X 7XB)_ —

X

) = T ACE ). (32)
Thus, the full reflection amplitude for the scalar= @pis given by

RZ |98 (xe)P(x")) = RGL (X", x8) AL (X", Xe) | 9(XB ) —X)) (33)

In (32), the first part originates from magnon reflection b boundary and is the sameYas- 0
reflection amplitude. The second part dependggrso it arises from magnon scattering with the
localized mode at the boundary. The last expression_in (§&nasupports the proposed interpre-
tation of the localized mode as an= 2 magnon bound-state at maximum momendm= +xg.

We first determine the overall phase-facR§; . Based on our result fof = 0 brane and lower
order result at strong and weak coupling limits of Rﬁg presented in [9], here we assert that the
overall phase-factor is given by

- 1
RS, (X, Xg) = x <X++ _> <11L X+1XB> -o(xE, —xT) o2 (xE, x5). (34)

+ — 1
X X"+ X~ X~ Xg

The first part encodes weak coupling perturbative result®upo loops, while the second part
expressed in terms of dressing phase-factors encodesrtimg stoupling leading order results

9



extracted from time-delay in sine-Gordon soliton scatigriWWe now argue thaf (84) satisfies all
requisite conditions.

First, (34) is the minimal extension of tiye= 0 brane to a situation a localized mode is present
at the boundary. This is most transparently seen by arrgrigmscattering amplitude (33) as

RGL (. xB) AL (x, X8) = RiL(OAY (x) - Sg (xe. X)A(Xe, X). (35)

In the right hand side, the first part originates from an elei@g magnon scattering off empty &

0) boundary. The second part is due to the localized modewiolg the proposed interpretation
of the localized mode as = 2 magnon bound-state, it originates from bulk scatteringvben
m = 2 magnon bound-state (at maximal momentprs M) andn = 1 elementary magnon with
X =xg,Y = xin [@7). The bulk scattering amplitude in this case is givgn b

1+ 2 X"+ +Xe+ xt+ L
&)(XB,X) = : 1XB 02<X 7X§); 9ﬁB(XBa ) ( X]_ 1 - x]_ (36)
1—m ++X_+_XB_@ X +XT

Multiplying them, we find that they yield all thes-dependent parts i (B4) ard (35).

Second, the proposed reflection phase-factor solves tisgsingprelation. Chirapsu(2|2) part
of the crossing relation was computed in [10]. Putting tbgeboth chiral and antichiral parts, we
obtain the fullpsu(2|2) @ psu(2|2) crossing relation as

_ 1 1
R (KRB (F) = e :<X +§>02(—>?ﬂxi>-h% (Xf“g) (?“B)(s?)

R(Z)R(Xi)R%R(XJF) Xt + & = — X8

X—

Here,

XX —xg 1+ (X'x " xg)?
hg(x*,xg) = v <X+ —XB) (1—xtx")(1— (xtxg)?2)

_ 1
— = +X
_ (X+ XB) S e ). (38)
XT —XB X_++XB
where the second line is obtained from the first by using th#iphet shortening conditions for
x* andxg. Compared to¥ = 0 brane case, extra part in the crossing relation (37) afises
magnon scattering with the localized states at the boundaryg precisely accomodated by the

xg-dependent part in our proposed solutibnl (34). By a stréoglvard computation, we checked
that our proposed phase-factor](34) solves the crossiatioeI[37).

Third, the phase-factor (B84) satisfies the unitarity caadit
RS, (xF,xg) RS, (—xT,xg) = 1, (39)

10



provided reversed ordering in properly taken into accoustattering process between the magnon
and the localized mode.

To elucidate our proposed reflection phase-fa¢tar (34),avepuite reflection amplitude of the
magnon bound-sta®" off theZ = 0 brane, again using the fusion method. For the left boundary
the result takes the same form as the elementary ampli@e (3

RZ|@s(xe)B™ (X)) = REL (X, xa) AL (X, %g) |9a(xg)B™ (=X 7)) . (40)

Here,Rg, is the bound-state reflection phase-factor:

REL(X,x8) = RGL (X, XB)M*(X) (41)
wheredZ is given by
Xtk (X4 g
MZ(X) = (x— +X_1*> (x— +i ﬁ mY (XF). (42)
X= Xx-Tg

Again, analytic properties fit to our interpretation of tieedlized mode as1= 2 magnon bound-
state at the maximum momentum and relation of the amplitadbe bulk scattering amplitude
via reflection-double. The reflection amplitude](40) is esisély (35) times9t4(X). In relat-
ing the reflection-double of Fig. 2 with Fig. 1, we note thabguct of off-diagonalS matrices
is independent okg and yields the reflection amplitude f¥r= 0 brane. According to our in-
terpretation, product of diagonal matrices gives bulk scattering amplitude far= 2 magnon
bound-state anB(". Indeed, the first factor ifi.(#2) combined with the first facib9g (xg, X)

in (38) reproduces the double pole. The second factdrih ¢d@esponds to thechannel pole.
Finally, A(xg,X) timesa?(X*,x3) corresponds to the two-body scattering amplitude. As such,
comparing reflection-double of Fig.2 with Fig. 1, we showlkle square-root of Fig. 1 only for the
off-diagonal contribution.

The facton&f in the reflection amplitudé (40) has a simple pole at
Xg =X~ 43)
with the energy

Eszié [<X+_Xi+) - (X_—Xi)] +i§ (xB—X—lB) =4/ (N+1)2+4g2. (44)

This pole corresponds to the excited state of the boundameddormed by binding the-magnon
bound-state to the elementary boundary degree. The remd®mitors in)i4 do not give rise to
any new bound-state poles for the same reason aé h8 brane case.

11



5 Strong Coupling Limit

To confirm our results, we take the strong coupling limit anchpare them with classical string

worldsheet computations. The magnon bound-state is tbescas a soliton in complex sine-

Gordon equation [19]. The comparison was already made fonidygiant magnon scattering in

the bulk. In this limit, adopting the notation of [14], theastering phase-shift for the bound-state
B takes the form

dg (XE,YF) = 2g [K(XHT,Y ) + K(X7,Y7) =K(XT,Y7) =K(X™,Y")] (45)

There are two sources contributing kg X,Y): the dressing phase-factor and the bound-state
phase-factor. From-[loga?(X,Y)]/2gi of the dressing phase-factor, we extract that

KaressingX,Y) = — Kx + %) - <Y+ %)} log <1— %) . (46)

From[logMg(X,Y)]/2gi of the bound-state phase-factor, taking account of thetgizagnon
regime, we also extract that

Kbound-statd X, Y) = KX + %) — (Y + %)] log Kx + %) — <Y + %)} . (47)

In string worldsheet computations, the phase-shift wagoeded from time-delay in scattering two
solitons of complex sine-Gordon model. For the bulk scettgithe two results were in complete
agreement [19]. We now want to check if the same holds forg¢fieation phase-shifts.

ForY = 0 brane case, because](27) is the square-root of the bullesegtamplitude, the
reflection phase-shift is immediately given by

1

5 (X*) = éE)B(—ij, XE). (48)

In string worldsheet computations, the corresponding @isasft is computable from the method
of image. The time delay off the boundary equals to the haliescattering between two identical
solitons carrying opposite momenta. Therefore, the twoltesagree with each other.

ForZ =0 brane case, the boundary mode contributié(X*, x5 ) that enters througRj; (X, xg)
in (40) adds extra shift to that commonYe= 0 brane[(4B). Quite remarkably, noting tb(§t—> +i,
we find thatKpound-stated Xs, X) equals zero. It implies that, in the dyonic giant magnonmegithis
contribution is universal for any kind of the boundary moelementary or composite. This leads
to the conclusion that the total reflection phase-shiftvegiby

1
3 (X, x8) = 585 (—XT, X*) +3p (g, X*), (49)

12



wherex§ — &i. In string worldsheet computations, the second term (baynehode contribution)
admits an intuitive understanding: in the method of imabis, phase-shift arises from scattering
the soliton and its image soliton off a fixed soliton sittingtee boundary [9]. Once again, both
results agree with each other.
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