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Abstract

We present algorithmic perturbative solution of N = 4 SYM quantum spectral
curve in the case of twist 2 operators, valid to in principle arbitrary order in coupling
constant. The latter treats operator spins as arbitrary integer values and is written
in terms of special class of functions – products of rational functions in spectral
parameter with sums of Baxter polynomials and Hurwitz functions. It is shown
that this class of functions is closed under elementary operations, such as shifts,
partial fractions, multiplication by spectral parameter and differentiation. Also, it
is fully sufficient to solve arising non-homogeneous multiloop Baxter and first order
difference equations. As an application of the proposed method we present the
computation of anomalous dimensions of twist 2 operators up to four loop order.
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1 Introduction

Recently, we have seen a lot of progress in the study of integrability in quantum field
theories with extended supersymmetry, for a review and introduction see [1–6]. In par-
ticular a lot of attention was payed to the study of anomalous dimensions of twist 2
operators in N = 4 super Yang-Mills (SYM) theory together with related DGLAP and
BFKL evolution dynamics, see [7, 8] for a review. The latter could be conveniently de-
scribed in a language of integrable long-range super spin chains, where calculation of
anomalous dimensions reduces to calculation of spin chains spectra. The most impressive
results in such type of calculations were achieved within quantum spectral curve (QSC)
approach, see [9, 10] for an introduction. QSC is basically a set of algebraic relations
for Baxter type Q-functions together with their analyticity and Riemann-Hilbert mon-
odromy conditions [11–18]. Within quantum spectral curve approach one can relatively
easy obtain numerical solution for any coupling and spin chain state [19–21]. Also, QSC
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formulation allows to construct analytic perturbative solutions at weak coupling up to,
in principle, arbitrary loop order [15, 22, 23]. These analytical solutions, in contrast to
numerical ones [19–21], are however limited to the situation when the states quantum
numbers are given explicitly by some fixed integers.

The aim of the present article is to provide analytical perturbative solution of N = 4
SYM quantum spectral curve equations in the case of twist 2 operators treating operator
spins as arbitrary integer values. The obtained solution is valid to in principle arbitrary
order in coupling constant. Before such a solution for arbitrary spins was considered only
for asymptotic multiloop Baxter equation [24,25] and as such do not account for finite size
wrapping corrections. The authors of [24, 25] used Mellin space technique and were able
to obtain at most four-loop asymptotic contribution to anomalous dimensions of twist 2
operators. Our own experience with Mellin space technique in the context of quantum
spectral curve [26] has also showed that the use of this technique becomes very complex
at higher loop orders. The approach we are going to present here on the other hand does
all calculations directly in spectral parameter space and gives algorithmic perturbative
solution at any loop order. It is further development of the technique originally developed
for twist 1 operators in ABJM model in [27,39]. Similar to [27,39], the presented solution
is based on the existence of a class of functions - products of rational functions in spectral
parameter with sums of Baxter polynomials and Hurwitz functions, which is closed under
elementary operations, such as shifts and partial fractions, as well as differentiation. The
introduced class of function is sufficient for finding solutions of the involved inhomogeneous
Baxter and first order difference equations using recursive construction of the dictionary
of particular solutions for canonical types of inhomogeneities. The presented approach has
the potential for generalizations to higher twists of operators, as well as to other theories
such as ABJM model and twisted N = 4 SYM and ABJM models. Moreover, similar ideas
should be also applicable to the study of BFKL regime within QSC approach [28–30].

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we give necessary details
on N = 4 SYM quantum spectral curve equations with the emphasis on Pµ-system.
Section 3 contains the details of the solution of Riemann-Hilbert problem for Pµ - system
relevant to the calculation of anomalous dimensions of twist 2 operators. Next, section 4
discusses the solution of the involved inhomogeneous difference equations. Section 5 gives
details on the solution of the constraint equations. Finally, in section 6 we come with our
conclusion. Appendices contain details of our calculation dropped in the main body of
the paper together with notation used.

2 N = 4 SYM quantum spectral curve

At present the most advanced framework for the calculation of anomalous dimensions of
different operators inN = 4 SYM is provided by quantum spectral curve (QSC) approach.
The latter is the reformulation of Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz (TBA) equations for
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long-range psu(2, 2|4) spin chain [31–38] in terms of a finite set of functional equations
(Q-system) together with their analyticity and Riemann-Hilbert monodromy conditions
[11–15]. In the sl(2) sector we are interested in the QSC equations (so called Pµ-system)
take the form of Riemann-Hilbert problem [11, 12]:

µab − µ̃ab = P̃aPb − P̃bPa , (2.1)

P̃a = (µχ) b
a Pb , (2.2)

µ̃ab = µ
[2]
ab , (2.3)

where (µχ) b
a ≡ µacχ

cb and

χab =




0 0 0 −1
0 0 +1 0
0 −1 0 0
+1 0 0 0


 (2.4)

Here, indexes a, b take values 1, 2, 3, 4 and µab is antisymmetric matrix, which entries

µ12 = µ1, µ13 = µ2, µ14 = µ23 = µ3, µ24 = µ4, µ34 = µ5. (2.5)

are subject to constraint
µ1µ5 − µ2µ4 + µ2

3 = 1. (2.6)

The functions Pa and µab are functions of spectral parameter u. The Pa - functions
have only one Zhukovsky cut1 (u ∈ [−2g, 2g]) on the defining (physical) Riemann sheet,
while functions µab have infinitely many branch points at positions u = ±2g + iZ. Next,
f [n](u) = f(u + in

2
) and f̃(u) denotes analytic continuation of function f(u) around one

of its branch points on the real axis located at −2g and 2g. The boundary conditions for
the above Riemann-Hilbert problem are specified by the large u asymptotics of Pa and
µi functions:

P1 ≃ A1u
−L+2

2 ,P2 ≃ A2u
−L

2 ,P3 ≃ A3u
L−2

2 ,P4 ≃ A4u
L
2 ,

µ1 ∼ u∆−L, µ2 ∼ u∆−1, µ3 ∼ u∆, µ4 ∼ u∆+L, µ5 ∼ u∆+L (2.7)

with

A1A4 =
[(L− S + 2)2 −∆2][(L+ S)2 −∆2]

16iL(L+ 1)
,

A2A3 =
[(L+ S − 2)2 −∆2][(L− S)2 −∆2]

16iL(L− 1)
. (2.8)

Here L is the twist, S - spin and ∆ is conformal dimension of the sl(2) operator under
consideration. Finally, the operator anomalous dimension γ is related to its conformal
dimension as γ = ∆− S − L.

1Here and below g2 =
Ncg

2

Y M

16π2 , where gYM is N = 4 SYM coupling constant and Nc is the number of
colors.
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3 Riemann-Hilbert problem for Pµ-system

It is convenient to start the solution of the original Riemann-Hilbert problem (2.1)-(2.3)
by writing down its defining equations for all values of indexes a and b. Then, their
straightforward algebraic solution shows that all functions µi and P̃a can be expressed in
terms of µ1, µ4, P̃2 and Pa - functions. Introducing notation

q1 = gLµ
[1]
1 , q4 = gLµ

[1]
4 , r2 = gL

P̃
[−1]
2

P
[−1]
2

(3.9)

we have

gLµ2 =
1

(P2)
2 q

[1]
1 +

(P1)
2

(P2)
2 q

[−1]
4 −

2P1

P2
r
[1]
2 +

(
P3

P2
−

1

(P2)
2 +

P1P4

(P2)
2

)
q
[−1]
1 , (3.10)

gLµ
[2]
2 = −

1

(P2)
2 q

[−1]
1 +

(P1)
2

(P2)
2 q

[1]
4 −

2P1

P2
r
[1]
2 +

(
P3

P2
+

1

(P2)
2 +

P1P4

(P2)
2

)
q
[1]
1 , (3.11)

gLµ3 = −r[1]2 +
P1

P2

q
[−1]
4 +

P4

P2

q
[−1]
1 , (3.12)

gLµ
[2]
3 = −r[1]2 +

P1

P2

q
[1]
4 +

P4

P2

q
[1]
1 , (3.13)

gLµ5 =
1

(P2)
2 q

[1]
4 +

2P4

P2
r
[1]
2 −

(P4)
2

(P2)2
q
[−1]
1 +

(
P3

P2
−

1

(P2)
2 −

P1P4

(P2)
2

)
q
[−1]
4 , (3.14)

gLµ
[2]
5 = −

1

(P2)
2 q

[−1]
4 +

2P4

P2
r
[1]
2 −

(P4)
2

(P2)2
q
[1]
1 +

(
P3

P2
+

1

(P2)
2 −

P1P4

(P2)
2

)
q
[1]
4 (3.15)

and

gLP̃1 = P1r
[1]
2 +

1

P2
q
[−1]
1 −

1

P2
q
[1]
1 , (3.16)

gLP̃3 = −
P1

(P2)
2 q

[−1]
4 +

P1

(P2)
2 q

[1]
4 +P3r

[1]
2 −

P4

(P2)
2 q

[−1]
1 +

P4

(P2)
2 q

[1]
1 , (3.17)

gLP̃4 = −
1

P2

q
[−1]
4 +

1

P2

q
[1]
4 +P4r

[1]
2 (3.18)

The same solution for µ1, µ4, P̃2 - functions gives us the following difference equations:

1
(
P

[1]
2

)2 q
[2]
1 +

1
(
P

[−1]
2

)2 q
[−2]
1

+




1

P
[1]
2 P

[−1]
2

(
P

[1]
1 P

[−1]
4 −P

[−1]
1 P

[1]
4

)
+

P
[1]
3

P
[1]
2

−
P

[−1]
3

P
[−1]
2

−
1

(
P

[1]
2

)2 −
1

(
P

[−1]
2

)2


 q1

5



+

(
P

[−1]
1

P
[−1]
2

−
P

[1]
1

P
[1]
2

)(
r2 + r

[2]
2

)
= 0 , (3.19)

r2 − r
[2]
2 +

(
P

[1]
4

P
[1]
2

−
P

[−1]
4

P
[−1]
2

)
q1 +

(
P

[1]
1

P
[1]
2

−
P

[−1]
1

P
[−1]
2

)
q4 = 0 , (3.20)

1
(
P

[1]
2

)2 q
[2]
4 +

1
(
P

[−1]
2

)2 q
[−2]
4

+




1

P
[1]
2 P

[−1]
2

(
P

[1]
1 P

[−1]
4 −P

[−1]
1 P

[1]
4

)
+

P
[1]
3

P
[1]
2

−
P

[−1]
3

P
[−1]
2

−
1

(
P

[1]
2

)2 −
1

(
P

[−1]
2

)2


 q4

+

(
P

[1]
4

P
[1]
2

−
P

[−1]
4

P
[−1]
2

)(
r2 + r

[2]
2

)
= 0 . (3.21)

Note, that two Baxter equations above are coupled only though r2 - function. Now, to
find a perturbative solution of the obtained equation we will follow the work of [22] and
employ for Pa - functions the weak coupling ansatz2 as Pa ≡ (gx)−L/2pa, where

p1 =
g

x
+

∞∑

k=2

∞∑

l=0

c
(l)
1,k

gk+2l

xk
, (3.22)

p2 = 1 +

∞∑

k=2

∞∑

l=0

c
(l)
2,k

gk+2l

xk
, (3.23)

p3 =
∞∑

l=0

A
(l)
3 g

2luL−1 +
L−2∑

j=1

∞∑

l=0

m
(l)
j g

2luj +
∞∑

k=1

∞∑

l=0

c
(l)
3,kg

k+2l

xk
, (3.24)

p4 =
∞∑

l=0

A
(l)
4 g

2luL +
L−1∑

j=1

∞∑

l=0

n
(l)
j g

2luj +
∞∑

k=2

∞∑

l=0

c
(l)
4,kg

k+2l

xk
(3.25)

and x stands for Zhukovsky variable x = u
2g

(
1 +

√
1− 4g2

u2

)
. The analytical continuation

of the ansatz for P-functions through the cut on real axis is simple and is given by [22]:

P̃a =

(
x

g

)L/2

p̃a , p̃a = p̃a

∣∣∣
x→1/x

. (3.26)

2Here, we fixed residual gauge symmetry of QSC equations by setting A1 = g2 and A2 = 1 [22]
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On the other hand the same P̃a - functions (a = 1, 3, 4) can be obtained through the
equations (3.16)- (3.18), while the P̃2 - function can be expressed though the solution for
r2 function from Eq. (3.20). These two possible ways of obtaining the same quantities

give us means to determine unknown coefficients c
(l)
a,k, A

(l)
3 , A

(l)
4 , m

(l)
j and n

(l)
j . The latter

for twist 2 operators (spin chain states) are functions of spin S only. Note, that to find
perturbative solution of Pµ - system we also use perturbative expansion of q1, q2 and r2
functions as (k = 1, 4):

qk(u) =
∞∑

l=0

q
(l)
k (u)g2l, (3.27)

r2(u) =
∞∑

l=0

r
(l)
2 (u)g2l. (3.28)

In addition, when solving nonhomogeneous Baxter equations (3.19) and (3.21) we need
to specify boundary condition to fix uncertainty in the homogeneous pieces of solutions.
This can be conveniently done by requiring that the following combinations of functions3

µa + µ̃a = µa + µ[2]
a , (3.29)

µa − µ̃a√
u2 − 4g2

=
µa − µ

[2]
a√

u2 − 4g2
(3.30)

are free of cuts on the whole real axis. In particular in weak coupling expansions these
combinations should be free of poles at u = 0.

In what follows we will consider perturbative solution of the described Riemann-Hilbert
problem in a special case of twist 2 operators, so from now on we set L = 2.

4 Solution of difference equations

The most complicated step in the solution of Riemann-Hilbert problem for Pµ - system
described in previous section is the solution of non-homogeneous difference equations
(3.19)-(3.21). The solution start with leading order of Eq. (3.19) and proceeds recursively.
At leading order Eq. (3.19) is given by

(u+
i

2
)2q(u+ i) + (u−

i

2
)2q(u− i)− (2u2 −

1

2
− S(S + 1))q(u) = 0 (4.31)

3This follows from the fact, that µi - functions have square root cuts on the real axis and collision of
branch points in weak coupling expansion at u = 0 may produce poles.
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Here, we have accounted that A
(0)
3 = −iS(S+1) as follows from Eq. (2.8) and previously

set value of A2 = 1. The solution of this equation is easy to find4 and is given by

QS(u) = 3F2

(
−S, S + 1,

1

2
− i u; 1, 1; 1

)
(4.32)

times some spin dependent constant α. Note, that the normalization of our Baxter poly-
nomial is different from [22] and is chosen in such a way as to have simple elementary
operations for the latter. Now, we claim that the solutions of all other difference equa-
tions can be done using techniques similar to [27,39]. In particular all calculations can be
done algebraically within the special class of functions: products of rational functions in
spectral parameter with sums of above Baxter polynomials and Hurwitz functions5. Lets
see how it is done.

4.1 Elementary operations

The solution of difference equations presented below relies heavily on our ability to write
down their inhomogeneous parts in a prescribed canonical form, such that their particular
solutions should be considered only for inhomogeneities of these special types. For that
reason we need to know expressions for elementary operations, such as shifts, partial
fractions and multiplication by spectral parameter of Baxter polynomial. All of these
elementary operations were successfully found empirically. For shifts and multiplication
by simple fractions we obtained the following rules6:

Q
[2]
S = QS + 2

S∑

k=1

(−1)k(1 + 2S − 2k)QS−k

k−1∑

n=0

1

S − n
, (4.33)

Q
[−2]
S = QS + 2

S∑

k=1

(1 + 2S − 2k)QS−k

k−1∑

n=0

1

S − n
(4.34)

and

Qs

u+ i/2
=

1

u+ i/2
− 2i

S∑

k=1

(−1)k(1 + 2S − 2k)QS−k(u)
k−1∑

n=0

(−1)n

(S − n)2
, (4.35)

Qs

u− i/2
=

(−1)S

u− i/2
+ 2i

S∑

k=1

(1 + 2S − 2k)QS−k(u)

k−1∑

n=0

(−1)n

(S − n)2
(4.36)

4One can use Mellin transform for example
5See Appendix A for their definitions.
6Spin S is assumed to be even.
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Then for Q-sums7 we have

Q
[2σ]
S =QS + 2〈Q|(−σ)•(1 + 2S − 2•),

1

S − •+ 1
〉

+ 2〈Q|(−σ)•
(1 + 2S − 2•)

S − •+ 1
〉 , (4.37)

〈Q|w,W 〉[2σ] =〈Q|w,W 〉+ 2〈Q|(−σ)•(1 + 2S − 2•),
1

S − •+ 1
, (−σ)•w(•),W 〉

+ 2〈Q|(−σ)•
(1 + 2S − 2•)

S − •+ 1
, (−σ)•w(•),W 〉 , (4.38)

and

QS

u+ i/2
=

1

u+ i/2
+ 2i〈Q|(−1)•(1 + 2S − 2•),

(−1)•

(S − •+ 1)2
〉+ 2i〈Q|

(1 + 2S − 2•)

(S − •+ 1)2
〉 ,

(4.39)

QS

u− i/2
=

1

u− i/2
− 2i〈Q|(1 + 2S − 2•),

(−1)•

(S − •+ 1)2
〉 − 2i〈Q|

(−1)•(1 + 2S − 2•)

(S − •+ 1)2
〉 ,

(4.40)

1

u+ i/2
〈Q|w,W 〉 =

1

u+ i/2
〈w,W 〉+ 2i〈Q|

(1 + 2S − 2•)

(S − •+ 1)2
, w,W 〉

+ 2i〈Q|(−1)•(1 + 2S − 2•),
(−1)•

(S − •+ 1)2
, w,W 〉 , (4.41)

1

u− i/2
〈Q|w,W 〉 =

1

u− i/2
〈(−1)•w(•),W 〉 − 2i〈Q|

(−1)•(1 + 2S − 2•)

(S − •+ 1)2
, (−1)•w(•),W 〉

− 2i〈Q|(1 + 2S − 2•),
(−1)•

(S − •+ 1)2
, (−1)•w(•),W 〉 . (4.42)

Here w is some single weight and W denotes any (including null) sequence of other
weights in a sum. As we already noted, the above relations are valid only for even spin
values. It turns out however that the inhomogeneities of our difference equations will also
include QS−1(u) polynomials. So we are also require similar relations for QS−1(u) Baxter
polynomials. The latter are given by

Q
[2σ]
S−1 =QS−1 − 2σ〈Q|(−σ)•(1 + 2S − 2•),

1

S − •+ 1
〉

+ 2σ〈Q|
(−σ)•

S − •+ 1
〉+

2σ

S
〈Q|(−σ)•(1− 2•)〉 , (4.43)

7See Appendix B for their definition and notation.
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and

1

u+ i/2
QS−1 =

1

u+ i/2
+ 2i〈Q|((−1)•1 + 2S − 2•),

(−1)•

(S − •+ 1)2
〉

+ 4i〈Q|
1

S − •+ 1
〉 − 2i〈Q|

1

(S − •+ 1)2
〉+

2i

S2
〈Q|(−1)•(1 + 2S − 2•)〉 ,

(4.44)

1

u− i/2
QS−1 =−

1

u− i/2
+ 2i〈Q|(1 + 2S − 2•),

(−1)•

(S − •+ 1)2
〉

+ 4i〈Q|
(−1)•

S − •+ 1
〉 − 2i〈Q|

(−1)•

(S − •+ 1)2
〉+

2i

S2
〈Q|(1 + 2S − 2•)〉 .

(4.45)

The next elementary operation which is often used both for the reduction of inhomo-
geneities to canonical form and finding particular solutions for each type of canonical
inhomogeneities is the multiplication of Baxter polynomials by spectral parameter u.
The latter was found to have the form:

uQS(u) =
i

2

1

(2S + 1)
(S2QS−1(u)− (S + 1)2QS+1(u)) (4.46)

For Q-sums it is then given by8

u〈Q|w,W 〉 =uw(S + 1/2)〈Q|1,W 〉+
i

2
〈Q{−1}|

w(•)− w(S + 1/2)

2S − 2j + 1
,W 〉

−
i

2
〈Q{1}|

w(•)− w(S + 1/2)

2S − 2j + 1
,W 〉 . (4.47)

Here we assumed that the weight w(•) does not contain factors (−1)•. If it does, then
the required rule is obtained with the substitution of 〈Q|1,W 〉 with 〈Q|(−1)•,W 〉 in the
rhs of Eq. (4.47). The Q{n} - sums can be further reduced to Q - sums, see Appendix
B for details. This reduction is in particular based on the rules for the reduction of spin
index of Baxter polynomials. The latter were found to be given by

(S + 1)2

(
Q

[1]
S+1

Q
[−1]
S+1

)
=

(
u2 − (1 + S − iu)2 −2u2

2u2 −u2 + (1 + S + iu)2

)(
Q

[1]
S

Q
[−1]
S

)
, (4.48)

S2

(
Q

[1]
S−1

Q
[−1]
S−1

)
=

(
u2 − (S + iu)2 −2u2

2u2 −u2 + (S − iu)2

)(
Q

[1]
S

Q
[−1]
S

)
. (4.49)

Finally, when solving constraint equations for unknown coefficients we will need the rule
for derivatives of Baxter polynomials over spectral parameter. The latter was also found

8See Appendix B for definition and notation for Q{n} - sums
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empirically and has the form:

d

du
QS(u) = 2i

S∑

k=1

(1− (−1)k)

(
1

k
−

1

2S − k + 1

)
QS−k(u) . (4.50)

4.2 Solutions of Baxter equations

The solution of two inhomogeneous Baxter equations (3.19) and (3.21), we need to solve
at each perturbation order, reduce to the solution of the following Baxter equation:

(u+
i

2
)2q(u+ i) + (u−

i

2
)2q(u− i)− (2u2 −

1

2
− S(S + 1))q(u) = V (u) (4.51)

Its first homogeneous solution is given by (4.32). To find the second homogeneous solution
and the solution of nonhomogeneous equation we will use the idea of dictionary [39], that
is we are going to devise a recursive procedure for finding particular solutions for all
types of canonical inhomogeneities, which are obtained as a result of applying elementary
operations to the right hand side of Eq.(4.51). For that purpose let us introduce BS

operator:

BS[f ] = (u+
i

2
)2f [2] + (u−

i

2
)2f [−2] − (2u2 −

1

2
− S(S + 1))f . (4.52)

Then we have
BS [QS+k] = −k(2S + k + 1)QS+k (4.53)

and thus the particular solution for this type of inhomogeneity is given by

FS [QS+k] = B−1
S [QS+k]

k 6=0
= −

1

k(2S + k + 1)
QS+k . (4.54)

and as a consequence for Q-sums9 we have

FS [〈Q|w1,W 〉] = 〈Q|
w1(•)

•(2S − •+ 1)
,W 〉 . (4.55)

To find a second homogeneous solution consider the following relation10:

BS [QSξ2] = 4〈Q|1−(−1)•〉−2〈Q|
1− (−1)•

S − •+ 1
〉+2〈Q|(1+2S−2•)(1−(−1)•),

1

S − •+ 1
〉

(4.56)

9See Appendix B for a definition of Q - sums.
10See Appendix A for a definition of Hurwitz functions.
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and applying FS-operator as in Eq.(4.54) obtain

ZS(u) = QS(u)ξ2(u) + PS(u) , (4.57)

where

PS(u) = 2〈Q|
(1− (−1)•)

•(2S − •+ 1)
(2 • −2S − 1)〉

+ 2〈Q|
(1− (−1)•)

•(2S − •+ 1)(S − •+ 1)
(2 • −2S − 1)〉

Then, the general solution of homogeneous Baxter equation is given by

qhom(S, u) = Φ1(u)QS(u) + Φ2(u)ZS(u) , (4.58)

where Φa are arbitrary i-periodic functions in spectral parameter u. The latter are
parametrized similarly to [22] as11

Φa(u) = φa,0 +
Λa∑

j=1

φa,jPj(u+ i/2) , (4.59)

where the upper summation limit depends on the order of perturbation theory and par-
ticular Baxter equation, the one for q1 or q4.

Next, lets see how FS images obtained for some other types of canonical inhomo-
geneities. For example, considering with the account of uQ rules12 the relation

BS [QSξ1] = −i(1 + 2S)QS − i(1 + 2S)〈Q|1 + (−1)•〉+ 2i〈Q| • (1 + (−1)•)〉 (4.60)

and applying to both sides of it FS operator we get

FS [QS] =
i

2S + 1
QSξ1 −

1

2s+ 1

{
〈Q|

1 + (−1)•

•
〉 − 〈Q|

1 + (−1)•

2S − •+ 1
〉

}
. (4.61)

Similarly, considering the relation

BS [QSξ2,a,b,A] = ξa,b,A

(
Q

[−2]
S −Q[2]

)
+

1

(u+ i/2)a
ξb,A

−
1

(u+ i/2)a+b
ξ
[2]
A +

1

(u+ i/2)a

(
Q

[2]
S − 1

)
ξ
[2]
A (4.62)

and again applying FS operator we obtain

11See Appendix A for definition of P - functions.
12See the end of Appendix B.
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FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a
ξb,A

]
= QSξ2,a,b,A − FS

[
ξa,b,A

(
Q

[−2]
S −Q

[2]
S

)]

+ FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a+b
ξ
[2]
A

]
− FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a

(
Q

[2]
S − 1

)
ξ
[2]
b,A

]
, (4.63)

As a next example, let us consider FS image for Q - sums multiplied by spectral parameter
u. Using multiplication rule (4.46) we have

FS [u〈Q|w1,W 〉] =
i

2

S∑

j=1

(j − S)2

2S − 2j + 1
FS [QS−j−1]w1(j)|W 〉j

−
i

2

S∑

j=1

(S − j + 1)2

(2S − 2j + 1)
FS [QS−j+1]w1(j)|W 〉j (4.64)

Applying previously obtained FS images for Baxter polynomials and rewriting the result
in terms of Q{n} - sums13 we get

FS [u〈Q|w1,W 〉] =
u

(S + 2)(S − 1)
w1(S)|W 〉S

+
i

2(2S + 1)(2S + 3)

{
W

{−1,−1}
1

[
1

•

]
+W

{−1,1}
1

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]}

−
i

2(2S + 1)(2S − 1)

{
W

{−1,−1}
1

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]
+W

{−1,1}
1

[
1

•

]}

+
u

(2S + 1)

{
W

{0,1}
1

[
1

•

]
+W

{0,1}
1

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]}
, (4.65)

where W
{n,m}
1 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• − m)|w1,W 〉{1,S−1}. These Q{n} - sums can be further

reduced to Q - sums14. Finally, consider FS image for the product of some function f
with ξA. In this case we start with the relation

BS [ξAFS [f ]] = fξA + (u+ i/2)2
(
ξ
[2]
A − ξA

)
FS[f ]

[2] + (u− i/2)2
(
ξ
[−2]
A − ξA

)
FS[f ]

[−2]

(4.66)

and applying to both its sides FS operator obtain

FS [ξAf ] = ξAFS[f ]− FS

[
(u+ i/2)2(ξ

[2]
A − ξA)FS[f ]

[2]
]

− FS

[
(u− i/2)2(ξ

[−2]
A − ξA)FS[f ]

[−2]
]

(4.67)

The all required FS images can be be found in Appendix D. Finally, we have also derived
improved formula for solving this type of Baxter equations at fixed integer spins, see
Appendix C for details.

13See Appendix B for their definition.
14See Appendix B for details.
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4.3 Solution of first order difference equation

At each perturbation order we need to solve the first order inhomogeneous difference
equation of the form:

∇r(u) = r(u)− r(u+ I) = V (u) . (4.68)

The solution of homogeneous equation is simple and for our problem can be written as [22]:

rhom(u) = φr,0 +
Λr∑

j=1

φr,jPj(u+ i/2) , (4.69)

where the upper summation limit depends on the order of perturbation theory.
To find a particular solutions for a canonical types of inhomogeneities obtained as a

result of reduction with the help of elementary operations we need to know in first place
the action of inverse to ∇ operator (Ψ - operator) on Baxter polynomial. We empirically
found the following rule:

Ψ [QS] =
1

2(2S + 1)
{(S + 1)QS+1 + (2S + 1)QS + SQS−1} , (4.70)

Next, the straightforward application of this rule to Q - sums gives

Ψ [〈Q|w1,W 〉] =
1

2
〈Q|w1,W 〉+ iu〈Q|

w1(•)

S − •+ 1
,W 〉

+
1

2

{
W

{−1,−1}
5

[
1

S − •+ 1

]
−W

{−1,0}
5

[
1

S − •+ 1

]}
, (4.71)

where W
{n,m}
5 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• −m)|w1,W 〉. The Ψ - images for Q - sums multiplied by

spectral parameter are derived similar to F - images and the results can be found in
Appendix E. Finally to obtain Ψ - images for Q - sums multiplied by Hurwitz functions
we use the following easy to derive rule:

Ψ [ξA · h] = ξAΨ[h]−Ψ
[
(∇ξA)

[−2]Ψ[h]
][2]

, (4.72)

where h is some polynomial build from Baxter polynomials and their sums. Indeed,
considering the relation

∇ (ξAΨ[h])) = ξAΨ[h]− ξ[2]Ψ
[
h[2]
]
= ξAh+∇ξAΨ

[
h[2]
]

(4.73)

and applying to both its sides Ψ operator we get Eq.(4.72). The other required rules
together with those already derived in [22] and can be found in Appendix E.
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5 Constraints solution and anomalous dimensions

Now, that we know how to solve inhomogeneous Baxter and first order difference equations
the recursive procedure for the solution of Pµ - system proceeds through the following
steps at each order of perturbation theory15:

1. Solve first Baxter equation for q1 (3.19) and determine all coefficients φ
q1,(l)
1,k and

φ
q1,(l)
2,k except φ

q1,(l)
1,0 from consistency relations for the absence of poles at u = 0 for a

combination of functions (3.29)-(3.30) written for µ1. The coefficient φ
q1,(l)
1,0 is then

determined from the constraint for P̃1 - function (3.16) expanded at u = 0 up to
O(u3).

2. Solve first order difference equation for r2 (3.20) and determine the coefficients φ
(l)
r,k

from the constraint for P̃2 - function expanded at u = 0 up to O(1). The corre-
sponding constraint follows from the r2 solution and ansatz for P2 function.

3. Determine coefficients A
(l)
4 and n

(l)
1 from the constraint for P̃2 - function expanded

at u = 0 up to O(u3). The knowledge of A
(l)
4 coefficient then allows us to determine

anomalous dimension γ(l+1) from Eq. (2.8).

4. Solve second Baxter equation for q4 (3.21) and determine all coefficients φ
q4,(l)
1,k and

φ
q4,(l)
2,k except φ

q4,(l)
1,0 from consistency relations for the absence of poles at u = 0 for a

combination of functions (3.29)-(3.30) written for µ4. The coefficient φ
q4,(l)
1,0 is then

determined from constraint for P̃4 - function (3.18) expanded at u = 0 up to O(u3).

5. Determine coefficients c
(l)
1,k, c

(l)
2,k, c

(l)
3,k, c

(l)
4,k from constraints for P̃1, P̃2, P̃3, P̃4 - func-

tions expanded at u = 0 up to required order.

6. Proceed with the next iteration.

Here, the iteration order l corresponds to loop order l+1 and we start iterative procedure
with l = 0. Note also, that performing series expansions of various constraints one should
also take into account relations between multiple zeta functions [40].

Following the procedure described we obtained the following known expressions for
anomalous dimensions of twist 2 operators up to four loop order [41–47]:

γ(S) = P

(
S +

1

2
γ(S)

)
, (5.74)

where

γ(S) =

∞∑

l=1

g2lγ(l)(S) , P(S) =

∞∑

l=1

g2lP(l)(S) (5.75)

15They are similar to those presented in [22].
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and reciprocity respecting [48–54] function P(S) up to four loop order is given by

P
(1)(S)

4
=H1 , (5.76)

P
(2)(S)

8
=H1,2 −H2,1 , (5.77)

P
(3)(S)

16
=−H2,3 +H4,1 + 2H1,1,3 − 3H1,2,2 +H1,3,1 − 2H2,1,2 +H2,2,1 +H3,1,1 (5.78)

P
(4)(S)

32
=− 2H1,2,4 + 2H1,5,1 + 4H2,2,3 +H2,3,2 − 5H2,4,1 + 2H3,1,3 − 3H3,2,2

−H3,3,1 + 4H4,1,2 − 4H4,2,1 + 2H5,1,1 + 4H1,1,1,4 − 6H1,1,2,3

− 2H1,1,3,2 + 4H1,1,4,1 − 2H1,2,1,3 + 9H1,2,2,2 − 9H1,2,3,1 + 3H1,3,1,2

− 5H1,3,2,1 + 4H1,4,1,1 − 2H2,1,1,3 + 5H2,1,2,2 − 5H2,1,3,1 + 8H2,2,2,1

− 6H2,3,1,1 + 3H3,1,1,2 −H3,1,2,1 − 4H3,2,1,1 + 2H4,1,1,1 − 4H1,1,1,2,2

+ 6H1,1,1,3,1 + 2H1,1,2,1,2 − 8H1,1,2,2,1 + 4H1,1,3,1,1 + 2H1,2,1,1,2

− 4H1,2,2,1,1 + 2H1,3,1,1,1 + 2H2,1,1,1,2 − 2H2,2,1,1,1 − 10H1,1ζ5

+ (8H4 + 6H1,3 − 6H2,2 + 4H1,1,2 − 2H1,2,1 − 2H2,1,1)ζ3 . (5.79)

Here Hi1,...,ik stand for binomial harmonic sums defined as [55]

Hi1,...,ik ≡ Hi1,...,ik(S) = (−1)S
S∑

j=1

(−1)j
(
S

j

)(
S + j

j

)
Hi1,...,ik(S) (5.80)

and Hi1,...,ik(S) are usual nested harmonic sums [55].

6 Conclusion

So, let us summarize the obtained results. We introduced the class of functions - prod-
ucts of rational functions in spectral parameter u with sums of Baxter polynomials and
Hurwitz functions closed under elementary operations, such as argument shifts and par-
tial fractions, as well as under differentiation. Next, we have shown that this class of
functions is sufficient for the perturbative solution of Riemann-Hilbert problem for Pµ -
system for twist 2 operators in sl(2) sector in the case of N = 4 SYM model and arbitrary
integer spin values. In particular we have presented a recursive procedure based on the
idea of dictionary [39] for the perturbative solution of arising inhomogeneous Baxter and
first order difference equations. In the present paper we have limited ourselves by the
calculation of anomalous dimensions up to four loop order only. To go further and in
particular beyond already available 5, 6 and 7 loop results [56–59] an optimization of our
Mathematica code and its realization for example in language of FORM computer algebra
system [60] would be desirable.
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Our calculation strategy is a generalization of fixed spin approach of [22] to the case
of arbitrary integer spin values, where spin is treated as arbitrary parameter. On the
other hand there is an alternative fixed spin approach of [29,30,61]. In the latter case one
considers a system of first order difference equations for Qa|i - functions (a, i=1,. . . ,4):

Qa|i(u− i/2) = (δba −Pa(u)Pc(u)χ
cb)Qb|i(u+ i/2) . (6.81)

The Pa - functions are again parametrized as in (3.22)-(3.25). After solving this system
of equations the undetermined coefficients in the parametrization of P - functions are
obtained from the gluing conditions for Qi and Q̃i - functions (i = 1, . . . , 4):

Qi(u) =Qa|i(u+ i/2)χabPb(u) , (6.82)

Q̃i(u) =Qa|i(u+ i/2)χabP̃b(u) . (6.83)

To solve perturbatively the system (6.81) [29,30] uses variation of constants method and
search for the solution with the ansatz

Qa|i = Q
(0)
a|i + bji (u+ i/2)Q

(0)
a|j , (6.84)

where Q
(0)
a|i is the zero order solution for Qa|i - function given by the solution of corre-

sponding forth-order Baxter equation. Then to find bji we will need to solve only first
order difference equations. At fixed integer spins the solution for bji can be obtained in
terms of rational functions in spectral parameter times Hurwitz functions. To obtain the
solution for Qa|i we still need to multiply this solution by Q

(0)
a|i . At fixed integer values this

operation leaves us within the same class of functions due to stuffle relations for Hurwitz
functions. At arbitrary spin values on the other hand we will need to multiply sums of
Q

(0)
a|i - functions and for example for sums of Baxter polynomials considered in this paper

we failed to find such kind of relations, which would help us to stay within originally spec-
ified class of functions. So, it seems that any calculation for arbitrary spin values of twist
2 operators will require consideration of at least second order inhomogeneous difference
equations and their solution.

We expect the presented method to be generalizable to higher twists as well as to
other theories, such as ABJM model. In the later case for twist 2 operators we were able
to find all required elementary operations for corresponding Baxter polynomials, except
differentiation with respect to spectral parameter. It was not also possible to find a finite
set of rules for required F1 and F2 images, see [27,39] for their definition. We will present
our finding in one of our future publications. Moreover, similar ideas should be also
applicable to the study of BFKL regime within quantum spectral curve approach [28–30].
In this case we also have a perturbative expansion when both coupling constant g and
parameter w ≡ S + 1, describing the proximity of operator spin S to −1 are considered
to be small, while their ratio g2/w remains fixed.
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A Hurwitz functions

We define Hurwitz functions entering the presented solution as16

ξa,A =
∞∑

n=1

1(
u+ in− i

2

)a ξ[2n]A . (A.85)

Here A denotes the arbitrary sequence of indexes and ξ function without indexes is iden-
tical to unity. These are the shifted versions of Hurwitz functions introduced in [22, 23]

ξA = η
[1]
A (A.86)

The ξ1...1 functions should be defined separately, as the series (A.85) diverge in this case.
For ξ1 - function we have

ξ1 (u) = iψ
(
−iu+ i

2

)
. (A.87)

and ξ1...1 functions are defined as [62]:

ξ1, . . . , 1︸ ︷︷ ︸
k

(u) =
1

k!
(ξ1 + ∂u)

k 1 . (A.88)

For shifts of our Hurwitz functions we have

ξ
[2]
a,A = ξa,A −

1
(
u+ i

2

)|a| ξ
[2]
A (A.89)

ξ
[−2]
a,A = ξa,A +

1
(
u− i

2

)|a| ξA. (A.90)

We will also need the following i-periodic combinations of Hurwitz functions ξk defined
as

Pk(u) = ξ
[−1]
k (u) + (−)kξ

[−3]
k (−u) = Pk(u+ i) , k > 0 ∈ Z , (A.91)

Note that Pk(u) can be expressed via elementary functions:

Pk(u) =
(−∂u)k−1

(k − 1)!
π coth(πu) (A.92)

16All indexes in the case of N = 4 SYM QSC are positive.
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B Q and Q{n} - sums

The whole perturbative solution of Riemann-Hilbert problem for Pµ - system considered
in present paper was performed in a special class of functions, which includes sums of
Baxter polynomials. First, we define Q - sums similar to [27, 39] as

〈Q (u) |w1 (•) , . . . , wn (•)〉{SQ,Sd,Su}
=

Su∑

j1=Sd

QSQ−j1 (u)
∑

j1>j2...>jn>0

∏

k

wk (jk)

Su∑

j1=Sd

QSQ−j1 (u)w1(j1)|w2(•), . . . , wn(•)〉j1 , (B.93)

〈Q (u) |w1 (•) , . . . , wn (•)〉 = 〈Q (u) |w1 (•) , . . . , wn (•)〉{S,1,S} (B.94)

〈Q (u) |〉 = QS (u) , (B.95)

where wk are some weights. The bullet • denotes summation index or argument of weight
function wk, whose particular symbolic representation or name is not important. Here
and below we write weights wk(•) in several equivalent ways, wk(•) ≡ wk(j) ≡ wk and
use W to denote arbitrary (maybe empty) sequence of weights. For example, we have

〈
Q (u) |

(−1)•

(•)3
,

1

(S + 1− •)2

〉
=

∑

S≥j1>j2>0

QS−j1(u)
(−1)j1

j31

1

(S + 1− j2)2
(B.96)

Also above we implicitly used the notation

|w1, w2, . . . , wn〉j0 =
∑

j0>j1...>jn>0

∏

k

wk(jk) , (B.97)

In the case, when the argument of QS is u we will often drop it and simply write
〈Q|w1 (•) , w2 (•) , . . . , wn (•)〉. We also introduce a shortcut

〈w1 (•) , w2 (•) , . . . , wn (•)〉 =
〈
Q( i

2
)|w1 (•) , w2 (•) , . . . , wn (•)

〉
=

∑

S≥j1>j2...>jn>0

∏

k

wk .

(B.98)

Note that the 〈w1,W 〉-sums satisfy usual stuffle relations.
It turns out that the weights in sums at twist 2 for N = 4 SYM model can be always

reduced to the same set of weights we had previously at twist 1 for ABJM model [27,39].
The latter are given by

1

•n
= n+(•) ,

(−)•

•n
= n−(•) , (B.99)
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1

(S + 1− •)n
= n+(•) ,

(−)•

(S + 1− •)n
= n−(•) , (B.100)

1

(2S + 1− •)n
= n̂+(•) ,

(−)•

(2S + 1− •)n
= n̂−(•) . (B.101)

Next, we will need the so call Q{n} - sums. The latter are defined as sums of Q{n}

polynomials

Q
{n}
S =

(
Γ(S + n + 1)

Γ(S + 1)

)2 sign(n)

QS+n , (B.102)

which have the following properties:

Q
{n}
S+1 = (S + 1)2Q

{n+1}
S , n < 0 (B.103)

Q
{n}
S−1 =

1

S2
Q

{n−1}
S , n < 0 (B.104)

Q
{n}
S−1 = S2Q

{n−1}
S , n > 0 (B.105)

Q
{n}
S+1 =

1

(S + 1)2
Q

{n+1}
S , n > 0 (B.106)

and

Q
{n}
S = (S + n− 1)4Q

{n−2}
S + 2i(2S + 2n− 1)uQ

{n−1}
S , n > 1 (B.107)

Q
{1}
S =

1

2
(2u− 1− (1− i)S)(2u+ 1 + (1 + i)S)QS −

1

2
(2u− i)2Q

[−2]
S , (B.108)

Q
{0}
S = QS , (B.109)

Q
{−1}
S =

i

2
(i+ (1 + i)S − 2u)(1 + (1 + i)S + 2iu)QS −

1

2
(2u− i)2Q

[−2]
S , (B.110)

Q
{n}
S = −2i(3 + 2n+ 2S)uQ

{n+1}
S + (S + n+ 2)4Q

{n+2}
S . (B.111)

For Q{n} - sums themselves we will use the following notation:

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉Sd,Su
=

Su∑

j=Sd

Q
{n}
S−jw0(j −m)w1(j)|W 〉j , (B.112)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉 = 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉1,S , m > 0 (B.113)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉 = 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉1,S+m , m < 0 (B.114)

These new sums can be further reduced to previously defined Q - sums. This is done via
the following steps. First, we reduce their summation limits with

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉{Sd,Su}
m≥0,Su<S

= 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉{Sd,S}
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−
S∑

kSu+1

Q
{n}
S−kw0(k −m)w1(k)|W 〉k , (B.115)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉{Sd,Su}
m<0,Su<S+m

= 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉{Sd,S+m}

−
S+m∑

kSu+1

Q
{n}
S−kw0(k −m)w1(k)|W 〉k , (B.116)

Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉{Sd,S}
m≥0,Sd>1

= 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉

−
Sd−1∑

k=1

Q
{n}
S−kw0(k −m)w1(k)|W 〉k , (B.117)

Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉{Sd,S+m}
m<0,Sd>1

= 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉

−
Sd−1∑

k=1

Q
{n}
S−kw0(k −m)w1(k)|W 〉k , (B.118)

In a third rule it is assumed that w0(j) 6=
1
j
or (−1)j

j
. If w0(j) =

1
j
we use instead

〈Q{n} 1

• −m
|w1,W 〉Sd,S

m≥0,Sd>m+1
= 〈Q{n} 1

• −m
|w1,W 〉{m+1,S}

−
Sd−1∑

k=m+1

Q
{n}
S−k

1

k −m
w1(k)|W 〉k , (B.119)

〈Q{n} 1

• −m
|w1,W 〉{m+1,S}

m>0
= w1(m)〈Q{n} 1

• −m
|1,W 〉

+ 〈Q{n}|
w1(•)− w1(m)

• −m
,W 〉{m+1,S} , (B.120)

〈Q{n} 1

• −m
|1, w2,W 〉{m+1,S}

m>0
=

1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n−1} 1

• −m+ 1
|1, w2,W 〉{m,S}

+
1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n−1} 1

• −m+ 1
|w2,W 〉{m,S}

+
1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n}|(2S + 2− • −m), w2,W 〉{m+1,S}

−
1

(S + 1−m)3
Qn−1(1 + w2(S))|W 〉S , (B.121)

〈Q{n} 1

• −m
|1, w2〉{m+1,S}

m>0
=

1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n−1} 1

• −m+ 1
|1, w2〉{m,S}

+
1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n−1} 1

• −m+ 1
|w2〉{m,S}
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+
1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n}|(2S + 2− • −m), w2〉{m+1,S}

−
1

(S + 1−m)3
Qn−1|W 〉S+1 , (B.122)

〈Q{n} 1

• −m
|1〉{m+1,S}

m>0
=

1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n−1} 1

• −m+ 1
|1〉{m,S}

+
1

(S + 1−m)2
〈Q{n}|(2S + 2− • −m)〉{m+1,S}

−
1

(S + 1−m)3
Qn−1 . (B.123)

and similar rules when w0(j) =
(−1)j

j
.

At next step we reduce all weights in Q{n} - sums to canonical weights (reduce m to
zero) with the relations17 (j0 is the pole of w0(• −m) = w0(j −m)):

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉
m>0
= 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)w1(j0)|1,W 〉

+ 〈Q{n}|w0(• −m)(w1(•)− w1(j0)),W 〉 , (B.124)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1,W 〉
m<0
= 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)w1(j0)|1,W 〉

+ 〈Q{n}|w0(• −m)(w1(•)− w1(j0)),W 〉

−
S∑

k=S+m+1

Q
{n}
S−k(w1(k)− w1(j0))|W 〉k , (B.125)

and (w1(j) is polynomial in j and w̃0(j) = w0(S + 1−m) + w
′

0(S + 1−m)(j − S))

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1, w2,W 〉
n≤0,m>0

= 〈Q{n}|w̃0(• − 1)w1(•), w2,W 〉

+ 〈Q{n−1}w0(• −m+ 1)− w̃0(•)

(S − •)2
|w1(•+ 1), w2,W 〉

+ 〈Q{n−1}w0(• −m+ 1)− w̃0(•)

(S − •)2
|w1(•+ 1)w2(•),W 〉 ,

(B.126)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1〉
n≤0,m>0

= 〈Q{n}|w̃0(• − 1)w1(•)〉

+ 〈Q{n−1}w0(• −m+ 1)− w̃0(•)

(S − •)2
|w1(•+ 1)〉

+QS+n−1
((S + 1)1−n)

2

S2
(w0(1−m)− w̃0(0))w1(1) ,

(B.127)

17w0 weights in Q{n} - sums we will encounter have at most simple poles.
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〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1, w2,W 〉
n<0,m<0

= 〈Q{n+1}w0(• −m− 1)|(S − •+ 1)2w1(• − 1), w2,W 〉

− 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1 · w2,W 〉 , (B.128)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1〉
n<0,m<0

= 〈Q{n+1}w0(• −m− 1)|(S − •+ 1)2w1(• − 1)〉

−QS+nS
2 ((1 + n+ S)−n−1)

2w1(0)w0(−m) ,
(B.129)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1, w2,W 〉
n>0,m>0

= 〈Q{n−1}w0(• −m+ 1)|(S − •)2w1(•+ 1), w2,W 〉

+ 〈Q{n−1}w0(• −m+ 1)|(S − •)2w1(•+ 1)w2(•),W 〉 ,
(B.130)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1〉
n>0,m>0

= 〈Q{n−1}w0(• −m+ 1)|(S − •)2w1(•+ 1)〉

+QS+n−1S
2 ((1 + S)n−1)

2w0(1−m)w1(1) , (B.131)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1, w2,W 〉
n≥0,m<0

= 〈Q{n+1}w0(• −m− 1)|
w1(• − 1)

(S − •+ 1)2
, w2,W 〉

− 〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1 · w2,W 〉 , (B.132)

〈Q{n}w0(• −m)|w1〉
n≥0,m<0

= 〈Q{n+1}w0(• −m− 1)|
w1(• − 1)

(S − •+ 1)2
〉

−QS+n
((S)n+1)

2

S2
w0(−m)w1(0) . (B.133)

When all weights reduced to canonical we have

〈Q{n}w0(•)|w1,W 〉 = 〈Q{n}|w0(•)w1(•),W 〉 . (B.134)

Finally, the n index of Q{n} in Q{n} - sums is reduced with the simple sequence of formula
(B.107)-(B.111) :

〈Q{n}|w1,W 〉
n>1
= 〈Q{n−2}|(S + n− • − 1)4w1(•),W 〉

+ 2iu〈Q{n−1}|(2S − 2 •+2n− 1)w1(•),W 〉 , (B.135)

〈Q{n}|w1,W 〉
n<−1
= 〈Q{n+2}|(S + n− • − 1)4w1(•),W 〉

− 2iu〈Q{n+1}|(2S − 2 •+2n+ 3)w1(•),W 〉 , (B.136)

〈Q{1}|w1,W 〉 = (−
1

2
− S − S2 + 2iSu+ 2u2)〈Q|w1,W 〉

+ (
1

2
+ 2iu− 2u2)〈Q|w1,W 〉[−2]

+ (1 + 2S − 2iu)〈Q| • w1(•),W 〉 − 〈Q| •2 w1(•),W 〉 , (B.137)

〈Q{−1}|w1,W 〉 = (−
1

2
− S − S2 − 2iu− 2iSu+ 2u2)〈Q|w1,W 〉

+ (
1

2
+ 2iu− 2u2)〈Q|w1,W 〉[−2]
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+ (1 + 2S + 2iu)〈Q| • w1(•),W 〉 − 〈Q| •2 w1(•),W 〉 , (B.138)

When w1(j) is polynomial in j we may also use the following reduction formula:

〈Q{n}|w1, w2,W 〉
n>0
= 〈Q{n−1}|(S − •)2w1(•+ 1)w2(•),W 〉

+ 〈Q{n−1}|(S − •)2w1(•+ 1), w2,W 〉 , (B.139)

〈Q{n}|w1〉
n>0
= 〈Q{n−1}|(S − •)2w1(•+ 1)〉

+QS+n−1 ((1 + S)n−1)
2 S2w1(1) , (B.140)

〈Q{n}|w1, w2,W 〉
n<0
= 〈Q{n+1}|(S − •+ 1)2w1(• − 1), w2,W 〉 − 〈Q{n}|w1w2,W 〉 , (B.141)

〈Q{n}|w1〉
n<0
= 〈Q{n+1}|(S − •+ 1)2w1(• − 1)〉

−QS+n ((1 + n+ S)−n−1)
2 S2w1(0) . (B.142)

To understand how reduction rules for Q{n} - sums were obtained lets consider as example
derivation of Eq. (B.132). First we perform shift of first summation index as

〈Q{n}w0(j −m)|w1, w2,W 〉
n>0,m<0

=
S+1∑

j=2

Q
{n}
S−j+1w0(j −m− 1)w1(j − 1)|w2,W 〉j−1 =

S+1∑

j=2

Q
{n}
S−j+1w0(j−m−1)w1(j−1)|w2,W 〉j−

S+1∑

j=2

Q
{n}
S−j+1w0(j−m−1)w1(j−1)w2(j−1)|W 〉j−1

(B.143)

Next, in the first sum we shift index n of Q{n} function with the help of Eq.(B.106), while
in the second sum shift summation index back and obtain

=

S+1∑

j=2

Q
{n+1}
S−j

w0(j −m− 1)w1(j − 1)

(S − j + 1)2
|w2,W 〉j −

S∑

j=1

Q
{n}
S−jw0(j −m)w1(j)w2(j)|W 〉j

= 〈Q{n+1}w0(j −m)|
w1(j − 1)

(S − j + 1)2
, w2,W 〉 − 〈Q{n}w0(j −m)|w1 · w2,W 〉 . (B.144)

There are a lot of different functional relations between Q - sums. Of special interest
are those which can help us reduce powers of spectral parameter multiplying them. First
of such relations is obtained by considering BS [〈Q|w,W 〉] in two different ways: using
elementary operations for shifts of Q - sums or the rule (4.53) for individual Baxter
polynomials in the Q - sum. Next, we can use identities

u− i/2

u− i/2
〈Q|w,W 〉 =〈Q|w,W 〉 , (B.145)
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u+ i/2

u+ i/2
〈Q|w,W 〉 =〈Q|w,W 〉 (B.146)

and use elementary operations for partial fractions to reduce their left hand sides. Finally,
there are additional functional relations given by Eq.(4.47). We will refer to all these
functional relations as uQ - rules.

C Solution of Baxter equations at fixed spins

The aim of this Appendix is to present improved18 formula for the solution of Baxter
equations at fixed integer values. As was already mentioned in the main body of the
paper both inhomogeneous Baxter equations we need to solve in the case of N = 4 SYM
reduce to the solution of the following Baxter equation:

(u+
i

2
)2q(u+ i) + (u−

i

2
)2q(u− i)− (2u2 −

1

2
− S(S + 1))q(u) = V (u) (C.147)

The first homogeneous solution is given by (4.32). To find the second homogeneous
solution and solution of nonhomogeneous equation we follow our procedure in the case of
ABJM model [27, 39]. First, using the anzats q(u) = QSb

[1] we rewrite Baxter equation
(C.147) as

∇
(
u2Q

[−1]
S Q

[1]
S ∇b

)
= Q

[1]
S V

[1] (C.148)

so that

∇b =
1

u2Q
[1]
S Q

[−1]
S

Ψ
(
Q

[1]
S V

[1]
)

(C.149)

and to find second solution we need to solve the following equation:

b(u)− b(u+ i) =
1

u2Q
[1]
S Q

[−1]
S

(C.150)

Using empirically found relation for even spin values S

1

u2Q
[1]
S Q

[−1]
S

=
1

u2
+2

S−1∑

n=0

((−1)n−1)

(
1

n− S
+

1

n+ S + 1

)
(H1(n)−H1(S))

{
Q

[−1]
n

Q
[−1]
S

−
Q

[1]
n

Q
[1]
S

}
.

(C.151)
it is easy to find the expression for b(u):

b(u) = η2(u) + 2
S−1∑

n=0

((−1)n − 1)

(
1

n− S
+

1

n+ S + 1

)
(H1(n)−H1(S))

Q
[−1]
n

Q
[−1]
S

. (C.152)

18They are more closed formula compared to [22].
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Finally, the second homogeneous solution is given by19

ZS(u) = QS(u)ξ2(u) + PS(u) , (C.153)

where

PS(u) = 2

S−1∑

k=0

((−1)k − 1)

(
1

k − S
+

1

S + k + 1

)
(H1(k)−H1(S))Qk(u)

= 2

S∑

k=1

(1− (−1)k)

(
1

2S − k + 1
−

1

k

)
QS−k(u)

k−1∑

n=0

1

S − n
. (C.154)

To find nonhomogeneous solution we start from formal solution

b(u) = Ψ

(
1

u2Q
[1]
S Q

[−1]
S

Ψ
(
Q

[1]
S V

[1]
))

(C.155)

and use (C.151) together with easy to derive relation ∇f [−1]Ψg[1] = ∇ (fΨg)[−1]− (fg)[−1]

to find

qnonhom(u) = QSΨ

(
1

(u+ i/2)2
Ψ
(
Q

[2]
S V

[2]
))

+ PSΨ (QSV )−QSΨ (PSV ) . (C.156)

D FS images

This Appendix contains expressions for the minimal set of FS - images. The other required
images are then their simple sequences. First, we have

FS [QS+k]
k 6=0
= −

1

k(2S + k + 1)
QS+k , (D.157)

FS [〈Q|w1,W 〉] =〈Q|
w1(•)

•(2S − •+ 1)
,W 〉 , (D.158)

FS [QS] =
i

2S + 1
QSξ1 −

1

2s+ 1

{
〈Q|

1 + (−1)•

•
〉 − 〈Q|

1 + (−1)•

2S − •+ 1
〉

}
, (D.159)

FS [QS+kξa,A]
k 6=0
= −

1

k(2S + k + 1)
QS+kξa, A

−
1

k(2S + k + 1)
FS

[
Q

[2]
S+k

(u+ i/2)a−2
ξ
[2]
A −

Q
[−2]
S+k

(u− i/2)a−2
ξA

]
, (D.160)

19See Appendix A for definition of ξ2(u).
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FS [ξa,A〈Q|w,W 〉] = ξa,A〈Q|
w(•)

•(2S − •+ 1)
,W 〉+

FS

[
ξ
[2]
A

(u+ i/2)a−2
〈Q|

w(•)

•(2S − •+ 1)
,W 〉[2] −

ξA
(u− i/2)a−2

〈Q|
w(•)

•(2S − •+ 1)
,W 〉[−2]

]
,

(D.161)

FS [QSξa,A] =
i

2S + 1
QSξ1,a,A −

i

2S + 1
FS

[
Q

[2]
S

(u+ i/2)a−1
ξ
[2]
A

]

− FS [ξa,A〈Q|1 + (−1)•〉] +
2

2S + 1
FS [ξa,A〈Q| • (1 + (−1)•)〉] . (D.162)

Next, introducing shortcut notation

F̃S [ξA · h] = ξAFS[h]− FS

[
(u+ i/2)2(ξ

[2]
A − ξA)FS[h]

[2]
]

− FS

[
(u− i/2)2(ξ

[−2]
A − ξA)FS[h]

[−2]
]

(D.163)

we have
FS [uQSξA] = F̃S [ξAuQS] , (D.164)

FS

[
u2QSξA

]
=

2S4 + 4S3 + 2S2 − 1

4(2S + 3)(2S − 1)
FS [QSξA]

+ F̃

[
ξA

(
u2QS −

2S4 + 4S3 + 2S2 − 1

4(2S + 3)(2S − 1)
QS

)]
, (D.165)

FS

[
u3QSξA

]
=F̃

[
ξAu

3QS

]
, (D.166)

FS [QS−1ξA] =F̃S [ξAQS−1] , (D.167)

FS [uQS−1ξA] = −
iS2

2(2S − 1)
FS [QSξA] + F̃

[
ξA

(
uQS−1 +

iS2

2(2S − 1)
QS

)]
, (D.168)

FS

[
u2QS−1ξA

]
= F̃S

[
ξAu

2QS−1

]
, (D.169)

FS

[
u3QS−1ξA

]
= −

iS2(3S4 − 4S2 − 6)

8(2S + 3)(2S − 1)(2S − 3)
FS [ξAQS]

+ F̃

[
ξA

(
u3QS−1 +

iS2(3S4 − 4S2 − 6)

8(2S + 3)(2S − 1)(2S − 3)
QS

)]
, (D.170)
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FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a
ξb,A

]
= QSξ2,a,b,A − FS

[
ξa,b,A

(
Q

[−2]
S −Q

[2]
S

)]

+ FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a+b
ξ
[2]
A

]
− FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a

(
Q

[2]
S − 1

)
ξ
[2]
b,A

]
, (D.171)

FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a

]
= QSξ2,a − FS

[
ξa

(
Q

[−2]
S −Q

[2]
S

)]
− FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a

(
Q

[2]
S − 1

)]
,

(D.172)

FS

[
1

(u− i/2)a
ξA

]
= QSξa+2,A+FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a
Q

[2]
S ξ

[2]
A

]
−FS

[
1

(u− i/2)a

(
Q

[−2]
S − 1

)
ξA

]
,

(D.173)

FS

[
1

(u− i/2)a

]
= QSξa+2+FS

[
1

(u+ i/2)a
Q

[2]
S

]
−FS

[
1

(u− i/2)a

(
Q

[−2]
S − 1

)]
(D.174)

and (f(n) = 2S + n):

FS [u〈Q|w1,W 〉] =
u

(S + 2)(S − 1)
w1(S)|W 〉S

+
i

2f(1)f(3)

{
W

{−1,−1}
1

[
1

•

]
+W

{−1,1}
1

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]}

−
i

2f(1)f(−1)

{
W

{−1,−1}
1

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]
+W

{−1,1}
1

[
1

•

]}

+
u

f(1)

{
W

{0,1}
1

[
1

•

]
+W

{0,1}
1

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]}
, (D.175)

where W
{n,m}
1 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• −m)|w1,W 〉{1,S−1} ,

FS [u〈Q|w1〉] =w1(1)FS [u〈Q|1〉]

+
i

2f(1)f(3)

{
W

{−1,−1}
2

[
1

•

]
+W

{−1,1}
2

[
1

2s− •+ 1

]}

−
i

2f(1)f(−1)

{
W

{−1,−1}
2

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]
+W

{−1,1}
2

[
1

•

]}

+
u

f(1)

{
W

{0,1}
2

[
1

•

]
+W

{0,1}
2

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]}
, (D.176)

where W
{n,m}
2 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• −m)|w1(•)− w1(1)〉 ,

FS [u〈Q|1〉] =
S2

2f(1)f(−1)

{
QSξ1 + i〈Q|

(−1)•

•
〉 − i〈Q|

(−1)•

2S − •+ 1
〉

}
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+
i

2f(1)f(3)

{
(1 + S)2〈Q|

1

•
〉 −

2S3 + 3S2 + 1

f(−1)
〈Q|

1

2S − •+ 1
〉

}

+
1

f(−1)f(3)

{
−
iSf(−3)

4
QS−1 +

2iS2

f(−1)
QS + 4u〈Q|1〉

}
, (D.177)

FS [u〈Q|(−1)•〉] =−
S2

2f(1)f(−1)

{
QSξ1 + i〈Q|

1

•
〉 − i〈Q|

1

2S − •+ 1
〉

}

−
i

2f(1)f(3)

{
(1 + S)2〈Q|

(−1)•

•
〉 −

2S3 + 3S2 + 1

f(−1)
〈Q|

(−1)•

2S − •+ 1
〉

}

+
1

f(−1)f(3)

{
−
iSf(−3)

4
QS−1 −

2iS2

f(−1)
QS + 4u〈Q|(−1)•〉

}
,

(D.178)

FS

[
u2〈Q|w1,W 〉

]
=

2∑

k=1

FS

[
u2QS−k

]
w1(k)|W 〉k +

S∑

k=S−1

FS

[
u2QS−k

]
w1(k)|W 〉k

+
u2

f(1)

{
W

{0,2}
3

[
1

•

]
+W

{0,2}
3

[
1

2S − •+ 1

]}

+
iu

2f(1)f(5)

{
W

{−1,−2}
3

[
1

•
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where W
{n,m}
3 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• −m)|w1,W 〉3,S−2 ,

FS

[
u3〈Q|w1,W 〉

]
=

3∑

k=1

FS

[
u3QS−k

]
w1(k)|W 〉k +
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iu2
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where W
{n,m}
4 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• −m)|w1,W 〉{4,S−3}. In addition, if p(u) is a polynomial we

have
FS [ξAp(u)] = F̃S [ξAp(u)] . (D.181)

and (g is any expression)
F [Pk(u)g] = Pk(u)F [g] . (D.182)

E Ψ images

Here we have gathers expressions for a minimal set of Ψ - images. The other required
images are their simple sequences. We have

Ψ [QS] =
1

2(2S + 1)
{(S + 1)QS+1 + (2S + 1)QS + SQS−1} , (E.183)

Ψ [〈Q|w1,W 〉] =
1

2
〈Q|w1,W 〉+ iu〈Q|

w1(•)

S − •+ 1
,W 〉
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+
1

2

{
W

{−1,−1}
5

[
1

S − •+ 1

]
−W

{−1,0}
5

[
1

S − •+ 1

]}
, (E.184)

where W
{n,m}
5 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• −m)|w1,W 〉.

Ψ [u〈Q|w1,W 〉] =
S∑

k=S−1

Ψ [uQS−k]w1(k)|W 〉k +
i(12u2 − 1)

12
W

{0,1}
6

[
1

S − •+ 1

]

+
u

6

{
W

{−1,−2}
6

[
1

S − •+ 1

]
−W

{−1,1}
6

[
1

S − •+ 1

]}

+
u

2
W

{0,0}
6 [1] +

i

12
W

{0,−2}
6

[
1

S − •+ 1

]
, (E.185)

where W
{n,m}
6 [w] = 〈Q{n}w(• −m)|w1,W 〉{1,S−2}. Next, images with ξA - functions have

the form [22] (∇f = f − f [2]):

Ψ [ξA · h] = ξAΨ[h]−Ψ
[
(∇ξA)

[−2]Ψ[h]
][2]

, (E.186)

where h is some polynomial build from Baxter polynomials and their sums. In addition
we also used the following images [22]:

Ψ

[
1

(u+ i/2)a
ξb,A

]
=ξa,b,A + ξa+b,A , (E.187)

Ψ

[
1

(u− i/2)a
ξb,A

]
=ξa,b,A +

1

(u− i/2)a
ξb,A , (E.188)

Ψ

[
1

(u+ in/2)a

]
=ξ[n−1]

a , (E.189)

Ψ [Pk(u)g] =Pk(u)Ψ[g] . (E.190)
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