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3BME-MTA Statistical Field Theory ‘Lendület’ Research Group, Budapest University of

Technology and Economics
4MTA-BME Quantum Correlations Group (ELKH), Budapest University of Technology and

Economics

10th April 2022

Abstract

Truncated Conformal Space Approach (TCSA) is a highly efficient method to compute spectra,
operator matrix elements and time evolution in quantum field theories defined as relevant perturbations
of 1+1-dimensional conformal field theories. However, similarly to other exact diagonalisation methods,
TCSA is ridden with the “curse of dimensionality”: the dimension of the Hilbert space increases
exponentially with the (square root of the) truncation level, limiting its precision by the available
memory resources. Here we describe an algorithm which exploits the chiral factorisation property
of conformal field theory with periodic boundary conditions to achieve a substantial improvement in
the truncation level. The Chirally Factorised TCSA (CFTCSA) algorithm presented here works with
inputs describing the necessary CFT data in a specified format. It makes possible much more precise
calculations with given computing resources and extends the reach of the method to problems requiring
large Hilbert space dimensions. In fact, it has already been used in a number of recent works ranging
from determination of form factors, through studying confinement of topological excitations to non-
equilibrium dynamics. Besides the description of the algorithm, a MATLAB implementation of the
algorithm is also provided as an ancillary file package, supplemented with example codes computing
spectra, matrix elements and time evolution, and with CFT data for three different quantum field
theories. We also give a detailed how-to guide for constructing the required CFT data for Virasoro
minimal models with central charge c < 1, and for the massless free boson with c = 1.
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1 Introduction

Quantum field theories (QFTs) are fundamental not only to our understanding of the elementary particles
and their interactions, but also in statistical physics and the description of condensed matter systems.
In particular, 1 + 1-dimensional quantum field theories play an important role in our understanding of
strongly correlated many-body systems. A powerful approach is to classify first the scale-invariant QFTs,
so-called conformal field theories (CFTs) [1] which describe fixed points of the renormalisation group flow
and classify universality classes of critical behaviour in statistical systems. More general theories can then
be considered as perturbations of CFTs by relevant scaling operators, many of which result in integrable
models [2], which allows exact determination of many physical properties. For a comprehensive review
on this subject the reader is referred to [3].

Integrable field theories, however, are only a small subclass of perturbed conformal field theories.
Truncated Hamiltonian approaches are independent of integrability and therefore are applicable to general
perturbed conformal field theories. The first, and still widely used application of Hamiltonian truncation
to quantum field theories was the truncated conformal space approach (TCSA) to numerically study
the finite volume spectra of relevant perturbations of conformal field theories, introduced by Yurov and
Zamolodchikov [4]. Several variants were subsequently developed to treat a larger class of models [5–11];
for a recent review c.f. the paper by James et al. [12]. It can also be applied to boundary [13, 14]
and defect problems [15–17]. Although applications of Hamiltonian truncation are mostly dominated by
1+1 dimensional field theories, it is possible to extend the approach to higher dimensions as well [18,19].
Besides the spectral problem, it enables the study of operator matrix elements in finite volume [20,21], and
recently was also applied to investigate non-equilibrium dynamics in quantum field theories, taking into
account the full quantum dynamics [22–28]. A recent alternative approach to Hamiltonian truncation
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is Lightcone Conformal Truncation [29] which, in contrast to the TCSA, works in infinite volume; a
pedagogical introduction can be found in [30].

The above range of applications explains the interest in developing efficient algorithms for TCSA which
make possible more precise computations and extend its range of applicability. Starting with the simple
implementations [31], several people and groups developed algorithms for TCSA in the course of their
work; however, so far very few information has been published on these developments, which presents a
hard barrier for anyone who wishes to apply these methods.

The TCSA works in finite volume, and uses an energy cut-off to make the Hilbert space finite dimen-
sional. The presence of the cut-off introduces an approximation, which needs to be controlled carefully to
understand the precision of the results. In addition, it is very important to go beyond naive implementa-
tions of the original idea to address models where the Hilbert space grows rapidly with the cut-off, which
is the case e.g. in models of great physical relevance with SU(2) current algebra [32–34].

The cut-off dependence can be theoretically computed, and thereby suppressed, by renormalisation
group (RG) methods [18,35–37], which rely on the validity of perturbation theory for high energy modes.
However, in order to use the RG improvements it is necessary to reach sufficiently high values of the cut-
off, which can be achieved by the application of numerical renormalisation group (NRG) methods [38,39].
Although the NRG approach is efficient, it comes with the price of introducing further approximations
which are not under theoretical control.

Here we report an algorithmic development with efficiency similar to the NRG method, which makes
it possible to reach high cut-off values without introducing further approximations to the TCSA. Our
Chirally Factorised Truncated Conformal Space Approach (CFTCSA) works for periodic boundary con-
ditions and relies on the chiral factorisation of conformal field theories, which is the decoupling of left and
right moving degrees of freedom. The only input the algorithm needs is a description of the Hilbert space
in terms of the chiral degrees of freedom, the structure constants of the operator algebra, and so-called
chiral data which are the building blocks for the Hamiltonian and the local operators; we call these re-
quired inputs the CFT data. After describing the theoretical foundations of the approach, we give details
of an efficient algorithmic implementation. We illustrate the use of the algorithm by presenting recent
examples of its applications, which range from evaluating static quantities such as spectra and operator
matrix elements to non-equilibrium time evolution.

Besides presenting the improved algorithm, a further goal of this work is to make the powerful method
of TCSA more accessible for researchers working in low-dimensional quantum field theory. With this aim
in view, we make available a MATLAB implementation [40] of the algorithm, and also include two
appendices which describe the computation of CFT data for two important classes of conformal field
theories: minimal models and free boson CFTs. Note that the algorithm reported here and the code
package [40] can be applied to a much larger class of perturbed CFTs, requiring only the construction of
the CFT data needed as input.

The CFTCSA algorithm has already been successfully applied to problems such as investigating the
Kibble-Zurek scaling [41], time evolution after an inhomogeneous quench in the sine-Gordon field theory
[42], form factors of order/disorder fields [43] and also confinement of kinks [44] in perturbations of the
tricritical Ising model. Finally, we note that independently of our work a similar approach was developed
and applied to study the sinh-Gordon quantum field theory on a truncated free boson Hilbert space as
reported in [45].
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2 Chirally Factorised Truncated Conformal Space Approach

2.1 Off-critical deformations of conformal field theories

In order to apply TCSA, the 1+1-dimensional quantum field theory under investigation is specified as the
off-critical deformation of a conformal field theory (CFT) [1] by a relevant operator, with the Hamiltonian1

H = HCFT + λ

∫ L

0
dxV(x) (2.1)

where HCFT is the CFT Hamiltonian, V(x) is the relevant operator and λ is a coupling with positive mass
dimension. It is possible to add multiple relevant fields by a trivial extension of the method described
below. Space is taken to be a circle of finite length L: x ≡ x + L, corresponding to periodic boundary
conditions. Under these circumstances, the conformal field theory has a symmetry algebraA⊗Ā consisting
of the tensor product of a left and a right chiral factor. The Hilbert space of the theory can be decomposed
according to irreducible representations of the symmetry algebra:

HCFT =
⊕

Φ

WΦ (2.2)

with each subspace labelled by an irreducible representation of the algebra A ⊗ Ā which are in one-to-
one correspondence with so-called primary fields Φ. These fields transform in a product of irreducible
representations R(Φ)⊗R̄(Φ), and their behaviour under scaling transformations is specified by conformal
weights (hΦ, h̄Φ). To apply the TCSA method, it must be assumed that there is either a finite number or
at most a countable infinity of these fields with a discrete spectrum of conformal weights bounded from
below2. We also assume that the Hamiltonian (2.1) is translationally invariant, so the conformal weights
of the perturbing field V satisfy hV = h̄V .

To exploit the full power of conformal symmetry, it is useful to continue analytically to imaginary
time τ = −it introducing complex coordinates w = τ − ix and w̄ = τ + ix, and to map the space-time
cylinder (w, w̄) to the complex plane (z, z̄) by the conformal transformation

z = exp
2πw

L
, (2.3)

which maps the cylinder to the complex plane parameterised by the dimensionless complex coordinates.
Under such a map, primary fields given on the space-time cylinder transform as [1]

Ocyl(w, w̄) =

(
2πz

L

)hO (2πz̄

L

)h̄O
Opl(z, z̄) . (2.4)

where the superscripts cyl and pl correspond to operators given on the space-time cylinder and on the
complex plane, respectively.

For simplicity we now assume that the two chiral symmetry algebras are identical: A ≡ Ā, which is
the case for most applications of the TCSA. All subsequent considerations can be extended to the case
with different left and right chiral algebras, but it makes the notations considerably less transparent, so
we restrict ourselves to the case which is of practical interest. The subspaces corresponding to the primary
fields are then given by

WΦ = VR(Φ) ⊗ VR̄(Φ) (2.5)

with the chiral factors VR(Φ) carry the irreducible representation R(Φ) of the algebra A. Notice that there
can be fields transforming under different left and right representations; theories for which all fields satisfy

1Here the Hamiltonian is written in the Schrödinger picture, or equivalently, taken at the fixed time t = 0.
2CFTs with a finite number of primary fields are called rational and their class includes numerous models relevant for

field theory description of many-body systems, and statistical physics.
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R(Φ) = R̄(Φ) are called diagonal; the prime examples are given by the A series of modular invariant
partition functions [46, 47]. Denoting the generators of the chiral scaling transformations by L0 and L̄0

as usual, the chiral spaces decompose into their eigenspaces:

VR =
∞⊕
N=0

VR(N) : L0 |v〉 = (hR +N) |v〉 ∀ |v〉 ∈ VR(N)

VR̄ =

∞⊕
N̄=0

VR̄(N̄) : L̄0 |v̄〉 =
(
h̄R̄ + N̄

)
|v̄〉 ∀ |v̄〉 ∈ VR̄(N̄) . (2.6)

The dimensions of the chiral subspaces at fixed levels are denoted by

dR(N) = dimVR(N) . (2.7)

In the simplest case, the highest weight subspace VR(Φ)(0) ⊗ VR̄(Φ)(0) of WΦ is spanned by a single
vector |Φ〉 which is created from the CFT vacuum by the action of the primary field Φ. In models with
current algebra symmetries the primary fields are themselves multiplets, e.g. for SU(2) WZNW models
corresponding to diagonal modular invariant partition functions [46] the primary field Φj transforms in
the (2j + 1)× (2j + 1) dimensional representation of an SU(2)× SU(2) zero level subalgebra of A⊗ Ā.
Vectors with non-zero level N + N̄ are called descendant vectors, with their chiral descendant levels given
by (N, N̄).

Using (2.5), the Hilbert space takes the form

HCFT =
⊕

Φ,N,N̄

VR(Φ)(N)⊗ VR̄(Φ)(N̄) . (2.8)

Accordingly, any local operator O(x) with left/right conformal weights hO and h̄O can be decomposed as

O(0) =

(
2π

L

)hO+h̄O ⊕
Φ,N,N̄,

Φ′,N′,N̄′

CΦ′Φ (O)BO(R(Φ′), N ′,R(Φ), N)⊗ B̄O(R̄(Φ′), N̄ ′, R̄(Φ), N̄) (2.9)

where BO(R′, N ′,R, N) and B̄O(R̄′, N̄ ′, R̄, N̄) are the chiral three-point matrices (a.k.a. chiral vertex
operators) which only depend on the representations of the chiral algebra involved in the particular block,
and CΦ′Φ(O) are the operator product structure constants of the CFT.

2.2 The “curse of dimensionality” and the idea of CFTCSA

In TCSA, the Hilbert space is truncated at some conformal weight i.e. imposing an upper limit of the
eigenvalues of L0 + L̄0, making the space finite dimensional. The challenge is that the number of states
grows very fast with the descendant level. In fact, the density of states has an exponential asymptotic
behaviour [48]

∼ exp

{
2π

√
c(h+N − c/24)

6
+ 2π

√
c(h̄+ N̄ − c/24)

6

}
, (2.10)

where c is the central charge of the CFT. As a result, while truncations with only a few dozen states work
surprisingly well for simple cases [4,5], they quickly become insufficient for other models where the central
charge is higher, or the convergence with the cut-off is slower. While this can be helped by renormalisation
group methods as mentioned in the introduction, the perturbative running of the coupling is only valid for
sufficiently high cut-offs, which leaves one with the challenge of accommodating very large Hilbert spaces,
and subsequently very large operator matrices in computer memory. Note that the full space occupied
by the operator matrices grows with the square D2 of the dimension D of the truncated Hilbert space.
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In many cases, these matrices are not even sparse enough to gain substantially from the exploitation of
their structure.

However, the chiral factorisation property (2.5) implies that the size of the CFT data considered as a
function of the cut-off, only grows with the square root of the size of the complete (nonchiral) operator
matrices, i.e. effectively proportional to the dimension D of the truncated Hilbert space instead of D2.
Therefore, an algorithm working directly in terms of the chiral data improves efficiency by quite a large
margin, despite still being ultimately subject to the same exponential growth3.

The idea of the Chirally Factorised TCSA is to set up the numerical algorithm exploiting (2.5), and
use it to reduce the size of the CFT input data needed to set up the TCSA.

The CFT data required as input to the CFTCSA algorithm are the following:

• The central charge c of the CFT, which is a parameter of the chiral algebra A. More precisely,
it is a parameter of its Virasoro sub-algebra V ir which is always present as a consequence of the
conformal symmetry.

• The decomposition (2.2) of the CFT Hilbert space, which specifies the full spectrum of the conformal
field theory and is severely constrained by the requirement of modular invariance [47].

• The matrix elements of the perturbing field with highest weight vectors

CΦ′Φ (V) =
〈
Φ′
∣∣V(0) |Φ〉 (2.11)

which are examples of the operator product structure constants of the CFT. Matrix elements of the
perturbing field with descendant vectors can then be determined using the symmetry algebra A⊗Ā
to construct the relevant chiral three-point matrices (c.f. Appendix A for the Virasoro case). To
evaluate matrix elements of any other local operator O, it is also necessary to include the values of
the structure constants

CΦ′Φ (O) =
〈
Φ′
∣∣O(0) |Φ〉 (2.12)

• The matrix elements of the chiral three-point matrices

BO(R′, N ′,R, N)α′α and B̄O(R′, N̄ ′,R, N̄)ᾱ′ᾱ (2.13)

at least for the perturbing operator O = V, and also for other operators if necessary for the particular
physical problem considered.

With the exception of the chiral three-point matrices, the size of all the other data is independent of
the cut-off and essentially negligible in comparison: the real gain of the CFTCSA algorithm comes from
encoding the operator matrices in terms of the chiral three-point matrices.

The Hamiltonian of the conformal field theory is given by

HCFT =
2π

L

(
L0 + L̄0 −

c

12

)
(2.14)

and it is automatically diagonal in the basis specified by (2.6). Following (2.9), the matrix elements of a
local primary field O(x) between two basis vectors

|w〉 = |R(Φ), N, α〉 ⊗
∣∣R̄(Φ), N̄ , ᾱ

〉
∈ VR(Φ)(N)⊗ VR̄(Φ)(N̄)∣∣w′〉 =

∣∣R(Φ′), N ′, α′
〉
⊗
∣∣R̄(Φ′), N̄ ′, ᾱ′

〉
∈ VR(Φ′)(N

′)⊗ VR̄(Φ′)(N̄
′) (2.15)

3We remark that further improvements (albeit more moderate than from chiral factorisation) can be achieved by exploiting
specific structural properties of the operator matrices, as mentioned at the end of Appendix B.3.
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can be written (using translational invariance) as follows:

〈
w′
∣∣O(x) |w〉 =

(
2π

L

)hO+h̄O

CΦ′Φ (O)BO(R(Φ′), N ′,R(Φ), N)α′αB̄O(R̄(Φ′), N̄ ′, R̄(Φ), N̄)ᾱ′ᾱ

· exp

(
i
2π

L

[(
hΦ′ +N ′ − h̄Φ′ − N̄ ′

)
−
(
hO − h̄O + hΦ +N − h̄Φ − N̄

)]
x

)
, (2.16)

where we assumed that the indices α = 1, . . . , dR(N) run over an orthonormal basis of the level subspaces
VR(N). To fix normalisation conventions for the structure constants, it is also necessary to specify the
normalisation of the chiral three-point matrices BO and B̄O for primary operators O. For the case when
the zero-level subspaces are one-dimensional, they are normalised as

BO(R′, 0,R, 0) = 1 , B̄O(R̄′, 0, R̄, 0) = 1 . (2.17)

For the case when the zero-level subspaces are themselves multiplets under some symmetry group, the
zero-level parts of B and B̄ are fixed in terms of the appropriate Clebsh-Gordan coefficients [33]. Given
the zero-level parts, the descendant parts of B and B̄ are fully determined by the symmetry algebra A⊗Ā.
In the following we assume these matrices have been constructed by appropriate CFT calculations. Note
that strictly speaking, for the algorithm described in this work the details of those construction are not
relevant, as long as its results are available to provide the necessary inputs for the TCSA calculations.
Nevertheless, we describe their construction for two different chiral algebras in Appendices A and B.

2.3 Vectors, inner products and operator matrix elements

A general vector in the conformal Hilbert space (2.2) can be written as

|Ψ〉 =
∑

Φ,N,N̄

dR(Φ)(N)∑
α=1

dR̄(Φ)(N̄)∑
ᾱ=1

KΨ(Φ, N, N̄)αᾱ |R(Φ), N, α〉 ⊗
∣∣R̄(Φ), N̄ , ᾱ

〉
, (2.18)

where KΨ(Φ, N, N̄)αᾱ are complex vector coefficients represented as two-index tensors. Inner products
can then be computed using

〈Ψ1|Ψ2〉 =
∑

Φ,N,N̄

∑
α,ᾱ

K∗Ψ1
(Φ, N, N̄)αᾱKΨ2(Φ, N, N̄)αᾱ =

∑
Φ,N,N̄

Tr
{
KΨ1(Φ, N, N̄)†KΨ2(Φ, N, N̄)

}
(2.19)

Using (2.16), the matrix elements of a local scaling field O(x) can be written as

〈Ψ1|O(x)|Ψ2〉 =(
2π

L

)hO+h̄O ∑
Φ1,Φ2

{
CΦ1Φ2(O)

∑
N1,N̄1

∑
N2,N̄2

Tr
{
KΨ1(Φ1, N1, N̄1)†BO(R(Φ1), N1,R(Φ2), N2)KΨ2(Φ2, N2, N̄2)B̄O(R̄(Φ1), N̄1, R̄(Φ2), N̄2)T

}

· exp

(
i
2π

L

[(
hΦ1 +N1 − h̄Φ1 − N̄1

)
−
(
hO − h̄O + hΦ2 +N2 − h̄Φ2 − N̄2

)]
x

)}
. (2.20)

2.4 Representing the perturbing operator

Due to the assumption of translational invariance, the matrix elements of the perturbation

Hpert =

∫ L

0
dxV(x) (2.21)
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can be simplified with respect to the general formula (2.20). Namely, the condition hV = h̄V and the
spatial integral leads to a superselection rule according to the momentum P , which is given by

P
(
|Φ, N, α〉 ⊗

∣∣Φ, N̄ , ᾱ〉) =
2π

L

(
sΦ +N − N̄

) (
|Φ, N, α〉 ⊗

∣∣Φ, N̄ , ᾱ〉) , (2.22)

where sΦ = hΦ − h̄Φ is the conformal spin of the primary field Φ. For a state with momentum 2πs/L, its
components in the representation (2.18) satisfy the selection rule

KΨ(Φ, N, N̄) = 0 for sΦ +N − N̄ 6= s , (2.23)

and taking momentum eigenstates |Ψ1,2〉 with momentum eigenvalues given by

P |Ψ1,2〉 =
2π

L
s(Ψ1,2) |Ψ1,2〉 (2.24)

the spatial integral of the matrix element (2.20) can be rewritten as

〈Ψ1|Hpert|Ψ2〉 =(
2π

L

)2hV ∑
Φ1,Φ2

CΦ1Φ2(O)
∑
N1,N̄1

∑
N2,N̄2

{
Lδs(Ψ1),s(Ψ2)

· Tr
{
KΨ1(Φ1, N1, N̄1)†BV(R(Φ1), N1,R(Φ2), N2)KΨ2(Φ2, N2, N̄2)B̄V(R̄(Φ1), N̄1, R̄(Φ2), N̄2)T

}}
.

(2.25)

As a result, the action of the perturbing operator on a momentum eigenstate |Ψ〉∣∣Ψ′〉 = Hpert |Ψ〉 (2.26)

gives a state |Ψ′〉 with the same momentum, and can be written in terms of the vector components as

KΨ′(Φ
′, N ′, N̄ ′)α′ᾱ′ =(

2π

L

)2hV ∑
Φ,N,N̄

Lδs′,s
∑
α,ᾱ
α′,ᾱ′

CΦ′Φ(O)BV(R(Φ′), N ′,R(Φ), N)α′,αB̄V(R̄(Φ′), N̄ ′, R̄(Φ), N̄)ᾱ′,ᾱKΨ(Φ, N, N̄)αᾱ

where s = sΦ +N − N̄ and s′ = sΦ′ +N ′ − N̄ ′ , (2.27)

or alternatively in a compact matrix notation as

KΨ′(Φ
′, N ′, N̄ ′) =(

2π

L

)2hV ∑
Φ,N,N̄

Lδs′,s CΦ′Φ(O)BV(R(Φ′), N ′,R(Φ), N)KΨ(Φ, N, N̄)B̄V(R̄(Φ′), N̄ ′, R̄(Φ), N̄)T (2.28)

We emphasise that due to the conservation of momentum, for the action of a translationally invariant
Hamiltonian the Hilbert space can be limited to states with a fixed value s, corresponding to a subspace
with a given total momentum 2πs/L. However, matrix elements (2.20) of local operators between vectors
in different momentum sectors are in general nonzero.
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3 Implementation

3.1 Describing the Hilbert space

The key idea behind our improved numerical approach is to exploit the chiral factorisation (2.5) to optimise
memory usage and performance. In virtue of (2.5), the basis states can be considered expressed as pairs
of basis states from the chiral subspaces VR. This chiral structure can be encoded in descriptors which
are matrices describing the Hilbert space and local operators in terms of the chiral building blocks.

The Chiral Descriptor summarises the basic information about the chiral subspaces VR(N). Since for
every primary field these spaces are specified by giving the representations RΦ and R̄Φ, the independent
information needed is to list at each level N the subspaces VR(N) of all the chiral representations R.
These can be ordered by increasing chiral conformal weight (L0 eigenvalue) hR +N , and the multiindex
(R, N) replaced by their position n in this list (in case of subspaces of equal weight, their order can be
chosen in an arbitrary way); however, depending on the problem, other orderings may be more convenient.
The CFT data constructed for the purpose of the TCSA computations must contain the basis of the chiral
level subspaces to some upper limit h(R, N) < hmax which is chosen sufficiently high to contain all states
that occur in the numerical computations. The Chiral Descriptor is then a two-column matrix listing the
conformal weights hn and dimensions dn of the chiral level subspaces VR(N):

DCh =


h1 d1

h2 d2

h3 d3
...

...

 , (3.1)

with h1 ≤ h2 ≤ h3 ≤ . . . .
The primary fields Φ appearing in the decomposition (2.2) can be enumerated in some particular order

as
ΦM , M = 1, . . . lPr . (3.2)

For CFTs with a finite number of primary fields (so-called rational CFTs), lPr is a fixed number, but
for those with infinitely many primaries (such as the free massless boson) this list must be terminated
so that every primary field Φ appearing as a subspace WΦ in the truncated Hilbert space is included.
Typically, this list is ordered by increasing scaling dimension, with the identity operator coming first,
although depending on the problem other orderings may be more convenient.

For example, in the Ising CFT with central charge c = 1/2 the primaries are the identity Φ1 = I,
the magnetisation Φ2 = σ and the energy operator Φ3 = ε, with conformal dimensions h1 = h̄1 = 0,
h2 = h̄2 = 1/16 and h3 = h̄3 = 1/2.

The Hilbert space (2.2) is specified by a Hilbert Space Descriptor which prescribes how to sew together
the left- and right-handed chiral spaces. It is a three-column matrix with the indices of the left- and right-
handed subspaces in its first and second columns, respectively, while the third column contains the index
of the primary field corresponding to the subspace. The indices refer to the rows of the Chiral Descriptor
and therefore specify the conformal weight and the dimensionality of the subspaces in the product space.

For the simplest, but also most frequently considered example of the zero-momentum subspace in
a CFT with diagonal partition function, the Hilbert Space Descriptor has a particularly simple form.
E.g., for the Ising model, the first four rows correspond to VR(I)(0) ⊗ VR(I)(0), VR(σ)(0) ⊗ VR(σ)(0),
VR(ε)(0)⊗ VR(ε)(0) and VR(σ)(1)⊗ VR(σ)(1), and the Hilbert Space Descriptor takes the form

DH =


1 1 1
2 2 2
3 3 3
4 4 2
...

...
...

 . (3.3)
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where the first and second column entries refer to the corresponding Chiral Descriptor, the first four lines
of which describe the chiral level subspaces VR(I)(0), VR(σ)(0), VR(ε)(0) and VR(σ)(1):

DCh =


0 1

1/16 1
1/2 1

17/16 1
...

...

 , (3.4)

If the mth row of DH has j, k as its first two elements, then the corresponding subspace has total
conformal weight DCh(j, 1) +DCh(k, 1), conformal spin DCh(j, 1)−DCh(k, 1), and dimension DCh(j, 2)×
DCh(k, 2). As the TCSA introduces an upper limit on the total conformal weight, the number of included
subspaces are limited to a finite value lH.

The Hilbert Space Descriptor provides the recipe to express the general state vectors (2.18) as

|Ψ〉 = KΨ(m)αβ |m,α, β〉 , (3.5)

which are most conveniently handled as lists of matrices K(m), m = 1, . . . , lH with sizes dictated by DH

and DCh. From (2.19), the inner products of two vectors |Ψ1〉 and |Ψ2〉 is given in by

〈Ψ1|Ψ2〉 =

lH∑
m=1

Tr
{
KΨ1(m)†KΨ2(m)

}
. (3.6)

3.2 Matrix elements of local operators

The action of any scaling operator on the Hilbert space is specified by the chiral three-point matrices
BO(R, N,R′, N ′) introduced in (2.16). Using the Chiral Descriptor number n for the level subspace
labelled by (R, N), the CFT data must contain a list of all necessary chiral three-point matrices BO(n, n′)
and B̄O(n, n′) for all operators O that occur in the computation, conveniently arranged as a list of matrices
B−→ which we call the Operator List.

The action of a scaling operator O is then (partially) specified using two (left/right) Operator Descrip-
tors DO,LOp and DO,ROp . A computationally efficient representation of the operator descriptor is a square
matrix filled with integers (illustrated for the left):

DO,LOp =


0 0 0 0 1 0 0 · · ·
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 · · ·
0 0 0 3 0 0 4 · · ·
...

...
. . .

 , (3.7)

and a similar descriptor must be specified for the right chiral part. We call these quantities Operator
Descriptor Matrices, which have the following meaning. The rows and columns correspond to the rows
of the Hilbert Space Descriptor, listing the chiral decomposition of the level subspaces of the full Hilbert
space. Assuming that the nth row of the Hilbert space descriptor corresponds to the subspace VR(N)⊗
VR̄(N̄), while the n′th row corresponds to the subspace VR′(N

′)⊗VR̄′(N̄ ′), the element DO,LOp (n, n′) gives

the position of the left chiral three-point matrix BO(R, N,R′, N ′) in the Operator List B−→, or zero if

the chiral three-point matrix vanishes, i.e., we define B−→(0) = 0 by convention. Similarly, the element

DO,ROp (n, n′) specifies the position of the right chiral three-point matrix B̄O(R̄, N̄ , R̄′, N̄ ′) in the Operator

List B−→. Note that the left/right blocks are identical for operators with R (O) = R̄ (O), i.e. transforming
in the same representation both on the left and the right. In such a case the two descriptors are identical
and can be given by the same matrix: DO,LOp = DO,ROp = DOOp. The dimensions of the Operator Descriptor
Matrices are lH × lH.
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In some cases it is more convenient to have separate Operator Lists BO−→ instead of the single unified

list B−→. This alters the meaning of the elements of DO,LOp and DO,ROp , as they now index the Operator List
of O. This is especially useful if only some selected operators are relevant to a given physical problem,
which is in fact the case for the examples in Section 4.

In addition, in certain problems alternative choices can be more optimal than the generic Operator
Descriptor Matrices and Operator Lists introduced above. An example of an alternative realisation which
is optimised for the case of creation/annihilation operators in the free boson CFT is described in Appendix
B.4.

To further facilitate implementation, the definition of the operator algebra structure constants CΦΦ′(O)
is encoded as follows:

CO(M,M ′) = CΦΦ′(O) (3.8)

where Φ (resp. Φ′) is the primary field corresponding to the module WΦ and CO(M,M ′) is a rewriting of
CΦΦ′(O) in which the primary fields are indexed according to (3.2) by integers M and M ′ > 0, in accor-
dance with the 3rd row of the Hilbert Space Descriptor. In the particular programming implementation
the structure constants CO(M,M ′) are stored in a matrix form, which we call the Structure Constant
Matrix. The non-zero elements at position (M,M ′) are the actual structure constants connecting the
conformal family of the operator O under consideration and the conformal families associated with Mth
and M ′th primaries, whose left and right chiral parts, similarly to O itself, can be different in a generic
CFT. Given these considerations, the dimension of this matrix is lPr × lPr, where lPr denotes the number
of primary fields in the theory4.

Finally, we would like to mention that the descriptors D
O,L/R
Op and the Structure Constant Matrix

CO(M,M ′) may include some redundancy due to superselection rules corresponding signalled by vanishing
structure constants. Although this redundancy can be removed, we do not address this issue here for the
sake of transparency and simplicity.

With these notations, the matrix elements of local operators (2.20) can eventually be computed as

〈Ψ1| O(x) |Ψ2〉 =

(
2π

L

)hO+h̄O lH∑
m,m′=1

{
Tr
{
CO(DH(m, 3), DH(m′, 3))KΨ1(m)†

B−→
(
DO,LOp

(
m,m′

))
KΨ2(m′)B−→

(
DO,ROp

(
m,m′

))T }
×

exp

(
i
2π

L

[
s− s′ − hO + h̄O

]
x

)}
,

(3.9)

while the action (2.28) of an integrated spin-0 field

∣∣Ψ′〉 =

(∫ L

0
dxV(x)

)
|Ψ〉 (3.10)

can be computed as

KΨ′(m
′) =

(
2π

L

)2hV lH∑
m=1

Lδs′,s CV(DH(m′, 3), DH(m, 3))×

× B−→
(
DV,LOp

(
m′,m

))
KΨ(m)B−→

(
DV,ROp

(
m′,m

))T
, (3.11)

where
s = DCh(DH(m, 1), 1)−DCh(DH(m, 2), 1) , (3.12)

4On the number of primaries lPr see the discussion after Eq. (3.2).
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and similarly for s′. We include a particular realisation of the above algorithms implemented using MAT-
LAB [49] as an ancillary file package [40], which also includes some examples of physical applications.

In the implemented package, Operator Descriptor Matrices are expected to be exported as a ‘.dat’
file, and can be imported by MATLAB’s load() function, which guarantees that the Operator De-
scriptor Matrices are of the form of a lH × lH MATLAB array, whose elements can be reached as
OpDescriptorMatrix(m,m’) where OpDescriptorMatrix denotes the equivalent of DOOp in MATLAB

(for operators with R (O) 6= R̄ (O) there are two different matrices separately for left/right). The struc-
ture constants, again assuming a ‘.dat’ file format, can again be imported by MATLAB’s load() function,
guaranteeing that the Structure Constant Matrix is of the form of a lPr × lPr MATLAB array, whose el-
ements can be reached as StructConstMatrix(M,M’) where StructConstMatrix denotes the equivalent
of CO(M,M ′) in MATLAB.

Below we present an actual yet simplified script, more precisely a function written in MATLAB to
better demonstrate the above ideas via the particular example of the action of an operator on a vector.
A similar function computing matrix elements of operators is then straightforward to obtain. We would
like to stress that this code has to be regarded as a “vanilla” version of our MATLAB function and is
presented in order to better and transparently demonstrate the logic of the actual implementation. The
more elaborate and ready-to-use version of this function can be found online in [40].

function NewVector=ApplyOperator ( VectorInTensors , Ch i ra lDesc r ip to r , HDescriptor , . . .
OpDescriptorMatrixL , OpDescriptorMatrixR , StructConstMatrix )
l=s ize ( HDescriptor , 1 ) ;
NewVectorInTensors ={};
global OpList ;
for i =1: l

c l e a r v a r s dummy
dummy=0∗VectorInTensors { i } ;
for j =1: l

i f OpDescriptorMatrixL ( i , j )˜=0 &&
OpDescriptorMatrixR ( i , j )˜=0

dummy=dummy+StructConstMatrix ( HDescr iptor ( i , 3 ) , HDescr iptor ( j , 3 ) ) ∗
( ( OpList{OpDescriptorMatrixL ( i , j )}

∗ VectorInTensors { j })
∗( OpList{OpDescriptorMatrixR ( i , j ) } . ’ ) ) ;

end
end
NewVectorInTensors{ i}=dummy;

end
NewVector=NewVectorInTensors ;
end

The Operator List B−→ is expected to be prepared as a list of matrices named OpList in a ‘.mat’
file, which can imported into MATLAB can be achieved by either the function ImportMatFiles or the
function ImportMatFilesNoSparse; the latter results in sparse matrices which help reduce the use of
memory. The individual matrices in the list are referred to as OpList{k}, and are conventional (sparse or
nonsparse) matrices with their elements addressed as OpList{k}(l,m). One technical aspect we would
like to emphasise is that the variable OpList is not passed to the above function as an argument, as it is
a large object common throughout all calculations, and instead it is defined as a global variable.

3.3 Spectral problem

Most applications of the CFTCSA involve the solution of the spectral problem, i.e., finding eigenvalues
and eigenvectors of a perturbed CFT defined by a Hamiltonian of the form (2.1). The action of the
conformal Hamiltonian on a state can be computed easily

KHCFTΨ(n) =
2π

L

(
DCh(DH(n, 1), 1) +DCh(DH(n, 2), 1)− c

12

)
KΨ(n) , (3.13)
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where L is the finite volume parameter and c is the central charge of the fixed point CFT, while the action
of the perturbing fields is expressed through Eq. (3.11). Combining the two yields the map from |Ψ〉 to
H |Ψ〉 without explicitly calculating and storing the matrix elements of H. The spectral problem is then
solved using iterative eigensolvers which can operate having access to the action of the matrix only, such
as e.g. the built-in eigensolver of MATLAB [49].

3.4 Time evolution

3.4.1 Chebyshev-Bessel method

The time evolved state e−itH |Ω〉 can be computed using the Chebyshev-Bessel method [22], which only
needs the action of the Hamiltonian H on vectors. To evaluate the time evolution of the system starting
from quantum state |Ω〉, the time evolution operator e−itH is expanded on the basis of Chebyshev poly-
nomials which are known to give the best approximation of the exponential to any finite order. Crucially,
the Chebyshev polynomials Tk(x) can be defined by the recurrence relation

Tk+1(x) = 2xTk(x)− Tk−1(x) , T0(x) = 1 , T1(x) = x (3.14)

and form a complete basis for functions on the interval [−1, 1]. The exponential time evolution operator
can be expanded as

e−itH |Ω〉 = e−itH̄J0(at)|Ω〉+ e−itH̄2

∞∑
k=1

(−i)kJk(at)Tk(∆H/a)|Ω〉 (3.15)

where

H = H̄ + ∆H , H̄ =
Emax + Emin

2
, (3.16)

that is H̄ is the average of the maximal and minimal eigenenergies of the truncated Hamiltonian H which
is a constant real number, Jk are the Bessel functions

Jk(z) =
∞∑
l=0

(−1)l

l!(k + l)!

(z
2

)2l+k
, (3.17)

and a is a real number which is larger than the absolute value of all the eigenvalues of the (truncated)
Hamiltonian ∆H, but otherwise arbitrary. The use of the constant shift H̄ and the multiplicative real
number a ensures that the spectrum of the truncated Hamiltonian ∆H lies in the [−1, 1] interval, where the
Chebyshev expansion is applicable. The expansion for the exponential can be truncated at an appropriate
order to get an approximation for the time evolution operator; it turns out that it is necessary to truncate
at a level nmax & atmax, with tmax the time we aim to reach, which is usually limited by the finite volume
and light speed (which is 1 in our units) to t ≤ L.

Eq. (3.17) can be rewritten as

e−itH |Ω〉 = e−itH̄J0(at)|Ω〉+ e−itH̄2
∞∑
k=1

(−i)kJk(at)|Ω〉(k) (3.18)

using
|Ω〉(k) = Tk(∆H/a)|Ω〉 (3.19)

with |Ω〉(0) = |Ω〉. It is immediately obvious that the vectors needed to use (3.18) can be computed
recursively by rephrasing the recursion relation Eq. (3.14) as

|Ω〉(1) =
1

a

(
H|Ω〉(0) − H̄1|Ω〉(0)

)
|Ω〉(k+1) = 2

1

a

(
H|Ω〉(k) − H̄1|Ω〉(k)

)
− |Ω〉(k−1) ,

which requires only the matrix action of the original Hamiltonian H and a trivial multiplication by the
real number H̄.
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3.4.2 Solving the Schrödinger equation

Another way to obtain the time evolution is to solve the time-dependent Schrödinger equation:

i∂t |Ψ〉 = H |Ψ〉 . (3.20)

This method has the advantage that the Hamiltonian H is allowed to have an explicit time-dependence
that does occur in certain physical problems such as the Kibble-Zurek scenario considered in Subsection
4.4. Several efficient built-in numerical routines are available to solve a first order linear differential
equation in standard mathematical software including MATLAB [49], making this method applicable to
a wide range of physical problems.

This method has the disadvantage that it is difficult to estimate the duration up to which the solution
of the differential equation faithfully describes the actual physical time evolution. Truncation errors
limit the validity of this method to a finite time window which can be estimated by simulating the
dynamics using different cutoff parameters and observing until which time instant they converge. We
note that this limitation is not unique to this specific method of time evolution, and also for a number of
physical problems the available window is sufficient to address the relevant questions, as demonstrated in
Subsection 4.4.

4 Examples of applications of the CFTCSA to physical problems

Here we describe applications of the CFTCSA for relevant perturbations of the critical and tricritical Ising
conformal field theories, and the sine-Gordon model. The library of MATLAB [49] scripts implementing
the CFTCSA algorithm described in the previous subsection, as well as CFT data for these models and
example calculations can be found online [40]. In the case of the first two examples, i.e., the spectral
problems of the E8 and sine-Gordon QFTs and the form factors of the E7 model, the codes necessary to
reproduce all CFTCSA results presented in the paper are fully included as examples. For the other two
examples involving time evolution, we refrain from including the full codes due to the complexity of the
physical problems, and instead give a simpler but still illustrative code computing time evolution after a
global quench in the sine-Gordon model.

4.1 Spectra of E8 and sine-Gordon model

In the line of its possible applications, let us first present how the CFTCSA calculates the spectrum of
two different physical models. The spectral problem is appealing due to its simple formulation and due
to the availability of analytical results for the energies. Consequently, the spectral problem benchmarks
the accuracy of the numerical method.

The E8 model is formulated by perturbing the Ising conformal field theory with c = 1/2 by the
primary field σ(x) of weights hσ = h̄σ = 1/16 corresponding to magnetisation. This model is integrable
and its spectrum is known to consist of 8 massive particle with masses mk, k = 1, . . . , 8 [51]. The coupling
constant λ is dimensionful and its exact relation to the mass gap m1 is known [52]

λE8 = κm
15/8
1 , κ = 0.06203236 . . . (4.1)

so the energy levels can be computed in units of m1, while the volume can be parameterised by the scaling
variable l = m1L. The ground state energy in finite volume can be expressed as

E0(L) = m2
1EE8L−

πc̃(l)

6L
, (4.2)

where c̃(l) is the so-called vacuum scaling function a.k.a. effective central charge, which behaves as e−l

for large volume. The coefficient EE8 is the bulk energy constant which is also exactly known [52]

EE8 = − sinπ/30

16 sinπ/3 sinπ/5 sinπ/15
. (4.3)
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Volume m1L TBA Raw CFTCSA Extrapolated CFTCSA

0.075 -3.490664764718 -3.490664764706 -3.490664764727

0.125 -2.094420612223 -2.094420612172 -2.094420612249

0.475 -0.5521585879901 -0.5521585859634 -0.5521585879800

0.6 -0.4382356381999 -0.4382356343468 -0.4382356381806

0.8 -0.3314363841477 -0.3314363756476 -0.3314363841051

1.2 -0.2307543455439 -0.2307543196153 -0.2307543454197

1.6 -0.1904900446243 -0.1904899873971 -0.1904900443767

2 -0.1777603739145 -0.1777602681131 -0.1777603735367

4 -0.2512909490675 -0.2512902327811 -0.2512909507354

7 -0.4322470994378 -0.4322437272677 -0.4322471438901

9 -0.5555744641670 -0.5555676826358 -0.5555746099325

12 -0.7407438075920 -0.7407286652376 -0.7407443409462

Table 4.1: Ground state energy E0(L) for various volume parameters. Data in the second column is
calculated from Ref. [50]. The third column is obtained by numerical diagonalisation from CFTCSA
using 207,809 vectors, while the last column is improved by extrapolating the cut-off dependence.

Volume m1L ∆m1, predicted ∆m1, raw CFTCSA ∆m1, extrapolated

12.4613 -2.4860E-03 -2.4281E-03 -2.4274E-03

13.3811 -1.0850E-03 -1.0736E-03 -1.0729E-03

14.2486 -5.0140E-04 -4.9909E-04 -4.9846E-04

15.0722 -2.4220E-04 -2.4194E-04 -2.4139E-04

15.8582 -1.2130E-04 -1.2154E-04 -1.2111E-04

16.6114 -6.2680E-05 -6.2983E-05 -6.2714E-05

Table 4.2: Finite-size corrections to the lowest-lying particle’s energy in the E8 spectrum. KM stands for
the analytical results of Klassen and Melzer [54].

The c̃(l) effective central charge was calculated by Klassen and Melzer [50] using the thermodynamic
Bethe Ansatz (TBA) [53], which we use to benchmark our numerical results as shown in Table 4.1. We
find a remarkable 10-digit accuracy below l = 1, and a still impressive 5-6 digit agreement up until around
l = 10.

To illustrate the behaviour of low-lying levels, we present results for the energy level E1(L) of the
first excited state E8 spectrum. This level correspond to the lightest particle with mass m1, and so
E1(L) − E0(L) → m1 as L → ∞, with finite size corrections which were computed in [54] based on the
seminal work [55] by Lüscher. We compare the predictions for the finite size corrections (in units m1 = 1)
to the CFTCSA results in Table 4.2.

Another example we consider is the sine-Gordon model with the Hamiltonian

HsG =

∫
dx

[
1

2
(∂tϕ(x, t))2 +

1

2
(∂xϕ(x, t))2 − λsG : cosβϕ(x, t) :

]
(4.4)

which is a relevant perturbation of the massless boson CFT with c = 1 for β2 < 8π (c.f. Appendix B
for more detailed definitions). Due to the periodic potential, the boson can be considered as an angular
variable, with the radius of the compactification circle in CFT conventions given by

R =

√
4π

β
. (4.5)

We work in the attractive regime β <
√

4π where the force between solitons and antisolitons is attractive,
leading to the existence of breather bound states, and use the mass m1 of the lightest breather to define
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Volume m1L Num. exact (NLIE) Raw CFTCSA Extrapolated CFTCSA

0.5 -1.063251174 -1.0632500013 -1.0632501814

1.0 -0.6107173129 -0.6107108772 -0.6107129149

1.5 -0.5637456919 -0.5637275871 -0.56373601

2.0 -0.6343390247 -0.6343022845 -0.6343253386

2.5 -0.7480121071 -0.7479459813 -0.7479963236

3.0 -0.8784116537 -0.8783099401 -0.8784052346

3.5 -1.0158445810 -1.0156954441 -1.0158588928

4.0 -1.1564966832 -1.1562870673 -1.1565478948

4.5 -1.2987298702 -1.2984468181 -1.2988407192

5.0 -1.4417811458 -1.4414115972 -1.4419811557

Table 4.3: The ground state energy E0(l) for various volume parameters for the sine-Gordon model. Data
in the second column is from Ref. [50]. The third column is obtained by numerical diagonalisation from
CFTCSA with Ec = 40 and the compactification radius R = 2 resulting in a truncated Hilbert space of
dimension 5, 320, 750, while the last column is improved by extrapolating the cut-off dependence.

our units. Due to integrability, the exact relation of the coupling λ to the mass scale m1 is also known [56],
which allows us to rescale all quantities to units m1 = 1 via

λsG = m2−2∆
1

Γ (∆)

πΓ (1−∆)

 √
πΓ
(

1
2−2∆

)
4 sin

(
π∆

2−2∆

)
Γ
(

∆
2−2∆

)
2−2∆

, ∆ = h = h̄ =
1

2R2
. (4.6)

In addition, “numerically exact” predictions for the finite volume ground state energy can be computed
from the NLIE method [57,58], using tools developed in [6], which are compared to the CFTCSA results
in Table 4.3.

Extending to larger volumes we can test the bulk contribution to the ground state energy, and the
masses m1 and m2 of the first two breathers, as shown in Table 4.4. The asymptotic behaviour of the
ground state energy is given by [59]

E0(L) = m2
1EsGL+O

(
e−m1L

)
, EsG = −

(
8 sin

π

2R2 − 1

)−1

, (4.7)

while in our units m1 = 1 and the exact mass of the second breather is given by [60]

m2 = 2m1 cos
π

2(2R2 − 1)
, (4.8)

when R2 > 3/2, that is, when the second breather is present in the spectrum. We also computed the
leading order finite size corrections (µ-terms) for the second breather masses following [54], which notably
improves the agreement for the second breather5.

4.2 Form factors in the E7 model

The E7 model is given by tricritical Ising model with central charge c = 7/10 perturbed by the operator
of conformal dimension h = h̄ = 1/10. It is an integrable field theory [61, 62], with the mass gap related
to the coupling λ as [52]

m1 = |g|5/93.7453728362 . . . . (4.9)

5For the first breather, the deviations between the asymptotic mass and the TCSA result are dominated by the truncation
errors, indicated by the fact that it increases with volume.
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E0 As. ex. E0 m1 As. ex. m1 m2 As. ex. m2+µ terms As. ex. m2

Lm1 = 12 -3.4536 -3.4572 1.0001 1 1.9376 1.9350 1.9499

Lm1 = 18 -5.1751 -5.1857 1.0005 1 1.9471 1.9460 1.9499

Table 4.4: The CFTCSA energies for the ground state E0 and the first two excited state m1 and m2 for
the SG model when Lm1 = 12 and Lm1 = 18. The numerical values are compared to the asymptotically
exact (As. ex.) results and the breather masses to analytic expression incorporating the (strongest volume
dependent) Lüscher corrections as well. The cut-off parameter Ec = 40 and the compactification radius
R = 2 resulting in a truncated Hilbert space of dimension 5,320,750.

The positive/negative signs of the coupling correspond to paramagnetic/ferromagnetic phases. The
CFTCSA was applied to this model in the recent work [43] in order to support and verify the construction
of form factors of order/disorder operators, which were subsequently used to compute dynamical structure
factors. The example scripts included in [40] demonstrate the evaluation of the one-particle form factors
of the leading and subleading magnetisation operators in the paramagnetic regime g > 0. The results
are summarised and compared to predictions of the form factor bootstrap in Table 4.5; note that the
results are shown with the precision attained in [43] which used a cut-off at chiral level 20 resulting in a
truncated Hilbert space with 623, 552 states. For further details the interested reader is referred to [43].

Particle |F σi | |F σi | |F σ′i | |F σ′i |
bootstrap CFTCSA bootstrap CFTCSA

1 0.71043 0.71017 2.05592 2.04971

3 0.25232 0.25165 1.71395 1.68341

Table 4.5: One-particle form factors of the magnetisation operators: predictions of the form factor boot-
strap compared to CFTCSA.

4.3 Inhomogeneous quenches in the sine-Gordon field theory

Recently, the chirally factorised TCSA was applied to inhomogeneous quantum quenches in the sine-
Gordon theory in [42]. In this quench protocol we considered the time evolution by the homogeneous sine-
Gordon Hamiltonian (4.4), starting from an initial state defined as the ground state of an inhomogeneous
sine-Gordon Hamiltonian:

Hinhom = HsG −
∫

dx ∂xϕ(x, t) j′(x) , (4.10)

where ∂xϕ is the spatial derivative of the fundamental bosonic field in the theory and j(x) is a static
source term or external field and j′ denotes its spatial derivative. The main computational challenge is
attributed to the above Hamiltonian and to determining its ground state. Due to the inhomogeneous term
in (4.10), the full Hamiltonian is no longer translation invariant, in other words, the Hamiltonian connects
different momentum sectors of the Hilbert space, whose separate treatments are hence not possible. As a
consequence, very large Hilbert spaces had to be handled whose largest dimensions were of the order of
106.

The determination of the ground state of the inhomogeneous Hamiltonian Eq. (4.10) can be carried
out using the CFTCSA method with some additional considerations. Here we review these aspects briefly
and refer the interested reader to Appendices B.3 and B.4 for details. The most essential consideration is
to classify the terms in the Hamiltonian (4.10) according to their action in terms of momentum sectors.
The integrated vertex operators (i.e. the cosine interaction) are translationally invariant and therefore
block diagonal in terms of momentum sectors, whereas the derivative field ∂xϕ integrated with the inho-
mogeneous classical field j′(x) connects sectors with different momentum. This must be carefully encoded
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in the corresponding operator descriptors, for which it is useful to organise the Hilbert Space Descriptors
according to momentum sectors, or alternatively use a collection (array) of separate descriptors for each
momentum sector (c.f. B.4). Then the application of the inhomogeneous Hamiltonian on a vector can
easily be specified in the CFTCSA language and the determination of the ground state boils down to the
same spectral problem we already discussed.

Evaluation of the subsequent time evolution is much less demanding in computing power since it can
be performed separately in each momentum sector due to the translation invariance of the post-quench
Hamiltonian (4.4). In particular, decomposing the inhomogeneous initial state |0〉j (ground state of (4.10))
as

|0〉j =
⊕
k

|0〉(k)
j (4.11)

according to various momentum sectors labelled by the index k, the time evolution with the homogeneous
Hamiltonian HsG can be written as

e−itHsG |0〉j =
⊕
k

e−itHsG |0〉(k)
j =

⊕
k

e−itH
(k)
sG |0〉(k)

j , (4.12)

where H
(k)
sG is the homogeneous sine-Gordon Hamiltonian restricted onto a single momentum sector. The

RHS of Eq. (4.12) can then be evaluated by a straightforward application of the Chebyshev-Bessel method
reviewed in Subsection 3.4.1. The expectation values of local operators such as ∂xϕ can then be performed
by a straightforward application of Eq. (3.9).

In the following, demonstrate some results of Ref. [42] focusing on the properties of the inhomogeneous
ground state and also provide a benchmark for the validity of our results. The relevant physics behind
the initial state can be understood as follows. The topological charge density ρ and the charge itself Q
(corresponding to the number of solitons minus the anti-solitons) are given as

ρ(x, t) =
β

2π
∂xϕ(x, t) , Q =

∫
dxρ(x, t) . (4.13)

Note that in (4.10), the topological charge density is coupled to the inhomogeneous external source j′(x),
which can, therefore, also be regarded as an external chemical potential for solitons. We denote the ground
state of the above Hamiltonian by |0〉j and the ground state expectation values as 〈...〉j . In particular,
we define the expectation value of the field ϕ as

〈ϕ(x, t)〉j :=

∫ x

−L/2
dx′〈∂x′ϕ(x′, t)〉j , (4.14)

since unlike ∂xϕ, the field ϕ is not a well-defined quantity in the sine-Gordon QFT. In Ref. [42], j′ was
chosen to be a localised inhomogeneity expressed by a Gaussian bump

j′(x) =
A√

2πσm1

exp

(
− x2

2σ2

)
− A

`
erf

(
`

2
√

2σm1

)
,

∫ L/2

−L/2
dx j′(x) = 0, (4.15)

centred at the middle of the interval [−L/2, L/2]. Here ` denotes the dimensionless volume (length) of
the system ` = m1L, and m−1

1 A and m1σ are dimensionless parameters controlling the amplitude and
the width of the Gaussian bump. This external field imposes a neutrality condition which is achieved by
subtracting the constant term A/` erf

(
`/(2
√

2m1σ)
)

from the Gaussian bump and which guarantees that
the ground state of (4.10) is in the topologically neutral sector.

The initial state of the inhomogeneous Hamiltonian displays an interesting transition when changing
either the amplitude A of the external field or the interaction parameter β of the sine–Gordon model.
The transition is reflected by changes in the initial profile of the field ϕ and the topological charge density
(ρ ∝ ∂xϕ), as well as jumps in the field zero mode [42]. In particular, Figure 4.1 demonstrates that fixing
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Figure 4.1: Field profiles for different values of the coupling β: (a) the QFT expectation values 〈βϕ(x)〉j
and (b) the corresponding topological charge densities m−1

1 〈ρ(x)〉j in the quantum case. The parameters
are ` = m1L = 20, m = m1, βFFA/m1 = 18, m1σ = 2/3; different β values are shown with different colour
and βFF =

√
4π. The CFTCSA profiles 〈ρ(x)〉j were extrapolated using cut-offs Ec = 24, 26, 28 and 30,

and the corresponding profiles β〈ϕ(x)〉j were obtained by spatial integration of 2π〈ρ(x)〉j = β〈∂xϕ(x)〉j ,
fixing the zero mode by requiring the result to vanish at the origin x = 0.

the amplitude A of the external field and varying the interaction parameter β steep transitions happen in
the sine-Gordon theory which can be associated with the suddenly enhanced soliton content of the initial
state |0〉j .

The same qualitative transition can, nevertheless, be observed when instead of fixing A and changing
the interaction β, the amplitude A is varied and the interaction β is kept fixed. Here we demonstrate this
fact by focusing on the (topological) charge density of the sine-Gordon theory solely at the free fermion
point (for discussion including other β values c.f. [42]). As is well known, the theory is equivalent to the free
massive Dirac field theory when β = βFF =

√
4π, allowing alternative treatments to the problem which can

be used to crosscheck the validity of our CFTCSA results. The transition is displayed in Figure 4.2, which
compares the results of exact free-fermion computations and the truncation extrapolated curves obtained
from the CFTCSA. The excellent match between the curves is a solid justification for the accuracy of the
CFTCSA, especially since sine-Gordon TCSA is known to be much less convergent when β approaches
the free fermion value βFF, and even has ultraviolet divergences in the repulsive regime β ≥ βFF, which
however do not preclude its use [63, 64]. At the free fermion point only the vacuum energy is divergent,
which cancels from the quantities shown in Figure 4.2.

The transition observed in the initial state can be understood via semi-classical considerations dis-
cussed in Ref. [42]. Additionally, below the first transition point (i.e. for small β or A), the profiles were
found to be very similar to profiles obtained from a Klein–Gordon theory with the same scalar particle
mass. However, beyond the first transition point, quantum profiles develop features of the analogous free
Dirac fermion problem for high enough amplitudes of the initial external field, at least in the investigated
parameter regime. It is important to stress that the above transition is present also in the Dirac theory
when changing the amplitude of the external field as shown by Figure 4.2. The emergence or absence
of the fermionic features of the inhomogeneous initial states also profoundly change the subsequent time
evolution of the profiles with the homogeneous sine-Gordon Hamiltonian, which can be evaluated using
the Chebyshev-Bessel method described in Subsection 3.4.1, and is discussed in detail in Ref. [42].
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Figure 4.2: The QFT expectation value of 〈ρ(x)〉j at the free fermion point (β = βFF) of the sine-Gordon
model for four different amplitudes of the external field: AβFF/m1 = 5, AβFF/m1 = 7, andAβFF/m1 = 18,
AβFF/m1 = 25. The bump-width in the external field is m1σ = 2/3 in all cases. The coloured continuous
lines correspond to results from exact free fermion computation, and for AβFF/m1 = 7, and AβFF/m1 = 18
the CFTCSA profiles with continuous black lines are also shown. For the CFTCSA curves extrapolation
was used based on the data with cut-offs Ec = 24, 26, 28 and 30. The mass scale m1 is understood as twice
the fermion mass M . In Subfigure (a) the rescaled Klein–Gordon (β = 0) initial profile 〈∂xϕ(x)〉j/

√
π for

AβFF/m1 = 5 is also displayed with continuous red line.

4.4 Kibble-Zurek scaling in Ising field theory

Another recent application of our improved numerical method was the investigation of the Kibble–Zurek
scaling in the Ising field theory [41]. Here we discuss the problem from the point of view of the algorithmic
realisation to present the performance of the CFTCSA in modelling complex non-equilibrium dynamics.

The Kibble–Zurek (KZ) scaling [65–68] captures the universal features of non-equilibrium dynamics
when a system is driven slowly across a continuous phase transition. In a system near criticality time and
length scales of the dynamics diverge, giving rise to the phenomenon called critical slowing down. As a
result, it is impossible to drive a system through a critical point in a completely adiabatic way: near the
critical point any slow change is fast compared to the infinitely slow reaction time of the system. Therefore,
the fully ordered state cannot be obtained by slowly cooling the sample below its critical temperature. The
deviation from complete order is signalled by the presence of defects, and for a sufficiently slow process,
the density of defects depends universally on the cooling rate, which is captured by the Kibble–Zurek
scaling. A completely analogous phenomenon occurs in quantum critical systems, where the critical
point is crossed in the ground state of the model by varying some coupling parameter instead of the
temperature [69–71].

The KZ scaling applies to more general quantities beyond the density of defects. Let us consider a
perturbation of a quantum critical point (QCP) by some operator with scaling dimension ∆. The strength
of the perturbation is characterised by a coupling constant δ with δ = 0 corresponding to the critical point.
Assume that we prepare the system in its ground state and drive it through its QCP by changing δ in
time, i.e. by performing a ramp:

δ = δ0
t

τQ
, (4.16)

where τQ is the rate of the quench. Then we can identify the time and length scales corresponding to
departure from adiabatic behaviour:

τKZ ≡ (νz)
1

νz+1

(
τQ

δ0

) νz
νz+1

, ξKZ ≡ ξ(−τKZ) ∝
(
τQ

δ0

) νz
νz+1

∝ τKZ , (4.17)
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Figure 4.3: CFTCSA modelling the Kibble–Zurek mechanism using the volume parameter m1L = 50.
Dashed lines denote the adiabatic value 〈σ〉ad, while continuous lines illustrate extrapolated CFTCSA
results for different ramp times τQ. The different curves scale on top of each other outlining the scaling
function Fσ(t/τKZ).

where ν and z are the critical exponents: ν relates the divergence of the correlation length to the distance
from the critical point δ, while z characterises the massless dispersion relation E ∝ kz (in a relativistic
theory z = 1). In the KZ time window

− τKZ < t < τKZ (4.18)

the various physical quantities are subject to the KZ scaling. This is expressed by rescaling them with τKZ

and ξKZ. For instance, the dynamical expectation value of a local operator in a translationally invariant
model takes the form

〈O(x, t)〉 = ξ−∆O
KZ FO(t/τKZ) , (4.19)

where ∆O = hO + h̄O is the scaling dimension of the operator O and FO is a universal scaling function,
and we assumed translational invariance.

Using the notation introduced in Section 3 we can express the physical problem of the Kibble–Zurek
mechanism using the CFTCSA. The conformal Hamiltonian describes a quantum critical system, and
the slow ramp is realised by adding a perturbation with a time-dependent coupling constant. On the
algorithmic level, the time evolution is obtained by numerically solving Eq. (3.20). The CFTCSA package
provides an efficient evaluation of the action of the time-dependent Hamiltonian on a general vector using
Eqs. (3.11) and (3.13). This action can then be fed as input into an appropriate differential equation
solver, and in [41] we used the routine ‘ode45’ (a fifth-order Runge–Kutta method based on Ref. [72])
which is part of MATLAB. From the time-dependent state vector the expectation value Eq. (4.19) can
then be computed using (3.9).

Taking the E8 direction of the Ising Field Theory described in Subsection 4.1 as an example, the
perturbing operator V corresponds to the magnetisation operator σ with hσ = h̄σ = 1/16. In the ground
state the dependence of its expectation value on the coupling constant h is exactly known [73], and yields
the adiabatic value 〈σ〉ad. The rescaled dynamical one-point functions 〈σ(t/τKZ)〉 can be computed using
the procedure described in the previous paragraph. Figure 4.3 illustrates that the numerical method
is able to capture the nontrivial dynamical behaviour behind the Kibble–Zurek scaling. Moreover, the
numerically obtained curves collapse on top of each other even beyond t/τKZ = 1, indicating that the KZ
scaling is valid in a broader time window than the conservative estimate (4.18).

21



5 Summary

In this work we presented an implementation of the Truncated Conformal Space Approach for quantum
field theories specified as relevant perturbations of 1 + 1 conformal field theories, with periodic bound-
ary conditions. Our implementation exploits the chiral factorisation property of conformal field theory
to optimise computing performance in terms of the available dimension of the Hilbert space, which is
important to attain sufficient numerical precision for many applications. We demonstrated the power of
the method using examples from recent works of research, and also made accessible the MATLAB scripts
implementing the method together with some explicit examples [40].
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A CFT data for minimal models

For the case of minimal models of conformal field theory with central charge

c = 1− 6

p(p+ 1)
, p = 3, 4, 5, . . . (A.1)

the chiral algebra is the Virasoro algebra

[Ln, Lm] = (n−m)Ln+m +
c

12
n(n2 − 1)δn,−m (A.2)

and the irreducible representations VR are just labelled by the corresponding conformal weight hR, and
so they are simply labelled as Vh from now on. These modules can be spanned by vectors of the form6

L−n1 · · ·L−nk |h〉 , n1 ≥ . . . ,≥ nk ∈ Z+

Lm |h〉 = 0 m ∈ Z+ , L0 |h〉 = h |h〉 , (A.3)

which have descendant levels N = n1 + · · ·+ nk.
The operator algebra structure constants were computed in [74, 75] for CFTs with diagonal (A type)

partition functions, while for those with D type partition functions they can be found in the papers [76,77]
and [78]. We note that the structure constants are often given in terms of fields which are not normalised
according to CFT conventions, and so they must be redefined accordingly to be consistent with exact
mass gap relations such as (4.1) or (4.9) used to set the units.

A.1 Three-point couplings of descendant fields

The chiral three-point matrices BO(R(Φ1), N1,R(Φ2), N2) can be computed from the knowledge of a
trilinear function T : Vh1 ⊗ Vh3 ⊗ Vh2 → C, which describes how to reduce matrix elements of descendant
fields to the primary ones. For minimal models, specifying each representation by its weight leads to the
simplified notation of the chiral three-point matrices BO(h1, N1, h2, N2), which is the notation used in the
rest of this appendix.

6Note that not all such vectors are independent due to the existence of singular vectors, to which we return later.
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The function T can be constructed recursively using conformal Ward identities with a method first
used in the context of TCSA calculations in [79], and are available in print together with their derivation
in [80]7. Here we briefly describe the construction, omitting the derivation which can be found in [80].
Every argument of T can be written in the form (A.3), and the matrix elements can be reduced as follows:

1. First the left vector is reduced to a primary one by successive application of the relation

T (L−n |A〉 , |B〉 , |C〉) = T (|A〉 , |B〉 , Ln |C〉) +
n∑

k=−1

(
n+ 1

k + 1

)
T (|A〉 , Lk |B〉 , |C〉) , (A.4)

where it is understood that the vectors Lk |B〉 and Ln |C〉 are brought into the canonical form
(A.3) using (A.2) and the results split into monomial terms of the form T (|A′〉 , |B′〉 , |C ′〉) using the
trilinear property of T.

2. Now the right vector is reduced to a primary one by successive application of

T (|h1〉 , |B〉 , L−n |C〉) = −
∞∑

k=−1

(
−n+ 1

k + 1

)
T (|h1〉 , Lk |B〉 , |C〉) (A.5)

(where the formally infinite sum is automatically truncated at the descendant level of |B〉), and by
bringing the vector Lk |B〉 into canonical form using (A.2) and using the trilinear property of T to
split the resulting terms into monomial contributions.

3. Now both the left and right vector are primary, and the middle vector can be simplified using the
identity

T (|h1〉 , L−n |B〉 , |h2〉) = −(−1)nT (|h1〉 , L−1 |B〉 , |h2〉) + (−1)n(n− 1)h2T (|h1〉 , |B〉 , |h2〉) , (A.6)

for n ≥ 2 (this condition is necessary to avoid an infinite loop).

4. Once the above steps are performed, the matrix element is reduced to the form

T
(
|h1〉 , Lm−1 |h3〉 , |h2〉

)
, (A.7)

which is equal to

(h1 − h3 − h2) . . . (h1 − h3 − h2 −m+ 1)T (|h1〉 , |h3〉 , |h2〉) . (A.8)

5. Finally, the normalisation of the chiral three-point matrices specified in Eq. (2.17) means setting

T (|h1〉 , |h3〉 , |h2〉) = 1 . (A.9)

Note that each step reduces the matrix element to a combination of ones containing vectors with lower
descendant levels. Therefore the computation of the elements of the chiral three-point matrix is best
performed by working upwards in the descendant level, and using the already computed matrix elements
to terminate the recursion as early as possible.

Before an eventual computation of the chiral three-point matrices using T, however, it is necessary to
construct the bases of the chiral spaces Vh.

7The results of [80] contain the extension of the procedure to the case of N = 1 superconformal symmetry. Here we only
make use of the Virasoro part, but the algorithm described in this section can be extended to the superconformal case, as
was done in [80]
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A.2 Inner products and chiral bases

While the chiral three-point matrices can be easily computed using basis vectors of the form (A.3), these
vectors are not orthonormal neither are linearly independent. It is possible to set up an algorithm to
compute the scalar product using the conjugation of Virasoro generators L†n = L−n; however, it turns out
to be equally efficient to simply compute scalar products of two vectors |Ψ〉 and |Ψ′〉 of the form (A.3) by
using the trilinear function T as follows:〈

Ψ
∣∣Ψ′〉 = T

(
|Ψ〉 , |0〉 ,

∣∣Ψ′〉) , (A.10)

with the middle vector chosen as the primary vector with weight h = 0.
The next problem is to generate a list of basis vectors for the chiral level subspaces Vh(N). This is

best done iteratively in the level N . Assuming that bases up to N − 1 have been generated, a list of
candidate vectors is created by acting Ln−N on Vh(n) with n = 0, . . . , N − 1, keeping only vectors in
which the Virasoro operators are ordered as specified in (A.3). This ensures that descendants of already
eliminated singular vectors are not carried over unnecessarily to the next step, and creates a preliminary
list of basis vectors {|v1〉 , . . . , |vk〉}. Then the matrix of Virasoro inner product

gij = T (|vi〉 , |0〉 , |vj〉) (A.11)

of these vectors is computed. The final basis is constructed sequentially from the preliminary list: each
vector |vi〉 is only added if its inclusion keeps the inner product matrix of the final basis nonsingular, and
discarded otherwise. This leads to the construction not only of the basis of Vh(N), but also the matrix of
inner products of its elements g(h,N). This becomes an ill-conditioned matrix especially for large N , and
for computational stability it is advisable to compute its elements, determinant and its inverse (needed
later) either exactly using symbolic software such as Mathematica [81], or use sufficiently high-precision
arithmetic.

A.3 Gram-Schmidt orthogonalisation and the chiral three-point matrices

The basis constructed above is not orthonormal, however, this can be solved by Gram-Schmidt orthog-
onalisation8, which (for unitary theories with positive definite inner products) gives a real orthogonal
matrix w(h,N) describing the orthonormal basis vectors in terms of the original basis generated above.
Again, it is advisable to compute either symbolically or use sufficiently high-precision arithmetic.

The chiral three-point matrices are first computed in the (non-orthonormal) Virasoro basis constructed
above:

B̃O (h1, N1, h2, N2)ij = g(h1, N1)−1
ik T (|vk〉 , |hO〉 , |wj〉) , (A.12)

with the vectors vk and wj running over the basis of the chiral level spaces Vh1(N1) and Vh2(N2), re-
spectively. Finally, the chiral three-point matrices needed for the CFTCSA algorithm are obtained by
transforming to the orthonormal basis using

BO (h1, N1, h2, N2) = w (h1, N1) B̃O (h1, N1, h2, N2)w (h2, N2)T . (A.13)

B CFT data for massless boson

In this appendix we briefly review some basic ingredients of the free bosonic CFT such as its Hilbert
space or the computation of vertex operator matrix elements, and also discuss how the matrix elements
of creation/annihilation operators can be computed in CFTCSA.

8In the case of non-unitary CFTs, it is sometimes more convenient to skip this step to avoid the appearance of complex
coefficients, which can be compensated by including the inner product in the implementation of the CFTCSA. We refrain
from discussing it here to keep the exposition simple. However, it is eventually straightforward to modify the implementation
in the main text for this case.
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B.1 Compactified boson field

Let us begin by the mode expansion of the free bosonic field φ; we impose periodic boundary conditions
and compactify the quantum field as φ ≡ φ + 2πkR. The normalisation used here for the fundamental
bosonic field is slightly different from the one in Subsection 4.3 as

φ =
√

4πϕ , R =

√
4π

β
. (B.1)

The mode expansion of φ can be written as

φ(x, t) = φ0 +
4π

L
π0t+

4π

L

MxR

2
+ i
∑
k 6=0

1

k

[
ak exp

(
i
2π

L
k(x− t)

)
+ āk exp

(
−i2π

L
k(x+ t)

)]
. (B.2)

The winding number operator M has integer eigenvalues and corresponds to the topological charge Q.
The operators φ0 and π0 are the zero modes of the field φ and its conjugate momentum field π = ∂tφ
and ak and āk correspond to left/right oscillator modes creating/annihilating particles with momenta
p = ±2π|k|/L. The relevant commutation relations are

[φ0, π0] = i ,

[ak, al] = [āk, āl] = kδk+l , (B.3)

that is, ak and āk with negative/positive k can be interpreted as creation/annihilation operators. Following
the usual CFT convention, the free Hamiltonian can be written as

HFB =
1

8π

∫ L

0
dx
{

: π2 + (∂xφ)2 :
}

(B.4)

(where the semicolon denotes normal ordering), which can be recast in the form

HFB =
2π

L

(
π2

0 +
R2M2

2
+
∑
k>0

a−kak +
∑
k>0

ā−kāk −
1

12

)
. (B.5)

The Virasoro generators of the conformal symmetry algebra are

Lk =
1

2

∞∑
l=−∞

: ak−lal : , L̄k =
1

2

∞∑
l=−∞

: āk−lāl : , (B.6)

and we defined the zero modes via

a0 = π0 +
RM

2
, ā0 = π0 −

RM

2
. (B.7)

From the above definitions one can easily recover (L0 + L̄0) in the Hamiltonian (B.5).
The full chiral algebra of the compactified free boson CFT is the U(1) ×U(1) current or Kac-Moody

algebra, generated by the oscillator modes (including π0 and M) which determines the structure of the
Hilbert space. Continuing to imaginary time τ = −it and introducing complex coordinates w = τ − ix
and w̄ = τ + ix, the U(1) currents are

J(w) = i∂wΦ(w) =
2π

L

( ∞∑
l=−∞

ale
−2πlw/L

)
, J̄(w̄) = i∂w̄Φ̄(w̄) =

2π

L

( ∞∑
l=−∞

āle
−2πlw̄/L

)
, (B.8)

and can be easily expressed in terms of mode operators as demonstrated. In the above formulae Φ(w)
and Φ̄(w̄) are the chirally factorised components of the bosonic field. From Φ(w) and Φ̄(w̄) the canonical
field is simply obtained as

φ(w, w̄) = Φ(w) + Φ̄(w̄) , (B.9)
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but one can introduce the dual field φ̃(w, w̄) as well

φ̃(w, w̄) = Φ(w)− Φ̄(w̄) . (B.10)

The zero mode φ̃0 of the dual field is an analogous zero mode that is not present in the mode expansion
of the canonical boson field φ; it is the coordinate variable conjugate to the winding number operator M
with the commutation relation [

φ̃0 ,
MR

2

]
= i . (B.11)

The primary fields of the current algebra are the vertex operators:

V cyl
ν,µ (w, w̄) = :eiqΦ(w)+iq̄Φ̄(w̄) : , (B.12)

with the parameters (ν, µ) ranging over the integers9, specifying their U(1) charges

q =
ν

R
+
Rµ

2
, q̄ =

ν

R
− Rµ

2
, (B.13)

whereas their conformal dimensions are given by h = q2/2 and h̄ = q̄2/2.
For simplicity in the following we consider vertex operators only with q = q̄, which we relabel as

V cyl
ν (w, w̄) = :eiνφ(w,w̄)/R : . (B.14)

The normalisation of these vertex operators is specified via the short distance behaviour of their two-point
functions:

〈0|V cyl
ν (w1, w̄1)V cyl

ν′ (w2, w̄2)|0〉 =
δν,−ν′

|w1 − w2|4ν2∆
+ subleading terms , (B.15)

with

∆ = h = h̄ =
1

2R2
. (B.16)

Following Subsection 2.1 and introducing vertex operators V pl(z, z̄) defined on the complex plane, the
Hamiltonian of the sine-Gordon model can also be expressed as

HsG = HFB − λsG

(
2π

L

)2∆ L

2

(
V pl

+1(1, 1) + V pl
−1(1, 1)

)
δs,s′ , (B.17)

where δs,s′ indicates that translation invariance introduces a superselection rule in the conformal spin
(c.f. Subsection 2.4). Truncating the conformal Hilbert space and using (B.17), the sine–Gordon TCSA
has been implemented numerous times for the investigation of equilibrium [6, 64] and out-of-equilibrium
properties of the model [23,25,27].

B.2 Hilbert space of the compact boson CFT

The Hilbert space of the compact boson CFT is composed of Fock modules built upon the highest weight
vectors created from the vacuum state by the vertex operators:

|ν, µ〉 = V pl
ν,µ(0, 0)|0〉 = eiνφ0/R+iµRφ̃0/2|0〉 , (B.18)

where |0〉 is the vacuum of the theory. The states |ν, µ〉 have eigenvalues ν/R under π0 and µ under the
winding number operator M , that is

π0|ν, µ〉 =
ν

R
|ν, µ〉 , M |ν, µ〉 = µ|ν, µ〉 , ν, µ ∈ Z . (B.19)

9In fact, locality of the operator algebra allows another choice as well: either ν ∈ Z, µ ∈ 2Z or ν ∈ Z + 1
2
, µ ∈ 2Z + 1. [82]
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The vertex operators defined in the previous subsection Vν correspond to Vν,0 and do not connect modules
with different winding numbers. Using the Fock decomposition of the free boson Hilbert space H we can
write

H =
⊕
ν,µ

Fν,µ , (B.20)

with ν, µ ∈ Z where each Fock module is spanned by the vectors

a−k1 ... a−kr ā−p1 ... ā−pl |ν, µ〉 : r, l ∈ N , ki , pj ∈
2π

L
N+ , (B.21)

which are eigenstates of HFB with energy

E =
2π

L

 ν2

R2
+
R2µ2

2
+

r∑
i=1

ki +
l∑

j=1

pj −
1

12

 . (B.22)

It is useful to further decompose the Hilbert space into different momentum sectors as well according
to

H =
⊕
ν,µ,s

F (s)
ν,µ , (B.23)

where F (s)
ν,µ denotes the s subspace corresponding to conformal spin s (i.e., states with total momentum

2πs/L) of the Fock module spanned by the vectors

a−k1 ... a−kr ā−p1 ... ā−pl |ν, µ〉 , r, l ∈ N , ki, pj ∈
2π

L
N+ ,

∑
ki −

∑
pj = s . (B.24)

In our numerical studies we used the simplest and most common truncation scheme, when the truncation
criterion is the energy10. In this case we keep states in the truncated conformal Hilbert space whose
energy does not exceed 2πEc/L, and so the truncated space is given by

HTCSA(Ec) = span

a−k1 ... a−kr ā−p1 ... ā−pl |ν, µ〉 :
ν2

R2
+
R2µ2

2
+

r∑
i=1

ki +
l∑

j=1

pj −
1

12
≤ Ec

 . (B.25)

Turning now to the physical operators the matrix element of the operators ak and āk, can be straight-
forwardly computed as shortly reviewed. Now we merely mention that these operators act between
momentum subspaces of the Fock modules according to

ak : F (s)
ν,µ → F (s−k)

ν,µ ,

āk : F (s)
ν,µ → F (s+k)

ν,µ .
(B.26)

Matrix elements of the vertex operators V pl
ν can be computed in the conformal basis using the mode

expansion of the canonical field φ (B.2). The U(1)× U(1) symmetry algebra leads to the superselection
rules

V pl
+ν′(0, 0) : Fν,µ → Fν+ν′,µ ,

V pl
−ν′(0, 0) : Fν,µ → Fν−ν′,µ .

(B.27)

10Other truncation schemes can be applied as well depending on the problem considered [27].
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B.3 The computation of vertex operator matrix elements

The matrix elements of vertex operators can be obtained in closed form; here we give explicit formulas
developed in the course of the work [6]. For the sake of brevity, we focus only on Vn,0 = Vn vertex
operators. The matrix elements we need are

〈Ψ′|V pl
n (1, 1)|Ψ〉 , (B.28)

where |Ψ′〉 and |Ψ〉 are two vectors from the. Fock-Hilbert space, that is, they can generally be written
as

|Ψ〉 =
1

NΨ

∞∏
k=1

ark−kā
sk
−k|ν, µ〉

|Ψ′〉 =
1

NΨ′

∞∏
k=1

a
r′k
−kā

s′k
−k|ν

′, µ′〉 ,
(B.29)

where the normalisation

N2
Ψ =

∞∏
k=1

〈arkk a
rk
−k〉〈ā

sk
k ā

sk
−k〉 =

∞∏
k=1

(rk!k
rk) (sk!k

sk) (B.30)

ensures the orthonormality of the conformal basis

〈Ψ′|Ψ〉 = δν,ν′δµ,µ′
∞∏
k=1

δrk,r′kδsk,s
′
k
. (B.31)

Due to the commutation relations of the oscillator modes and the prescribed normal ordering in the
definition of the vertex operators, the vertex fields at position (1, 1) can be simply expressed as

V pl
n (1, 1) = eiαφ0

∞∏
k=1

eα
a−k
k e−α

ak
k eα

ā−k
k e−α

āk
k , (B.32)

with
α =

n

R
. (B.33)

The matrix element under consideration can now be written as

〈Ψ′|V pl
n (1, 1)|Ψ〉 = N−1

Ψ′ N
−1
Ψ δν′,ν+nδµ′,µ

∞∏
k=1

〈ar
′
k
k e

α
a−k
k e−α

ak
k ark−k〉〈ā

s′k
k e

α
ā−k
k e−α

āk
k āsk−k〉

= N−1
Ψ′ N

−1
Ψ δν′,ν+nδµ′,µ

[ ∞∏
k=1

〈ar
′
k
k e

α
a−k
k e−α

ak
k ark−k〉

][ ∞∏
k=1

〈ās
′
k
k e

α
ā−k
k e−α

āk
k āsk−k〉

]
.

(B.34)

The chiral factorisation to left and right moving modes emerges in a manifest way, and so the chiral
three-point matrices can be read out simply from this result. The factor δν′,ν+n is the result of eiαφ0

acting as a translation operator in the space spanned by the eigenstates of the conjugate variable π0 due
to the commutation relations (B.3).

Eq. (B.34) shows that the matrix element is factorised into single-mode contributions, which can be
evaluated as:

〈ar
′
k
k e

α
a−k
k e−α

ak
k ark−k〉 =

∞∑
j′=0

∞∑
j=0

(−1)j

j!j′!

(α
k

)j+j′
〈ar
′
k
k a

j′

−ka
j
ka
rk
−k〉 , (B.35)
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where

〈ar
′
k
k a

j′

−ka
j
ka
rk
−k〉 = kj+j

′
(
rk
j

)(
r′k
j′

)
j!j′!(rk − j)!krk−jδrk−j,r′k−j′ . (B.36)

Based on the above formulae, the computation of vertex operator matrix elements is straightforward,
including their chirally factorised components. Finally, Eq. (B.34) shows that the operator Vn only
connects Fock modules with ν indices ν ′ − ν = n, and the matrix elements are independent of ν and ν ′.
This can be exploited to reduce the memory space required of CFT data.

B.4 Computing matrix elements of creation/annihilation operators

In the compactified free boson CFT and its relevant perturbations, the chiral creation and annihilation
operators are often of particular interest, e.g. for computing physical observables such as ∂xφ. The
matrices of these operators in the free massless bosons is very sparse, allowing further optimisation well
beyond the generic one allowed by chiral factorisation. Here we briefly describe how to implement these
optimisations in the framework of CFTCSA, first used in the work [42].

Using the notations introduced above, we consider the matrix element

〈Ψ′|a−k|Ψ〉 , |Ψ〉 ∈
⊕
ν,µ

F (s)
ν,µ , |Ψ′〉 ∈

⊕
ν,µ

F (s+k)
ν,µ , (B.37)

where we assumed that k > 0, in other words, a−k creates a left-moving chiral boson with momentum k.
Note that the vectors |Ψ〉 and |Ψ′〉 are clearly in different momentum sectors of the Hilbert space.

We begin by a couple of general considerations which are not specific to the particular operator:

1. The first one regards the use of the Hilbert Space Descriptors in cases when the Hilbert space is
composed of more then one fixed momentum sector. This can be achieved in two simple ways:

• It is possible to use a single Hilbert Space Descriptor for the entire Hilbert space, and it may
be convenient to organise the various subspaces with consecutive segments in the descriptor
corresponding to different momentum sectors. In this case it is necessary to have an additional
book-keeping to keep track of the position of different momentum subspaces, which is relatively
easy to do.

• An alternative solution is to use different Hilbert Space Descriptors for different momentum
sectors, arranging them in an array i.e. a Hilbert Space Descriptor List, with each element
being the descriptor of the subspace of states with a given fixed momentum.

Whichever solution is chosen, we assume that we have access to the Hilbert Space Descriptors of the

two subspaces
⊕

ν,µ
F (s)
ν,µ and

⊕
ν,µ
F (s+k)
ν,µ in the standard form described in Subsection 3.1, denoting

them as D
(s)
H and D

(s+k)
H .

2. The second general remark concerns the use of the Operator Descriptors and the way the operator
action or the matrix elements are computed in the CFTCSA language. We recall that the Operator
Descriptor Matrices defined in Subsection 3.2 are matrices with their (i, j)th element k indexing
the appropriate three-point block of the Operator List. Blocks in the Operator List specify how the
operator acts between chiral subspaces. The application of the Matrix Descriptor is very transparent
and fast. Nevertheless, there can be other ways to compute matrix elements, which in specific
cases can be more convenient and/or better optimised. This is precisely the case for creation and
annihilation operators.

For the case of the bosonic mode operators, it fares much better to use a different version of the
Operator Descriptors, which we denote by D̂OOp. This descriptor is not a square matrix, but a lO×3 array

29



where denotes lO the length of the array, and can have a left and right chiral version as well, similarly
to its matrix counterpart. The descriptor D̂OOp specifies that the matrix describing the mapping from the
jth chiral subspace to the ith chiral subspace is the kth element of the Operator List:

D̂OOp =



1 5 1
2 7 2
3 4 3
...

...
...

i j k
...

...
...


(B.38)

Such a descriptor can be imported as a ‘.dat’ file by the function load( ) in MATLAB as a lO× 3 array.
The use of the above Operator Descriptor D̂OOp requires an “inverse Hilbert space descriptor” abbre-

viated as merely Inverse Descriptor and denoted by DInv. This descriptor is a list of length lCh with
two components and its elements are pairs of integers specifying where the given chiral subspace appears
in the Hilbert Space Descriptor. In particular, if the the kth element of the inverse descriptor is (n,m),
it means, that the kth chiral subspace appears at the nth position in the Hilbert Space Descriptor as a
right subspace and at the mth position as a left subspace. If a given chiral subspace is not present in the
Hilbert space then n and/or m = 0.

As a simple example, assuming that the Hilbert Space Descriptor looks like

DH =


3 1 1
4 2 2
5 3 3
...

...
...

 , (B.39)

the Inverse Descriptor reads as

DInv =


0 1
0 2
1 3
...

...

 . (B.40)

For the Inverse Descriptor to be well-defined, it is necessary that each chiral subspace occurs only once as
the left component of a subspace in the Hilbert Space Descriptor. In the case of the free massless boson
CFT this is always satisfied for any momentum sector. The Inverse Descriptor can again be imported
from a ‘.dat’ file using the function load( ) in MATLAB as an lCh × 2 array.

Returning now to our eventual problem of evaluating

〈Ψ′|a−k|Ψ〉 , (B.41)

this task can be easily carried out using the descriptors introduced above. Similarly to the Hilbert Space

Descriptors, there are two different Inverse Descriptors for the two subspaces denoted by D
(s+k)
Inv and D

(s)
Inv.

The determination of the Operator Descriptor D̂
a−k
Op and the Operator List B−→

a−k is straightforward, since

the operator a−k cannot change the U(1)×U(1) charges of the basis vectors, and its action is completely
independent of the charges, determined by solely the oscillator mode occupation numbers of the basis
vectors. Therefore, the Operator List B−→

a−k consists of matrices solely depending on the descendant levels,
and a typical matrix element is easily computed using

〈ν ′, µ′, {q, r′q}|a−k|{q, rq}, ν, µ〉 = δν,ν′δµ,µ′δr′k+1,rk

√
(rk + 1)k

∞∏
q=1
q 6=k

δrq ,r′q , (B.42)

30



where

|{q, rq}, ν, µ〉 =

 ∞∏
q=1

rq!q
rq

−1/2
∞∏
q=1

a
rq
−q|ν, µ〉 , (B.43)

and the set {q, rq} incorporates all the occupation numbers rq for each mode q. The above formulae encode
the fact that the action of the creation operator a−k is only non-zero when the occupation numbers of
the modes only differ in the case of the kth one, and then only by 1. As a result, in the conventions
introduced above the corresponding Operator List consists of only a few blocks.

With the descriptors introduced above, a generic matrix element (B.37) can be evaluated as

〈Ψ′|a−k|Ψ〉 =

la−k∑
i=1

′
Tr
{
KΨ′

(
D

(s+k)
Inv

(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 1), 1

))†
B−→
a−k
(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 3)

)
KΨ

(
D

(s)
Inv

(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 2), 1

))}
,

(B.44)

where we recall that la−k denotes the length of the Operator Descriptor D̂a−k (which is a la−k × 3 ar-

ray) and the primed summation means that we omit the indices i when either D
(s+k)
Inv

(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 1), 1

)
or

D
(s)
Inv

(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 2), 1

)
is zero. Note that the main difference from (3.9) is that the summation runs over the

new type of Operator Descriptor D̂a−k .
Similarly, the action of a mode operator on a vector can be computed as follows

Ka−kΨ (m) =

la−k∑
i=1

′
δ
[
m,D

(s+k)
Inv

(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 1), 1

)]
B−→
a−k
(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 3)

)
KΨ

(
D

(s)
Inv

(
D̂
a−k
Op (i, 2), 1

))
, (B.45)

where δ[a, b] denotes the usual Kronecker delta δa,b. We note that it is necessary to take some precaution
when coding so that when Ka−kΨ (m) zero, it should still be a matrix of appropriate size.

The above formulae are straightforward to implement in higher level programming languages, and are
easily extended to annihilation operators or to the mode operators in the other chirality sector.
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[44] M. Lencsés, G. Mussardo, and G. Takács, “Confinement in the tricritical Ising model,”
arXiv:2111.05360 [hep-th].
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[64] G. Feverati, F. Ravanini, and G. Takács, “Non-linear integral equation and finite volume spectrum
of sine-Gordon theory,” Nucl. Phys. B 540 (1999) 543–586, arXiv:hep-th/9805117 [hep-th].

[65] T. W. B. Kibble, “Topology of cosmic domains and strings,” J. Phys. A Math. Gen. 9 (1976)
1387–1398.

[66] T. W. B. Kibble, “Some implications of a cosmological phase transition.,” Phys. Rep. 67 (1980)
183–199.

[67] W. H. Zurek, “Cosmological experiments in superfluid helium?,” Nature 317 (1985) 505–508.

[68] W. H. Zurek, “Cosmological experiments in condensed matter systems.,” Phys. Rep. 276 (1996)
177–221, arXiv:cond-mat/9607135 [cond-mat].

[69] W. H. Zurek, U. Dorner, and P. Zoller, “Dynamics of a Quantum Phase Transition,” Phys. Rev.
Lett. 95 (2005) 105701, arXiv:cond-mat/0503511 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[70] J. Dziarmaga, “Dynamics of a Quantum Phase Transition: Exact Solution of the Quantum Ising
Model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 245701, arXiv:cond-mat/0509490 [cond-mat.other].

[71] A. Polkovnikov, “Universal adiabatic dynamics in the vicinity of a quantum critical point,” Phys.
Rev. B 72 (2005) 161201, arXiv:cond-mat/0312144 [cond-mat.stat-mech].

[72] J. Dormand and P. Prince, “A family of embedded Runge–Kutta formulae,” J. Comput. Appl.
Math 6 (1980) 19–26.

[73] V. Fateev, S. Lukyanov, A. Zamolodchikov, and A. Zamolodchikov, “Expectation values of local
fields in the Bullough-Dodd model and integrable perturbed conformal field theories,” Nucl. Phys.
B 516 (1998) 652–674, arXiv:hep-th/9709034 [hep-th].

[74] V. S. Dotsenko and V. A. Fateev, “Four-point correlation functions and the operator algebra in the
2D conformal invariant theories with the central charge c ≤ 1,” Nucl. Phys. B 251 (1985) 691–734.

[75] V. S. Dotsenko and V. A. Fateev, “Operator algebra of two-dimensional conformal theories with
central charge c ≤ 1,” Phys. Lett. B 154 (1985) 291–295.

[76] V. B. Petkova, “Structure constants of the (A, D) minimal c < 1 conformal models,” Physics
Letters B 225 (1989) 357–362.

35

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.69.2313
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(91)90540-E
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(79)90391-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90119-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X90000477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X90000477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(98)01406-3
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9807160
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9807160
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00747-0
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9805117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/9/8/029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/9/8/029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(80)90091-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(80)90091-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/317505a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(96)00009-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(96)00009-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9607135
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.105701
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.105701
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0503511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.95.245701
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0509490
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.161201
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.161201
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0312144
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0771-050X(80)90013-3
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0771-050X(80)90013-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00002-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00002-9
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9709034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(85)80004-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90366-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)90582-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)90582-0


[77] V. B. Petkova and J. B. Zuber, “On structure constants of sl(2) theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 438
(1995) 347–372, arXiv:hep-th/9410209 [hep-th].

[78] I. Runkel, “Structure constants for the D-series Virasoro minimal models,” Nucl. Phys. B 579
(2000) 561–589, arXiv:hep-th/9908046 [hep-th].
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