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We classify origin limits of maximally helicity violating multi-gluon scattering amplitudes in planar
N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory, where a large number of cross ratios approach zero, with the help
of cluster algebras. By analyzing existing perturbative data, and bootstrapping new data, we
provide evidence that the amplitudes become the exponential of a quadratic polynomial in the large
logarithms. With additional input from the thermodynamic Bethe ansatz at strong coupling, we
conjecture exact expressions for amplitudes with up to 8 gluons in all origin limits. Our expressions
are governed by the tilted cusp anomalous dimension evaluated at various values of the tilt angle.

“Those who explore an unknown world are travelers without a map: the map is the result of the exploration. The position of
their destination is not known to them, and the direct path that leads to it is not yet made.” - Hideki Yukawa

I. INTRODUCTION

For generic kinematics, perturbative scattering am-
plitudes can be extremely complicated functions of the
kinematic variables. In certain limits, they may simplify
enormously. For general gauge theories, simplifying kine-
matics include Sudakov regions, where soft gluon radia-
tion is suppressed, and high-energy or multi-Regge limits,
where Regge factorization holds. In planar N = 4 super-
Yang-Mills theory (SYM), the duality of amplitudes to
polygonal Wilson loops [1–4] allows near-collinear lim-
its to be computed [5, 6] in terms of excitations of the
Gubser-Klebanov-Polyakov flux tube [7, 8]. Recently,
an even simpler kinematical region for six-gluon scat-
tering in the maximally-helicity-violating (MHV) con-
figuration was found [9, 10], the origin where all three
cross ratios of the dual hexagon Wilson loop are sent to
zero. In this limit, the logarithm of the MHV ampli-
tude becomes quadratic in the logarithms of the cross
ratios. The coefficients of the two quadratic polynomi-
als, Γoct and Γhex, can be computed for any value of
the ’t Hooft coupling λ ≡ g2/(16π2) by deforming the
Beisert-Eden-Staudacher (BES) kernel [11] by a tilt an-
gle α, giving rise to a “tilted cusp anomalous dimension”
Γα(g) (see eq. (A1)). The usual BES kernel and cusp
anomalous dimension are recovered by setting α = π/4,
Γcusp = Γα=π/4, while the two hexagon-origin coefficients
are given by Γoct = Γα=0 and Γhex = Γα=π/3.

This Letter will explore analogous origins for higher-
point MHV amplitudes, regions where the same
quadratic logarithmic (QL) behavior holds. We will see
that there is a cornucopia of such regions at seven and
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especially eight points. The regions need not be iso-
lated points; they can be one-dimensional lines start-
ing at seven points, and up to three-dimensional surfaces
starting at eight points. They can be classified by cluster
algebras [12, 13], which provide natural compactifications
of the space of positive kinematics [14–17], at the bound-
ary of which these limits are located. Furthermore, we
will provide a master formula that we conjecture orga-
nizes the QL behavior of MHV amplitudes in all of these
regions for arbitrary coupling, as a discrete sum over tilt
angles, in which Γα(g) carries all of the coupling depen-
dence. Our formula is motivated by studying the thermo-
dynamic Bethe ansatz (TBA) representation [5, 18–20] of
the minimal-area formula [1] for the amplitude at strong
coupling.

II. CLASSIFYING ORIGIN LIMITS

Dual conformal symmetry [1–4, 21] in planar N = 4
SYM implies that MHV amplitudes for n gluons depend
on 3(n−5) independent kinematical variables. These may
be chosen as a subset of the n(n − 5)/2 dual conformal
cross ratios,

ui,j =
x2
i,j+1x

2
j,i+1

x2
i,jx

2
j+1,i+1

, (1)

where xµi,j ≡ pµi + pµi+1 + · · · + pµj−1 are sums of cyclicly
adjacent gluon momenta, and indices are always mod n.

For n = 6, all cross ratios ui ≡ ui+1,i+4, i = 1, 2, 3 are
independent, and the origin limit is simply defined as the
kinematic point

O(6) : ui → 0 , i = 1, 2, 3. (2)

At higher n, there are (n−5)(n−6)/2 Gram determinant
polynomial relations between the cross ratios, because

ar
X

iv
:2

21
1.

12
55

5v
2 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 1

0 
A

pr
 2

02
3

mailto:benjamin.basso@phys.ens.fr
mailto:lance@slac.stanford.edu 
mailto:aytliu@stanford.edu 
mailto:georgios.papathanasiou@desy.de 


2

there are a limited number of independent vectors in fixed
spacetime dimensions. (For their explicit form for n =
7, 8, see appendix B.) These relations raise the question
of how to define the appropriate generalizations of the
origin limit.

To answer this question, we consider the positive re-
gion, a subregion of Euclidean scattering kinematics
where amplitudes are expected to be devoid of branch
points [15, 22]. Thus the first place to look for simple di-
vergent behavior is at pointlike limits at the boundary of
the positive region. Such limits may be found system-
atically using cluster algebras [12, 13] associated with
the Grassmannian Gr(4, n) [23], which provide a com-
pactification of the positive region [14–17], see also [24].
Accordingly, the positive region may be mapped to the
inside of a polytope, whose boundary comprises vertices
connected by edges that bound polygonal faces, that
bound higher-dimensional polyhedra. Cluster algebras,
or more precisely cluster Poisson varieties, consist of a
collection of clusters, each containing 3(n− 5) cluster X -
coordinates Xi, corresponding to a coordinate chart de-
scribing this compactification. Setting all Xi → 0 yields a
vertex at the boundary of the positive region. Letting all
but one Xi vanish gives an edge connecting neighboring
clusters, known as a mutation. It is also associated with
a birational transformation between the X -coordinates
of the connected clusters, enabling the generation of a
cluster algebra from an initial cluster.

Origin Class u1 u2 u3 u4 u5 u6 u7 u8 v1 v2 v3 v4

O1(super) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1

O2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1

O3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1

O4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0

O5 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0

O6 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0

O7 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

O8 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0

O9 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1

TABLE I. All dihedrally inequivalent origin classes for n = 8.
Zeros represent infinitesimal values. There are nine infinites-
imal cross ratios for all origins except for the super-origin O1

which has ten. All nonzero cross ratios are close to unity.

We start with the finite Gr(4, n) cluster algebras for
n = 6, 7, with Dynkin labels A3 and E6 [13]. We first
observe that in all boundary vertices, ui,j = 0 or 1.
These kinematic points contain the n = 6 origin limit (2);
at n = 7 we find 28 clusters describing analogous lim-
its where all but one of the seven ui ≡ ui+1,i+4, i =
1, 2, . . . , 7, vanishes,

O
(7)
j : ui 6=j → 0 , uj = 1 . (3)

The seven origins are related by a cyclic symmetry,

ui 7→ ui+1. There are four clusters for each O
(7)
j , two
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FIG. 1. The system of eight-point origins exhibiting QL be-
havior. We omit many origins that are related to the ones
shown by dihedral symmetry. The node numbers correspond
to Oi in table I or their dihedral images. The behavior on the
lines and surfaces shown in the figure is also QL, except for
the dashed line between O1 and O2.

with a different direction of approach to the limit, plus
their parity images. All of these clusters form a cyclic
chain connected by mutations or lines in the space of
kinematics. In terms of cross ratios, the line connecting

O
(7)
7 and O

(7)
1 is

Line 71 : ui � 1, i = 2, 3, 4, 5, 6; u7 +u1 = 1 , (4)

with u1, u7 ∈ [0, 1]. The remaining lines are obtained
by cyclic symmetry. Quite remarkably, the amplitude
exhibits exponentiated QL behavior not only on the
points (3), but also on these origin lines! This QL be-
havior also implies that the value of the amplitude is
independent of the direction or speed of approach to the
limit; it remains the same function of the cross ratios
irrespective of the rate with which they tend to zero.

Inspired by these examples, we define origin points at
higher n as vertices where at least 3(n − 5) cross ra-
tios approach zero. We now classify the n = 8 origin
points. While the corresponding Gr(4, 8) cluster algebra
is infinite-dimensional, there is a procedure for selecting
a finite subset of clusters [22, 25–28] based on tropical-
ization [29], see also [30]. Here we start with a cluster
corresponding to an origin point, and generate new clus-
ters by mutations until this condition is no longer met.
We find 1188 clusters contained in the finite subset se-
lected in [22, 25–28], as further described in appendix C
and in an ancillary file. Modding out by parity, dihedral
symmetry and direction of approach, these origins belong
to the nine classes shown in table I, where ui ≡ ui+1,i+4,
i = 1, 2, . . . , 8, and vi ≡ ui+1,i+5, i = 1, 2, 3, 4. This
table may be obtained even more simply by assuming
that all cross ratios approach 0 or 1, and scanning for
all combinations that satisfy the Gram determinant con-
straints. This process also identifies one more potential
origin, OX = (0, 0, 1, 0, 0, 1, 0, 1; 0, 0, 0, 0) in the (ui; vj)
notation of table I. It lies outside of the positive region,
and we defer its study to future work.

At n = 8, there are also higher-dimensional QL sur-
faces connecting the Oi, which generalize the seven-point
Line 71 (4). Motivated by this line, which also defines
an A1 subalgebra of the E6 cluster algebra, we searched
for maximal subalgebras of the Gr(4, 8) cluster algebra
that move one solely from origin to origin. Two A3 sub-
algebras correspond to two cubes, Cube 6789 and Cube
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5678 [31]. Two A2 subalgebras correspond to Pentagon
345 and Pentagon 234. An A1 × A1 corresponds to
Square 456. An A1 subalgebra Superline 1 connects
two super-origins O1. These high-dimensional spaces in-
terpolating between origins are summarized in table II
and are depicted in figure 1.

Boundary Relations

Cube 6789 u3 + u4 = u7 + u8 = v1 + v4 = 1

Cube 5678 u1 + u2 = u4 + u5 = v2 + v3 = 1

Square 456 u1 + u2 = u7 + u8 = v4 = 1

Pentagon 345 u8 + u1u7 = u7 + u8v4 = v4 + u7v3 = 1

Pentagon 234 u1 + u8v3 = v3 + u1v4 = u8 + u1v1 = 1

Superline 1 v1 = 1− v2 = v3 = 1− v4

TABLE II. Relations among the finite cross ratios for the
octagon boundaries. All the cross ratios unspecified in the
relations are implicitly infinitesimal.

III. PERTURBATIVE DATA & BOOTSTRAP

In this Letter we work with the n-point remainder
function Rn, related to the MHV amplitude by

expRn ≡ AMHV
n /ABDS

n ,

where the known, infrared-divergent normalization fac-
tor ABDS

n is essentially the exponential of the one-loop
amplitude [32–34]. The remainder function is infrared
finite, and invariant under dual conformal symmetry as
well as the n-gon dihedral symmetry group Dn.

Using perturbative data through seven loops, R6 was
found to simplify drastically [9] at the origin (2): To
O(u0

i ), it becomes the sum of two QL polynomials,

R6= −Γ0−Γπ/4
24 ln2 (u1u2u3)− Γπ/3−Γπ/4

24

3∑
i=1

ln2 ( ui
ui+1

) ,

(5)
where each polynomial is multiplied by the tilted cusp
anomalous dimension Γα evaluated at different angles
α = 0, π4 ,

π
3 [10]. For n = 6, D6 acts on the ui as ar-

bitrary S3 permutations. The origin preserves this sym-
metry, so only S3-symmetric quadratic polynomials are
allowed, which are exhausted by those of eq. (5).

For n = 7, QL behavior was observed for R7 through

four loops at the dihedrally-equivalent origins O
(7)
j [35].

More generally, a four-loop computation along the lines
of ref. [35] reveals that the remainder function R7 on
Line 71 (4) is given by,

R7(Line 71) =

3∑
i=1

ciP
(7)
i , (6)

where

P
(7)
1 =

6∑
i=1

lili+1 +

5∑
i=1

lili+2 ,

P
(7)
2 = −l1l7 +

7∑
i=1

l2i +

4∑
i=1

lili+3 ,

P
(7)
3 =

7∑
i=1

lili+2 −
3∑
i=1

lili+4 , (7)

are quadratic polynomials in the logarithms, li ≡ lnui.
In eq. (6) and in the following, we give only the leading
QL behavior in the given limit. We never find any linear-
logarithmic terms. There are constant terms followed by
subleading power corrections, which we do not study.

Through four loops, the coefficients ci in eq. (6) are
given by,

c1 = g4ζ2 − 37
2 g

6ζ4 + g8
(

1975
8 ζ6 − 2ζ2

3

)
+O(g10) ,

c2 = − 5
2g

6ζ4 + g8
(

413
8 ζ6 − 2ζ2

3

)
+O(g10) , (8)

c3 = − 35
8 g

8ζ6 +O(g10) ,

where ζn =
∑∞
k=1 k

−n is the Riemann zeta value.
We can derive the decomposition (6) to all loop or-

ders via a “baby” amplitude boostrap, using the follow-
ing conditions:

1. We assume that R7 is QL.

2. Continuity: The result at O
(7)
7 (O

(7)
1 ) is obtained

from that on Line 71 by setting l7 → 0 (l1 → 0).

3. Three conditions from dihedral symmetry:

• The full D7 is broken on the line but a single
reflection (flip) survives: ui ↔ u8−i. It ex-
changes the two end points u7 = 1 and u1 = 1.

• There is a flip symmetry at u7 = 1: ui ↔ u7−i.

• The behaviors at the two endpoints are related
by cycling ui 7→ ui+1.

4. The final-entry (FE) condition.

MHV amplitudes obey a FE condition, which controls
their first derivatives [36]. For n = 6 and general kine-
matics, the FE condition removes three of the nine sym-
bol letters [37], namely 1 − ui; but at the origin these
letters are irrelevant because they approach 1. Hence
the six-point FE condition trivializes at the origin.

In contrast, the seven-point FE condition allows 14
symbol letters for general kinematics [38], which collapse
on Line 71 to six letters out of a total of seven. We
obtain a single constraint,[

u7∂u7 + u1∂u1 − u4∂u4

]
R7 = 0 , (9)

where derivatives for lnu7 are taken independently of
lnu1, despite the constraint u7 + u1 = 1 on Line 71.
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Combining all constraints, the only allowed QL polyno-
mials are exactly the three given in (7), and no linear-
logarithmic structures survive. That is, the possible kine-
matic dependence of R7 is already saturated by (7) at
four loops. We will see that the TBA at strong cou-

pling leads to precisely the same three P
(7)
i , and to a

natural conjecture for all higher-loop corrections to the
coefficients, which matches (8) through four loops.

The symbol of the eight-point remainder function R8

is known at two and three loops [39, 40]; it vanishes at
all the origins and interpolating surfaces, as it must to be
QL. For all the kinematics in table II, we computed the
full functions at two loops [41] and, in some cases, up to
five loops using the pentagon operator product expansion
(OPE) [6]. In all cases, we found that the remainder
function R8 is QL [42].

Furthermore, we repeated the all-loop seven-point
analysis at eight points, starting on Cube 6789, and
then going on to other adjacent regions, using continuity
at the boundaries between regions, see figure 1. In all
cases, we found precisely five independent QL polynomi-
als obeying the restrictions. On Cube 6789, see table II,
they have the form,

R8(Cube 6789) =

5∑
i=1

diP
(C)
i , (10)

where,

P
(C)
1 =

8∑
i=1

l2i − 2

4∑
i=1

lili+4 − 2(l3 − l7)(l4 − l8) , (11)

P
(C)
2 = 2

4∑
i=1

lili+4 + (l3 − l7)(l4 − l8) + (l1 + l5)(`1 + `4)

+ (l3 + l4 + l7 + l8)`3 + (l2 + l6)`2 +

4∑
i=1

`2i , (12)

with li ≡ lnui and `i ≡ ln vi. The lengthier P
(C)
3,4,5

are provided in appendix D. One has d3 = d4 = ζ2g
4

through two loops; the remaining coefficients start at
higher orders. The same form (10) applies in the other
QL-connected regions, with the same di’s but different
polynomials. Similarly, the baby bootstrap yields a five-
polynomial ansatz for Superline 1; since it is discon-
nected from the other regions, it comes with its own set of
coefficients, fi. We give the expressions for all five poly-
nomials in all possible regions, along with weak coupling
expansions of the di and fi coefficients through eight
loops, in the ancillary files octagon QL formula.txt and
octagon QL coefs.txt.

IV. MASTER FORMULA FROM TBA

Additional insight into the QL behavior of the am-
plitudes may be found at strong coupling using the

AdS/CFT-dual string theory description, which maps
the problem to computing the minimal world-sheet area
for a string anchored on a null polygonal contour at the
boundary of AdS [1]. Using the integrability of the clas-
sical string theory [43], it boils down to solving a set
of non-linear TBA integral equations [18, 19]. We will
now outline how the TBA equations can be linearized
near origins. A (weighted) Fourier transformation from
the TBA spectral parameter θ to a variable z, related to
the tilt angle, converts the integral equations to a simple
matrix equation, and allows us to express the minimal
area (the logarithm of the strong-coupling amplitude) as
a single integral over z. The crux of our finite-coupling
conjecture is to move the ’t Hooft coupling

√
λ inside

the integral and absorb it into the tilted cusp anomalous
dimension. The resulting master formula (20) can be
evaluated either at finite coupling, or at weak coupling
where it agrees with all the perturbative data reviewed
above.

For the TBA analysis, we use coordinates {σs, τs, ϕs},
s = 1, . . . , n − 5, originally developed for analyzing the
OPE [5, 6]. The TBA equations are for a family of 3(n−
5) functions Ya,s(θ), with a = {0,±1} [5, 20]:

lnYa,s(θ) = Ia,s(θ)

+
∑
b,t

ˆ
ka(θ)dθ′

2πkb(θ′)
Kb,t
a,s(θ − θ′) ln (1 + Yb,t(θ

′)) ,
(13)

where the sum runs over b = 0,±1, t = s, s ± 1, with
ka(θ) = ia sinh (2θ − iπa/2) and for some kernels K. The
driving terms Ia,s encode the cross ratios, and are given
explicitly in terms of the OPE coordinates,

Ia,s(θ) = aϕs −maτs cosh θ + (−1)simaσs sinh θ , (14)

with ma = 2 cos (aπ/4). The dependence on the hyper-
bolic angle θ corresponds to a collection of interacting
relativistic particles, of mass ma and charge a, coupled
to various temperatures 1/τs and chemical potentials ϕs.

Drawing inspiration from the hexagon (n = 6) analy-
sis [10, 44], we expect origins to map to extreme limits
where the particles are subject to large chemical poten-
tials, |ϕs| → ∞, and to small temperatures, τs → ∞.
There are several ways of taking limits for n > 6. We may
send each ϕs to either +∞ or−∞, with each case labelled
by a sequence Σn = (h1, . . . , hn−5) with hs = ϕs/|ϕs|.
In such limits, we expect the particles with a = hs to
condense, and the remaining ones to decouple. Namely,
for a given choice Σn, we assume that Ya,s(θ) � 1 if
a = hs and Ya,s = 0 otherwise, and linearize eq. (13)
using ln (1 + Yb,t) → δb,ht lnYht,t. We also assume that
the above conditions hold over the entire real θ axis.

The problem may then be solved by going to Fourier
space. One defines

f̂(z) =

∞̂

−∞

dθ

2π cosh (2θ)
z2iθ/πf(θ) , (15)
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with a measure introduced to eliminate the weight in
eq. (13) and with the Fourier variable (2 ln z)/π, with
z > 0, introduced to rationalize all expressions. Setting
Ys = Yhs,s, Is = Ihs,s, eq. (13) yields

l̂nYs(z) =

n−5∑
t=1

[1−Kn(z)]
−1
s,t Ît(z) , (16)

with the square matrix (Kn(z))s,t =
´
dθ
2πK

ht,t
hs,s

(θ)z2iθ/π.

At strong coupling,
√
λ = 4πg � 1, the remainder func-

tion is given by the TBA free energy [5, 18, 19], which
becomes

Rstring
n = −

√
λ

π2

ˆ ∞
0

dz

z
Sn(z) + . . . , (17)

Sn(z) ≡
n−5∑
s=1

Îs(1/z)l̂nYs(z) . (18)

The ellipses stand for a simple term ∝ Γcusp, to which we
shall return shortly. Importantly, the integrand Sn(z) is
a rational function of z. For any limit Σn, it may be cast
into the form (see appendix E for details)

Sn(z) =
z(1− z3)PΣ

n (z)

(1 + z)(1 + z2)(1− z3(n−4))
, (19)

where PΣ
n (z) = z3n−14PΣ

n (1/z) is a polynomial of degree
3n− 14 in z and is quadratic in {σs, τs, ϕs}s=1,...,n−5.

Eq. (17) may be turned into an all-order conjecture

by bringing
√
λ under the integral sign and promoting

it to a full function of the variable z. To be precise, we
conjecture that Rn takes at finite coupling the form of a
contour integral in the dual variable z,

Rn = −1

2

˛
Cn

dz

2πiz
(z − 1/z)G̃(z, g)Sn(z) , (20)

with G̃(z, g) = G(z, g) − Γcusp(g) and with G(z, g) the
tilted cusp anomalous dimension, viewed here as a func-
tion of z = −e2iα,

G(z, g) = Γα(g) . (21)

Eq. (20) neatly factorizes the coupling dependence, which
resides in G(z, g), and the kinematics, which sits in the
string integrand Sn(z). The contour Cn is a sum of small
circles around the singularities of Sn(z); from eq. (19)
they are poles on the unit circle |z| = 1, mapping to
real angles α. The original string formula is recovered by
using the strong coupling behavior [10]

Γα ≈
2α
√
λ

π2 sin (2α)
⇒ G(z) ≈ −2

√
λ log (−z)

π2(z − 1/z)
. (22)

The integral in eq. (17) follows from the term ∝ G(z),
by wrapping the contour on the logarithmic cut along
z > 0, whereas the term ∝ Γcusp = Γπ/4 accounts for the
ellipses in eq. (17).

At finite coupling, one may calculate eq. (20) by
residues, around the poles in eq. (19), and write

Rn =
∑
α

Γ̃α(g)× PΣn
α ({σs, τs, ϕs}) , (23)

with Γ̃α = Γα − Γcusp and with the sum running over

α =
π

2
− πp

3
− πk

3(n− 4)
, (24)

with k = 1, . . . , n − 5 and p = 0, 1, 2. The associ-
ated polynomials PΣn

α follow straightforwardly from the
TBA analysis, but are too bulky to be shown here (see
eq. (E11)). At last, one may eliminate the OPE parame-
ters in favor of the cross ratios, using general formulae in
ref. [45]. In the limit |ϕs| � τs � 1, with σs held fixed,
these relations reduce to simple mappings between the
OPE parameters and the logarithms of the cross ratios.

For illustration, when n = 6, one finds

u1 ≈ eτ+σ−|ϕ| , u2 ≈ e−2τ , u3 ≈ eτ−σ−|ϕ| ,
(25)

and eq. (23) and PΣ6
α give

R6 = −
∑

α=0,±π/3

Γ̃α(g)

24
|l1 + e2iαl2 + e4iαl3|2 , (26)

in perfect agreement with ref. [10], using Γ̃−α = Γ̃α. For
n = 7, one gets

u1 ≈ eτ2−σ2−|ϕ2| , u2 ≈ e−2τ2 , u3u7 ≈ eτ2+σ2−|ϕ2| ,

u6 ≈ eτ1−σ1−|ϕ1| , u5 ≈ e−2τ1 , u4u7 ≈ eτ1+σ1−|ϕ1| ,
(27)

with u7 = 1 for Σ7 = (+,+), and u3 + u4 = 1 for
Σ7 = (+,−), corresponding, respectively, to the origin

O
(7)
7 and a cyclic image of Line 71. Using PΣ7

α , we find
a perfect agreement with the general decomposition for
the heptagon line, eq. (6), with c3 = a3 − a1/2, c2 =
−a3, c1 = a2 − a1/2, where

aj =
(−1)j

3
√

3

3∑
k=1

(−1)k sin (2αk) cos (2(j − 1)αk)Γ̃αk(g) ,

(28)
and α1,2,3 = {π/18, 5π/18, 7π/18}. The coefficients agree
with the perturbative results (8), taking into account the
weak-coupling expansion of the tilted cusp anomalous di-
mension [10], Γα(g) = 4g2 − 16ζ2g

4 cos2 α + O(g6), as
discussed further in appendix A.

One may proceed similarly for n = 8 using Σ8 =
(+,+,+), (+,+,−), (+,−,+) and find three domains de-
scribing, respectively, the origin O9, a line O3–O4, and
a square ending on O8,O9 and two images of O7. In
all of these cases, we found perfect agreement with the
perturbative results, with the coefficients matching the
two-loop predictions and the five-loop OPE results.

This analysis does not exhaust all the origins and do-
mains given in table II. For example, for (an image of)
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Cube 6789 it covers but a single face. To reach the miss-
ing domains, one should look at a broader class of scal-
ings, where not only ϕs and τs are allowed to be large but
also σs. These scalings are harder to address in general,
because the limit |σs| → ∞ generates large fluctuations
in the Y functions, making it hard to decide which of
them are large and which are small. It may also trig-
ger new exceptional solutions, with more particle species
condensing simultaneously. In appendix F, we argue that
this happens at n = 8 for Superline 1; we conjecture
that its QL behavior is captured by a system of linearized
TBA equations based on 4 large Y functions.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this letter we initiated a systematic exploration
of origins: kinematical points and interpolating higher-
dimensional surfaces where high-multiplicity MHV scat-
tering amplitudes in planarN = 4 SYM simplify dramat-
ically and can be predicted (conjecturally) at finite cou-
pling. Cluster algebras provide a roadmap to the kine-
matics, while the TBA and the tilted cusp anomalous
dimension Γα(g) both play a central role in the master
formula for the leading singular behavior. We expect fur-
ther kinematical richness to emerge for n > 8, based on
the appearance of the super-origin O1 at n = 8, which is
not connected (by any QL lines) to the other eight-point
origins. We also have not ruled out the possibilities of
even more kinematic boundaries of the positive region

with QL behavior, especially for n ≥ 8. The behav-
ior in all these regions will certainly play a key role in
constraining the all-orders behavior of MHV amplitudes
for generic kinematics. Our findings may also have im-
plications for other planar N = 4 observables, such as
correlators of large-charge operators, which exhibit QL
behavior for small cross ratios [46–49]. The great simi-
larity between the two problems suggests that a similar
origin story, with a rich pattern of limits and tilted cusp
anomalous dimensions, may be uncovered for all these
higher-point functions.
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FIG. 2. Left: Initial cluster of the Gr(4, n) cluster algebra, with respect to X -coordinates. Right: Choice of cluster we begin
mutating from so as to obtain all contiguous origin limits. The numbering of vertices is inherited from the initial cluster, where
it starts at the top left, and increases first as we change columns, and then as we change rows.

Appendix A: Tilted Cusp Anomalous Dimension

The tilted cusp anomalous dimension was introduced
in ref. [10] using a one-parameter deformation of the BES
equation [11]:

Γα(g) = Γ(α, g) = 4g2 [1 + K(α, g)]
−1
11 , (A1)

where K(α, g) is a semi-infinite matrix [50] with elements

K(α, g)ij = 4j(−1)ij+j cosα

∞̂

0

dt

t

Ji(2gt)Jj(2gt)

et − 1

×

{
cosα , for |i− j| even

sinα , otherwise
,

(A2)

with i, j ∈ N, and Ji is the i-th Bessel function of the
first kind. The ‘11’ subscript in eq. (A1) refers to the 1,1
entry of the inverse of the matrix.

The deformation parameter α only enters the kernel in
the cosine prefactors. The usual, undeformed BES equa-
tion is recovered when α = π/4, Γcusp(g) = Γ(π/4, g).
The first few terms in the weak coupling expansion of
Γα(g) are

Γα(g) = 4g2
{

1− 4ζ2c
2g2 + 8c2(3 + 5c2)ζ4g

4

− 8c2
[
(25 + 42c2 + 35c4)ζ6 + 4s2(ζ3)2

]
g6

+ 8c2
[(

245 + 1273
3 c2 + 420c4 + 700

3 c6
)
ζ8

+ 16ζ3(5ζ5 + 2ζ2ζ3c
2)s2

]
g8 +O(g10)

}
, (A3)
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where c = cosα, s = sinα. We provide the val-
ues of Γα(g) through eight loops in the ancillary file
Gamma alpha.txt.

We remark that, despite the generically irrational
trigonometric factors of cosα and sinα in the weak cou-
pling expansion of an individual Γα, in the full sum over
angles, given by eq. (23), there are trigonometric iden-
tities that result in only rational coefficients multiplying
the zeta values in the ci, di and fi. The rationality of the
coefficients can be made manifest to any loop order by an
alternate evaluation of the contour integral in eq. (20),
as we now explain. To any order in perturbation theory,
G(z, g) has poles only at z = 0,∞. Therefore, the con-
tour Cn can be deformed away from the unit-circle poles
of Sn(z), so that it encircles z = 0 and z =∞ instead. A
symmetry under z ↔ 1/z ensures that the z =∞ residue

equals the one at z = 0, resulting in

Rn
PT
=

˛
dz

2πiz
(z − 1/z)G̃(z, g)Sn(z) , (A4)

with the contour going about z = 0. From the pertur-
bative expansion of G(z, g), which follows from eq. (A3)
by letting c2 = − 1

4 (z + z−1 − 2), s2 = 1
4 (z + z−1 + 2), it

is clear that only rational coefficents will appear in the
residue at z = 0. The z = 0 residue evaluation is also
the simplest way to compare the master formula with
perturbative data.

Appendix B: Gram Determinant Constraints

At seven points, the seven cross ratios ui ≡ ui+1,i+4

(with all indices mod 7) obey a single Gram determinant
constraint [35],

0 = 1 +

[
−u1 + u1u3 + u1u4 + u1u2u5 − u1u3u5 − u2

1u4u5 − 2u1u2u4u5 + u1u2u3u5u6 + u2
1u2u4u

2
5 + cyclic

]
+u1u2u3u4u5u6u7 . (B1)

At eight points, there are 12 cross ratios, eight ui ≡
ui+1,i+4 and four vi ≡ ui+1,i+5. They obey three inde-
pendent Gram determinant constraints, which are pro-
vided in the ancillary file octagon Gram.txt.

Appendix C: Cluster Origins

After briefly reviewing the positive region and its clus-
ter algebra structure, in this appendix we provide further
details on how the latter can be used in order to classify
origin limits.

The space of dual conformal n-particle kinematics of
N = 4 SYM amplitudes is most conveniently described
in terms of n cyclically ordered momentum twistors Zi ∈
CP3 [51], which can be assembled in a 4 × n matrix.
The conventional Mandelstam invariants of eq. (1), for
example, may be expressed in terms of certain maximal
minors of this matrix,

x2
ij ∝ 〈i−1 i j−1 j〉 , (C1)

〈ijkl〉 ≡ 〈ZiZjZkZl〉 = det(ZiZjZkZl) , (C2)

up to proportionality factors that drop out from con-
formally invariant quantities. The positive region of this
space [15, 16], which closely resembles the Gr(4, n) Grass-
mannian, is defined as the subspace where

〈ijkl〉 > 0 ∀ i < j < k < l , (C3)

and it is naturally endowed with a cluster algebra struc-
ture, as is reviewed for example in ref. [24].

The building blocks of cluster algebras are cluster vari-
ables, which are grouped into overlapping subsets (the
clusters) of the same size (the rank of the cluster alge-
bra). Starting from an initial cluster, cluster algebras
may be constructed recursively by a mutation operation
on the cluster variables.

The cluster variable content and mutation rule of each
cluster may be encoded in the vertices of a quiver, and
the arrows connecting them, respectively. The initial
quiver of the Gr(4, n) cluster algebra is depicted at the
left of figure 2, where it is evident that the rank coin-
cides with the dimension of the kinematic space, 3n−15.
While the original definition of cluster algebras by Fomin
and Zelevinsky is with respect to so-called cluster A-
coordinates [12, 13], for the purposes of this paper we
will be exclusively using the closely related cluster X -
coordinates introduced by Fock and Goncharov [14]. The
reason is that for each cluster, these variables Xi corre-
spond to the coordinates of a chart describing a com-
pactification of the positive region (whose interior maps
to 0 < Xi <∞). They are thus ideally suited for locating
origin limits at its boundary.

The arrows between vertices i and j of the quiver define
an antisymmetric exchange matrix B with components

bij = (# arrows i→ j)− (# arrows j → i) . (C4)

Upon mutation of the k-th vertex of the quiver, the X -
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coordinates transform as

X ′i =

{
1/Xi k = i ,

Xi
(
1 + X−sgn(bki)

k

)−bki k 6= i ,
(C5)

whereas the components of the exchange matrix in the
new cluster, B′, are given by

b′ij =

{
−bij for i = k or j = k

bij + [−bik]+ bkj + bik [bkj ]+ otherwise
,

(C6)

where [x]+ = max (0, x).
A (‘web’-)parametrization of the momentum twistor

matrix in terms of the X -coordinates of the initial cluster
can be constructed algorithmically for any n [29], see
also [26, 28] for a simplified reformulation, and by virtue
of the mutation rule (C5) also for any other cluster. With
the help of eqs. (1) and (C1)–(C2) we may then express
all cross ratios in terms of them, and evaluate them at
the vertex of the boundary polytope corresponding to
each cluster, i.e. we let all its X -coordinates Xi → 0.
To illustrate this process with a particular example, the
web-parametrization of the 4 × 6 matrix of momentum
twistors of the six-particle amplitude is

1 0 0 0 −1 −1−X1 −X1X2 −X1X2X3

0 1 0 0 1 1 + X1 + X1X2

0 0 1 0 −1 −1−X1

0 0 0 1 1 1

 , (C7)

such that the cross ratios may be expressed in terms of
the X -coordinates of the initial cluster as

u1 =
1

1 + X2 + X2X3
, u3 =

X1X2

1 + X1 + X1X2
,

u2 =
X2X3

(1 + X1 + X1X2) (1 + X2 + X2X3)
.

(C8)

As is evident in this n = 6 example, the initial clus-
ter of figure 2 does not yield an origin point limit when
Xi → 0. (We have defined these limits to have at least
3(n− 5) cross ratios approaching zero, whereas this clus-
ter is a corner of a multi-soft limit [52] with only 2(n−5)
vanishing cross ratios.) Nevertheless, it is easy to show
that (n−5)! different origin limits may be obtained from
it by mutating all the X -coordinates of its middle row in
all possible orders. In other words, these particular ori-
gins are (n− 5) mutations away from the initial cluster.
This simple pattern has been inferred from the n = 6, 7
cases, and additionally checked up to n = 10. A particu-
larly simple choice of ordering is from left to right, which
leads to the quiver at the right of figure 2 for any n.

Starting from this cluster, by further mutating we ob-
tain all other contiguous clusters also corresponding to
origin limits, as described in the main text. The ex-
change graph of a cluster algebra is a graph where its
clusters are represented by vertices, and the mutations

FIG. 3. Web of octagon origin clusters, color coded according
to the origin classes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 in table I. It
may be viewed as a half-sphere with two O1 at the north
pole and with O9’s at the equator. The missing half-sphere
is the parity image, which has been omitted for simplicity.
Lines correspond to mutations between clusters, and same-
colored vertices of different shape denote different directions
of approach within each origin class. The lines between O1

and O2 are not solid to indicate that the remainder function
is not QL on them. They are dashed or dotted to distinguish
which of the two overlapping O1 vertices they start from. The
(super)line between the two O1’s is not visible.

among them by edges. Restricting ourselves just to ori-
gin limit clusters and the mutations among them, this
partial exchange graph for n = 8 is depicted in figure 3.
The edges of mutations between clusters of the same ori-
gin class sometimes amount to a change of a cross ratio
by finite amount from 0 to 1 or vice versa, and sometimes
by an infinitesimal amount. Namely they may connect
different dihedral images among the same class, or two
different directions of approach to the same strict limit.
When approaching origin limits from the interior of the
positive region, such that the amplitudes only exhibit QL
behavior with respect to the cross ratios as described in
the main text, the latter lines play no role, because they
become points in the relevant cross ratio space. (Note
that “direction of approach” is related to “speed of ap-
proach”, the behavior can depend on the Riemann sheet,
and here we are on a Euclidean sheet. For example, on
a physical scattering sheet, the limit Xi → 0 in eq. (C8)
corresponds to the multi-Regge limit, where the remain-
der function is definitely not QL, although it is QL there
on the Euclidean sheet.) We may therefore coarsen the
exchange graph by identifying clusters connected by such
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mutations. Further omitting dihedrally related vertices
such that the higher-dimensional limits of table II ap-
pear only once, we finally arrive at the simplified graph
of figure 1.

The complete data for the 1188 clusters of Gr(4, 8)
corresponding to origin limits of the eight-particle ampli-
tude, including their exchange matrix and X -coordinates,
momentum twistor parametrization and values of the
cross ratios in terms of these coordinates, as well as the
adjacency matrix recording the mutation connectivity
shown in figure 3, may be found in the attached ancillary
file OctOriginClusterData.m.

Appendix D: Octagon Cube 6789

On Cube 6789, five independent QL polynomials are
allowed by continuity, dihedral symmetry, and FE condi-
tions. Two of them are given in eqs. (11) and (12). The
other three are lengthier and are given here:

P
(C)
3 =

∑
i=1,2,4,5,6,8

lili+1 −
∑

i=2,3,6,7

lili+2

+ (l2 − l3 + l6 − l7)`1 + (l3 + l7)`2 + (l4 + l8)`4

− (`1 − `4)(`3 − `2) + `2`3 ,

P
(C)
4 =

8∑
i=1

lili+2 +

4∑
i=1

(li+2 + li+3 + li+6 + li+7)`i

− (l2 + l6)`1 − (l3 + l7)`2 − (l4 + l8)`4

+ 2(`1`3 + `2`4) ,

P
(C)
5 =

∑
i=1,2,3,5,6,7

lili+3 +
∑

i=2,3,6,7

lili+2

+

4∑
i=1

(li−1 + li+3)`i +

4∑
i=2

(li+2 + li+6)`i

+ `1`3 + `2`4 + `1`2 + `2`3 + `3`4 . (D1)

We also give the coefficients di appearing in eq. (10)
through four loops,

d1 = d2 = − 5
2g

6ζ4 + g8
(

413
8 − 2ζ2

3ζ6
)

+O(g10) ,

d3 = g4ζ2 − 37
2 g

6ζ4 + g8
(

1975
8 ζ6 − 2ζ2

3

)
+O(g10) ,

d4 = d3 − 35
8 g

8ζ6 +O(g10) ,

d5 = O(g10) . (D2)

We give the values of the di through eight loops in the
ancillary file octagon QL coefs.txt.

Appendix E: TBA Analysis

To construct the remainder function at the n-point ori-
gins, we need the TBA equations for the charged particles

that trigger the QL behavior. Defining

f±,s(z) =

ˆ
dθ

2π cosh (2θ)
z2iθ/π lnY±1,s(θ) ,

g±,s(z) =

ˆ
dθ

2π cosh (2θ)
z2iθ/π ln [1 + Y±1,s(θ)] ,

(E1)

and omitting the charge zero particles, eq. (13) becomes,
in Fourier space,

f±,s = Î±,s +
z

1 + z2
(g+,s + g−,s)

+
z3

(1 + z)(1 + z2)
(g±,s+1 + g±,s−1)

− z

(1 + z)(1 + z2)
(g∓,s+1 + g∓,s−1) ,

(E2)

for s odd. The same equations hold for s even, after re-
placing z → 1/z in each z-dependent coefficient. The
driving terms are known functions of the OPE parame-
ters, given by

Î±,s =

√
ze±,s(z)

2(1 + z)(1 + z2)
, (E3)

with, for s odd,

e±,s = (±ϕs− τs−σs)−2τsz+(±ϕs− τs+σs)z
2 , (E4)

and similarly for s even, with σs → −σs.
When the chemical potentials and inverse tempera-

tures are large, |ϕs|, τs � 1, we set ga,s → fa,s in eq. (E2)
if the particles (a, s) condense, and ga,s → 0 otherwise.
The equations are then linear in f ’s and are controlled
by a matrix whose z-dependent coefficients may be read
off from eq. (E2). To be more concrete, for the choice
Σn = (h1, . . . , hn−5), with hs the charge of the condensed
particles in the s-th OPE channel, the TBA kernels can
be packed into a tridiagonal (n− 5)× (n− 5) matrix,

1−Kn =
1

(1 + z)(1 + z2)


a1 b1

c1
. . .

. . .

. . .
. . . bn−6

cn−6 an−5

 , (E5)

with as(z) = 1+z3, cs(z) = z3bs(1/z), for s ∈ {1, . . . , n−
5}, and bs = 1

2 (1−hshs+1)z− 1
2 (1+hshs+1)z3, for s odd,

and similarly for s even with bs → cs.
The string integrand Sn(z) is a quadratic form in the

OPE parameters, defined by contracting the inverse of
1−Kn(z) with the TBA sources,

Sn(z) = Î(1/z) · [1−Kn(z)]
−1 · Î(z)T , (E6)

with Î(z) ≡ (Îh1,1(z), . . . , Îhn−5,n−5(z)) and T the trans-
pose. Straightforward algebra with the matrix (E5) al-
lows us to cast Sn(z) into the canonical form (19) with
PΣ
n (z) encoding all the kinematic dependence. One may
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achieve further simplifications by factorizing PΣ
n (z) on

the support of the poles of Sn(z). Namely, one may show
that

PΣ
n (z) ≈ − 1

8z
(1 + z3(n−4))QΣ

n (z)QΣ
n (1/z) , (E7)

up to terms integrating to zero in the contour inte-
gral (20), with

QΣ
n (z) =

n−5∑
s=1

(−1)s+1 1− z3(n−4−s)

1− z3
es(z)

s−1∏
i=1

bi(z) , (E8)

and es = ehs,s. The above function defines a poly-
nomial in z, with coefficients depending linearly on
{σs, τs, ϕs}s=1,...,n−5. (The rhs of eq. (E7) is a Laurent
polynomial in z, unlike PΣ

n (z) which is polynomial in z.
Both polynomials obey PΣ

n (z) = z3n−14PΣ
n (1/z), which

ensures the symmetry under z → 1/z of the string inte-
grand (19).)

For illustration, when n = 6,

S6(z) =
Î(1/z)Î(z)

1−K6(z)
=

zP6(z)

(1 + z)(1 + z2)(1 + z3)
, (E9)

with

P6(z) =
z2

4
e1(1/z)e1(z)

= − (1 + z6)

8z
e1(1/z)e1(z) +

(1 + z3)2

8z
e1(1/z)e1(z) .

(E10)
and e1(z) = −l1 + zl2− z2l3. We may discard the second
term because it vanishes on the relevant poles, when 1 +
z3 = 0. (Poles at z ± i are cancelled by the vanishing of

Γ̃π/4.)

The polynomial PΣn
α in Rn =

∑
α Γ̃αP

Σn
α (eq. (23))

follows straightforwardly by evaluating the contour inte-
gral (20) around the unit-circle poles of the string inte-
grand. Using eqs. (19) and (E7), one finds

PΣn
α = − cosα cos (3α)

12(n− 4) cos (2α)
|QΣ

n (−e2iα)|2 , (E11)

with α as in eq. (24). Simplifying further the expres-
sions for n = 6, 7, using trigonometric identities, eqs. (25)
and (27), one finds

Pn=6
α = − 1

24

∣∣∣∣ 3∑
j=1

e2ijαlj

∣∣∣∣2 , (E12)

with α = {0,±π/3}, for the hexagon origin (2), and

Pn=7
α = −cosα cos (3α)

36 cos (2α)

∣∣∣∣ 7∑
j=1

e2ijαlj

∣∣∣∣2 , (E13)

with α = {±π/18,±5π/18,±7π/18}, for Line 71 (4).
One verifies the agreement with the general formulae re-
ported earlier for these two cases.

Note that both the polynomial (E11) and the tilted
cusp anomalous dimension are symmetric under α→ −α.
Hence, one may restrict the sum over angles to 0 6 α 6
π/2, including a factor of 2 for all α 6= {0, π/2}.

Notice also that PΣn
α has a pole at α = π/4, due to

the cosine in the numerator in eq. (E11). Still, the limit
α → π/4 is well-defined at the level of the remainder

function, since Γ̃α = Γα − Γπ/4 vanishes at this point.
Namely,

lim
α→π/4

Γ̃α cosα cos (3α)

cos (2α)
=

Γ′π/4

4
, (E14)

where Γ′π/4 ≡ ∂αΓα|α=π/4 = 16ζ2g
4−256ζ4g

6 + . . . . This

limiting procedure is relevant whenever n is a multiple of
4, as one can see from the general expressions for the
roots α, see eq. (24). In particular, Γ′π/4 enters the de-

scription of the QL behavior of the octagon amplitude.
To get rid of the OPE parameters, one needs their

mapping to the cross ratios in the limits of interest. The
results for n = 6 and 7 are given in eqs. (25) and (27).
Here we provide the missing information for n = 8. One
finds, when |ϕs| � τs � 1, with σs fixed,

u3 ≈ eτ3−σ3−|ϕ3| , u2 ≈ e−2τ3 , u1u4v4 ≈ eτ3+σ3−|ϕ3| ,

v1 ≈ eτ2−σ2−|ϕ2| , v2 ≈ e−2τ2 , u4u8v3v4 ≈ eτ2+σ2−|ϕ2| ,

u7 ≈ eτ1−σ1−|ϕ1| , u6 ≈ e−2τ1 , u5u8v4 ≈ eτ1+σ1−|ϕ1| ,
(E15)

with u4 = u8 = v4 = 1 for Σ8 = (+,+,+), u8 = v4 =
u1 + v3 = 1 for Σ8 = (+,+,−), and v3 = u4 + u5 = u1 +
u8 = 1 for Σ8 = (+,−,+). As alluded to before, these
relations correspond, respectively, to the origin O9, a line
between (images of) O3 and O4, and a square connecting
(images of) O9,O8 and two O7.

We may then compare the TBA prediction for Σ8 =
(+,+,+) with the perturbative ansatz (10) for O9, by
taking the limit u4, u8, v4 → 1 of Cube 6789 in table II.
The two expressions are seen to match perfectly. The
associated coefficients di are given to all loops by

d1 = − 1

96
(Γ′π/4 + 2Γ̃0 + 4Γ̃π/3 + 2Γ̃−) ,

d2 = − 1

48
(Γ′π/4 + 2Γ̃−) ,

d3 = − 1

48
(2Γ̃0 − 2Γ̃π/3 + Γ̃+) ,

d4 = − 1

48
(2Γ̃0 − Γ′π/4 − 2Γ̃π/3 + Γ̃−) ,

d5 = − 1

48
(2Γ̃π/3 − 2Γ̃0 + Γ̃+) ,

(E16)

where to save space we defined

Γ̃± = (1 + 3±1/2)Γ̃π/12 + (1− 3±1/2)Γ̃5π/12 . (E17)

As a cross check, one may verify that the exact same co-
efficients are obtained by matching the TBA predictions
for Σ8 = (+,+,−) and Σ8 = (+,−,+) onto their cor-
responding line and surface. The (+,+,−) result may
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be compared with the expressions for Pentagon 234
and Pentagon 345 in table II, in the limit u8, v4 → 1,
using the ancillary file octagon QL formula.txt. The
(+,−,+) result may be matched with the formula for
Cube 6789, after flipping ui ↔ u8−i, v1 ↔ v2, v3 ↔ v4

and taking the limit v3 → 1.

Appendix F: Superline

At n = 8, we need an extra solution to the TBA equa-
tions to describe the super-origin O1, or, better yet, the
Superline 1 connecting the two dihedral images of O1,

u1,...,8 → 0 , v1 = 1− v2 = v3 = 1− v4 , (F1)

with v1 ∈ [0, 1]. In terms of the OPE parameters, the
line corresponds to

τ1,3 ∼ −σ1,3 ∼ − 1
2σ2 ∼ 1

4ϕ1 ∼ − 1
4ϕ3 → +∞ , (F2)

with ϕ2 and τ2 kept fixed. Here, the numerical coef-
ficients indicate how the parameters scale with respect
to one another, with e.g. |ϕ1,3| going to infinity 4 times
faster than τ1,3. At first sight, one may think that this
scaling is described by two large Y functions, Y1,1 and
Y−1,3, for the two large chemical potentials in eq. (F2).
This naive reasoning is not entirely correct however, be-
cause of the large σs limit.

In order to find the right TBA description, one may
draw inspiration from the analysis of the regular oc-
tagons [19]. The latter refers to a continuous family of
cyclic-symmetric kinematics,

u1, . . . , u8 = u , v1, . . . , v4 = 1/2 , (F3)

labelled by the cross ratio u ∈ (0,∞). It intersects Su-
perline 1 at its midpoint (v1 = v2) when u→ 0. In the
TBA setup, the cyclic kinematics is associated to a 1-
parameter family of constant Y -function solutions, which
can be constructed exactly for any u. The solution reads,
in our notation,

Y0,1 =

√
2Y−1,1

1 + Y−1,1
=

u

1− u
, (F4)

with Ya,s = Y−a,4−s and Y1,1Y−1,1 = Y1,2Y0,1 = Y0,2 = 1.
One concludes from it that four Y functions are sent to
infinity in the limit u→ 0, namely,

Y1,1 , Y1,2 , Y−1,2 , Y−1,3 , (F5)

assuming Y1,1 > 1 for definiteness. Our working assump-
tion is that the same system of four large Y functions
drives the QL behavior of the amplitude away from the
cyclic point, all along Superline 1.

Allowing for a dependence on θ in the Y functions (F5)
and going to Fourier space, one finds that the problem is
controlled by the 4-dimensional square matrix

1−K8(z) =
1

(1 + z)(1 + z2)

×


1 + z3 −z3 z 0

−1 1 + z3 −z(1 + z) z2

z2 −z(1 + z) 1 + z3 −1

0 z −z3 1 + z3

 ,
(F6)

with coefficients following directly from eq. (E2). The
string integrand S8(z) is defined as usual,

S8(z) = Î(1/z) · [1−K8(z)]
−1 · Î(z)T , (F7)

with Î = (Î+,1, Î+,2, Î−,2, Î−,3). Straightforward algebra
yields

S8(z) =
zPsuper

8 (z)

(1− z4)(1− z8)
, (F8)

where Psuper
8 (z) = z10Psuper

8 (1/z) is a polynomial of de-
gree 10 in z and is quadratic in the OPE parameters.
One concludes that the singularities of S8(z) lie on the
unit circle, at the eight roots of unity, 1− z8 = 0, corre-
sponding to α = {0,±π/8,±π/4,±3π/8, π/2}.

To eliminate the OPE parameters in the limit (F2),
one may use

u3v1 ≈ eτ3−σ3+ϕ3 , u2 ≈ e−2τ3 , u1u4v2 ≈ eτ3+σ3+ϕ3 ,

u4 ≈ eτ2+σ2−ϕ2 , v2/v1 = e−2τ2 , u8 ≈ eτ2+σ2+ϕ2 ,

u7v1 ≈ eτ1−σ1−ϕ1 , u6 ≈ e−2τ1 , u5u8v2 ≈ eτ1+σ1−ϕ1 ,
(F9)

where all quantities are small, except v2/v1 = O(1).
Plugging these relations inside S8(z) and evaluating the
master integral by residues around the unit-circle poles,
one obtains the all-order remainder function on Super-
line 1 as a finite sum over angles. It reads,

R8 =−
∑
α

Γ̃α cosα cos (3α)

16 cos (2α)

∣∣∣∣ 8∑
j=1

e2ijαlj

∣∣∣∣2

− Γ̃0

32
(

8∑
j=1

lj + 2`1 + 2`2)2 −
Γ̃π/2

8
(`1 − `2)2 ,

(F10)
with the sum running over α = {π/8, π/4, 3π/8} and
with li = lnui, `i = ln vi. Notice that only one term
remains in the cyclic limit (F3), namely, the one scaling

with Γ̃0 = Γoct − Γcusp. The same happens at n = 6,

R6 ∼ −Γ̃0 ln2 (u1u2u3)/24, when approaching the origin
along the diagonal u1 = u2 = u3. It can be traced back
to the fact that these limits are controlled by constant
Y -function solutions.

Alternatively, we may expand the result over the basis
of QL polynomials constructed with the baby amplitude
bootstrap. The results match perfectly, with the coeffi-
cients
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f1 = − 1

64
(Γ′π/4 + 2Γ̃0 + 2Γ̃π/8 + 2Γ̃3π/8) , f2 = −1

8
(Γ̃0 + Γ̃π/2) ,

f3 = − 1

32
(2Γ̃0 +

√
2Γ̃π/8 −

√
2Γ̃3π/8) , f4 = − 1

32
(2Γ̃0 − Γ′π/4) ,

f5 = − 1

32
(2Γ̃0 −

√
2Γ̃π/8 +

√
2Γ̃3π/8) .

(F11)

We provide their explicit expressions at weak coupling through 8 loops in the ancillary file
octagon QL coefs.txt.
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