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Abstract

Integrable Quantum Field Theories can be solved exactly using bootstrap techniques based on
their elastic and factorisable S-matrix. While knowledge of the scattering amplitudes reveals the
exact spectrum of particles and their on-shell dynamics, the expression of the matrix elements of
the various operators allows the reconstruction of off-shell quantities such as two-point correlation
functions with a high level of precision. In this review, we summarise results relevant to the contact
point between theory and experiment providing a number of quantities that can be computed
theoretically with great accuracy. We concentrate on universal amplitude ratios which can be
determined from the measurement of generalised susceptibilities, and dynamical structure factors,
which can be accessed experimentally e.g. via inelastic neutron scattering or nuclear magnetic
resonance. Besides an overview of the subject and a summary of recent advances, we also present
new results regarding generalised susceptibilities in the tricritical Ising universality class.
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1 Introduction

Recent years have brought outstanding progress on the subject of low-dimensional physics, in
particular concerning the dynamics of models with local interactions satisfying general conditions of
translation and rotational invariance. At their critical point, these models also display conformal
invariance which allows us to determine the spectrum of the anomalous dimensions of their operators,
identify the relevant operators, and compute multi-point correlation functions and partition functions
relative to various boundary conditions [1–5].

Off-critical deformations can be achieved using one or several of the relevant operators, permitting
to analyse the scaling region associated with their class of universality. For deformations inducing a
mass gap, it is useful to regard the deformed theory as a quantum field theory with a spectrum of
massive excitations interacting by quantum scattering. While the resulting quantum field theory is
generally non-integrable – showing all the familiar and general phenomena of particle productions or
decays, also accompanied by the presence of resonances – as shown by Zamolodchikov’s seminal paper
[6], certain deformations give rise to integrable quantum field theories. The on-shell dynamics of these
theories is fully encoded into the elastic and factorisable S-matrix. Nowadays, the exact scattering
amplitudes of several important models are known (c.f. [7] and references therein). Knowledge of the
amplitudes allows us to determine also the number of different particles and their mass spectrum.

However, in order to find an experimental confirmation of the theoretical description of the in-
tegrable directions in the scaling region it is necessary to go off the mass shell and determine the
correlation functions. Most of the experimentally relevant information is encoded into the two-point
correlations functions, therefore here we focus our attention on these quantities. On the one hand,
knowledge of the two-point correlation functions enables access to the various susceptibilities of the
model via the fluctuation-dissipation theorem and therefore to various important universal ratios of
Renormalisation Group (see, for instance, [8]). On the other hand, two-point correlation functions
can be directly probed at various energy and momentum scales using, e.g., neutron or light scattering
on a physical material sample associated with the universality class.

Therefore it is crucial to determine these two-point correlation functions as accurately as possible.
This can be achieved using the spectral representation [9], due to the generically fast convergence
of the corresponding series [10], which can be constructed from the matrix elements of the various
operators, the so-called Form Factors. In integrable quantum field theories, the exact Form Factors can
be constructed by exploiting their analytic properties [11,12], which allows the derivation of accurate
experimental predictions.

In this review, we discuss the various experimentally relevant quantities which describe the off-
critical dynamics of an integrable deformation of the critical point, taking the magnetic deformation
of the Ising model and the thermal deformation of the Tricritical Ising model with a temperature as
our main examples. Besides the intrinsic interest of these two models, they also display a particle
spectrum and dynamics ruled by the exceptional Lie algebras E8 and E7, which makes the calculation
of their Form Factors particularly rich and interesting.

2 Experimentally relevant quantities from statistical field theory

2.1 Field theory description of the scaling region

Consider a D-dimensional statistical model near its critical point. Under a general set of conditions,
such as the locality of the interactions, together with the translation and rotation invariance of the
system, the scaling region nearby the critical point can be described by the Euclidean action

A(E) = A(E)
CFT +

n∑
i=1

gi

∫
dDxΦi(x) (2.1)

where A(E)
CFT is the fixed-point action corresponding to a Conformal Field Theory (CFT), while the

Φi(x) are relevant fields of conformal dimension ∆i normalised by the condition that their two-point
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functions have the short-distance behaviour

〈Φi(x)Φj(0)〉 ' δij
|x|4∆i

, |x| → 0 . (2.2)

Simple dimensional analysis shows that the coupling constants behave as gi ∼ µD−2∆i in terms of an
arbitrary mass scale µ. Consider first the case with a single perturbing field Φi(x) giving rise to a
finite correlation length ξ. This quantity can be expressed as

ξ = a(Kigi)
− 1
D−2∆i = aξ0

i g
− 1
D−2∆i

i , (2.3)

where

ξ0
i = K

− 1
D−2∆i

i (2.4)

and a = 1/µ is a length scale and the dimensionless quantities Ki are non-universal metric factors
which depend on the specific realisation of the universality class and the choice of units for the couplings
gi. In the presence of several perturbations, the correlation length can be written as

ξ = a(Kigi)
− 1
D−2∆iLi

(
Kjgj

(Kigi)φji

)
. (2.5)

Such a representation exists for any choice of the selected perturbing field i, where

φji =
D − 2∆j

D − 2∆i
(2.6)

are called crossover exponents, while the functions Li(x) are universal homogeneous scaling functions
of their arguments. Consider now the free energy f(g1, . . . gn) defined as

e−f(g1,...gn) =

∫
Dφ exp−

{
ACFT +

n∑
i=1

gi

∫
Φi(x)dDx

}
. (2.7)

In the thermodynamic limit, the assumption of hyperscaling implies that the singular part of the
free energy density is proportional to the Dth power of the correlation length, which leads to several
equivalent parameterisations of the form

fi(g1, . . . gn) = (Kigi)
− D
D−2∆iFi

(
Kjgj

(Kigi)φji

)
(2.8)

where, similarly to the Li(x), the functions Fi(x) are universal homogeneous scaling functions of their
arguments.

2.2 Critical exponents and universal ratios

The scaling form (2.8) of the free energy allows extraction of the scaling behaviour of several
important quantities, such as Vacuum Expectation Values (VEV) and also generalised susceptibilities.
Considering for simplicity a single perturbation gi with all other couplings vanishing, i.e. gj = 0 for
j 6= i, and denote the expectation values under such perturbation by 〈. . . 〉i. Then the one-point
functions of the fields Φj can be expressed as

〈Φj〉i = − ∂fi
∂gj

∣∣∣∣
gl 6=i=0

= Bjig

2∆j

D−2∆i
i , (2.9)

with

Bji ∼ KjK

2∆j

D−2∆i
i , (2.10)
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which can also be inverted in the form

gi = Dij〈Φj〉
D−2∆i

2∆j

i , Dij ∼ K−1
i K

2∆i−D
2∆j

j . (2.11)

Similarly, the generalised susceptibilities can be computed as

Γ̂ijk = − ∂2fi
∂gj∂gk

∣∣∣∣
gl 6=i=0

= Γijkg

2∆j+2∆k−D
D−2∆i

i , (2.12)

with

Γijk ∼ KjKkK

2∆j+2∆k−D
D−2∆i

i . (2.13)

Notice that the generalised susceptibilities can also be computed by means of the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem in terms of the connected two-point functions as follows:

∂

∂gi
〈ϕj〉i = −

∫
d2x〈ϕi(x)ϕj(0)〉ic . (2.14)

The one-point functions and susceptibilities are obviously non-universal quantities since they contain
the metric factors Ki. However, their behaviour as functions of the coupling gi is given by power laws
dictated by the critical exponents associated with the universality class. Furthermore, it is possible
to define the so-called universal amplitude ratios demanding that the metric factors cancel, such
as [10,13–19]:

(Rc)
i
jk =

ΓiiiΓ
i
jk

BjiBki
(Rχ)ij = ΓijjDjjB

D−4∆j

2∆j

ji (Rξ)
i =

(
Γiii
)1/D

ξ0
i

(Q2)ijk =
Γijj

Γkjj

(
ξ0
k

ξ0
j

)D−4∆j

(RA)ij = ΓijjD

4∆j+2∆i−2D
D−2∆i

ii B

2∆j−D
∆i

ij . (2.15)

In contrast to the critical exponents which are characteristic of the critical point itself, these quantities
carry information about the scaling region. Moreover, they typically vary significantly between differ-
ent universality classes, in contrast to the critical exponents which usually assume small values that
only differ by a small amount between different universality classes. In addition, the universal ratios
are much more accessible to experiments as they require only measurements at some fixed value of the
coupling driving the system off criticality, while critical exponents can only be determined from data
spanning several decades in the values of the couplings gi. Furthermore, the number of independent
universal ratios is generally much larger than the number of independent critical exponents. As a
result of these properties, universal ratios allow for a more convenient and precise determination of
the universality class.

2.3 Dynamical Structure Factors

While the field theory (2.1) can be considered as a description of a D-dimensional (classical)
statistical model in equilibrium, it can also be continued to real (Minkowski) time to describe the
dynamics of a quantum statistical system in d = D − 1 spatial dimensions with the real-time action

A = ACFT −
n∑
i=1

gi

∫
dt ddxΦi(t,x) . (2.16)

This allows access to other experimentally relevant quantities called dynamical structure factors (DSF)
which describe the response of the system under probes such as inelastic neutron or Raman scattering
experiments. The DSFs are given as Fourier transform of real-time two-point functions of appropriate
operator fields Oi and Oj :

SOiOj (ω, q) =

∫
dt ddx eiωt−iq·x〈Oi(x, t)Oj(0, 0)〉 (2.17)

As we discuss in the next sections, these quantities can be computed efficiently by employing the
spectral representation of the correlation functions built upon the matrix elements of the operator in
the basis of asymptotic multi-particle states, the so-called Form Factors.
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3 S-matrix bootstrap

In this section, we briefly recall the S-matrix theory of two-dimensional integrable models which
leads, in particular, to the exact spectrum of the massive excitations away from the critical point.
The key point of this formalism is the self-consistent bootstrap method for computing the exact
expressions of all scattering amplitudes and the mass of the particles, which was pioneered by A.B.
Zamolodchikov [6] (for a review and an extended list of references c.f. [7]). In this paper, our attention
is focused on two main examples, the Ising Model in an external magnetic field at T = Tc (related
to the exceptional Lie algebra E8), and the Tricritical Ising Model away from its critical temperature
(related to the exceptional Lie algebra E7).

3.1 Asymptotic states and rapidity

Integrable models are characterised by an infinite number of local conserved quantities Qs, ex-
pressed as

Qs =

∫
[Ts+1 dz + Θs−1 dz] (3.1)

where Ts+1 and Θs−1 are certain local fields satisfying the continuity equations

∂zTs+1 = ∂zΘs−1 , (3.2)

where the positive integer s denotes the spin of the fields. In integrable models the scattering processes
which involve n incoming particles are elastic and factorizable in terms of the n(n − 1)/2 two-body
scattering amplitudes. The momenta of the particles involved in scattering processes are on-shell and
in (1+1) dimensions there exists an efficient parameterization of the dispersion relation E2−p2 = m2

in terms of the rapidity variable θ, which for a particle of mass mi is given by

p
(0)
i = mi cosh θi , p

(1)
i = mi sinh θi . (3.3)

In terms of the rapidity parameter, Lorentz transformations are rotations with a hyperbolic angle α
acting as θ → θ + α. The asymptotic n-particle states can be written as

|Aa1(θ1)Aa2(θ2) . . . Aan(θn)〉 , (3.4)

where the symbol Aai(θi) denotes a particle of type ai moving with rapidity θi. An initial asymptotic
state is given by a set of free particles at t→ −∞. Since in the (1+1) dimensional theories, the actual
motion takes place along a line, the fastest particle has to be on the farthest left-hand side of all the
others, while the slowest must be on the right-hand side of all the others, with the remaining particles
ordered according to the value of their rapidities between those two. To express such a situation in a
more formal way, it is appropriate to consider the symbols Aai(θi) as non-commuting symbols, whose
order is associated with the spatial ordering of the particles that they represent. In this way, an initial
asymptotic state can be written as

|Aa1(θ1)Aa2(θ2) . . . Aan(θn)〉 , (3.5)

where the rapidities are listed in a decreasing order

θ1 ≥ θ2 ≥ θ3 · · · ≥ θn . (3.6)

Similarly, a final asymptotic state is made of free particles at t → +∞. Hence each particle must be
on the left-hand side of all the others that move faster than it. The final asymptotic states can be
then represented by

|Aa1(θ1)Aa2(θ2) . . . Aan(θn)〉 , (3.7)

but this time with an increasing order of the rapidities, i.e.

θ1 ≤ θ2 ≤ θ3 · · · ≤ θn . (3.8)

6



Obviously, each state (3.4) can always be re-ordered by means of a certain number of commutations
of the symbols Ai(θi) between neighbour particles where each commutation can be interpreted as a
scattering process of two particles, as discussed below. It is customary to normalise these states as

〈Ai(θ1)|Aj(θ2)〉 = 2πδijδ(θ1 − θ2) . (3.9)

Consequently, the density of states with rapidities (θ, θ + dθ) is given by dθ/2π.

3.2 Analytic properties of the 2-particle S-matrix

Without losing in generality, in integrable QFT it is enough to analyse the 2-particle S-matrix.
Concerning the analytic behaviour of this amplitude, in addition to the delta function δ(2)(p1 + p2 −
p3 − p4) expressing the conservation of the total energy and momentum, Lorentz invariance imposes
that the scattering amplitude depends on the particle momenta only on their invariant combinations,
given by the Mandelstam variables s and t which for the process

AiAj → Ak Al ,

are given by

s(θij) = (p1 + p2)2 = m2
i +m2

j + 2mimj cosh θij ,

θij = θi − θj .
(3.10)

For physical processes, θij assumes real values, and consequently, s is also real with values s ≥
(mi +mj)

2. The Mandelstam variable t is instead given by

t(θij) = (p1 − p2)2 = m2
i +m2

j − 2mimj cosh θij . (3.11)

Consequently, we can switch between the s to the t-channels by the analytic continuation related to
crossing symmetry

t(θ) = s(iπ − θ) , (3.12)

In (1 + 1)-dimensional systems, the two-particle S-matrix elements are defined by

|Ai(θ1)Aj(θ2)〉 = Sklij (θ)|Ak(θ2)Al(θ1)〉 , (3.13)

with θ = θ12 and θ1 > θ2, consistently with the definition of the initial and final asymptotic states
previously discussed. In this equation, a summation is understood for indices k and l for particles
that are not distinguished from i and j by any eigenvalues of the conserved charges. Note that the
dependence of the S-matrix on the difference of the rapidities is a consequence of Lorentz invariance.
There relation between the S-matrix defined above and the one written in terms of the original
Mandelstam variable S(s) is given by the Jacobian of the transformation s(θ)

Sklij (s) = 4mimj sinh θ Sklij (θ) . (3.14)

The scattering amplitudes satisfy the physical conditions of unitarity∑
n,m

Snmij (θ)Sklnm(−θ) = δki δ
l
j , (3.15)

and crossing symmetry

Sk li j (θ) = Sk j
i l

(iπ − θ) , (3.16)

where the bar upon the indices denotes the anti-particles. Notice that the unitarity and crossing
symmetry equations can be analytically continued for arbitrary values of θ and therefore they hold
in the complex θ plane. Moreover, the definition of the S-matrix can be reinterpreted as an algebra
(known as Faddev-Zamolodchikov algebra) for the symbols Aa(θ)

Ai(θ1)Aj(θ2) = Sklij (θ)Ak(θ2)Al(θ1) . (3.17)
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In other words, the scattering processes can be equivalently interpreted as commutation relations
among the operators that create the particles. The well-known Yang-Baxter equations which relate
three amplitudes are nothing else than the associativity condition of this algebra.

The elastic S matrices are meromorphic functions in the complex plane of θ. The bound states
correspond to simple poles with positive residue1 along the imaginary segment (0, iπ) of the θ variable.
Consider a S-matrix with incoming particles Ai and Aj that has a simple pole in the s-channel at
θ = i unij . In correspondence with this pole, the amplitude can be expressed as

Sklij ' i
R(n)

θ − iunij
, (3.18)

with the residue R(n) related to the on-shell vertex functions of the incoming particles and the bound
state An

R(n) = Γnij Γnkl . (3.19)

A non-zero value of Γnij obviously implies a pole singularity in the other two amplitudes Sin and Sjn as
well, where the poles are now due to the bound states Aj and Ai. Since in the bootstrap approach, the
bound states are on the same footing as the asymptotic states, there is an important relation among
the masses of the system: if θ = iunij is the position of the pole in the scattering of the particles Ai
and Aj , the mass of the bound state is given by

m2
n = m2

i +m2
j + 2mimj cosunij . (3.20)

This relation is simply obtained by substituting in the Mandelstam variable s given in eqn. (3.10) the
resonance condition θ = iunij . Notice that this formula expressed a well-known geometrical relation,
known as Carnot theorem, among the sides of a triangle (here equal to the values of the masses),
where unij is one of the external angles of such a triangle. From this geometrical interpretation, it is
easy to show that the positions of the poles in the three channels satisfy

unij + ujin + uijn = 2π . (3.21)

As it is the case for the models discussed later, the elastic S-matrix of (1 + 1)-dimensional systems
may also have higher order poles, whose interpretation stays in the singularities coming from multiple
scattering processes.

3.3 Diagonal S-matrices and bootstrap equations

For the models we consider in the following, the discussion of the S-matrix can be simplified. The
reason is that they have a non-degenerate mass spectrum and moreover all particles are neutral and
uniquely identified in terms of their different eigenvalues with respect to the conserved charges. Under
these conditions, the elasticity of the scattering processes enforces the vanishing of the reflection
amplitude. As a result, the S-matrix turns out to be completely diagonal and the Yang–Baxter
equations are then identically satisfied. The unitarity and crossing symmetry conditions simplify as
follows

Sab(θ)Sab(−θ) = 1 , Sab(θ) = Sab(iπ − θ) . (3.22)

These two equations imply that the amplitudes Sab(θ) are periodic functions of θ with period 2πi:
in this case, the Riemann surface of the S-matrix consists of a double covering of the complex plane
s. There general solution of Eqs. (3.22) can be expressed in terms of products of the meromorphic
functions

fx(θ) =
tanh

1

2
(θ + iπx)

tanh
1

2
(θ − iπx)

=
sinh θ + i sinπx

sinh θ − i sinπx
. (3.23)

1It is worth mentioning that this concept can be generalised both to the cases of poles with negative residues and
higher order poles.
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The simple poles of these functions are at θ = iπx and θ = iπ(1− x), and are related by the crossing
transformation. Due to their periodicity the parameter x can always be chosen as −1 ≤ x ≤ 1. They
have also simple zeros at −iπx and −iπ(1− x). Hence, as a consequence of the unitarity and crossing
symmetry equations, any amplitude Sab(θ) of a diagonal S-matrix can be expressed as

Sab(θ) =
∏
x∈Aab

fx(θ) , (3.24)

with Aab a discrete subset of the interval (−1, 1].
Unitarity and crossing symmetry equations, however, do not fix the position of the poles i.e. the

sets Aab. This can be achieved by an additional dynamical condition, provided by the bootstrap
principle that posits that the bound states are on the same footing as the asymptotic states. As a
consequence, the amplitudes that involve the bound states can be obtained in terms of the amplitudes
of the external particles and vice versa. This translates into an additional equation satisfied by the
scattering amplitudes

Sil(θ) = Sij(θ + iukjl)Sik(θ − iujlk) , (3.25)

where
ucab ≡ π − ucab . (3.26)

Therefore, a consistent S-matrix must have a set of poles for all amplitudes Sab compatible with the
bootstrap equation (3.25), that can be interpreted in terms of bound states or multi-particle scattering
processes of the asymptotic particles themselves. The masses of the particles are determined by the
relation (3.20). In practice, this means starting from the amplitude that involves the lightest particle,
therefore with the simplest pole structure, and then iteratively applying the bootstrap equations (3.25)
in order to get the scattering amplitudes involving the bound states of higher mass. This is how the
scattering theories of the Ising model in a magnetic field and the Tricritical Ising Model away from
the critical temperature can be constructed.

Since the θ dependence of the elementary building block fα(θ) is fixed, later to denote the building
blocks fx(θ) of the S-matrix it is convenient to use the notation

(fα(θ))pα ≡
a

(α)
pα

(3.27)

where α denotes the location of the simple pole, pα its multiplicity pα and the top index a indicates
the particle species corresponding to the bound state Aa.

4 Correlation functions and Dynamical Structure Factors

4.1 Form Factor Equations

Here we briefly summarise the basic functional equations satisfied by matrix elements of local fields
on particle asymptotic states in an integrable quantum field theory [11,12,20–23].

The form factors (FF) of a local field Φ(x) are defined as

FΦ
a1,...,an(θ1, . . . , θn) = 〈0|Φ(0)|Aa1(θ1), . . . , Aan(θn)〉 . (4.1)

General matrix elements of local fields can be expressed in terms of form factors using crossing sym-
metry. For a scalar operator Φ(x), relativistic invariance requires that its FF depend only on the
rapidity differences θi − θj . Form Factors satisfy several equations which are listed below for the case
of scalar operators.

Monodromy properties. Interchanging two particles is equivalent to their scattering, while an
analytic continuation of rapidities by iπ corresponds to crossing symmetry. As a result, the FF satisfy
the monodromy equations

FΦ
a1,..,ai,ai+1,..an(θ1, .., θi, θi+1, .., θn) = Saiai+1(θi − θi+1)FΦ

a1,..ai+1,ai,..an(θ1, .., θi+1, θi, .., θn) ,

FΦ
a1,a2,...an(θ1 + 2πi, . . . , θn−1, θn) = FΦ

a2,a3,...,an,a1
(θ2, . . . , θn, θ1) .

(4.2)
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Singularity structures. The FF must have pole singularities related to those of the S-matrix. The
most common ones are first-order poles which fall into three different classes:

1. Kinematical poles. These are related to the annihilation processes of a pair of particle and
anti-particle states, located at θa − θa = iπ with their residue given by a recursive equation
between the (n+ 2)-particle FF and the n-particle FF

−i lim
θ̃→θ

(θ̃ − θ)FΦ
a,a,a1,...,an(θ̃ + iπ, θ, θ1, . . . , θn)

=

1− e2πiωa

n∏
j=1

Sa,aj (θ − θj)

 FΦ
a,...,an(θ1, . . . , θn) , (4.3)

where ωa is the index of mutual semi-locality of the operator Φ with respect to the particle Aa.

2. Bound state poles. The second type of simple poles is related to the presence of bound states
appearing as simple poles in the S-matrix. If θ = iucab and Γcab are the resonance angle and the
three-particle coupling of the fusion Aa ×Ab → Ac respectively, then FF involving the particles
Aa and Ab also has a pole at θ = iucab and its residue gives rise to a recursive equation between
the (n+ 2)-particle FF and the (n+ 1)-particle FF

− i lim
θab→iucab

(θab − iucab)FΦ
a,b,ai,...,an

(θa, θb, θ1, . . . , θn) = Γcab F
Φ
c,ai,...,an (θc, θ1, . . . , θn) , (4.4)

where θc = (θau
a
bc+θbu

b
ac)/u

c
ab. In general, the FF may also have higher-order poles but, in order

to address them, let’s first discuss the general way of parameterising the FF and the special role
played by the 2-particle FF.

3. Multi-particle poles. A third kind of simple poles in the FF are related to double poles in the
S-matrix which reflect multi-particle scattering processes. For a double pole in the S-matrix Sab
located at an angle φ ∈ (0, π) which can be written φ = ucad + uebd − π for some c, d and e, the
FF has a simple pole at θ = iφ [20]. For a two-particle FF, the corresponding residue is given
by

− i lim
θab→iφ

(θab − iφ)Fϕab(θab) = ΓcadΓ
e
bdF

ϕ
ce(iγ), (4.5)

where γ − π − uacd − ubde.
In general, form factors can also have higher order poles, corresponding to third and higher order

poles in the S-matrix; however, we omit these details as they are not needed in the construction of
the form factors used here, referring the reader to [20] for details.

Bound on the asymptotic growth. If ∆Φ is the conformal dimension of the scalar operator Φ(x)
then its FF satisfies

lim
|θi|→∞

FΦ
a1,...,an(θ1, . . . , θn) ∼ eyΦ|θi| . (4.6)

with
yΦ ≤ ∆Φ . (4.7)

Cluster property. In a massive field theory, the form factors of relevant operators Φi are expected
to satisfy2 the asymptotic factorisation [21–23]

lim
α→∞

FΦa
r+l(θ1 + α, . . . , θr + α, θr+1, . . . , θr+l)

= FΦb
r (θ1, . . . , θr)F

Φc
l (θr+1, . . . , θr+l) , (4.8)

where Φa,Φb,Φc label fields of the same conformal dimension. The origin of this identity simply
comes from the fact that both functions on the right-hand side satisfy the same form factor axioms and
therefore are defining matrix elements of some operators Φb and Φc with an appropriate normalisation.

2Up to phases related to the normalisation of the states.
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Operator content. As noticed in [24], the equations satisfied by the Form Factors admit several
solutions, each of them which can be put in correspondence with an operator of the theory. In other
words, similarly to what happens in Conformal Field Theory [25] where the operator content comes
from the irreducible representations of the Virasoro algebra, given that an operator is identified by
its matrix elements on a complete set of states, for integrable deformations of the fixed point action
the operator content can be extracted by looking at the different solutions of the Form Factors. This
property will be exploited in the following in order to pin down the various operators of the Ising and
Tricritical Ising Models. The validity of the solutions can be cross-checked by computing the scaling
dimension of the operator using a sum rule following from the ∆-theorem [23].

4.2 Solving the Form Factor Equations

The two-particle Form Factors are the basic building blocks from which the general solutions of
the Form Factor Equations are obtained. The Form Factor Equations imply that the 2-particle FF
FΦ
ab(θ) are meromorphic functions of the rapidity difference defined in the strip Im θ ∈ [0, π), with

their monodromy dictated by the equations (4.2)

FΦ
ab(θ) = Sab(θ)F

Φ
ab(−θ) , (4.9)

FΦ
ab(iπ + θ) = FΦ

ab(iπ − θ) . (4.10)

If Fmin
ab (θ) denotes a solution of these equations, free of poles and zeros in the strip S, the general

solution FΦ
ab(θ) can be written as

FΦ
ab(θ) =

QΦ
ab(θ)

Dab(θ)
Fminab (θ) , (4.11)

where Dab(θ) and QΦ
ab(θ) are polynomials in cosh θ: the former is fixed by the singularity structure of

Sab(θ) while the latter carries the whole information about the operator Φ(x). For excitations which
are non-local with respect to the operator Φ, the form factor above will include an extra term cosh θ/2
(either in the numerator or in the denominator, according to the asymptotic behaviour in θ of the
form factor) which is even under θ → −θ but changes a sign under the transformation θ → θ + 2πi
which probes the mutual non-locality of Φ with respect to the excitations.

For arbitrary number n (n ≥ 3) of particles, the form factor can be parameterised as

FΦ
a1,...,an(θ1, ..., θn) = QΦ

a1,...,an(θ1, ..., θn)
∏
i≤j

Fminaiaj (θi − θj)
(eθi + eθj )δaiajDaiaj (θi − θj)

, (4.12)

where QΦ
a1,...,an(θ) are symmetric polynomials in cosh θ. It must be noticed, however, that since the

various particles of the theory appear as bound states of some scattering channel which can all be
traced back to the amplitude S11(θ) involving the fundamental particle A1, all the Form Factors of the
theory can be then obtained once all the n-particle Form Factors involving just the lightest particle
A1 are known.

The parameterisation (4.12) solves all the monodromy properties, while the singularity equations
(4.3), (4.4) and (4.5) result in recursive equations between the polynomials, which allow for their
explicit construction.

4.3 Spectral expansion for correlation functions and Dynamical Structure Factors

The importance of form factors consists in the fact that for a set of local operators Oi, their two-
point functions 〈Oi(x, τ)Oj(0, 0)〉 can be evaluated in terms of the so-called spectral representation.
Such a representation is obtained by inserting a resolution of the identity in terms of asymptotic
multi-particle states between the two operators

I =
∞∑
n=1

∑
{ai}

N∏
k=1

(
1

N
{ai}
k !

)∫
dθ1

2π
· · · dθn

2π
|a1, θ1; . . . ; an, θn〉〈an, θn; . . . ; a1, θ1| . (4.13)
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The sum is over states involving an arbitrary number n of particles with arbitrary rapidities θi, i =
1, . . . , n and particle species labelled by the integers 1 ≤ ai ≤ N such that a1 ≤ a2 ≤ · · · ≤ an, while

N
{ai}
k is the number of particles of type k in the set {ai}.

Using the completeness of states expressed by Eq. (4.13), the Euclidean correlation functions can
be expressed as

〈Oi(x)Oj(0)〉 =
∞∑
n=1

∑
{ai}

N∏
k=1

(
1

N
{ai}
k !

)∫
dθ1

2π
· · · dθn

2π
FOia1,a2,...,an(θ1, θ2, . . . , θn)F

Oj∗
a1,a2,...,an(θ1, θ2, . . . , θn)

× exp

{
−|x|

n∑
i=1

mai cosh θi

}
(4.14)

In the case of real-time dynamics, the dynamical structure factors (DSF) are defined as the Fourier
transforms of the corresponding correlators

Sij(ω, q) =

∫
dtdxeiωt−iqx〈Oi(t, x)Oj(0, 0)〉 . (4.15)

which, using (4.13), can be written as a sum over n-particle contributions

Sij(ω, q) =

∞∑
n=1

Dijn (ω, q) (4.16)

Sijn (ω, q) =
∑
{ai}

N∏
k=1

(
1

N
{ai}
k !

)∫
dθ1

2π
· · · dθn

2π
FOia1,a2,...,an(θ1, θ2, . . . , θn)F

Oj∗
a1,a2,...,an(θ1, θ2, . . . , θn)

×(2π)2δ

(
ω −

n∑
i=1

Ei

)
δ

(
q −

n∑
i=1

Pi

)
. (4.17)

For dynamical structure factors note that we can restrict the evaluation of Sij(ω, q) to q = 0 since
the general expression can be obtained by Lorentz invariance. Although it is generally not possible
to evaluate all terms in the above infinite sums, it can be nevertheless argued that the spectral
series typically converge quite rapidly [10], i.e. most of the spectral weight comes from the first few
contributions with small number n of particles. Furthermore, in a gapped theory, truncating the sum
(4.17) to those states with energies En < ω leads to an exact result up to ω due to the presence of
energy thresholds.

Let us consider the contributions of the n = 1, 2 and 3-particle FF. Assuming that the masses
of the particles are ordered as m1 ≤ m2 ≤ . . . , this gives the exact spectral function for energies
ω < 4m1. The single particle contributions to Sij(ω, q = 0) takes the simple form

Sij1 (ω, q = 0) =
∑
a

2π

ma
δ(ω −ma)F

i
aF

j∗
a (4.18)

where a here indexes all the different particles that couple to Oi and Oj , i.e. they give a coherent
contribution of isolated delta-function peaks.

The two-particle contributions take the form

Sij2 (ω, q = 0) =
∑
a1≤a2

(
1

2

)δa1,a2 Θ(ω − (ma1 +ma2))

ma1ma2 | sinh(θ1 − θ2)|F
i
a1,a2

(θ1 − θ2)F j∗a2,a1
(θ1 − θ2) (4.19)

where

θ1 − θ2 = arccosh

(
ω2 −m2

ai −m2
aj

2maimaj

)
(4.20)

from energy and momentum conservation. The two-particle contribution is an incoherent continuum,
which for a given two-particle pair (a1, a2) opens at the threshold for ω = ma1 +ma2 . As ω approaches
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this threshold from above, the kinematical prefactor generally introduces a square-root van Hove
singularity in the spectral function; however, this singularity can be washed out in particular cases
when the two-particle form factor vanishes as θ1 − θ2 → 0.

The three-particle contributions can be written as [26]

Sij3 (ω, q = 0) =
∑

a1≤a2≤a3

(∏
a

1

N
{a1,a2,a3}
a !

)∫
dθ3

2π

FOia1,a2,a3
(θ1, θ2, θ3)F

Oj∗
a1,a2,a3(θ1, θ2, θ3)

ma1ma2 | sinh(θ1 − θ2)| (4.21)

where N
{a1,a2,a3}
a is the number of times the species label a occurs in the set {a1, a2, a3}, and the

rapidities θ1, θ2, θ3 satisfy the kinematic constraints

ω = ma1 cosh θ1 +ma2 cosh θ2 +ma3 cosh θ3

0 = ma1 sinh θ1 +ma2 sinh θ2 +ma3 sinh θ3 . (4.22)

For three particles of equal mass ma1 = ma2 = ma3 = m, the solution of the kinematic constraints
can be written explicitly. The integration range of θ3 is restricted to

cosh θ3 ≤
ω2 − 3m2

2mω
, (4.23)

where 4.22 have two solutions related by swapping the sign of θ12, given by

cosh θ12 =
ω2 − 2mω cosh θ3 −m2

2m2
with the choice θ12 ≥ 0

cosh θ1 =
2

√
(3 + 4 cosh θ12 + cosh 2θ3) cosh4 θ12

2
− sinh θ3 sinh θ12

2 (1 + cosh θ12)
(4.24)

with the sign of θ1 chosen so that sinh θ1 + sinh (θ1 − θ12) = − sinh θ3 is satisfied.
Finally we report here the case for the four-particle contributions using a notation similar to

(4.21) [26]

Sij4 (ω, q = 0) =
∑

a1≤a2≤a3≤a4

(∏
a

1

N
{a1,a2,a3,a4}
a !

)

×
∫
dθ3

2π

∫
dθ4

2π

FOia1,a2,a3,a4
(θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4)F

Oj∗
a1,a2,a3,a4(θ1, θ2, θ3, θ3)

ma1ma2 | sinh(θ1 − θ2)| (4.25)

where the rapidities θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4 satisfy the kinematic constraints

ω = ma1 cosh θ1 +ma2 cosh θ2 +ma3 cosh θ3 +ma4 cosh θ4

0 = ma1 sinh θ1 +ma2 sinh θ2 +ma3 sinh θ3 +ma4 sinh θ4 . (4.26)

With all the information gathered here and in the previous sections, let’s now address the two classes
of universality of our interest.

5 Ising Model

In this section, we are going to discuss the universality class of the Ising Model. The Euclidean
field theory describes the vicinity of the critical point of the two-dimensional classical Ising model
which is defined by the partition function

ZCIM =
∑
si=±1

exp

{
− 1

T
H({si})

}
HCIM({si}) = −J

∑
〈i,j〉

sisj −H
∑
i

si (5.1)

13



2
1

2

1

16
0

1 0
1

16

1

2

r
s 1 2 3

Table 5.1: Kac table of the first minimal unitary model of CFT, corresponding to the Ising model.
Irreducible representations of the Virasoro algebra are labelled by indices r = 1, 2 and s = 1, 2, 3.

where the indices i, j run over the two-dimensional lattice and 〈i, j〉 denotes pairs of nearest neighbour
sites. For zero magnetic field, H the model has a critical point at a critical temperature Tc; at high
temperatures T > Tc the system is in a paramagnetic phase, while at low temperatures T < Tc it is
in a ferromagnetic phase.

When continued to real-time, the corresponding Minkowski field theory describes the dynamics of
the one-dimensional quantum Ising spin chain governed by the Hamiltonian

ĤIC = −J
∑
i

{
σzi σ

z
i+1 + hTσ

x
i + hLσ

z
i

}
(5.2)

(where σx,y,zi are the Pauli matrices) which has a quantum phase transition for zero longitudinal field
hL at the quantum critical point (QCP) hT = 1, with hT < 1 corresponding to the ferromagnetic
phase, while hT > 1 to the paramagnetic phase.

The quantum chain Hamiltonian (5.2) can be obtained from the transfer matrix representation of
the partition function of the two-dimensional classical Ising model (5.1), with the transverse field hT
corresponding to the temperature T , and the longitudinal field hL corresponding to the magnetic field
H.

5.1 Majorana fermions and order/disorder fields

At the critical point, the Ising model is described by the first minimal unitary conformal model [1]
with central charge c = 1/2 and the Kac table of the conformal dimensions reported in Table 5.1. In
order to discuss the operator content of this theory, let us introduce the following notations for the
fields

1 : (0, 0) , ψ :

(
1

2
, 0

)
, ψ :

(
0,

1

2

)
(5.3)

ε :

(
1

2
,
1

2

)
, σ =

(
1

16
,

1

16

)
, µ :

(
1

16
,

1

16

)
,

where (∆,∆) are the conformal weights provided by the Kac table, with each pair identifying a physical
operator obtained by combining the analytic and anti-analytic parts. For our purposes, it is important
to notice the presence of the fermionic fields ψ and ψ, which are the analytic and the anti-analytic
components of the two-dimensional Majorana fermion field Ψ = (ψ,ψ). As is well known, the critical
action of the Ising model can be written3

ACI =
1

2π

∫
d2x

[
ψ ∂z ψ + ψ ∂z ψ

]
. (5.4)

This action is quadratic and therefore free. The primary field ε can be identified as the fermion bilinear
ψψ. The corresponding equations of motion

∂z ψ = 0 ,

∂zψ = 0 ,
(5.5)

3In the following z = x1 + ix2 and z = x1 − ix2.
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show that the two spinor components are decoupled, and ψ depends only on z while ψ depends only
on z. The analytic and anti-analytic components of the stress-energy tensor which accompany the
action (5.4) are

T = −1

2
: ψ∂zψ : , T = −1

2
: ψ∂zψ : . (5.6)

Focusing on the analytic sector alone, the OPE of ψ with itself is given by

ψ(z1)ψ(z2) =
1

z1 − z2
+ · · · . (5.7)

The mode expansion of the Taylor–Laurent series reads

ψ(z) =
∞∑

n=−∞

ψn

zn+1/2
, (5.8)

where

ψn =

∮
C

dz

2πi
zn−1/2 ψ(z) , (5.9)

with a closed contour C around the origin. The modes satisfy the anticommutation relations

{ψn, ψm} = δn+m,0 .

The fermion field ψ(z) can satisfy two different monodromy properties since it is naturally defined on
the double covering of the complex plane with a branch cut starting from a point, here assumed to be
the origin:

ψ(e2πi z) = ±ψ(z) . (5.10)

The first case defines the so-called Neveu-Schwarz (NS) sector, while the second defines the so-called
Ramond (R) sector. In the Neveu-Schwarz sector, the mode expansion of the field is given in terms
of half-integer indices, while in the Ramond sector the indices n of the (5.8) are instead integers

ψ(e2πi z) = ψ(z) , n ∈ Z + 1
2 , (NS)

ψ(e2πi z) = −ψ(z) , n ∈ Z . (R)
(5.11)

The conformally invariant vacuum is the ground state |0〉 of the NS sector. It is also convenient
to introduce the operator (−1)F , where F is the fermionic number, defined in terms of its anti-
commutation with the field ψ

(−1)F ψ(z) = −ψ(z) (−1)F .

This operator satisfies
(
(−1)F

)2
= 1 and{

(−1)F , ψn
}

= 0 , ∀n (5.12)

Let’s focus the attention on the Ramond sector, i.e. when the field satisfies the anti-periodic boundary
conditions. In such a case, it is necessary to take into account the presence of the zero modes of the
field that satisfies

{ψ0, ψ0} = 1 , {(−1)F , ψ0} = 0 (5.13)

The ground state of the Ramond sector realises a representation of the two-dimensional algebra given
by ψ0 and (−1)F . The smallest irreducible representation is spanned by two states created from |0〉
by a doublet of degenerate operators σ and µ, the so-called order and disorder operators, and the
associated states

|σ〉 = σ(z = 0)|0〉 |µ〉 = µ(z = 0)|0〉 , (5.14)

which have the same conformal weight as given in (5.4). The conjugate states are given by

〈σ| = lim
z→∞
〈0|σ(z)|z|1/4 (5.15)

〈µ| = lim
z→∞
〈0|µ(z)|z|1/4 . (5.16)
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In this space, a 2× 2 matrix representation of ψ0 and (−1)F is given by

ψ0 =
1√
2

 0 1

1 0

 , (−1)F =

 1 0

0 −1

 . (5.17)

In this representation the fields σ and µ are eigenvectors of (−1)F with eigenvalue +1 and −1 respec-
tively. The OPE of the fermionic fields with the order/disorder fields is given by [27]

ψ(z)σ(w,w) =
eiπ/4√

2
(z − w)−1/2 µ(w,w) + . . . ;

ψ(z)µ(w,w) =
e−iπ/4√

2
(z − w)−1/2 σ(w,w) + . . . ;

ψ(z)σ(w,w) =
e−iπ/4√

2
(z − w)−1/2 µ(w,w) + . . . ;

ψ(z)µ(w,w) =
eiπ/4√

2
(z − w)−1/2 σ(w,w) + . . . . (5.18)

Note that there is a square root branch cut that changes sign if the fermion field is transported around
the location of σ or µ; the latter can be interpreted as defect-creating operators changing the fermion
boundary condition. Similar branch cuts appear in the OPE involving the order and disorder field [27]

σ(z, z)µ(w,w) =
eiπ/4(z − w)(1/2)ψ(w) + e−iπ/4(z − w)(1/2)ψ(w)√

2|z − w|1/4
+ . . . . (5.19)

The full OPE algebra of the mutually local scalar fields of order and energy operators (omitting
the structure constants and the dependence on the coordinates) is then

σ σ = 1 + ε

ε ε = 1

ε σ = σ

(5.20)

An equivalently set of mutually local scalar fields is given by the disorder and the energy operators,
with the OPE algebra

µµ = 1 + ε

ε µ = µ

ε ε = 1

(5.21)

These algebras highlight that the Ising model has two independent Z2 spin symmetries:

• one of them flips the sign of the order operator

σ → −σ , µ→ µ , (5.22)

• while the other flips the sign of the disorder field

σ → σ , µ→ −µ , (5.23)

ε is even under the two spin Z2 symmetries stated above.
Moreover, at its critical point the Ising model is also invariant under the Kramers–Wannier duality

transformation, under which ε↔ −ε and σ ↔ µ. The odd parity of ε under the duality transformation
naturally explains the absence of ε in the operator product expansion of this field with itself.

As a final remark, we observe that the OPE algebra (5.20) of the scalar fields can be also interpreted
as the algebra of the composite operators of a ϕ4 Landau-Ginzburg theory – a theory notoriously
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associated to the universality class of the Ising model [28]. Choosing the field identification σ ≡ ϕ,
the operator product expansion yields : ϕ2 := ε and : ϕ3 := ∂z ∂zϕ. Hence, the conformal model can
be seen as the exact fixed-point solution of the field theory associated to the Lagrangian

L =
1

2
(∂µϕ)2 + gϕ4 . (5.24)

5.2 Thermal deformation

Adding a perturbation by the energy density operator to the critical Ising action (5.4)

Aτ = ACI + τ

∫
d2x ε(x) (5.25)

corresponds to adding a mass term m = 2πτ for the fermion due to the relation ε = ψψ, with τ
parameterising the deviation from the critical point: τ > 0 drives the system in the paramagnetic
phase, while τ < 0 in the ferromagnetic phase, with the two phases related by the Kramers-Wannier
duality. The spontaneous magnetisation in the ferromagnetic phase, i.e., the expectation value of the
order parameter is [29]

〈σ〉 = 21/12e−1/8A3/2 . . .m1/8 , (5.26)

where A = 1.282427 . . . is Glaisher’s constant. Note that here and in all subsequent formulas the
fields are normalised according to (2.2) which uniquely specifies their expectation values, as well as
the mass gap, in terms of the QFT coupling constants.

The Kramers-Wannier duality is also related to the aforementioned Z2 spin symmetries of the Ising
model and their breaking in the following way:

(i) for the paramagnetic phase the Z2 spin symmetry σ → −σ on the order operator is exact while
the Z2 spin symmetry µ → −µ on the disorder operator is spontaneously broken, therefore for
we have a non-zero vacuum expectation value 〈µ〉;

(ii for the ferromagnetic phase the Z2 symmetry of the order parameter σ is spontaneously broken
while the Z2 symmetry of the disorder operator is exact, therefore for we have a non-zero vacuum
expectation value 〈σ〉.

At the critical point, both vacuum expectation values vanish, 〈σ〉 = 〈µ〉 = 0.

5.2.1 Form Factors of Relevant Local Operators

Since the resulting quantum field theory is integrable, its corresponding form factors can be com-
puted exactly [30,31]. Due to the self-duality of the model, the two phases can be discussed on equal
footing. We choose to focus our attention on the paramagnetic phase where there is no spontaneous
symmetry breaking of the Z2 spin symmetry. In this case, there is a unique ground state and only
one massive particle excitation A in the spectrum, with a two-body S-matrix S = −1. The particle
A can be considered as created by the magnetisation operator σ(x), therefore it is odd under the Z2

symmetry of the Ising model.
Let’s consider first the energy operator ε. Due to its quadratic relation with the massive free

Majorana fermion, the FF of this operator are particularly simple

Fn(θ1, . . . , θn) =

−im sinh
θ1 − θ2

2
, n = 2

0 , otherwise.
(5.27)

In the high-temperature phase, the order parameter σ(x) is odd under the unbroken Z2 symmetry
while the disorder operator µ(x) is even. Hence, σ(x) has matrix elements on states with an odd
number of particles, F σ2n+1, whereas µ(x) on those with an even number of particles, Fµ2n. Their form
factors can be obtained by solving the form factor equations and are given by [31]

Fn(θ1, . . . , θn) = Hn

n∏
i<j

tanh
θi − θj

2
, (5.28)
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where the normalisation coefficients satisfy the recursive equation

Hn+2 = iHn .

The solutions with n even are therefore fixed by choosing F0 = H0, namely by the non-zero value of
the vacuum expectation of the disorder operator

F0 = 〈0|µ(0)|0〉 = 〈µ〉 , (5.29)

while those with n odd are determined by the real constant F1 relative to the one-particle matrix
element of σ(x)

F1 = 〈0|σ(0)|A(0)〉 . (5.30)

which are related by
F 2

1 = i F 2
0 . (5.31)

We note that the above form factors automatically satisfy the cluster property (4.8). The clustering
of the form factors of the order/disorder operators is simply determined by the parity of the number
of particles from the Z2 symmetry of these operators. In the case of the Ising model, considering the
disorder operator µ, and splitting the set of particles into two sets of odd numbers of particles we
have4

lim
α→∞

Fµ2r+2l+2(θ1 + α, . . . , θ2r+1 + α, θ2r+2, . . . , θ2r+2l+2)

=
1

〈µ〉F
σ
2r+1(θ1, . . . , θ2r+1)F σ2l+1(θ2r+2, . . . , θ2r+2l+2) , (5.32)

while for splitting into two sets of even number of particles we have

lim
α→∞

Fµ2r+2l(θ1 + α, . . . , θ2r + α, θ2r+1, . . . , θ2r+2l)

=
1

〈µ〉F
µ
2r(θ1, . . . , θ2r)F

µ
2l(θ2r+1, . . . , θ2r+2l) . (5.33)

Adopting the conformal normalisation of both operators

〈σ(x)σ(0)〉 = 〈µ(x)µ(0)〉 ' 1

|x|1/4 , |x| → 0 (5.34)

the vacuum expectation value F0 = 〈σ〉 is known exactly and is given by (5.26).
We finally note that the form factors in the low-temperature phase can be obtained by a simple

application of Kramers–Wannier duality which results in swapping the identification of the order and
disorder fields.

5.2.2 Dynamical Structure Factors of the thermal deformation of the Ising Model

Here we compute the dynamical structure factors corresponding to order/disorder correlation func-
tions

Sσσ(ω, q) =

∫
dxdteiωt−iqx〈σ(x, t)σ(0, 0)〉

Sµµ(ω, q) =

∫
dxdteiωt−iqx〈µ(x, t)µ(0, 0)〉 . (5.35)

We consider the frequency dependence at zero-momentum transfer (q = 0), which determines the full
structure factor due to Lorentz invariance, and compute it using a spectral expansion in terms of form
factors as described in Subsection 4.3.

4In the following we have decided to normalise the FF in terms of the VEV of the disorder operator and this is the
reason of 〈µ〉 in the formulas below.
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Figure 5.1: Two- and three-particle contributions to the dynamical structure factor of disorder (a)
and order operators (b) in the thermal deformation of the Ising model. The values of the dynamical
structure factors are shown in units of the mass gap m using the expression (5.26) for F0.

Let us concentrate on the high-temperature phase (results for the other phase can be obtained by
exploiting Kramers-Wannier duality). Here µ has only even-particle matrix elements and σ has only
odd-particle ones. Therefore truncating the expansion states with up to three particles gives

Sµµ(ω, q = 0) = Sµµ2 (ω, q = 0) + . . . (5.36)

Sσσ(ω, q = 0) = Sσσ1 (ω, q = 0) + Sσσ3 (ω, q = 0) + . . . (5.37)

For the disorder operator substituting the form factors from Subsection 5.2.1 into (4.19) gives the
two-particle contribution

Sµµ2 (ω, q = 0) =
F 2

0

ω3

√
ω2 − 4m2 Θ(ω − 2m) (5.38)

which has a square root behaviour ∝
√
ω − 2m at threshold.

For the order operator (4.18) gives the following one-particle contribution:

Sσσ1 (ω, q = 0) =
2πF 2

0

m
δ(ω −m) . (5.39)

The three-particle contribution (4.21) is a bit more complicated, but after some manipulations, it can
be evaluated as

Sσσ3 (ω, q = 0) =
F 2

0

6πm2

∫
θ12>0

dθ3

|sinh θ12|
3∏
i<j

tanh2 θij
2
, (5.40)

where integration is performed over the branch θ12 > 0 and the identical contribution from the other
branch is taken into account by including a factor of 2. The behaviour of the three-particle contribution
at the threshold is given by

Sσσ3 (ω, k = 0) =
F 2

0

192
√

3m5
(ω − 3m)3 +O((ω − 3m)4) (5.41)

The functions Sµµ2 and Sσσ3 are shown in Figures 5.1a and 5.1b.

5.3 Magnetic deformation of the Ising model

Possibly the best example of a very detailed and accurate experimental confirmation of a very rich
theoretical prediction is given by the magnetic deformation of the Ising model. In this section, we
discuss the most relevant features, both on the theoretical and experimental sides, of this deformation.
We invite however the reader to consult the original literature for further details [6, 20,26,32–35].
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On the lattice, the Minkowski version of this field theory can be realised as the one-dimensional
quantum Ising spin chain (5.2) at its quantum critical point (QCP) hT = 1, perturbed by a longitudinal
field hL. The scaling limit of the model is described by the Ising conformal field theory perturbed by
its Z2 odd spin operator σ, namely

AE8 = Ac=1/2 + h

∫
d2xσ(x) , (5.42)

where the operator σ(x) and the field h are the rescaled field theory versions of the lattice magnetisation
operator σzi and longitudinal magnetic field hL, respectively. As shown by Zamolodchikov [6], this
leads to a massive integrable quantum field theory, the so-called E8 model. The exact mass gap can
be expressed as [36]

m1 = κ|h|8/15 , κ =
4 sin(π/5)Γ(1/5)

Γ(2/3)Γ(8/15)

(
4π2Γ(3/4)Γ(13/16)2

Γ(1/4)Γ(3/16)2

)4/15

= 4.40490857 . . . , (5.43)

while the exact expectation vacuum values of the relevant fields are given by [37]

〈σ〉 = −1.27758 . . . |h|1/15 , 〈ε〉 = 2.00314 . . . |h|8/15 . (5.44)

Let’s briefly discuss the S-matrix of this deformation of the Ising model.

5.3.1 The E8 S-matrix

The hallmark of this model is the presence of eight stable particle excitations with the mass m1

of the lightest particle given in (5.43), while all the other masses can also be expressed in terms of
m1 exactly, as shown in Eq. (5.49) below. It can be argued that, for the magnetic deformation of the
Ising model, the spins s of the conserved charges (see Eq. (3.2)) take the values

s = 1, 7, 11, 13, 17, 19, 23, 29 (mod 30) (5.45)

The absence of the spin s = 3 in this sequence permits to have the so-called Φ3 property, namely the
possibility that the fundamental particle is a bound state of itself. This means that in the S-matrix
S11(θ) of the fundamental particle A1 there could a the pole at θ = 2πi/3. Moreover, the absence of
the spin s = 5 suggests the hypothesis that there is another particle A2, a bound state of A1 × A1,
where A1 can also be considered as a bound state of A2×A2! This bootstrap chain fixes uniquely the
mass ratio of the two particles

m2

m1
= 2 cos

π

5
=

√
5 + 1

2
, (5.46)

which is then equal to the golden ratio. This means that in the amplitude S11(θ) there is also another
pole at θ = 2πi/5. However, in order to satisfy the bootstrap equation

S11(θ) = S11

(
θ − iπ

3

)
S11

(
θ + i

π

3

)
, (5.47)

coming from the channel A1×A1 → A1 → A1×A1, it is necessary to add at least another pole, placed
at θ = iπ/15, which implies there is at least a third particle A3 in the spectrum. Hence the amplitude
S11(θ) of the fundamental particle can be taken as [6]

S11(θ) =

1(
2

3

) 2(
2

5

) 3(
1

15

)
, (5.48)

where we have used the notation set in Eq. (3.27). The remaining 2-body S-amplitudes (36 in to-
tal) can be computed by a recursive application of the bootstrap equations (3.25) following the poles
corresponding to the bound states. This procedure requires certain care because an inevitable fea-
ture of the bootstrap equations is the presence of higher-order poles. While the single poles can be
associated with one-particle intermediate states, the higher order poles are explained by intermediate
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Figure 5.2: Dynkin diagram of E8, showing the association of the masses to the vertices.

multi-scattering processes via the Coleman-Thun mechanism [38]. In order to close the bootstrap all
of these singularities must be accounted for [39, 40], resulting in a final theory which has 8 particles,
whose mass spectrum coincides with that of an affine Toda field theory based on the exceptional al-
gebra E8. The full set of the S-matrix amplitudes for this model is reported in Tables A.1-A.2 which
can be found in Appendix A.

The exact masses of the eight particles are given by

m1 = κ|h|8/15

m2 = 2m1 cos
π

5
= (1.6180339887..)m1

m3 = 2m1 cos
π

30
= (1.9890437907..)m1

m4 = 2m2 cos
7π

30
= (2.4048671724..)m1 (5.49)

m5 = 2m2 cos
2π

15
= (2.9562952015..)m1

m6 = 2m2 cos
π

30
= (3.2183404585..)m1

m7 = 4m2 cos
π

5
cos

7π

30
= (3.8911568233..)m1

m8 = 4m2 cos
π

5
cos

2π

15
= (4.7833861168..)m1

It is worth noticing that these masses are in one-to-one correspondence with the entries of the Perron-
Frobenius vector of the incidence matrix of the corresponding Dynkin diagram shown in Figure 5.2.
Notice that in this bootstrap system only the first three particles have a mass less than the lowest
threshold 2m1. The stability of the particles with a mass higher than the threshold 2m1 is entirely due
to the integrability of the theory: indeed, moving away from the critical temperature Tc, i.e. coupling
the model also to the energy density field ε(x), all the particles with mass above the threshold 2m1

become unstable and decay [41,42].

5.3.2 Form Factors in the E8 model

Following the procedure outlined in Subsection 4.2, the two-particle FF can be written as

FΦ
ab(θ) =

QΦ
ab(θ)

Dab(θ)
Fminab (θ) , (5.50)

where the minimal form factor is

Fminab (θ) =

(
−i sinh

(
θ

2

))δab∏
α

(Gα(θ))pα , (5.51)

with

Gα(θ) = exp

{
2

∫ ∞
0

dt

t

cosh(α− t/2)

cosh(t/2) sinh(t)
sin2 (iπ − θ)t

2π

}
, (5.52)

while the pole factor Dab(θ) can be written as

Dab(θ) =
∏
α

(Pα(θ))iα(P1−α(θ))jα , (5.53)
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with
iα = n+ 1 , jα = n, if pα = 2n+ 1

iα = n , jα = n, if pα = 2n
(5.54)

and

Pα(θ) =
cos

πα

30
− cos θ

2 cos2
πα

60

. (5.55)

The parameters α and pα are those listed in Tables A.1 and A.2.
The single-particle FF can be obtained using the bound state singularities as

FΦ
s =

Res(FΦ
ab(θ)|θ=iucab)
iΓcab

(5.56)

with Γcab =
√
iRes(Sab(θ)|θ=iucab).

To generate all form factors it is sufficient to construct multi-particle FF containing only the
lightest particle A1, which can be parameterised as

FΦ
n (θ1, θ2, . . . θn) ≡ FΦ

1...1︸︷︷︸
n

(θ1, θ2, . . . θn) = Hn
Λn(x1, . . . , xn)

(ωn(x1, . . . , xn))n

n∏
i<j

Fmin
11 (θi − θj)

D11(θi − θj)(xi + xj)
, (5.57)

since all others can be obtained by application of the bound state singularity equation (4.4). Here
x ≡ exp(ϑ), ωn denotes the elementary symmetric polynomials generated by

n∏
k=1

(x+ xk) =
n∑
j=0

xn−jωj(x1, . . . , xn) , (5.58)

and Hn is a coefficient chosen to simplify the recursion relations for the polynomials Λn, which are
Λn(x1, . . . , xn) that is an n-variable symmetric polynomial that can be expressed in terms of the
elementary symmetric polynomials ω and carry all the information on the particular operator Φ.
From (5.53), D11 can be expressed as

D11(ϑ) = P2/3(ϑ)P2/5(ϑ)P1/15(ϑ) , (5.59)

while from (5.51) the minimal form factor can be written as

Fmin
11 (ϑ) = −i sinh(ϑ/2)G2/3(ϑ)G2/5(ϑ)G1/15(ϑ) . (5.60)

Following (4.4), the pole of the fundamental amplitude S11 (5.48) corresponding to A1 results in the
recurrence relation

Λn+2(xeiπ/3, xe−iπ/3, x1, . . . , xn)

x4
∏n
i=1(x− e−11iπ/15xj)(x− e11iπ/15xj)(x+ xj)

= (−1)nΛn+1(x, x1, . . . , xn) , (5.61)

provided the Hn are chosen to satisfy

Hn+2

Hn+1
=

Γ1
11 sin

(
2π

15

)
sin

(
11π

30

)
sin

(
8π

15

)
sin

(
3π

10

)
2 cos2(π/3) cos2(π/5) cos2(π/30)G11(2πi/3)

×

×
[

sin2(11π/30)γ

4 cos2(π/3) cos2(π/5) cos2(π/30)

]n
.

(5.62)

The kinematical residue equation (4.3) yields the recurrence relation

(−1)nΛn+2(−x, x, x1, . . . , xn) = AnU(x, x1, . . . , xn)Λn(x1, . . . , xn) (5.63)
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with

U(x, x1, . . . , xn) =
1

2
x5

n∑
k1,k2,...,k6=0

(−1)k1+k3+k5x6n−(k1+···+k6)

× sin(
π

15
(10(k1 − k2) + 6(k3 − k4) + (k5 − k6)))ωk1 . . . ωk6 ,

(5.64)

and

An =

4γ sin2

(
11π

30

)(
cos
(π

3

)
cos
(π

5

)
cos
( π

30

))2
(
G11

(
2πi

3

))2

(
Γ1

11 sin

(
2π

15

)
sin

(
11π

30

)
sin

(
8π

15

)
sin

(
3π

10

))2

sin

(
2π

3

)
sin

(
2π

5

)
sin
( π

15

)
8 sin4

(
11π

30

)
G11(0)γ2


n

.

(5.65)
Once the two-particle form factor is specified, the explicit computation of FF with more particles of
type A1 proceeds by solving the recurrence relations (5.61) and (5.63).

To determine the initial condition for the recursion, recall that the universality class of the Ising
model has two relevant scaling fields σ(x) and ε(x) with conformal weights 1/16 and 1/2 respectively,
which imply that their FF satisfy the asymptotic condition (4.6) with yΦ = 0. Since both operators
have FF satisfying the recurrence relations Eq. (5.61) and Eq. (5.63), these recursions must admit two
different solutions with the appropriate asymptotic growth. Contrary to the thermal deformation, the
magnetic deformation breaks the Z2 spin symmetry, it cannot be used to distinguish the two operators,
and the general solution corresponds to a field Φ that is the linear combination of the two relevant
scaling fields of the model

Φ = ασ + βε . (5.66)

This means that the most general expression for Q11(θ) satisfying all the conditions for the Form
Factor of the field Φ is given by [32]

QΦ
11(θ) = c1

11 cosh θ + c0
11, c

1
11 6= 0 (5.67)

All this amounts to say that the solutions of the FF bootstrap for the relevant scalar operators of
the IMMF form a two–dimensional linear space, which is expected from the fact that such operators
can only correspond to linear combinations of σ(x) and ε(x). Solutions corresponding to different
operators up to normalisation can be labelled by the ratio

z =
c0

11

c1
11

(5.68)

with particular value of z corresponding to the magnetic field σ(x) and another one corresponding to
the thermal field ε(x). These two different values were first obtained in [32] employing the clustering
property (4.8) of the Form Factors.

In fact, for σ(x) the above problem is even simpler since this field is proportional to the trace of
the stress-energy tensor:

Θ(x) = 2πh (2− 2∆σ)σ(x) , (5.69)

and energy-momentum conservation implies that the corresponding form factor must contain a factor

P+P− with P± =
n∑
i=1

p±i and p± = p0 ± p1 = me±ϑ [43]. Consequently, for σ(x) the Ansatz can be

reduced by solving only for symmetric polynomials containing the factor ω1(x1, ..., xn)ωn−1(x1, ..., xn),
due to P+P− = ω1ωn−1/ωn. This observation is enough to solve for the polynomials of the σ operator
without employing the clustering property, resulting in the following value of z corresponding to the
magnetic field [32]

zσ =
2m2

1 +m3m7

2m2
1

= 4.869840... (5.70)
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Figure 5.3: The DSF of the magnetisation field Sσσ(ω, q = 0) in the E8 model as a function of the
frequency ω [26]. The result from the spectral expansion was convolved with a Gauss profile of width
0.05m1 which regularises the one-particle δ-peaks.
(a) The full result displays several peaks Pi associated with single or multi-particle excitations.
(b) The details of the DSF for ω & 2m1, with dashed curves showing the contribution from individual
channels, which are labeled according to their particle contents, e.g. “11” stands for m1 +m1 channel.
The units for the value of the DSF correspond to m1 = 1, with the expectation value of the order
parameter σ given in (5.44).

However, to determine the value of z corresponding to ε it is necessary to invoke the cluster property.
Here we simply quote the numerical value determined in [32]

zε = 1.255585... (5.71)

The remaining Form Factors of the field σ(x) can be obtained by solving the recursive equations

starting from Qφ11(θ) with the value zσ given in Eq. (5.70), while for the remaining Form Factors
of the field ε(x) the starting point must be set using zε given in Eq. (5.71). For more details, the
interested reader is invited to consult the work [26].

5.3.3 DSF of the magnetic deformation of the Ising Model and experiments

Substituting the form factors determined in Subsection 5.3.2 into the spectral representation pre-
sented in Subsection 4.3 leads to the determination of the Dynamical Structure Factor in the E8 field
theory. This is a straightforward numerical task that we do not discuss in detail, confining ourselves
to displaying in Figure 5.3 the results obtained in [26].

The experimental realisation of the two-dimensional Ising model at its critical point perturbed by
the magnetic field has been the subject of several studies carried out recently by different groups. The
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first study was performed by Coldea et al. in [33], where they reported to have realised this system
experimentally by using strong transverse magnetic fields to tune the quasi–one–dimensional Ising
ferromagnet CoNb2O6 (cobalt niobate) through its critical point. In this experiment, the Dynamical
Structure Factor (DSF) of the spin-spin correlation function was measured in terms of neutron scat-
tering. Just below the critical field, the spin dynamics showed a fine structure with two sharp modes
at low energies, in a ratio that approached the golden mean (1 +

√
5)/2 predicted for the first two

meson particles of the E8 spectrum. Although this was a very significant and influential experiment,
the energy resolution of this experiment was not enough to distinguish the higher masses and provide
a precise determination of the DSF itself.

More refined experiments have recently been carried out, as reported in the papers [34, 35, 44].
The experiments of [34, 35] used terahertz (THz) spectroscopy to resolve the E8 particles in an anti-
ferromagnetic Ising spin-chain material, namely the quasi 1-D BaCo2V2O8. In [34] the E8 particles
and the Dynamical Structure Factor of the spin-spin correlation function were determined by means
of nuclear magnetic resonance and inelastic neutron scattering measurements on the same quasi-1D
antiferromagnet BaCo2V2O8. In Fig. 5.4 we report the inelastic neutron scattering intensity along a
particular crystal direction (here denoted Q = (0, 0, 2)) together with the theoretical prediction which
comes from the result in Fig. 5.3. It is worth noting that the experimental neutron dynamic spectrum
shows an excellent match with the analytical prediction for the peak positions, and also (with the
exception of the first peak) with the spectral weights coming from the E8 theory.

5.4 Universal ratios of the Ising model

The form factors of the Ising model allow the evaluation of the universal amplitudes ratios in the
Ising model [18]; we note that similar results can be obtained for its generalisation to the q-state Potts
model [17]. Let’s first provide some notation.

ξ =

 f±|τ |−ν , τ → 0± , h = 0

fc|h|−νc , τ = 0 h→ 0
(5.72)

ξ is the correlation length, and we also have

C =

∫
d2x 〈ε(x)ε(0)〉 =

 (A±/α)|τ |−α , τ → 0± , h = 0

(Ac/αc)|h|−αc , τ = 0 h→ 0
(5.73)

|M | = 〈σ〉 =

 B(−τ)β , τ → 0− , h = 0

(|h|/D)1/δ , τ = 0 h→ 0
(5.74)

χ =

∫
d2x 〈σ(x)σ(0)〉 =

 Γ±|τ |−γ , τ → 0± , h = 0

Γc|h|−γc , τ = 0 h→ 0
(5.75)

where C is the specific heat, M is the magnetisation and χ is the susceptibility. For convenience, we
report here the list of critical exponents of the model

ν = 1

νc = 8/15

α = 0

αc = 0

β = 1/8

δ = 15

γ = 7/4

γc = 14/15 (5.76)
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Figure 5.4: Figure from ref. [34] showing experimental results vs. theoretical predictions for the E8

excitation spectrum near the 1D Quantum Critical Point of the quasi-1D antiferromagnet BaCo2V2O8.
(a) The top panel shows the inelastic neutron scattering intensity along the tridimensional axis Q =
(0, 0, 2). Blue diamonds with error bars correspond to experimental data and black lines are fits
with Gaussian functions. The red vertical lines at eight peaks correspond to the eight single E8

particles. Other peaks come from multi-particle excitations and zone-folding effects of the lattice.
The peak with mass mi1i2...in labels multi-particle channel with particle masses mi1mi2 ...min .(b) The
analytical dynamic structure factor Dxx (corresponding to Sσσ of Fig. 5.3) calculated from quantum
E8 integrable field theory. Red curve stands for single-particle spectra, while black curve is obtained
after including multi-particle contributions. In accord with the experiment, m1 is set as 1.2 meV and
the analytical data are broadened in a Lorentzian fashion with full-width at half-maximum fixed at
0.08m1. (c) Neutron scattering intensity from iTEBD calculations at the zone center. The black and
blue curves are results with and without zone-folding effect. The side panels show DSF spectra for
individual scattering channel: (d) single-, (e) two-, (f) three-, and (g) four-particles contributions,
where ijkl refer to excitations with combined mass modes of mimjmkml.

5.4.1 Thermal deformation

First, we consider the deformation in the thermal direction (5.25). Using the theoretical results on
the Form Factors of this deformation is easy to see that we have the exact universal ratio f+/f− = 2.
Moreover evaluating the correlation functions including only states with no more than two particles
gives rise to the following universal ratios [17]

A+

A−
= 1

Γ+

Γ−
= 37.699 . . .

RC =
A+Γ+

B2
= 0.3183 . . . R+

ξ = A
1/2
+ ξ0

+ = 0.3989 . . . . (5.77)
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which are remarkably close to the exact results [18]

A+

A−
= 1

Γ+

Γ−
= 37.6936520 . . .

RC =
A+Γ+

B2
= 0.318569391 . . . R+

ξ = A
1/2
+ ξ0

+ =
1√
2π

= 0.3989.. . (5.78)

5.4.2 Magnetic deformation

Turning to the E8 model defined by the action (5.42), it is possible to determine exactly the
coefficient D entering Eq. (5.74) since the spontaneous magnetisation is proportional in this case to
the trace of the stress-energy tensor which can be computed using the Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz
(see, for instance, [7])

D = 0.0253610264... (5.79)

For the same reason, one can also compute exactly Γc, given by

Γc = 0.0851721517... (5.80)

The exact FF of the E8 model give the following theoretical predictions for universal ratios:

Rχ = Γ+DB
δ−1 = 6.77828502...

RA = AcD
−(1+αc)B−2/β = 0.0250658794...

Q2 = (Γ+/Γc)(fc/f+)γ/ν = 3.23513834... (5.81)

These can be compared to results of a power-series expansion [45] yielding Rχ ∼ 6.78, and of a transfer
matrix computation [46] giving Rχ ∼ 6.78, Rχ = 6.7782(8) andQ2 = 3.233(4). The agreement between
the FF theoretical predictions and the numerical determinations of these quantities can be regarded
quite satisfactory.

6 Tricritical Ising Model

In this section, we are going to discuss the universality class of the tricritical Ising Model. The
Euclidean field theory describes the vicinity of the critical point of the two-dimensional Blume-Capel
model [47,48] which is defined by the partition function

ZBCM =
∑

si=±1,ti=0,1

exp

{
− 1

T
HBCM({si, ti})

}
(6.1)

HBCM({si, ti}) = −J
∑
〈i,j〉

sisjtitj + Ω
∑
i

ti +K
∑
〈i,j〉

titj −H
∑
i

siti −H ′
∑
〈i,j〉

(sititj + sjtjti)

where the indices i, j run over the two-dimensional lattice and 〈i, j〉 denotes pairs of nearest neighbour
sites. The parameter Ω corresponds to a chemical potential for the vacancy variables ti, H and H ′ are
two external magnetic fields coupling to two relevant order parameter fields, while K is an (irrelevant)
nearest neighbour interaction between the vacancies.

The phase diagram of this model is much richer than that of the Ising model and is illustrated
in Fig. 6.1. Setting H = H ′ = 0 and varying the temperature and the vacancy chemical potential
consists of a ferromagnetic phase and a paramagnetic phase, which are separated by a curve that
consists of two parts. One part corresponds to a first-order, while the other one to a second-order
phase transition in the Ising universality class. The point where the two lines meet is a tricritical
point which is in a universality class described by a conformal field theory of central charge 7/10.

When continued to real-time, the corresponding Minkowski field theory describes the dynamics of
the one-dimensional quantum tricritical Ising spin chain governed by the Hamiltonian [49]

ĤTIC = −J
∑
i

{
Szi S

z
i+1 − α(Szi )2 − βSxi − γ(Sxi )2 − hSzi

}
(6.2)
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Figure 6.1: Qualitative phase diagram of the TIM in the plane of the two variables J and Ω. The
green arrows show the direction of the thermal deformation by the relevant field ε leading to the E7

model (c.f. Subsection 6.2).

where the spin-1 operators are given by

Sz =


1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 −1

 Sx =
1√
2


0 1 0

1 0 1

0 1 0

 . (6.3)

6.1 Universality class and the Kramers–Wannier duality

Let us now briefly discuss the universality class and the duality symmetry of the tricritical Ising
model (TIM) associated with the second unitary minimal model: the central charge is c = 7

10 . We
are mainly concerned here with two equivalent quantum field theory formulations of the TIM, namely
one based on a Landau-Ginzburg field theory, which explicates the Z2 spin symmetry, while the other
based on supersymmetry, which clarifies the origin of the Z2 duality symmetry of the model. For a
slightly more detailed discussion, we refer to [50].

The lattice Hamiltonian of the Blume-Capel model (6.1) can be put in a one-to-one correspondence
with a ϕ6 Landau-Ginzburg Lagrangian based on a scalar field ϕ and the Euclidean action given by:

S =

∫
d2x

[
1

2
(∂µϕ)2 + g1ϕ+ g2ϕ

2 + g3ϕ
3 + g4ϕ

4 + ϕ6

]
, (6.4)

where the tricritical point5 is identified by the condition g1 = g2 = g3 = g4 = 0 [28]. The statistical
interpretation of the coupling constants is the following: g1 plays the role of an external magnetic
field h, g2 measures the displacement of the temperature from its critical value, i.e. g2 ∼ (T − Tc), g3

may be regarded as a sub-leading magnetic field h′ and, finally, g4 may be interpreted as a chemical
potential for the vacancies. Switching on and tuning the various coupling constants, the model changes
its spectrum and its dynamics, as studied earlier in a series of papers [13, 39, 51–64] and recently by
the authors in [50,65–67].

5A tricritical point occurs when a second-order phase transition line meets a first-order phase transition line. For
the Lagrangian (6.4), at the tree level the curve which describes the second order phase transition is identified by
g1 = g2 = g3 = 0, but g4 > 0; the curve which describes the first order phase transition is given instead by g1 = g3 = 0,
with g2 > 0 and g4 = −2

√
g2.
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conformal (r, s) field physical role Landau-Ginzburg

weights field

(0, 0) (1, 1) or (3, 4) I identity

( 3
80 ,

3
80) (2, 2) or (2, 3) σ magnetisation ϕ

( 1
10 ,

1
10) (1, 2) or (3, 3) ε energy : ϕ2 :

( 7
16 ,

7
16) (2, 1) or (2, 4) σ′ submagnetisation : ϕ3 :

(3
5 ,

3
5) (1, 3) or (3, 2) t chemical potential : ϕ4 :

(3
2 ,

3
2) (1, 4) or (3, 1) ε′′ (irrelevant) : ϕ6 :

Table 6.1: Primary fields of the TIM and their Landau-Ginzburg identifications

The exact conformal weights of the scaling fields of the model are given by

∆r,s =
(5r − 4s)2 − 1

80
,

1 ≤ r ≤ 3,

1 ≤ s ≤ 4,
(6.5)

The six scalar primary fields of the TIM perfectly match the identification provided by the composite
fields of the Landau–Ginzburg theory and by the symmetries of the model. In fact, with respect to
the Z2 spin symmetry of the model ϕ→ −ϕ, the fields are classified as follows6 (c.f. Table 6.1):

1. Two odd fields: the magnetisation operator σ ≡ ϕ and the sub-leading magnetic operator
σ′ ≡: ϕ3 :;

2. Four even fields: the identity operator 1, the energy operator ε ≡: ϕ2 :, and the density operator
t ≡: ϕ4 :, associated to the vacancies. Finally, there is also the irrelevant field ε′′. The operator
product expansion of these fields gives rise to a sub-algebra of the fusion rules.

The Kramers–Wannier duality of the tricritical Ising model can be explained most conveniently
using the supersymmetric formulation [52–54]. In two dimensions, super-conformal invariance is asso-
ciated with two super-currents, G(z) and G(z), where the former is a purely analytic field while the
latter is a purely anti-analytic one. They are both fermionic fields, with conformal weights (3

2 , 0) and
(0, 3

2) respectively. Notice that G corresponds to the (r, s) = (1, 4) field in the Kac table. The OPE
of the field G(z) with itself reads

G(z1)G(z2) =
2c

3(z1 − z2)3
+

2

z1 − z2
T (z2) + · · · , (6.6)

where the parameter c is the same central charge that enters the operator expansion of T (z):

T (z1)T (z2) =
c

2(z1 − z2)2
+

2

(z1 − z2)2
T (z2) +

1

z1 − z2
∂T (z2) + · · · , (6.7)

Since G(z) is also a primary field, it satisfies the operator product expansion:

T (z1)G(z2) =
3

2(z1 − z2)2
G(z2) +

1

z1 − z2
∂G(z2) + · · · . (6.8)

6For simplicity, in the following we use for the fermion fields and the leading order/disorder operators of the TIM the
same notations as in the IM, even though it is evident that they are different fields.
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conformal field physical role

weights

( 3
80 ,

3
80) µ disorder field

( 7
16 ,

7
16) µ′ subleading disorder field

(3
5 ,

1
10) ψ fermion

( 1
10 ,

3
5) ψ anti-fermion

(3
2 , 0) G holomorphic supersymmetry current

(0, 3
2) G anti-holomorphic supersymmetry current

Table 6.2: Additional operators of the TIM originating from the supersymmetry of the model.

Let us define the generators Ln and Gn through the expansions

T (z) =

∞∑
n=−∞

Ln
z2+n

; G(z) =

∞∑
m=−∞

Gm

z3/2+m
. (6.9)

Note that, in the expansion of the field G(z), the indices can assume either integer or half-integer
value. In fact, G(z) is a fermionic field defined on the double covering of the plane with a branch
cut starting from the origin, the same way as the free fermionic field ψ in the Ising case discussed in
subsection 5.1 for ψ. Making the analytic continuation, z → e2πi z, two possible boundary conditions
are permitted:

G(e2πi z) = ±G(z) . (6.10)

In the periodic case (+), termed the Neveu-Schwarz (NS) sector, the indices m are half-integers,
m ∈ Z + 1

2 . In the anti-periodic case (−), termed the Ramond (R) sector, the indices m are instead
integer numbers, m ∈ Z.

It is clear from the conformal operator product algebra that the NS/R sector corresponds to
even/odd fields respectively. As in the Ising case, the order operators σ and σ′ are accompanied by
the Kramers-Wannier dual disorder operators µ and µ′, forming irreducible representations of the
algebra of the zero mode G0 and the fermionic number operator (−1)F :{

(−1)F , Gn
}

= 0 , ∀n. (6.11)

In the presence of the order/disorder fields, the OPE of the fermionic field G(z) is

G(z)σ(w) = (z − w)−3/2 µ(w) + · · · ; G(z)µ(w) =
(

∆− c

24

)
(z − w)−3/2 σ(w) + · · · (6.12)

(with ∆ = 3/80 and c = 7/10) and the same holds replacing σ and µ with σ′ and µ′ (in the latter
case, using in the formula above ∆ = 7/16). Similarly to the case of the Ising model, the fields σ and
µ are defect operators changing the boundary conditions for fermionic fields, c.f. Eq. (5.18).

We introduce a formal operator D that implements the Kramers-Wannier duality, which allows
the duality properties of the various fields of the TIM to be summarised as follows:

• the magnetisation order parameters change into the disorder operators:

µ = D−1σD , µ′ = D−1σ′D . (6.13)

• the even fields transform instead in themselves:

D−1εD = −ε , D−1tD = t , D−1ε′′D = −ε′′, (6.14)

i.e., ε and ε′′ are odd fields, while t is an even field under the duality transformation .

30



field spin-reversal Kramers–Wannier

ε ε −ε
t t t

ε′′ ε′′ −ε′′

σ −σ µ

σ′ −σ′ µ′

Table 6.3: Discrete symmetries of TIM.

The transformation properties of the various fields of the TIM under the spin-reversal and duality are
shown in Table 6.3.

6.2 Thermal deformation of the tricritical Ising model

In this section we consider the perturbation of the tricritical Ising model its energy operator ε(x),
with the corresponding action given by

A = ATIM + g

∫
d2x ε(x) , (6.15)

whereATIM is the action of the fixed point. The perturbation with positive/negative coupling constant
drives the system into its high/low-temperature phases. While in the latter phase, the spin-reversal Z2

symmetry of the system is spontaneously broken, in the former phase the Z2 symmetry is unbroken and
therefore the corresponding quantum number can be used to label the states. In the low–temperature
phase, the massive excitations are given by topologically charged kink states and their neutral bound
states, while in the high–temperature phase all excitations are ordinary particle (i.e. topologically
trivial) excitations. The two phases are related by a duality transformation and therefore we can
restrict our attention to only one of them, which we choose to be the high–temperature phase. The
off-critical theory was shown to be integrable and related to the Toda field theory based on the
exceptional algebra E7 [39, 55]: the conserved charges have spins

s = 1, 5, 7, 9, 11, 13, 17 (mod 18) , (6.16)

(these numbers are the Coxeter exponents of the exceptional algebra E7) and the set of all S-matrix
amplitudes are reported in Appendix B.1.

The exact mass spectrum of excitations can be extracted from the pole structure of the S matrices:
with respect to the Z2 spin symmetry of the model, there are three Z2 odd particle states A1, A3, A6

(with masses m1, m3 and m6) and four Z2 even A2, A4, A5, A7 (with masses m2, m4, m5 and m7) in the
high–temperature phase. In the low–temperature phase, the above three Z2 odd particles correspond
to kink excitations which interpolate between the two degenerate ground states whereas the four Z2

even ones correspond to kink-antikink bound states (a.k.a. breathers). This leads, in particular, to
an interesting prediction on the universal ratio of the correlation lengths above and below the critical
temperature [13,63]. In fact, identifying the correlation length from the leading exponential asymptotic
behaviour of the spin-spin connected correlation function in the long-distance limit

〈0|σ(x)σ(0)|0〉±c ∼ exp

(
−|x|
ξ±

)
, (6.17)

(where the indices ± refer to the high and low temperature phases respectively), from the Z2 symmetry
property of the σ field, the self–duality of the model and the spectral representation of the above
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exact numerical parity excitation

m1 1 odd kink

m2 = 2m cos(5π/18) 1.285(6) even particle

m3 = 2m1 cos(π/9) 1.879(4) odd kink

m4 = 2m1 cos(π/18) 1.969(6) even particle

m5 = 4m1 cos(π/18) cos(5π/18) 2.532(1) even particle

m6 = 4m1 cos(2π/9) cos(π/9) 2.879(4) odd kink

m7 = 4m1 cos(π/18) cos(π/9) 3.701(7) even particle

Table 6.4: Spectrum of the thermal deformation of the tricritical Ising Model.

correlator it follows that7

ξ+

ξ−
=
m2

m1
= 2 cos

5π

18
= 1.28557... (6.18)

In fact, in the high-temperature phase the lowest energy state to which the order parameter σ couples
to is given by the particle A1. To determine the correlation length in the low-temperature phase,
using the self-duality of the model, we can consider the correlator of the disorder operator µ in the
high-temperature phase. However, the lowest energy state to which µ couples is A2, which leads to the
non-trivial universal ratio (6.18) of the correlation lengths above and below the critical temperature.
It is also worth reminding that in the TIM the relationship between the mass gap and the coupling
constant is known exactly and given by [36]:

m1 =

 2Γ

(
2

9

)
Γ

(
2

3

)
Γ

(
5

9

)

4π2Γ

(
2

5

)
Γ3

(
4

5

)
Γ3

(
1

5

)
Γ

(
3

5

)


5/18

|g|5/9 (6.19)

= 3.7453728362 . . . |g|5/9 .

This relation turns out to be useful in our numerical TCSA studies, where it can be used to normalise
all units in terms of the lowest mass gap m1 of the theory.

6.2.1 Form Factors of the thermal field

Since the thermal deformation of the TIM corresponds to an integrable quantum field theory, the
form factor expansion can be exploited in order to compute the correlation functions of the model.
The operator ε(x) is proportional to the trace of the stress-energy tensor Θ(x):

Θ(x) = 2πg (2− 2∆ε) ε(x). (6.20)

The conservation law of the stress-energy tensor implies that the polynomial Qab(θ) can be factorised
as

QΘ
ab(θ) =

(
cosh θ +

m2
a +m2

b

2mamb

)1−δab
Pab(θ) , (6.21)

where

Pab(θ) ≡
N ′ab∑
k=0

akab coshk θ . (6.22)

7Note that for the thermal deformation of the IM the same universal ratio takes instead the value ξ+/ξ− = 2, since
the lowest mass state coupled to the disorder operator is in the IM the two-particle state AA.

32



Moreover, for the diagonal elements FΘ
aa we have the normalisation

FΘ
aa(iπ) = 〈Aa(θa)|Θ(0)|Aa(θa)〉 = 2πm2

a . (6.23)

The above properties determine the form factors of Θ uniquely, and its FF were computed in [62], to
which the interested reader is referred for more details.

6.2.2 Form Factors of the order and disorder operators

It was observed in [63] that in the TIM there is an important novelty compared to the IM, i.e. there
are two odd spin operators σ and σ′, whose conformal dimensions differ less than 1 (c.f. Section 6.1).
This circumstance has a drastic consequence on the resulting computation of the FF of these operators
(similarly for their duals). Namely, all the form factor equations (c.f. Subsection 4.1) that can be
written down for the FF of these operators, including those involving their asymptotic behaviour, are
exactly the same! This implies that these operators cannot be distinguished from the form factor
equations they satisfy, just as we have seen for the case of the energy and magnetisation operators in
the magnetic formation of the Ising model in Subsection 5.3.2. None of the order/disorder operators
corresponds to the perturbation either, so this shortcut which was exploited for the magnetisation
operator in the Ising E8 case and also for the thermal field in Subsection 6.2.1 above, is not available
here either.

Correspondingly, we expect to find a linear system of n equations for the n unknown parameters
entering the FF of these operators which necessarily must have rank (n−1), i.e. there must be two free
parameters to accommodate the two different magnetisation operators of the model. This is indeed
the case, and form factor equations only allow the FF of σ(x) and σ′(x) to be fixed in terms of their
one-particle FF F1 and F3 on the particle excitations A1 and A3. Interestingly enough, these two
parameters can then be determined for both operators by exploiting the self-duality of the TIM and
the cluster properties of the FF. Just like for the Ising model, the clustering of the FF of the order
and disorder operators can be fixed in terms of the parity of the number of particles, in analogy with
Eqs. (5.32) and (5.33), which are valid separately for the leading σ/µ and the subleading σ′/µ′.

In the following, we collect the results of [50] for the form factors in the high-temperature phase
of the TIM, up to certain two particle form factors. Similarly to the Ising model, the FF in the
low-temperature phase can be obtained by application of the Kramers–Wannier duality which swaps
the roles of the order fields σ and σ′ with the disorder fields µ and µ′.

The multi-particle states occurring in the FF can be classified according to their threshold energy
and their Z2 parity, as shown in Table 6.5. This classification is convenient as their threshold energy
specifies the importance of their contributions in the spectral expansion of correlation functions and
dynamical structure factors, while their parity determines their occurrence via superselection rules
implied by the Z2 spin reversal symmetry.

The building blocks necessary for constructing the Form Factor parameterisation (4.12) are col-
lected in Appendix B. Using them, the general two-particle Form Factor FΦ

ab(θ) can be written as

FΦ
ab(θ) =

QΦ
ab(θ)

Dab(θ)
Fminab (θ) , (6.24)

The polynomial QΦ
ab(θ) is the term that contains the information about the operator Φ, and can be

written as

QΦ
ab(θ) ≡

Nab∑
k=0

akab coshk θ . (6.25)

Its degree Nab is determined by the upper bound (4.6) on the asymptotic behaviour of the FF of the
operator Φ(x).

For excitations that are non-local with respect to the operator Φ, the FF Ansatz includes an extra
term cosh θ/2 (either in the numerator or in the denominator, according to the asymptotic behaviour
in θ of the form factor) which is even under θ → −θ but changes sign under the transformation
θ → θ + 2πi which probes the (non-)locality of Φ with respect to the excitations.
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state ω/m1 parity state ω/m1 parity

A2 1.28558 even A1 1.00000 odd

A4 1.96962 even A3 1.87939 odd

A1 A1 ≥ 2.00000 even A1 A2 ≥ 2.28558 odd

A2 A2 ≥ 2.57115 even A6 ≥ 2.87939 odd

A1 A3 ≥ 2.87939 even A1 A4 ≥ 2.96952 odd

A5 2.53209 even A2 A3 ≥ 3.16496 odd

A2 A4 ≥ 3.25519 even A1 A5 ≥ 3.53209 odd

A7 3.70167 even A3 A4 ≥ 3.84901 odd

A3 A3 ≥ 3.75877 even

A2 A5 ≥ 3.81766 even

A1 A6 ≥ 3.87939 even

Table 6.5: Lowest energy states sorted according to the energy of their threshold and their Z2 parity.

Since each polynomial Pα(θ) grows asymptotically as eθ, while the minimal form factor behaves
as shown in Eq. (B.5), it is then easy to determine from the bound (4.6) the maximum degree Nab of
the polynomial Qab(θ). The task is then to extract the one-particle FF Fi and the coefficients anij in
the polynomial part (6.25) of the two-particle form factor Ansatz.

Order operator: Anticipating that the FF of σ and σ′ satisfy the same set of equations, in the
following we denote a generic Z2 odd (order) operator by Φ and the corresponding dual (disorder)
operator by Φ̃. The order operators have non-vanishing matrix elements between states with different
Z2 parity. In particular, this means that their vacuum expectation value (in the high-temperature
phase) is zero. According to the Z2 parity of the various particles, the non-vanishing one-particle FF
are

FΦ
1 , F

Φ
3 , F

Φ
6 . (6.26)

Given the presence of two order operators, we expect to find solutions of the form factor equations
which depend on two free parameters, which we choose to be FΦ

1 and FΦ
3 . This means that it should

be possible to fix FΦ
6 in terms of the previous quantities FΦ

1 and FΦ
3 , as shown below in (6.38).

Labelling the multi-particle states in terms of the increasing value of their rest energy, the first
non-vanishing two-particle FF of the order operators is

FΦ
12(θ) = QΦ

12(θ)
Fmin12 (θ)

D12(θ)
, (6.27)

where
Fmin

12 (θ) = g 7
18

(θ)g13
18

(θ) , D12(θ) = P 7
18

(θ)P13
18

(θ) . (6.28)

Q12(θ) is the polynomial that determines the operator and can be written as

Q12(θ) =

N12∑
n=0

an12 coshn(θ) . (6.29)

The degree of this polynomial is fixed to be N12 = 1, by using Eq. (4.6) using that lim
θ→∞

gα(θ) ∼
exp(|θ|/2) (see Appendix B) together with lim

θ→∞
Pα(θ) ∼ exp(θ). Hence, we need to fix two constants,
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a0
12 and a1

12, in order to determine the FF FΦ
12(θ). Using the bound state8 form factor equation (4.4),

these quantities can be expressed in terms of the constant one-particle FF FΦ
1 and FΦ

3 . The two linear
equations for a0

12 and a1
12 are then9

0.113447 a0
12 − 0.0729222 a1

12 = FΦ
1 ; (6.30)

0.0328461 a0
12 + 0.011234 a1

12 = −FΦ
3 .

Hence, if we knew the values of both FΦ
1 and FΦ

3 , for Φ = σ or Φ = σ′, we could determine the two
coefficients a0

12 and a1
12 of this form factor for these operators.

The next two-particle FF to consider for the magnetisation operators is

FΦ
14(θ) =

QΦ
14(θ)

D14(θ)
Fmin

14 (θ) , (6.31)

where

Fmin
14 (θ) = g1

6
(θ) g17

18
(θ) g11

18
(θ) g1

2
(θ),

D14(θ) = P1
6
(θ)P17

18
(θ)P11

18
(θ)P1

2
(θ),

and

Q14(θ) =

N14∑
n=0

an14 coshn(θ).

By enforcing the asymptotic behaviour (6.31) of the FF, we can fix N14 ≤ 2 and therefore there are
three new constants to determine, i.e. a0

14, a
1
14, a

2
14. There are three bound state residue equations,

namely those relative to the simple poles coming from the particles A1, A3 and A6: two of them which
lead us back to FΦ

1 , FΦ
3 while the third one brings in the new one-particle FF FΦ

6

0.0738796 a0
14 − 0.0727572 a1

14 + 0.071651 a2
14 = FΦ

1

−0.00137278 a0
14 + 0.000469519a1

14 − 0.000160585 a2
14 = FΦ

3 (6.32)

0.000110665 a0
14 + 0.0000958386 a1

14 + 0.0000829987 a2
14 = −FΦ

6

It is easy to see that, in absence of the values of FΦ
1 , F

Φ
3 and FΦ

6 , the linear equations (6.30) and (6.32)
written so far are not enough to find the five unknown constants (a0

12, a
1
12, a

0
14, a

1
14, a

2
14). Hence, our

strategy consists of considering more form factors, until there are enough linear equations to fix all
the necessary constants.

The next FF to consider, i.e. FΦ
23(θ), brings in three new unknown constants, a0

23, a
1
23, a

2
23 but

there are also three bound state residue equations relative to the particles A1, A3 and A6. They yield
the linear equations

0.0517869 a0
23 − 0.0448488 a1

23 + 0.0388402 a2
23 = FΦ

1

−0.00638769 a0
23 + 0.00218472 a1

23 − 0.000747218 a2
23 = FΦ

3 (6.33)

0.000693771 a0
23 + 0.000445947 a1

23 + 0.000286649 a2
23 = −FΦ

6

For the next two-particle FF given by F σ15(θ), there are three new unknown constants, a0
15, a

1
15, a

2
15.

The bound state axiom for the two poles related to the particles A3 and A6 imply the equations

0.0439601 a0
15 − 0.0336754 a1

15 + 0.0257969 a2
15 = FΦ

3 (6.34)

0.00254047 a0
15 + 0.000441149 a1

15 + 0.0000766047 a2
15 = FΦ

6

8In the following when implementing the bound state residue equations for the FF we assume that all the on-shell
three-particle coupling Γcab are positive, i.e. Γcab > 0.

9The coefficients of aki,j are computed by numerical integration of the minimal form factor functions (B.3). Although
they can be performed to any desired precision, we only give here the first few non-zero digits to keep the equations
simple.
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Since the S-matrix amplitude S15(θ) also has a double pole at θ = iπ3 , it can be exploited to give a
corresponding residue equation according to (4.5) which yields the linear equations

lim
θ→i2π3

FΦ
15(θ)

Γ1
12Γ5

22

= FΦ
12

(
i
π

6

)
, (6.35)

and

lim
θ→i π3

FΦ
15(θ)

Γ1
23Γ5

22

= FΦ
23

(
i
π

18

)
. (6.36)

These two conditions give rise to the additional two equations

−0.0961442 a0
15 + 0.0480721 a1

15 − 0.024036 a2
15 = 0.126345 a0

12 + 0.109418 a1
12

−0.00651126 a0
15 − 0.00325563 a1

15 − 0.00162782 a2
15 = 0.00189226 a0

23 +

0.00186351 a1
23 + 0.0018352 a2

23 (6.37)

The FF FΦ
34 introduces four new constants a0

34, a
1
34, a

2
34, a

3
34 and satisfies a bound state residue equation

and four double pole residue equations.
Putting together all the equations collected, including the one-particle FF FΦ

1 , F
Φ
3 and FΦ

6 involved
in the computation, there are 18 unknown constants to fix. Altogether, for the above set of form factors,
there are 17 equations (11 from simple poles and 6 from double ones), but it turns out that only 16
of them are linearly independent. Therefore there exists a two-parameter family of solutions and FΦ

1

and FΦ
3 can be taken as the two parameters to label them. First of all, we indeed find that F6 is no

longer a free parameter since it is fixed in terms of FΦ
1 and FΦ

3

FΦ
6 = 0.115722FΦ

1 + 0.587743FΦ
3 . (6.38)

Secondly, the coefficients entering the various FF are determined as

F12: a0
12 = 3.06131FΦ

1 − 19.8715FΦ
3 a1

12 = −8.95069FΦ
1 − 30.9146FΦ

3

F14: a0
14 = −160.899FΦ

1 − 1600.15FΦ
3 a1

14 = −626.504FΦ
1 − 3040.25FΦ

3

a2
14 = −456.311FΦ

1 − 1437.25FΦ
3

F15: a0
15 = 32.1365FΦ

1 + 177.579FΦ
3 a1

15 = 70.7301FΦ
1 + 289.789FΦ

3

a2
15 = 37.5681FΦ

1 + 114.447FΦ
3

F32: a0
23 = −38.6198FΦ

1 − 337.751FΦ
3 a1

23 = −142.958FΦ
1 − 621.037FΦ

3

a2
23 = −87.8337FΦ

1 − 266.777FΦ
3

F34: a0
34 = −493.626FΦ

1 − 2722.44FΦ
3 a1

34 = −1617.98FΦ
1 − 6682.94FΦ

3

a2
34 = −1495.64FΦ

1 − 5104.39FΦ
3 a3

34 = −399.244FΦ
1 − 1174.92FΦ

3

(6.39)

Disorder operator: Let’s now focus the attention on the FF’s of the dual disorder operators µ(x)
and µ′(x) (hereafter collectively denoted as Φ̃). In order to write down and find the solution of the
FF equations for the matrix elements of these operators, it is necessary to consider that

• these operators couple to the Z2 even multi-particle states.

• moreover, their vacuum expectation values F Φ̃
0 = 〈0|Φ̃|0〉 (in the conformal normalisation of

both operators) are exactly known [29].

Taking into account the parity of the particles, the asymptotic behaviour of the FF, and the semi-
locality of the dual operators with respect to the kink states (but not with respect to the pure particle
excitations), we have the following Ansatz for the corresponding lowest FF’s of the dual operators
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F Φ̃
11(θ) =

1

cosh
θ

2

QΦ̃
11(θ)

D11(θ)
Fmin

11 (θ); N11 = 1

F Φ̃
13(θ) = cosh

θ

2

QΦ̃
13(θ)

D13(θ)
Fmin

13 (θ); N13 = 1

F Φ̃
22(θ) =

QΦ̃
22(θ)

D22(θ)
Fmin

22 (θ); N22 = 1 (6.40)

F Φ̃
24(θ) =

QΦ̃
24(θ)

D24(θ)
Fmin

24 (θ); N24 = 2

F Φ̃
33(θ) =

1

cosh
θ

2

QΦ̃
33(θ)

D33(θ)
Fmin

33 (θ); N33 = 3

Notice that we included an extra factor 1/ cosh θ/2 (which induces an annihilation pole present for

equal particles at θ = iπ) in the expressions F Φ̃
11(θ) and F Φ̃

33(θ) in view of the kink nature of these
excitations in the low-temperature phase, which via KW duality implies the non-locality of both
excitations A1 and A3 with respect to the disorder operators in the high-temperature phase. For the

same reason we also introduced an extra term cosh θ/2 in F Φ̃
13(θ), which also guarantees that this FF

(similarly to all the others) has the expected constant asymptotic behaviour at |θ| → ∞. Taking into

account the known values of the vacuum expectation values F Φ̃
0 , in this case, we have 19 unknowns

(including in this counting, at this stage also the VEVs of the two disorder operators, even though
their values are eventually known by other means) and 20 equations: among them

• 2 equations comes from the kinematical pole of F Φ̃
11 and F Φ̃

33 since the particles A1 and A3 (being

a kink in the low-temperature phase) are non-local with respect the disorder operators Φ̃ in the
high-temperature phase by KW duality.

• 12 equations come from the bound state pole residue equations.

• 6 equations come from the double pole residue equations.

However, only 18 of these linear equations are linearly independent, leading to a solution which can

be parameterised in terms of F Φ̃
0 and F Φ̃

2 as follows: first of all, the one-particle FF’s F Φ̃
4 , F

Φ̃
5 and F Φ̃

7

are given in terms of F Φ̃
0 and F Φ̃

2 as follows

F Φ̃
4 = 0.0979846F Φ̃

0 − 0.71782F Φ̃
2

F Φ̃
5 = 0.529952F Φ̃

2 − 0.100203F Φ̃
0 (6.41)

F Φ̃
7 = 0.037784F Φ̃

0 − 0.157422F Φ̃
2

while the remaining coefficients of the various FF’s are fixed as

F Φ̃
11: a0

11 = 5.08848F Φ̃
2 − 0.21014F Φ̃

0 a1
11 = 5.08848F Φ̃

2 − 1.21014F Φ̃
0

F Φ̃
13: a0

13 = 89.6538F Φ̃
2 − 13.8826F Φ̃

0 a1
13 = 63.3814F Φ̃

2 − 18.1224F Φ̃
0

F Φ̃
22: a0

22 = 22.2545F Φ̃
2 − 2.57115F Φ̃

0 a1
22 = 17.9847F Φ̃

2 − 5.1423F Φ̃
0

F Φ̃
24: a0

24 = 162.262F Φ̃
2 − 28.5588F Φ̃

0 a1
24 = 251.212F Φ̃

2 − 57.9849F Φ̃
0

a2
24 = 90.1906F Φ̃

2 − 27.0272F Φ̃
0

F Φ̃
33: a0

33 = 438.962F Φ̃
2 − 86.4572F Φ̃

0 a1
33 = 1008.33F Φ̃

2 − 233.757F Φ̃
0

a2
33 = 730.328F Φ̃

2 − 195.529F Φ̃
0 a3

33 = 160.963F Φ̃
2 − 49.2296F Φ̃

0

(6.42)
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The expectation values of the disorder fields µ and µ′ were obtained in [29]:

Fµ0 = 1.59427 . . . |g|1/24 = 1.44394 . . . m
3/40
1

Fµ
′

0 = 2.45205 . . . |g|35/72. = 0.772185 . . . m
7/8
1

(6.43)

The rest of the ingredients can be extracted using the cluster property (c.f. Subsection 4.1) together
with the Kramers–Wannier duality:

|Fµ2 | = 0.462658 . . .

|Fµ′2 | = 2.05131 . . . . (6.44)

and

|F σ1 | = 0.710426 . . .

|F σ3 | = 0.252315 . . .

|F σ′1 | = 2.05592 . . .

|F σ′3 | = 1.71395 . . . (6.45)

(written in units m1 = 1), where all the amplitudes can be chosen to be real and the sign of FΦ
3 must

be opposite to FΦ
1 when substituting to Eqs. (6.39).10

6.3 Dynamical Structure Factors of the thermal deformation of the Tricritical
Ising Model

In any lattice realisation of the tricritical Ising model, such as the Blume–Capel model (6.1) or the
quantum spin chain (6.2), it is necessary to specify the relation between the spin operator11 S(x, t)
on the lattice and the relevant spin fields which are present in the low energy effective continuum
E7 quantum field theory. On a general ground, based on the spin Z2 symmetry of the various fields
involved, this relationship is of the form:

S(x, t) = aσσ(x, t) + aσ′σ
′(x, t) + · · · ... (6.46)

where the constants aσ,σ′ are specific to the lattice model realisation. The dynamical spin response,
S(ω, q) that would be measured in a neutron scattering experiment can be expressed in terms of the
imaginary part of a retarded spin-spin correlation function:

S(ω, q) =

∫
dxdteiωt−iqx〈S(x, t)S(0, 0)〉 =

∫
dxdteiωt−iqx

∑
i,j=σ,σ′

aiaj〈σi(x, t)σj(0, 0)〉

≡
∑

i,j=σ,σ′

aiajSij(ω, q) (6.47)

The details of the calculation of Sij(ω, q) in terms of the FF of the various fields entering these quan-
tities are presented in Section 4.3. We restrict ourselves here to just a few comments, focusing our
attention on the high-temperature phase (as usual, the analysis of the low-temperature is done by
interchanging the role of order and disorder operators); notice that contrary to the Ising model, in
the TIM all operators have one- and two-particle contributions. The order parameters have contribu-
tions from odd states while the disorder operators from the even particle states. These terms in the
dynamical structure factors can be evaluated by combining the results of the previous sections and
Subsection 4.3.

The weights of one-particle Dirac-δ contributions for the order and disorder operators are listed
in Tables 6.6 and 6.7, respectively. The various two-particle contributions can also be evaluated using

10Note that this determination of the relative sign corresponds to fixing some of the signs of the three-particle couplings
listed in Table B.2.

11This is the actual operator that couples to the neutrons in the scattering experiments.
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particle 2π
|F σi |2
mi

2π
|F σ′i |2
mi

2π
F σi F

σ′∗
i

mi

1 3.17116 26.5578 9.1771

3 0.212838 9.82114 1.44579

6 0.0095296 1.29193 0.110957

Table 6.6: One-particle weights in the contributions to the DSF Sij , i, j = σ, σ′.

particle 2π
|Fµi |2
mi

2π
|Fµ′i |2
mi

2π
Fµi F

µ′∗
i

mi

2 1.04617 20.5658 4.63846

4 0.115915 6.22406 0.849389

5 0.0250625 2.52991 0.25805

7 0.000566863 0.146462 0.00911174

Table 6.7: One-particle weights in the contributions to the DSF Sij , i, j = µ, µ′.

the formula (4.19) presented in Subsection 4.3, and are plotted in Figures 6.2, 6.3 and 6.4, while their
numerical values are collected in Table 6.8. The behaviour of the contribution Sij2 just above the
threshold ω = mi +mj is given by

Sij2 (ω, q = 0) = Cij [ω − (mi +mj)]
1/2−δi,j +O([ω − (mi +mj)]

3/2−δi,j ) (6.48)

where Cij is a constant.
Comparing these results to the DSF in the Ising model discussed in Section 5.2.2, we can see

significant differences which can be used to distinguish them in experimental signatures. First, the
Ising DSF shows a signal from a single excitation, while in the TIM there is a complicated spectrum
corresponding to different masses and their combinations, with their ratios predicted by the spectrum
E7 scattering theory (cf. Table 6.4).

The threshold behaviour is also significantly different. For the Ising model, the contributions
coming from multi-particle continua vanishes as a power at the threshold. However, in the TIM there
are two types of two-particle thresholds:

• For thresholds with identical particles AaAa, the behaviour is similar to the Ising case. This is
due to the behaviour Saa(θ = 0) = −1 of the scattering amplitude, which due to (4.9) implies
that the two-particle form factor vanishes at the threshold:

Fminaa (θ = 0) = 0 . (6.49)

From (4.19) this leads to the two-particle contribution vanishing at the threshold.

• For thresholds with different particles AaAb, a 6= b, the two-particle contribution diverges at the
threshold. In this case Sab(θ = 0) = +1 and Fminab (θ = 0) has a finite value. As a result, the
zero of the denominator | sinh(θ1 − θ2)| in (4.19) leads to singular behaviour at the threshold.

In any experimental realisation of the spin system, the large-scale dynamics depends on the relation
between the temperature and vacancy couplings, which can be tuned using suitable experimental
parameters. As a function of the parameters, the system is then expected to exhibit a crossover
from the simple Ising DSF computed in Subsection 5.2.2 to the DSF characteristic of the TIM. When
the parameters are tuned so that the dynamics corresponds to that of the E7 model, the operator

39



1 2 3 4

0

0.2

0.4

12

14

23

15

34

ω/m1

Sσ
σ

2
(ω
,q

=
0)

(a) Two-particle contribution to Sσσ

1 2 3 4

0

20

40

12

14

23

15

34

ω/m1

Sσ
′ σ

′
2

(ω
,q

=
0
)

(b) Two-particle contribution to Sσ′σ′

Figure 6.2: Two-particle contributions to the dynamical structure factor of the leading and subleading
magnetisation operators. The values of the dynamical structure factors are shown in units of the
massgap m1 using the exact VEV (6.43).
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Figure 6.3: Two-particle contributions to the dynamical structure factor of the leading and subleading
disorder operators. The values of the dynamical structure factors are shown in units of the mass gap
m1 using the exact VEV (6.43).

describing the response in an inelastic neutron scattering experiment is a combination of σ and σ′,
when the system is in the high-temperature phase, or µ and µ′ in the low-temperature phase. These
two phases are then clearly distinguishable by their different threshold structures. Note that while the
specific amplitudes depend on the particular combination of operators, the locations of one-particle
peaks and two-particle thresholds are fixed by the spectrum of the TIM. In moving from an E7 DSF
to that of an Ising DSF due to perturbations that break the E7 integrability, we expect that at weak
integrability breaking the various delta-function peaks and threshold singularities will shift (if they are
at a frequency ω < 2m1) or broaden (if ω > 2m1), reflecting the shifts in masses and decay processes
due to weak integrability breaking, respectively.

6.4 Generalised susceptibilities in the tricritical Ising model

The universal ratios in the scaling region of the tricritical Ising model were obtained in [13, 63].
The one-point functions and the generalised susceptibilities were extracted using a combination of
the Truncated Conformal Space Approach [68] and integrability techniques. One-point functions were
known at the time [37] for the thermal and the subleading magnetic (integrable) deformations. In the
thermal deformation, the FF of the thermal field up to two particles were available [62]. One-particle
FF were also extracted from the TCSA for the general case. Together with short-distance expansions
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Figure 6.4: Two-particle contributions to the mixed dynamical structure factors of the leading and
subleading magnetisation and disorder operators.

ω Sσσ2 Sσ′σ′2 Sµµ2 Sµ′µ′2 Sσσ′2 Sµµ′2

2.1 0. 0. 0.118391 7.22124 0 0.924625

2.4 0.116344 9.84403 0.057359 4.45951 1.07018 0.505759

2.7 0.055504 6.11336 0.058118 5.99721 0.58250 0.589421

3. 0.046533 6.51685 0.058922 7.89907 0.55057 0.679920

3.3 0.040778 7.11038 0.046481 7.62455 0.53811 0.591966

3.6 0.031957 6.71276 0.032408 6.15006 0.46253 0.442530

3.9 0.024489 6.03023 0.025383 5.55370 0.38338 0.370885

4.2 0.018951 5.34815 0.020103 4.95863 0.31722 0.310682

4.5 0.015140 4.82431 0.016282 4.45800 0.26889 0.264021

4.8 0.012338 4.37690 0.013441 4.03219 0.23081 0.227167

5.1 0.010227 3.99007 0.011279 3.66613 0.20027 0.197559

5.4 0.008604 3.65296 0.009598 3.34868 0.17540 0.173419

5.7 0.007333 3.35720 0.008268 3.07131 0.15491 0.153482

6. 0.006322 3.09619 0.007199 2.82736 0.13782 0.136829

Table 6.8: Two-particle contributions to various dynamical structure factors calculated from the form-
factor solution presented in the previous subsections.
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Susceptibilities Form factor approx. Integration by [63] TCSA by [63] ∆ sum rule

Γε−σσ 0.02716 0.026(2) 0.026(7)

Γε−σε −0.06512 ±0.06(3) ±0.06(6) ±0.0662 . . .

Γε−σσ′ 0.4176 0.4(4) 0.4(2)

Γε−εε 0.1578 0.15(8) 0.16(1) 0.16315 . . .

Γε−εσ′ −1.0353 ±1.1(2) ±1.1(0) ±1.1145 . . .

Γε−σ′σ′ 7.999 12.(6)

Γε+σσ 0.09318 0.093(9) 0.093(7)

Γε+σσ′ 0.8676 −0.8(9) −0.8(8)

Γε+σ′σ′ 9.938 16.(5)

Table 6.9: Generalised susceptibilities in the thermal deformations of the tricritical Ising model. The
exact results are from the ∆-sum rule.

the authors of [13, 63] managed to extract a large variety of universal ratios, which we refrain from
replicating here, and instead refer the interested reader to the original works.

However, the recent construction of the FF of the magnetisation operators in [50] allows for a novel
way of determining the generalised susceptibilities using a form factor expansion for the connected
correlation functions. The results are reported in Table 6.9 together with a comparison to those
obtained in [63] by different means. In certain cases it is also possible to obtain the exact value of the
generalised susceptibilities by directly exploiting the ∆-theorem [23]:

Γiik = − ∆k

1−∆i
Bik . (6.50)

We note that in most cases the agreement between the different approaches is excellent, with the
exception of some susceptibilities involving the subleading magnetisation σ′. This latter finding is not
surprising since it was already found in [50] that spectral sums involving σ′ (such as the ∆-theorem
sum rule) converge much slower than those involving σ and ε, due to σ′ being much less relevant than
the other two fields.

7 Summary

In this work, we reviewed the construction of experimentally relevant quantities such as universal
amplitude ratios and dynamical structure functions in low-dimensional models of classical/quantum
statistical mechanics, using a description of the vicinity of their critical point by integrable quantum
field theories. The crucial tool that allows their computation is the bootstrap approach to scattering
amplitudes and form factors.

In the case of the Ising model considered in Section 5, both the thermal and magnetic perturbations
are integrable, allowing the extraction of numerous predictions about the scaling region. Besides
universal amplitude ratios, we discussed the dynamical structure factors which predict the response
of the system to experimental probes.

In particular, the magnetic deformation of the Ising model leads to a very interesting dynamics
with 8 particle excitations associated with the exceptional Lie algebra E8, originally discovered by
Zamolodchikov [6]. After the first experimental realisation of this model in the ferromagnetic material
CoNb2O6 [33] (cf. also [44]), it was also realised in the antiferromagnetic system BaCo2V2O8 and
studied using both inelastic neutron scattering [34] and terahertz spectroscopy [35]. The advantage of
the antiferromagnetic system is that it allows much more detailed and precise mapping of the spectrum.
The results were found to match theoretical calculations whose details were reported in [26].
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After reviewing the recent theoretical and experimental successes in the Ising model, we turned
to the universality class of the tricritical Ising model. In terms of two-dimensional classical statistical
systems, it corresponds to the Blume-Capel model which was originally proposed to describe magnetic
materials with crystal-field coupling [47], but it can also be applied to 3He-4He mixtures [69]. The
associated quantum spin chain is a spin-1 system with the Hamiltonian (6.2) [49].

Similarly to the E8 case, the thermal deformation of the tricritical Ising model also has very
rich dynamics with 7 particles corresponding to the exceptional Lie algebra E7. We also emphasize
that the E7 model has several novelties compared to the Ising E8 case, as a consequence of the
presence of topologically charged excitations (kinks) in the spectrum. In terms of determining the
dynamical structure factors, the determination of form factors of magnetisation operators turns out
to be very nontrivial. As a result, the calculation of DSF potentially relevant for experiments was
only accomplished very recently [50]. We also note that determining these form factors also enabled
a novel evaluation of generalised susceptibilities relevant to universal amplitude ratios. This is a new
result of this work and was reported in Subsection 6.4.

Here we also briefly mention that the presence of kinks in the E7 spectrum results in other very
interesting phenomena. In the thermal deformation of the Ising model [70], breaking integrability by
switching on external magnetic fields induces kink confinement which has a very pronounced effect on
the non-equilibrium dynamics [71]. Similar phenomena are expected to occur in the tricritical Ising
model. However, the confinement dynamics in the tricritical model is much richer than in the ordinary
Ising case, due to the presence of two different species of topological excitations [65]. In addition, an
intricate vacuum structure leads to a fascinating phenomenology of false vacuum decay [66].

The above considerations demonstrate that a physical realisation of the tricritical Ising spin chain
is a very interesting problem whose solution is expected to be extremely rewarding. However, presently
it remains an open experimental challenge. One possible way towards this goal is indicated by finding
Ising tricriticality an interacting Majorana chain proposed as a model of topological materials [72],
while a more recent option is provided by Rydberg atom arrays [73]. We close by expressing our hope
that experimental advances are soon going to make the fascinating phenomenology of the tricritical
Ising model accessible to laboratory studies.
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T. Lorenz, J. Wu, and Z. Wang, “Observation of E8 particles in an Ising chain
antiferromagnet,” Phys. Rev. B 101 (2020) 220411, arXiv:2005.13772 [cond-mat.str-el].

[36] V. Fateev, “The exact relations between the coupling constants and the masses of particles for
the integrable perturbed conformal field theories,” Phys. Lett. B 324 (1994) 45–51.

[37] 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].

[38] S. R. Coleman and H. J. Thun, “On the Prosaic Origin of the Double Poles in the Sine-Gordon
S Matrix,” Commun. Math. Phys. 61 (1978) 31.

[39] P. Christe and G. Mussardo, “Integrable systems away from critically: The Toda field theory
and S-matrix of the tricritical Ising model,” Nucl. Phys. B 330 (1990) 465–487.

[40] H. W. Braden, E. Corrigan, P. E. Dorey, and R. Sasaki, “Affine Toda Field Theory and Exact S
Matrices,” Nucl. Phys. B 338 (1990) 689–746.

45

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90452-J
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(84)90052-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.235117
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.103.235117
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.09128
http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.09128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-2256-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00002-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(98)00002-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.19.2477
http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X91001660
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(96)00783-6
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9605065
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9605065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1180085
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3694
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3694
http://arxiv.org/abs/1103.3694
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.077201
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13302
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.101.220411
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13772
http://arxiv.org/abs/2005.13772
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(94)00078-6
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://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9709034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01609466
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90119-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90648-W


[41] G. Delfino, P. Grinza, and G. Mussardo, “Decay of particles above threshold in the Ising field
theory with magnetic field,” Nucl. Phys. B 737 (2006) 291–303, arXiv:hep-th/0507133.
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A Scattering amplitudes in the E8 model

Using the formalism introduced in Section 3, the exact two-body S-matrix amplitudes of the critical
Ising model in a magnetic field can be written as

Sab(θ) =
∏

α∈Aab
(fα(θ))pα , (A.1)

where

fα(θ) ≡
tanh

1

2

(
θ + iπ

α

30

)
tanh

1

2

(
θ − iπ α

30

) . (A.2)

For a given pair Aa and Ab of the asymptotic particles, the various integer numbers α = 1, . . . , 29 give
the location of the various poles of the S-matrix (in units of π/30), while the integer numbers pα give
the multiplicity of each of these poles. The set of the α’s of the various channels is listed in in Tables
A.1 and A.2, where we use the notation

a

(α)
pα

to denote the location of the pole α, of multiplicity pα, corresponding to the bound state Aa.

a b Sab

1 1
1

(20)
2

(12)
3

(2)

1 2
1

(24)
2

(18)
3

(14)
4

(8)

1 3
1

(29)
2

(21)
4

(13)
5

(3) (11)2

1 4
2

(25)
3

(21)
4

(17)
5

(11)
6

(7) (15)

1 5
3

(28)
4

(22)
6

(14)
7

(4) (10)2 (12)2

1 6
4

(25)
5

(19)
7

(9) (7)2 (13)2 (15)

1 7
5

(27)
6

(23)
8

(5) (9)2 (11)2 (13)2 (15)

1 8
7

(26)
8

(16)3 (6)2 (8)2 (10)2 (12)2

2 2
1

(24)
2

(20)
4

(14)
5

(8)
6

(2) (12)2

2 3
1

(25)
3

(19)
6

(9) (7)2 (13)2 (15)

2 4
1

(27)
2

(23)
7

(5) (9)2 (11)2 (13)2 (15)

2 5
2

(26)
6

(16)3 (6)2(8)2(10)2(12)2

2 6
2

(29)
3

(25)
5

(19)3
7

(13)3
8

(3) (7)2(9)2(15)

2 7
4

(27)
6

(21)3
7

(17)3
8

(11)3 (5)2(7)2(15)2

2 8
6

(28)
7

(22)3 (4)2(6)2(10)4(12)4(16)4

Table A.1: S-matrix of the Ising model in a magnetic field at T = Tc. Continued in Table A.2.
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3 3
2

(22)
3

(20)3
5

(14)
6

(12)3
7

(4) (2)2

3 4
1

(26)
5

(16)3 (6)2(8)2(10)2(12)2

3 5
1

(29)
3

(23)
4

(21)3
7

(13)3
8

(5) (3)2(11)4(15)

3 6
2

(26)
3

(24)3
6

(18)3
8

(8)3 (10)2(16)4

3 7
3

(28)
5

(22)3 (4)2(6)2(10)4(12)4(16)4

3 8
5

(27)
6

(25)3
8

(17)5 (7)4(9)4(11)2(15)3

4 4
1

(26)
4

(20)3
6

(16)3
7

(12)3
8

(2) (6)2(8)2

4 5
1

(27)
3

(23)3
5

(19)3
8

(9)3 (5)2(13)4(15)2

4 6
1

(28)
4

(22)3 (4)2(6)2(10)4(12)4(16)4

4 7
2

(28)
4

(24)3
7

(18)5
8

(14)5 (4)2(8)4(10)4

4 8
4

(29)
5

(25)3
7

(21)5 (3)2(7)4(11)6(13)6(15)3

5 5
4

(22)3
5

(20)5
8

(12)5 (2)2(4)2(6)2(16)4

5 6
1

(27)
2

(25)3
7

(17)5 (7)4(9)4(11)4(15)3

5 7
1

(29)
3

(25)3
6

(21)5 (3)2(7)4(11)6(13)6(15)3

5 8
3

(28)
4

(26)3
5

(24)5
8

(18)7 (8)6(10)6(16)8

6 6
3

(24)3
6

(20)5
8

(14)5 (2)2(4)2(8)4(12)6

6 7
1

(28)
2

(26)3
5

(22)5
8

(16)7 (6)4(10)6(12)6

6 8
2

(29)
3

(27)3
6

(23)5
7

(21)7 (5)4(11)8(13)8(15)4

7 7
2

(26)3
4

(24)5
7

(20)7 (2)2(8)6(12)8(16)8

7 8
1

(29)
2

(27)3
4

(25)5
6

(23)7
8

(19)9 (9)8(13)10(15)5

8 8
1

(28)3
3

(26)5
5

(24)7
7

(22)9
8

(20)11 (12)12(16)12

Table A.2: Continuation of S-matrix of the Ising model in a magnetic field at T = Tc.
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B Scattering amplitudes and building blocks for the form factors in
the E7 model

Here we collect the explicit expressions for the scattering amplitudes and the building blocks of
the FF in the E7 model which are needed in the main text.

B.1 The E7 scattering amplitudes

Using the formalism introduced in Section 3, the exact two-body S-matrix amplitudes of the high
and low-temperature phases of the tricritical Ising model can be written as [39,55]

Sab(θ) =
∏

α∈Aab
(fα(θ))pα , (B.1)

where

fα(θ) ≡
tanh

1

2

(
θ + iπ

α

18

)
tanh

1

2

(
θ − iπ α

18

) . (B.2)

For a given pair Aa and Ab of the asymptotic particles, the various integer numbers α = 1, . . . , 17 give
the location of the various poles of the S-matrix (in unit of π/18), while the integer numbers pα give
the multiplicity of each of these poles. The set of the α’s of the various channels is given below, where
we use the notation

a

(α)
pα

to denote the location of the pole α, of multiplicity pα, corresponding to the bound state Aa. The
eventual minus signs in some of the amplitudes means that the corresponding product (B.1) must be
multiplied by a − sign.

The on-shell three-particle couplings Γcab = Γabc, necessary to implement the Form Factor Equa-
tions can be determined up to a sign, and are reported in Table B.2. In our calculations, we assume
that they are positive unless otherwise stated. Their eventual value depends on the phase conven-
tion for the multi-particle states. While most of them can be fixed to have a positive real value, the
consistency of the form factor equations eventually determines some of them to have a negative sign.
For the matrix elements considered here, this is reflected in the cluster property fixing the sign of
one-particle matrix elements described at the end of Subsection 6.2.2. For more details the interested
reader is referred to [50].

B.2 Minimal form factors

The minimal form factors for the thermal deformation of the tricritical Ising model have the general
expression

Fminab (θ) =

(
−i sinh

θ

2

)δab ∏
α∈Aab

(gα(θ))pα , (B.3)

where

gα(θ) = exp

2

∫ ∞
0

dt

t

cosh

(
α

18
− 1

2

)
t

cosh
t

2
sinh t

sin2 (iπ − θ)t
2π

 . (B.4)

For large values of the rapidity (|θ| → ∞), by saddle point evaluation it is easy to see that this function
has the following asymptotic behaviour

gα(θ) ∼ Nα exp

{ |θ|
2
− iπ

2

}
, (B.5)
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a b Sab

1 1 −
2

(10)
4

(2)

1 2
1

(13)
3

(7)

1 3 −
2

(14)
4

(10)
5

(6)

1 4
1

(17)
3

(11)
6

(3) (9)

1 5
3

(14)
6

(8) (6)2

1 6 −
4

(16)
5

(12)
7

(4) (10)2

1 7
6

(15) (9) (5)2 (7)2

2 2
2

(12)
4

(8)
5

(2)

2 3
1

(15)
3

(11)
6

(5) (9)

2 4
2

(14)
5

(8) (6)2

2 5
2

(17)
4

(13)
7

(3) (7)2 (9)

2 6
3

(15) (7)2 (5)2 (9)

2 7
5

(16)
7

(10)3 (4)2 (6)2

3 3 −
2

(14)
7

(2) (8)2 (12)2

a b Sab

3 4
1

(15) (5)2 (7)2 (9)

3 5
1

(16)
6

(10)3 (4)2 (6)2

3 6 −
2

(16)
5

(12)3
7

(8)3 (4)2

3 7
3

(17)
6

(13)3 (3)2 (7)4 (9)2

4 4
4

(12)
5

(10)3
7

(4) (2)2

4 5
2

(15)
4

(13)3
7

(7)3 (9)

4 6
1

(17)
6

(11)3 (3)2 (5)2 (9)2

4 7
4

(16)
5

(14)3 (6)4 (8)4

5 5
5

(12)3 (2)2 (4)2 (8)4

5 6
1

(16)
3

(14)3 (6)4 (8)4

5 7
2

(17)
4

(15)3
7

(11)5 (5)4 (9)3

6 6 −
4

(14)3
7

(10)5 (12)4 (16)2

6 7
1

(17)
3

(15)3
6

(13)5 (5)6 (9)3

7 7
2

(16)3
5

(14)5
7

(12)7 (8)8

Table B.1: S-matrix amplitudes in the E7 factorised scattering theory
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abc 112 114 123 134 135 146

|Γabc| 4.83871 1.22581 7.34688 29.0008 19.1002 4.83871

abc 156 167 222 224 225 233

|Γabc| 114.477 29.0008 11.1552 19.1002 1.86121 75.3953

abc 236 245 257 337 444 447

|Γabc| 29.0008 114.477 19.1002 7.34688 686.12 114.477

Table B.2: Three-particle couplings Γabc coming from the simple poles of the S-matrix amplitudes.
They are entirely symmetric in all three indices, so only the independent non-vanishing ones are shown.

where

Nα(θ) = exp


∫ ∞

0

dt

t

cosh

(
α

18
− 1

2

)
t

cosh
t

2
sinh t

− 1

t2


 . (B.6)

The function gα(θ) has an infinite number of poles outside the physical strip, these are shown explicitly
in the infinite-product representation:

gα(θ) =

∞∏
k=0



1 +

 θ̂/2π

k + 1− α

36

2
1 +

 θ̂/2π

k +
1

2
+
α

36


2

1 +

 θ̂/2π

k + 1 +
α

36

2
1 +

 θ̂/2π

k + 1− 3

2
− α

36


2



k+1

,

where θ̂ = iπ − θ. The mixed representation:

gα(θ) =
N−1∏
k=0



1 +

 θ̂/2π

k + 1− α

36

2
1 +

 θ̂/2π

k +
1

2
+
α

36


2

1 +

 θ̂/2π

k + 1 +
α

36

2
1 +

 θ̂/2π

k + 1− 3

2
− α

36


2



k+1

× exp

2

∫ ∞
0

dt

t

cosh

[
t

(
1

2
− α

18

)]
cosh

t

2
sinh t

(N + 1−Ne−2t)e−2Nt sin2 θ̂t

2π

 ,
is particularly useful for numerical computations.

B.3 Pole structure of the 2-particle FF

The pole terms entering the parameterisation (4.11) can be expressed as

Dab(θ) =
∏

α∈Aab
(Pα(θ))iα (P1−α(θ))jα , (B.7)
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where

iα = n+ 1 , jα = n , if pα = 2n+ 1 ;

iα = n , jα = n , if pα = 2n ,
(B.8)

and we have introduced the notation

Pα(θ) ≡
cosπ

α

18
− cosh θ

2 cos2
πα

36

. (B.9)

Notice that both Fminab (θ) and Dab(θ) are normalised to 1 in θ = iπ.

53


	1 Introduction
	2 Experimentally relevant quantities from statistical field theory
	2.1 Field theory description of the scaling region
	2.2 Critical exponents and universal ratios
	2.3 Dynamical Structure Factors

	3 S-matrix bootstrap
	3.1 Asymptotic states and rapidity
	3.2 Analytic properties of the 2-particle S-matrix
	3.3 Diagonal S-matrices and bootstrap equations

	4 Correlation functions and Dynamical Structure Factors
	4.1 Form Factor Equations
	4.2 Solving the Form Factor Equations
	4.3 Spectral expansion for correlation functions and Dynamical Structure Factors

	5 Ising Model
	5.1 Majorana fermions and order/disorder fields
	5.2 Thermal deformation
	5.2.1 Form Factors of Relevant Local Operators
	5.2.2 Dynamical Structure Factors of the thermal deformation of the Ising Model

	5.3 Magnetic deformation of the Ising model
	5.3.1 The E8 S-matrix
	5.3.2 Form Factors in the E8 model
	5.3.3 DSF of the magnetic deformation of the Ising Model and experiments

	5.4 Universal ratios of the Ising model
	5.4.1 Thermal deformation
	5.4.2 Magnetic deformation


	6 Tricritical Ising Model
	6.1 Universality class and the Kramers–Wannier duality
	6.2 Thermal deformation of the tricritical Ising model
	6.2.1 Form Factors of the thermal field
	6.2.2 Form Factors of the order and disorder operators

	6.3 Dynamical Structure Factors of the thermal deformation of the Tricritical Ising Model
	6.4 Generalised susceptibilities in the tricritical Ising model

	7 Summary
	A Scattering amplitudes in the E8 model
	B Scattering amplitudes and building blocks for the form factors in the E7 model
	B.1 The E7 scattering amplitudes
	B.2 Minimal form factors
	B.3 Pole structure of the 2-particle FF


