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1 Introduction

Theq-statePottsm odelsdirectly generalisethem ostwell-known ofalltwo-dim ensional
integrable m odels,the Ising m odel. They have been m uch studied,both in their own
rightas interesting statistical-m echanicalsystem s,and because oftheir relations with
otherm odels{ thelim itq! 1,forexam ple,describesbond percolation.However,they
areby no m eanscom pletely understood.

In this paperand its sequelwe shalldiscuss the treatm ent ofthese m odels in the
fram ework ofcontinuum �eld theory. Such techniques are expected to be applicable
in scaling regim es near to criticalpoints,though for the q-state Potts m odels som e
elem entsofthetreatm entwillberatherform al,re
ecting thenonlocalm annerin which
them odelsareinitially de�ned on thelattice.In thispaperwefocuson thedescription
ofthe m odelsin term softhe on-shelldata provided by an exactS-m atrix. A num ber
ofyearsago,Chim and Zam olodchikov proposed a setofam plitudesforthe scattering
ofelem entary kink-like excitations in the low-tem perature phase ofthe m odel[1]. (A
di�erenttreatm enthad previously been suggested by Sm irnov [2],based on quantum -
group reductions ofthe Izergin-K orepin S-m atrix. In this article we shallwork from
theChim -Zam olodchikov form ulation,asitm ore closely re
ectsthe continuousnature
of the Fortuin-K asteleyn [3]de�nition of the theory on a lattice, but we note that
the relationship between the two approaches has recently been clari�ed,in [4].) The
fundam entalS-m atrix elem entsform only partoftheon-shelldescription ofthem odel,
and in orderto com pletethepictureitisnecessary to �nd outifany furtherasym ptotic
states are present. In the exact S-m atrix fram ework thisiscom m only achieved by an
analysis ofthe pole structure ofallS-m atrix elem ents,a process which is known as
closure ofthe bootstrap. The case ofthe q-state Potts m odels turnsout to involve a
num ber ofsubtleties,which we attem pt to highlight and resolve in this paper. Since
we have notbeen entirely successfulin thisenterprise,we also include som e detailsof
theproblem sthatweencountered.They only arosewhen continuing theS-m atricesfar
into the regim e oftricriticalm odels,butthey m ay nonethelessbe im portantsignalsof
new behaviourin the bootstrap program m e.

In x2,wereview Chim and Zam olodchikov’sproposaland itsbackground,stressing
som e ofthe non-standard features that the m odels exhibit. Then in x3 we close the
bootstrap forthe scaling regions ofallcriticalm odels,�nding thatwe need to invoke
theColem an-Thun m echanism in a novelway in orderto explain thefullpolestructure
ofallS-m atrix elem ents. A continuation of Chim and Zam olodchikov’s S-m atrix is
expected to describe the scaling regionsofthe tricriticalm odels,and thisisdiscussed
in x4.Finally,x5 containsourconclusionsand som e m ore detailed tablesare collected
in fourappendices.

In a com panion paper [5],these m odels willbe discussed from a com plem entary
pointofview,using �nite-size e�ects.
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2 R eview

2.1 T he m odels on the lattice and their continuum lim its

Thestandard de�nition ofthelattice q-state Pottsm odelisthrough theHam iltonian

H = � J
X

hx;yi

��(x);�(y) (2.1)

whereJ isa coupling strength and thespin �(x)associated with thelattice site x m ay
takeany ofq distinctvalues.Thesum m ation isoverallnearest-neighbourpairsofsites
hx;yi.In term sofH ,thepartition function attem peratureT isgiven by

Z =
X

f�g

e
�

1

kT
H
: (2.2)

Notice thatH isinvariantunderthe group Sq ofperm utationsofthe q possible values
of�.

Thisde�nition only appliesforintegervaluesofq,butareform ulation duetoFortuin
and K asteleyn [3]allowsthe constraintto belifted.Expanding (2.2)as

Z =
X

f�g

Y

hx;yi

�

1+ (e
J

kT � 1)��(x);�(y)
�

(2.3)

they observed thatitcould bewritten in the form

Z =
X

G

K
�
q
C (2.4)

whereK = e
J

kT � 1,and thesum isoverallgraphsG on thelattice,with � thenum berof
bondsin G and C thenum berofconnected com ponents(setsofsitesjoined by bonds).
W hen the m odelisde�ned in thisway,q isno longerrestricted to integer values,and
can betaken asa continuousparam eter.However,atgeneralvaluesofq,Z cannotbe
written in term sofa localHam iltonian,and the precise m eaning ofits‘Sq’sym m etry
isnotclear. Nevertheless,the partition function iscertainly well-de�ned,and we shall
see later that m any other features which m ight be thought specialto locally-de�ned
theoriesalso m ake sense.

The m odelundergoes a phase transition at K = K c =
p
q,which is second-order

forq� 4.Atthesevaluesofq a continuum lim itcan betaken,and ifthelim itistaken
exactly atthecriticalpoint,theresulting �eld theory isconform al.Param etrising q as

p
q= 2sin
 = 2cos

�
�

�+1

�

(2.5)

with 0� 
 � �=2 and � = (�+ 2
)=(�� 2
),itscentralcharge is[6]

c(q)= 1�
6

�(�+ 1)
: (2.6)
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A generalisation ofthebasicPottsm odelallowsfortheexistenceofvacancies[7].In
addition to the criticalpointsjustdiscussed,these m odelshave tricriticalpoints,with
the criticaland tricriticalpointscoinciding atq = 4. The exponentsforthe tricritical
pointscan beobtained from those ofthe criticalpointsby continuing 
 into the range
�=2 � 
 � � [7](see also [8,9]).Thisshifts� into the range� 1 < � < � 3.

If� isrational,thevalueofc(q)coincideswith thecentralchargec= 1� 6(p0� p)2=pp0

ofa m inim alm odelM pp0,p0> p.M ore precisely,the relationship is

� =
p

p0� p
(2.7)

on thecriticalbranch,and

� =
p0

p�p0
(2.8)

on the tricritical branch. This coincidence does not m ean that the conform al�eld
theories of the Potts m odels at rational � are m inim al m odels { in particular, the
relevantpartition functionsonly agreewhen q isan integer[10]{ butitdoesm ean that
connectionswith m inim alm odelsareto beexpected atthese points.

O theraspects ofthe criticaland tricriticalm odels,and oftheir relationships with
conform al�eld theories,are reviewed in [5]. However in this paperwe are m ore con-
cerned with them assive�eld theorieswhich ariseifa continuum lim itistaken with the
tem perature(and any otherparam eters)tending to a criticalvaluewith thecorrelation
length held �nite in physicalunits. In m any interesting cases(including the onescur-
rently underdiscussion [2,1])these�eld theoriesturn outto beintegrable[11],allowing
them to be understood in considerable detail. In turn,this allows the scaling regions
oftheoriginallattice m odelsnearto theirsecond-ordertransitionsto beexplored;itis
also relevant to the com putation ofcertain universalcharacteristics ofthe transitions
them selves[12].

In practice,the �eld theories are usually found directly in the continuum ,either
by a consideration ofthe sym m etries that they should inherit from the lattice,or by
starting from the continuum conform al�eld theories,and then adding to theiractions
suitablecontinuum operatorsto describethedeparturefrom criticality { thebasicidea
ofperturbed conform al�eld theory,asputforward by Zam olodchikov [11]. For shifts
in tem perature,the operator to add is the localenergy density,which correspondsto
�21 for the criticalPotts m odels [6],and �12 for the tricriticalm odels [13]. W e shall
refer to the m assive theories as the scaling Potts m odels. Strictly speaking,they are
not perturbations ofm inim alconform al�eld theories, except at integer values ofq.
However,in situationswherethein�nite-volum eground statesoftheq-state Pottsand
m inim alm odelscoincide,we expectthe two to agree on issuessuch asm assspectrum
and (diagonal) S-m atrix elem ents. W e shallsay a little m ore aboutthisissue in later
sectionsand in [5],butsince itisnotdirectly relevantto ourcurrentdiscussion ofthe
PottsS-m atrices,weleave itto one sidefornow.

Irrespectiveofwhethertheunperturbedc< 1theoriesarem inim alm odels,Zam olod-
chikov’s counting argum ent [11]shows that generic �21 or �12 perturbations preserve
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conserved chargeswith spinss= 1;5;7 and 11.By an argum entdueto Parke[14],the
existenceofthesechargesisenough to ensurethat,asquantum �eld theoriesde�ned in
M inkowskispace,them odelsm usthavefactorisableS-m atrices,allowing thefullm ulti-
particleS-m atrix to begiven in term softhesetoftwo-particle scattering am plitudes�.
Them ain resultofChim and Zam olodchikov [1]wasa conjecture forthese am plitudes
for certain fundam ental,kink-like excitations. To �nish the story,am plitudes for the
scattering ofallpossible bound states ofthese kinks m ust be found,and this is the
m ain goalofthe present paper. In the rem ainder ofthis section,we shallreview the
assum ptionsthatwentinto Chim and Zam olodchikov’sinitialproposal.

2.2 T he fundam entalS-m atrix elem ents

To begin,we discussthe scaling regions ofthe criticalm odels. The scattering theory
ism osteasily treated by working in the low-tem perature,ordered phase,in which one
would expectto�nd qdegeneratevacua.Itisthen naturaltopostulatetheexistenceofa
setofparticles,orkinks,K ab(�)(a;b= 1:::q; a 6= b),dom ain wallswhich interpolate
between di�erent vacua. The fact that q is not necessarily an integer m ay appear
worrysom e,but following [1]we can decide to treat q form ally,m otivated at least in
partby thefactthatthiscan begiven aprecisesenseon thelatticethrough theFortuin-
K asteleyn trick reviewed above. The energy-m om entum ofK ab(�)isparam eterized by
therapidity �,p� = (m cosh�;m sinh�),and asym ptotic n-particle statesinterpolating
between vacua a0 and an correspond to theproducts

K a0a1(�1)K a1a2(�2):::K an�1 an (�n) (ai6= ai+ 1): (2.9)

Scattering ofthesekinksiscom pletely described by thetwo-particleam plitudesSbdac(�):

K ab(�1)K bc(�2)=
X

d6= a;c

Sbdac(�)Kad(�2)K dc(�1); � = �1 � �2 : (2.10)

Dueto theSq sym m etry ofthem odel,thereareonly fourindependenttwo-particle
am plitudesSn(�)(n = 0:::3).Theseare represented in �gure1.

The S-m atrix m ust be unitary,crossing sym m etric, and satisfy the Yang-Baxter
equations.Chim and Zam olodchikov found thatthe latterim plies

S0(�) = sin(
)sin(i��)sin(3
 + i��)R(�) (2.11)

S1(�) = sin(2
)sin(
 + i��)sin(3
 + i��)R(�) (2.12)

S2(�) = sin(2
)sin(i��)sin(2
 + i��)R(�) (2.13)

S3(�) = sin(3
)sin(
 + i��)sin(2
 + i��)R(�) (2.14)

where 
 isde�ned by 2sin
 =
p
q asin (2.5)above,and � isan as-yet undeterm ined

param eter.Crossing sym m etry requiresthatS0 and S3 beunchanged under� ! i�� �

�
In allprobability them odelsactually have conserved chargesatallintegerspinsnotm ultiplesof2

or3,butjusttwo with spins> 1 are enough forParke’sargum entto go through.
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Figure 1: Thefourindependenttwo-particle am plitudes

while S1 and S2 swap over,which im plies �� = 3
 m od � and R(i� � �) = R(�).
Unitarity then boilsdown to the condition

R(�)R(� �)= [sin2(
)sin(2
 + i��)sin(2
 � i��)sin(3
 + i��)sin(3
 � i��)]�1 (2.15)

Together with crossing,this �xes the S-m atrix as a function of
 and � up to a so-
called CDD factor,a 2�i-periodicfunction f satisfying f(�)f(� �)= 1,f(i�� �)= f(�).
To resolve the rem aining am biguities,som e furtherphysicalinputisrequired,and this
com esfrom an initialconsideration ofthe polestructure.

In general,itshould bepossibleto explain allS-m atrix polesin thephysicalstrip

0� =m � � � (2.16)

in term softhe bound-state structure ofthe m odel(though,aswe shallsee,the m ech-
anism can in som e cases be quite involved). Conversely, the fundam entalS-m atrix
elem entsshould certainly exhibitpolesre
ecting the possibility to form an elem entary
kink asa bound state oftwo othersuch kinks.Taking energy-m om entum conservation
and vacuum structure into account,direct-channelpoles should appear in S0(�) and
S1(�) at � = 2�i

3
,and cross-channelpoles in S0(�) and S2(�) at � = �i

3
. These are

illustrated in �gures2 and 3.

d

a

b

c

b

a

b

c

Figure 2:DirectchannelK K ! K bound statesin S0 and S1
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Figure 3:CrosschannelK K ! K bound statesin S0 and S2

A com parison with (2.11){(2.13)showsthatthecom m on factorR(�)m usttherefore
have poles at �i

3
and 2�i

3
. O n the other hand,the pole at 2�i

3
should be absent from

S2 and S3,and the pole at �i

3
absent from S1 and S3. Thiscan only be achieved by

cancellationsagainstzeroesfrom thesineprefactorsin (2.12){(2.14),which strengthens
thepreviouscondition on � to �� = 3
 m od 3�.

a

gdb bΣ
g

c

a
e

c

d

e

Figure 4: K K ! K bootstrap

The three-kink coupling leadsto a setofbootstrap equations,depicted in �gure 4.
In contrastto theYang-Baxterequations,theseconstraintsarefeltby theCDD factor.
Com bining theseconditionswith a priorknowledgeofthesolutionsforq= 2 and 3 led
Chim and Zam olodchikov to the sim plestchoice �� = 3
,and a m inim alsolution for
theS-m atrix elem entswhich,forthe discussionsto com e,itwillbem ostconvenientto
rewritein the following form :

S0(�) =
sinh(��)

sinh(�(�� 2�i

3
))
S(�); (2.17)

S1(�) =
sin(2��

3
)

sin(��
3
)

sinh(�(�� �i

3
))

sinh(�(�� 2�i

3
))
S(�); (2.18)

S2(�) =
sin(2��

3
)

sin(��
3
)

sinh(��)

sinh(�(�� i�))
S(�); (2.19)

S3(�) =
sin(��)

sin(��
3
)

sinh(�(�� �i

3
))

sinh(�(�� i�))
S(�): (2.20)
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TheoverallscalarfactorS(�)is

S(�)=
sinh(�(�+ �i

3
))

sinh(�(�� �i

3
))
e
A (�) (2.21)

with eA (�)de�ned in term softheblocks

�(a)=
�(a� �

i�
�)

�(a+ �

i�
�)

�(a+ � + �

i�
�)

�(a+ � � �

i�
�)

= exp

�

2

Z
1

0

dx

x
sinh(�

i�
�x)e�ax

(1� e��x )

(1� e�x )

�

(2.22)

as

e
A (�)=

1Y

k= 0

�(1+ 2k�)

�((2k+ 1)�)

�(1+ (2k� 1

3
)�)

�((2k+ 4

3
)�)

: (2.23)

From the second equality in (2.22)and theform ula

sinh(�(�+i��))

sinh(�(��i��))
= exp

"

� 2

Z
1

0

dk

k
sinh(ik�)

sinh(�k
2
(1
�
�2�))

sinh(�k
2�
)

#

(2.24)

itisasim plem atterto recoverintegralrepresentationsequivalenttothosegiven in [12]:

A (�) = � 2

Z 1

0

dk

k
sinh(ik�)

cosh(�k
6
)sinh(�k

2
(4
3
� 1

�
))

cosh(�k
2
)sinh(�k

2�
)

; (2.25)

logS(�) = � 2

Z 1

0

dk

k
sinh(ik�)

cosh(�k
2
(1
3
� 1

�
))sinh(�k

3
)

cosh(�k
2
)sinh(�k

2�
)

: (2.26)

In addition,eA (�)and S(�)satisfy

e
A (��) = e

�A (�)
; e

A (i���) =
sinh(��)

sinh(�(�� i�))

sinh(�(�+ �i

3
))

sinh(�(�� 4�i

3
))
e
A (�); (2.27)

S(� �)= 1=S(�) ; S(i�� �)=
sinh(��)

sinh(�(�� i�))

sinh(�(�� �i

3
))

sinh(�(�� 2�i

3
))
S(�): (2.28)

The polesand zeroesofthese two functionswhich can appearin the physicalstrip for
0< � < 3 aresum m arised in tables1 and 2.NotethateA (�)hasno physicalstrip poles
atallfor� � 1.

For the criticalm odels,
 lies between 0 and �=2 and so the S-m atrix param eter
� = 3
=� should be between 0 and 3=2. As m entioned above,the exponents ofthe
tricriticalm odelscan beobtained by a continuation of
 into theinterval[�=2;�],and
itisnaturalto suppose thatthe sam e should hold atthe levelofS-m atrices. Thisled
Chim and Zam olodchikov to conjecturethattheS-m atrix elem ents(2.17){ (2.20)with
� in the range [3=2;3]should correspond to the scaling tricriticalm odels. Thus the
generalrelation between q and � is

p
q= 2sin

�
��

3

�

; where � 2

(
[0;3=2] (perturbed criticalm odels);

[3=2;3] (perturbed tricriticalm odels).
(2.29)
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Poles Zeroes

�

i�
= 1

�
� 1

3

1

�

2

�
� 1

3

2

�

3

�
� 1

3
1

Physical
strip?

� > 3

4
� > 1 � > 3

2
� > 2 � > 9

4
8�

Table 1:Physicalstrip polesand zeroesofeA (�),for0 < � < 3

Poles Zeroes

�

i�
= 1

3

1

�

1

�
+ 1

3

2

�
1

Physical
strip?

8� � > 1 � > 3

2
� > 2 8�

Table 2:Physicalstrip polesand zeroesofS(�),for0< � < 3

Recallthat� 2 [0;3=2]correspondsto �21 perturbations,and � 2 [3=2;3]to �12.In all
casesthecentralcharge ofthe unperturbed theory is

c= 1�
(3� 2�)2

(3+ 2�)
: (2.30)

For future reference,we also record the rationalvalues of�,following from (2.7) and
(2.8) and the relation � = 3

2
(�� 1)=(�+ 1),at which the o�-criticalPotts m odels are

related to �21 and �12 perturbed m inim alm odelsM pp0,p
0> p:

� =
3p

p0
�
3

2
(�21 perturbations); (2.31)

� =
3p0

p
�
3

2
(�12 perturbations). (2.32)

3 C om pleting the bootstrap for 0� � � 3=2

W enow return tothediscussion ofthepolestructuresoftheS-m atrix elem ents,in order
to see ifthere isany need to introduce furtherone-particle asym ptotic statesinto the
m odel,beyond theelem entary kinks.Itisconvenientto phrasethediscussion in term s
ofthe variable

t=
�

i�
(3.1)

already used im plicitly in tables 1 and 2,so thatthe segm entofthe im aginary �-axis
lying in the physicalstrip corresponds to real values of t between 0 and 1. t will
som etim es be referred to as an ‘angle’,though strictly speaking the term should be
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Poles:t= Poles:t= Poles:t=

S0(�): 2

3

1

3
S1(�): 2

3
S2(�): 1

3

2

3
� 1

�

1

3
+ 1

�

2

3
� 1

�

1

3
+ 1

�

S3(�): 1

�
1� 1

�

1

�
1� 1

�

2

�
1� 2

�

2

�
1� 2

�

Table 3:Physicalstrip polesofS0,S1,S2 and S3 for0 � � � 3

reserved for�tratherthan t.The polesatt= 2=3 in S0 and S1,and att= 1=3 in S0

and S2,have already been treated,and are due to the fundam entalkink itself. In [1],
Chim and Zam olodchikov noted thatextrapolesenterthephysicalstrip once� passes1.
Thesethey assigned toanew particleB ,abreather-likeexcitation overasinglevacuum ,
appearing as a bound state in the scattering oftwo kinks. The associated S-m atrix
elem entsSB K and SB B also contain physicalstrip poles. Som e ofthese correspond to
the kink and breather already seen,but others were conjectured in [1]to signalthe
presence ofyet furtherparticles. In thissection,we re-exam ine thisanalysis and �nd
that these further particles do not in fact appear in the spectrum while the critical
m odelsare considered. The range 3=2 < � � 3,corresponding to perturbationsofthe
tricriticalm odels,turnsoutto befarm orecom plicated and wepostponeitsdiscussion
untilsection 4.

3.1 T he pole structure ofthe fundam entalkink am plitudes

Table 3 sum m arises the physicalstrip pole structure ofthe fundam entalam plitudes
(2.17)-(2.20),for � in the range 0 � � � 3. Supposing each pole to correspond to a
bound state particle in eitherthe directorthe crossed channel,a consideration ofthe
patterns ofvacua shown in �gure 1 allows them to be classi�ed as follows. Allfour
vacua seen by S0 aredi�erent,so allofitspolesm ustcorrespond to kink typeparticles.
O neoutofeach pairofpolesin S0 appearsin S1,and theotherin S2.To beconsistent
with the vacuum structure,the pole also appearing in S1 m ustbe directchannel,and
thatalso in S2 crosschannel.Sim ilarly,allpolesin S3 m ustcorrespond to excitations
over a single vacuum (breathers). Allpoles which also appear in S2 m ust be direct
channel,while those which also appear in S1 m ust be cross channel. The resulting
particle spectrum is sum m arised in table 4,and the corresponding fusing vertices are

9



Pole:t= 2

3

2

3
� 1

�
1� 1

�
1� 2

�

Physical
strip?

8 � � > 3

2
� > 1 � > 2

M ass: m 2m cos
�
�

3
� �

2�

�
2m cos

�
�

2
� �

2�

�
2m cos

�
�

2
� �

�

�

Particle: K 1 (= K ) K 2 B 1 (= B ) B 2

Table 4:Directchannelpoleassignm entsforS0,S1,S2 and S3

depicted in �gure5.

3
−1 1

3−
2 −λ

11 1
λ−
1− 1 11

λ−
−11

1 221

−2 1 2

Figure 5:K 1K 1 fusing vertices

Restricting to the range 0 � � � 3=2,the only bound states signalled in K 1K 1

scattering are the fundam entalkink K 1 itself,and,for1< � � 3=2,the breatherB 1.

3.2 T w o particles: 1< � � 3=2

For� � 1,thebootstrap closeson thefundam entalkink alone and there isno m ore to
be done,butonce � increases beyond 1 the breather B 1 appears. This extra particle
bringswith ittwo new scattering am plitudes,SB 1K 1

and SB 1B 1
:

SB 1K 1
= [1

2
+ 1

2�
][1

6
+ 1

2�
]; (3.2)

SB 1B 1
= [2

3
][1

�
][1

�
� 1

3
]: (3.3)

Herewe have rewritten the form ulae from [1]using theblocks

[a]= (a)(1� a); where (a)=
sinh(�

2
+ i�a

2
)

sinh(�
2
� i�a

2
)
: (3.4)
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Thenew am plitudesare illustrated in �gure6.

b

θ
a

b

a

a

θ
a

a

a

Figure 6:B 1K 1 ! K 1B 1 and B 1B 1 ! B 1B 1 scattering

The pole structures of these new S-m atrix elem ents m ust be exam ined to see if
there are any furtherbound states. Itisatthisstage thatouranalysis diverges from
thatof[1],since itturnsoutthatvariantsofthe Colem an-Thun m echanism [15]allow
som e polesto beexplained,forcertain rangesof�,withoutthe need to introduce new
particles.W e shalltreatthe two new am plitudesin turn.

3.3 T he B 1K 1 scattering am plitude

TherelevantS-m atrix elem ent,which isalso depicted in appendix D,is

SB 1K 1
= [1

2
+ 1

2�
][1

6
+ 1

2�
]= (1

2
� 1

2�
)(1

2
+ 1

2�
)(1

6
+ 1

2�
)(5

6
� 1

2�
) (3.5)

TheK 1K 1B 1 vertex allowsthepolesfrom thefactors(1
2
+ 1

2�
)and (1

2
� 1

2�
)tobeidenti�ed

with theoriginalkink K 1 appearing asa bound statein thedirectand crossed channels
respectively. Assum ing thatthe polesin [1

6
+ 1

2�
]also correspond to a bound state,we

m akean initialhypothesisthatthedirectchannelpoleisatt= 1

6
+ 1

2�
.Theassociated

particle m ustbean excited kink ofsom e sort,and calculating itsm asswe �nd

m = 2m cos(�
3
� 1

2�
): (3.6)

Com paring with the m asseslisted in table 4,itisnaturalto identify thiswith the K 2

state already seen in K 1K 1 scattering. Thisim pliesthe existence ofa vertex coupling
K 1,K 2 and B 1,and the corresponding fusing anglesare shown in �gure7.

1 1
1 +

2

2

1
λ6

1−1 2λ
5
6

Figure 7:the K 1B 1 ! K 2 vertex
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Unlike the K 2 bound state polesin S0 and S1,which only enterthe physicalstrip for
� > 3

2
,the(5

6
� 1

2�
)(1

6
+ 1

2�
)polesin SB 1K 1

arealready in thephysicalstrip at� = 1.This
suggests thatK 2 should be presentin the particle spectrum forall� > 1,and indeed
this was proposed in [1]. W e would like to advocate an alternative scenario, which
beginswith the observation that,for� < 3=2,one would expectthe B 1K 1 scattering
am plitudeto exhibitan anom alousthreshold poleexactly atthelocation ofthewould-
be K 2 bound state pole,since the on-shelldiagram shown in �gure 8 isgeom etrically
possible.

α
1

1

1

11

1

α

1 1

1

1

1 1

11

Figure8:K 1B 1 scattering:the
poleatt= 1

6
+ 1

2�
,for� < 3

2

Figure 9:B 1B 1 scattering:the
pole att= 1

�
� 1

3
,for� < 3

2

Theanglebetween theincom ing particlesK 1 and B 1 ist=
1

6
+ 1

2�
,and theinternal

scattering angle is� = 1

�
� 2

3
. The diagram closes for0 < � < 1

3
,which translates as

1< � < 3

2
.However,in twodim ensionsadiagram ofthissortwould usuallybeexpected

to give riseto a doublepole,whileSB 1K 1
only hasa sim plepoleatthisvalueoft.The

problem isresolved once the contributionsofthe couplingsand S-m atrix elem entsare
taken into account. These are com posed offour three-particle couplings m ultiplying
a sum over two-particle am plitudes. This sum ,which we shalldenote by C,can be
com puted by considering the possibilities for the internalvacua in the diagram . The
‘upper’internalvacuum m ustdi�er from both externalvacua,and so can take (q� 2)
values. O nce this vacuum has been �xed,there are again (q� 2) possibilities for the
lower internalvacuum ,butthey are no longer equivalent. Eitherthe lower vacuum is
equalto theupperone(1 possibility),in which casetherelevanttwo-particleam plitude
needed to evaluatethediagram isS1(i��),orelseitisdi�erent((q� 3)possibilities),in
which case the am plitudeisratherS0(i��).Adding everything up,wehave

C = (q� 2)
�
S1(i��)+ (q� 3)S0(i��)

�

=
(q� 2)S(i��)

sin((2
3
� �)��)sin(�

3
�)

[sin(2�
3
�)sin((1

3
��)��)+ sin(��)sin(���)] (3.7)

12



where use has been m ade of equation (2.29). Substituting � = 1

�
� 2

3
, and noting

thatS(i��)doesnothave any polesorzeroesatthisvalue of�,revealsa rem arkable
cancellation:

C = �
(q� 2)S(i��)

sin(4�
3
�)sin(��)

[� sin(2�
3
�)sin(��)+ sin(��)sin(2�

3
�)]= 0: (3.8)

The vanishing ofC reduces the overallsingularity associated with the diagram to a
sim plepole.Thusthepoleatt= 1

6
+ 1

2�
in SB 1K 1

can beexplained withouttheneed to
introduce the excited kink K 2,atleastuntil� = 3

2
. Beyond thispoint,the scattering

processshown in �gure8 isno longergeom etrically possible;and atthesam etim e,the
presence ofK 2 in the spectrum is also signalled by the appearance ofits bound state
polein the kink-kink m atrix elem entsS0 and S1.

A very sim ilar phenom enon was observed m any years ago by Colem an and Thun
in the Sine-G ordon m odel[15],wherethe appearance ofnew breathersisdelayed until
theirpolesare seen in the soliton-soliton S-m atrix (see section 4 of[16]fora detailed
review ofthis story). It has also played a r̂ole in the understanding ofnon self-dual
a�neToda �eld theories[17],and cropsup in theanalysisofboundary scattering [18].
A novelfeature here is the form altreatm ent of the vacua. W hen working out the
com binatorics,qistreated asan integer,and theresultingform ula isthen taken to hold
forgeneralq. The sam e spiritguided Chim and Zam olodchikov’s originalform ulation
ofthe Yang-Baxter equationsforthe m odel;itcan be interpreted asa way to account
forthestatisticsofthekink statesin a way thatdependssm oothly on q.In principleit
should bepossibleto phrasethediscussion entirely within them orestandardly-de�ned
form ulation ofSm irnov [2],butsincein thisapproach thevacuum structuredependsin
a discontinuousway on q,the argum entsare likely to beconsiderably m ore involved.

3.4 T he B 1B 1 scattering am plitude

To com plete the analysiswe m ustconsider

SB 1B 1
= [2

3
][1

�
][1

�
� 1

3
]= (1

3
)(2

3
)(1

�
)(1� 1

�
)(1

�
� 1

3
)(2

3
� 1

�
): (3.9)

The poles from the blocks (2
3
) and (1

3
) can be identi�ed with B 1 bound states in the

directand crosschannelsrespectively.Thepolesfrom (1
�
)and (1� 1

�
)m atch directand

crosschannelbound statesofB 2,whilethatin (1� �
1

3
)ispotentially thedirectchannel

polefora new particle,B 3,with m ass

m B 3
= 2m B 1

cos(�

2�
� �

6
)= 4m cos(�

2
� �

2�
)cos(�

2�
� �

6
): (3.10)

(Thisparticlewasdenoted B 0in [1].) Thepolesat 1

�
and 1

�
� 1

3
areboth located in the

physicalstrip for� > 1,when B 1 �rstappears.
However,theappearanceofboth B 2 and B 3 can bedelayed byinvokingtheColem an-

Thun m echanism .M ostcom plicated to treatisthewould-beB 3 bound statepole.The
a-priorithird orderdiagram shown in �gure9 hasinternalscattering angle � = 1

�
� 2

3
,

13



and thusclosesfor� < 3

2
. K eeping track ofallpossible com binationswe �nd thatthe

third-orderpolem ustbem ultiplied by a factor

C = (q� 1)(q� 2)
�
S1(i��)+ (q� 3)S0(i��)

�2�
S1(i2��)+ (q� 3)S0(i2��)

�
: (3.11)

W ehavealready seen thatS1(i��)+ (q� 3)S0(i��)= 0 for� = 1

�
� 2

3
in thetreatm ent

ofSB 1K 1
,and a sim plecalculation showsthattherestofthefunction is�niteand non-

zero atthispoint.The diagram thuscontributesa sim ple pole,and B 3 need notshow
up asa bound state until� = 3

2
.

Turning to the pole att= 1

�
,provisionally assigned to B 2,the relevantdiagram is

shown in �gure 10. The internalscattering angle � = 2

�
� 1 is positive (m aking the

diagram geom etrically possible)for� < 2.Calculating the prefactorC we have

C = (q� 1)
�
S3(i��)+ (q� 2)S1(i��)

�
(3.12)

= (q� 1)
sin((�� 1

3
)��)S(i��)

sin(�
3
�)

"

sin(��)

sin((�� 1)��)
+ (q� 2)

sin(2�
3
�)

sin((�� 2

3
)��)

#

:

At� = 2

�
� 1,the expression in square bracketsvanishesand the overallsingularity is

reduced from a double to a single pole.Thism eansthatthere isno need to introduce
theB 2 breatheruntil� passes2,atwhich stageitalso appearsin theK 1K 1 am plitudes
S2 and S3.

α1 1

1 1

1 1

1

Figure 10:B 1B 1 scattering:t= 1

�
,� < 2

3.5 C hecks on the spectrum for 0< � � 3=2

To sum m arise,by invoking the Colem an-Thun m echanism we have seen thatthe only
particles forced to appear for 0 < � < 3

2
are the fundam entalkink K 1,present for

all�,and the breather B 1,which appears for � > 1. The two bound states K 2 and
B 3 proposed by Chim and Zam olodchikov need notappearuntil� > 3

2
. W e also saw

evidence fora furthernew particle B 2,butitsappearancewaspostponed until� > 2.
W hilewehaveshown thatourproposed spectrum isconsistent,strictly speakingthe

largerspectrum initially suggested byChim and Zam olodchikov hasnotbeen com pletely
ruled out{genuinebound statepolescould behidingbehind thecontributionsprovided
by the Colem an-Thun diagram s. Som e reassurance com es from som e work by Del�no
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and Cardy [12].They calculated a num berofuniversalquantitiesusing theform -factor
approach,which issensitiveto them assiveparticlespectrum .Som eofthesequantities
(forexam ple the centralcharge)can becom pared with known results.W hile the need
to add in the �rstbreatherstate at� = 1 isclearly signalled,the data up to � = 3=2,
asillustrated by �gure5 of[12],showsno signsofany furtherm issing particles.

Anothercheck com esfrom thelim itingpoint� = 3

2
,q= 4,wheretheS-m atrixforthe

m inim alD 4 related �eld theory discussed in [19]should be reproduced.The spectrum
ofthism odelconsistsofthree lightparticles l,l0,l00 with the sam e m assm l,and one
particle h ofm ass m h =

p
3m l. The m ass ratio m h :m l equals that ofm B 1

:m K 1
,

and h is naturally identi�ed with B 1. There are three distinctways ofpairing up the
fourvacua and each ofthese m ay be associated with one ofthe lightparticles.Thisis
shown in �gure11,whereforexam plelisidenti�ed with dom ain walls1 $ 2 and 3 $ 4
(vacualabeled from 1 to4).Thisidenti�cation isuniqueup to perm utationsofthelight
particlesam ongstthem selves| also a property ofthe D 4 S-m atrix. The two-particle
am plitudesSll(�),Sll0(�),Slh(�)and Shh(�)then correspond to S3(�),S0(�),SB 1K 1

(�)
and SB 1B 1

(�) respectively. Substituting for �,a direct com parison can be m ade with
the results of[19]. The S-m atrices m atch,since S1(�) and S2(�) vanish for � = 3

2
.

Notice thatthe setofspinsofconserved charges forthe D 4-related m odelstarts 1,3,
3,5:::and is thus larger than the generic �21 spectrum s = 1; 5; 7; 11:::reported
above.M oving from thekink to theparticlepicture,the�3 property oftheS-m atrix is
lost,and itisthiswhich allowsthe enlarged setofconserved chargesto berepresented
locally on them ultiparticle states.In thekink basis,theextra chargesare also present
for� = 3=2,butthey do notactdiagonally.

l
l

4

3

1

2 

l"

l"
l’

l’
Figure 11:Dom ain walls$ particlesatq= 4

4 Perturbed tricriticalm odels: 3=2< � < 3

W enow m oveto theregion 3

2
� � � 3,suggested in [1]to describethescaling tricritical

q-state Potts m odels,and related to �12 perturbations ofc < 1 conform al�eld theo-
ries.ThefullS-m atrix becom esextrem ely com plicated as� increases,and wehavenot
com pleted ouranalysisforthewholetricriticalrangeof�.Forthisreason wewillbea
little m ore sketchy in ourdescriptions in thissection. Som e furtherdetails are in the
appendices,and in [20].
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4.1 Four particles: 3=2< � � 2

Two new particles,K 2 and B 3,m ustappearonce� passes 3

2
.W efound thatno further

particles were needed to explain the pole structure up to � = 2. The new S-m atrix
elem entsare asfollows:

SaK 1K 2
= t(1

3
+ 1

2�
)t(1

3
� 1

2�
)t( 1

2�
)t(2

3
� 1

2�
)Sa(� + i�

2�
)

SaK 2K 2
= [2

3
]2[1

3
+ 1

�
][1

�
]Sa

SB 1K 2
= [1

2
][5

6
][1

6
+ 1

�
][1

�
� 1

6
]

SB 3K 1
= [1

3
]2[1

�
][1

�
+ 1

3
]

SB 3K 2
= [1� 1

2�
]2[1

3
+ 1

2�
]3[2

3
+ 1

2�
][3

2�
� 1

3
][3

2�
]

SB 3B 3
= [2

3
]3[1

�
]3[4

3
� 1

�
]2[1

3
+ 1

�
][2

�
� 2

3
][2

�
� 1

3
]

SB 3B 1
= [1

6
+ 1

2�
]2[1

2
+ 1

2�
][7

6
� 1

2�
][3

2�
� 1

2
][3

2�
� 1

6
] (4.1)

where t(a)(t)= tan(�
2
(t+ a)),the blocks[a]were de�ned in equation (3.4)above,and

Sa are the am plitudesfor the scattering ofthe fundam entalkink K 1. (Note the shift
in the argum ent in the �rst form ula.) O nce again there are four possible am plitudes
corresponding to the four di�erentvacuum structures for kink-kink scattering. In ta-
bles5 and 6 wesum m arisethephysical-strip polesofthenew kink-kink am plitudesfor
3=2 < � � 3.

The introduction ofnew particles leads to further bootstrap equations. Here we
quickly sketch thoseforthenew kink-kink am plitudes.K 2 appearsasa bound state in
K 1K 1,K 1B 1,and K 1B 3 scattering. Thisallows SaK 1K 2

to be obtained via a num ber
ofa-prioridistinct bootstrap equations. Consider �rst the K 1K 1 ! K 2 fusing. The
generalkink bootstrap equation illustrated in �gure4 im plies

SaK 1K 2
(�)=

X
SK 1K 1

(� � i�

3
+ i�

2�
)SK 1K 1

(� + i�

3
� i�

2�
) (4.2)

where the term s to be sum m ed on the right-hand side depend both on the particular
m atrix elem entbeingevaluated,and on thechoiceofvacuum bin �gure4.Forexam ple:

S0K 1K 2
(�) = S3S0 + S2S2 + (q� 4)S2S0

= S1S1 + S0S3 + (q� 4)S0S1

= S1S0 + S0S2 + (q� 5)S0S0: (4.3)

Thecom patibility oftheseform ulaeprovidesconstraintson thenon-scalarpartsofthe
K 1K 1 am plitudes,which turn outto be justthe originalbootstrap equations,with �

shifted by i�

2�
.

Alternatively,the K 1K 2 scattering am plitude could have been found using either
theK 1B 1 ! K 2 fusing:

SaK 1K 2
(�) = SK 1B 1

(� � i�

6
)SaK 1K 1

(� + i�

2�
)

= SK 1B 1
(� + i�

6
)SaK 1K 1

(� � i�

2�
) (4.4)
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t= �=i� Poles: t=

S0
K 2K 1

(�): 2

3
+ 1

2�
(1
3
+ 1

2�
)2 2

3
� 3

2�

1

3
� 1

2�
(2
3
� 1

2�
)2 1

3
+ 3

2�

S1
K 2K 1

(�): 2

3
+ 1

2�

1

3
+ 1

2�

2

3
� 3

2�

(2
3
� 1

2�
)2 1

2�

3

2�

5

2�

S2
K 2K 1

(�): (1
3
+ 1

2�
)2 1� 1

2�
1� 3

2�
1� 5

2�

1

3
� 1

2�

2

3
� 1

2�

1

3
+ 3

2�

S3
K 2K 1

(�): 1

3
+ 1

2�
1� 1

2�
1� 3

2�
1� 5

2�

2

3
� 1

2�

1

2�

3

2�

5

2�

Table 5:Physicalstrip polesofS0
K 1K 2

,S1
K 1K 2

,S2
K 1K 2

and S3
K 1K 2

for3=2 < � � 3

ortheK 1B 3 ! K 2 fusing:

SaK 1K 2
(�) = SK 1B 3

(� � i�

3
+ i�

2�
)SaK 1K 1

(� + 3�i

2�
)

= SK 1B 3
(� + i�

3
� i�

2�
)SaK 1K 1

(� � 3�i

2�
): (4.5)

Theequality ofthetwo expressionsin (4.4)can bechecked using

S(� + i�

�
)= �

sinh(�
2
� i�

2
)sinh(�

2
� i�

2
+ i�

2�
)sinh(�

2
� i�

3
)sinh(�

2
+ i�

3
+ i�

2�
)

sinh(�
2
)sinh(�

2
+ i�

2�
)sinh(�

2
+ i�

6
)sinh(�

2
� i�

6
+ i�

2�
)

S(�): (4.6)

Then (4.5)can be rewritten in a form thatcan m ore easily becom pared with (4.4)by
m aking useof(4.6)and thefactthat

SaK 1K 1
(� � i�

�
)=

S(� � i�

�
)

S(�)
SaK 1K 1

(�): (4.7)

Asalaststep,weneed tocheck thecom patibility of(4.4)with (4.2).Startingfrom (4.2)
we can use (4.7) and (4.6) to rewrite each SK 1K 1

(� + i�

3
� i�

2�
) as SK 1K 1

(� + i�

3
+ i�

2�
)

m ultiplied by acom m on factor.Thenon-scalarpartsoftheform ulaarethen theoriginal
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t= �=i� Poles: t=

S0
K 2K 2

(�): (2
3
)3 (1

3
)3 S1

K 2K 2
(�): (2

3
)3 (1

3
)2

(2
3
� 1

�
)2 (1

3
+ 1

�
)2 (2

3
� 1

�
)2 1

3
+ 1

�

1� 1

�

1

�
1� 1

�
(1
�
)2

2

�

S2
K 2K 2

(�): (2
3
)2 (1

3
)3 S3

K 2K 2
(�): (2

3
)2 (1

3
)2

2

3
� 1

�
(1
3
+ 1

�
)2 2

3
� 1

�

1

3
+ 1

�

(1� 1

�
)2 1

�
(1� 1

�
)2 (1

�
)2

1� 2

�
1� 2

�

2

�

Table 6:Physicalstrip polesofS0
K 2K 2

,S1
K 2K 2

,S2
K 2K 2

and S3
K 2K 2

for3=2 < � � 3

bootstrap equations for Sa
K 1K 1

(� + i�

2�
),leaving it to be checked that the extra factor

is equalto SK 1B 1
(� � i�

6
). The bootstrap equations for Sa

K 2K 2
(�) can be treated in a

sim ilarm anner,and allare found to besatis�ed.
W hileweom itthefulldetailshere,wehavechecked that,for3=2 < � < 2,allpoles

in the S-m atrix elem entshave a potential�eld-theoreticalexplanation,often via quite
elaborateincarnationsoftheColem an-Thun m echanism .To givejustoneexam ple,the
triple pole in SB 3B 3

at t= 1

�
can be associated with the diagram shown in �gure 12,

which closesfor 3

2
< � < 9

4
. The fusing anglesneeded to verify thatthe diagram does

indeed close asclaim ed can befound in appendix B.
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Figure 12: B 3B 3 scattering: the
triple poleatt= 1

�
,for 3

2
< � < 9

4

5

2

2

2

1

3

2

1

5

2
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1

1

Figure 13: B 5K 2 scattering: the
doublepoleatt= 1

6
,for2< � < 9

4

4.2 Six particles: 2< � � 9=4

For 2 < � < 9

4
,the already-advertised B 2 together with a further breather B 5 enter

the spectrum . The scattering am plitudes for the new particles becom e increasingly
com plicated,and greaterreliance m ustbe placed on the Colem an-Thun m echanism to
explain the polestructure.Thenew S-m atrix elem entsin thisregion are:

SB 2B 1
= [1� 1

2�
][2

3
� 1

2�
][3

2�
][3

2�
� 1

3
]

SB 2B 2
= [2

3
][2

3
� 1

�
][1

�
� 1

3
][2

�
][2

�
� 1

3
][1� 1

�
]2

SB 2B 3
= [1

2
][5

6
][2

�
� 1

6
][7

6
� 1

�
]2[2

�
� 1

2
][5

6
� 1

�
]2

SB 2K 1
= [1

2
][1

6
][1

2
+ 1

�
][1

6
+ 1

�
]

SB 2K 2
= [1

2
� 1

2�
]2[1

6
+ 1

2�
]2[1

6
+ 3

2�
][3

2�
� 1

6
]

SB 5B 1
= [1

3
]2[4

3
� 1

�
][1

3
+ 1

�
][2

�
� 2

3
][2

�
� 1

3
][1� 1

�
]2

SB 5B 2
= [4

3
� 3

2�
]2[1� 3

2�
]2[2

3
+ 1

2�
][1

3
+ 1

2�
]3[1� 1

2�
]2[5

2�
� 1

3
][5

2�
� 2

3
]

SB 5B 3
= [7

6
� 1

2�
][1

6
+ 3

2�
][3

2
� 3

2�
]2[5

2�
� 5

6
][1

2
+ 1

2�
]3[3

2�
� 1

6
]3[5

2�
� 1

2
][5

6
� 1

2�
]4

SB 5B 5
= [5

3
� 2

�
]2[2

3
]5[3

�
� 1][3

�
� 2

3
][1

�
]5[1

3
+ 1

�
]3[4

3
� 2

�
]3[2

�
][4

3
� 1

�
]2
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SB 5K 1
= [1

2
� 1

2�
]2[5

6
� 1

2�
]2[1

6
+ 3

2�
][3

2�
� 1

6
]

SB 5K 2
= [5

6
]2[1

2
]2[7

6
� 1

�
]2[5

6
� 1

�
]3[1

2
+ 1

�
][2

�
� 1

6
][2

�
� 1

2
] (4.8)

The com plete m ass spectrum is given in appendix A,and the fullset offusings for
generic values of q is sum m arised in appendix B. Appendix D contains a detailed
description of the pole structures of all S-m atrix am plitudes appearing for � � 9

4
.

Closed scattering diagram s,such asthe onesshown earlier,have been constructed for
allpoles not associated with bound states in this region. In �gure 13 we show one
particularly-elusive exam ple.

4.3 Problem s for � > 9=4

For � > 9=4, we have not been able to close the bootstrap. The only exception is
the point� = 5=2,forwhich q = 1,the kink states decouple,and the breathersector
reproducesthem inim alE 8 S-m atrix.Away from thispoint,ourdi�cultiesm ay sim ply
be due to a failure to spotthe necessary Colem an-Thun diagram s;on the otherhand,
they m ay hintata genuine breakdown ofthe bootstrap program m e. In the following
weshallm ention som eoftheproblem sthatweencountered,in thehopeofcontributing
to furtherwork on these issues.

M any ofthe polesin the already-described S-m atrix elem ents can be explained all
theway up to � = 3.However,theColem an-Thun diagram sforsom epolesdo notclose
for � > 9=4,a sign that new particles m ay need to be introduced. Consider �rstthe
polesin SB 3B 3

at 1

�
,in SB 2B 2

at 1

�
� 1

3
,and in SB 2B 5

at 1

3
+ 1

2�
. O nce � passes9=4,the

residuesofthese polesdo notchange sign,and ifallare provisionally associated with
forward-channelbound states,them assesofthesestatesascalculated from theform ula

m
2
c = m

2
a + m

2
b � 2m am bcos(�u

c
ab) (4.9)

(where uc
ab
is the fusing angle tat which the pole occurs)allcoincide. Itis therefore

naturalto assign these polesto a single new breatherstate B 6.From (4.9),itsm assis
4m cos(�

2
� �

�
)cos(�

6
� �

2�
).Theotherfusing anglesforthisputativeparticle follow from

(4.9)on perm uting thelabelsa,band c,and allturn outto havesim ple(constantplus
linear)dependencieson 1

�
;they are listed explicitly in appendix C.

A sim ilar story can be told for the poles in SB 1B 5
and SB 3B 3

at 2

�
� 2

3
, leading

us to introduce a further breather B 7 with m ass 8m cos(�
2
� �

2�
)cos(�

6
� �

2�
)cos(�

3
� �

�
).

However,the (�fth-order) pole in SB 5B 5
at 1

�
,which corresponds to B 8 at � = 5=2,

is m ore enigm atic. First, we note that it overlaps with an odd-order pole at � =
12=5, causing its residue to change sign. This m ight suggest that the identi�cation
ofthe direct and cross channelpoles should be swapped at this point,though since
the pole is ofhigher order itis notpossible to say de�nitively that this m usthappen
(cf.the discussionsin [21]). As m entioned in appendix D,bound state poles in som e
kink scattering am plitudesalso have crossovers,butforthesetheS-m atrix contrivesto
preserve the signsofthe residues. Itis also worth noticing thatsom e ofthe S-m atrix
elem ents involving B 8 have physical-strip zeroes for � < 12=5. There is no a-priori
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Figure 14:Closed scattering diagram swithoutcorresponding polesin the S-m atrix

reason why thisshould notoccur,butitbreaksthepattern seen forallotherS-m atrix
elem entsup to thisvalueof�.Thesetwo problem stogetherm akeouridenti�cation of
theB 8 particle som ewhattentative for� � 12=5.

TheworriesabouttheB 8 particlewould probably beresolved ifother,m oreserious,
di�culties could be overcom e. A num ber ofpoles rem ain unexplained for � > 9=4
even afterthe introduction ofB 6,B 7 and B 8. M any have residueswhich change sign,
suggesting thatforatleastsom e range of� they willnotcorrespond to bound states.
O fthose which don’t,the polesat 2

3
� 3

2�
in SK 1K 2

,1

6
in SB 2K 1

, 1

�
in SB 3K 1

,1

6
+ 3

2�
in

SB 5K 1
,1

�
� 1

6
in SB 1K 2

,and 1

3
+ 1

2�
in SB 3K 2

giveriseto kinksofthesam em ass.Calling
thisparticle K 4,we could sim ilarly identify anotherkink K 0

4 with the polesat 3

2�
� 1

6

in SB 5K 1
and in 3

2�
� 1

3
in SB 3K 2

. However,the introduction ofthese new particles
is problem atic for a num ber ofreasons. M ost fundam entally,and in contrast to the
situation forB 6,B 7 and B 8,som efusing anglesinvolving K 4 and K 0

4
,calculated using

(4.9),are not sim ple functions of 1

�
. As a result,the inclusion ofK 4 or K 0

4
in closed

scattering diagram sforalready-introduced particlespredictspoleswhich do notappear
in theirS-m atrix elem ents.Forexam ple,thediagram sshown in �gure14 can bedrawn
ifK 4 is included in the spectrum . In addition,the irrationality ofthe fusing angles
leadsto a breakdown oftheconserved charge bootstrap,forcing higher-spin chargesto
bezero.Thism akesithighly unlikely thatK 4 and K 0

4 should beadded to thespectrum
ofthe m odel.

O n the otherhand,we have notbeen able to accountforthe would-be K 4 and K 0
4

polesin the m annerofColem an and Thun,using the setofparticles and fusingsthat
we have already identi�ed. Take the 2

3
� 3

2�
pole in SK 1K 2

as an exam ple. This pole
issim ple,so iftheColem an-Thun m echanism isto beinvoked,thenaive orderofpoles
from the relevant on-shelldiagram s m ust be reduced in som e way. O ne tactic is to
search for closed scattering diagram s involving only kinks as internalstates,in order
to getcancellationsin sum soverS-m atrix elem entsofthe sortseen in earliersections.
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Such diagram sm usthave theform shown in �gure15.

α

1 2

θa θb

Figure 15:Di�cultiesin �nding Colem an-Thun diagram sforS K 1K 2

A quick check ofthe optionsfor�a and �b showsthatthe scattering angle between the
outerm ostinternallines� = � 4

3
� 3

2�
+ �a+ �b isalwayslessthan zero,and so no closed

diagram can beconstructed.Sim ilarargum entshold forotherpoles,in particularthose
in theSB 3K 1

and SB 5K 1
am plitudesthatwere m entioned above.

In theabsenceofa satisfactory explanation forthesepoles,theclosureoftheboot-
strap is stillan open question. There rem ains one further possibility: new particles
m ight enter the spectrum which are not sim ple bound states ofany ofthe already-
existing particles,so thattheirm asseswould notbeim m ediately visiblein theexisting
S-m atrixelem ents.Thiswould m im icthesituation which would arisein thesine-G ordon
m odelifoneonly knew ofthebreatherparticles,and wanted to deducethepresenceof
thesolitonsby looking atbreatherscattering alone.Itisvery hard to rulethisout,but
furtherwork willbe needed before we can tellwhetherito�ers a way to escape from
theproblem sdiscussed in thissection.

4.4 O ther w ork on �12 perturbations

Since our results on �12 perturbations are incom plete,it is particularly im portant to
com pare them with other work. W e begin by m entioning the points � = 2, 9

4
and 5

2
,

which correspond to the m inim alE 6;E 7 and E 8 S-m atrices. These are ratherspecial,
as for these values of�,q is an integer. Not only do various poles overlap,but also
som einstancesoftheColem an-Thun m echanism break down.Thisisbecausethetotal
contribution associated with agiven on-shelldiagram can involvefactorsofq� (integer)
(equations (3.7),(3.11) and (3.12) provide som e exam ples ofthis phenom enon). This
m eansthat,exceptionally,thesepolesdo nothaveColem an-Thun explanationswhen q
hitsinteger values,and this requiresthe introduction of‘exceptional’bound states in
orderto com pletethebootstrap atthesepoints.TheK 3 kink stateattheE 7 point,and
the B 4 breather at the E 8 point,appear to have this evanescent status. In addition,
the overlapping ofthe poles allows a num ber ofextra couplings to appear,and this
should be borne in m ind before worrying thatthe tablesofcouplingsin appendicesB
and C seem s sm allin com parison with tables for Toda m odels given in [22]. These
subtleties aside,the S-m atrices at the exceptionalpoints are perfectly self-consistent.
Theirphysical-strip pole structures m atch those ofa�ne Toda �eld theories,and the
extensivediscussionscontained in [22,21]can beborrowed to verify thatallhigherpoles
can bedescribed via the Colem an-Thun m echanism .
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Away from integervaluesofq,som egeneralaspectsofthespectrum of�12-perturbed
m inim alm odelswerediscussed by Sm irnov in [2],whiletheparticularcaseofM 56+ �12
was treated by M artins in [23]and by K oubek in [24]. In none ofthese paperswas a
com plete analysis ofpole structuresattem pted,butotheraspectsperm itcom parisons
to bem ade.In thepapersofSm irnov and K oubek,� correspondsto �

�
,and � ! �.

In [2],Sm irnov gave an initialdescription ofthe spectrum im plied by hisS-m atrix,
concentrating m ainly on points related to perturbations ofunitary m inim alm odels.
Thechiefdi�erence between Sm irnov’sS-m atrix and thatofChim and Zam olodchikov
isa m atterofkink structure,so onewould expectthetwo to agree on the spectrum of
bound states and the diagonalscattering am plitudes. Indeed,while explicit form ulae
forthe rem aining S-m atrix elem entswere notgiven in [2],Sm irnov com m entsthatthe
spectrum for�12 perturbationssettlesdown to fourparticlesfor(his)� � �=2. In our
notation thisis� � 2,and so thisregim eof�12 perturbationscorrespondsto therange
3=2 < � � 2 discussed in x4.1,forwhich wedid indeed �nd fourparticles.Furtherm ore,
them assesareeasily checked to agree,and so allisconsistent.

Referring to (2.32),the �12 perturbation ofM 56 discussed in [23]and [24],should
correspond to � = 21

10
,which liesin theregion wherewepredicted six particles.In [23],

M artinsm ade a detailed num ericalstudy ofthe �nite-volum e spectrum ofM 56 + �12

usingthetruncated conform alspaceapproach.(Healso discussed som esubtletiesrelat-
ing to thechoiceofm odularinvariantfortheunperturbed theory;asm entioned above,
we do notexpectthisto a�ect the fullspectrum ofparticle m asses when the theories
are considered on the in�nite line.) High-m assstates were hard to detect,buthe was
able to predict the presence of�ve particles,which in our notation are K 1,B 1,K 2,
B 2 and B 3,with num erically-obtained valuesforthe m asseswhich are consistentwith
predictions from the exact S-m atrix. The rem aining particle,B 5,has a m uch higher
m assand so itsabsence from thenum ericaldata of[23]isno surprise.

Thiscasewasfurtherexam ined in [24].Translatingfrom ournotation tothatof[24],
[a]$ < a> ,B (ref. [24])

2
= B

(us)

3
and B

(ref.[24])

4
= B

(us)

5
. However,the m assofthe breather

identi�ed in [24] as B (ref.[24])

3
is also equalto that of B (us)

3
, which is already in the

spectrum at� < 2.Ascan beseen from appendix A,the otherextra breatherto enter

thespectrum for� > 2,B (us)

2
,hasam asslessthan thatofB (us)

3
,which perhapsexplains

why itwasm issed in [24].Asa resultofthisproblem ,thespectrum and S-m atrix given
in [24]are unfortunately incom plete,butinsofaras they go and m odulo som e further
typos,they are otherwiseconsistentwith ourresults,specialised to � = 21

10
.

Finally,weshould m ention thatS-m atricesfor�12 perturbationsofm inim alm odels
M 2;2n+ 1 werediscussed in [25].Thesetheorieshave� = 3n in ournotation,and hence
area long way from theregion � 2 [3

2
;3]relevantto tricriticalscaling Pottsm odels{ in

particular,theperturbing operatoralwayshasa negative scaling dim ension apartfrom
the som ewhat-trivialcase ofn=1.Perhapsm ore to the point,they also allcorrespond
form ally toq= 0,and thesim pli�cationsofthescatteringtheory atsuch points[2]m ake
ithard to draw any generallessons. Nevertheless,itis interesting thatthe bootstrap
can beclosed atleastatsom e locationsbeyond the region thatwe wereable to treat.
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5 C onclusions

In thispaperwehavegiven whattothebestofourknowledgeisthe�rstcom pletetreat-
m entofthepolestructureand bootstrap forthecriticaland tricriticalPottsm odels.For
allofthecriticalm odels,and forthetricriticalm odelswith 4> q> 2,wehavefound a
spectrum ofparticlessuch thatallS-m atrix poleshavepotential�eld-theoreticalexpla-
nations. Thishasbeen achieved by a novelvariantofthe Colem an-Thun m echanism ,
taking into account the form alcounting ofinterm ediate vacua at generalvalues ofq.
Thecancellationsare attim esextrem ely intricate,and we take thissuccessaso�ering
retrospectivejusti�cation ofourapproach,though a rigorousfram ework isstilllacking.

O urcalculations have proceeded on a case-by case (or rather,pole-by-pole) basis,
which becom esincreasingly laboriousasthenum berofparticlesincreases.Itistem pt-
ing to suppose that there m ust be a better way to do allofthis,ifonly the relevant
underlying structure could be identi�ed. For the m uch-sim plerexam plesofthe ADE-
related diagonalscattering theories,a universalunderstanding ofbootstrap closurehas
been achieved usinga construction oftheS-m atrix elem entsbased on thetheory ofroot
system s[26,27],and itwould bevery interesting to havea sim ilartreatm entforgeneral
q-state Potts m odels. At present this seem s to be a long way o�,though the results
ofO ota [28],extending the rootsystem sapproach to coverthe non sim ply-laced Toda
theories,m ay bea sign thatthingsarenotcom pletely hopeless.(Furtherdiscussionsof
thehidden geom etry ofa�ne Toda �eld theory can befound in [29,30,16,31].)

The m ost im portant outstanding question left by our work concerns the situation
for� > 9

4
,where we were unable to com plete the bootstrap.Problem swith bootstrap

closurehavebeen encountered acoupleoftim esbefore.In [32],theintricacy ofthem ass

spectrum forgeneralcom plex a(1)
2

Toda theory isdiscussed.In Sm irnov’sapproach,the

PottsS-m atricesareassociated with a(2)
2
;given therelationsbetween a(1)

2
and a(2)

2
itis

reasonable to hope thatourresultseven for� < 9

4
m ay be ofsom e relevance to these

issues.However,sincethesituation fora(1)
2

islikely to beatleastascom plicated asthat

fora(2)
2
,thism ay notbethebestplaceto look forhintsasto how to closethebootstrap

for � > 9

4
. Rather,it seem s m ore prom ising to investigate further perturbations of

m inim alm odels,forwhich there are atleasttechniquessuch asthe TCSA to fallback
on. In situations where the Potts ground state (generated by the identity operator)
and the m inim alm odelground state (generally generated by som e negative-dim ension
operator) becom e degenerate in in�nite volum e, we would expect scaling Potts and
perturbed m inim alm odelresultsto bedirectly related.Di�cultieswith the bootstrap
for the m odels M 3;5 and M 3;7 perturbed by �12 have been rem arked by M ussardo
and Takacs [33],though as these theories have � = 7

2
and 11

2
,they are not directly

relevant to our current concerns. The interval 9

4
< � < 3 corresponds,via (2.32),to

5

4
<

p0

p
< 3

2
,and any inform ation on �12 perturbationsofthese m inim alm odels,away

from the E 8 point
p0

p
= 4

3
,would be extrem ely interesting,aswould any indicationsof

extra pathologiesin such cases.
W eend with acuriouspieceofnum erology.Recallthatastheparam eter� runsfrom
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0 to 3,we pass�rstthrough the criticaland then the tricriticalscaling Potts m odels.
Atrationalvaluesof�,thetheoriesarealso associated with �21 or�12 perturbationsof
m inim alm odels.Butsom e pointsare even m ore special,in thattheirm inim alm odels
can be realised as‘diagonal’cosetconform al�eld theoriesofthe form g(1)� g(1)=g(2),
with �eld labelled by (1;1;ad)alwaysbeing theperturbingoperator.(See,forexam ple,
chapter 18 of[34]and references therein for m ore on the coset construction.) These
points,together with the corresponding values ofq and c,are listed in appendix A,
and they suggest that the scaling Potts m odels provide a structure which uni�es the
following sequence ofLiealgebras:

fA 1; A 2; G 2;D 4; F4; E 6; E 7; E 8 g (5.1)

Rem arkably,thesam esequencehasappeared in thepurem athem aticsliterature,in the
work ofVogel,Deligne,Cohen and de M an,Cvitanovic and others{ see [35,36,38,37,
39,41,40]for a selection ofreferences. This set ofalgebras,som etim es referred to as
‘the’exceptionalseries,ispicked outby a num berofspecialproperties{ forexam ple,
the tensorproductsad 
 ad decom pose in a uniform way (Deligne proposed thatthis
should extend to higherpowers
 kad,and conjectured thatthiscould beexplained by
theexistence ofsom em oregeneralclassofobjects,depending on a param etert,which
specialise to the representations ofthe m em bers of the exceptionalseries at certain
valuesoft).Thealgebrasalso m akeup theextended lastlineoftheFreudenthalm agic
square(in thiscontext,itisinterestingthatan appearanceofthem agicsquarehasbeen
noted,on a case-by-case basis,in studiesofR-and K -m atricesand the Yang-Baxter
equation (see forexam ple [42])). However,the deep sense in which the algebras (5.1)
form afam ily isstillratherm ysterious,and sothefactthatthey arefound in connection
with the continuoussetofPottsm odelsseem sto be quite suggestive. Inspired by this
coincidence,wecan consideran alternative labelling ofthe Pottsm odels,by setting

h
_(�)=

6�

3� �
: (5.2)

Thisparam etercoincideswith the dualCoxeternum berofthe relevantalgebra atthe
specialpoints,whereitisalso related to the param etera used in [36,37]by h_ = 1=a.
Two m ore interesting properties can now be noted -�rst,the ‘natural’range for �,
[0;3],is m apped to the range [0;1 ]for h_. At the Lie algebra related points,h_ is
in som e sensesa m easure ofthe com plexity ofthe corresponding scattering theory,so
this suggests that � = 3 m ay indeed be som e sort ofnaturalboundary also from the
S-m atrix pointofview. Second,there isone m ore specialpointforthe Potts m odels,
labelled ‘P’in appendix A and corresponding to � = 1

2
,which isq = 1 on the critical

branch {thepercolation point.Itisnaturaltoadd thispointto ourlist,asitthen gives
thespecialpointsa sym m etry under� ! 3� �.O nem ightworry thatthiswould spoil
thenicem atch with theexceptionalseriesofLie algebras,butin [36],Deligne rem arks
that it is naturalto add the trivialgroup e to the list (5.1),so long as it is assigned
the dualCoxeternum ber6=5. Thisisprecisely the value thatthe Pottsm odelswould
suggest,ifthe percolation value � = 1

2
issubstituted into (5.2).
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In fact,the exceptionalseries has (at least) one further m em ber: in [38],Deligne
and de M an rem ark that the superalgebra O Sp(1j2),with dualCoxeter num ber 3=2,
can beadded between e and A 1.(Thisto som e degree explainsthefact,already noted
by Cohen and de M an in [37], that for h_ = 3=2 various dim ension form ulae take
integervalues.) Can we�nd a r̂oleforthissuperalgebra in thePottsstory? Theanswer
turnsoutto be yes. Inverting (5.2),h_ = 3=2 correspondsto � = 3=5,q = (5�

p
5)=2

and c = 8=35. The construction ofdiagonalcoset m odels based on Lie superalgebras
seem s to be relatively unexplored territory,but som e facts about the relevant a�ne
superalgebrasare known.In particular,thelevelk O Sp(1j2)centralcharge is

c(O Sp(1j2)(k))=
2k

2k+ 3
(5.3)

(see,for exam ple,[43]and references therein). Assum ing that no subtleties interfere
with theusualcalculation,we then expect

c

 

O Sp(1j2)(1)� O Sp(1j2)(1)

O Sp(1j2)(2)

!

=
8

35
(5.4)

which is exactly the required value. Note that this is the centralcharge of a non-
unitary m inim alm odel,M 7;10. Thisdoesnotcontradict itsbeing realised asa coset,
since superalgebrasare involved. W hile notall�eldsofthe nonunitary m odelappear
in the corresponding Potts m odel,the identity and the energy operator are present,
and atleastin thissense we can claim to have found the superalgebra O Sp(1j2)to be
em bedded into the continuousfam ily ofq-state Pottsm odels.

Cohen and deM an [37]found onefurtherpointatwhich integersappearin dim ension
form ulae:translating into ournotationsitish_ = 24,� = 12=5.Asfarasweareaware,
nogroup-theoreticalinterpretation ofthispointisknown,butfrom thePottsperspective
itshould berelated to thetricriticalm odelatq= (5�

p
5)=2,orthe�12 perturbation of

them inim alm odelM 10;13 (with centralcharge38=65).Thisisparticularly tantalising:
lying between the E 7 and E 8 points,� = 12=5 isin the region wherewe have notbeen
able to close the bootstrap,and any new inform ation m ightgive usthe necessary hint
to resolve the problem s described in x4.3 above. Furtherm ore,there are independent
reasonsto think that� = 12=5 m ightbespecial:asm entioned in x4.3,for� > 12=5 the
S-m atrix elem ents involving B 8 have no physical-strip zeroes,perhaps signalling that
thisisthe pointatwhich the B 8 particle entersthe spectrum .

W hile we do not have any explanation as yet for why the link between the Potts
m odelsand the exceptionalsequence ofLie (super-)algebrasshould beso neat,we feel
that the coincidences are su�ciently striking to m erit further investigation. A better
understanding m ight shed light both on the structure ofthe Potts m odelS-m atrices,
and on thedeeperm eaning ofthe exceptionalseriesand the Deligne conjecture.
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A T he m ass spectrum
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M odel: P A 1 A 2 G 2 D 4 F4 E 6 E 7 E 8

m K 1
= m

m B 1
= 2m cos(�

2
� �

2�
)

m K 2
= 2m cos(�

3
� �

2�
)

m B 3
= 4m cos(�

2
� �

2�
)cos(�

2�
� �

6
)

m B 2
= 2m cos(�

2
� �

�
)

m B 5
= 4m cos(�

2
� �

�
)cos(�

3
� �

2�
)

m B 6
= 4m cos(�

2
� �

�
)cos(�

6
� �

2�
)

m B 7
= 8m cos(�

2
� �

2�
)cos(�

6
� �

2�
)cos(�

3
� �

�
)

m B 8
= 8m cos(�

2
� �

�
)cos(�

3
� �

2�
)cos(�

2�
):

The breather states are labelled so as to be m ass-ordered at the E 8 point � = 5

2
;

note also that the states K 3 and B 4 are only present in the m odelfor � = 9

4
and
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5

2
respectively, for reasons that were explained in x4.4. The solid dots indicate the

m assspectra ofthediagonalscattering theorieswhich occuratintegervaluesofq.For
� > 9

4
,the m assspectrum isalm ostcertainly incom plete,save forthe E 8 point� =

5

2
;

in addition,as discussed in x4.3,it is possible that the appearance ofthe B 8 particle
should be postponed to � > 12

5
. In the listofm odelidenti�cations,‘P’indicates that

the theory at � = 1

2
is related to the percolation problem . The rem aining entries are

Lie algebrasg,and signalthatthe corresponding m odelisrelated to a perturbation of
theg(1)� g(1)=g(2) cosetconform al�eld theory by its(1;1;adj)operator.

B Fusings and fusing angles for � < 9=4

This table sum m arises the fusings and fusing angles between particles in the region
where we have been able to close the bootstrap.Each entry showsthe particleswhich
can befound asbound statesofthe particleslisted along the top and leftofthe table,
togetherwith theangletatwhich each fusingoccurs.Dependingon thevalueof�,som e
ofthebound statesm ay beabsentfrom thespectrum .In such cases,thecorresponding
poleiseithero� the physicalstrip,orelse hasa Colem an-Thun explanation.
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As m entioned in x4.4,exceptionalcouplings appear at the points � = 2;9
4
;5
2
. Rather

than tabulate them here,we referthe readerto [22]forcom plete listings.
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C Extra fusings and fusing angles for � > 9=4

O ur results are incom plete for � > 9=4, and we cannot be sure that the bootstrap
closesatall.However,thereisgood evidence forthe existence ofatleastthree further
particles,nam ely B 6,B 7 and B 8.The�rsttwo weexpectto bepresentforall� > 9=4,
while B 8 m ay only enter the spectrum for � > 12=5. The following table sum m arises
theadditionalfusingsand fusing anglesinvolving thesenew particles.Furtherparticles
cannot be ruled out (indeed,they are m ost probably required ifthe bootstrap is to
close)and so we do notclaim thatthislistisexhaustive.
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D B ound state poles ofthe S-m atrix for � < 9=4

In this appendix we sum m arise the bound states ofthe scattering am plitudes which
appearfor� � 9

4
.Forthekink-kink am plitudes,thephysicalstrip polecontentsofeach

separate am plitude are given in tables3,5 and 6 ofthe m ain text;here we show their
locations (though not their orders) with a sym bolbxc,indicating that the com bined
setofam plitudeshaspolesatt= x and att= 1� x. The polesofthe otherS-m atrix
elem entscan beread o� quiteeasily from theirexplicitform ulae { in the following,we
add a subscript a to a block [x]to signify that a appears as forward-channelbound
state ofthatscattering process,at � = i�x. A question m ark indicates that,at least
forsom e range of� 2 (9

4
;3],the corresponding pole iscurrently unexplained. In spite

ofthe problem sin com pleting the bootstrap in the interval 9

4
< � < 5

2
,at� = 5

2
(ie.
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q= 1)theS-m atrix iswellbehaved and reducesto thatofthe E 8 related m odel.
In the plots,t = �

i�
as in the m ain text,and l = �. Double lines denote poles

ofeven order. G rey shading denotes presence ofa higherorder scattering process for
that pole. In general, direct channelpoles have solid lines and cross channelpoles
have dashed lines -for poles with no associated bound states the choice is arbitrary.
Forward-channelbound statepolesareidenti�ed on thegraphsby therelevantparticle,
while dotted grey shading indicates polesfor which we have yet to �nd a satisfactory
explanation.Thecrossings-overofpolesin theK 1K 1 and K 1K 2 scattering am plitudes
causenoproblem sfortheassignm entofforward and crossed channels,astheam plitudes
a�ected { S1 and S2 at� =

3

2
,and S3 at� = 2 { vanish atthesepoints.Thisextra zero

in the non-scalarfactorschangesthe analytic continuation,preserving the signsofthe
residues.

In each graph,thevalue� = 9

4
isindicated by a verticalline.Beyond thispointthe

problem sm entioned in x4.3 setin,and ourresultsm ustbeconsidered to beincom plete.
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D .2 K ink-breather and breather-breather S-m atrix elem ents,

1< � � 3
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D .3 A dditionalkink-breather and breather-breather S-m atrix

elem ents for 3
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D .4 A dditionalkink-breather and breather-breather S-m atrix

elem ents for 2< � � 9
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