arXiv:1110.6429v3 [hep-th] 18 Jan 2012

UUITP-30/11

Generalised scaling at subleading order

Lisa Freyhult^{a,1}

a Department of Physics and Astronomy, Uppsala University P.O. Box 803, S-75108, Uppsala, Sweden

Abstract

We study operators in the sl(2) sector of N = 4 SYM in the generalised scaling limit, where the spin is large and the length of the operator scales with the logarithm of the spin. At leading order in the large spin expansion the scaling dimension at strong coupling is given in terms of the free energy of the O(6) model. We investigate the first subleading corrections to the scaling dimension and find that these too can be derived from the O(6) model in the strong coupling limit.

1lisa.freyhult@physics.uu.se

1 Introduction and summary

In recent years much progress has been made in understanding the AdS/CFT correspondence and the theories related by it. Much of this progress is due to the unusual property of integrability for the constituent theories. This allows for the construction of a set of equations giving the spectrum of scaling dimensions in the planar theory. Originally the spectrum was constructed for long operators where the techniques of the asymptotic Bethe ansatz could be applied (for pedagogical reviews see [1]). This was later extended to include operators of arbitrary length and the spectrum in this case is given by a thermodynamic Bethe ansatz or a Y-system [2]. Recently, a proposal for a formulation of this system in terms of a finite number of non-linear integral equations (FiNLIE) was put forward [3].

In the construction of the solution to the spectral problem operators belonging to the sl(2) sector of the theory play an important role. These operators are built from complex scalar fields and covariant light-cone derivatives and can schematically be written as

Tr(D^M Z^L) + . . . (1.1)

where M is referred to as the spin of the operator and L is the length or the twist. In the limit of large spin the operators exhibit logarithmic scaling [4, 5], with an anomalous dimension

γ(g, M, L) = f(g) (log M + γ_E + (L − 2) log 2) + B_L(g) + . . . (1.2)

for the ground state. The function f(g) is the universal scaling function, or the cusp anomalous dimension, that can be constructed to all orders in g using integrability [6, 7]. The scaling function is a well tested quantity both at weak and strong coupling (see [8] for a review and references). Here we follow the convention where the coupling constant is related to the ’t Hooft coupling as g^2 =^λ_{16π2} . The new function appearing at subleading order, B_L(g), was studied in [9, 10] and found to be in agreement with the corresponding quantity obtained from the string sigma model [11,12]. Both f(g) and B_L(g) are quantities that can be tracked from weak to strong coupling. The interpolating properties of the functions make them good observables when studying the AdS/CFT correspondence. Considering the structure of the expansion in (1.2), one could be led to assume that the expansion in M would continue with new functions of the coupling constant appearing at each order. The dots in (1.2) are however quite non-trivial and interesting, and were studied for twist 2 operators in [12, 13]. The next order in the expansion is in that case of order^1_{log M} at strong coupling while at weak coupling it is suppressed by 1/M [14]. The strong coupling behavior was predicted from the string sigma model [15] and reproduced by including finite size corrections in [12, 13]. It was however found that the large spin limit considered in the strong and weak coupling limits are two different scaling limits and in order to find a reconciliation between the two regimes the series has to be resummed [13].

Another interesting limit for the operators (1.1) is the large spin limit where the twist scales logarithmically with the spin. This limit is referred to as generalised scaling. The anomalous dimension is in this case given by [5, 16–22] γ(g, M, L) = ( f(g) + ϵ(g,^L_{log M} ) ) log M + . . . . (1.3)

At strong coupling, in the special limit where g → ∞, M, L → ∞, L log M 1 m_{O(6)}

= fixed, (1.4) with m_{O(6)} given by

m_{O(6)} = √ 2 Γ(5/4)

(2πg)^{1/4}e^{−πg} (1 + O(1/g)) , (1.5)

the full sigma model on AdS_5 × S^5 reduces to the O(6) sigma model [17]. The scale, m_{O(6)} coincides with the mass of the O(6) model. In particular the anomalous dimension is given in terms of the free energy of the ground state of the O(6) model, ϵ(g,^L_{log M} ). Here we will study the first subleading corrections in the generalised scaling limit. The subleading corrections were first considered in [23] where the weak coupling expansion for small values of^{L−2}_{log M} was worked out. The strong coupling expansion, in a corresponding limit, was also considered and the results showed an intriguing structure which suggested a possible relation to the O(6) model. We revisit the calculation at strong coupling and explicitly demonstrate the relation between the subleading corrections and the O(6) model. We believe that our analysis can be taken as a starting point for investigating further corrections, similar to the case of finite twist [13], in the generalised scaling limit.

We find that the subleading corrections to the anomalous dimension in the limit^2 g → ∞, L, M → ∞, L − 2 R(M, g)m_{O(6)} = fixed, (1.6)

with R(M, g) = log^{2M}_g + . . . , (1.7)

can be written in terms of the the free energy of the O(6) model as well as the universal scaling function, f(g), and the virtual scaling function, B_L(g). The anomalous dimension reads

γ(g, L, M) = f(g)(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + B_L(g) + ϵ(g,^{L−2}_{R(M,g)} )R(M, g) + . . . . (1.8)

We note that the strong coupling expansion is organised in terms of the natural expansion parameter of the string sigma model, M/g.

The paper is organised as follows. In the next section we recall the integral equation incorporating the leading, as well as the subleading corrections. Our approach is based on the results of [18], the integral equation we derive is however completely equivalent to the integral equation constructed in [23]. The integral equation is derived from the asymptotic Bethe ansatz for the sl(2) sector where we construct a counting function so that the dynamics is described in terms of holes instead of Bethe roots (see [24] for an introduction to the method and further references).

We proceed by rearranging the integral equation into a form suitable for analysis at strong coupling. This formulation is then used to analyse the equation for the hole density at strong coupling. Our result shows that this equation, in the particular limit (1.6), is of the same form as the integral equation describing the ground state of the O(6) model. Furthermore, the anomalous dimension is computed at strong coupling and found to be mapped to the free energy of the O(6) model. Finally we identify the parameters of the model, which then allows us to write an explicit expression for the anomalous dimension in the relevant limit.

2At leading order this coincides with the limit (1.4)

2 An integral equation for subleading corrections

A particularly useful way to organise the large spin expansion of twist two operators in the sl(2) sector is to use the counting function. This approach was introduced in [25] and widely used therafter (see [24] and references therein). Studying the counting function instead of the density of Bethe roots amounts to a change of reference state, where the dynamical variables are holes rather than Bethe roots. For the sl(2) sector the number of holes equals the length of the operator, and hence the twist two case becomes particularly simple [5, 18, 19].

In the following we will be interested in large spin operators in the sl(2) sector where the length scales with the logarithm of the spin. In this case the advantage of the method is less obvious, nevertheless we will demonstrate in the following the usefulness of constructing the solution in terms of the hole density.

Restricting to the ground state, the counting function, Z(u), becomes an odd function. Keeping only the terms relevant for the leading and first subleading corrections, it reads [18] for t > 0 tẐ(t) = 2πLe^{t/2}J_0(2gt) i(e^t − 1) − 4π cos(^{Mt√}_2 ) i(e^t − 1) − 4π i t e^t − 1 log 2 δ(t) − 2π i(e^t − 1) ∫_a −a duρ_h(u) cos(tu) − 4g^2te^{t/2} e^t − 1 ∫_∞ 0 dt^′e^{−t′/2}K(2gt, 2gt^′) ( t^′Ẑ(t^′) − 4π i cos(^{Mt′√}_2 ) − 2π i ∫_a −a duρ_h(u) cos(t^′u) ) (2.1)

where we have anticipated logarithmic scaling, L ∼ log M. In total there are L holes. Two of them are large, of order M and are responsible for the explicit M dependence in (2.1). The remaining L − 2 holes are represented by means of the density, ρ_h(u), defined as

2πρ_h(u) = ∫_∞ 0 dt 2π Ẑ(t)t cos(tu)2i, −a ≤ u ≤ a, with ∫_a −a ρ_h(u)du = L − 2. (2.2)

In Fourier space we have ρ̂_h(t) = 2i ∫_∞ 0 dt^′ π K_h(t, t^′)t^′Ẑ(t^′). (2.3)

with K_h(t, t^′) = ∫_a −a du 4π cos(ut) cos(ut^′). (2.4)

The kernel in (2.1) is the BES kernel [7] which can be represented as

K(2gt, 2gt^′) = K_+(2gt, 2gt^′) + K_−(2gt, 2gt^′) + 8g^2 ∫_∞ 0 dt^{′′} t^{′′} e^{t′′} − 1 K_−(2gt, 2gt^{′′})K_+(2gt^{′′}, 2gt^′) (2.5) with

K_+(t, t^′) = 2 tt^′ ∞∑ n=1 (2n − 1)J_{2n−1}(t)J_{2n−1}(t^′)

K_−(t, t^′) = 2 tt^′ ∞∑ n=1 2nJ_{2n}(t)J_{2n}(t^′). (2.6)

Note that if we had kept L finite while expanding for large M, the endpoints given by a would have vanished at this order and the L − 2 holes would have been concentrated around the origin. In this case the counting function reduces to the one for the so called virtual corrections [9, 10].

Substituting (2.2) into (2.1) we obtain the integral equation for the counting function, tẐ(t) = 2πLe^{t/2}J_0(2gt) i(e^t − 1) − 4π cos(^{Mt√}_2 ) i(e^t − 1) − 4π i t e^t − 1 log 2 δ(t) (2.7) − 4te^{t/2} (e^t − 1) ∫_∞ 0 dt^′e^{−t′/2}K̃(t, t^′)t^′Ẑ(t^′) + 16πte^{t/2} i(e^t − 1) ∫_∞ 0 dt^′g^2e^{−t′/2}K(2gt, 2gt^′) cos(^{Mt′√}_2 ). To simplify notation, we have introduced the kernel K̃(t, t^′) = e^{−t/2}e^t ′/2 t K_h(t, t^′) + g^2K(2gt, 2gt^′) − 4g^2 ∫_∞ 0 dt^{′′}e^{−t′′/2}e^{t′/2}K(2gt, 2gt^{′′})K_h(t^{′′}, t^′). (2.8) To facilitate the large M expansion we introduce σ̂(t) = − i 16π e^{−t/2} ( tẐ(t) + 4π i cos(^{Mt√}_2 ) + log 2 t δ(t) − 1

e^t − 1 ) . (2.9)

After expanding for large values of M and keeping leading and subleading terms we find

σ̂(t) = t e^t − 1 ( − L 8 J_0(2gt) t + e^{−t/2} 4t + K̃(t, 0) (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2)

+ ∫_∞ 0 dt^′ ( K̃(t, t^′) − K̃(t, 0)e^{t′} ) e−t^′/2 e^{t′} − 1 − 4 ∫_∞ 0 dt^′K̃(t, t^′)σ̂(t^′) ) . (2.10)

This integral equation together with the anomalous dimension expressed in terms of σ̂(t) determines the leading and subleading corrections to the anomalous dimension in the large spin expansion. For technical reasons, and in particular to stress the relationship with the O(6) model, it will prove convenient to instead work with the corresponding expression for the hole density (2.2), 1 8 ρ̂_h(t) = K_h(t, 0) (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + ∫_∞ 0 dt^′(K_h(t, t^′) − K_h(t, 0)e^{t′ /2}) 1 e^{t′} − 1 − 4 ∫_∞ 0 dt^′K_h(t, t^′)e^{t′ /2}σ̂(t^′), (2.11)

as was done for the leading order in [21]. Further, we split σ̂(t) as follows

σ̂(t) = 1 e^t − 1 ( g 2 γ(2gt) − L 8 J_0(2gt) + e^{−t/2} 4 + e^{−t/2}ρ̂_h(t) 8 ) . (2.12)

This allows us to rewrite (2.10) into γ(2gt) = 2t g [ K(t, 0) (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + ∫_∞ 0 dt^′ ( K(t, t^′) − K(t, 0)e^{t′} ) e−t^′/2 e^{t′} − 1 − 4 ∫_∞ 0 dt^′K(t, t^′)σ̂(t^′) ] (2.13) with the kernel K(t, t^′) = g^2K(2gt, 2gt^′) − 4g^2 ∫_∞ 0 dt^{′′}e^{−t′′/2}e^{t′/2}K(2gt, 2gt^{′′})K_h(t^{′′}, t^′). (2.14) The definition (2.9) allows for a simple expression for the anomalous dimension,

γ = 16g^2 lim_{t→0} γ(2gt) 2gt . (2.15)

To the relevant order in the large spin expansion the normalisation condition (2.2) reduce to 4a π (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + 8 ∫_∞ 0 dt(K_h(t, 0) − K_h(0, 0)) 1 e^t − 1 −32 ∫_∞ 0 dtK_h(t, 0)e^{t/2}σ̂(t) = ρ̂_h(0) = L − 2. (2.16)

The integral equations presented above, taken together with the anomalous dimension (2.15) and the normalisation condition (2.16), are completely equivalent to the equations in [23].

3 Strong coupling analysis

Here we will analyse the subleading corrections by applying the methods developed for the leading order [21, 26]. The first step is to write the equation (2.13) on a suitable form for studying strong coupling. This will then be used to establish that the strong coupling expansion of the equation for the hole density coincides, in form, with the integral equation for the ground state of the O(6) model. Finally we use Wronskian relations similarly to [21, 9, 26] to relate the parameters in the models.

To rewrite (2.13) on a suitable for for the large g expansion we follow the approach of splitting γ(t) and the equations into an even and an odd part [27, 28],

γ(t) = γ_+(t) + γ_−(t). (3.1)

Using the notation for the kernels in (2.5)-(2.6) we obtain,

γ_+(2gt) 2gt = K_−(2gt, 0) (log M+γ_E+2 log 2) + ∫_∞ 0 dt^′ ( K_−(2gt, 2gt^′) − K_−(2gt, 0)e^{t′} ) e−t^′/2 e^{t′} − 1 − 4 ∫_∞ 0 dt^′K_−(2gt, 2gt^′) ( σ̂(t^′) + 1 8 e^{−t′/2}ρ_h(t^′) − g e^{t′} − 1 γ_−(2gt^′) ) . γ_−(2gt) 2gt = K_+(2gt, 0) (log M+γ_E+2 log 2) + ∫_∞ 0 dt^′ ( K_+(2gt, 2gt^′) − K_+(2gt, 0)e^{t′} ) e−t^′/2 e^{t′} − 1 − 4 ∫_∞ 0 dt^′K_+(2gt, 2gt^′) ( σ̂(t^′) + 1 8 e^{−t′/2}ρ_h(t^′) ) (3.2)

Expanding the even and the odd part of γ(t) in a Neumann series [27],

γ_−(t) = 2 ∞∑ n=1 (2n − 1)J_{2n−1}(t)γ_{2n−1}

γ_+(t) = 2 ∞∑ n=1 2nJ_{2n}(t)γ_{2n}, (3.3) the equations can be expressed as ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n}(2gt) ( γ_+(2gt) 1 − e^{−t} − γ_−(2gt) e^t − 1 ) = h_{2n} ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n−1}(2gt) ( γ_+(2gt) e^t − 1 + γ_−(2gt) 1 − e^{−t} ) = h_{2n−1} + 1 2 δ_{n,1}(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) (3.4)

with

h_n = 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 dt J_n(2gt) 2gt ( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2}ρ̂_h(t) e^t − 1 ) − δ_{n,1} 2 ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{t/2} e^t − 1

. (3.5)

After a change of variables [27],

γ_+(it) + iγ_−(it) = sin(^t_{4g} ) √ 2 sin(^t_{4g} +^π_4 )

(Γ_+(it) + iΓ_−(it)) , (3.6)

and by making use of the Jacobi-Anger expansion, (3.4) gives ∫_∞ 0 dt ( e^{itu}Γ_−(t) − e^{−itu}Γ_+(t) ) = 2(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + ∫_∞ 0 dt (( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) e^{2igtu} − 2 e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ) , −1 ≤ u ≤ 1. (3.7)

We stress that we have merely rearranged the equations in order to facilitate the strong coupling analysis. The above equations could also be used to study the weak coupling limit, though this would be less convenient.

3.1 The hole density at strong coupling In the following we will study the strong coupling limit of the hole density. The starting point is the expression for the density, obtained by the inverse Fourier transform of (2.11) where σ̂(t) is exchanged for γ(t) by means of (2.12), 1 8 ∫_∞ −∞ dt 2π e^{ikt}ρ̂_h(t) = 1 4π (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + ∫_∞ 0 dt 4π (cos(kt) − e^{t/2}) 1 e^t − 1 − 4 ∫_∞ 0 dt 4π cos(kt) e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ( g 2 γ(2gt) − L 8 J_0(2gt) + e^{−t/2} 4 + e^{−t/2} 8 ρ̂_h(t) ) , −a ≤ k ≤ a(3.8) Equation (3.8) contains the integral I(k) = −g ∫_∞ 0 dt 2π cos(kt) e^{t/2} e^t − 1 γ(2gt), (3.9)

which we rewrite as in [21]. We change variables as in (3.6), use the relations,

cos(kt) cosh(^t_{4g} ) cosh(^t_{2g} ) = √ 2g ∫_∞ −∞ du cos(ut) cosh(gπ(u + k)) cosh(2gπ(u + k))

(3.10)

cos(kt) sinh(^t_{4g} ) cosh(^t_{2g} ) = √ 2g ∫_∞ −∞ du sin(ut) sinh(gπ(u + k)) cosh(2gπ(u + k))

, (3.11) and find πI(k) = − g 4 √ 2 ∫_∞ 0 dt ∫_∞ −∞ du ( cos(ut) cosh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} ))

(Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t))

+ sin(ut) sinh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} ))

(Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t)) ) . (3.12)

Splitting the integral over u as ∫_∞ −∞ = ∫_1 −1 + ∫_∞ 1 + ∫_{−1} −∞ (3.7) can be used and the large g limit taken (see Appendix A for details).We then find I(k) = − 1 4π (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + m̃ 16 cosh (_{πk} 2 )

− 1 4π ∫_∞ 0 dt [( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2}ρ̂_h(t) e^t − 1 ) e^{t/2} e^t + e^{−t} cos(kt) − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ] (3.13)

where m̃ 16 = 1 √ 2π^2 e^{−πg} (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) − g 2π e^{−πg} ∫_∞ 0 dt Re [ Γ_+ + iΓ_− t + iπg e^{i(t−π/4)} ]

+ 1 4π e^{−πg} ∫_∞ 0 dt [( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2}ρ̂_h(t) e^t − 1 ) Re [ i t + iπ/2 e^{i(2gt−π/4)} ] − 2 √ 2 π e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ] .(3.14)

With the result of (3.13), (3.8) becomes ∫_∞ −∞ dt 2π ρ̂_h(t)e^{ikt} = m̃ cosh(^{πk}_2 ) + L π ∫_∞ 0 dtJ_0(2gt) cos(kt) sinh(^t_2 ) cosh(t) + 1 π ∫_∞ 0 dt cos(kt) e^t + 1 e^{2t} + 1 ρ̂_h(t). (3.15)

The integral containing the Bessel function, J_0(2gt), can be computed at strong coupling [21], L π ∫_∞ 0 dtJ_0(2gt) cos(kt) sinh(^t_2 ) cosh(t) = L π √ g e^{−πg} cosh^{πk}_2 (1 + O(1/g)) (3.16)

We conclude that the holes satisfy the following equation, to leading order in the large g expansion,

ρ_h(θ) = m cosh(θ) + ∫ πa_2 − πa2 dθ^′ρ_h(θ^′)K(θ − θ^′) (3.17)

with K(θ) = 1 4π^2 ( ψ(1 +^i_{2π} θ) + ψ(1 −^i_{2π} θ) − ψ(^1_2 +^i_{2π} θ) − ψ(^1_2 −^i_{2π} θ) + 2π cosh(θ) ) . In the above we have introduced

m = m̃ + L π √ g e^{−πg} + . . . (3.18)

and θ = πk/2. This integral equation is of the same form as the integral equation for the ground state of the O(6) model [29,30]. In the next section we will discuss how the parameters of the models are related.

It is possible to express the anomalous dimension at strong coupling in terms of known functions and the hole density as follows (we refer to Appendix B for details),

γ = 16g^2γ^{(0)}_1 (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + 16g^2γ^{(1)}_1 (3.19)

γ^{(1)}_1 = m_{O(6)} 8g^2 ∫_a −a dkρ_h(k) ( cosh(^{πk}_2 ) − 1 ) + 1 16g^2 B_L(g) where m_{O(6)} is the mass of the O(6) model (1.5).

3.2 Relating the parameters We have seen that the structure of the subleading corrections show a similarity to the O(6) model. In order to quantify this similarity we compute the parameter m.

The parameter m in the effective equation for the holes contains the functions Γ_±(t) which are solutions to the system of equations (3.4). To leading order in the large M limit these equations were solved in [27, 26]. The analysis for equations of this type is quite involved, but luckily in this case there is no need to explicitly solve the equations. We will be able to write the expression for the parameter m in terms of known quantities. The expression for m will involve the leading large M solution to the two first orders in the expansion of the non-perturbative parameter m_{O(6)}.

In [26] the non-perturbative corrections to the scaling function, f(g), were analysed and the relevant corrections to the density computed. This involved the study of the equations ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n}(t) ( γ̂_+(t) 1 − e^{−t/2g} − γ̂_−(t) e^{t/2g} − 1 ) = ĥ_{2n}(g) ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n−1}(t) ( γ̂_−(t) 1 − e^{−t/2g} + γ̂_+(t) e^{t/2g} − 1 ) = ĥ_{2n−1}(g) (3.20)

where

ĥ_{2n} = 2m^′ π ∫_∞ 0 dt J_{2n}(t) t^2 + (πg)^2 ( πg e^{t/2g} − 1 + t 1 − e^{−t/2g} )

ĥ_{2n−1} = 2m^′ π ∫_∞ 0 dt J_{2n−1}(t) t^2 + (πg)^2 ( t e^{t/2g} − 1 − πg 1 − e^{−t/2g} ) . (3.21)

The parameter m^′ was introduced in [26] and is proportional to m_{O(6)}. We will keep the factors m^′ in place to conform to the same notation as in that paper. Our final result will however not depend on the parameter m^′. We will make use of the fact that the solution to these equations is known. The form of the left hand side of (3.20) coincides with our equations (3.4), while the right hand sides differ. This motivates the introduction of an auxiliary variable, x, and the construction of the following system of equations, ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n}(t) ( γ_+(t, x) 1 − e^{−t/2g} − γ_−(t, x) e^{t/2g} − 1 ) = (1 − x)h_{2n} + xĥ_{2n}(g) ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n−1}(t) ( γ_−(t, x) 1 − e^{−t/2g} + γ_+(t, x) e^{t/2g} − 1 ) = 1 2 (1 − x)δ_{n,1}(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2)

+ (1 − x)h_{2n−1} + x ĥ_{2n−1}(g). (3.22)

x = 1 corresponds to the system (3.20) and x = 0 corresponds to (3.4), the equations for γ(t).

Multiplying the equations by 2(2n)γ_{2n}(x^′) and 2(2n − 1)γ_{2n−1}(x^′) respectively, summing over n and finally subtracting the two equations from each other leads to the relation [21] ∑ n ( (1 − x)h_{2n}2(2n)γ_{2n}(x^′) + xĥ_{2n}2(2n)γ_{2n}(x^′) ) − γ_1(x^′)(1 − x)(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) − ∑ n ( (1 − x)h_{2n−1}2(2n − 1)γ_{2n−1}(x^′) + xĥ_{2n−1}2(2n − 1)γ_{2n−1}(x^′) ) − (x ↔ x^′) = 0. (3.23)

Setting x = 1 and x^′ = 0 gives ∑ n (^ h_{2n−1}2(2n − 1)γ_{2n−1} − ĥ_{2n}2(2n)γ_{2n} )

= γ̂_1(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + ∑ n ( h_{2n−1}2(2n − 1)γ̂_{2n−1} − h_{2n}2(2n)γ̂_{2n} ) . (3.24)

Evaluating the right and left hand sides and keeping terms to leading order in the nonperturbative expansion O(e^{−πg}) we find after some algebra (see Appendix C) − 8g π e^{−πg} ∫_∞ 0 Re ( Γ_+(t) + iΓ_−(t) t + iπg e^{i(t−π/4)} )

= ( m_{O(6)} − 8 √ 2 π^2 e^{−πg} ) (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2)

− 4 π e^{−πg} ∫_∞ 0 dt [( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) Re ( ie^{−iπ/4}e^{2igt} t + iπ/2 ) − 2 √ 2 π e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ]

+ 2 √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 dt [( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) δγ_−(2gt) − δγ_+(2gt) 4gt − m^′m_{O(6)} 2 √ 2g e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ] . (3.25)

Substituting this expression into the mass parameter (3.14) we find that m can be expressed entirely in terms of known functions,

m = m_{O(6)}(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + L π √ g e^{−πg} (3.26) + 2 √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 dt [( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) δγ_−(2gt) − δγ_+(2gt) 2gt − √ 2m_{O(6)}m^′ 4g e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ] . In the above we have used the notation introduced in [26],

γ̂_−(2gt) − γ̂_+(2gt) = δγ_−(2gt) − δγ_+(2gt) + 2 √ 2m_{O(6)}t π Re ( ie^{−iπ/4} t + iπ/2 ) . (3.27)

δγ_± scales with m^2_{O(6)}. Comparing with the O(6) model and the limit in which it appears at leading order we conclude that the scaling when including subleading corrections is L−2 ∼ m_{O(6)} log M (see also [23]). Hence the terms in (3.26) proportional to L−2 will be subleading at large coupling. Further, the hole density is proportional to m_{O(6)} and the terms in (3.26) containing it will be subleading as well. With the change of variables, analogous to (3.6) [26], δγ_+(it) + iδγ_−(it) = sin(^t_{4g} ) √ 2 sin(^t_{4g} +^π_4 )

(δΓ_+(it) + iδΓ_−(it)) , (3.28) we hence find that the terms surviving in the scaling limit are

m = m_{O(6)} (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + 2 π √ g e^{−πg} − 4 √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 ( δΓ_−(2gt) + δΓ_+(2gt) 2gt + √ 2m_{O(6)}m^′ 8g e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ) . (3.29)

This is evaluated using the solution for δΓ_±(t) [26] (see appendix C) and we find

m = m_{O(6)} ( log^{2M}_g + . . . ) . (3.30)

3.3 The anomalous dimension at strong coupling

From the above considerations we conclude that in the limit g → ∞, L, M → ∞, L − 2 R(M, g)m_{O(6)} = fixed (3.31)

with R(M, g) = log^{2M}_g + . . . , (3.32)

the anomalous dimension can be expressed in terms of the hole density (3.19). The hole density satisfies the integral equation of the O(6) model (3.17) with the mass parameter (3.30). Further the density is normalised as (2.2). From this we conclude that the anomalous dimension can be written in terms of the free energy of the ground state of the O(6) model, ϵ(g,^{L−2}_{R(M,g)} ), and the functions, f(g) and B_L(g), that appear at leading order

γ(g, L, M) = f(g)(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + B_L(g) + ϵ(g,^{L−2}_{R(M,g)} )R(M, g). (3.33)

Keeping the first terms at strong coupling the anomalous dimension becomes γ(g, L, M) = ( f(g) + ϵ ( g, (L − 2)/ log^M_g )) log M g + . . . . (3.34)

Our analysis of the strong coupling expansion as well as the result (3.34) differs from [23]. In [23] the equations were first expanded for small values of a and then evaluated at small and large coupling. We believe that the expansion for small a is problematic for the subleading corrections at strong coupling. Our results are in line with what should be expected from string theory [17] where the natural expansion parameter is large M/g, in contrast to large M as in the gauge theory.

4 Conclusions

We studied the subleading corrections to the anomalous dimension in the generalised scaling limit. At strong coupling we found that the integral equations derived from the asymptotic Bethe ansatz reduce to the equations for the ground state of the O(6) model. This was observed to happen at leading order in the large spin expansion and here we conclude that the behavior generalise also to the subleading order. Further, the anomalous dimension was written in terms of the free energy of the O(6) model. This fact is particularly convenient as it allows us to write down explicit expressions for the scaling dimension in various limits by exploiting results already existing in the literature [30, 21, 22, 32].

Our results seem quite natural from the sigma model point of view [17] since the natural expansion parameter in that case is not large M but rather large M/g. It would however be interesting to understand the subleading corrections in more detail from the sigma model.

It would also be interesting to continue the large spin expansion to the next order, O(^1_{log M} ). Here we expect the relation to the O(6) model to break down. It would be interesting to study the corrections to it, in particular since at this order finite size corrections should start contributing [13].

The O(6) model appears when studying the lowest energy state of the spinning folded string or the corresponding operator. The highest excited state corresponds to the spiky string [33] and the structure of the Bethe ansatz solution to leading order is quite similar to the lowest energy state [34]. In this case we would expect the relation to the O(6) model to be broken at first subleading order but it could be interesting to study this in more detail.

Acknowledgements

I would like to thank J. Minahan, A. Rej and S. Zieme for discussions and helpful suggestions. I also thank J. Minahan for reading the manuscript and B. Basso, D. Fioravanti and M. Rossi for helpful correspondence. This research was supported in part by the Swedish research council (VR).

A Computing the integral I(k)

We consider the evaluation of the integral (3.12) at large coupling. We split the integral over u as, ∫_∞ −∞ = ∫_1 −1 + ∫_{−1} −∞ + ∫_∞ 1 , and use (3.7) to obtain

πI(k) = − g 4 √ 2 ∫_∞ 0 dt( ∫_{−1} −∞ + ∫_∞ 1 )du ( cos(ut) cosh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} ))

(Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t))

+ sin(ut) sinh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} ))

(Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t)) )

− g 4 √ 2 ∫_1 −1 du cosh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} ))

2(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2)

− g 4 √ 2 ∫_1 −1 du cosh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) (∫_∞ 0 dt ( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) cos(2gtu) − 2 e^{t/2} e^t − 1 )

− g 4 √ 2 ∫_1 −1 du sinh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) ∫_∞ 0 dt ( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) sin(2gtu) (A.1)

At large g we have

∫_1 −1 ( cosh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cos(2gtu) + sinh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) sin(2gtu) ) = 2 √ 2g cos(kt) e^{t/2} e^t + e^{−t} − ∫_{−1} −∞ du e^{gπu+πk/2}(cos(2gtu) + sin(2gtu)) − ∫_∞ 1 du e^{−gπu−πk/2}(cos(2gtu) − sin(2gtu)) = √ 2 g cos(kt) e^{t/2} e^t + e^{−t} + 2 cosh(^{πk}_2 ) ∫_∞ 1 due^{−πgu}(cos(2gtu) − sin(2gtu)) = √ 2 g cos(kt) e^{t/2} e^t + e^{−t} − √ 2 g e^{−πg} cosh(^{πk}_2 )Re [ i t + iπ/2 e^{2igt−πi/4} ] . (A.2)

Similarly we evaluate ( ∫_{−1} −∞ + ∫_∞ 1 )du ( cos(ut) cosh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} ))

(Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t))

+ sin(ut) sinh(gπ(u +^k_{2g} )) cosh(2gπ(u +^k_{2g} ))

(Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t)) )

= 2 cosh(^{πk}_2 ) ∫_∞ 1 due^{−πgu} (cos(ut)(Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t)) + sin(ut)(Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t))) = 2 √ 2 cosh(^{πk}_2 )e^{−πg} Re [ 1 t + iπg (Γ_+(t) + iΓ_−(t))e^{it−iπ/4} ] . (A.3)

Combining the above results we arrive at (3.13).

B The anomalous dimension

The anomalous dimension is given by (2.15). Equivalently, with the help of (3.1) and (3.3), we can write γ = 16g^2γ_1. γ_1 can be obtained by making use of the Wronskian relations, as in [21,9], which are derived as follows. Starting from (3.4) we introduce a new set of equations which contain an auxiliary variable x, ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n}(2gt) ( γ_+(2gt, x) 1 − e^{−t} − γ_−(2gt, x) e^t − 1 ) = xh_{2n} ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n−1}(2gt) ( γ_+(2gt, x) e^t − 1 + γ_−(2gt, x) 1 − e^{−t} ) = 1 2 (1 − x)δ_{n,1} + xh_{2n−1}, (B.1)

where x = 0 corresponds to the BES equation [6,7,27] and x = 1 corresponds to the new piece added here. Multiplying the equations by 2 · 2nγ_{2n}(x^′) and 2(2n − 1)γ_{2n−1}(x^′), respectively, summing over n and finally subtracting the two resulting equations we find ∫_∞ 0 dt t ( γ_+(2gt, x^′)γ_+(2gt, x) − γ_−(2gt, x)γ_−(2gt, x^′) 1 − e^{−t} + γ_+(2gt, x^′)γ_−(2gt, x) + γ_−(2gt, x^′)γ_+(2gt, x^′) e^t − 1 )

= x ∞∑ n=1 h_{2n}2 2nγ_{2n}(x^′) − (1 − x)γ_1(x^′) − x ∞∑ n=1 h_{2n−1}2(2n − 1)γ_{2n−1}(x^′). (B.2)

Using that the left hand side is odd under x ↔ x^′ and setting x = 1 and x^′ = 0 we find

γ_1 = ∞∑ n=1 2 2nh_{2n}γ_{2n}(0) − ∞∑ n=1 2 (2n − 1)h_{2n−1}γ_{2n−1}(0)

= ∫_∞ 0 dt (( L 2 J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − L − 2 2 e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ) γ^{(0)}_+ (2gt) − γ^{(0)}_− (2gt) 2gt − 2γ^{(0)}_1 e^{t/2} e^t − 1 )

− ∫_∞ 0 dt γ^{(0)}_+ (2gt) − γ^{(0)}_− (2gt) 2gt 1 2 e^{t/2} e^t − 1

(ρ̂_h(t) − ρ̂_h(0)) , (B.3)

where γ^{(0)}_± denote the solutions to the BES equation. To obtain the above we used the normalisation condition for the hole density (2.16). Using J_0(2gt) = 1 − 2 ∑_∞ n=1 J_{2n}(2gt) and the orthogonality of Bessel functions the first part can be identified with the virtual scaling function B_L(g),

γ_1 = 1 16g^2 B_L(g) − ∫_∞ 0 dt γ^{(0)}_+ (2gt) − γ^{(0)}_− (2gt) 2gt 1 2 e^{t/2} e^t − 1

(ρ̂_h(t) − ρ̂_h(0)) . (B.4)

Following [21] we find to leading orders in the large g exansion

γ_1 = 1 16g^2

B_L(g) + m_{O(6)} 8g^2 ∫_a −a dkρ_h(k) ( cosh(^{πk}_2 ) − 1 ) . (B.5)

Putting everything together we obtain (3.19).

C The mass parameter

The first non-perturbative corrections to the cusp anomalous dimension were computed in [26]. They are given by the functions δγ_±(t) which satisfy ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n}(t) ( δγ_+(t) 1 − e^{−t/2g} − δγ_−(t) e^{t/2g} − 1 ) = 0 ∫_∞ 0 dt t J_{2n−1}(t) ( δγ_−(t) 1 − e^{−t/2g} + δγ_+(t) e^{t/2g} − 1 ) = 0. (C.1)

These functions are related to γ̂_±(t) (3.20) as in [26]

δγ_+(t) = γ̂_+(t) − 2m^′ π t^2 t^2 + π^2g^2

(C.2)

δγ_−(t) = γ̂_−(t) + 2gm^′t t^2 + π^2g^2

(C.3)

where they were explicitly written down. The explicit solution reads δγ_+(it) + iδγ_−(it) = sin(^t_{4g} ) √ 2 sin(^t_{4g} +^π_4 )

(δΓ_+(it) + iδΓ_−(it)) (C.4)

where δΓ_+(4πgit) + iδΓ_−(4πgit) = δf_0(4πgt)V_0(4πgt) + δf_1(4πgt)V_1(4πgt) (C.5) with

δf_0(4πgt) = Λ^2 ( 1 4πg ( Γ(3/4)Γ(1 − t)

2Γ(3/4 − t) − Γ(5/4)Γ(1 + t)

2Γ(5/4 + t) ) + O(1/g^2) ) (C.6)

δf_1(4πgt) = Λ^2 ( 1 4πg Γ(5/4)Γ(1 + t) Γ(5/4 + t)

+ O(1/g^2) ) (C.7)

V_n(t) = √ 2 π ∫_1 −1 du ( 1 + u 1 − u )_{1/4} e^{ut} (1 + u)^n

. (C.8)

Λ is the nonperturbative scale, Λ^2 = −π √ 2gm^′m_{O(6)}.

We will make use of this solution by using the Wronskian relations (3.24) to write an expression for the mass parameter, appearing in our effective equations, in terms of δγ_±(t). The left hand side of (3.24) reads, after the change of variables (C.4), − m^′ π ∫_∞ 0 dt [ πg t^2 + (πg)^2

(Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t)) + t t^2 + (πg)^2

(Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t)) ]

= − m^′ π ∫_∞ 0 due^{−πgu} ∫_∞ 0 dt [ cos(ut) (Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t)) + sin(ut) (Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t)) ] . (C.9)

Splitting the integral over u as ∫_∞ 0 = ∫_1 0 + ∫_∞ 1 and using (3.7) this can be approximated at strong coupling by − m^′ π ∫_1 0 due^{−πgu} ∫_∞ 0 dt [( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) (cos(2gtu) + sin(2gtu)) − 2 e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ]

− 2(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) m^′ π ∫_1 0 due^{−πgu} − m_{O(6)} π ∫_∞ 1 due^{−πgu} ∫_∞ 0 dt [ cos(ut) (Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t)) + sin(ut) (Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t)) ] . (C.10)

Integration over u results in

∫_1 0 due^{−πgu} (cos(2gtu) + sin(2gtu)) = 1 √ 2g Re ( −ie^{−iπ/4} t + iπ/2 (e^{2igt−πg} − 1) ) (C.11) ∫_∞ 1 due^{−πgu} (cos(ut)(Γ_−(t) − Γ_+(t)) + sin(ut)(Γ_−(t) + Γ_+(t))) = √ 2e^{−πg}Re ( e^{i(t−π/4)} t + iπg (Γ_+(t) + iΓ_−(t)) ) . (C.12)

Hence the left hand side becomes − 2m^′ π^2g

(1 − e^{−πg})(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) − m^′ πg ∫_∞ 0 dt (( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) Re (_{i√} 2 e^{−iπ/4} t + iπ/2 (1 − e^{2igt−πg}) ) − 2 π (1 − e^{−πg}) e^{t/2} e^t − 1 )

− m^′ π ∫_∞ 0 √ 2e^{−πg} Re ( e^{i(t−π/4)} t + iπg (Γ_+(t) + iΓ_−(t)) ) (C.13)

For the right hand side of the equation (3.24) we find

γ̂_1(log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 dt [( L J_0(2gt) e^t − 1 − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ρ̂_h(t) ) γ̂_−(2gt) − γ̂_+(2gt) 4gt − 2γ̂_1 e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ] . (C.14)

With the help of (C.2) and the explicit expression for γ̂_1,

γ̂_1 = − 2m^′ π^2g + m^′m_{O(6)} 4 √ 2 , (C.15)

the right hand side is rewritten and (3.24) can be rearranged as in (3.25). This relation allows us to write the mass parameter as (3.26).

Using the relation for the Bessel functions, J_0(2gt) = 1−2 ∑_∞ n=1 J_{2n}(2gt) and the equations (C.1) the mass parameter (3.26) can be further rewritten as

m = m_{O(6)} (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + L π √ g e^{−πg} + 4 √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 ( δγ_−(2gt) gt(e^t − 1) − δγ_+(2gt) gt(1 − e^{−t}) − m_{O(6)}m^′ 4 √ 2g e^{t/2} e^t − 1 )

− (L − 2) √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 dt ( δγ_−(2gt) gt(e^{t/2} + 1) + δγ_+(2gt) gt(e^{−t/2} + 1) )

− 4 √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{t/2} e^t − 1

(ρ̂_h(t) − ρ̂_h(0)) δγ_−(2gt) − δγ_+(2gt) 2gt . (C.16)

After the change of variables (C.4) the above expression reads

m = m_{O(6)} (log M + γ_E + 2 log 2) + L π √ g e^{−πg} − 4 √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 ( δΓ_−(2gt) + δΓ_+(2gt) 2gt + m_{O(6)}m^′ 4 √ 2g e^{t/2} e^t − 1 )

− (L − 2) √ 2g 2m^′ ∫_∞ 0 dt t [( 1 − cosh(^t_{4g} ) cosh(^t_{2g} ) ) (δΓ_−(t) + δΓ_+(t)) + sin(^t_{4g} ) cosh(^t_{2g} )

(δΓ_−(t) − δΓ_+(t)) ]

− 4 √ 2g m^′ ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{t/2} e^t − 1

(ρ̂_h(t) − ρ̂_h(0)) δγ_−(2gt) − δγ_+(2gt) 2gt . (C.17)

Of the integrals in this expression we first consider ∫_∞ 0 ( δΓ_−(2gt) + δΓ_+(2gt) 2gt + m_{O(6)}m^′ 4 √ 2g e^{t/2} e^t − 1 ) . (C.18)

The functions special functions V_{0,1}(t) in (C.5) can be written in terms of Bessel functions,

V_0(t) = 1 2 ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^{k+1}

Γ(k − 1/2) Γ(k + 1)Γ(1/2) (J_{2k}(it) + iJ_{2k−1}(it))

V_1(t) = 2 ∞∑ k=0 (−1)^{k+1}

Γ(k − 1/2) Γ(k + 1)Γ(1/2)

(−(k − 1/2)J_{2k} (it) + ikJ_{2k−1}(it)) , (C.19)

With this we find that the integral (C.18) reduces, at strong coupling, to − m^′m_{O(6)} 4 √ 2g ∫_∞ 0 dt ( J_0(2gt) t − e^{t/2} e^t − 1 )

− m^′m_{O(6)} 4 √ 2g ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1}

Γ(k − 1/2) Γ(k + 1)Γ(1/2) ( 1/2 − k 2k + k 2k − 1 )

= − m^′m_{O(6)} 4 √ 2g (− log g − γ_E − log 2) (C.20)

The further integrals will be subleading in the limit (3.31) and hence we find the result (3.29) and (3.30).

References

[1] M. Staudacher, “Review of AdS/CFT Integrability, Chapter III.1: Bethe Ansátze and the R-Matrix Formalism”, arxiv:1012.3990. • C. Ahn and R. I. Nepomechie, “Review of AdS/CFT Integrability, Chapter III.2: Exact world-sheet S-matrix”, arxiv:1012.3991. • P. Vieira and D. Volin, “Review of AdS/CFT Integrability, Chapter III.3: The dressing factor”,

arxiv:1012.3992.

[2] Z. Bajnok, “Review of AdS/CFT Integrability, Chapter III.6: Thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz”, arxiv:1012.3995. • N. Gromov and V. Kazakov, “Review of AdS/CFT Integrability, Chapter III.7: Hirota Dynamics for Quantum Integrability”, arxiv:1012.3996.

[3] N. Gromov, V. Kazakov, S. Leurent and D. Volin, “Solving the AdS/CFT Y-system”,

arxiv:1110.0562.

[4] J. C. Collins, “Sudakov form factors”, Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 5, 573 (1989), hep-ph/0312336. • G. P. Korchemsky, “Asymptotics of the Altarelli-Parisi-Lipatov Evolution Kernels of Parton Distributions”, Mod. Phys. Lett. A4, 1257 (1989). • G. P. Korchemsky and G. Marchesini, “Structure function for large x and renormalization of Wilson loop”, Nucl. Phys. B406, 225 (1993), hep-ph/9210281.

[5] A. V. Belitsky, A. S. Gorsky and G. P. Korchemsky, “Logarithmic scaling in gauge / string correspondence”, Nucl. Phys. B748, 24 (2006), hep-th/0601112.

[6] B. Eden and M. Staudacher, “Integrability and transcendentality”,

J. Stat. Mech. 0611, P014 (2006), hep-th/0603157.

[7] N. Beisert, B. Eden and M. Staudacher, “Transcendentality and crossing”,

J. Stat. Mech. 0701, P021 (2007), hep-th/0610251.

[8] L. Freyhult, “Review of AdS/CFT Integrability, Chapter III.4: Twist states and the cusp anomalous dimension”, arxiv:1012.3993.

[9] L. Freyhult and S. Zieme, “The virtual scaling function of AdS/CFT”,

Phys. Rev. D79, 105009 (2009), arxiv:0901.2749.

[10] D. Fioravanti, P. Grinza and M. Rossi, “Beyond cusp anomalous dimension from integrability”, Phys. Lett. B675, 137 (2009), arxiv:0901.3161.

[11] M. Beccaria, V. Forini, A. Tirziu and A. A. Tseytlin, “Structure of large spin expansion of anomalous dimensions at strong coupling”, Nucl. Phys. B812, 144 (2009), arxiv:0809.5234.

[12] N. Gromov, D. Serban, I. Shenderovich and D. Volin, “Quantum folded string and integrability:

From finite size effects to Konishi dimension”, JHEP 1108, 046 (2011), arxiv:1102.1040.

[13] B. Basso and A. Belitsky, “Luescher formula for GKP string”, arxiv:1108.0999. [14] Y. L. Dokshitzer, G. Marchesini and G. P. Salam, “Revisiting parton evolution and the large-x limit”, Phys. Lett. B634, 504 (2006), hep-ph/0511302. • Y. L. Dokshitzer and G. Marchesini, “N = 4 SUSY Yang-Mills: Three loops made simple(r)”, Phys. Lett. B646, 189 (2007), hep-th/0612248. • B. Basso and G. P. Korchemsky, “Anomalous dimensions of high-spin operators beyond the leading order”, Nucl. Phys. B775, 1 (2007), hep-th/0612247. • M. Beccaria, V. Forini and G. Macorini, “Generalized Gribov-Lipatov Reciprocity and AdS/CFT”, Adv. High Energy Phys. 2010, 753248 (2010), arxiv:1002.2363.

[15] S. Schafer-Nameki and M. Zamaklar, “Stringy sums and corrections to the quantum string Bethe ansatz”, JHEP 0510, 044 (2005), hep-th/0509096. • S. Schafer-Nameki, M. Zamaklar and K. Zarembo, “How accurate is the quantum string Bethe ansatz?”, JHEP 0612, 020 (2006), hep-th/0610250. • M. Beccaria, G. Dunne, V. Forini, M. Pawellek and A. Tseytlin, “Exact computation of one-loop correction to energy of spinning folded string in AdS_5 × S^5”, J.Phys.A 43, 165402 (2010), arxiv:1001.4018. • S. Giombi, R. Ricci, R. Roiban and A. Tseytlin, “Two-loop AdS_5 × S^5 superstring: testing asymptotic Bethe ansatz and finite size corrections”, J.Phys.A A44, 045402 (2011), arxiv:1010.4594.

[16] S. Frolov, A. Tirziu and A. A. Tseytlin, “Logarithmic corrections to higher twist scaling at strong coupling from AdS/CFT”, Nucl. Phys. B766, 232 (2007), hep-th/0611269. • P. Y. Casteill and C. Kristjansen, “The Strong Coupling Limit of the Scaling Function from the Quantum String Bethe Ansatz”, Nucl. Phys. B785, 1 (2007), arxiv:0705.0890.

[17] L. F. Alday and J. M. Maldacena, “Comments on operators with large spin”, JHEP 0711, 019 (2007), arxiv:0708.0672.

[18] L. Freyhult, A. Rej and M. Staudacher, “A Generalized Scaling Function for AdS/CFT”, J. Stat. Mech. 0807, P07015 (2008), arxiv:0712.2743.

[19] D. Bombardelli, D. Fioravanti and M. Rossi, “Large spin corrections in N = 4 SYM sl(2): still a linear integral equation”, Nucl. Phys. B810, 460 (2009), arxiv:0802.0027.

[20] D. Fioravanti, P. Grinza and M. Rossi, “Strong coupling for planar N = 4 SYM theory: an all-order result”, Nucl. Phys. B810, 563 (2009), arxiv:0804.2893. • D. Fioravanti, P. Grinza and M. Rossi, “The generalised scaling function: a note”, arxiv:0805.4407.

[21] B. Basso and G. P. Korchemsky, “Embedding nonlinear O(6) sigma model into N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory”, Nucl. Phys. B807, 397 (2009), arxiv:0805.4194.

[22] Z. Bajnok, J. Balog, B. Basso, G. P. Korchemsky and L. Palla, “Scaling function in AdS/CFT from the O(6) sigma model”, Nucl. Phys. B811, 438 (2009), arxiv:0809.4952.

[23] D. Fioravanti, G. Infusino and M. Rossi, “On the high spin expansion in the sl(2) N = 4 SYM theory”, arxiv:0901.3147.

[24] G. Feverati, D. Fioravanti, P. Grinza and M. Rossi, “On the finite size corrections of anti-ferromagnetic anomalous dimensions in N = 4 SYM”, JHEP 0605, 068 (2006),

hep-th/0602189.

[25] C. Destri and H. de Vega, “New thermodynamic Bethe ansatz equations without strings”, Phys.Rev.Lett. 69, 2313 (1992). • C. Destri and H. De Vega, “Unified approach to thermodynamic Bethe Ansatz and finite size corrections for lattice models and field theories”, Nucl.Phys. B438, 413 (1995), hep-th/9407117. • D. Fioravanti, A. Mariottini, E. Quattrini and F. Ravanini, “Excited state Destri-De Vega equation for Sine-Gordon and restricted Sine-Gordon models”, Phys.Lett. B390, 243 (1997), hep-th/9608091.

[26] B. Basso and G. P. Korchemsky, “Nonperturbative scales in AdS/CFT”,

J. Phys. A42, 254005 (2009), arxiv:0901.4945.

[27] B. Basso, G. P. Korchemsky and J. Kotanski, “Cusp anomalous dimension in maximally supersymmetric Yang-Mills theory at strong coupling”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 091601 (2008),

arxiv:0708.3933.

[28] B. Eden, “The BES equation and its strong coupling limit”, Talk at 12th Itzykson meeting, Saclay/Paris.

[29] A. B. Zamolodchikov and A. B. Zamolodchikov, “Relativistic Factorized S Matrix in Two-Dimensions Having O(N) Isotopic Symmetry”, Nucl.Phys. B133, 525 (1978).

[30] P. Hasenfratz, M. Maggiore and F. Niedermayer, “The Exact mass gap of the O(3) and O(4) nonlinear sigma models in d = 2”, Phys.Lett. B245, 522 (1990). • P. Hasenfratz and F. Niedermayer, “The Exact mass gap of the O(N) sigma model for arbitrary N is ≤ 3 in d = 2”, Phys.Lett. B245, 529 (1990).

[31] Fioravanti, Davide and Rossi, Marco, “TBA-like equations and Casimir effect in (non-)perturbative AdS/CFT”, arxiv:1112.5668.

[32] D. Volin, “From the mass gap in O(N) to the non-Borel-summability in O(3) and O(4) sigma-models”, Phys.Rev. D81, 105008 (2010), arxiv:0904.2744.

[33] M. Kruczenski, “Spiky strings and single trace operators in gauge theories”, JHEP 0508, 014 (2005), hep-th/0410226.

[34] L. Freyhult, M. Kruczenski and A. Tirziu, “Spiky strings in the SL(2) Bethe Ansatz”, JHEP 0907, 038 (2009), arxiv:0905.3536.