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Abstract

We study a lattice regularisation of the forward Balitsky–Fadin–Kuraev–Lipatov (BFKL)
evolution kernel and show that its bulk dynamics is governed by an abelian Knizhnik–
Zamolodchikov (KZ) equation. The Hamiltonian ĤN = A − 2D acts on N sites, with
long-range hopping Aij = 1/|i − j| describing real gluon emission and diagonal entries
Dii = Hi−1 encoding virtual corrections through harmonic numbers. An exact walk expansion
expresses the r-step evolution as a sum over lattice paths dressed by local vertex factors.
This representation makes Reggeisation and Regge-pole factorisation manifest at finite N
and provides a transparent combinatorial interpretation of virtual corrections.

In a bulk window away from the lattice boundaries, the quadratic-form identity for ĤN

shows that the dynamics reduces to a nonlocal diffusion with a bounded drift. Passing
to a continuum description in a macroscopic variable x and implementing a controlled
difference-to-derivative replacement, we obtain an effective evolution operator built from the
Euler kernels dy/y and dy/(1− y). After a symmetric treatment of the endpoint y = 1, the
bulk evolution is governed by a scalar KZ equation on P1 \ {0, 1,∞} with connection

Ω(x) = −2
dx

x
− 4

dx

1− x
,

whose solutions are harmonic polylogarithms on the alphabet {0, 1}.
Projecting this hierarchy onto the collinear single-logarithmic sector and applying Brown’s

single-valued map, the coefficients in the small-ω expansion of the twist-two anomalous
dimension are organised by a compact generating function and become polynomials in
odd zeta values as found by Jaroszewicz in 1982 [1]. The resulting pattern matches the
transcendentality structure that appears in planar N = 4 super Yang–Mills theory and in
the single-valued polylogarithms of multi-Regge kinematics. The lattice formulation thus
isolates, in a finite-dimensional setting, the algebraic structures underlying BFKL evolution.

Dedicated to the memory of César Gómez López

1 Introduction and overview

The Balitsky–Fadin–Kuraev–Lipatov (BFKL) equation [2, 3, 4, 5, 6] governs the high-energy
growth of scattering amplitudes in QCD in the Regge limit s≫ |t|. In the planar limit of N = 4
super Yang–Mills theory, the BFKL kernel is embedded in a wider integrable structure that
also controls the spectrum of twist-two anomalous dimensions. On the amplitude side, the
analytic dependence on cross ratios is built from multiple polylogarithms and their single-valued
versions [7, 8, 9, 10, 11], and the same classes of functions appear in explicit solutions of the
BFKL equation at fixed conformal spin. These links between integrability, special functions and
high-energy evolution are usually presented in different frameworks.
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The starting point here is a simple lattice regularisation of the forward BFKL kernel in
transverse-momentum space. The Hamiltonian is a Hermitian matrix ĤN with long-range
hopping 1/|i− j| and a diagonal subtraction proportional to a harmonic number. Its quadratic
form can be written as a uniformly bounded potential plus a strictly negative nonlocal Laplacian.
In the bulk of the lattice this potential remains bounded, so the evolution generated by ĤN

naturally acquires the interpretation of a nonlocal diffusion process with a mild drift. This
picture already explains why the continuum Mellin eigenfunctions give a good description of the
bulk spectrum and why a Fabry–Perot type quantisation in a logarithmic coordinate reproduces
the discrete eigenvalues seen in semi-infinite matrix analyses [12, 13].

A second ingredient is an exact walk expansion of the evolution (A− 2D)r as a sum over
lattice paths. Each hop i → j carries a factor 1/|i− j|, and each vertex is dressed by powers
of the harmonic number at that site. Resummation of all possible virtual insertions leads to
a vertex-dressed resolvent in which every site contributes a local factor (1 + 2zHi−1)

−1. This
provides a discrete and completely explicit version of Reggeisation where virtual corrections
exponentiate into local dressings of the propagating gluon, while the spectrum of ĤN supplies
the corresponding Regge trajectories. The spectral representation of the resolvent makes this
relation between walks, reggeised propagators and eigenvalues precise.

In a bulk window and after passing from differences in the discrete site index to derivatives
in a macroscopic variable x, the dynamics reduces to a continuum operator built from the Euler
kernels dy/y and dy/(1− y). A symmetric treatment of a small cap around y = 1, combined
with the virtual subtraction, removes the only non-removable divergence and leaves a finite
operator whose kernel is regular at the moving lower endpoint y = x. Differentiating with
respect to x then produces a one-dimensional scalar Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov (KZ) equation
on P1 \ {0, 1,∞} with letters d log x and d log(1− x) and fixed coefficients A0 = −2, A1 = −4.
This is the standard abelian KZ equation on the punctured Riemann sphere [14, 15, 16, 17], and
its solutions are harmonic polylogarithms on the alphabet {0, 1} [7].

A final step is to isolate the collinear single-logarithmic sector and to apply Brown’s single-
valued map [8, 9]. The KZ hierarchy then yields an explicit all-orders description of the
coefficients in the small-ω expansion of the twist-two anomalous dimension. These coefficients
are encoded in a compact generating function, lie in the polynomial ring generated by odd zeta
values (as first found in [1]), and reproduce the transcendentality pattern seen in high-loop
twist-two anomalous dimensions in planar N = 4 super Yang–Mills theory [18, 19] as well as in
multi-Regge amplitudes [10]. The lattice model therefore provides a finite-dimensional framework
where Regge poles, non-compact magnons, KZ monodromy and single-valued polylogarithms
can all be related in a concrete way.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2 introduces the discrete Hamiltonian
and derives a basic quadratic-form identity that separates drift and diffusion. Section 3 discusses
bulk norm bounds, the restriction to a finite window and a Fabry–Perot picture of the bulk
spectrum, which reproduces the BFKL characteristic function and explains the discrete levels
seen in previous matrix analyses [12, 13]. Section 4 gives the exact walk expansion and the vertex-
dressed resolvent. Section 5 uses a two-step benchmark to fix the KZ letters. Section 6 explains
the difference-to-derivative mechanism and the matched cutoff that produce the continuum
d log operator. Section 7 derives the abelian KZ equation and the harmonic-polylogarithm
solution. Section 8 discusses the single-logarithmic sector and the twist-two anomalous dimension,
including an explicit generating function. Section 9 develops further connections to non-compact
spin chains, Gaudin models and Bethe quantisation. Section 10 collects the conclusions and
outlines possible extensions.
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2 Discrete Hamiltonian and quadratic-form structure

In this section we define the lattice Hamiltonian and extract a quadratic-form identity that
separates drift and diffusion.

Following [12, 13], let N ∈ N and let {|ei⟩}Ni=1 be the canonical basis of CN . We consider
forward (zero momentum transfer) BFKL evolution in rapidity Y ,

∂

α ∂Y
|ϕ(N)⟩ = ĤN |ϕ(N)⟩, α ≡ αsNc

π
> 0, (1)

where |ϕ(N)⟩ =
∑N

i=1 ϕi |ei⟩ and ĤN is a real symmetric matrix.

We define the discrete forward Hamiltonian ĤN by

(ĤN )i
j =

N−1∑
n=1

δ j+n
i

n
+

N−1∑
n=1

δ ji+n

n
− 2Hi−1 δ

j
i , Hk ≡

k∑
m=1

1

m
, H0 ≡ 0. (2)

Equivalently,

(ĤN )i
j =


1

|i− j|
, i ̸= j,

−2Hi−1, i = j.
(3)

This matrix is real symmetric and therefore Hermitian. The off-diagonal entries implement
long-range hopping with strength 1/|i− j| and the diagonal entries represent virtual corrections
in close analogy with the continuum kernel [20].

It is convenient to write ĤN = A− 2D, where

Aij =

{
1/|i− j|, i ̸= j,

0, i = j,
Dij = Hi−1 δij . (4)

A key identity emerges when we evaluate the quadratic form ⟨x, ĤNx⟩. For any x ∈ CN ,

⟨x,Ax⟩ =
∑
i̸=j

xixj
|i− j|

=
1

2

∑
i̸=j

xixj + xjxi
|i− j|

=
1

2

∑
i̸=j

|xi|2 + |xj |2

|i− j|
− 1

2

∑
i̸=j

|xi − xj |2

|i− j|
. (5)

The first term can be rearranged as

N∑
i=1

∑
j ̸=i

1

|i− j|

 |xi|2, (6)

since for each pair (i, j) with i ≠ j the contribution |xi|2/|i− j| appears once. The inner sum
satisfies ∑

j ̸=i

1

|i− j|
= Hi−1 +HN−i. (7)

Thus

⟨x,Ax⟩ =
N∑
i=1

(Hi−1 +HN−i)|xi|2 −
1

2

∑
i̸=j

|xi − xj |2

|i− j|
. (8)

Subtracting the diagonal part gives

⟨x, ĤNx⟩ =
N∑
i=1

(HN−i −Hi−1)|xi|2 −
1

2

∑
i̸=j

|xi − xj |2

|i− j|
. (9)
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This is the basic identity used repeatedly later.
The first term defines a potential

Vi ≡ HN−i −Hi−1. (10)

Using the asymptotic Hk = log k + γE +O(1/k), where γE is Euler’s constant, one finds (see
Fig. 1)

Vi = log
N − i

i
+O

(
1

min{i,N − i}

)
. (11)

0.25 0.5 0.75 1

−4

−2

2

4
log 1−x

x

bulk window

ε 1− ε

i/N

V (i)

Figure 1: Continuum approximation of the lattice potential Vi = HN−i−Hi−1 by V (x) ≃ log 1−x
x

with x = i/N . The shaded region indicates a bulk window ε < x < 1− ε where Vi stays bounded,
while the divergences at x→ 0 and x→ 1 are associated with the infrared and ultraviolet ends
of the lattice.

In any fixed bulk window εN ≤ i ≤ (1 − ε)N , with 0 < ε < 1/2, the potential remains
uniformly bounded. The second term in (9) is always non-positive and is the discrete analogue of
a nonlocal Laplacian. In the bulk the Hamiltonian therefore acts as a nonlocal diffusion operator
plus a bounded drift.

To remove spurious growth in the row sums, it is useful to work with a centered version of
the Hamiltonian,

H̃N = A− 2D̃, D̃ii =
1

2
(Hi−1 +HN−i), (12)

for which every row sum vanishes: ∑
j

(H̃N )i
j = 0. (13)

In this case one finds the simpler identity

⟨x, H̃Nx⟩ = −1

2

∑
i̸=j

|xi − xj |2

|i− j|
, (14)

so −H̃N defines a discrete Dirichlet form. The original Hamiltonian can be written as

ĤN = H̃N + diag(HN−i −Hi−1), (15)

and the diagonal difference is precisely the potential Vi in (10). This splitting will be useful
when we discuss bulk eigenvalues and finite-size quantization.
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3 Bulk norm bounds and spectral quantization

Next, we examine the size of the matrix elements of ĤN and the behaviour of its spectrum in
a bulk window. This will make the connection to the continuum characteristic function χ(γ)
precise and provide a quantitative picture of the discrete BFKL spectrum.

The operator norm of A can be controlled using a straightforward Cauchy–Schwarz estimate.
For any x ∈ CN and each row i,

(Ax)i =
∑
j ̸=i

xj
|i− j|

, (16)

so

|(Ax)i| ≤

∑
j ̸=i

1

|i− j|

1/2∑
j ̸=i

|xj |2

|i− j|

1/2

= R
1/2
i

∑
j ̸=i

|xj |2

|i− j|

1/2

, (17)

where Ri = Hi−1 +HN−i. Since Ri ≤ 2HN−1 for all i, one obtains1

∥A∥ℓ2→ℓ2 ≤ 2HN−1 = 2 logN + 2γE +O(1/N). (18)

The diagonal D has norm ∥D∥ = HN−1, so a crude bound on ∥ĤN∥ is 4HN−1.
This bound is dominated by sites near the boundaries. In the bulk, the drift Vi in (11) is

bounded, so the operator norm of the bulk restriction is also bounded independently of N . To
make this precise, fix ε ∈ (0, 1/2) and consider the set

Iε = {i ∈ {1, . . . , N} : εN ≤ i ≤ (1− ε)N} (19)

and the orthogonal projector Pε onto vectors supported on Iε. The restriction

ĤN,ε = PεĤNPε (20)

satisfies
∥ĤN,ε∥ℓ2→ℓ2 ≤ C(ε), (21)

where C(ε) depends only on ε. This follows directly from the quadratic-form identity (9) and
the fact that Vi is bounded on Iε.

To connect with the continuum characteristic function χ(γ), we test the operator on discrete
analogues of Mellin eigenfunctions. Let γ ∈ (0, 1) and define

v
(γ,ε)
i = iγ−1 1{i∈Iε}. (22)

The Rayleigh quotient

RN,ε(γ) =
⟨v(γ,ε), ĤNv

(γ,ε)⟩
⟨v(γ,ε), v(γ,ε)⟩

(23)

can be evaluated by rewriting the double sum over i, j in terms of harmonic numbers and an
infinite series. We can write it as

RN,ε(γ) =
NN,ε(γ)

DN,ε(γ)
, (24)

1For a vector x = (x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ CN we use the ℓ2 norm

∥x∥ℓ2 =

( N∑
i=1

|xi|2
)1/2

.

For a matrix A acting on ℓ2({1, . . . , N}), the induced operator norm is

∥A∥ℓ2→ℓ2 = sup
x̸=0

∥Ax∥ℓ2
∥x∥ℓ2

.

If A is Hermitian, this reduces to ∥A∥ℓ2→ℓ2 = maxi |λi|, the largest absolute eigenvalue of A.
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with

DN,ε(γ) = ⟨v(γ,ε), v(γ,ε)⟩ =
∑
i∈Iε

i2γ−2, (25)

NN,ε(γ) = ⟨v(γ,ε), ĤNv
(γ,ε)⟩ =

∑
i∈Iε

∑
j∈Iε

v
(γ,ε)
i (ĤN )i

j v
(γ,ε)
j

=
∑
i,j∈Iε
i̸=j

iγ−1jγ−1

|i− j|
− 2

∑
i∈Iε

Hi−1 i
2γ−2. (26)

For the denominator, we rescale i = Nx with x ∈ [ε, 1− ε]. Hence, for fixed ε ∈ (0, 1/2) and
γ ∈ (0, 1),

DN,ε(γ) = N2γ−1

∫ 1−ε

ε
x2γ−2 dx+O

(
N2γ−2

)
=
N2γ−1

2γ − 1

[
(1−ε)2γ−1−ε2γ−1

](
1+O

(
1

N

))
. (27)

All implied constants in the error are uniform for γ in compact subsets of (0, 1). For the
off-diagonal part,

N off
N,ε(γ) =

∑
i,j∈Iε
i̸=j

iγ−1jγ−1

|i− j|
= 2

∑
i∈Iε

∑
n≥1

i+n∈Iε

iγ−1(i+ n)γ−1

n
. (28)

We now rescale i = Nx, n = Ny with x ∈ [ε, 1− ε] and y > 0. The condition i+ n ∈ Iε becomes
x+ y ∈ [ε, 1− ε]. Dividing and multiplying by DN,ε(γ), and using (27), we obtain

N off
N,ε(γ)

DN,ε(γ)
=

2
∑
i∈Iε

∑
n≥1, i+n∈Iε

iγ−1(i+ n)γ−1

n∑
i∈Iε

i2γ−2
= Iε(γ) +O

(
1

N

)
, (29)

where

Iε(γ) =
2

∫ 1−ε

ε
dxx2γ−2

∫ 1−ε−x

0
dy

(1 + y/x)γ−1

y∫ 1−ε

ε
x2γ−2 dx

, (30)

and the error of order 1/N again comes from standard Riemann-sum estimates.
For fixed ε > 0, the inner y-integral converges absolutely and the integrand is bounded by

an integrable function, so we can interchange integrations and limits by dominated convergence.
In the limit ε→ 0, the upper limit 1− ε− x can be replaced by 1− x with an error bounded by
Cε ε log(1/ε), coming from the integrable singularity at small y, uniformly in x ∈ [ε, 1− ε]. Thus

Iε(γ) = I(γ) +O
(
ε log(1/ε)

)
, (31)

where

I(γ) =
2

∫ 1

0
dxx2γ−2

∫ 1−x

0
dy

(1 + y/x)γ−1

y∫ 1

0
x2γ−2 dx

. (32)

The double integral I(γ) coincides with the usual continuum evaluation of the forward BFKL
kernel on the Mellin test function xγ−1. A direct way to see this is to change variables to z = y/x
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and integrate over the triangular domain {(x, z) : x ∈ (0, 1), z ∈ (0, (1− x)/x)}, which yields the
classic series representation

I(γ) =
∞∑
n=0

[
2

n+ 1
− 1

n+ γ
− 1

n+ 1− γ

]
= 2ψ(1)− ψ(γ)− ψ(1− γ) = χ(γ), (33)

where we used the standard series for the digamma function

ψ(z) = −γE +
∞∑
n=0

(
1

n+ 1
− 1

n+ z

)
, (34)

valid for z ∈ (0, 1). This reproduces the known continuum eigenvalue χ(γ).
The diagonal part of the numerator is

N diag
N,ε (γ) = −2

∑
i∈Iε

Hi−1 i
2γ−2. (35)

Using the asymptotic expansion Hi−1 = log i+ γE +O(1/i) uniformly for i ≥ εN , we obtain

N diag
N,ε (γ) = −2

∑
i∈Iε

(log i+ γE) i
2γ−2 +O

(
DN,ε(γ)/N

)
. (36)

Dividing by DN,ε(γ) and rescaling i = Nx as before, we find

N diag
N,ε (γ)

DN,ε(γ)
= −2

[
logN + γE

]
− 2

∫ 1−ε

ε
x2γ−2 log xdx∫ 1−ε

ε
x2γ−2 dx

+O
(

1

N

)
. (37)

The term proportional to logN is an artefact of having separated ĤN into off-diagonal and
diagonal pieces. A more uniform treatment shows that the off-diagonal part also contains a
contribution 2[logN + γE ], originating from the logarithmic behaviour of the y–integrals when
they are rewritten in terms of log x and log(1− x). This piece is not visible in (32) because the
limit N → ∞ was taken together with ε → 0, leaving only the finite remainder I(γ). When
the off-diagonal and diagonal contributions are combined before taking these limits, the terms
±2[logN + γE ] cancel exactly.

Putting together the off-diagonal and diagonal pieces, and using the denominator asymptotics
(27), one arrives at

RN,ε(γ) = χ(γ) + δN,ε(γ), (38)

with an error term satisfying

|δN,ε(γ)| ≤ Cε

(
1

N
+ ε log

1

ε

)
, (39)

for some constant Cε depending only on ε, and with bounds uniform for γ in compact subsets of
(0, 1). The term of order 1/N comes from the Riemann-sum approximation to the bulk integrals,
while the ε log(1/ε) term arises from the treatment of the small caps near the endpoints x = ε
and x = 1− ε.

The argument follows the continuum evaluation of the BFKL kernel on powers xγ−1, but here
the harmonic numbers encode the discrete sums and the window Iε guarantees that boundary
terms are small. The cancellation between harmonic numbers and infinite series leaves precisely
the digamma combination above. Mathematically, this is the Rayleigh–Ritz method [21]. We
approximate an eigenvector by the trial function iγ−1 in the bulk and evaluate the Rayleigh
quotient.
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By the Rayleigh–Ritz principle [21, 22, 23], the largest eigenvalue of ĤN,ε is bounded from
above by supγ∈(0,1) χ(γ) = 4 log 2. Evaluating the Rayleigh quotient at γ = 1/2 shows that the
largest bulk eigenvalue satisfies

λmax(ĤN,ε) = 4 log 2 +O
(

1

N
+ ε log

1

ε

)
. (40)

Thus the leading eigenvalue converges to the continuum BFKL intercept in the bulk limit.
It is instructive to change variables to a logarithmic coordinate

t = log i. (41)

The bulk window Iε in the site index now maps to an interval [T−, T+] in t of fixed length

L = T+ − T− = log
(1− ε)N

εN
= log

1− ε

ε
. (42)

In this variable, the continuum Mellin modes i−1/2+iν become plane waves

i−1/2+iν = exp
[(

− 1

2
+ iν

)
t
]

(43)

propagating along the t-axis. If the window were infinite in t, these would be genuine momentum
eigenstates labelled by the real parameter ν. The finite bulk window instead acts as a one-
dimensional resonator. The two endpoints T± are partially reflecting walls in log-space, so Mellin
waves interfere and build up standing-wave patterns inside the cavity. This Fabry–Perot picture
is completely analogous to the quantization of longitudinal modes in a plane-parallel optical
cavity [24], see Fig. 2.

To make this more explicit, let ψ(t) denote a bulk eigenvector written in the logarithmic
coordinate. In the interior of the window, where the potential Vi in (10) is slowly varying, the
eigenvalue equation is approximately diagonalized by Mellin waves. We can therefore write

ψ(t) ≃ a+ eiνt + a− e−iνt, (44)

with some complex amplitudes a±. Reflection from the left and right edges of the window
generates a phase shift δ(ν) which relates a+ and a−. Matching a plane wave to a pair of
reflecting walls then leads to the quantization condition

νnL+ 2 δ(νn) = π
(
n+

1

2

)
, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (45)

where the half-integer shift encodes the approximate nodes at each effective wall, as in a Fabry–
Perot cavity. The phase δ(ν) summarizes the detailed microscopic structure of the boundaries.
For our purposes it is enough to know that δ(ν) is a smooth function which vanishes at ν = 0
and remains small for the lowest modes.

In the bulk, the eigenvalues are therefore approximated by

λn(N, ε) ≃ χ
(
1
2 + iνn

)
, νn determined by (45), (46)

up to corrections of order 1/L2 coming from the slow variation of the potential and from the
discrete nature of the lattice. This is again a Rayleigh–Ritz construction [21], now in the
logarithmic coordinate. We approximate the true eigenfunctions by the two-parameter family
e±iνt, impose an effective Dirichlet condition at T±, and use the Rayleigh quotient to read off
the approximate eigenvalues.

Expanding the characteristic function around its maximum at γ = 1/2,

χ
(
1
2 + iν

)
= 4 log 2− 14 ζ(3) ν2 +O(ν4), (47)
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and inserting the quantized values of νn from (45), one finds, for the first few levels and for
1 ≤ n≪ L,

λn(N, ε) = 4 log 2 − 14 ζ(3)π2 n2

L2
+ O

(
n

L3
+

1

L4

)
. (48)

The ζ(3) coefficient that controls the curvature of χ at its maximum thus directly governs the
L−2 spacing of the low-lying discrete spectrum. This analytic Fabry–Perot/Rayleigh picture
explains in a compact way the discrete levels observed numerically in the semi-infinite matrix
analysis of the BFKL equation [12] and, more recently, in the Lindblad evolution of the BFKL
density matrix and its von Neumann entropy [13]. In particular, it clarifies why the curvature
of χ(γ) at γ = 1/2, proportional to ζ(3), is the universal parameter that controls the spacing
of the leading eigenvalues. This is the first place where the odd-zeta pattern appears; it will
re-emerge in a more elaborate form in the twist-two anomalous dimension.

t = log iT− T+

ψn(t) ∝ sin
(
νn(t− T−)

)

L = T+ − T−

Figure 2: Logarithmic lattice coordinate t = log i. The bulk window [T−, T+] acts as a one-
dimensional Fabry–Perot cavity in log-space. Mellin waves i−1/2+iν become standing waves with
nodes near the effective walls, leading to the quantization condition (45). This is an illustrative
sketch, in an ideal optical cavity the mode spacing is uniform and the levels are strictly parallel,
since the length L and the reflection phase δ are constant. In the lattice case, however, the
effective cavity is only approximate and the drift potential remains slowly varying in the bulk
and the reflection phase δ(ν) acquires a mild ν–dependence determined by the infrared and
ultraviolet cutoffs. As a result, the discrete levels need not be perfectly parallel and small
deviations from parallelism simply encode these boundary effects and do not affect the leading
Fabry–Perot interpretation.

4 Walk expansion and vertex-dressed resolvent

The discrete Hamiltonian ĤN = A− 2D generates an evolution

d(0) = eN0 , d(r+1) = (A− 2D) d(r), (49)

where eN0 is a unit source at site N0 and d(r) is the result after r steps. The component at site
n is

d(r)n = ⟨en, (A− 2D)reN0⟩. (50)

We now expand (A− 2D)r as a sum over words made from A and D and interpret each term as
a walk on the lattice.

Consider an ordered word s of length r in the alphabet {A,D}, with j occurrences of A and
r − j occurrences of D. The j occurrences of A define the positions where real hops occur and
the D’s fill the gaps between hops and at the ends. Reading s from right to left, acting on eN0 ,
the j letters A generate a sequence of sites

(m0, . . . ,mj), m0 = n, mj = N0, mi+1 ̸= mi, (51)
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which we interpret as a path from n to N0 with j hops. Each hop mi → mi+1 contributes
the factor 1/|mi −mi+1| from A. Between consecutive A’s there are j + 1 blocks of D’s, of
lengths α0, . . . , αj with α0 + · · ·+αj = r− j. The block of D’s at position ℓ contributes a factor
(Hmℓ−1)

αℓ .
Summing over all ways to place the r − j D’s among the j + 1 blocks produces the complete

homogeneous symmetric polynomial of degree r − j in the variables Hm0−1, . . . ,Hmj−1,

hr−j(Hm0−1, . . . ,Hmj−1) =
∑

α0+···+αj=r−j

j∏
ℓ=0

(Hmℓ−1)
αℓ . (52)

The factor (−2)r−j arises from the coefficient of D in A− 2D. Putting everything together, one
finds

d(r)n =
r∑

j=0

(−2) r−j
∑

(m0,...,mj)∈Pj(n→N0)

[
h r−j

(
Hm0−1, . . . ,Hmj−1

) j−1∏
i=0

1

|mi −mi+1|

]
, (53)

where Pj(n → N0) is the set of paths (m0, . . . ,mj) of length j with m0 = n, mj = N0 and
mi+1 ̸= mi.

This formula is exact for any finite N . The case r = 0 gives d
(0)
n = δn,N0 , as it should. For

r = 1 one finds

d(1)n =
1− δn,N0

|n−N0|
− 2Hn−1δn,N0 , (54)

corresponding to a single hop or a pure virtual correction at the source site. For r = 2 one
recovers the decomposition into double hops, mixed real–virtual contributions and double virtual
insertions that we will use as a benchmark later.

To resum the walk expansion in a compact way, we introduce the ordinary generating function

Gn(z) =
∑
r≥0

d(r)n zr = [(I − z(A− 2D))−1]n,N0 . (55)

This is the resolvent of A− 2D. Inserting (53) and using the generating function of the hk,

∑
k≥0

hk(x0, . . . , xj)u
k =

j∏
ℓ=0

1

1− uxℓ
, (56)

with u = −2z, we obtain

Gn(z) =

∞∑
j=0

zj
∑

(m0,...,mj)∈Pj(n→N0)

[
j−1∏
i=0

1

|mi −mi+1|

][
j∏

i=0

1

1 + 2z Hmi−1

]
. (57)

Each path contributes a product of edge factors 1/|mi −mi+1|, as before, and vertex factors
(1 + 2zHmi−1)

−1 that resum all repeated virtual insertions at that site. This is the discrete
analogue of dressing propagators by virtual corrections, with the vertex factors playing the rôle
of local reggeized propagators in the bulk (see Fig. 3).

The resolvent also admits a spectral representation. Since A− 2D is real symmetric, there
exist orthonormal eigenvectors |ψL⟩ and eigenvalues λL such that

Gn(z) =
N∑

L=1

ψL(n)ψL(N0)

1− zλL
. (58)
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m0 m1 m2 m3

1/|m0 −m1|

1/|m1 −m2|

1/|m2 −m3|

1

1 + 2zHm0−1

1

1 + 2zHm1−1 1

1 + 2zHm2−1

1

1 + 2zHm3−1

Figure 3: A path (m0,m1,m2,m3) contributing to the walk expansion (53). Each hop carries
an edge factor 1/|mi −mi+1|, while all virtual insertions at a given site mi are resummed into
the vertex factor (1 + 2zHmi−1)

−1 in the resolvent (57).

Poles of Gn(z) occur at z = λ−1
L and have factorized residues. In a Laplace-conjugate variable ω

to rapidity Y , one would write instead

Gn(ω) = [(ωI − (A− 2D))−1]n,N0 =

N∑
L=1

ψL(n)ψL(N0)

ω − λL
, (59)

so the eigenvalues λL appear as simple poles in ω. Amplitudes between external impact factors
inherit this pole structure and take the Regge-pole form

A(s) ∼
∑
L

β
(L)
A β

(L)
B

(
s

s0

)αλL

, (60)

with residues β
(L)
A,B determined by projections onto eigenvectors. The leading contribution comes

from the largest eigenvalue, which in the bulk approaches 4 log 2 as discussed above.

5 Two-step benchmark and the KZ letters

To fix the coefficients of the KZ connection from the lattice we study the evolution for two steps
and work out its large-distance behaviour.

Let n and N0 be two sites with n > N0 and define the separation

∆ = n−N0. (61)

After one step we have

d(1)n =
1

∆
, d

(1)
N0

= −2HN0−1. (62)

After two steps one finds

d(2)n = (A2)n,N0 −
2(Hn−1 +HN0−1)

∆
, (A2)n,N0 =

∑
m̸=n,N0

1

|n−m| |m−N0|
. (63)

We split the sum over m into three ranges: (left tail) 1 ≤ m ≤ N0 − 1, (middle strip) N0 + 1 ≤
m ≤ n− 1, (right tail) n+ 1 ≤ m ≤ N . In the middle strip, N0 < m < n, we have

n−1∑
m=N0+1

1

(n−m)(m−N0)
=

1

∆

n−1∑
m=N0+1

(
1

m−N0
+

1

n−m

)
=

2

∆

∆−1∑
q=1

1

q
=

2

∆
H∆−1. (64)

11



In the left tail, m ≤ N0 − 1, we write

N0−1∑
m=1

1

(n−m)(N0 −m)
=

1

∆

N0−1∑
m=1

(
1

N0 −m
− 1

n−m

)
=

1

∆
(HN0−1 −Hn−1 +H∆) . (65)

The right tail is similar,

N∑
m=n+1

1

(m− n)(m−N0)
=

1

∆
(HN−n −HN−N0 +H∆) . (66)

Adding the three ranges and using H∆−1 +H∆ = 2H∆−1 +1/∆ leads to the compact expression

(A2)n,N0 =
2

∆2
+

4H∆−1

∆
+
HN0−1 −Hn−1 +HN−n −HN−N0

∆
. (67)

In the bulk regime where n, N0, N − n and N −N0 are all large and of order N , the differences
of harmonic numbers in the last term stay bounded, while H∆−1 = log∆+ γE +O(1/∆). Hence

(A2)n,N0 =
4 log∆

∆
+O

(
1

∆

)
. (68)

Substituting into d
(2)
n one obtains

d(2)n =
4 log∆

∆
− 2(Hn−1 +HN0−1)

∆
+O

(
1

∆

)
. (69)

We now rescale away the 1/∆ behaviour by defining

F
(r)
n|N0

= ∆ d(r)n , x =
min{n,N0}
max{n,N0}

∈ (0, 1). (70)

With this normalization, F
(1)
n|N0

= 1 and

F
(2)
n|N0

= −2 log x+ 4 log(1− x) +O
(

1

∆

)
, (71)

up to x-independent constants. Here we have used the bulk approximation Hk−1 = log k + γE +
O(1/k) and replaced log n and logN0 by log(max{n,N0}) plus functions of x and terms that do
not depend on x. We have a combination of the form A0H0(x) +A1H1(x), where H0(x) = log x
and H1(x) = − log(1− x) are the weight-one harmonic polylogarithms on the alphabet {0, 1}
[7]. Comparing coefficients gives

A0 = −2, A1 = −4. (72)

These will be the coefficients of the KZ connection.

6 Difference-to-derivative mechanism and continuum operator

To pass from the discrete lattice index N0 to a continuum variable x, we need a difference-to-
derivative replacement that is valid in the bulk. We also need to control sums whose lower limit
moves with N0 and understand how these depend on N0 when converted into integrals.

We first isolate a generic moving-limit Riemann sum and make the rôle of the discrete lower
limit explicit, then explain how this mechanism is applied to the BFKL problem.
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Introduce a macroscopic variable

x =
N0

n
∈ (0, 1) (73)

and a continuous variable

y =
m

n
∈ (0, η], η =

N

n
≥ 1. (74)

We consider the limit n,N0, N → ∞ with x and η fixed. The site i = n is our observation site
in the ultraviolet and N0 is the position of the source. The separation ∆ = n−N0 scales like
n(1− x).

The sums over m that appear in the evolution have the general form

Sn(x) =
1

n

n−1∑
m=⌈xn⌉

f
(m
n
, x
)
, (75)

for some smooth function f(y, x) defined on [0, 1]2. The lower limit is not the real number xn,
but the first integer m such that m/n ≥ x. Writing

kn(x) ≡ ⌈xn⌉, (76)

we have ∣∣∣∣kn(x)n
− x

∣∣∣∣ ≤ 1

n
, (77)

so ykn(x) = kn(x)/n is the discrete version of the moving lower integration limit y = x.
In the large-n limit, the sum (75) is a Riemann sum for the integral

S(x) ≡
∫ 1

x
f(y, x) dy, (78)

with a lower limit that moves with x. To understand how Sn(x) varies when x is shifted by one
lattice spacing 1/n, note that (away from the negligible case where xn is an integer)

⌈(x+ 1
n)n⌉ = kn(x) + 1.

Then

nSn

(
x+ 1

n

)
=

n−1∑
m=kn(x)+1

f
(m
n
, x+ 1

n

)
, (79)

nSn(x) =
n−1∑

m=kn(x)

f
(m
n
, x
)
, (80)

so

n
(
Sn(x+ 1

n)− Sn(x)
)
= − f

(kn(x)
n

, x
)
+

n−1∑
m=kn(x)+1

[
f
(m
n
, x+ 1

n

)
− f

(m
n
, x
)]
. (81)

The first term is the contribution of the single point m = kn(x) that is present at x but not at
x+ 1/n. The second term encodes the change of the integrand for all other m.

Assume that f is continuously differentiable in y and x, with bounded first derivatives on
[0, 1]2. A first-order Taylor expansion in x gives

f
(m
n
, x+ 1

n

)
− f

(m
n
, x
)
=

1

n

∂f

∂x

(m
n
, x
)
+O

( 1

n2

)
, (82)
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with an error uniform in m. Inserting this into (81) and using the continuity of f at y = x yields

n
(
Sn(x+ 1

n)− Sn(x)
)
=

∫ 1

x

∂f

∂x
(y, x) dy − f(x, x) +O

( 1
n

)
, (83)

where the sum overm has become a Riemann sum for the integral of ∂xf over [x, 1]. Equation (83)
is the discrete analogue of the Leibniz rule for a parameter-dependent integral with a moving
lower limit,

d

dx

∫ 1

x
f(y, x) dy =

∫ 1

x

∂f

∂x
(y, x) dy − f(x, x). (84)

The structure of (83) is precisely what we need in the lattice BFKL problem: the bulk
contribution is an integral of ∂f/∂x over [x, 1], while the only explicit boundary term is −f(x, x),
coming from the removal of the discrete point y = x when x increases. In particular, if f(x, x) = 0
because the integrand is constructed to vanish at y = x, then the lower-endpoint contribution
disappears and only the bulk integral survives.

Application to the BFKL kernel

We now return to the discrete BFKL evolution and explain how the moving-limit mechanism
applies to the sums that actually appear in the problem.

After rescaling the iterates d
(r)
m and factoring out the leading collinear behaviour, a typical

contribution to the evolution at site n can be written schematically as2

∑
m̸=n

d
(r)
m

|n−m|
=
∑
m̸=n

1

|n−m|
F (r)(m/n;x)

n
(
m/n− x

) , x =
N0

n
, (85)

for some rescaled profile F (r)(y;x) depending smoothly on the continuum variable y = m/n and
on the parameter x. The factor 1/|n−m| is the long-range real-emission kernel of the lattice
BFKL Hamiltonian, while the prefactor 1/

(
n(m/n − x)

)
encodes the collinear kinematics in

the bulk. In the regime where n,N0, N → ∞ at fixed x, this sum is naturally interpreted as a
Riemann sum on the y-lattice with spacing 1/n.

The key observation is that we can write

F (r)(y;x) = (y − x) Φ(r)(y;x), (86)

with Φ(r) smooth in y and x. By construction, F (r)(y;x) vanishes at the moving point y = x,

F (r)(x;x) = 0. (87)

This zero cancels the apparent pole at m/n = x coming from 1/(m/n − x) in (85), so the
summand is actually regular at y = x. In other words, the field we evolve has an automatic zero
at the lower endpoint of the continuum integration domain.

We now view the sum in (85) as a moving-limit Riemann sum of the type analysed above.
Up to factors that are smooth and slowly varying in m, it has the schematic form (75) for a
suitable function f(y, x) built from F (r)(y;x), the kernel 1/|n−m| and the kinematic prefactor
1/(y−x). The lower limit ⌈xn⌉ enforces the condition m/n ≥ x on the lattice and is the discrete
analogue of the moving lower bound y = x in the continuum integral.

2This is precisely the contribution of the real-emission operator A in the recursion d(r+1) = (A − 2D) d(r).
The factor 1/[n(m/n − x)] isolates the leading collinear behaviour in the bulk, while the dependence on the
macroscopic variable x = N0/n is factorised into the profile F (r)(y;x). This notation makes the transition from
the discrete sum over m to its continuum interpretation as a moving-limit Riemann sum fully transparent.
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From the general identity (83), we know that in the large-n limit this is equivalent to the
continuum Leibniz rule. In the BFKL case, the choice

f(y, x) ∼ F (r)(y;x)

y − x
(88)

together with F (r)(x;x) = 0 implies that f(x, x) = 0: the lower-endpoint term vanishes because
the integrand is actually regular at y = x. As a result, the moving lower limit does not generate
any extra boundary contribution and only the bulk integral survives in the continuum limit.
This is the reason why no principal-value prescription is needed at y = x. 3

The only non-removable singularity in the kernel is at the upper endpoint y = 1. There, one
has

F (r)(y;x)

1− y
∼ (1− x) Φ(r)(1;x)

1− y
(y → 1), (89)

so the integral over a small symmetric neighbourhood (1 − δ, 1 + δ) produces a logarithmic
divergence

(1− x) Φ(r)(1;x) log
1

δ
. (90)

On the lattice, the natural resolution scale of this cap is set by the spacing, so δ ∼ 1/n, and
the divergence appears as logn. This logarithm is canceled by the virtual subtraction, which
contributes a term 2Hn−1F (r)(x) with

Hn−1 = logn+ γE +O
(
1

n

)
. (91)

The divergent piece of the cap integral matches the log n term in the harmonic number, and
the finite part of the cap combines with the finite part of Hn−1 into an x-independent constant.
This constant only modifies the overall normalization and can be absorbed into a redefinition of
the impact factors.

After these cancellations, the continuum limit of the rescaled evolution is governed by an
integral operator

HF (x) = 1

x

∫ x

0

F (y;x)

y
dy +

1

1− x

∫ 1

x

F (y;x)

1− y
dy, (92)

built from the two Euler kernels dy/y and dy/(1−y). Differentiating this expression with respect
to x and using the discrete-to-continuum rule (83) then produces the scalar KZ equation that
governs the bulk observable F (r)(x) in the next section.

7 Abelian KZ equation and harmonic polylogarithms

Bringing these ingredients together, we now derive the KZ equation for the bulk observable and
solve it in terms of harmonic polylogarithms.

Let
F (r)(x) = F

(r)
n|N0

(93)

be the rescaled observable at i = n after r steps, written as a function of x = N0/n. The discrete
evolution equation, after rescaling and cancellation of the caps around y = 1, gives

F (r+1)(x) =
1

x

∫ x

0

F (r)(y;x)

y
dy +

1

1− x

∫ 1

x

F (r)(y;x)

1− y
dy + corrections, (94)

3The statement “F (x;x) = 0 implies f(x, x) = 0” should be understood in a non-literal sense. What is needed
for the moving-limit identity (83) is not that f(x, x) vanishes exactly, but that the integrand in (85) has no singular
1/(y−x) behaviour at y = x. Writing F (r)(y;x) = (y−x) Φ(r)(y;x) guarantees that F (r)(y;x)/(y−x) = Φ(r)(y;x)
is regular at y = x. Hence the boundary term −f(x, x) in (83) is finite and suppressed by 1/n, and its contribution
is absorbed into the O(1/n) corrections. In this sense the condition F (x;x) = 0 simply ensures the absence of a
dangerous endpoint singularity, rather than imposing f(x, x) = 0 in a strict algebraic way.

15



where the corrections are suppressed in the bulk by factors of 1/n and 1/∆. Differentiating with
respect to x and using F (r)(x;x) = 0 gives

d

dx
F (r+1)(x) =

(
A0

x
+

A1

1− x

)
F (r)(x), (95)

with A0 = −2, A1 = −4 fixed by the two-step benchmark (note that this equation is followed
by SVHPLs in (3.36) of [25]). This is the scalar, abelian KZ equation on P1 \ {0, 1,∞}, in the
simplest two-point representation. In our case the connection one-form is

Ω(x) =

(
A0

x
+

A1

1− x

)
dx. (96)

The initial condition is F (1)(x) = 1.
It is often convenient to introduce the generating function

F(x; z) =
∑
r≥1

zr−1F (r)(x). (97)

Multiplying (95) by zr and summing over r ≥ 1 gives

∂

∂x
F(x; z) = z

(
A0

x
+

A1

1− x

)
F(x; z). (98)

Solving this first-order ordinary differential equation gives

F(x; z) = C(z)xA0z(1− x)−A1z, (99)

where C(z) is an x-independent normalization fixed by the initial condition. Setting F(x; 0) =
F (1)(x) = 1 implies C(0) = 1. For our purposes, the overall normalization in x is not essential,
so we usually work with

F(x; z) = xA0z(1− x)−A1z. (100)

Expanding in z gives

F (r)(x) =
1

(r − 1)!

(
A0 log x−A1 log(1− x)

)r−1
(101)

up to x-independent constants. This shows explicitly that F (r)(x) is a homogeneous polynomial
of degree r − 1 in H0(x) = log x and H1(x) = − log(1− x), hence a harmonic polylogarithm of
weight r− 1 on the alphabet {0, 1} [7]. Replacing powers of log x and log(1−x) by their integral
representations gives an alternative description in terms of iterated integrals of the one-forms
dx/x and dx/(1− x).

The HPL structure can also be seen recursively. Suppose that

F (r)(x) =
∑

|w|=r−1

c(r)w Hw(x), (102)

where the sum runs over all words w in {0, 1} of length r − 1 and Hw(x) is the corresponding
HPL. Differentiating gives

d

dx
F (r)(x) =

∑
|u|=r−2

(
c
(r)
0u

x
+

c
(r)
1u

1− x

)
Hu(x). (103)

Inserting into (95) and comparing coefficients shows that the c
(r)
w satisfy a simple combinatorial

recursion and that F (r+1)(x) remains a linear combination of Hw(x) with |w| = r. This is
another way of seeing that the KZ equation preserves the HPL structure.
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8 Single-logarithmic sector and twist-two anomalous dimension

In this section we focus on the collinear single-logarithmic sector and explain how the KZ
hierarchy fixes the coefficients in the small-ω expansion of the twist-two anomalous dimension.

We start from the rapidity evolution generated by the lattice Hamiltonian,

ϕn(Y ) =
∑
r≥0

(αY )r

r!
d(r)n , (104)

with initial condition ϕn(0) = δn,N0 . The Laplace transform in Y ,

ϕ̃n(ω) =

∫ ∞

0
e−ωY ϕn(Y ) dY, (105)

can be written as

ϕ̃n(ω) =
∑
r≥0

αr

ωr+1
d(r)n . (106)

In the collinear regime where n≫ N0 and both sites lie in the bulk window, the iterates d
(r)
n are

controlled by the KZ solution and behave as

d(r)n ∼ 1

n

logr−1(n/N0)

(r − 1)!
, (107)

up to terms that are less singular when n/N0 → ∞. This is the regime in which the usual
twist-two anomalous dimensions are extracted in continuum treatments.

It is useful to recall what is meant by “twist-two anomalous dimension” in this context. In
the standard collinear framework one considers gauge-invariant local operators of minimal twist
(dimension minus spin), such as the quark operators

Oµ1···µS (0) ∼ ψ̄(0) γ(µ1Dµ2 · · ·DµS)ψ(0), (108)

or their gluonic counterparts, with S covariant derivatives along the light-cone direction. Renor-
malisation relates the value of these operators at different hard scales Q, and the corresponding
anomalous dimension γ(S, αs) determines the scale dependence of deep-inelastic structure func-
tions and parton distributions. In Mellin N -space, where one studies moments FN (Q2) of
structure functions, the DGLAP equation takes the diagonal form

∂

∂ logQ2
FN (Q2) = − γ(N,αs)FN (Q2), (109)

so that γ(N,αs) is the eigenvalue of the collinear evolution kernel acting on twist-two operators.
In planar N = 4 super Yang–Mills theory, the same function appears as the anomalous dimension
of twist-two operators in the sl(2) sector and is known to high loop order from integrability
[18, 19, 30].

The quantity γω(α) that we use here is the analytic continuation of γ(N,α) to complex Mellin
variable, with ω playing the rôle of N − 1, and at the same time serving as the Mellin variable
conjugate to the high-energy parameter Y (or equivalently to log(1/x)) in the small-x regime.
We are interested in the kinematical region where s≫ |t|, x≪ 1 and transverse momenta remain
strongly ordered, so that both Regge and collinear logarithms are important. In this mixed
Regge–collinear limit, the behaviour of ϕ̃n(ω) near ω = 0 encodes the small-x continuation of
the twist-two anomalous dimension.

The statement that γω(α) is “encoded in the coefficients of single logarithms” can be made
precise as follows. Before taking the Mellin transform in Y , single powers of the collinear
logarithm log(Q2) at order αs+1 appear in the evolution of parton distributions as

αs+1 log(Q2) ,
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while higher powers of the logarithm correspond to double or multiple collinear logs. After Mellin
transformation, single logarithms at order αs+1 translate into terms proportional to (α/ω)s in
the expansion of ϕ̃n(ω) around ω = 0, whereas higher powers of the logarithm would give higher
powers of 1/ω. The twist-two anomalous dimension in the Regge–collinear limit can therefore
be organised as the series

γω(α) =
∑
s≥1

α
(s+1)
1

(α
ω

)s
, (110)

where the coefficients α
(s+1)
1 collect precisely the single-logarithmic contributions at order αs+1.

To extract these coefficients from the KZ solution, it is convenient to work directly with
harmonic polylogarithms. The functions F (r)(x) that describe the rescaled bulk evolution at r
steps are linear combinations of HPLs,

F (r)(x) =
∑

|w|=r−1

c(r)w Hw(x), (111)

where w runs over words in the alphabet {0, 1} and Hw(x) denotes the corresponding harmonic
polylogarithm. Near x = 0 each F (r)(x) can be expanded as

F (r)(x) =
r−1∑
p=0

a(r)p logp x+ terms that vanish faster as x→ 0. (112)

The terms with p = 1 are the single-logarithmic contributions; constant terms and higher powers
of log x do not contribute to the leading singularity in ω.

Brown’s single-valued map [8, 9] translates ordinary harmonic polylogarithms into their
single-valued counterparts. At x = 0 this map produces combinations of odd zeta values, while
words ending with the letter 1 map to zero. More concretely, if a word w ends with 1 then Hw(0)
is set to zero in the single-valued theory. Non-vanishing constants come from words ending with
0, and their values lie in the Q-linear span of ζ(2k + 1).

This suggests a simple way of isolating the single-logarithmic sector. We introduce a projector
that acts on HPLs by

Πlog

[
Hv0p(x)

]
=

{
log xHsv

v (0), p = 1,

0, p ̸= 1,
(113)

and set Πlog[Hw(x)] = 0 if w does not end with at least one 0. Here Hsv
v (0) denotes the

single-valued value of Hv(x) at x = 0, which belongs to the Q-algebra generated by odd zeta
values and vanishes when v ends with 1. Applying Πlog to the KZ solution amounts to keeping
only those pieces that contribute a single power of log x with single-valued coefficients.

Once the projector has been applied and the result is expressed in Mellin space, one can

organise the coefficients α
(s+1)
1 in (110) into a generating function. It is convenient to introduce

M(t) =
∑
ℓ≥1

ζ(2ℓ+ 1) t2ℓ+1, D = t
d

dt
, (114)

and to consider the formal series

C(t) = 1 +
∑
r≥1

2r

r

(
D

r − 1

)
M(t)r =

∑
n≥0

ant
n. (115)

The coefficients an in this expansion contain the same information as the single-logarithmic
coefficients in Mellin space. One finds

α
(s)
1 = as−2, s ≥ 2. (116)
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The numbers an admit an explicit combinatorial representation in terms of exponential partial
Bell polynomials. If we define

yk =

{
k! ζ(k), k odd and k ≥ 3,

0, otherwise,
(117)

then

an =

⌊n/3⌋∑
r=1

2r

(n− r + 1)!
Bn,r(y1, . . . , yn), (118)

where Bn,r are the usual Bell polynomials. Expanding the first few coefficients gives (see [1])

n an
0 1
1 0
2 0
3 2 ζ3
4 0
5 2 ζ5
6 12 ζ23
7 2 ζ7
8 32 ζ3ζ5
9 96 ζ33 + 2 ζ9
10 20 ζ25 + 40 ζ3ζ7
11 440 ζ23ζ5 + 2 ζ11
12 880 ζ43 + 48 ζ5ζ7 + 48 ζ3ζ9
...

...

(119)

and so on. All coefficients lie in the ring Q[ζ3, ζ5, . . . ]. The resulting pattern agrees with what is
known from integrability in planar N = 4 super Yang–Mills theory [18, 19, 30] and with the
appearance of single-valued harmonic polylogarithms in multi-Regge kinematics [10]. In the
lattice/KZ framework, this structure emerges from a single scalar KZ equation together with
Brown’s single-valued map and the projection to the single-logarithmic sector.

9 Worked low-step examples

For completeness, it is useful to write the first few iterates explicitly. Starting from d
(0)
n = δn,N0 ,

one finds

d(1)n =
1− δn,N0

|n−N0|
− 2Hn−1δn,N0 . (120)

In terms of the rescaled observable

F (1)(x) = (n−N0)d
(1)
n , (121)

this gives F (1)(x) = 1 for n ≠ N0 in the bulk. The two-step expression was discussed in detail
above and leads to

F (2)(x) = −2 log x+ 4 log(1− x) + constant +O
(

1

∆

)
. (122)

At three steps, combining the KZ recursion and explicit summations gives

F (3)(x) = 4H00(x) + 8H01(x) + 8H10(x) + 16H11(x) + constant terms, (123)
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where Hab(x) are weight-two HPLs. When expanded in logarithms and dilogarithms, this
becomes

F (3)(x) = 6

[
1

12
log2 x+ 2 log2(1− x)− log x log(1− x) + Li2(x)

]
+ constants, (124)

consistent with the structure expected from the KZ equation.
These explicit formulas can be used as a numerical check of the bulk approximation and as

a starting point for studying boundary effects or finite-size corrections. Note that they are in
perfect agreement with the azimuthal-angle averaged analytic results in [31] (the main reference
is [10]).

10 Further connections

The lattice BFKL Hamiltonian in (3) sits in a corner of a larger integrable structure. It shares its
essential features with the non-compact sl(2) (often denoted XXXs=−1/2) spin chains that control
twist-two anomalous dimensions and their spinning-string duals on AdS5×S5 [18, 20, 26, 27, 30].
Analytically, it fits into the framework of Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov equations, Gaudin models
and Bethe ansatz [14, 15, 16, 29].

For any initial state |ϕ0⟩ ∈ CN one can write

|ϕ(Y )⟩ = eαY ĤN |ϕ0⟩ =
N∑

L=1

eαλLY |ψL⟩⟨ψL|ϕ0⟩. (125)

Forward scattering between impact factors |A⟩ and |B⟩ therefore takes the form

AAB(Y ) =
N∑

L=1

β
(L)
A β

(L)
B eαλLY , β

(L)
A = ⟨A|ψL⟩, β

(L)
B = ⟨ψL|B⟩, (126)

with λL playing the rôle of Regge exponents and β
(L)
A β

(L)
B supplying factorised residues. The

bulk spectral analysis in Section 3 showed that, away from the lattice boundaries, eigenvectors of
ĤN are well approximated by discrete Mellin waves (22) with eigenvalues λ(ν) ≃ χ(γ) governed
by the characteristic function. Introducing the logarithmic variable t = log i, the bulk window Iε
maps to an interval [T−, T+] of length L = T+−T−, and the Mellin waves become plane waves in
t. The effective one-dimensional Schrödinger problem in this coordinate leads to the Fabry–Perot
quantisation condition (45), where the reflection phase δ(ν) encodes the detailed infrared and
ultraviolet boundary conditions. This equation has the same structure as a one-rapidity Bethe
equation for an open non-compact XXXs=−1/2 spin chain of length Lsc ∝ L [26, 27, 28]. In that
language ν plays the rôle of a non-compact magnon momentum and

E(ν) ≡ χ
(
1
2 + iν

)
(127)

is the one-magnon dispersion relation, while the regulators enter through the reflection phase
δ(ν).

The non-compact XXXs=−1/2 spin chain [26, 27, 28] is the standard integrable model
underlying high-energy QCD in the Regge limit. Each site carries an infinite-dimensional
lowest-weight representation of sl(2,R) with conformal spin s = −1

2 , and the nearest-neighbour
Hamiltonian density is a function of the total sl(2) Casimir. For two sites this Hamiltonian
coincides with the holomorphic part of the BFKL kernel for two reggeised gluons [20, 26]:

H12 = 2ψ(1)− ψ(J)− ψ(1− J), (128)
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where J is the total sl(2) spin in the tensor product of the two s = −1
2 representations. The

spectrum is labelled by the principal-series parameter

J =
1 + |n|

2
+ iν, n ∈ Z, ν ∈ R, (129)

and one finds
H12(n, ν) = 2ψ(1)− ψ

(
1+|n|

2 + iν
)
− ψ
(
1+|n|

2 − iν
)
. (130)

For the forward case n = 0 this reduces to the characteristic function evaluated at γ = 1
2 + iν,

H12(0, ν) = χ
(
1
2 + iν

)
, (131)

so the continuum BFKL Hamiltonian for two reggeised gluons is identical to the two-site
non-compact XXXs=−1/2 Hamiltonian.

The integrable structure is often described in the Bethe-ansatz language. The non-compact
XXXs chain admits an algebraic Bethe ansatz with a set of Bethe roots {uk} solving rational
Bethe equations [27, 28]. For length Lsc = 2 and fixed conformal spin n, there is a single effective
rapidity u fixed, up to analytic continuation, by the representation label J . Equivalently, the
Baxter Q-operator eigenvalue can be written in terms of Gamma functions as

Q(u) ∝ Γ(J + iu)

Γ(J − iu)
, (132)

so its zeros and poles encode the Bethe roots and their mirror images. All local conserved
charges Qr of the chain can then be expressed as symmetric combinations of these roots, or
equivalently as polygamma combinations of J ; for instance,

Q2 ∝ H12, Qr ∝ ψ(r−1)(J) + (−1)rψ(r−1)(1− J), r ≥ 3, (133)

up to conventional normalisations. On the principal-series trajectory J = (1 + |n|)/2 + iν, these
charges become explicit polynomials in ν2 with coefficients built from odd zeta values, in close
analogy with the expansion of the BFKL characteristic function and with the higher charges of
the sl(2) sector in planar N = 4 super Yang–Mills theory [18, 30].

The discrete Hamiltonian ĤN is a finite-dimensional regularisation of the two-site XXXs=−1/2

Hamiltonian in the n = 0 sector. In the bulk window its eigenvalues are well approximated by
(46) with νn fixed by the Fabry–Perot or Bethe condition (45). The lattice BFKL model can
therefore be viewed as the one-magnon slice of the two-site non-compact spin chain, where the
continuous principal-series label ν is discretised by the finite logarithmic length L. The effective
one-particle dispersion E(ν) is the same in the continuum and on the lattice, up to controlled
finite-size corrections, and the odd-zeta hierarchy that appears in the expansion of E(ν) and of
the higher conserved charges Qr is inherited by the spectrum of ĤN .

The continuum limit of the bulk evolution leads to the scalar KZ equation (95). Its solutions
are harmonic polylogarithms on the alphabet {0, 1} [7]. Through Brown’s single-valued map [8, 9],
these are promoted to single-valued harmonic polylogarithms, which appear in the description
of multi-Regge amplitudes [10, 25] and in explicit solutions of the BFKL equation at fixed
conformal spin [10, 31]. From the Gaudin/KZ perspective [14, 16, 15, 29], the Mellin parameter
ν plays the rôle of a Bethe root, and the Fabry–Perot quantisation (45) can be interpreted as
the saddle-point condition of the simplest hypergeometric integrals that solve the KZ equation
(we will come back to this point in future works).

The coefficients of the twist-two anomalous dimension in the small-ω expansion are organised
by the generating function (115). They form polynomials in odd zeta values and match the
structure found from integrability in planar N = 4 super Yang–Mills theory [18]. In this language
the single-valued KZ solution encodes the one-particle spectrum of the non-compact spin chain
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in a polylogarithmic basis directly adapted to high-energy scattering. The lattice BFKL model
thus offers a compact setting in which Regge poles, non-compact magnons, Bethe quantisation,
KZ monodromy, single-valued multiple polylogarithms and odd-zeta transcendentality can all be
traced back to a single finite-dimensional Hamiltonian.

11 Conclusions

The analysis of a lattice discretisation of the forward BFKL kernel reveals a coherent picture
that links high-energy QCD to integrable systems and to the theory of polylogarithms. The
Hamiltonian ĤN = A− 2D provides a finite-dimensional model in which a basic quadratic-form
identity separates a bounded drift potential from a nonlocal diffusive term. In a bulk window this
identity clarifies how the Mellin spectrum of the continuum kernel is discretised by an effective
finite logarithmic length, and how the leading eigenvalues reproduce the BFKL characteristic
function and its curvature around the intercept.

A walk expansion and vertex-dressed resolvent supply a concrete combinatorial realisation
of BFKL evolution as sums over lattice paths with resummed virtual corrections. Each hop
contributes a long-range factor 1/|i− j|, while repeated virtual insertions at a site exponentiate
into local factors (1+2zHi−1)

−1. In this language Reggeisation is nothing but the exponentiation
of these local dressings, and the reggeised trajectories are identified with the eigenvalues of a
self-adjoint Hamiltonian whose spectrum can be studied with standard tools.

By focusing on a bulk window and implementing a controlled difference-to-derivative re-
placement, the discrete evolution reduces to a continuum operator built from the Euler kernels
dy/y and dy/(1− y). A symmetric treatment of the endpoint y = 1, together with the virtual
subtraction, isolates a finite contribution and produces an effective evolution that is regular at
the moving lower limit. Differentiation with respect to the macroscopic variable x then leads
to an abelian KZ equation with connection Ω(x) = −2 dx/x − 4 dx/(1 − x), whose solutions
are harmonic polylogarithms on the alphabet {0, 1}. The lattice model therefore realises, in an
elementary way, the standard KZ structure on the punctured Riemann sphere.

Projecting this hierarchy onto the collinear single-logarithmic sector and applying Brown’s
single-valued map yields an explicit generating function for the coefficients of the twist-two
anomalous dimension in the small-ω expansion. These coefficients are polynomials in odd zeta
values and follow a pattern that matches the transcendentality structure observed in planar
N = 4 super Yang–Mills theory and in multi-Regge kinematics. The odd-zeta hierarchy that first
appears in the curvature of the characteristic function at the intercept thus reappears in a more
elaborate form in the anomalous dimensions, and is naturally organised by the single-valued KZ
solution.

Several extensions can be naturally suggested. Non-forward kinematics would introduce
additional kinematic variables and further letters in the KZ connection, and may require a
genuinely non-abelian system of equations. Running-coupling effects can be incorporated by
promoting the vertex dressings to scale-dependent quantities, which would deform the connection
while likely preserving the underlying KZ structure at leading order. Next-to-leading corrections
to the BFKL kernel would modify both the drift potential and the long-range kernel, and it
would be natural to ask to what extent the lattice/KZ framework survives these deformations.
The role of boundary modes and finite-size corrections, hinted at by the Fabry–Perot analogy
in logarithmic space, also deserves a more detailed treatment, especially in connection with
physical infrared and ultraviolet cutoffs.

Altogether, the lattice formulation shows that the forward BFKL equation, often introduced
as a complicated integral equation, admits a discrete realisation in which its algebraic and
analytic structure becomes particularly transparent. The model isolates a one-particle sector
of the non-compact spin chain, exhibits Regge poles and their residues in a finite-dimensional
setting, and organises anomalous dimensions in terms of single-valued polylogarithms and odd

22



zeta values. This perspective may be useful both for further resummation studies and for
sharpening the connections between high-energy scattering, integrable systems and the geometry
of multiple polylogarithms.
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