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General remarks about orbital angular mo-
mentum
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Invariant under boosts!  Independent of Pμ 
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Light-Front Wavefunctions:  rigorous representation of 
composite systems in quantum field theory

x =
k+

P+
=

k0 + k3

P 0 + P 3

Process Independent 
Direct Link to QCD Lagrangian!



Heisenberg Matrix 
FormulationLight-Front QCD

Eigenvalues and Eigensolutions give Hadron 
Spectrum and Light-Front wavefunctions
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Fig. 6. A few selected matrix elements of the QCD front form Hamiltonian H"P
!

in LB-convention.

10. For the instantaneous fermion lines use the factor ¼
"

in Fig. 5 or Fig. 6, or the corresponding
tables in Section 4. For the instantaneous boson lines use the factor ¼

#
.

The light-cone Fock state representation can thus be used advantageously in perturbation
theory. The sum over intermediate Fock states is equivalent to summing all x!-ordered diagrams
and integrating over the transverse momentum and light-cone fractions x. Because of the restric-
tion to positive x, diagrams corresponding to vacuum fluctuations or those containing backward-
moving lines are eliminated.

3.4. Example 1: ¹he qqN -scattering amplitude

The simplest application of the above rules is the calculation of the electron—muon scattering
amplitude to lowest non-trivial order. But the quark—antiquark scattering is only marginally more
difficult. We thus imagine an initial (q, qN )-pair with different flavors fOfM to be scattered off each
other by exchanging a gluon.

Let us treat this problem as a pedagogical example to demonstrate the rules. Rule 1: There are
two time-ordered diagrams associated with this process. In the first one the gluon is emitted by the
quark and absorbed by the antiquark, and in the second it is emitted by the antiquark and
absorbed by the quark. For the first diagram, we assign the momenta required in rule 2 by giving
explicitly the initial and final Fock states
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LQCD → HQCD
LF

Hint
LF : Matrix in Fock Space

Physical gauge: A+ = 0



HQCD
LF |Ψh >= M2

h|Ψh >

In terms of the hadron four-momentum P =
(P+, P−, !P⊥) with P± = P0 ± P3, the light-
front frame independent Hamiltonian for a
hadronic composite system HQCD

LC = PµPµ =
P−P+− !P2

⊥, has eigenvalues given in terms of
the eigenmass M squared corresponding to
the mass spectrum of the color-singlet states
in QCD,

HQCD
LC |Ψh〉 =M2

h |Ψh〉
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Fig. 2. The Hamiltonian matrix for a SU(N)-meson. The matrix elements are represented by energy diagrams. Within
each block they are all of the same type: either vertex, fork or seagull diagrams. Zero matrices are denoted by a dot ( ) ).
The single gluon is absent since it cannot be color neutral.

mass or momentum scale Q. The corresponding wavefunction will be indicated by corresponding
upper scripts,

!!""
!#"

(x
#
, k

!
, !

#
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!#"
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#
, k

!
, !

#
) . (3.15)

Consider a pion in QCD with momentum P"(P%, P
!
) as an example. It is described by

"# : P$" $
!
!%&
!d[%

!
]"n : x

#
P%, k

!#
#x

#
P
!
, !

#
$!

!#!(x#
, k

!#
, !

#
) , (3.16)

where the sum is over all Fock space sectors of Eq. (3.7). The ability to specify wavefunctions
simultaneously in any frame is a special feature of light-cone quantization. The light-cone
wavefunctions !

!#! do not depend on the total momentum, since x
#
is the longitudinal momentum

fraction carried by the i"# parton and k
!#

is its momentum “transverse” to the direction of the
meson; both of these are frame-independent quantities. They are the probability amplitudes to find
a Fock state of bare particles in the physical pion.

More generally, consider a meson in SU(N). The kernel of the integral equation (3.14) is
illustrated in Fig. 2 in terms of the block matrix &n : x

#
, k

!#
, !

#
"H"n' : x'

#
, k'

!#
, !'

#
$. The structure of this

matrix depends of course on the way one has arranged the Fock space, see Eq. (3.7). Note that most
of the block matrix elements vanish due to the nature of the light-cone interaction as defined in

S.J. Brodsky et al. / Physics Reports 301 (1998) 299—486 333

Heisenberg Matrix 
Formulation

Light-Front QCD H.C. Pauli  & sjb
Discretized Light-Cone 

Quantization

Eigenvalues and Eigensolutions give Hadron Spectrum and Light-Front wavefunctions

DLCQ:  Frame-independent, No fermion doubling; Minkowski Space

HQCD
LF |Ψh >= M2

h|Ψh >

DLCQ: Periodic BC in x−. Discrete k+; frame-independent truncation
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|p,Sz>=∑
n=3

ψn(xi, !k⊥i,λi)|n;k⊥i,λi>|p,Sz>=∑
n=3

Ψn(xi,!k⊥i,λi)|n;!k⊥i,λi>

|p,Sz>=∑
n=3

Ψn(xi,!k⊥i,λi)|n;!k⊥i,λi>

The Light Front Fock State Wavefunctions

Ψn(xi,!k⊥i,λi)

are boost invariant; they are independent of the hadron’s energy
and momentum Pµ.
The light-cone momentum fraction

xi =
k+
i
p+ =

k0i + kzi
P0+Pz

are boost invariant.
n

∑
i
k+
i = P+,

n

∑
i
xi = 1,

n

∑
i

!k⊥i =!0⊥.

sum over states with n=3, 4, ...constituents

Fixed LF time
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Intrinsic heavy quarks,    s̄(x) != s(x)

φM(x, Q0) ∝
√

x(1− x)

ψM(x, k2
⊥)

µR

µR = Q

µF = µR

Q/2 < µR < 2Q

ep→ eπ+n

Pπ/p " 30%

Violation of Gottfried sum rule

ū(x) #= d̄(x)

Does not produce (C = −) J/ψ,Υ

Produces (C = −) J/ψ,Υ

Same IC mechanism explains A2/3
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Light-Front QCD Phenomenology

• Hidden color, Intrinsic glue, sea, Color Transparency

• Physics of spin, orbital angular momentum

• Near Conformal Behavior of LFWFs at Short Distances; 
PQCD constraints

• Vanishing anomalous gravitomagnetic moment

• Relation between edm and anomalous magnetic moment

• Cluster Decomposition Theorem for relativistic systems

• OPE: DGLAP, ERBL evolution; invariant mass scheme

6
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ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

(x(1− x)|b⊥|

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

• Light-Front Holography

7

General remarks about orbital angular mo-
mentum

Ψn(xi,!k⊥i, λi)

∑n
i=1(xi

!R⊥+!b⊥i) = !R⊥

xi
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ψ(x, k⊥)(GeV)

ψ(x, k⊥)

• Light Front Wavefunctions:                                   

Schrödinger Wavefunctions
of Hadron Physics
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Applications of AdS/CFT  to QCD 

in collaboration with Guy de Teramond

Changes in 
physical

length scale 
mapped to 

evolution in the 
5th dimension z 

8



Applications of AdS/CFT  to QCD 

 de Teramond, sjb

Changes in 
physical

length scale 
mapped to 

evolution in the 
5th dimension z 

Bottom-Up Top-Down

String Theory
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• Use AdS/CFT to provide an approximate, 
covariant, and analytic model of hadron 
structure with confinement at large distances, 
conformal behavior at short distances

• Analogous to the Schrodinger Theory for 
Atomic Physics

• AdS/QCD Light-Front Holography

• Hadronic Spectra and Light-Front 
Wavefunctions

Goal:

10
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Mµν,Pµ,D,Kµ,

the generators of S

Analytically continue

1
s−M2+iMΓ

q2 → q2 + iε→ q2 + iMΓ

Fix Γ from height

Γρ = 111 MeV

Conformal Theories are invariant under the 
Poincare and conformal transformations with  

the generators of SO(4,2)

SO(4,2)  has a mathematical representation on AdS5

11
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AdS/QCD G. F. de Téramond

Scale Transformations

• Isomorphism of SO(4, 2) of conformal QCD with the group of isometries of AdS space

SO(1, 5)

ds2 =
R2

z2
(ηµνdxµdxν − dz2),

xµ → λxµ, z → λz, maps scale transformations into the holographic coordinate z.

• AdS mode in z is the extension of the hadron wf into the fifth dimension.

• Different values of z correspond to different scales at which the hadron is examined.

x2 → λ2x2, z → λz.

x2 = xµxµ: invariant separation between quarks

• The AdS boundary at z → 0 correspond to theQ→∞, UV zero separation limit.

Caltech High Energy Seminar, Feb 6, 2006 Page 1112

invariant measure
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We will consider both holographic models 

1 The Holographic Correspondence

• In the “ semi-classical” approximation to QCD with massless quarks and no quantum loops the β

function is zero, and the approximate theory is scale and conformal invariant.

• Isomorphism of SO(4, 2) of conformal QCD with the group of isometries of AdS space

ds2 =
R2

z2
(ηµνdxµdxν − dz2).

• Semi-classical correspondence as a first approximation to QCD (strongly coupled at all scales).

• xµ → λxµ, z → λz, maps scale transformations into the holographic coordinate z.

• Different values of z correspond to different scales at which the hadron is examined: AdS boundary at

z → 0 corresponds to the Q→∞, UV zero separation limit.

• There is a maximum separation of quarks and a maximum value of z at the IR boundary

• Truncated AdS/CFT (Hard-Wall) model: cut-off at z0 = 1/ΛQCD breaks conformal invariance and

allows the introduction of the QCD scale (Hard-Wall Model) Polchinski and Strassler (2001).

• Smooth cutoff: introduction of a background dilaton field ϕ(z) – usual linear Regge dependence can

be obtained (Soft-Wall Model) Karch, Katz, Son and Stephanov (2006).

Related 
AdS/QCD model:
Schmidt and Vega
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• QCD is not conformal;  however, it has 
manifestations of a scale-invariant theory: Bjorken 
scaling, dimensional counting for hard exclusive 
processes

• Conformal window:

• Use mathematical mapping of the conformal 
group  SO(4,2) to AdS5 space

Map AdS5 X S5 to conformal N=4 SUSY

18

αs(Q2) ! const at small Q2.

High Q2 from short distances

Fπ(Q2)

z2 = ζ2 = b2⊥x(1− x) = O( 1
Q2)

L

κ = 2ΛQCD

V = −βκ2ζ

Maldacena:

AdS/CFT: Anti-de Sitter Space / Conformal Field Theory
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Γp−n
bj (Q2) ≡ gA

6 [1− α
g1
s (Q2)

π ]

Gaussian

k−6.5
T

dσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

ζ ↔ z

M =
∫
ΠdxidyiφF (xi, Q̃)×TH(xi, yi, Q̃)×φI(yi, Q̃)

Deur, Korsch, et al:  Effective Charge from Bjorken Sum Rule
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Deur, Korsch, et al.
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Fig: Infrared conformal window ( from Deur et al., arXiv:0803.4119 )

From String to Things, INT, Seattle, April 10, 2008 Page 8

DSE  gluon  
couplings
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IR Conformal Window for QCD?

• Dyson-Schwinger Analysis:    QCD gluon coupling has IR 
Fixed Point                                      

• Evidence from Lattice Gauge Theory 

• Define coupling from observable: indications of IR 
fixed point for QCD effective charges

• Confined gluons and quarks have maximum wavelength: 
Decoupling of QCD vacuum polarization at small Q2  

• Justifies application of AdS/CFT in strong-coupling 
conformal window

21

Serber-Uehling

Π(Q2) → α
15π

Q2

m2

Q2 << 4m2

A

A′

σ = x− = ct− x3

x+ = ct + x3

x1

Π(Q2) → α
15π

Q2

m2

Q2 << 4m2

A

A′

σ = x− = ct− x3

x+ = ct + x3

x1

This is very important!

This is very important!

This is very important!

This is very important!

+

+ · · ·+

!+

!−

α(t) = α(0)
1−Π(t)

α(t) = α(t0)
1−Π(t,t0)

t = −Q2 < 0

Π(Q2) =

α(0)
3π [53−

4m2

Q2 −(1−2m2

Q2 )
√

1 + 4m2

Q2 log
1+

√
1+4m2

Q2

|1−
√

1+4m2

Q2 |
]

Shrock, de Teramond, sjb
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• Use mapping of conformal group SO(4,2) to AdS5

• Scale Transformations represented by wavefunction  in 
5th dimension

• Match solutions at small z to conformal dimension of 
hadron wavefunction at short distances

• Hard wall model: Confinement at large distances and 
conformal symmetry in interior

• Truncated space simulates “bag” boundary conditions

ψ(z) ∼ z∆ at z → 0

[CF =
N2

C−1
2NC

]

FH(Q2)× [Q2]nH−1 ∼ constant

[Q2]nH−1FH(Q2) ∼ constant

FH(Q2) ∼ [ 1
Q2]

nH−1

fd(Q
2) ≡ Fd(Q

2)

Fp(
Q2
4 )Fp(

Q2
4 )

ψ(z0) = 0

ψ(z) ∼ z∆ at z → 0

[CF =
N2

C−1
2NC

]

FH(Q2)× [Q2]nH−1 ∼ constant

[Q2]nH−1FH(Q2) ∼ constant

FH(Q2) ∼ [ 1
Q2]

nH−1

ψ(z0) = 0

0 < z < z0

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(z) ∼ z∆ at z → 0

[CF =
N2

C−1
2NC

]

FH(Q2)× [Q2]nH−1 ∼ constant

ψ(z0) = 0

0 < z < z0

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(z) ∼ z∆ at z → 0

[CF =
N2

C−1
2NC

]

FH(Q2)× [Q2]nH−1 ∼ constant

x2
µ → λ2x2

µ

z → λz

ψ(z0) = 0

0 < z < z0

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(z) ∼ z∆ at z → 0

x2
µ → λ2x2

µ

z → λz

ψ(z0) = 0

0 < z < z0

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(z) ∼ z∆ at z → 0

x2
µ → λ2x2

µ

z → λz

ψ(z0) = 0

0 < z < z0

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(z) ∼ z∆ at z → 0

AdS/CFT

22
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2 Bosonic Modes

• Conformal metric: ds2 = g!mdx!dxm. x! = (xµ, z), g!m →
(
R2/z2

)
η!m .

• Action for massive scalar modes on AdSd+1:

S[Φ] =
1
2

∫
dd+1x

√
g 1

2

[
g!m∂!Φ∂mΦ− µ2Φ2

]
,
√

g → (R/z)d+1.

• Equation of motion
1
√

g

∂

∂x!

(√
g g!m ∂

∂xm
Φ

)
+ µ2Φ = 0.

• Factor out dependence along xµ-coordinates , ΦP (x, z) = e−iP ·x Φ(z), PµPµ =M2 :
[
z2∂2

z − (d− 1)z ∂z + z2M2 − (µR)2
]
Φ(z) = 0.

• Solution: Φ(z)→ z∆ as z → 0,

Φ(x, z) = Cz
d
2 J∆− d

2
(zM) , ∆ = 1

2

(
d +

√
d2 + 4µ2R2

)
.

• Normalization

Rd−1
∫ Λ−1

QCD

0

dz

zd−1
Φ2

S=0(z) = 1.

Bosonic Solutions:  Hard Wall Model

∆ = 2 + L (µR)2 = L2 − 4d = 4

Φ(z) = Czd/2J∆−d/2(zM)
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AdS Schrodinger Equation for bound state 
of  two scalar constituents:

Derived from variation of Action in AdS5

φ(z = z0 = 1
Λc

) = 0.

[− d2

dz2 + V(z)]φ(z) = M2φ(z)

V(z) = −1−4L2

4z2 → −1−4L2

4z2 + κ4z2

∆ = 2 + L

V(z) = −1−4L2

4z2 + κ4z2

Mµν,Pµ,D,Kµ,

Hard wall model: truncated space

Let Φ(z) = z3/2φ(z)

L: orbital angular momentum

[
− d2

dz2
− 1− 4L2

4z2

]
φ(z) =M2φ(z)
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AdS/QCD G. F. de Téramond

• Pseudoscalar mesons: O3+L = ψγ5D{!1 . . . D!m}ψ (Φµ = 0 gauge).

• 4-d mass spectrum from boundary conditions on the normalizable string modes at z = z0,

Φ(x, zo) = 0, given by the zeros of Bessel functions βα,k: Mα,k = βα,kΛQCD

• Normalizable AdS modes Φ(z)

10 2 3 4

1

2

0

3

4

5

z

Φ(z)

2-2006
8721A7

10 2 3 4

-2

-4

0

2

4

z

Φ(z)

2-2006
8721A8

Fig: Meson orbital and radial AdS modes for ΛQCD = 0.32 GeV.

Caltech High Energy Seminar, Feb 6, 2006 Page 19

z∆

γd→ np

γγ → π+π−

γγ → K+K−

s = E2
cm = W2 = Q2

Q4GMp(Q
2)

Q2FK(Q2)

z∆

z0

γd→ np

γγ → π+π−

γγ → K+K−

s = E2
cm = W2 = Q2

Q4GMp(Q
2)

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

γγ → π+π−

γγ → K+K−

s = E2
cm = W2 = Q2

Q4GMp(Q
2)

Match fa!-off at sma! z to conformal twist-dimension 
at short distances

∆ = 2 + L
twist

S = 0

O2+L
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10 2 3 4

1

2

0

3

z

Φ(z)

2-2007
8721A18

-2

-4

0

2

4

Φ(z)

10 2 3 4
z2-2007

8721A19

Fig: Orbital and radial AdS modes in the hard wall model for ΛQCD = 0.32 GeV .
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Fig: Light meson and vector meson orbital spectrum ΛQCD = 0.32 GeV
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S = 0 S = 1
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Higher Spin Bosonic Modes HW

• Each hadronic state of integer spin S ≤ 2 is dual to a normalizable string mode

Φ(x, z)µ1µ2···µS = εµ1µ2···µS e−iP ·x ΦS(z).

with four-momentum Pµ and spin polarization indices along the 3+1 physical coordinates.

• Wave equation for spin S-mode W. S. l’Yi, Phys. Lett. B 448, 218 (1999)

[
z2∂2

z − (d+1−2S)z ∂z + z2M2−(µR)2
]
ΦS(z) = 0,

• Solution

Φ̃(z)S =
( z

R

)S
Φ(z)S = Ce−iP ·xz

d
2 J∆− d

2
(zM) ε(P )µ1µ2···µS ,

• We can identify the conformal dimension:

∆ =
1
2
(
d +

√
(d− 2S)2 + 4µ2R2

)
.

• Normalization:

Rd−2S−1
∫ Λ−1

QCD

0

dz

zd−2S−1
Φ2

S(z) = 1.
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AdS Soft-Wall Schrodinger Equation for 
bound state  of  two scalar constituents:

Derived from variation of Action  
Dilaton-Modified AdS5

[
− d2

dz2
− 1− 4L2

4z2
+ U(z)

]
φ(z) =M2φ(z)

U(z) = κ4z2 + 2κ2(L + S − 1)

• Erlich, Karch, Katz, Son, Stephanov • de Teramond, sjb

eΦ(z) = e+κ2z2
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0
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z
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Fig: Orbital and radial AdS modes in the soft wall model for κ = 0.6 GeV .
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Light meson orbital (a) and radial (b) spectrum for κ = 0.6 GeV.
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S = 0 S = 0

Soft Wall 
Model

Pion mass  
automatically 

zero!

mq = 0

Quark separation 
increases with L
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equation is similar to the celebrated Schrödinger radial wave equation at fixed t which

describes the quantum-mechanical structure of atomic systems. Internal orbital angular

momentum L and its effect on quark kinetic energy plays an explicit role. Thus by using

the AdS/CFT correspondence one obtains a relativistic wave equation applicable to hadron

physics, where the light-front coordinate ζ plays the role of the radial variable r of the

nonrelativistic theory. For example, the meson eigenvalue equation is
[
− d2

dζ2
− 1− 4L2

4ζ2
+ U(ζ)

]
φ(ζ) =M2φ(ζ), (1)

where the vast complexity of the QCD interactions among constituents is summed up in

the addition of the effective potential U(ζ), which is then modeled to enforce confinement.

For example, in the soft wall model the potential is U(ζ) = κ4ζ2 + 2κ2(J − 1) where J is

the total angular momentum of the hadron. The corresponding wavefunctions of a pion

describe the probability distribution of its constituents for the different orbital and radial

states. The separation of the constituent quark and antiquark in AdS space get larger as

the orbital angular momentum increases. Orbital excitations are also located deeper inside

AdS space (Fig. ??).

0
0 4 8

2

4

6

Φ(z)

2-2007
8721A20 z

-5

0

5

0 4 8
z

Φ(z)

2-2007
8721A21

Figure 2: Meson wavefunctions is AdS space in the soft-wall holographic model of
confinement: (a) orbital modes and (b) radial modes. Constituent quark and antiquark
fly away from each other as the orbital and radial quantum number increases.

Hadronic spectrum. Thus AdS/CFT and light-front holography provide a quantum

mechanical wave equation formalism for hadron physics. The soft-wall model, in particular,

appears to provide a very useful first approximation to QCD. The solutions of the light-

front equation determine the masses of the hadrons, given the total internal spin S, the

orbital angular momenta L of the constituents, and the index n, the number of nodes of

the wavefunction in ζ. For example, if the total quark spin S is zero, the meson bound

7

u

L = 0

L = 1

L = 2

L = 3
n = 0

n = 3

n = 2

n = 1

(a) (b)

Φ(z)Φ(z)

z z

0

2

(a) (b)

4
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2 )
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a2 (1320)

f2 (1270)
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ω3 (1670)

f4 (2050)
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L
0 2 4

n

ρ (770)
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0

2

(a) (b)

4

(G
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2 )

0 2 4
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ω (782)
ρ (770)

a2 (1320)

f2 (1270)

ρ3 (1690)
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L
0 2 4

n

ρ (770)

ρ (1450)

ρ (1700)

Quark separation increases with L
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S = 1 S = 1
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Higher Spin Bosonic Modes SW

• Effective LF Schrödinger wave equation
[
− d2

dζ2
− 1− 4L2

4ζ2
+ κ4ζ2 + 2κ2(L+ S−1)

]
φS(ζ) =M2φS(ζ)

with eigenvalues M2 = 2κ2(2n + 2L + S).

• Compare with Nambu string result (rotating flux tube): M2
n(L) = 2πσ (n + L + 1/2) .

0

2

(a) (b)

4

(G
eV

2 )

0 2 4
5-2006
8694A20

ω (782)
ρ (770)

a2 (1320)

f2 (1270)

ρ3 (1690)

ω3 (1670)

f4 (2050)
a4 (2040)

L
0 2 4

n

ρ (770)

ρ (1450)

ρ (1700)

Vector mesons orbital (a) and radial (b) spectrum for κ = 0.54 GeV.

• Glueballs in the bottom-up approach: (HW) Boschi-Filho, Braga and Carrion (2005); (SW) Colangelo,

De Facio, Jugeau and Nicotri( 2007).

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 27

[
− d2

dz2
− 1− 4L2

4z2
+ κ4z2 + 2κ2(L+ S−1)

]
φS(z) =M2φS(z)

S = 1S = 1

Soft-wall model

Same slope in n and L 



Linear particle trajectories

Plot of spins of families of particles against their squared masses:
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• 4 degenerate familes of particles: α(t) ≈ 1
2 + 0.9t

The particles in square brackets are listed in the data tables, but there is some
uncertainty about whether they exist.

The function α(t) is called a Regge trajectory.

Linear particle trajectories

Plot of spins of families of particles against their squared masses:

0
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• 4 degenerate familes of particles: α(t) ≈ 1
2 + 0.9t

The particles in square brackets are listed in the data tables, but there is some
uncertainty about whether they exist.

The function α(t) is called a Regge trajectory.

AdS/QCD Soft Wall Model -- Reproduces  Linear Regge Trajectories
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Nearly Conformal QCD and AdS/CFT G. F. de Téramond, UCR

• Propagation of external perturbation suppressed inside AdS.

• At large enoughQ ∼ r/R2, the interaction occurs in the large-r conformal region. Important

contribution to the FF integral from the boundary near z ∼ 1/Q.

J(Q, z), Φ(z)

1 2 3 4 5

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

z

• Consider a specific AdS mode Φ(n) dual to an n partonic Fock state |n〉. At small z, Φ(n)

scales as Φ(n) ∼ z∆n . Thus:

F (Q2) →
[

1
Q2

]τ−1

,

where τ = ∆n − σn, σn =
∑n

i=1 σi. The twist is equal to the number of partons, τ = n.

Quark-Hadron Duality, Frascati, 6-8 June 2005 Page 22

Dimensional Quark Counting Rules:
General result from 

AdS/CFT

33

Hadron Form Factors from AdS/CFT 

Polchinski, Strassler
de Teramond, sjb

D(z) ∼ (1− z)2Nspect−1

zD(z) = F (x = 1/z)

zD(z)c→pX = Fp→cX(x = 1/z)

zi ∝ m⊥i =
√

m2
i + k2

⊥

X = cūd̄ū

F (Q2)I→F =
∫ dz

z3ΦF (z)J(Q, z)ΦI(z)

J(Q, z) = zQK1(zQ)

αs(Q2)

β(Q2) = dαs(Q2)
d logQ2 → 0

Π(Q2)→ α
15π

Q2

m2

Q2 << 4m2

A

High Q2 
from 

small z  ~ 1/Q

J(Q, z) Φ(z)
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Current Matrix Elements in AdS Space (SW)

• Propagation of external current inside AdS space described by the AdS wave equation
[
z2∂2

z − z
(
1 + 2κ2z2

)
∂z −Q2z2

]
Jκ(Q, z) = 0.

• Solution bulk-to-boundary propagator

Jκ(Q, z) = Γ
(

1 +
Q2

4κ2

)
U

(
Q2

4κ2
, 0, κ2z2

)
,

where U(a, b, c) is the confluent hypergeometric function

Γ(a)U(a, b, z) =
∫ ∞

0
e−ztta−1(1 + t)b−a−1dt.

• Form factor in presence of the dilaton background ϕ = κ2z2

F (Q2) = R3
∫

dz

z3
e−κ2z2

Φ(z)Jκ(Q, z)Φ(z).

• For large Q2 " 4κ2

Jκ(Q, z)→ zQK1(zQ) = J(Q, z),

the external current decouples from the dilaton field.

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 34

sjb and GdT 
Grigoryan and Radyushkin

Soft Wall 
Model
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-2 -1.5 -1 -0.5 0
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1

-10 -8 -6 -4 -2 0
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Untitled-1 1

Fπ(q2)

q2(GeV 2)

However J/ψ → ρπ

is largest two-body hadron decay

Small value for ψ′ → ρπ

ρ

π

Spacelike pion form factor from AdS/CFT

Fπ(q2)

q2(GeV 2)

However J/ψ → ρπ

is largest two-body hadron decay

Small value for ψ′ → ρπ

ρ

π

Hard Wall: Truncated Space Confinement

Soft Wall: Harmonic Oscillator Confinement

One parameter -  set by pion decay constant

Data Compilation
Baldini, Kloe and Volmer

de Teramond, sjb
See also: Radyushkin 
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• Analytical continuation to time-like region q2 → −q2 (Mρ = 4κ2 = 750 MeV)

• Strongly coupled semiclassical gauge/gravity limit hadrons have zero widths (stable).

-10 -5 0 5 10

-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

7-2007
8755A4q2  (GeV2)

log
 IF

π (
q2 )I

Space and time-like pion form factor for κ = 0.375 GeV in the SW model.

• Vector Mesons: Hong, Yoon and Strassler (2004); Grigoryan and Radyushkin (2007).

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 40

Mρ = 2κ = 750 MeV
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AdS/QCD G. F. de Téramond

Holographic Model for QCD Light-Front Wavefunctions

SJB and GdT in preparation

• Drell-Yan-West form factor in the light-cone (two-parton state)

F (q2) =
∑

q

eq

∫ 1

0
dx

∫
d2!k⊥
16π3

ψ∗P ′(x,!k⊥ − x!q⊥) ψP (x,!k⊥).

• Fourrier transform to impact parameter space!b⊥

ψ(x,!k⊥) =
√

4π

∫
d2!b⊥ ei!b⊥·!k⊥ψ̃(x,!b⊥)

• Find (b = |!b⊥|) :

F (q2) =
∫ 1

0
dx

∫
d2!b⊥ eix!b⊥·!q⊥

∣∣ψ̃(x, b)
∣∣2

= 2π

∫ 1

0
dx

∫ ∞

0
b db J0 (bqx)

∣∣ψ̃(x, b)
∣∣2,

Caltech High Energy Seminar, Feb 6, 2006 Page 33

Soper

37

Light-Front Representation 
of Two-Body Meson Form Factor

!q2
⊥ = Q2 = −q2



Holographic Mapping of AdS Modes to QCD LFWFs

• Integrate Soper formula over angles:

F (q2) = 2π

∫ 1

0
dx

(1− x)
x

∫
ζdζJ0

(
ζq

√
1− x

x

)
ρ̃(x, ζ),

with ρ̃(x, ζ) QCD effective transverse charge density.

• Transversality variable

ζ =
√

x

1− x

∣∣∣
n−1∑

j=1

xjb⊥j

∣∣∣.

• Compare AdS and QCD expressions of FFs for arbitrary Q using identity:

∫ 1

0
dxJ0

(
ζQ

√
1− x

x

)
= ζQK1(ζQ),

the solution for J(Q, ζ) = ζQK1(ζQ) !

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 35

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)"b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np
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• Electromagnetic form-factor in AdS space:

Fπ+(Q2) = R3
∫

dz

z3
J(Q2, z) |Φπ+(z)|2 ,

where J(Q2, z) = zQK1(zQ).

• Use integral representation for J(Q2, z)

J(Q2, z) =
∫ 1

0
dx J0

(
ζQ

√
1− x

x

)

• Write the AdS electromagnetic form-factor as

Fπ+(Q2) = R3
∫ 1

0
dx

∫
dz

z3
J0

(
zQ

√
1− x

x

)
|Φπ+(z)|2

• Compare with electromagnetic form-factor in light-front QCD for arbitrary Q

∣∣∣ψ̃qq/π(x, ζ)
∣∣∣
2

=
R3

2π
x(1− x)

|Φπ(ζ)|2

ζ4

with ζ = z, 0 ≤ ζ ≤ ΛQCD

From String to Things, INT, Seattle, April 10, 2008 Page 29
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x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

(x(1− x)|b⊥|

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)"b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)"b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

LF(3+1)              AdS5

40

Light-Front Holography: Unique mapping derived from equality 
of LF and AdS  formula for current matrix elements

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(x,"b⊥) =

√
x(1− x)

2πζ
φ(ζ)
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soft wall
confining potential:

Light-Front Holography: 
Map AdS/CFT  to  3+1 LF Theory

[
− d2

d2ζ
+ V (ζ)

]
=M2φ(ζ)

[
− d2

dζ2 + V (ζ)
]
=M2φ(ζ)

ζ2 = x(1− x)b2
⊥.

Jz = Sz
p =

∑n
i=1 Sz

i +
∑n−1

i=1 #z
i = 1

2

each Fock State

Jz
p = Sz

q + Sz
g + Lz

q + Lz
g = 1

2

Relativistic LF radial equation!

G. de Teramond, sjb 

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

Frame Independent

[
− d2

dζ2
+

1− 4L2

4ζ2
+ U(ζ)

]
φ(ζ) =M2φ(ζ)

41

U(ζ) = κ4ζ2 + 2κ2(L + S − 1)
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Derivation of the Light-Front Radial Schrodinger Equation  
directly from LF QCD

M2 =
∫ 1

0
dx

∫
d2!k⊥
16π3

!k2
⊥

x(1− x)

∣∣∣ψ(x,!k⊥)
∣∣∣
2

+ interactions

=
∫ 1

0

dx

x(1− x)

∫
d2!b⊥ ψ∗(x,!b⊥)

(
−!∇2

!b⊥!

)
ψ(x,!b⊥) + interactions.

(!ζ,ϕ), !ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b⊥:Change 
variables ∇2 =

1
ζ

d

dζ

(
ζ

d

dζ

)
+

1
ζ2

∂2

∂ϕ2

M2 =
∫

dζ φ∗(ζ)
√

ζ

(
− d2

dζ2
− 1

ζ

d

dζ
+

L2

ζ2

)
φ(ζ)√

ζ

+
∫

dζ φ∗(ζ)U(ζ)φ(ζ)

=
∫

dζ φ∗(ζ)
(
− d2

dζ2
− 1− 4L2

4ζ2
+ U(ζ)

)
φ(ζ)
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Consider the AdS5 metric:

ds2 = R2

z2 (ηµνdxµdxν − dz2).

ds2 invariant if xµ → λxµ, z → λz,

Maps scale transformations to scale changes of the the holographic coordinate z.

We define light-front coordinates x± = x0 ± x3.

Then ηµνdxµdxν = dx0
2 − dx3

2 − dx⊥
2 = dx+dx− − dx⊥

2

and

ds2 = −R2

z2 (dx⊥
2 + dz2) for x+ = 0.

• ds2 is invariant if dx⊥
2 → λ2dx⊥

2, and z → λz, at equal LF time.

• Maps scale transformations in transverse LF space to scale changes of the holographic coordinate z.

• Holographic connection of AdS5 to the light-front.

• Casimir for the rotation group SO(2).

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 3

Ladder Construction of Orbital States

• Orbital excitations constructed by the L-th application of the raising operator

a†
L = −iΠL

on the ground state:

a†|L〉 = cL|L + 1〉.

• In the light-front ζ-representation

φL(ζ) = 〈ζ|L〉 = CL

√
ζ (−ζ)L

(
1
ζ

d

dζ

)L

J0(ζM)

= CL

√
ζJL (ζM) .

• The solutions φL are solutions of the light-front equation (L = 0,±1,±2, · · · )
[
− d2

dζ2
− 1− L2

4ζ2

]
φ(ζ) = M2φ(ζ),

• Mode spectrum from boundary conditions : φ (ζ = 1/ΛQCD) = 0.

• The effective wave equation in the two-dim transverse LF plane has the Casimir representation L2

corresponding to the SO(2) rotation group [The Casimir for SO(N) ∼ SN−1 is L(L + N − 2) ].

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 20

Light-Front/AdS5 Duality
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soft wall
confining potential:

Light-Front Holography: 
Map AdS/CFT  to  3+1 LF Theory

[
− d2

d2ζ
+ V (ζ)

]
=M2φ(ζ)

[
− d2

dζ2 + V (ζ)
]
=M2φ(ζ)

ζ2 = x(1− x)b2
⊥.

Jz = Sz
p =

∑n
i=1 Sz

i +
∑n−1

i=1 #z
i = 1

2

each Fock State

Jz
p = Sz

q + Sz
g + Lz

q + Lz
g = 1

2

Relativistic LF radial equation!

G. de Teramond, sjb 

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

Frame Independent

[
− d2

dζ2
+

1− 4L2

4ζ2
+ U(ζ)

]
φ(ζ) =M2φ(ζ)

44

U(ζ) = κ4ζ2 + 2κ2(L + S − 1)
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Example: Two-parton Pion LFWF

• Hard-Wall Model (P-S)

ψ̃HW
qq/π(x,b⊥) =

ΛQCD

√
x(1− x)√

πJ1+L(βL,k)
JL

(√
x(1− x) |b⊥|βL,kΛQCD

)
θ

(
b2
⊥ ≤

Λ−2
QCD

x(1− x)

)

• Soft-Wall Model (K-K-S-S)

ψ̃SW
qq/π(x,b⊥) = κL+1

√
2n!

(n + L)!
[x(1− x)]

1
2+L|b⊥|Le−

1
2 κ2x(1−x)b2

⊥LL
n

(
κ2x(1− x)b2

⊥
)

(a) (b)b b

xx

ψ
(x,
b)

7-2007
8755A11.0

00

0 10 20 0 10 20

0.05

0.10

0.5

1.0

0

0.5

0

0.1

0.2

Fig: Ground state pion LFWF in impact space: (a) HW model ΛQCD = 0.32 GeV, (b) SW model κ = 0.375 GeV

From String to Things, INT, Seattle, April 10, 2008 Page 32
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Example: Evaluation of QCD Matrix Elements

• Pion decay constant fπ defined by the matrix element of EW current J+
W :

〈
0

∣∣ψuγ+ 1
2(1− γ5)ψd

∣∣ π−
〉

= i
P+fπ√

2
with

∣∣π−
〉

= |du〉 =
1√
NC

1√
2

NC∑

c=1

(
b†c d↓d

†
c u↑ − b†c d↑d

†
c u↓

) ∣∣0
〉
.

• Find light-front expression (Lepage and Brodsky ’80):

fπ = 2
√

NC

∫ 1

0
dx

∫
d2$k⊥
16π3

ψqq/π(x, k⊥).

• Using relation between AdS modes and QCD LFWF in the ζ → 0 limit

fπ =
1
8

√
3
2

R3/2 lim
ζ→0

Φ(ζ)
ζ2

.

• Holographic result (ΛQCD =0.22 GeV and κ=0.375 GeV from pion FF data): Exp: fπ =92.4 MeV

fHW
π =

√
3

8J1(β0,k)
ΛQCD = 91.7 MeV, fSW

π =
√

3
8

κ = 81.2 MeV,

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 42
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Prediction from AdS/CFT: Meson LFWF

ψ(x, k⊥)
0.20.40.60.8

1.3

1.4

1.5

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0

5

       “Soft Wall” 
model

ψ(x, k⊥)(GeV)

de Teramond, sjb

47

φM(x, Q0) ∝
√

x(1− x)

µR

µR = Q

µF = µR

Q/2 < µR < 2Q

µ−

q

φM(x, Q0) ∝
√

x(1− x)

ψM(x, k2
⊥)

µR

µR = Q

µF = µR

Q/2 < µR < 2Q

µ−

ψM (x, k⊥) =
4π

κ
√

x(1− x
e
− k2

⊥
2κ2x(1−x)

κ = 0.375 GeV

massless quarks
Note coupling 

k2
⊥, x

Connection of Confinement to TMDs
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Gravitational Form Factor of Composite Hadrons

• Gravitational FF defined by matrix elements of the energy momentum tensor Θ++(x)
〈
P ′ ∣∣Θ++(0)

∣∣ P
〉

= 2
(
P+

)2
A(Q2)

• Θµν is computed for each constituent in the hadron from the QCD Lagrangian

LQCD = ψ (iγµDµ −m)ψ − 1
4Ga

µνG
a µν

• Symmetric and gauge invariant Θµν from variation of SQCD =
∫

d4x
√

gLQCD with respect to

four-dim Minkowski metric gµν , Θµν(x) = − 2√
g

δSQCD

δgµν(x) :

Θµν = 1
2ψi(γµDν + γνDµ) ψ − gµνψ (i /D −m) ψ −Ga µλGa ν

λ + 1
4gµνGa

µνG
a µν

• Quark contribution in light front gauge (A+ = 0, g++ = 0)

Θ++(x) =
i

2

∑

f

ψ
f (x)γ+←→∂ +ψf (x)

From String to Things, INT, Seattle, April 10, 2008 Page 17
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• Particle number representation

Θ++ =
1
2

∑

f

∫
dq+d2q⊥

(2π)3

∫
dq′+d2q′⊥

(2π)3
(
q++ q′+

) {
bf†(q)bf (q′) + df†(q)df (q′)

}

• Gravitational form-factor in momentum space

A(q2) =
∑

n

∫ [
dxi

] [
d2k⊥i

]∑

f

xf ψ∗
n/P ′(xi,k′⊥i)ψn/P (xi,k⊥i),

where k′⊥i = k⊥i + (1− xi)q⊥ for a struck quark and k′⊥i = k⊥i − xi q⊥ for each spectator

• Gravitational form-factor in impact space

A(q2) =
∑

n

n−1∏

j=1

∫
dxjd

2b⊥j

∑

f

xf exp
(
iq⊥ ·

n−1∑

j=1

xjb⊥j

) ∣∣∣ψ̃n(xj ,b⊥j)
∣∣∣
2

From String to Things, INT, Seattle, April 10, 2008 Page 18
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Extra factor of x  relative 
to charge

 form factor

50

A(q2) =
∫ 1

0
x dx

∫
d2!η⊥ei!η⊥·!q⊥ ρ̃(x, !η⊥),

ρ̃(x, "η⊥) =
∫

d2"q⊥
(2π)2

e−i!η⊥·!q⊥ρ(x, "q⊥)

=
∑

n

n−1∏

j=1

∫
dxj d2"b⊥j δ

(
1− x−

n−1∑

j=1

xj

)

×δ(2)
(n−1∑

j=1

xj
"b⊥j − "η⊥

) ∣∣∣ψ̃n(xj ,"b⊥j)
∣∣∣
2
.

A(q2) = 2π

∫ 1

0
dx (1− x)

∫
ζdζ J0

(
ζq

√
1− x

x

)
ρ̃(x, ζ)

ζ =
√

x

1− x

∣∣∣
n−1∑

j=1

xjb⊥j

∣∣∣

Gravitational Form Factor on the LF

where

Integrate over angle

f

For each quark and 
gluon  field  x=xf

f

ff

f f

f
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• Hadronic gravitational form-factor in AdS space

Aπ(Q2) = R3
∫

dz

z3
H(Q2, z) |Φπ(z)|2 ,

where H(Q2, z) = 1
2Q2z2K2(zQ)

• Use integral representation for H(Q2, z)

H(Q2, z) = 2
∫ 1

0
x dxJ0

(
zQ

√
1− x

x

)

• Write the AdS gravitational form-factor as

Aπ(Q2) = 2R3
∫ 1

0
x dx

∫
dz

z3
J0

(
zQ

√
1− x

x

)
|Φπ(z)|2

• Compare with gravitational form-factor in light-front QCD for arbitrary Q

∣∣∣ψ̃qq/π(x, ζ)
∣∣∣
2

=
R3

2π
x(1− x)

|Φπ(ζ)|2

ζ4
,

which is identical to the result obtained from the EM form-factor

From String to Things, INT, Seattle, April 10, 2008 Page 31

Abidin & Carlson 

Gravitational Form Factor in AdS space

Identical  to LF Holography obtained from electromagnetic current



 
JTI Workshop  ANL

April  16, 2009
 Stan Brodsky 

 SLAC 
AdS/QCD and  LF Holography 

 Gravitational Form Factor

solution!

52

The AdS Gravitational Form Factor

∫
d4x dz

√
g h!m(x, z)∂!Φ∗

P ′(x, z)∂mΦP (x, z)

 propagation of graviton into AdS from external source

ds2 =
R2

z2

(
(ηµν + hµν)dxµdxν − dz2

)
.

z3∂z

(
1
z3

∂zh
ν
µ

)
− ∂ρ∂

ρh ν
µ = 0.

hzz = hzµ = 0

H(Q2, z) =
1
2
Q2z2K2(zQ).

A(Q2) = R3

∫
dz

z3
Φ(z)H(Q2, z)Φ(z).

h ν
µ (x, z) = η ν

µ e−iq·xH(q2, z) H(q2 = 0, z) = H(q2, z = 0) = 1.

 linearized metric

 eqn. of motion from action

Abidin & Carlson 

gauge choice

gravitational coupling
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AdS/QCD can predict

• Momentum fractions for each quark flavor and the 
gluons

• Orbital Angular Momentum for each quark flavor 
and the gluons

• Vanishing Anomalous Gravitomagnetic Moment

• Shape and Asymptotic Behavior of

Af (0) =< xf >,
∑

f

Af (0) = A(0) = 1

Bf (0) =< L3
f >,

∑

f

Bf (0) = B(0) = 0

Af (Q2), Bf (Q2)

Holographic result for LFWF identical for electroweak and 
gravity couplings!  Highly nontrivial consistency test
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FIG. 2: Upper panel: The red solid line is 2πb times ρ+
0 (b), the

p+ density of helicity-0 ρ-mesons in the hard-wall AdS/QCD
model, while the purple dash-dotted line is the corresponding
result in the soft-wall model. The blue dashed line is 2πb
times ρc

0(b), the charge density of helicity-0 ρ-mesons in the
hard-wall model, while the green dash-dot-dotted line is the
corresponding result in the soft-wall model. Lower panel: the
same but for ρ+

1 (b) and ρc
1(b).

The two independent helicity flip form factors are

T +
10 =

√

2η (−B + ηE) , T +
−1,1 = −ηE. (21)

However, both B and E vanish in the AdS/QCD model.
In conclusion, we have studied the distribution within

extended objects of the matter that carries the compo-
nent p+ of the momentum, in a light front viewpoint.

The examples we used were real nucleons, where we
used semi-empirical models of the nucleon GPDs as un-
derlying input, and spin-1 particles, where the underly-
ing input came from AdS/QCD studies of these states.
The crucial gravitational form factors can be obtained
as second moments of the GPDs. There are conceptual
similarities to the light-front relations of charge distribu-
tion in the transverse plane to Fourier transforms of the
electromagnetic form factors. Differences include using
the gravitational instead of electromagnetic form factors

and weighting the GPDs with x instead of charge.

We presented plots that showed the p+ density in the
entire transverse plane. A qualitative result is that the
hadrons we study are all more compact when looking
at the p+ momentum density than when looking at the
charge (or magnetic) density. We had earlier calculated
“gravitational radii” from the slope of the gravitational
form factors obtained for several species of mesons in an
AdS/QCD model [5, 19]. In addition, we have learned
that the phenomenon of compactness of the momentum
distribution and the corresponding smaller root-mean-
square radius is not limited to mesons which are studied
using a purely theoretical AdS/QCD correspondence, but
is also seen in nucleon distributions based on real data.

We thank the NSF for support under grant PHY-
0555600.
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ψM (x, k⊥) =
4π

κ
√

x(1− x
F (

k2
⊥

2κ2x(1− x)
)

electromagnetic

gravity
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• Fundamental gauge invariant non-perturbative input to 
hard exclusive processes, heavy hadron decays. Defined 
for Mesons, Baryons

• Evolution Equations from                                            
PQCD, OPE, Conformal Invariance

• Compute from valence light-front wavefunction in light-
cone gauge

Hadron Distribution Amplitudes

55

φH(xi, Q)

φM (x,Q) =
∫ Q

d2"k ψqq̄(x,"k⊥)

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed τ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

ψ(σ, b⊥)

β = dαs(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

x

1− x

k2
⊥ < Q2

∑

i

xi = 1

Braun, Gardi

Lepage, sjb
E%emov, Radyushkin

Sachrajda, Frishman Lepage, sjb

Lepage, sjb
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
x

0

0.5

1

1.5

2
φ π(x

)

Linear potential(m=0.22 GeV,β=0.3659 GeV)

HO potential(m=0.25 GeV,β=0.3194 GeV)

φ
as

(x)~x(1-x)

φ
AdS/CFT

(x)~[x(1-x)]
1/2

φ(x, Q0) ∝
√

x(1− x)

pp→ ppJ/ψ

pp→ pΛcD

pp→ γγ

PQCD: No handbag dominance
for real photons

J = 0 fixed pole from
local qq → γγ interactions

AdS/CFT :
Oberwölz

Π(Q2) = α
5π

Q2

m2
e

Q2 << 4m2
e

Π(Q2) ∝ Q2

m2
g

Q2 << 4m2
g

Increases PQCD leading twist prediction for
Fπ(Q2) by factor 16/9

φasympt ∼ x(1− x)
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shown in Fig. 1. The corresponding predictions for !R and

!MS using the CSRs at NLO are also shown. Note that for

low Q2 the couplings, although frozen, are large. Thus the

NLO and higher-order terms in the CSRs are large, and in-

verting them perturbatively to NLO does not give accurate

results at low scales. In addition, higher-twist contributions

to !V and !R , which are not reflected in the CSR relating

them, may be expected to be important for low Q2 "35#.
It is clear that exclusive processes such as the pion and

photon to pion transition form factors can provide a valuable

window for determining the magnitude and the shape of the

effective charges at quite low momentum transfers. In par-

ticular, we can check consistency with the !V prediction

from lattice gauge theory. A complimentary method for de-

termining !V at low momentum is to use the angular anisot-

ropy of e!e"→QQ̄ at the heavy quark thresholds "36#. It
should be emphasized that the parametrization $18% is just an
approximate form. The actual behavior of !V(Q

2) at low Q2

is one of the key uncertainties in QCD phenomenology. In

this paper we shall use exclusive observables to deduce in-

formation on this quantity.

IV. APPLICATIONS

As we have emphasized, exclusive processes are sensitive

to the magnitude and shape of the QCD couplings at quite

low momentum transfer: QV
*2!e"3Q2!Q2/20 and

QR
*2!Q2/50 "37#. The fact that the data for exclusive pro-

cesses such as form factors, two photon processes such as

&&→'!'", and photoproduction at fixed (c .m . are consis-
tent with the nominal scaling of the leading-twist QCD pre-

dictions $dimensional counting% at momentum transfers Q up

to the order of a few GeV can be immediately understood if

the effective charges !V and !R are slowly varying at low

momentum. The scaling of the exclusive amplitude then fol-

lows that of the subprocess amplitude TH with effectively

fixed coupling. Note also that the Sudakov effect of the end-

point region is the exponential of a double log series if the

coupling is frozen, and thus is strong.

In Fig. 2, we compare the recent CLEO data "38# for the
photon to pion transition form factor with the prediction

Q2F&'$Q2%#2 f '" 1"
5

3

!V$e"3/2Q %

' # . $19%

The flat scaling of the Q2F&'(Q
2) data from Q2#2 to

Q2#8 GeV2 provides an important confirmation of the ap-

plicability of leading twist QCD to this process. The magni-

tude of Q2F&'(Q
2) is remarkably consistent with the pre-

dicted form assuming the asymptotic distribution amplitude

and including the LO QCD radiative correction with

!V(e
"3/2Q)/'!0.12. Radyushkin "39#, Ong "40# and Kroll

"41# have also noted that the scaling and normalization of the
photon-to-pion transition form factor tends to favor the

asymptotic form for the pion distribution amplitude and rules

out broader distributions such as the two-humped form sug-

gested by QCD sum rules "42#. One cannot obtain a unique
solution for the non-perturbative wave function from the F'&
data alone. However, we have the constraint that

1

3
$ 1

1"x
% &1"

5

3

!V$Q*%

' '!0.8 $20%

"assuming the renormalization scale we have chosen in Eq.
$13% is approximately correct#. Thus one could allow for

some broadening of the distribution amplitude with a corre-

sponding increase in the value of !V at low scales.

In Fig. 3 we compare the existing measurements of the

space-like pion form factor F'(Q
2) "43,44# $obtained from

the extrapolation of &*p→'!n data to the pion pole% with
the QCD prediction $10%, again assuming the asymptotic
form of the pion distribution amplitude. The scaling of the

FIG. 1. The coupling function !V(Q
2) as given in Eq. $18%.

Also shown are the corresponding predictions for !MS̄ and !R fol-

lowing from the NLO commensurate scale relations "Eqs. $2% and
$9%#.

FIG. 2. The &→'0 transition form factor. The solid line is the

full prediction including the QCD correction "Eq. $19%#; the dotted
line is the LO prediction Q2F&'(Q

2)#2 f ' .

FIG. 3. The space-like pion form factor.
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Increases PQCD leading twist prediction for
Fπ(Q2) by factor 16/9

φasymptotic ∝ x(1− x)

φ(x, Q0) ∝
√

x(1− x)

pp→ ppJ/ψ

pp→ pΛcD

pp→ γγ

PQCD: No handbag dominance
for real photons

J = 0 fixed pole from
local qq → γγ interactions

AdS/CFT :

Oberwölz

Π(Q2) = α
5π

Q2

m2
e

Q2 << 4m2
e

Π(Q2) ∝ Q2

m2
g

Q2 << 4m2
g

Increases PQCD leading twist prediction for
Fπ(Q2) by factor 16/9

where !M(x ,Q̃) is the process-independent meson distribu-

tion amplitude, which encodes the non-perturbative dynam-

ics of the bound valence Fock state up to the resolution scale

Q̃ , and

TH"x ,y ,Q2#!
16$CF%s"&#

"1"x #"1"y #Q2 '1#O"%s#( "6#

is the leading-twist perturbatively-calculable subprocess am-

plitude )*q(x) q̄ (1"x)→q(y) q̄ (1"y), obtained by re-

placing the incident and final mesons by valence quarks col-

linear up to the resolution scale Q̃ . The contributions from

non-valence Fock states and the correction from neglecting

the transverse momentum in the subprocess amplitude from

the non-perturbative region are higher twist, i.e., power-law

suppressed. The transverse momenta in the perturbative do-

main lead to the evolution of the distribution amplitude and

to NLO corrections in %s . The contribution from the end-

point regions of integration, x*1 and y*1, are power-law
and Sudakov suppressed and thus can only contribute correc-

tions at higher order in 1/Q '4(.
The distribution amplitude !(x ,Q̃) is boost and gauge

invariant and evolves in lnQ̃ through an evolution equation

'4(. It can be computed from the integral over transverse

momenta of the renormalized hadron valence wave function

in the light-cone gauge at fixed light-cone time '4(:

!"x ,Q̃ #!! d2k!!+" Q̃2"
k!!
2

x"1"x #
#,"Q̃ #"x ,k!!#. "7#

The physical pion form factor must be independent of the

separation scale Q̃ . The natural variable in which to make
this separation is the light-cone energy, or equivalently the

invariant mass M2!k!!
2 /x(1"x), of the off-shell partonic

system '20,4(. Any residual dependence on the choice of Q̃
for the distribution amplitude will be compensated by a cor-
responding dependence of the NLO correction in TH . How-
ever, the NLO prediction for the pion form factor depends
strongly on the form of the pion distribution amplitude as
well as the choice of renormalization scale & and scheme.
It is straightforward to obtain the commensurate scale re-

lation between F$ and %V following the procedure outlined
above. The appropriate BLM scale for F$ is determined
from the explicit calculations of the NLO corrections given
by Dittes and Radyushkin '21( and Field et al. '22(. These
may be written in the form 'A(&)n f#B(&)(%s /$ , where A
is independent of the separation scale Q̃ . The n f dependence
allows one to uniquely identify the dependence on -0, which
is then absorbed into the running coupling by a shift to the

BLM scale Q*!e3A(&)& . An important check of self-

consistency is that the resulting value for Q* is independent
of the choice of the starting scale & .
Combining this result with the BLM scale-fixed expres-

sion for %V , and eliminating the intermediate coupling, we

find

F$"Q2#!!
0

1

dx!$"x #!
0

1

dy!$"y #
16$CF%V"QV#

"1"x #"1"y #Q2" 1#CV

%V"QV#

$ #
!"4!

0

1

dx!$"x #!
0

1

dy!$"y #V"QV
2 #" 1#CV

%V"QV#

$ # , "8#

where CV!"1.91 is the same coefficient one would obtain
in a conformally invariant theory with -!0, and

QV
2.(1"x)(1"y)Q2. In this analysis we have assumed

that the pion distribution amplitude has the asymptotic form

!$!!3 f $x(1"x), where the pion decay constant is f $$93
MeV. In this simplified case the distribution amplitude does

not evolve, and there is no dependence on the separation

scale Q̃ . This commensurate scale relation between F$(Q
2)

and /%V(QV)0 represents a general connection between the
form factor of a bound-state system and the irreducible ker-

nel that describes the scattering of its constituents.

Alternatively, we can express the pion form factor in

terms of other effective charges such as the coupling %R(!s)
that defines the QCD radiative corrections to the e#e"→X

cross section: R(s).31eq
2'1#%R(!s)/$( . The CSR be-

tween %V and %R is

%V"QV#!%R"QR#" 1"
25

12

%R

$
#••• # , "9#

where the ratio of commensurate scales to this order is

QR /QV!e23/12"223$0.614.
If we expand the QCD coupling about a fixed point in

NLO '10(: %s(QV)$%s(Q0)'1"„-0%s(Q0)/2$…ln(QV /Q0)(,
then the integral over the effective charge in Eq. "8# can be
performed explicitly. Thus, assuming the asymptotic distri-

bution amplitude, the pion form factor at NLO is

Q2F$"Q2#!16$ f$
2%V"Q*#" 1"1.91

%V"Q*#

$ # , "10#

where Q*!e"3/2Q . In this approximation lnQ*2

!/ln(1"x)(1"y)Q20, in agreement with the explicit calcula-
tion. A striking feature of this result is that the physical scale

controlling the meson form factor in the %V scheme is very

low: e"3/2Q$0.22Q , reflecting the characteristic momentum
transfer experienced by the spectator valence quark in

lepton-meson elastic scattering.

We may also determine the renormalization scale of %V

for more general forms of the coupling by direct integration

over x and y in Eq. "8#, assuming a specific analytic form for
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Lepage, sjb C. Ji, A. Pang, D. Robertson, sjb

Increases PQCD leading twist prediction for
Fπ(Q2) by factor 16/9

φasymptotic ∝ x(1− x)

Normalized to fπ

Choi,   Ji
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Second Moment of  Pion Distribution Amplitude

< ξ2 >=
∫ 1

−1
dξ ξ2φ(ξ)

ξ = 1− 2x

φasympt ∝ x(1− x)
φAdS/QCD ∝

√
x(1− x)

Braun et al.

Donnellan et al.

< ξ2 >π= 1/5 = 0.20

< ξ2 >π= 1/4 = 0.25

Lattice (I) < ξ2 >π= 0.28± 0.03

Lattice (II) < ξ2 >π= 0.269± 0.039
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Diffractive Dissociation of Pion  
into Quark Jets

Measure Light-Front Wavefunction of Pion

Minimal momentum transfer to nucleus
Nucleus left Intact!

E791 Ashery et al.
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M ∝ ∂2

∂2k⊥
ψπ(x, k⊥)

F2
A(q2⊥) ∼ e−

1
3R2

Aq2⊥

∆Pz =
M2

final−M2
initial

2ELab

LIoffe = 1
∆Pz

∼ 2Elab
M2

qq̄

For Eπ
Lab = 500GeV,

M2
qq̄ < 50GeV2
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E791 FNAL Diffractive DiJet 

Two-gluon exchange measures the second derivative of the pion
light-front wavefunction

q

q̄

g

π
q

q̄

g

π

q

q̄

g

π
N

M ∝ i s α2
s bπ

⊥ bN
⊥

σ ∝ α4
s (bπ

⊥)2 (bN
⊥)2

M ∝ b⊥

M ∝ s

q

q̄

N

M ∝ i s α2
s bπ

⊥ bN
⊥

σ ∝ α4
s (bπ

⊥)2 (bN
⊥)2

M ∝ b⊥

M ∝ s

q

q̄

M ∝ ∂2

∂2k⊥
ψπ(x, k⊥)

F2
A(q2⊥) ∼ e−

1
3R2

Aq2⊥

∆Pz =
M2

final−M2
initial

2ELab

LIoffe = 1
∆Pz

∼ 2Elab
M2

qq̄

For Eπ
Lab = 500GeV,

M2
qq̄ < 50GeV2

 Gunion, Frankfurt, Mueller, Strikman, sjb
Frankfurt, Miller, Strikman
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Key Ingredients in  E791 Experiment

Small color-dipole moment pion not absorbed; 
interacts with each nucleon coherently 

QCD COLOR Transparency

q

q̄

g

π
q

q̄

g

π

q

q̄

g

π
N

M ∝ i s α2
s bπ

⊥ bN
⊥

σ ∝ α4
s (bπ

⊥)2 (bN
⊥)2

M ∝ b⊥

M ∝ s

q

q̄

Target left intact

Brodsky Mueller
Frankfurt Miller Strikman

Diffraction, Rapidity gap

MA = A MN

dσ
dt (πA → qq̄A′) = A2 dσ

dt (πN → qq̄N ′) F2
A(t)

M ∝ i s α2
s bπ

⊥ bN
⊥

σ ∝ α4
s (bπ

⊥)2 (bN
⊥)2

M ∝ b⊥

M ∝ s

q

MA = A MN

dσ
dt (πA → qq̄A′) = A2 dσ

dt (πN → qq̄N ′) F2
A(t)

M ∝ i s α2
s bπ

⊥ bN
⊥

σ ∝ α4
s (bπ

⊥)2 (bN
⊥)2

M ∝ b⊥

M ∝ s

q
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A

A′

σ = x− = ct − x3

x+ = ct + x3

x1

x2

log10 Q2(GeV2)

A

A′

σ = x− = ct − x3

x+ = ct + x3

x1

x2

log10 Q2(GeV2)
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Color Transparency

• Fundamental test of gauge theory in hadron physics

• Small color dipole moments interact weakly in nuclei

• Complete coherence at high energies

• Clear Demonstration of CT from Diffractive Di-Jets

Bertsch, Gunion, Goldhaber, sjb
A. H. Mueller,  sjb
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D. Ashery / Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 56 (2006) 279–339 301

Table 1

The exponent in σ ∝ Aα , experimental results for coherent dissociation and the color-transparency (CT) predictions [69]

kt bin (GeV/c) α #αstat #αsys #α α(CT)

1.25–1.5 1.64 ±0.05 +0.04–0.11 +0.06–0.12 1.25

1.5–2.0 1.52 ±0.09 ±0.08 ±0.12 1.45

2.0–2.5 1.55 ±0.11 ±0.12 ±0.16 1.60

Fig. 14. q2t distributions of dijets with 1.5 ≤ kt ≤ 2.0 GeV/c for the platinum and carbon targets. The lines are fits of the

MC simulations to the data: coherent nuclear dissociation (dotted line), coherent nucleon/incoherent nuclear dissociation

(dashed line), background (dashed–dotted line) and total fit (solid line).

note also that in their more recent work [70] the authors carried out more detailed calculations

and predicted a value α = 1.54.

This process was calculated also by Nikolaev et al. [74] who include higher twist corrections.

They calculate the α dependence and their results are very similar to those shown in Table 1 as
derived from [69].

In summary of this section we may conclude that color transparency was well demonstrated

in vector meson electroproduction and in diffractive dissociation of the pion to dijets. It was not

unambiguously verified for the proton. It is important to understand the experimental results for

the proton: why (e, e′ p) experiments show no sign of CT and why (p, 2p) experiments show a

rise and fall of transparency, strongly deviating from Glauber calculations and at the same time

not reproducing the expected CT signature. It can be expected that if the effect exists in the qq̄

system it should also exist for the qqq system. One could argue that the probability to find a qq̄ at

short distances is higher than that to find a qqq in short distances. If we interpret these systems as

the valence components of their respective LCWFs, this may indicate that the contribution of the

valence component to the total LCWF may be different for mesons and baryons. The difficulties

encountered in understanding the anomalous spin effects in pp scattering [25,26] leave this as an

open question. For observation of CT with protons there might also be the problem of choosing

the sensitive process: reaction, momentum transfer etc. that would select a proton in a PLC

state and the observable that would identify it as such. It may be that diffractive dissociation

of protons or perhaps baryon photoproduction would show this effect. Following the example

Nuclear coherence Nuclear coherence

F2
A(q2⊥) ∼ e−

1
3R2

Aq2⊥

∆Pz =
M2

final−M2
initial

2ELab

LIoffe = 1
∆Pz

∼ 2Elab
M2

qq̄

For Eπ
Lab = 500GeV,

M2
qq̄ < 50GeV2

LIoffe > 4fm ∼ RA
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D. Ashery, Tel Aviv University

THE kt DEPENDENCE OF DI-JETS YIELD

dσ

dk2
t

∝
∣∣∣∣αs(k

2
t )G(x, k2

t )
∣∣∣∣
2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∂2

∂k2
t

ψ(u, kt)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

With ψ ∼ φ
k2
t
, weak φ(k2

t ) and αs(k2
t ) dependences and G(x, k2

t ) ∼ k1/2
t : dσ

dkt
∼ k−6

t

For low kt:

Gaussian: ψ ∼ e−βk2
t (Jakob and Kroll)

Coulomb: ψ(p) =
(

1
1+p2/p2

a

)2
(Pauli)

High Transverse momentum  
dependence consistent with 

PQCD, ERBL Evolution
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Two Componentsdσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

ζ ↔ z

M =
∫
ΠdxidyiφF (xi, Q̃)×TH(xi, yi, Q̃)×φI(yi, Q̃)

Fixed t/s or cos θcm

ntot = nA + nB + nC + nD

ν = L

dσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

ζ ↔ z

M =
∫
ΠdxidyiφF (xi, Q̃)×TH(xi, yi, Q̃)×φI(yi, Q̃)

Fixed t/s or cos θcm

ntot = nA + nB + nC + nD

ν = L

Gaussian

k−6.5
T

dσ
dkT
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ζ ↔ z

M =
∫
ΠdxidyiφF (xi, Q̃)×TH(xi, yi, Q̃)×φI(yi, Q̃)

Fixed t/s or cos θcm

Gaussian

k−6.5
T

dσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

ζ ↔ z

M =
∫
ΠdxidyiφF (xi, Q̃)×TH(xi, yi, Q̃)×φI(yi, Q̃)

Fixed t/s or cos θcm

Gaussian

k−6.5
T

dσ
dkT

kT (GeV)

ζ ↔ z

M =
∫
ΠdxidyiφF (xi, Q̃)×TH(xi, yi, Q̃)×φI(yi, Q̃)

Fixed t/s or cos θcm

E791 Diffractive Di-Jet transverse momentum distribution

Gaussian component similar 
to AdS/CFT HO LFWF
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310 D. Ashery / Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 56 (2006) 279–339

Fig. 22. The u distribution of diffractive dijets from the platinum target for 1.25 ≤ kt ≤ 1.5 GeV/c (left) and for

1.5 ≤ kt ≤ 2.5 GeV/c (right). The solid line is a fit to a combination of the asymptotic and CZ distribution amplitudes.

The dashed line shows the contribution from the asymptotic function and the dotted line that of the CZ function.

They were identified through the e−bq2t dependence of their yield (q2t is the square of the trans-

verse momentum transferred to the nucleus and b = 〈R2〉
3
where R is the nuclear radius).

For measurement of the wave function the most forward events (q2t < 0.015 GeV/c2) from
the platinum target were used, see Fig. 14. For these events, the value of u was computed from

the measured longitudinal momenta of the jets. The analysis was carried out in two windows of

transverse momentum kt : 1.25 GeV/c ≤ kt ≤ 1.5 GeV/c and 1.5 GeV/c ≤ kt ≤ 2.5 GeV/c.

The resulting u distributions are shown in Fig. 22. In order to get a measure of the correspondence

between the experimental results and the calculated distribution amplitudes, the results were fit

with a linear combination of squares of the two distribution amplitudes after smearing, as shown

on the right side of Fig. 21. This assumes an incoherent combination of the two distribution

amplitudes and that the evolution of the Chernyak–Zhitnitsky function is slow (as stated in [32]).

The results for the higher kt window show that the asymptotic distribution amplitude describes

the data very well. Hence, for kt > 1.5 GeV/c, which translates to Q2 ∼ 10 (GeV/c)2, the
pQCD approach that led to construction of the asymptotic distribution amplitude is reasonable.

The distribution in the lower window is consistent with a significant contribution from the

Chernyak–Zhitnitsky distribution amplitude or may indicate contributions due to other non-

perturbative effects.

The quantity measured in this experiment, the distribution of longitudinal momentumwithin a

kt window, is not exactly the distribution amplitude. The latter is an integral over kt with a lower

limit of zero, covering the low Q2 non-perturbative region (Eq. (4)). The results can be regarded

instead as representing the square of the light-conewave function averaged over kt in the window:

ψ2
qq̄(u, 〈kt 〉). With the measured kt -dependence described in Section 3.3.4 the average values are

〈kt 〉 = 1.34 GeV/c and 1.75 GeV/c for the low and high kt windows, respectively:ψ
2
qq̄(u, 1.34)

and ψ2
qq̄(u, 1.75) were measured. Alternatively, the results for each window can be related to the

difference of distribution amplitudes:

∣∣∣∣

∫ k2

k1

ψ(u, kt )d
2kt

∣∣∣∣
2

= |φ(u, k2) − φ(u, k1)|2. (48)
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Fig. 22. The u distribution of diffractive dijets from the platinum target for 1.25 ≤ kt ≤ 1.5 GeV/c (left) and for

1.5 ≤ kt ≤ 2.5 GeV/c (right). The solid line is a fit to a combination of the asymptotic and CZ distribution amplitudes.

The dashed line shows the contribution from the asymptotic function and the dotted line that of the CZ function.

They were identified through the e−bq2t dependence of their yield (q2t is the square of the trans-

verse momentum transferred to the nucleus and b = 〈R2〉
3
where R is the nuclear radius).

For measurement of the wave function the most forward events (q2t < 0.015 GeV/c2) from
the platinum target were used, see Fig. 14. For these events, the value of u was computed from

the measured longitudinal momenta of the jets. The analysis was carried out in two windows of

transverse momentum kt : 1.25 GeV/c ≤ kt ≤ 1.5 GeV/c and 1.5 GeV/c ≤ kt ≤ 2.5 GeV/c.

The resulting u distributions are shown in Fig. 22. In order to get a measure of the correspondence

between the experimental results and the calculated distribution amplitudes, the results were fit

with a linear combination of squares of the two distribution amplitudes after smearing, as shown

on the right side of Fig. 21. This assumes an incoherent combination of the two distribution

amplitudes and that the evolution of the Chernyak–Zhitnitsky function is slow (as stated in [32]).

The results for the higher kt window show that the asymptotic distribution amplitude describes

the data very well. Hence, for kt > 1.5 GeV/c, which translates to Q2 ∼ 10 (GeV/c)2, the
pQCD approach that led to construction of the asymptotic distribution amplitude is reasonable.

The distribution in the lower window is consistent with a significant contribution from the

Chernyak–Zhitnitsky distribution amplitude or may indicate contributions due to other non-

perturbative effects.

The quantity measured in this experiment, the distribution of longitudinal momentumwithin a

kt window, is not exactly the distribution amplitude. The latter is an integral over kt with a lower

limit of zero, covering the low Q2 non-perturbative region (Eq. (4)). The results can be regarded

instead as representing the square of the light-conewave function averaged over kt in the window:

ψ2
qq̄(u, 〈kt 〉). With the measured kt -dependence described in Section 3.3.4 the average values are

〈kt 〉 = 1.34 GeV/c and 1.75 GeV/c for the low and high kt windows, respectively:ψ
2
qq̄(u, 1.34)

and ψ2
qq̄(u, 1.75) were measured. Alternatively, the results for each window can be related to the

difference of distribution amplitudes:

∣∣∣∣

∫ k2

k1

ψ(u, kt )d
2kt

∣∣∣∣
2

= |φ(u, k2) − φ(u, k1)|2. (48)
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x x

CZ
asympt

Ashery E791 

Narrowing of x distribution at higher jet transverse momentum 

Possibly two components:  Nonperturbative 
(AdS/CFT) and Perturbative (ERBL) 
Evolution to asymptotic distribution

gu→ γu

pp→ γX

E dσ
d3p

(pp→ γX) = F (θcm,xT )
p4
T

− d
dζ2 ≡

k2
⊥

x(1−x)

Conjecture for massive quarks

− d
dζ2 → − d

dζ2 + m2
a

x +
m2

b
1−x ≡

k2
⊥+m2

a
x +

k2
⊥+m2

b
1−x

φ(x) ∝
√

x(1− x)
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Possibly two components: 
Perturbative (ERBL) + Nonperturbative (AdS/CFT)

Narrowing of x distribution at high jet transverse momentum 

x
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Fig. 22. The u distribution of diffractive dijets from the platinum target for 1.25 ≤ kt ≤ 1.5 GeV/c (left) and for

1.5 ≤ kt ≤ 2.5 GeV/c (right). The solid line is a fit to a combination of the asymptotic and CZ distribution amplitudes.

The dashed line shows the contribution from the asymptotic function and the dotted line that of the CZ function.

They were identified through the e−bq2t dependence of their yield (q2t is the square of the trans-

verse momentum transferred to the nucleus and b = 〈R2〉
3
where R is the nuclear radius).

For measurement of the wave function the most forward events (q2t < 0.015 GeV/c2) from
the platinum target were used, see Fig. 14. For these events, the value of u was computed from

the measured longitudinal momenta of the jets. The analysis was carried out in two windows of

transverse momentum kt : 1.25 GeV/c ≤ kt ≤ 1.5 GeV/c and 1.5 GeV/c ≤ kt ≤ 2.5 GeV/c.

The resulting u distributions are shown in Fig. 22. In order to get a measure of the correspondence

between the experimental results and the calculated distribution amplitudes, the results were fit

with a linear combination of squares of the two distribution amplitudes after smearing, as shown

on the right side of Fig. 21. This assumes an incoherent combination of the two distribution

amplitudes and that the evolution of the Chernyak–Zhitnitsky function is slow (as stated in [32]).

The results for the higher kt window show that the asymptotic distribution amplitude describes

the data very well. Hence, for kt > 1.5 GeV/c, which translates to Q2 ∼ 10 (GeV/c)2, the
pQCD approach that led to construction of the asymptotic distribution amplitude is reasonable.

The distribution in the lower window is consistent with a significant contribution from the

Chernyak–Zhitnitsky distribution amplitude or may indicate contributions due to other non-

perturbative effects.

The quantity measured in this experiment, the distribution of longitudinal momentumwithin a

kt window, is not exactly the distribution amplitude. The latter is an integral over kt with a lower

limit of zero, covering the low Q2 non-perturbative region (Eq. (4)). The results can be regarded

instead as representing the square of the light-conewave function averaged over kt in the window:

ψ2
qq̄(u, 〈kt 〉). With the measured kt -dependence described in Section 3.3.4 the average values are

〈kt 〉 = 1.34 GeV/c and 1.75 GeV/c for the low and high kt windows, respectively:ψ
2
qq̄(u, 1.34)

and ψ2
qq̄(u, 1.75) were measured. Alternatively, the results for each window can be related to the

difference of distribution amplitudes:

∣∣∣∣

∫ k2

k1

ψ(u, kt )d
2kt

∣∣∣∣
2

= |φ(u, k2) − φ(u, k1)|2. (48)

x x

+Bnonpert(k2
⊥)

√
x(1− x)φ(x) = Apert(k2

⊥)x(1− x)
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Note: Contributions to Mesons Form Factors at Large Q in AdS/QCD

• Write form factor in terms of an effective partonic transverse density in impact space b⊥

Fπ(q2) =
∫ 1

0
dx

∫
db2 ρ̃(x, b,Q),

with ρ̃(x, b,Q) = πJ0 [b Q(1− x)] |ψ̃(x, b)|2 and b = |b⊥|.

• Contribution from ρ(x, b,Q) is shifted towards small |b⊥| and large x→ 1 as Q increases.
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Fig: LF partonic density ρ(x, b,Q): (a) Q = 1 GeV/c, (b) very large Q.
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Baryons in 
Ads/CFT

2 Fermionic Modes

From Nick Evans

• Baryons Spectrum in ”bottom-up” holographic QCD

GdT and Brodsky: hep-th/0409074, hep-th/0501022.

• Conformal metric x! = (xµ, z):

ds2 = g!mdx!dxm

=
R2

z2
(ηµνdxµdxν − dz2).

• Action for massive fermionic modes on AdSd+1:

S[Ψ,Ψ] =
∫

dd+1x
√

g Ψ(x, z)
(
iΓ!D! − µ

)
Ψ(x, z).

• Equation of motion:
(
iΓ!D! − µ

)
Ψ(x, z) = 0

[
i

(
zη!mΓ!∂m +

d

2
Γz

)
+ µR

]
Ψ(x!) = 0.
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GdT and Sjb
See also T. Sakai and S. Sugimoto
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Baryons

Holographic Light-Front Integrable Form and Spectrum

• In the conformal limit fermionic spin-1
2 modes ψ(ζ) and spin-3

2 modes ψµ(ζ)
are two-component spinor solutions of the Dirac light-front equation

αΠ(ζ)ψ(ζ) =Mψ(ζ),

where HLF = αΠ and the operator

ΠL(ζ) = −i

(
d

dζ
−

L + 1
2

ζ
γ5

)
,

and its adjoint Π†
L(ζ) satisfy the commutation relations

[
ΠL(ζ),Π†

L(ζ)
]

=
2L + 1

ζ2
γ5.

• Supersymmetric QM between bosonic and fermionic modes in AdS?
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• Note: in the Weyl representation (iα = γ5β)

iα =



 0 I

−I 0



 , β =



0 I

I 0



 , γ5 =



I 0

0 −I



 .

• Baryon: twist-dimension 3 + L (ν = L + 1)

O3+L = ψD{!1 . . . D!qψD!q+1 . . . D!m}ψ, L =
m∑

i=1

&i.

• Solution to Dirac eigenvalue equation with UV matching boundary conditions

ψ(ζ) = C
√

ζ [JL+1(ζM)u+ + JL+2(ζM)u−] .

Baryonic modes propagating in AdS space have two components: orbital L and L + 1.

• Hadronic mass spectrum determined from IR boundary conditions

ψ± (ζ = 1/ΛQCD) = 0,

given by

M+
ν,k = βν,kΛQCD, M−

ν,k = βν+1,kΛQCD,

with a scale independent mass ratio.
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Fig: Light baryon orbital spectrum for ΛQCD = 0.25 GeV in the HW model. The 56 trajectory corresponds to L

even P = + states, and the 70 to L odd P = − states.

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 48



 
JTI Workshop  ANL

April  16, 2009
 Stan Brodsky 

 SLAC 
AdS/QCD and  LF Holography 

72

SU(6) S L Baryon State

56 1
2 0 N 1

2

+(939)
3
2 0 ∆ 3

2

+(1232)

70 1
2 1 N 1

2

−(1535) N 3
2

−(1520)
3
2 1 N 1

2

−(1650) N 3
2

−(1700) N 5
2

−(1675)
1
2 1 ∆ 1

2

−(1620) ∆ 3
2

−(1700)

56 1
2 2 N 3

2

+(1720) N 5
2

+(1680)
3
2 2 ∆ 1

2

+(1910) ∆ 3
2

+(1920) ∆ 5
2

+(1905) ∆ 7
2

+(1950)

70 1
2 3 N 5

2

−
N 7

2

−

3
2 3 N 3

2

−
N 5

2

−
N 7

2

−(2190) N 9
2

−(2250)
1
2 3 ∆ 5

2

−(1930) ∆ 7
2

−

56 1
2 4 N 7

2

+
N 9

2

+(2220)
3
2 4 ∆ 5

2

+ ∆ 7
2

+ ∆ 9
2

+ ∆ 11
2

+(2420)

70 1
2 5 N 9

2

−
N 11

2

−(2600)
3
2 5 N 7

2

−
N 9

2

−
N 11

2

−
N 13

2

−
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Non-Conformal Extension of Algebraic Structure (Soft Wall Model)

• We write the Dirac equation

(αΠ(ζ)−M)ψ(ζ) = 0,

in terms of the matrix-valued operator Π

Πν(ζ) = −i

(
d

dζ
−

ν + 1
2

ζ
γ5 − κ2ζγ5

)
,

and its adjoint Π†, with commutation relations

[
Πν(ζ),Π†

ν(ζ)
]

=
(

2ν + 1
ζ2

− 2κ2

)
γ5.

• Solutions to the Dirac equation

ψ+(ζ) ∼ z
1
2+νe−κ2ζ2/2Lν

n(κ2ζ2),

ψ−(ζ) ∼ z
3
2+νe−κ2ζ2/2Lν+1

n (κ2ζ2).

• Eigenvalues

M2 = 4κ2(n + ν + 1).
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• Baryon: twist-dimension 3 + L (ν = L + 1)

O3+L = ψD{!1 . . . D!qψD!q+1 . . . D!m}ψ, L =
m∑

i=1

#i.

• Define the zero point energy (identical as in the meson case) M2 →M2 − 4κ2:

M2 = 4κ2(n + L + 1).

Proton Regge Trajectory κ = 0.49GeV
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Fig. 2. Regge trajectory for ∆∗ resonances as a function of the leading intrinsic orbital angular momentum L and the radial
excitation quantum number N (corresponding to n1 + n2 in quark models). The line represents a prediction of the metric-soft-
wall AdS/QCD model [18,19]. Resonances with N = 0 and N = 1 are listed above or below the trajectory. The mass predictions
are 1.27, 1.64, 1.92, 2.20, 2.43, 2.64, 2.84GeV. The two states reported in [20,21] are indicated by arrows.

In [17], ∆(1930)D35 was interpreted as L = 3, S = 1/2
excitation. The new evidence for ∆(1940)D33 – which
seems to be a natural spin partner of ∆(1930)D35 – sug-
gests L = 1, S = 3/2, N = 1 quantum numbers for both,
and the two-star ∆(1900)S31 to be the natural third part-
ner to complete a spin triplet. In the interpretation of
[17], one could of course also argue that ∆(1900)S31 and
∆(1940)D33 have L = 1, S = 1/2, N = 1, and ∆(1930)D35

and a missing ∆G37 below 2GeV are L = 3, S = 1/2 ex-
citations.

At high masses, some problems remain. In particular
∆(2750)I3 13 is far from the solid line.

In conclusion, there are clear discrepancies between
hard-wall AdS/QCD and data in the 1.7 GeV region. Above
1.8GeV, some inconsistencies with the hard wall solution
exist, in particular the existence of ∆(1940)D33 [20,21]
and the non-observation of a ∆G37 candidate with mass
between 1.9 and 2GeV are difficult to reconcile with hard-
wall AdS/QCD. But overall, the trend of most established
states is reasonably reproduced.

In [18,19], the mass spectrum of light mesons and
baryons was predicted using AdS/QCD in the metric soft-
wall approximation. Relations between ground state masses
and trajectory slopes

M2 = 4λ2(L + N + 1/2) for mesons
M2 = 4λ2(L + N + 3/2) for baryons (A)

were derived. Using the slope of the ∆ trajectory, masses
were calculated. They are plotted as a function of L+N in
Fig. 2. The two states indicated by arrows are those found
in [20,21]. While the positive-parity ∆(1920)P33 has three
stars in the PDG rating, the negative-parity ∆(1940)D33

had one star only. Both states were not observed in the
latest analysis of Arndt et al. [3] on elastic πN scattering.

The four positive- and negative-parity states between
1.60 and 1.75 GeV (2,3) are predicted to have the same

mass (1.62 GeV)1; the seven states (4,5) should have 1.92
GeV. The predicted masses for L + N = 3 (6,7) and 4
(8,9) are 2.20 and 2.42GeV, respectively. The trajectory
continues with the calculated masses 2.64 for L + N = 5
and 2.84 GeV for L + N = 6. Experimentally, the highest
mass state is ∆(2950)K3 15 which requires L = 6. In this
interpretation, ∆(2750)I3 13 has L = 5, S = 3/2 and N =
1 and should be degenerate in mass with ∆(2950)K3 15.
Both are expected to have a mass of 2.84 GeV which is not
incompatible with the experimental findings even though
the mass difference of 200 MeV between the two states
does not support their expected mass degeneracy.

An early interpretation of strings was proposed by
Nambu [36]. He assumed that the gluon flux between the
two quarks is concentrated in a rotating flux tube or a
rotating string with a homogeneous mass density. Nambu
derived a linear relation between squared mass and or-
bital angular momentum, M2 ∝ L. This mechanical pic-
ture was further developed by Baker and Steinke [37] and
by Baker [38] to a field theoretical approach. For mesons,
the functional dependence (A) was derived.

The relation (A) between ∆∗ masses and L and N has
been derived earlier in a phenomenological analysis of the
baryon mass spectrum [35]. For octet and singlet baryons,
one term ascribed to instanton-induced interactions was
required to reproduce the full mass spectrum of all baryon
resonances having known spin and parity.

The striking agreement between the measured baryon
excitation spectrum and the predictions [18,19] based on
AdS/QCD and the success of the phenomenological mass
formula [35] pose new questions. In both cases, the baryon
masses depend on the number of orbital and radial exci-
tations just as mesons. But baryons have an extra degree

1 The ∆1/2+(1750) is tricky; it has L = 2 but both oscillators
are excited. Since they are orthogonal, the internal separations
increase less than for parallel angular momenta.
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Fig. 2. Regge trajectory for ∆∗ resonances as a function of the leading intrinsic orbital angular momentum L and the radial
excitation quantum number N (corresponding to n1 + n2 in quark models). The line represents a prediction of the metric-soft-
wall AdS/QCD model [18,19]. Resonances with N = 0 and N = 1 are listed above or below the trajectory. The mass predictions
are 1.27, 1.64, 1.92, 2.20, 2.43, 2.64, 2.84GeV. The two states reported in [20,21] are indicated by arrows.

In [17], ∆(1930)D35 was interpreted as L = 3, S = 1/2
excitation. The new evidence for ∆(1940)D33 – which
seems to be a natural spin partner of ∆(1930)D35 – sug-
gests L = 1, S = 3/2, N = 1 quantum numbers for both,
and the two-star ∆(1900)S31 to be the natural third part-
ner to complete a spin triplet. In the interpretation of
[17], one could of course also argue that ∆(1900)S31 and
∆(1940)D33 have L = 1, S = 1/2, N = 1, and ∆(1930)D35

and a missing ∆G37 below 2GeV are L = 3, S = 1/2 ex-
citations.

At high masses, some problems remain. In particular
∆(2750)I3 13 is far from the solid line.

In conclusion, there are clear discrepancies between
hard-wall AdS/QCD and data in the 1.7 GeV region. Above
1.8GeV, some inconsistencies with the hard wall solution
exist, in particular the existence of ∆(1940)D33 [20,21]
and the non-observation of a ∆G37 candidate with mass
between 1.9 and 2GeV are difficult to reconcile with hard-
wall AdS/QCD. But overall, the trend of most established
states is reasonably reproduced.

In [18,19], the mass spectrum of light mesons and
baryons was predicted using AdS/QCD in the metric soft-
wall approximation. Relations between ground state masses
and trajectory slopes

M2 = 4λ2(L + N + 1/2) for mesons
M2 = 4λ2(L + N + 3/2) for baryons (A)

were derived. Using the slope of the ∆ trajectory, masses
were calculated. They are plotted as a function of L+N in
Fig. 2. The two states indicated by arrows are those found
in [20,21]. While the positive-parity ∆(1920)P33 has three
stars in the PDG rating, the negative-parity ∆(1940)D33

had one star only. Both states were not observed in the
latest analysis of Arndt et al. [3] on elastic πN scattering.

The four positive- and negative-parity states between
1.60 and 1.75 GeV (2,3) are predicted to have the same

mass (1.62 GeV)1; the seven states (4,5) should have 1.92
GeV. The predicted masses for L + N = 3 (6,7) and 4
(8,9) are 2.20 and 2.42GeV, respectively. The trajectory
continues with the calculated masses 2.64 for L + N = 5
and 2.84 GeV for L + N = 6. Experimentally, the highest
mass state is ∆(2950)K3 15 which requires L = 6. In this
interpretation, ∆(2750)I3 13 has L = 5, S = 3/2 and N =
1 and should be degenerate in mass with ∆(2950)K3 15.
Both are expected to have a mass of 2.84 GeV which is not
incompatible with the experimental findings even though
the mass difference of 200 MeV between the two states
does not support their expected mass degeneracy.

An early interpretation of strings was proposed by
Nambu [36]. He assumed that the gluon flux between the
two quarks is concentrated in a rotating flux tube or a
rotating string with a homogeneous mass density. Nambu
derived a linear relation between squared mass and or-
bital angular momentum, M2 ∝ L. This mechanical pic-
ture was further developed by Baker and Steinke [37] and
by Baker [38] to a field theoretical approach. For mesons,
the functional dependence (A) was derived.

The relation (A) between ∆∗ masses and L and N has
been derived earlier in a phenomenological analysis of the
baryon mass spectrum [35]. For octet and singlet baryons,
one term ascribed to instanton-induced interactions was
required to reproduce the full mass spectrum of all baryon
resonances having known spin and parity.

The striking agreement between the measured baryon
excitation spectrum and the predictions [18,19] based on
AdS/QCD and the success of the phenomenological mass
formula [35] pose new questions. In both cases, the baryon
masses depend on the number of orbital and radial exci-
tations just as mesons. But baryons have an extra degree

1 The ∆1/2+(1750) is tricky; it has L = 2 but both oscillators
are excited. Since they are orthogonal, the internal separations
increase less than for parallel angular momenta.

8 E. Klempt et al.: ∆∗ resonances, quark models, chiral symmetry and AdS/QCD

Acknowledgement

This paper was initiated by new results of the CBELSA
collaboration; grateful thanks go to the collaboration for
many fruitful discussions. In particular I would like to
thank B. Krusche for a critical reading of the manuscript.
I would like to thank S.J. Brodsky and G.F. de Teramond
for illuminating discussions on AdS/QCD and its relation
to baryon spectroscopy. I had the opportunity to discuss
the different AdS/QCD approaches with H. Forkel; clari-
fying discussions and suggestions for the correct wording
to describe AdS/QCD are gratefully acknowledged. I am
indebted to B. Metsch and H. Petry for numerous discus-
sions on the quark model.

References

1. W.M. Yao et al., J. Phys. G 33 (2006) 1 and 2007 partial
update for the 2008 edition.

2. The database can be accessed at SAID facility at the web-
site http://gwdac.phys.gwu.ed

3. R. A. Arndt, W.J. Briscoe, I.I. Strakovsky and R.L. Work-
man, Phys. Rev. C 74 (2006) 045205.

4. S. Capstick, N. Isgur, Phys. Rev. D 34 (1986) 2809.
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Space-Like Dirac Proton Form Factor

• Consider the spin non-flip form factors

F+(Q2) = g+

∫
dζ J(Q, ζ)|ψ+(ζ)|2,

F−(Q2) = g−

∫
dζ J(Q, ζ)|ψ−(ζ)|2,

where the effective charges g+ and g− are determined from the spin-flavor structure of the theory.

• Choose the struck quark to have Sz = +1/2. The two AdS solutions ψ+(ζ) and ψ−(ζ) correspond

to nucleons with Jz = +1/2 and−1/2.

• For SU(6) spin-flavor symmetry

F p
1 (Q2) =

∫
dζ J(Q, ζ)|ψ+(ζ)|2,

Fn
1 (Q2) = −1

3

∫
dζ J(Q, ζ)

[
|ψ+(ζ)|2 − |ψ−(ζ)|2

]
,

where F p
1 (0) = 1, Fn

1 (0) = 0.

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 52
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• Scaling behavior for large Q2: Q4F p
1 (Q2)→ constant Proton τ = 3

0
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Q
2
) 
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4
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SW model predictions for κ = 0.424 GeV. Data analysis from: M. Diehl et al. Eur. Phys. J. C 39, 1 (2005).

Helmholtz Institut, Bonn, Oct 16, 2007 Page 29
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• Scaling behavior for large Q2: Q4Fn
1 (Q2)→ constant Neutron τ = 3

0
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SW model predictions for κ = 0.424 GeV. Data analysis from M. Diehl et al. Eur. Phys. J. C 39, 1 (2005).

Helmholtz Institut, Bonn, Oct 16, 2007 Page 30
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Dirac Neutron Form Factor

(Valence Approximation)

Q4Fn
1 (Q2) [GeV4]

1 2 3 4 5 6
-0.35

-0.3
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-0.2

-0.15

-0.1

-0.05

0

Q2 [GeV2]

Prediction for Q4Fn
1 (Q2) for ΛQCD = 0.21 GeV in the hard wall approximation. Data analysis from

Diehl (2005).

CAQCD, Minneapolis, May 11-14, 2006 Page 2979

Truncated Space Confinement
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

Untitled-1 1

Spacelike Pauli Form Factor

F2(Q2)

Q2(GeV2)

JADE determination of αs(MZ)

M =
∫

TH ×Πφi

M ∼ f(θCM)
QNtot−4

∑
initial λ

H
i =

∑
final λ

H
j

Harmonic Oscillator 
Confinement

Normalized to anomalous 
moment

F p
2 (Q2)

κ = 0.49 GeV

G. de Teramond, sjb 

Preliminary
From overlap of L = 1 and L = 0 LFWFs
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x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

(x(1− x)|b⊥|

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)"b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)"b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

LF(3+1)              AdS5

81

Light-Front Holography: Unique mapping derived from equality 
of LF and AdS  formula for current matrix elements

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(x,"b⊥) =

√
x(1− x)

2πζ
φ(ζ)
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x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

x (1− x) !b⊥

ψ(x,!b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)!b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

ψ(x,"b⊥) = ψ(ζ)

φ(z)

ζ =
√

x(1− x)"b2⊥

z

z∆

z0 = 1
ΛQCD

γd→ np

gu→ γu

pp→ γX

E dσ
d3p

(pp→ γX) = F (θcm,xT )
p4
T

− d
dζ2 ≡

k2
⊥

x(1−x)

Conjecture for massive quarks

− d
dζ2 → − d

dζ2 + m2
a

x +
m2

b
1−x ≡

k2
⊥+m2

a
x +

k2
⊥+m2

b
1−x

LF Kinetic Energy in 
momentum space 

Holographic Variable

u↓(x)
u↑(x)

∼ (1− x)2

Q2(GeV2)

[
− d2

d2ζ
+ V (ζ)

]
φ(ζ) =M2φ(ζ)

[
− d2

dζ2 + V (ζ)
]
φ(ζ) =M2φ(ζ)

ζ2 = x(1− x)b2
⊥.

#L = #P × #R

Assume LFWF is a dynamical function of the  quark-
antiquark invariant mass squared

− d

dζ2
→ − d

dζ2
+

m2
1

x
+

m2
2

1− x
≡ k2

⊥ + m2
1

x
+

k2
⊥ + m2

2

1− x

de Teramond, sjbm1

m2
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ψ(x,b⊥) =
cκ√

π

√
x(1− x) e

− 1
2κ2x(1−x)b2

⊥−
1

2κ2

»
m2

1
x −

m2
2

1−x

–

ψ(x,k⊥) =
4πc

κ
√

x(1− x)
e
− 1

2κ2

„
k2
⊥

x(1−x)+
m2

1
x +

m2
2

1−x

«

z → ζ → χ

χ2 = b2x(1− x) +
1
κ4

[
m2

1

x
+

m2
2

1− x
]

Result:  Soft-Wall LFWF  for massive constituents  

LF WF  in  impact space: soft-wall model 
with massive quarks 

+

ground state LFWF
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ü

J êY: m1 = 1.25 GeV, m2 = 0

In[13]:=

Plot3D@psi@x, b, 1.25, 1.25, 0.375D, 8x, 0.0001, 0.9999<,

8b, 0.0001, 25 <, PlotPoints Ø 35, ViewPoint Ø 81.2, 1.4, 0.3<,

AspectRatio Ø 1.1, PlotRange -> 880, 1<, 80, 20<, 80, 0.3<<D
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LFWF peaks at 

xi = m⊥iPn
j m⊥j

where
m⊥i =

√
m2 + k2

⊥

J/ψ

ma = mb = 1.25 GeV

x

ψJ/ψ(x, b)
b[GeV−1]

minimum of LF 
energy 

denominator 

κ = 0.375 GeV



2

where c is the dimensionless normalization factor

c−2 =
∫ 1

0
dx e

− 1
κ2

„
m2

1
x +

m2
2

1−x

«

. (5)

The Fourier transform of (4) is the impact space LFWF

ψ̃(x,b⊥) =
c κ√

π

√
x(1− x) e−

1
2 κ2χ2

, (6)

where the invariant quantity χ is

χ2 = x(1− x)b2
⊥ +

1
κ4

[
m2

1

x
+

m2
2

1− x

]
. (7)

Impact space holographic LFWFs for the π, K, D, ηc, B
and ηb mesons are depicted in Fig. 1.

The non-perturbative input to hard exclusive processes
and heavy hadron decays can be computed in terms of
gauge invariant hadronic distribution amplitudes (DAs),
which describe the momentum-fraction distribution of
partons at zero transverse impact distance in a Fock
state with a fixed number of constituents. The me-
son DA is computed from the transverse integral of the
valence quark light-front wavefunction in the light-cone
gauge [17]

φM (x,Q) =
∫ k2

⊥<Q2
d2k⊥
16π3

ψM (x,k⊥), (8)

and thus φ(x) ≡ φ(x,Q → ∞) → ψ̃(x,b⊥ → 0)/
√

4π.
From (6) we obtain the holographic distribution ampli-
tude φ(x)

φM (x) =
c κ

2π

√
x(1− x) e

− 1
2κ2

»
m2

1
x +

m2
2

1−x

–

, (9)

in the soft wall model. The distribution amplitudes for
the π, K, D, ηc, mesons are shown in Fig. 2. Predictions
for the first and second moment of the meson distribution
amplitude

〈ξN 〉M =

∫ 1
−1 ξNφM (ξ)
∫ 1
−1 φM (ξ)

, (10)

and comparison with available lattice computations are
given on Table I . In the chiral limit, the AdS distribu-
tion amplitude φAdS(x) ∼

√
x(1− x) gives for the second

moment 〈ξ2〉AdS → 1/4, compared with the asymptotic
value 〈ξ2〉PQCD → 1/5 from the PQCD asymptotic DA
φPQCD(x) ∼ x(1− x) [17] .

...............

III. PARTONIC MASS SHIFT

We compute the partonic mass shift contribution to a
meson due to the constituents quark masses [21]

M2 =M2
massless +

〈
m2

1

x

〉
+

〈
m2

2

1− x

〉
, (11)

FIG. 1: Two-parton flavored meson holographic LFWF
ψ(x,b⊥): (a) |π+〉 = |ud〉, (b) |K+〉 = |us〉, (c) |D+〉 = |cd〉,
(d) |ηc〉 = |cc〉, (e) |B+〉 = |ub〉 and (f) |ηb〉 = |bb〉. Values
for the quark masses used are mu = 2 MeV, md = 5 MeV,
ms = 95 Mev, mc = 1.25 GeV and mb = 4.2 GeV. The value
of κ = 0.375 GeV is extracted from the pion form factor [16].

for the holographic LFWF (4). Results for the partonic
mass shift contribution ∆M =

(
M2 −M2

massless

)1/2 are
compared with hadronic masses on Table II.

.....

IV. CONCLUSIONS

..........

|π+ >= |ud̄ > |K+ >= |us̄ >

|D+ >= |cd̄ >

|ηb >= |bb̄ >

|ηc >= |cc̄ >

mu = 2 MeV
md = 5 MeV

ms = 95 MeV

mc = 1.25 GeV

mb = 4.2 GeV

κ = 375 MeV

b[GeV−1]

x

|B+ >= |ub̄ >
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First Moment of  Kaon Distribution Amplitude

ξ = 1− 2x

Braun et al.

Donnellan et al.

< ξ >=
∫ 1

−1
dξ ξ φ(ξ)

< ξ >K= 0.04± 0.02

3

FIG. 2: Two-parton holographic distribution amplitude
φM (x) as function of ξ = 1−2x: a) π meson, (b) K me-
son, c) D meson and d) ηc meson. Values of quark masses
and κ as in Fig. 1. The normalization is arbitrary.

TABLE I: Predictions for the first and second moment of me-
son DA and comparison with available lattice results. Values
of quark masses and κ as in Fig. 1

M 〈ξ〉M 〈ξ2〉M
π 0.25

K 0.04± 0.02 a 0.235± 0.005a

D 0.71 0.54

ηc 0.02

B 0.96 0.91

ηb 0.002

π 0.28± 0.03b

K 0.029± 0.002 b 0.27± 0.02 b

π 0.269± 0.039c

K 0.0272± 0.0005 c 0.260± 0.006 c

aThe results correspond to ms = 65± 25 MeV from [18].
bLattice results from Ref. [19]
cLattice results from Ref. [20]

TABLE II: Partonic mass shift contribution ∆M =`
M2 −M2

massless

´1/2
to the total hadronic mass M2. Ex-

perimental values are from [18].

M ∆M MeV Mexp MeV

π 9 MeV 139.57 MeV

K 150 MeV 493.7 MeV

D 1.3 GeV 1.87 GeV

ηc 2.5 GeV 2.98 GeV

B 4.2 GeV 5.28 GeV

ηb 8.4 GeV
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Use AdS/CFT orthonormal LFWFs 
as a basis for diagonalizing

the QCD LF Hamiltonian

• Good initial approximant

• Better than plane wave basis

• DLCQ discretization -- highly successful 1+1

• Use independent HO LFWFs, remove CM motion

• Similar to Shell Model calculations
Vary, Harinandrath, Maris, sjb
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In terms of the hadron four-momentum P =
(P+, P−, !P⊥) with P± = P0 ± P3, the light-
front frame independent Hamiltonian for a
hadronic composite system HQCD

LC = PµPµ =
P−P+− !P2

⊥, has eigenvalues given in terms of
the eigenmass M squared corresponding to
the mass spectrum of the color-singlet states
in QCD,

HQCD
LC |Ψh〉 =M2

h |Ψh〉

Fig. 6. A few selected matrix elements of the QCD front form Hamiltonian H"P
!

in LB-convention.

10. For the instantaneous fermion lines use the factor ¼
"

in Fig. 5 or Fig. 6, or the corresponding
tables in Section 4. For the instantaneous boson lines use the factor ¼

#
.

The light-cone Fock state representation can thus be used advantageously in perturbation
theory. The sum over intermediate Fock states is equivalent to summing all x!-ordered diagrams
and integrating over the transverse momentum and light-cone fractions x. Because of the restric-
tion to positive x, diagrams corresponding to vacuum fluctuations or those containing backward-
moving lines are eliminated.

3.4. Example 1: ¹he qqN -scattering amplitude

The simplest application of the above rules is the calculation of the electron—muon scattering
amplitude to lowest non-trivial order. But the quark—antiquark scattering is only marginally more
difficult. We thus imagine an initial (q, qN )-pair with different flavors fOfM to be scattered off each
other by exchanging a gluon.

Let us treat this problem as a pedagogical example to demonstrate the rules. Rule 1: There are
two time-ordered diagrams associated with this process. In the first one the gluon is emitted by the
quark and absorbed by the antiquark, and in the second it is emitted by the antiquark and
absorbed by the quark. For the first diagram, we assign the momenta required in rule 2 by giving
explicitly the initial and final Fock states

!q, qN "" 1

!n
$

%$

!
$!"

b!
$"

(k
&
, #

&
)d!

$"M
(k

&N
, #

&N
)!0" , (3.29)

!q$, qN $"" 1

!n
$

%$
!
$!"

b!
$"

(k$
&
, #$

&
)d!

$"M
(k$

&N
, #$

&N
)!0" , (3.30)

338 S.J. Brodsky et al. / Physics Reports 301 (1998) 299—486

Fig. 2. The Hamiltonian matrix for a SU(N)-meson. The matrix elements are represented by energy diagrams. Within
each block they are all of the same type: either vertex, fork or seagull diagrams. Zero matrices are denoted by a dot ( ) ).
The single gluon is absent since it cannot be color neutral.

mass or momentum scale Q. The corresponding wavefunction will be indicated by corresponding
upper scripts,

!!""
!#"

(x
#
, k

!
, !

#
) or !!$"

!#"
(x

#
, k

!
, !

#
) . (3.15)

Consider a pion in QCD with momentum P"(P%, P
!
) as an example. It is described by

"# : P$" $
!
!%&
!d[%

!
]"n : x

#
P%, k

!#
#x

#
P
!
, !

#
$!

!#!(x#
, k

!#
, !

#
) , (3.16)

where the sum is over all Fock space sectors of Eq. (3.7). The ability to specify wavefunctions
simultaneously in any frame is a special feature of light-cone quantization. The light-cone
wavefunctions !

!#! do not depend on the total momentum, since x
#
is the longitudinal momentum

fraction carried by the i"# parton and k
!#

is its momentum “transverse” to the direction of the
meson; both of these are frame-independent quantities. They are the probability amplitudes to find
a Fock state of bare particles in the physical pion.

More generally, consider a meson in SU(N). The kernel of the integral equation (3.14) is
illustrated in Fig. 2 in terms of the block matrix &n : x

#
, k

!#
, !

#
"H"n' : x'

#
, k'

!#
, !'

#
$. The structure of this

matrix depends of course on the way one has arranged the Fock space, see Eq. (3.7). Note that most
of the block matrix elements vanish due to the nature of the light-cone interaction as defined in

S.J. Brodsky et al. / Physics Reports 301 (1998) 299—486 333

Heisenberg Equation

Light-Front QCD

Use AdS/QCD  basis functions
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Hadronization at the Amplitude Level
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q

pp → p + J/ψ + p

e+

e−

γ∗

g

q̄

q

pp → p + J/ψ + p

Construct helicity amplitude using Light-Front 
Perturbation theory;   coalesce quarks via LFWFs
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q
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Event amplitude 
generator
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τ = x+
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Event amplitude 
generator

AdS/QCD 
Hard Wall 

Confinement:

Capture if ζ2 = x(1− x)b2
⊥ > 1

Λ2
QCD

i.e.,
M2 = k2

⊥
x(1−x) < Λ2

QCD
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e−

H̄(p̄e+)

p̄
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e−

Z

Formation of  Relativistic Anti-Hydrogen

Munger, Schmidt, sjb

Measured at CERN-LEAR and FermiLab 

πq → γ∗q

γ∗

π

p

#

#̄

q

Coulomb  field

Coalescence of  off-shell co-moving  positron and antiproton

“Hadronization” at the Amplitude Level

Wavefunction maximal at sma! impact separation and equal rapidity

τ = t + z/c

b⊥ ≤ 1
mredα

< p|G
3
µν

m2
Q

|p > vs. < p|F
4
µν

m4
$

|p >

γ

cos 2φ

+κ4ζ2

τ = t + z/c

yp̄ ! ye+

b⊥ ≤ 1
mredα

< p|G
3
µν

m2
Q

|p > vs. < p|F
4
µν

m4
$

|p >

γ

cos 2φ
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Features of  LF   T-Matrix Formalism
“Event Amplitude Generator”

M2
n =

n∑

i=1

k2
⊥i + m2

i

xi
< Λ2

QCD

Ψn(xi,!k⊥i, λi)

P+, !P+

xiP
+, xi

!P⊥+ !k⊥i

ẑ

!L = !R× !P

!Li = (xi
!R⊥+!b⊥i)× !P

!"i = !b⊥i × !k⊥i

!"i = !Li − xi
!R⊥ × !P = !b⊥i × !P

P+ = P0 + Pz

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

ψ(σ, b⊥)

β = dαs(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

ū

E′ = E − ν, &q

A(σ,∆⊥) = 1
2π

∫
dζe

i
2σζM(ζ,∆⊥)

P+, $P⊥

xiP
+, xi

$P⊥+ $k⊥i

ζ = Q2

2p·q

ẑ

$L = $R× $P

$Li = (xi
$R⊥+$b⊥i)× $P

• Coalesce color-singlet cluster to hadronic state if 

• The coalescence probability amplitude is the LF 
wavefunction

• No IR divergences: Maximal gluon and quark 
wavelength from confinement
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Features of  LF   T-Matrix Formalism
“Event Amplitude Generator”

P+, !P+

xiP
+, xi

!P⊥+ !k⊥i

ẑ

!L = !R× !P

!Li = (xi
!R⊥+!b⊥i)× !P

!"i = !b⊥i × !k⊥i

!"i = !Li − xi
!R⊥ × !P = !b⊥i × !P

P+ = P0 + Pz

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

ψ(σ, b⊥)

β = dαs(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

ū

E′ = E − ν, &q

A(σ,∆⊥) = 1
2π

∫
dζe

i
2σζM(ζ,∆⊥)

P+, $P⊥

xiP
+, xi

$P⊥+ $k⊥i

ζ = Q2

2p·q

ẑ

$L = $R× $P

$Li = (xi
$R⊥+$b⊥i)× $P

IfM2
n ≥ Λ2

QCD use PQCD hard gluon exchange

µfact = ΛQCD

• DGLAP and ERBL Evolution from gluon emission and 
exchange

• Factorization Scale for structure functions and 
fragmentation functions set: 
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Hadronization at the Amplitude Level
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Event amplitude 
generator for DIS

ψLF
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pH

x,"k⊥

1− x,−"k⊥

e+

e−

γ∗

Wilson Line Effect:
Rescattering:  FSI

p



Features of  LF T-Matrix Formalism

• Only positive + momenta; no backward time-ordered 
diagrams

• Frame-independent!  Independent of P+ and Pz

• LC gauge: No ghosts; physical helicity

•  Jz= Lz + Sz conservation at every vertex

• Sum all amplitudes with same initial-and final-state 
helicity, then square to get rate

• Renormalize each UV-divergent amplitude using 
“alternating denominator” method 

• Multiple renormalization scales (BLM)



Features of  LF   T-Matrix Formalism
“Event Amplitude Generator”

P+, !P+

xiP
+, xi

!P⊥+ !k⊥i

ẑ

!L = !R× !P

!Li = (xi
!R⊥+!b⊥i)× !P

!"i = !b⊥i × !k⊥i

!"i = !Li − xi
!R⊥ × !P = !b⊥i × !P

P+ = P0 + Pz

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

ψ(σ, b⊥)

β = dαs(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

ū

E′ = E − ν, &q

A(σ,∆⊥) = 1
2π

∫
dζe

i
2σζM(ζ,∆⊥)

P+, $P⊥

xiP
+, xi

$P⊥+ $k⊥i

ζ = Q2

2p·q

ẑ

$L = $R× $P

$Li = (xi
$R⊥+$b⊥i)× $P

• Same principle as antihydrogen production: off-shell coalescence

• coalescence to hadron favored at equal rapidity, small transverse 
momenta

• leading heavy hadron production:  D and B mesons produced at 
large z

• hadron helicity conservation if  hadron LFWF has Lz =0

• Baryon AdS/QCD LFWF has aligned and anti-aligned quark spin
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25

! N " µ+ µ- X at high xF

xF " 1

In the limit where (1-xF)Q2 is fixed as Q2 " # :

µ+

µ-

!

N

q Soft scattering of stopped

quark in target affects hard 

process

Entire pion wf

contributes to

hard process

Virtual photon is 

longitudinally 

polarized

Berger and Brodsky, PRL 42 (1979) 940

x " 0

x " 1
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25

! N " µ+ µ- X at high xF

xF " 1

In the limit where (1-xF)Q2 is fixed as Q2 " # :

µ+

µ-

!

N

q Soft scattering of stopped

quark in target affects hard 

process

Entire pion wf

contributes to

hard process

Virtual photon is 

longitudinally 

polarized

Berger and Brodsky, PRL 42 (1979) 940

x " 0

x " 1

“Direct” Subprocess

Berger, sjb 
Khoze, Brandenburg, Muller, sjb

Hoyer Vanttinen
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Chicago-Princeton
Collaboration

xπ = xq̄

The p/π+ and p̄/π− ratios as a function of
pT increase dramatically to values ∼ 1 as a
function of centrality in Au + Au collisions
at RHIC which was totally unexpected and
is still not fully understood.

E dσ
d3p

(pp→ γX)

E dσ
d3p

(pp→ π0X)

√
snE dσ

d3p
(pp→ γX) at fixed xT

Dramatic change in 
angular distribution at 

large xF

Direct Subprocess Prediction

 Phys.Rev.Lett.55:2649,1985

Example of a higher-twist 
direct subprocess
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Crucial Test of Leading -Twist QCD:
Scaling at fixed xT

Oberwölz

α(Q2) ! 4π
β0

1
logQ2/Λ2

QCD

E dσ
d3p

(pN → pX) = F (xT ,θCM)

pneff
T

E dσ
d3p

(pN → πX) = F (xT ,θCM)

pneff
T

E dσ
d3p

(pN → pX) = F (xT ,θCM)
p2N
T

Parton model:    neff  = 4

As fundamental as Bjorken scaling  in DIS
Conformal scaling: neff  =  2 nactive - 4

xT =
2pT√

s
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Review of hard scattering and jet analysis Michael J. Tannenbaum
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Figure 9: (left) xT scaling [52] of direct photon data in p-p and p-p̄ collisions. The quantity plotted is

(
√
s)n×Ed3!/dp3(xT ) with n = 5.0. (right) xT scaling of jet cross sections measured in p-p̄ collisions by

CDF and D0 [55]. The quantity plotted is the ratio of p4T times the invariant cross section as a function of

xT for
√
s= 630 and 1800 GeV. Note that the theory curves are plotted in the same way in order to avoid as

much as possible uncertainties from the various parton distribution functions used.

of approximately 15 GeV/fm3. The theory curve appears to show a reduction in suppression with

increasing pT , while, as noted above, the data appear to be flat to within the errors, which clearly

could still be improved.

It is unreasonable to believe that the properties of the medium have been determined by a

theorist’s line through the data which constrains a few parameters of a model. The model and

the properties of the medium must be able to be verified by more detailed and differential mea-

surements. All models of medium induced energy loss [60] predict a characteristic dependence of

the average energy loss on the length of the medium traversed. This is folded into the theoretical

calculations with added complications that the medium expands during the time of the collision,

etc [61]. In an attempt to separate the effects of the density of the medium and the path length

traversed, PHENIX [33, 62] has studied the dependence of the #0 yield as a function of the an-

gle ($% ) to the reaction plane in Au+Au collisions (see Fig. 12). For a given centrality, variation

of $% gives a variation of the path-length traversed for fixed initial conditions, while varying the

centrality allows the initial conditions to vary. Clearly these data reveal much more activity than

the reaction-plane-integrated RAA (Fig. 11) and merit further study by both experimentalists and

theorists.

The point-like scaling of direct photon production in Au+Au collisions indicated by the ab-

13

E dσ
d3p

(pp→ γX)

√
snE dσ

d3p
(pp→ γX) at fixed xT

β ∝ Q2

m2

dσ
dxF

(pA→ J/ψX)

dσ
dxF

(πA→ J/ψX)

xF

Scaling of direct 
photon production 

consistent with 
PQCD

Review of hard scattering and jet analysis Michael J. Tannenbaum

a given
√
s fall below the asymptote at successively lower values of xT with increasing

√
s, cor-

responding to the transition region from hard to soft physics in the pT region of about 2 GeV/c.

Although xT -scaling provides a rather general test of the validity QCD without reference to details,

the agreement of the PHENIX measurement of the invariant cross section for !0 production in p-p

collisions at
√
s= 200 GeV [30] with NLO pQCD predictions over the range 2.0≤ pT ≤ 15 GeV/c

(Fig. 4) is, nevertheless, impressive.
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Figure 4: (left) PHENIX [30] !0 invariant cross section at mid-rapidity from p-p collisions at
√
s= 200GeV,

together with NLO pQCD predictions fromVogelsang [31, 32]. a) The invariant differential cross section for

inclusive !◦ production (points) and the results from NLO pQCD calculations with equal renormalization

and factorization scales of pT using the “Kniehl-Kramer-Pötter” (solid line) and “Kretzer” (dashed line) sets

of fragmentation functions. b) The relative statistical (points) and point-to-point systematic (band) errors.

c,d) The relative difference between the data and the theory using KKP (c) and Kretzer (d) fragmentation

functions with scales of pT /2 (lower curve), pT , and 2pT (upper curve). In all figures, the normalization

error of 9.6% is not shown. (right) e) p-p data from a) multiplied by the nuclear thickness function, TAA,

for Au+Au central (0-10%) collisions plotted on a log-log scale (open circles) together with the measured

semi-inclusive !0 invariant yield in Au+Au central collisions at
√
sNN = 200 GeV [33]

3.1 The importance of the power law

A log-log plot of the !0 spectrum from Fig. 4a in p-p collisions, shown in Fig. 4e along with

corresponding data from Au+Au collisions [33], illustrates that the inclusive single particle hard-

scattering cross section is a pure power law for pT ≥ 3 GeV/c. The invariant cross section for !0

production can be fit to the form

Ed3#/dp3 & p−nT (3.3)

7
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pu

neff = 4

nactive =  4
neff = 2nactive -  4

u

p
gu→ γu

pp→ γX

gu→ γu

pp→ γX
gu→ γu

pp→ γX

E dσ
d3p

(pp→ γX) = F (θcm,xT )
p4
T
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No Fragmentation Function 
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Continuous 
Rise of  neff

E
dσ

d3p
(pp→ HX) =

F (xT , θcm = π/2)
p

neff

T

neff

neff
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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derived from Eq. 3.2, for peripheral and central collisions, by taking the ratio of Ed3!/dp3 at a

given xT for
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV, in each case. The "0’s exhibit xT scaling, with the same
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Figure 6: Power-law exponent n(xT ) for "0 and h spectra in central and peripheral Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV [44].

value of n = 6.3 as in p-p collisions, for both Au+Au peripheral and central collisions, while the

non-identified charged hadrons xT -scale with n = 6.3 for peripheral collisions only. Notably, the

(h+ +h−)/2 in Au+Au central collisions exhibit a significantly larger value of n(xT ,
√
s), indicat-

ing different physics, which will be discussed below. The xT scaling establishes that high-pT "0

production in peripheral and central Au+Au collisions and (h+ + h−)/2 production in peripheral

Au+Au collisions follow pQCD as in p-p collisions, with parton distributions and fragmentation

functions that scale with xT , at least within the experimental sensitivity of the data. The fact that

the fragmentation functions scale for "0 in Au+Au central collisions indicates that the effective

energy loss must scale, i.e. S(pT )/pT = is constant, which is consistent with the parallel spectra

on Fig. 4e and the constant value of RAA as noted in the discussion above.

The deviation of (h+ +h−)/2 from xT scaling in central Au+Au collisions is indicative of and

consistent with the strong non-scaling modification of particle composition of identified charged-

hadrons observed in Au+Au collisions compared to that of p-p collisions in the range 2.0 ≤ pT ≤
4.5 GeV/c, where particle production is the result of jet-fragmentation. As shown in Fig. 7-(left)

the p/"+ and p̄/"− ratios as a function of pT increase dramatically to values ∼1 as a function
of centrality in Au+Au collisions at RHIC [45] which was totally unexpected and is still not fully

understood. Interestingly, the p and p̄ in this pT range appear to follow the Ncoll scaling expected

for point-like processes (Fig 7-(right)), while the "0 are suppressed, yet this effect is called the

‘baryon anomaly’, possibly because of the non-xT scaling. An elegant explanation of this effect as

due to coalescence of quarks from a thermal distribution [46, 47, 48], which would be prima facie

evidence of a Quark Gluon Plasma, is not in agreement with the jet correlations observed in both

same and away-side particles associated with both meson and baryon triggers [49] (see discussion

of Fig. 24 below).

4.2 Direct photon production

Direct photon production is one of the best reactions to study QCD in hadron collisions, since
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non-identified charged hadrons xT -scale with n = 6.3 for peripheral collisions only. Notably, the

(h+ +h−)/2 in Au+Au central collisions exhibit a significantly larger value of n(xT ,
√
s), indicat-

ing different physics, which will be discussed below. The xT scaling establishes that high-pT "0

production in peripheral and central Au+Au collisions and (h+ + h−)/2 production in peripheral

Au+Au collisions follow pQCD as in p-p collisions, with parton distributions and fragmentation

functions that scale with xT , at least within the experimental sensitivity of the data. The fact that

the fragmentation functions scale for "0 in Au+Au central collisions indicates that the effective

energy loss must scale, i.e. S(pT )/pT = is constant, which is consistent with the parallel spectra

on Fig. 4e and the constant value of RAA as noted in the discussion above.

The deviation of (h+ +h−)/2 from xT scaling in central Au+Au collisions is indicative of and

consistent with the strong non-scaling modification of particle composition of identified charged-

hadrons observed in Au+Au collisions compared to that of p-p collisions in the range 2.0 ≤ pT ≤
4.5 GeV/c, where particle production is the result of jet-fragmentation. As shown in Fig. 7-(left)

the p/"+ and p̄/"− ratios as a function of pT increase dramatically to values ∼1 as a function
of centrality in Au+Au collisions at RHIC [45] which was totally unexpected and is still not fully

understood. Interestingly, the p and p̄ in this pT range appear to follow the Ncoll scaling expected

for point-like processes (Fig 7-(right)), while the "0 are suppressed, yet this effect is called the

‘baryon anomaly’, possibly because of the non-xT scaling. An elegant explanation of this effect as

due to coalescence of quarks from a thermal distribution [46, 47, 48], which would be prima facie

evidence of a Quark Gluon Plasma, is not in agreement with the jet correlations observed in both

same and away-side particles associated with both meson and baryon triggers [49] (see discussion

of Fig. 24 below).

4.2 Direct photon production

Direct photon production is one of the best reactions to study QCD in hadron collisions, since
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4
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Figure 7: (left) p/! and p̄/! ratio as a function of pT and centrality from Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 200

GeV [45]. Open (filled) points are for !± (!0), respectively. (right) Invariant yield of p and p̄, from the

same data, as a function of centrality scaled by the number of binary-collisions (Ncoll)

there is direct and unbiased access to one of the interacting constituents, the photon, which can be

measured to high precision, and production is predominantly via a single subprocess [50]:

g+q→ "+q , (4.3)

with q+ q̄→ " + g contributing on the order of 10%. However, the measurement is difficult ex-

perimentally due to the huge background of photons from !0 → "+ " and # → "+ " decays. This

background can be calculated using Eq. 3.4 and can be further reduced by ‘tagging’—eliminating

direct-photon candidates which reconstruct to the invariant mass of a !0 when combined with

other photons in the detector, and/or by an isolation cut—e.g. requirement of less than 10% ad-

ditional energy within a cone of radius $r =
√

($#)2+($%)2 = 0.5 around the candidate photon

direction—since the direct photons emerge from the constituent reaction with no associated frag-

ments.

The exquisite segmentation of the PHENIX Electromagnetic calorimeter ($#×$% ∼ 0.01×
0.01) required in order to operate in the high multiplicity environment of RHI collisions also pro-

vides excellent " and !0 separation out to pT ∼ 25 GeV/c. This will be useful in making spin-

asymmetry measurements of direct photons in polarized p-p collisions for determination of the

gluon spin structure function [51], but, in the meanwhile, has provided a new direct photon mea-

surement in p-p collisions which clarifies a longstanding puzzle between theory and experiment in

this difficult measurement. In Fig. 8-(left) the new measurement of the direct photon cross sec-

tion in p-p collisions at
√
s = 200 GeV from PHENIX [52] is shown compared to a NLO pQCD

calculation, with excellent agreement for pT > 3 GeV/c. This data has resolved a longstanding

discrepancy in extracting the gluon structure function from previous direct photon data [53, 54]

(see Fig. 8-(right)) by its agreement with ISR data and the theory at low xT .

4.3 xT -scaling in direct photon, jet and identified proton production in p-p collisions

The new direct photon measurement also shows nice xT scaling with previous measurements

(Fig. 9-(left)) with a value n(xT ,
√
s) = 5.0. This is closer to the asymptotic value of n(xT ,

√
s) = 4

11
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FIG. 7: Conditional yields per trigger for baryon (squares) and meson (circles) triggers with associated mesons. Triggers have
2.5 < pT < 4.0 GeV/c and associated particles have 1.8 < pT < 2.5 GeV/c. The error bars are the statistical errors and the
boxes show the systematic errors. There is an additional 13.6% normalization error.

for meson-meson and baryon-meson conditional yields
and nearly the same magnitude for baryon-meson and
baryon-baryon near side conditional yields. In contrast,
the data show the conditional yield of associated mesons
with baryon triggers to be a factor of two to five times
larger than the conditional yield of baryons associated
with baryon triggers, depending on centrality. The re-
sults presented here also appear to exclude baryon pro-
duction via higher twist mechanisms [32] which would
produce isolated p and p̄. No correlation calculations are
available from the gluon junction model [15], so a com-
parison beyond the successfully described single particle
data could not be done at this point.

We have systematically explored the particle type de-
pendence of jet fragmentation at intermediate pT in
Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 200 GeV. The new data

disagree with calculations from the recombination model
presented in [19, 31]. Given the success of recombination
models in reproducing elliptic flow and hadron spectra
data it would be interesting to see if other recombination
calculations are able to describe the data presented here.
We find that near side correlations between meson trig-
gers and associated mesons increase with centrality. Near
side correlations between baryon triggers and associated
mesons show the same centrality dependence except for
the most central collisions where there is a significant
decrease. The first measurements of baryon pairs on the

near side are found to be largely due to opposite charge p-
p̄ pairs. Under the assumption that the above centrality
dependencies of particle pairs and single particles are not
coincidental, one can explain the observed baryon excess
at intermediate pT in Au+Au collisions via jet induced
production of baryon-antibaryon pairs.
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derived from Eq. 3.2, for peripheral and central collisions, by taking the ratio of Ed3!/dp3 at a

given xT for
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Figure 6: Power-law exponent n(xT ) for "0 and h spectra in central and peripheral Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 130 and 200 GeV [44].

value of n = 6.3 as in p-p collisions, for both Au+Au peripheral and central collisions, while the

non-identified charged hadrons xT -scale with n = 6.3 for peripheral collisions only. Notably, the

(h+ +h−)/2 in Au+Au central collisions exhibit a significantly larger value of n(xT ,
√
s), indicat-

ing different physics, which will be discussed below. The xT scaling establishes that high-pT "0

production in peripheral and central Au+Au collisions and (h+ + h−)/2 production in peripheral

Au+Au collisions follow pQCD as in p-p collisions, with parton distributions and fragmentation

functions that scale with xT , at least within the experimental sensitivity of the data. The fact that

the fragmentation functions scale for "0 in Au+Au central collisions indicates that the effective

energy loss must scale, i.e. S(pT )/pT = is constant, which is consistent with the parallel spectra

on Fig. 4e and the constant value of RAA as noted in the discussion above.

The deviation of (h+ +h−)/2 from xT scaling in central Au+Au collisions is indicative of and

consistent with the strong non-scaling modification of particle composition of identified charged-

hadrons observed in Au+Au collisions compared to that of p-p collisions in the range 2.0 ≤ pT ≤
4.5 GeV/c, where particle production is the result of jet-fragmentation. As shown in Fig. 7-(left)

the p/"+ and p̄/"− ratios as a function of pT increase dramatically to values ∼1 as a function
of centrality in Au+Au collisions at RHIC [45] which was totally unexpected and is still not fully

understood. Interestingly, the p and p̄ in this pT range appear to follow the Ncoll scaling expected

for point-like processes (Fig 7-(right)), while the "0 are suppressed, yet this effect is called the

‘baryon anomaly’, possibly because of the non-xT scaling. An elegant explanation of this effect as

due to coalescence of quarks from a thermal distribution [46, 47, 48], which would be prima facie

evidence of a Quark Gluon Plasma, is not in agreement with the jet correlations observed in both

same and away-side particles associated with both meson and baryon triggers [49] (see discussion

of Fig. 24 below).

4.2 Direct photon production

Direct photon production is one of the best reactions to study QCD in hadron collisions, since
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Baryon Anomaly:  
Evidence for Direct, Higher-Twist Subprocesses

• Explains anomalous power behavior at fixed xT

• Protons more likely to come from direct higher-twist 
subprocess than pions

• Protons less absorbed than pions in central nuclear collisions 
because of color transparency

• Predicts increasing proton to pion ratio in central collisions

• Proton power neff  increases with centrality since leading twist 
contribution absorbed

• Fewer same-side hadrons for proton trigger at high centrality

• Exclusive-inclusive connection at xT = 1
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Chiral Symmetry Breaking in AdS/QCD 

A ∝ mq B ∝< ψ̄ψ >

We consider the action of the X field which encodes the effects of CSB in
AdS/QCD:

SX =
∫

d4xdz
√

g
(
g!m∂!X∂mX − µ2

XX2
)
, (1)

with equations of motion

z3∂z

(
1
z3

∂zX

)
− ∂ρ∂

ρX −
(

µXR

z

)2

X = 0. (2)

The zero mode has no variation along Minkowski coordinates

∂µX(x, z) = 0,

thus the equation of motion reduces to
[
z2∂2

z − 3z ∂z + 3
]
X(z) = 0. (3)

for (µXR)2 = −3, which corresponds to scaling dimension ∆X = 3. The solution
is

X(z) = 〈X〉 = Az + Bz3, (4)

where A and B are determined by the boundary conditions.

Ehrlich, Katz, Son, Stephanov

Babington, Erdmenger, Evans, Kirsch, 
Guralnik, Thelfall 

Expectation value taken inside hadron

de Teramond, Shrock, sjb 
(preliminary)
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In presence of quark masses the Holographic LF wave equation is (ζ = z)
[
− d2

dζ2
+ V (ζ) +

X2(ζ)
ζ2

]
φ(ζ) =M2φ(ζ), (1)

and thus

δM2 =
〈

X2

ζ2

〉
. (2)

The parameter a is determined by the Weisberger term

a =
2√
x

.

Thus
X(z) =

m√
x

z −
√

x〈ψ̄ψ〉z3, (3)

and
δM2 =

∑

i

〈
m2

i

xi

〉
− 2

∑

i

mi〈ψ̄ψ〉〈z2〉+ 〈ψ̄ψ〉2〈z4〉, (4)

where we have used the sum over fractional longitudinal momentum
∑

i xi = 1.

Mass shift from dynamics inside hadronic boundary
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Chiral Symmetry Breaking in AdS/QCD 

• Chiral symmetry breaking effect in            AdS/
QCD depends on weighted z2 distribution, not 
constant condensate

• z2 weighting consistent with higher Fock states 
at periphery of hadron wavefunction

• AdS/QCD  supports confined condensate 
picture

δM2 = −2mq < ψ̄ψ > ×
∫

dz φ2(z)z2

de Teramond, Shrock, sjb
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Quark and Gluon condensates 

reside within hadrons, not vacuum 

• Bound-State Dyson-Schwinger Equations 

• LF vacuum trivial up to k+ =0 zero modes

• Analogous to finite size superconductor

• Implications for cosmological constant --                      
Eliminates  45 orders of magnitude conflict

121

Casher and Susskind Roberts et al. Shrock and sjb 

Roberts et al. 

Shrock and sjb 
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Pion mass and decay constant.
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e-Print: nucl-th/9707003

Pi- and K meson Bethe-Salpeter amplitudes.
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Concerning the quark condensate.
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In-meson condensate: pion case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 April 2009

Present: P.O. Bowman, S.J. Brodsky, C.D. Roberts and P.C Tandy.

Reference [1] . . . P. Maris, C. D. Roberts and P. C. Tandy, “Pion mass and decay constant,”
Phys. Lett. B 420 (1998) 267; [arXiv:nucl-th/9707003].

Equation (29) in Ref. [1] is the statement

lim
m̂→0

〈0|q̄γ5q|π〉 = − 1
f0

π
〈q̄q〉0ζ , (1)

where m̂ is the renormalisation-point-invariant current-quark mass and the superscript “0”
denotes a quantity’s value in the chiral limit. In Eq. (1):

〈0|q̄γ5q|π〉 = Z4(ζ, Λ)Nc trD
∫ Λ d4q

(2π)4
γ5S(q + P/2)Γπ(q;P )S(q − P/2), (2)

where

•
∫ Λ is a Poincaré covariant regularisation of the integral, with Λ the regularisation scale;

• ζ is the renormalisation point;

• Z4(ζ, Λ) is the Lagrangian mass-term renormalisation constant, which ensures the right-
hand-side of Eq. (1) is gauge-invariant and cutoff-independent;

• S(q) is the dressed-quark propagator, evaluated at the renormalisation scale ζ;

• and Γ(q;P ) is the fully-amputated pseudoscalar-meson Bethe-Salpeter amplitude, which
has the general form

Γπ(q;P ) = γ5[iEπ(q;P ) + γ · PFπ(q;P ) + γ · qq · PGπ(q; p) + σµνqµPνHπ(q;P )] (3)

Furthermore,

Pµ fπ = Z2(ζ, Λ)Nc trD
∫ Λ d4q

(2π)4
γ5γµS(q + P/2)Γπ(q;P )S(q − P/2), (4)

−〈q̄q〉0ζ = Z4(ζ, Λ)Nc trD
∫ Λ d4q

(2π)4
S0(q) . (5)

Reference [2] . . . P. Maris and C. D. Roberts, “π and K meson Bethe-Salpeter amplitudes,”
Phys. Rev. C 56 (1997) 3369; [arXiv:nucl-th/9708029].

Equation (47) in Ref. [2] defines the in-meson condensate:

− 〈q̄q〉πζ = fπ〈0|q̄γ5q|π〉 . (6)

A crucial step on the way to proving Eq. (1) herein is a relation of the Goldberger-Treiman type;
viz., in the chiral limit

Eπ(q;P = 0) =
B0(q2)

f0
π

, (7)

where B(q2) is the dressed-quark mass function in the chiral limit. This is Eq. (10) of Ref. [1].

1

“In-Meson Condensate”
Valid even for mq → 0

fπ nonzero
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• Color Confinement: Maximum Wavelength of Quark 
and Gluons

• Conformal symmetry of QCD coupling in IR

• Provides Conformal Template 

• Motivation for AdS/QCD

• QCD Condensates inside of hadronic LFWFs

• Technicolor: confined condensates inside of 
technihadrons -- alternative to Higgs

• Simple physical solution to cosmological constant 
conflict

QCD Symmetries
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Hadron Dynamics at the Amplitude Level

• LFWFS are the universal hadronic amplitudes which 
underlie structure functions, GPDs, exclusive processes, 
distribution amplitudes, direct subprocesses, hadronization.

• Relation of spin, momentum, and other distributions to  
physics of the hadron itself.

• Connections between observables, orbital angular 
momentum

• Role of FSI and ISIs--Sivers effect

• Higher Fock States give GMOR Relations, Chiral Symmetry 
Breaking
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New Perspectives for QCD from AdS/CFT

• LFWFs:  Fundamental frame-independent description of 
hadrons at amplitude level

• Holographic Model from AdS/CFT : Confinement at large 
distances and conformal behavior at short distances

• Model for LFWFs, meson and baryon spectra: many 
applications!

• New basis for diagonalizing Light-Front Hamiltonian

• Physics similar to MIT bag model, but covariant. No 
problem with support 0 < x  < 1.

• Quark Interchange dominant force at short distances

125
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Quark Interchange
(Spin exchange in atom-

atom scattering)

Gluon Exchange
(Van der Waal -- Landshoff)

dσ
dt = |M(s,t)|2

sntot−2

M(t, u)interchange ∝ 1
ut2

σ

|b⊥|

ψ(σ, b⊥)

A(σ, b⊥) =
1

2π

∫
dζeiσζÃ(b⊥, ζ)

K+

p
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dt = |M(s,t)|2
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ut2

σ
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ψ(σ, b⊥)

A(σ, b⊥) =
1

2π

∫
dζeiσζÃ(b⊥, ζ)

MIT Bag Model (de Tar), large  NC,  (‘t Hooft), AdS/CFT
 all predict dominance of quark interchange:

K+
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g

u
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dt = |M(s,t)|2

s2

CIM: Blankenbecler, Gunion, sjb
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d
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AdS/CFT explains why  
quark interchange is 

dominant interaction 
at high momentum 
transfer in exclusive 

reactions

Non-linear Regge behavior:

αR(t)→ −1

z = ζ

κ4

β = 0

B(0) = 0 Fock-state-by-Fock state

qR,L = qx ± iqy

ψ(x, b⊥)

127

dσ
dt = |M(s,t)|2

sntot−2

M(t, u)interchange ∝ 1
ut2

σ

|b⊥|

ψ(σ, b⊥)

A(σ, b⊥) =
1

2π

∫
dζeiσζÃ(b⊥, ζ)

Quark Interchange
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Why is quark-interchange dominant over gluon
exchange?

Example: M(K+p→ K+p) ∝ 1
ut2

Exchange of common u quark

MQIM =
∫

d2k⊥dx ψ†
Cψ†

D∆ψAψB

Holographic model (Classical level):

Hadrons enter 5th dimension of AdS5

Why is quark-interchange dominant over gluon
exchange?

Example: M(K+p→ K+p) ∝ 1
ut2

Exchange of common u quark

MQIM =
∫

d2k⊥dx ψ†
Cψ†

D∆ψAψB

Holographic model (Classical level):

Hadrons enter 5th dimension of AdS5

Quarks travel freely within cavity as long as
separation z < z0 = 1

ΛQCD

LFWFs obey conformal symmetry producing
quark counting rules.
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Features of Soft-Wall AdS/QCD

• Single-variable frame-independent radial Schrodinger equation

• Massless pion (mq =0)

• Regge Trajectories: universal slope in  n and L

• Valid for all integer J & S.    Spectrum is independent of S

• Dimensional Counting Rules for Hard Exclusive Processes

• Phenomenology: Space-like and Time-like Form Factors

• LF Holography: LFWFs;  broad distribution amplitude

• No large Nc limit

• Add quark masses to LF kinetic energy

• Systematically  improvable -- diagonalize HLF on AdS basis

130



 
JTI Workshop  ANL

April  16, 2009
 Stan Brodsky 

 SLAC 
AdS/QCD and  LF Holography 

String Theory

AdS/CFT

Semi-Classical QCD / Wave Equations

Mapping of  Poincare’ and 
Conformal SO(4,2) symmetries of 3+1 

space 
to  AdS5 space

Integrable!

Boost Invariant 3+1 Light-Front Wave Equations

Hadron Spectra, Wavefunctions, Dynamics

AdS/QCD
Conformal behavior at short 

distances
+ Confinement at large distance

Counting rules for Hard Exclusive 
Scattering

Regge Trajectories

Holography

Integrable! J =0,1,1/2,3/2 plus L

Goal: First Approximant to QCD

QCD at the Amplitude Level
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