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Light-Front Wavefunctions:  rigorous representation of 
composite systems in quantum field theory
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Invariant under boosts!  Independent of Pμ 

Eigenstate of Light Front Hamiltonian 
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Higher Fock States of the Proton

Wavefunction at fixed LF time:  Arbitrarily Off-Shell in Invariant Mass

Eigenstate of LF Hamiltonian : all Fock states contribute
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Light-Front QCD

Eigenvalues and Eigensolutions give Hadronic 
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
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Hint
LF : Matrix in Fock Space

Physical gauge: A+ = 0

Exact frame-independent formulation of 
nonperturbative QCD!
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LFWFs: Arbitrarily Off-shell in P- and invariant mass
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Figure 5. Coupled eigenvalue equations for the light-cone wa.vefunctious of a 

pion. 

wave functions. Although the potential is essentially trivial, the many channels 

required to describe an hadronic state make these equations very difficult to solve. 

Nevertheless the first attempts at a direct solution have been made. 

The bulk of the probability for a nonrelativistic system is in a single Fock 

state-e.g. (eE> for positronium, or Ibb) for the r meson. For such systems it 

is useful to replace the full set of multi-channel eigenvalue equations by a single 

equation for the dominant wavefunction. To see how this can be done, note that 

the bound state equation, say for positronium, can be rewritten as two equations 

using the projection operator P onto the subspace spanned by eE states, and its 

complement & E 1 - P: 

Hpp IPs)~ + HPQ IPs)~ = h4” IPs)p 

(29) 

H&p [Ps)~ + HQQ jP& = hf” h)g 

where H~Q E PHQ.. ., and lPsjp E P jPs) . . . . Solving the second of these 

equations for IPs)~ and substituting the result into the first equation, we obtain 

a single equation for the ee or valence part of the positronium state: 

Her [Ps)~ = Al2 IPS)P (30) 
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LIGHT-FRONT MATRIX EQUATION
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Minkowski space; frame-independent; no fermion doubling; no ghosts

Rigorous Method for Solving Non-Perturbative QCD!

• Light-Front Vacuum = vacuum of free Hamiltonian!

New approach: BLFQ
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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,
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Consider a pion in QCD with momentum P"(P%, P
!
) as an example. It is described by
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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
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Heisenberg Equation

Light-Front QCD DLCQ: Solve QCD(1+1) for 
any  quark mass and flavors

Minkowski space; frame-independent; no fermion doubling; no ghosts

Hornbostel, Pauli, sjb

New approach: BLFQ: Diagonalize using AdS/QCD LFWFS
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moment vanishes [22]. The light-cone formalism also properly incorporatesWigner boosts.

Thus this model of composite systems can serve as a useful theoretical laboratory to

interrelate hadronic properties and check the consistency of formulae proposed for the

study of hadron substructure.

7. Spin and orbital angular momentum composition of light-cone wavefunctions

In general the light-cone wavefunctions satisfy conservation of the z projection of

angular momentum:

J z =
n!

i=1
sz
i +

n−1!

j=1
lzj . (62)

The sum over sz
i represents the contribution of the intrinsic spins of the n Fock state

constituents. The sum over orbital angular momenta lzj = −i
"
k1j

∂
∂k2j

− k2j
∂

∂k1j

#
derives from

the n−1 relative momenta. This excludes the contribution to the orbital angularmomentum
due to the motion of the center of mass, which is not an intrinsic property of the hadron.

We can see how the angular momentum sum rule Eq. (62) is satisfied for the

wavefunctions Eqs. (20) and (23) of the QED model system of two-particle Fock states.

In Table 1 we list the fermion constituent’s light-cone spin projection sz
f = 1

2
λf, the boson

constituent spin projection sz
b = λb, and the relative orbital angular momentum lz for each

contributing configuration of the QED model system wavefunction.

Table 1 is derived by calculating the matrix elements of the light-cone helicity operator

γ +γ 5 [29] and the relative orbital angular momentum operator−i
"
k1 ∂

∂k2
− k2 ∂

∂k1

#
[16,30,

31] in the light-cone representation. Each configuration satisfies the spin sum rule: J z =
sz
f + sz

b + lz.

For a better understanding of Table 1, we look at the non-relativistic and ultra-relativistic

limits. At the non-relativistic limit, the transversal motions of the constituent can be

neglected and we have only the | + 1
2
⟩ → | − 1

2
+ 1⟩ configuration which is the non-

relativistic quantum state for the spin-half system composed of a fermion and a spin-1

boson constituents. The fermion constituent has spin projection in the opposite direction

to the spin J z of the whole system. However, for ultra-relativistic binding in which the

transversal motions of the constituents are large compared to the fermion masses, the

Table 1
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For leptons, such as the electron or neutrino, it is convenient to employ the electron
mass for M , so that the magnetic moment is given in Bohr magnetons.

Now we turn to the evaluation of the helicity-conserving and helicity-flip vector-
current matrix elements in the light-front formalism. In the interaction picture, the
current Jµ(0) is represented as a bilinear product of free fields, so that it has an
elementary coupling to the constituent fields [13, 14, 15]. The Dirac form factor can
then be calculated from the expression
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whereas the Pauli and electric dipole form factors are given by
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.

The summations are over all contributing Fock states a and struck constituent charges
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-

� = 0
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x
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q
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Nonzero Proton Anomalous Moment -->
Nonzero orbital  quark angular momentum

Exact LF Formula for Pauli Form Factor



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

• Measurements are made at fixed τ

• LFWFs: Eigensolutions of QCD HLF

• Structure Functions are squares of LFWFs

• Form Factors are overlap of LFWFs

• LFWFs are frame-independent -- no boosts

• No dependence on observer’s frame

• Dual to AdS/QCD

• LF Vacuum trivial -- no condensates

• Implications for Cosmological Constant

Advantages of the Dirac’s Front Form for Hadron Physics



Other Features  of Light-Front Wavefunctions

• Cluster Decomposition Theorem

• Zero Anomalous Gravitomagnetic Moment

• Angular Momentum Jz

• Jz Momentum Sum Rule 

• Bethe-Salpeter WF integrated over k-

• Electron WFs reproduce pQED results

• Parke-Taylor (Stasto)

• Gauge Dependent WF but observables are GI

• Stable hadron: Real LFWF

• Causality: Measurement of quantum state at fixed τ



 

T-OddPseudo-

11-2001 
8624A06

S

current 
quark jet

final state 
interaction

spectator 
system

proton

e– 

!*

e– 

quark

Single-spin 
asymmetries

Leading Twist 
Sivers Effect

~Sp ·~q⇥~pq

 Hwang,  Schmidt, 
sjb

Light-Front Wavefunction  
S and P- Waves!

QCD S- and P-
Coulomb Phases

--Wilson Line

“Lensing Effect”

i

Collins, Burkardt, Ji, 
Yuan. Pasquini, ...

Leading-Twist 
Rescattering 
Violates pQCD 
Factorization!

Sign reversal in DY!

QED: 
Lensing 

involves soft 
scales

Relation to confining 
interaction?



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

p

Final-State Interaction 
Produces Diffractive DIS 

Quark Rescattering 

Hoyer, Marchal, Peigne, Sannino, SJB (BHMPS)

Enberg, Hoyer, Ingelman, SJB

Hwang, Schmidt, SJB

Low-Nussinov model of Pomeron



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

Integration over on-shell domain produces phase i

Need Imaginary Phase to Generate Pomeron and DDIS

Need Imaginary Phase to Generate T-
Odd Single-Spin Asymmetry

Physics of FSI not in Wavefunction of Target!



 

• Square of Target LFWFs                 Modified by Rescattering: ISI & FSI

• No Wilson Line                             Contains Wilson Line, Phases

• Probability Distributions                 No Probabilistic Interpretation

• Process-Independent                      Process-Dependent - From Collision

• T-even Observables                        T-Odd (Sivers, Boer-Mulders, etc.)

• No Shadowing,  Anti-Shadowing      Shadowing,  Anti-Shadowing, Saturation

• Sum Rules: Momentum and Jz               Sum Rules Not Proven

• DGLAP Evolution; mod. at large x   DGLAP Evolution

• No Diffractive DIS                         Hard Pomeron and Odderon Diffractive DIS

Static                           Dynamic

General remarks about orbital angular mo-
mentum

�n(xi,⇥k�i, �i)

�n
i=1(xi

⇥R�+⇥b�i) = ⇥R�

xi
⇥R�+⇥b�i
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i
⇥b�i = ⇥0�

�n
i xi = 1

2
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current 
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e– 

quark

Mulders, Boer

Qiu, Sterman

 Pasquini, Xiao, 
Yuan, sjb

Collins, Qiu

Hwang, 
Schmidt, sjb,



 

|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
Intrinsic heavy quarks    s̄(x) ⇤= s(x)

⇥M(x, Q0) ⇥
�

x(1� x)

⇤M(x, k2
⌅)

µR

µR = Q

µF = µR

Q/2 < µR < 2Q

ep⇥ e�+n

P�/p ⇤ 30%

Violation of Gottfried sum rule

ū(x) ⌅= d̄(x)

Does not produce (C = �) J/⇥,�

Produces (C = �) J/⇥,�

Same IC mechanism explains A2/3

s(x), c(x), b(x) at high x !
Hidden ColorMueller:  gluon Fock states     BFKL Pomeron



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

!E866/NuSea (Drell-Yan)

s(x) �= s̄(x)

Intrinsic glue, sea, 
heavy quarks

d̄(x) �= ū(x)

Expect:
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Figure 2: Comparison of the HERMES x(s(x) + s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The solid and dashed curves
are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using
µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations of
the calculations are adjusted to fit the data at x > 0.1 with statistical
errors only, denoted by solid circles.

their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
negligible contribution relative to the intrinsic sea in the
valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
of the |uudss̄⟩ state as

Pss̄
5 = 0.024 (µ = 0.5 GeV);

Pss̄
5 = 0.029 (µ = 0.3 GeV). (4)

We consider next the quantity ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) −
s̄(x). Combining the HERMES data on x(s(x)+s̄(x)) with
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Figure 3: Comparison of the x(d̄(x)+ū(x)−s(x)−s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The values of x(s(x)+ s̄(x))
are from the HERMES experiment [6], and those of x(d̄(x) + ū(x))
are obtained from the PDF set CTEQ6.6 [11]. The solid and dashed
curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.

the x(d̄(x)+ ū(x)) distributions determined by the CTEQ
group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
s̄(x)) can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3. This ap-
proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].

An important property of ū + d̄ − s − s̄ is that the
contribution from the extrinsic sea vanishes, just like the
case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have

ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x)− s̄(x) =

Puū(xū) + P dd̄(xd̄)− 2P ss̄(xs̄). (5)

We can now compare the x(ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) − s̄(x))
data with the calculation using the BHPS model. Since
ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
curve in Fig. 3.

From the comparison between the data and the BHPS
calculations shown in Figs. 1-3, we can determine the prob-
abilities for the |uuduū⟩, |uuddd̄⟩, and |uudss̄⟩ configura-
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errors only, denoted by solid circles.
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using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.

the x(d̄(x)+ ū(x)) distributions determined by the CTEQ
group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
s̄(x)) can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3. This ap-
proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].

An important property of ū + d̄ − s − s̄ is that the
contribution from the extrinsic sea vanishes, just like the
case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have

ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x)− s̄(x) =

Puū(xū) + P dd̄(xd̄)− 2P ss̄(xs̄). (5)

We can now compare the x(ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) − s̄(x))
data with the calculation using the BHPS model. Since
ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
curve in Fig. 3.

From the comparison between the data and the BHPS
calculations shown in Figs. 1-3, we can determine the prob-
abilities for the |uuduū⟩, |uuddd̄⟩, and |uudss̄⟩ configura-
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Intrinsic 
strangeness!

HERMES: Two components to s(x,Q2)!

s(x, Q

2) = s(x, Q

2)
extrinsic

+ s(x, Q

2)
intrinsic

arXiv:1105.2381

Extrinsic (DGLAP)  
strangeness!

Consistent with 
intrinsic charm 

data

QCD: 1
M2

Q
scaling

BHPS: Hoyer, Sakai, 
Peterson, sjb
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Proton’s 5-quark Fock State  from gluon splitting 
“Extrinsic” Heavy Quarks

Fixed LF time

Q
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Proton Self Energy 
Intrinsic Heavy Quarks

Collins, Ellis, Gunion, Mueller, sjb
M. Polyakov, et al.

Fixed LF time
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Use AdS/QCD 

LFWF

Simplest model:
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Proton 5-quark Fock State :
Intrinsic Heavy Quarks

Collins, Ellis, Gunion, Mueller, sjb
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QCD predicts 
Intrinsic Heavy 

Quarks at high x!

Minimal off-shellnessUse AdS/QCD 
LFWF

Hoyer, Peterson, Sakai, sjb



Properties of  Non-Perturbative 
Five-Quark Fock-State

• Dominant configuration: same rapidity

• Heavy quarks have most momentum  

• Correlated with proton quantum 
numbers

• Duality with meson-baryon channels

• strangeness asymmetry at x > 0.1

• Maximally energy efficient
u
d

u
Q̄
Q

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u



 

p p

Proton 5-quark Fock State :
Intrinsic Heavy Quarks

Duality to meson baryon channels

xQ � (m2
Q + k2

�)1/2Minimal off-shellness:

s̄

s

Maximal re-interactions at small relative rapidity Δy

u

u

d

K+(s̄u)

s  vs. s  Spin and Momentum Asymmetries: NuTeV anomaly

Burkardt and Warr 
Ma & Sjb

Londergan
Pumplin

⇤(sdu)
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Proton 5-quark Fock State :
Intrinsic Heavy Quarks
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`
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• Non-symmetric strange and antistrange sea?

• Non-perturbative physics; e.g 

• Crucial for interpreting NuTeV anomaly 
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General remarks about orbital angular mo-
mentum
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Structure Functions

Asymptotic Solution has Expansion

Deuteron six-quark state has five color - singlet configurations, only 
one of which is n-p.

Look for strong transition to Delta-Delta

Hidden Color of Deuteron
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Figure 2: Comparison of the HERMES x(s(x) + s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The solid and dashed curves
are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using
µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations of
the calculations are adjusted to fit the data at x > 0.1 with statistical
errors only, denoted by solid circles.

their measurement of charged kaon production in SIDIS re-
action [6]. The HERMES data, shown in Fig. 2, exhibits
an intriguing feature. A rapid fall-off of the strange sea
is observed as x increases up to x ∼ 0.1, above which the
data become relatively independent of x. The data suggest
the presence of two different components of the strange
sea, one of which dominates at small x (x < 0.1) and the
other at larger x (x > 0.1). This feature is consistent
with the expectation that the strange-quark sea consists
of both the intrinsic and the extrinsic components hav-
ing dominant contributions at large and small x regions,
respectively. In Fig. 2 we compare the data with calcula-
tions using the BHPS model with ms = 0.5 GeV/c2. The
solid and dashed curves are results of the BHPS model
calculations evolved to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ = 0.5 GeV
and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalizations are
obtained by fitting only data with x > 0.1 (solid circles in
Fig. 2), following the assumption that the extrinsic sea has
negligible contribution relative to the intrinsic sea in the
valence region. Figure 2 shows that the fits to the data are
quite adequate, allowing the extraction of the probability
of the |uudss̄⟩ state as

Pss̄
5 = 0.024 (µ = 0.5 GeV);

Pss̄
5 = 0.029 (µ = 0.3 GeV). (4)

We consider next the quantity ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) −
s̄(x). Combining the HERMES data on x(s(x)+s̄(x)) with
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Figure 3: Comparison of the x(d̄(x)+ū(x)−s(x)−s̄(x)) data with the
calculations based on the BHPS model. The values of x(s(x)+ s̄(x))
are from the HERMES experiment [6], and those of x(d̄(x) + ū(x))
are obtained from the PDF set CTEQ6.6 [11]. The solid and dashed
curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS result to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2

using µ = 0.5 GeV and µ = 0.3 GeV, respectively. The normalization
of the calculations are adjusted to fit the data.

the x(d̄(x)+ ū(x)) distributions determined by the CTEQ
group (CTEQ6.6) [11], the quantity x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)−
s̄(x)) can be obtained and is shown in Fig. 3. This ap-
proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].

An important property of ū + d̄ − s − s̄ is that the
contribution from the extrinsic sea vanishes, just like the
case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have

ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x)− s̄(x) =

Puū(xū) + P dd̄(xd̄)− 2P ss̄(xs̄). (5)

We can now compare the x(ū(x) + d̄(x) − s(x) − s̄(x))
data with the calculation using the BHPS model. Since
ū+ d̄−s− s̄ is a flavor non-singlet quantity, we can readily
evolve the BHPS prediction to Q2 = 2.5 GeV2 using µ =
0.5 GeV and the result is shown as the solid curve in Fig. 3.
It is interesting to note that a better fit to the data can
again be obtained with µ = 0.3 GeV, shown as the dashed
curve in Fig. 3.

From the comparison between the data and the BHPS
calculations shown in Figs. 1-3, we can determine the prob-
abilities for the |uuduū⟩, |uuddd̄⟩, and |uudss̄⟩ configura-
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the calculations are adjusted to fit the data at x > 0.1 with statistical
errors only, denoted by solid circles.
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proach for determining x(ū(x)+ d̄(x)−s(x)− s̄(x)) is iden-
tical to that used by Chen, Cao, and Signal in their recent
study of strange quark sea in the meson-cloud model [12].

An important property of ū + d̄ − s − s̄ is that the
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case for d̄− ū. Therefore, this quantity is only sensitive to
the intrinsic sea and can be compared with the calculation
of the intrinsic sea in the BHPS model. We have
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tions as follows:

Puū
5 = 0.122; Pdd̄

5 = 0.240; Pss̄
5 = 0.024

(µ = 0.5 GeV) (6)

or

Puū
5 = 0.162; Pdd̄

5 = 0.280; Pss̄
5 = 0.029

(µ = 0.3 GeV) (7)

depending on the value of the initial scale µ. It is re-
markable that the d̄(x) − ū(x), the s(x) + s̄(x), and the
d̄(x) + ū(x) − s(x)− s̄(x) data not only allow us to check
the predicted x-dependence of the five-quark Fock states,
but also provide a determination of the probabilities for
these states.

Equations 6 shows that the combined probability for
proton to be in the |uudQQ̄⟩ states is around 40%. It is
worth noting that an earlier analysis of the d̄−ū data in the
meson cloud model concluded that proton has ∼60% prob-
ability to be in the three-quark bare-nucleon state [13], in
qualitative agreement with the finding of this study. A sig-
nificant feature of the present work is the extraction of the
|uudss̄⟩ component, which would be related to the kaon-
hyperon states in the meson cloud model. It is also worth
mentioning that in the BHPS model the |uudQQ̄⟩ states
have the same contribution to the proton’s magnetic mo-
ment as the |uud⟩ three-quark state, since Q and Q̄ in the
|uudQQ̄⟩ states have no net magnetic moment. Therefore,
the good description of the nucleon’s magnetic moment
by the constituent quark model is preserved even with the
inclusion of a sizable five-quark components in the BHPS
model.

We note that the probability for the |uudss̄⟩ state is
smaller than those of the |uuduū⟩ and the |uuddd̄⟩ states.
This is consistent with the expectation that the probability
for the |uudQQ̄⟩ five-quark state is roughly proportional
to 1/m2

Q [1, 4]. One can then estimate that the probability
for the intrinsic charm from the |uudcc̄⟩ Fock state, Pcc̄

5 to
be roughly 0.01. This is also consistent with an estimate
based on the bag model [14], as well as with an analysis
of the EMC charm-production data [15]. Figure 4 shows
the x distribution of intrinsic c̄ calculated with the BHPS
model using 1.5 GeV/c2 for the mass of the charm quark.
Also shown in Fig. 4 is the calculation which evolve the
BHPS calculation from the initial scale, µ = 0.5 GeV, to
Q2 = 75 GeV2, the largest Q2 scale reached by EMC [16].
It is interesting to note that the intrinsic charm contents
at the large x (x > 0.3) region are drastically reduced
when Q2 evolution is taken into account. Figure 4 suggests
that the most promising region to search for evidence of
intrinsic charm could be at the somewhat lower x region
(0.1 < x < 0.4), rather than the largest x region explored
by previous experiments. It is worth noting that we adopt
the simple assumption that the initial scale is the same for
all five-quark states. It is conceivable that the initial scale
for intrinsic charm is significantly higher due to the larger
mass of the charmed quark. The dashed curve shows the x

x
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Figure 4: Calculations of the c̄(x) distributions based on the BHPS
model. The solid curve corresponds to the calculation using Eq. 1
and the dashed and dotted curves are obtained by evolving the BHPS
result to Q2 = 75 GeV2 using µ = 3.0 GeV, and µ = 0.5 GeV,
respectively. The normalization is set at Pcc̄

5
= 0.01.

distribution of intrinsic c̄ at Q2 = 75 GeV2 when the initial
scale is set at µ = 3 GeV, corresponding to the threshold
of producing a pair of charmed quarks. As expected, the
shape of the intrinsic c̄ x distribution becomes similar to
that of the BHPS model.

In conclusion, we have generalized the existing BHPS
model to the light-quark sector and compared the calcu-
lation with the d̄− ū, s+ s̄, and ū + d̄ − s− s̄ data. The
qualitative agreement between the data and the calcula-
tions provides strong support for the existence of the in-
trinsic u, d and s quark sea and the adequacy of the BHPS
model. This analysis also led to the determination of the
probabilities for the five-quark Fock states for the proton
involving light quarks only. This result could guide future
experimental searches for the intrinsic c quark sea or even
the intrinsic b quark sea [17], which could be relevant for
the production of Higgs boson at LHC energies [18].
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teractions,” Nucl. Phys. B 213, 31 (1983).

First Evidence for Intrinsic Charm

Measurement of Charm Structure  
Function! 

DGLAP / Photon-Gluon Fusion: factor of 30 too small

factor of 30 !

Two Components (separate evolution):

c(x,Q

2) = c(x, Q

2)
extrinsic

+ c(x,Q

2)
intrinsic

gluon splitting
(DGLAP)
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Do heavy quarks exist in the proton at high x?

Conventional wisdom: impossible!

Heavy quarks generated only at low x 
via DGLAP evolution 
from gluon splitting

Conventional wisdom is wrong even in QED!

s(x, µ

2
F ) = c(x, µ

2
F ) = b(x, µ

2
F ) ⌘ 0

at starting scale Q2
0 = µ2

F



 

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

CF

g

p

q2
? = Q2 = �q2

⇤cd
c

c̄
u

u

Coalescence of comovers produces |F >= |⇤c
¯D > Final State

D̄

Light-Front Wavefunctions and Heavy Quark Hadroproduction

q+ = 0
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Leading Hadron Production 
from Intrinsic Charm

Coalescence of Comoving Charm and Valence Quarks
Produce J/ψ, Λc and other Charm Hadrons at High xF

PX X

Spectator counting rules 
dN

dxF
/ (1� xF )2nspect�1



Large xF 
production close 
to the maximum 
allowed by phase 

space!

Spectator 
counting 

rules

d�

dxF
(pA! ⇤cX) ⇠ (1� xF )p

⇤c(cud)

leaves 2 
spectator 

quarks



 

• EMC data: c(x, Q2) > 30�DGLAP
Q2 = 75 GeV2, x = 0.42

• High xF pp⇤ J/�X

• High xF pp⇤ J/�J/�X

• High xF pp⇤ �cX

• High xF pp⇤ �bX

• High xF pp⇤ ⇥(ccd)X (SELEX)

Interesting spin, charge asymmetry, threshold, spectator effects
Important corrections to B decays; Quarkonium decays

Gardner, Karliner, sjb



 

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

CF CF

|I> |F>

 (xi,
~

k

0
?i) (xi,

~

k?i)

All final states |F> in electroproduction produced 
Diagonal  n to n overlap of LFWFs

p p+q

~q?q+ = 0

q2
? = Q2 = �q2

|F> = resonances, multiparticle states.   
Confinement: Only Color Singlets!

Hoyer
Light-Front Wavefunctions and Electron-Proton Collisions

γ*



 
Barger, Halzen, Keung



 

CF
p

~q?q+ = 0

q2
? = Q2 = �q2

d

u

u

Coalescence of comovers produces |F >= |⇤b
¯B > Final State

⇤b

B̄

b
b̄

Light-Front Wavefunctions and Heavy Quark Hadroproduction
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Coalescence of comovers produces |F >= |⇤c
¯D > Final State
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Light-Front Wavefunctions and Heavy-Quark Electroproduction

q+ = 0

�⇤(q)

``0

Threshold Production at JLab!



 

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz
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⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0
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Light-Front Wavefunctions and Heavy-Quark Electroproduction

q+ = 0

�⇤(q)

`
`0

Z+
c (cc̄ud̄)

u

d
d̄

Coalescence of comovers at threshold produces

Z+
c tetraquark resonance

|uudcc̄dd̄i

�⇤p! Z+
c X

Produce Zc at JLab!



 
 Stan Brodsky,  SLACJLab Town Meeting  March 

16,  2012
Novel QCD Opportunities at JLab

Spin-dependence at large-PT (90°cm):

Hard scattering takes place only 
with spins ↑↑

A. Krisch, Sci. Am. 257 (1987) 
“The results challenge the prevailing theory that describes the 

proton’s structure and forces”

Heppelmann et al:  Quenching of Color 
Transparency

 Charm and Strangeness Thresholds

“Exclusive 
Transversity”

  B=2 Octoquark Resonances?

Ideas for CarlFest

May 4, 2005

Spin Correlations in Elastic p� p Scattering
RNN

pT

Collisions Between Spinning Protons (A. D. Krisch)
Scientific American, 255, 42-50 (August, 1987).
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Spin Correlations in Elastic p� p Scattering
RNN

pT

Collisions Between Spinning Protons (A. D. Krisch)
Scientific American, 255, 42-50 (August, 1987).
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Ideas for CarlFest

May 4, 2005

Spin Correlations in Elastic p� p Scattering
RNN

pT

Collisions Between Spinning Protons (A. D. Krisch)
Scientific American, 255, 42-50 (August, 1987).

AN

plab⇥
s

1

d�""/dt

d�##/dt





Large RNN in pp! pp explained by

B = 2, J = L = 1 |uuduudcc̄ > resonance

at

p
s ⇠ 5 GeV

de Teramond 
and sjb

Ratio reaches 4:1

|uud uud cc̄i
Dibaryon resonance?

p2
?(GeV2)

�("")/�("#)

plab(GeV/c)



 

p

u

u

c

c– 

c

c– 

d

p

p

u

u

d

p

5-2005
8717A3

QCD 
Schwinger-Sommerfeld 
Enhancement at Heavy 

Quark Threshold

Hebecker, Kuhn, sjb

S. J. Brodsky and G. F. de Teramond, “Spin
Correlations, QCD Color Transparency And
Heavy Quark Thresholds In Proton Proton
Scattering,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 1924 (1988).

Quark Interchange + 8-Quark Resonance

|uuduudcc̄ > Strange and Charm Octoquark!

M = 3 GeV, M = 5 GeV.

J = L = S = 1, B = 2

Production of  
uud c c uud 

octoquark resonance

J=L=S=1, C=-, P=- state

8 quarks in S-wave: odd parity

Ann = 1!

�(pp! cc̄X) ' 1 µb at threshold

�(�p! cc̄X) ' 1 nb at threshold



 

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

CF

d

q2
? = Q2 = �q2

d

c
c̄

u

Light-Front Wavefunctions and Heavy-Quark Electroproduction

q+ = 0

�⇤(q)

``0

u

u

d

d

|uuddducc̄i

Coalescence of comovers can produce the B = +2 Q = +1 isospin partner

of the B = +2 Q = +2 resonance |uuduudcc̄i which produces the large RNN in

p p elastic scattering Threshold Production at JLab!
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Example of Multiple BLM/PMC Scales

 Angular distributions of massive quarks close to threshold.

Hoang, Kuhn, Teubner, sjb

 QCD coupling at small scales at low 
relative velocity v

F1 + F2 =
⇥
1� 2

↵s(se3/4/4)
⇡

⇤
⇥

⇥
1 +

⇡↵s(sv2)
4v

⇤



 

Running Coupling from Light-Front Holography and AdS/QCD

�AdS
s (Q)/⇥ = e�Q2/4�2

�s(Q)
⇥

Deur,  de Teramond, sjb

 = 0.54 GeV

Analytic, defined at all scales, IR Fixed Point

Q (GeV)

�
s(Q

)/�

�g1/� (pQCD)
�g1/� world data

��/� OPAL

AdS
Modified AdS

Lattice QCD (2004) (2007)
�g1/� Hall A/CLAS
�g1/� JLab CLAS

�F3/�GDH limit

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

10 -1 1 10

Sublimated gluons below 1 GeVAdS/QCD dilaton captures the higher twist corrections to  effective charges for Q < 1 GeV

e' = e+2z2



Charm at Threshold
• Intrinsic charm Fock state puts 80% of the 

proton momentum into the electroproduction 
process

• 1/velocity enhancement from FSI

• CLEO data for quarkonium production at 
threshold

• Krisch effect shows  B=2 resonance

• all particles produced at small relative rapidity--
resonance production

• Many exotic hidden and open charm resonances 
will be produced at JLab (12 GeV)



 

threshold in σ/v, where it is expected to dominate (here
v = 1/16π(s − m2

p)
2 is the usual phase space factor). It

produces the ηcp, χcp and other C even resonances, but
also J/ψ.

For elastic charm production (when the proton target
remains bound), it is also necessary to take into account
the recombination of the three valence quarks into the
proton via its form factor, as well as the coupling of the
photon to the cc pair. For two gluon exchange the cross
section of the γp → J/ψp takes the form:

dσ

dt
= N2gv

(1 − x)2

R2M2
F 2

2g(t)(s − m2
p)

2 (3)

while for three gluon exchange it takes the form:

dσ

dt
= N3gv

(1 − x)0

R4M4
F 2

3g(t)(s − m2
p)

2 (4)

where F2g(t) and F3g(t) are proton form factors that take
into account the fact that the three target quarks recom-
bine into the final proton after the emission of two or
three gluons. While they are analogous to the proton
elastic form factor F1(t), they are not known. In the
numerical applications, we have parameterized them as
F 2 = exp(1.13t), according to the experimental t de-
pendency of the cross section [11]. The (s − m2

p)
2 term

comes from the coupling of the incoming photon to the
cc pair and the spin-1 nature of gluon exchange (see,
for instance, Ref. [12]). It compensates the same term
in the phase space v. The normalization coefficient N
is determined assuming that each channel saturates the
experimental cross section measured at SLAC [13] and
Cornell [11] around Eγ = 12 GeV.
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FIG. 3. Variation of the J/ψ photoproduction cross sec-
tion near threshold. Solid line: two gluon exchange (Eqs. 3).
Dashed line: three gluon exchange (Eq. 4).

Notice that expressions (3) and (4) are valid in a lim-
ited energy range near threshold, where x ∼ 1. To be

more specific, x = 0.82 at Elab
γ = 10 GeV and x = 0.69

at Elab
γ = 12 GeV. So we expect that our model still

makes sense up to the lowest energy range where exper-
imental data exist. At higher energies one has to rely on
the variation of the gluon distribution in the vicinity of
x ∼ 0 to reproduce the steep rise of charm photoproduc-
tion [16,17] above Elab

γ ≈ 100 GeV (x ≤ 0.082).
As shown in Fig. 3, the threshold dependence of our

conjectured cross sections (3) and (4) is consistent with
the scarce existing data [11,13]. Indeed, there is also
evidence [14] that the energy dependence of the J/ψ
elastic photoproduction cross section at forward angles
is roughly flat up to Eγ ≈ 12 GeV, in contrast to the
steep variation observed at higher energies. More accu-
rate measurements of the J/ψ elastic photoproduction
cross section up to about 20 GeV are clearly needed.

The existence of five-quark resonances near threshold
in the γp → pcc̄ process [15] would modify our picture.
However, the qualitative features of the two- and three-
gluon-exchange cross sections (which differ by orders of
magnitude near threshold) should remain valid.

On few body targets, each exchanged gluon may cou-
ple to a colored quark cluster and reveal the hidden-color
part of the nuclear wave function, a domain of short-
range nuclear physics where nucleons lose their identity.
The existence of such hidden-color configurations is pre-
dicted by QCD evolution equations [3]. It is striking that
in γd → J/ψpn, (Fig. 4), the |B8B8 > hidden-color state
of the deuteron couples so naturally via two gluons to
the J/ψpn final state [18], since the coupling of a single
gluon to a three-quark cluster turns it from a color octet
to a singlet.

γ ψ

FIG. 4. The simplest diagram which reveals a hid-
den-color state in deuterium [18].

When the nucleon is embedded in a nuclear medium,
two mechanisms govern the photo- and electroproduc-
tion of J/ψ mesons. The first, the quasi-free production
mechanism, contributes the following cross section to the
γd → J/ψpn reaction, when integrated over the angles
of the spectator neutron [19]:

dσ

dtd | n⃗ |
=

dσ

dt

!

!

!

!

γp→J/ψp

4πn⃗2ρ(| n⃗ |) (5)

"

ρ(| n⃗ |)dn⃗ = 1 (6)

SLAC

Cornell

two factors: a heavy quark loop diagram connecting the
photons to the exchanged gluons, times the gauge invari-
ant matrix element of a product of gluon field strengths
< p|Gn

µν |p >. Because of the non-Abelian coupling, a sin-
gle field strength can correspond to one or two exchanged
gluons. For heavy quark masses, m2

Q ≫ Λ2
QCD the heavy

quark loop contracts to an effective local operator, so that
the field strengths in the matrix element are all evaluated
at the same local point. The minimal gluon exchange
contribution (n = 2) gives the leading twist photon-
gluon fusion contribution. Since < p|Gn|p > scales as

(Λ2
QCD)

n−1
, each extra gluon field strength connecting

to the heavy quark loop must give a factor of (1/m2
Q).

(Higher derivatives in the matrix element are further sup-
pressed.) Thus one pays a penalty of a factor (Λ2/m2

Q) as
the number of exchanged gluon fields is increased. How-
ever, as we shall see, the suppression from the multiple
gluon exchange contributions are systematically compen-
sated by fewer powers of energy threshold factors, so that
at threshold multi-gluon contributions will dominate. A
similar effective field theory operator analysis has been
used [4] to estimate the momentum fraction carried by
intrinsic heavy quarks in the proton [5,6].

In this paper, we will use reasonable conjectures for
the short distance behavior of hadronic matter inferred
from properties of perturbative QCD and effective heavy
quark field theory to estimate the behavior of the reaction
cross section.

The effective proton radius in charm photoproduction
near threshold can be determined from the following ar-
gument [7,8]. As indicated in Fig. 2a, most of the pro-
ton momentum may first be transferred to one (valence)
quark, followed by a hard subprocess γq → ccq. If the
photon energy is Eγ = ζEth

γ , where Eth
γ is the energy

at kinematic threshold (ζ ≥ 1), the valence quark must
carry a fraction x = 1/ζ of the proton (light-cone) mo-
mentum. The lifetime of such a Fock state (in the light-
cone or infinite momentum frame) is τ = 1/∆E, where

∆E =
1

2p

!

m2
p −

"

i

p2
i⊥ + m2

i

xi

#

≃
Λ2

QCD

2p(1 − x)
(1)

For x = 1/ζ close to unity such a short lived fluctuation
can be created (as indicated in Fig. 2a) through momen-
tum transfers from valence states (where the momentum
is divided evenly) having commensurate lifetimes τ and
transverse extension

r2
⊥ ≃

1

p2
⊥

≃
ζ − 1

Λ2
QCD

(2)

This effective proton size thus decreases towards thresh-
old (ζ → 1), reaching r2

⊥ ≃ 1/m2
c at threshold (ζ − 1 ≃

Λ2
QCD/m2

c).
As the lifetimes of the contributing Fock states ap-

proach the time scale of the cc creation process, the time

ordering of the gluon exchanges implied by Fig. 2a ceases
to dominate higher-twist contributions such as that of
Fig. 2b [8]. There are in fact reasons to expect that the
latter diagrams give a dominant contribution to charmo-
nium production near threshold. First, there are many
more such diagrams. Second, they allow the final state
proton to have a small transverse momentum (the glu-
ons need p⊥ ≃ mc to couple effectively to the cc pair, yet
the overall transfer can still be small in Fig. 2b). Third,
with several gluons coupling to the charm quark pair its
quantum numbers can match those of a given charmo-
nium state without extra gluon emission.

c
γ

(a)

c
_

p

g

g

g

c

p

γ

(b)

c
_

gg

FIG. 2. Two mechanisms for transferring most of the
proton momentum to the charm quark pair in γp → ccp near
threshold. The leading twist contribution (a) dominates at
high energies, but becomes comparable to the higher-twist
contribution (b) close to threshold.

The above discussion is generic, and does not indicate
how close to threshold the new effects actually manifest
themselves. While this question can only be settled by
experiment, we rely on a simple model to get an estimate
of the cross section.

Near-threshold charm production probes the x ≃ 1
configuration in the target, the spectator partons car-
rying a vanishing fraction x ≃ 0 of the target momen-
tum. This implies that the production rate behaves near
x → 1 as (1 − x)2ns where ns is the number of specta-
tors [9]. Perturbative QCD predicts three different glu-
onic components of the photoproduction cross-section:
i) The leading twist (1 − x)4 distribution for the process
γq → ccq, which leaves two quarks spectators (Fig. 2a);
ii) Scattering on two quarks in the proton with a net

distribution (1−x)2

R2M2 , γqq → ccqq, leaving one quark spec-
tator; iii) Scattering on three quark cluster (Fig. 2b) in

the proton with a net distribution (1−x)0

R4M4 , γqqq → ccqqq,
leaving no quark spectators. There is some arbitrariness
in the definition of x close to threshold. We shall use
x = (2mpM + M2)/(s − m2

p), where s = E2
CM and M

is the mass of the cc pair, which has the property x = 1
at threshold. The relative weight of scattering from mul-
tiple quarks is given by the probability 1/R2M2 that a
quark in the proton of radius R ≃ 1 fm is found within
a transverse distance 1/M (see Ref. [10]).

The two-gluon exchange contribution produces odd
C quarkonium γgg → J/ψ, thus permitting exclusive
γp → J/ψp production. The photon three-gluon cou-
pling γggg → cc produces a roughly constant term at

Dominant near 
threshold

Leading twist 
contribution

 Chudakov, Hoyer, Laget, sjb
�p⇥ J/ p

�d⇥ J/ np

q

�(x)
q

+(x)
1

(1�x)2 log2(1�x)

�u(x)
u(x)

�d(x)
d(x)

d

�(x)
d

+(x)

Test Threshold Production at JLab!
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⇤c(cud)

D(c̄u)

Dissociate proton to high xF heavy-quark pair

�

⇤
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⇤
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+
(

¯
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Produce Charm near Threshold at JLab!
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JLab 12 GeV: An Exotic Charm Factory!

• Charm quarks at high x -- allows charm states 
to be produced with minimal energy

• Charm produced at  low velocities in the target 
-- the target rapidity domain 

• Charm at threshold -- maximal domain for 
producing exotic states containing charm 
quarks

• Attractive QCD Van der Waals interaction -- 
“nuclear-bound quarkonium” 

• Dramatic Spin Correlations in the threshold 
Domain

• Strong SSS Threshold Enhancement

xF ⇠ �1



Nuclear-Bound Quarkonium

• Binding via QCD Van der Waals

• No valence quarks in common

• Guaranteed J/ψ-Α binding for high A

Schmidt, de Teramond, sjb
Manohar

QQ̄

He3

[(QQ̄)A]



 

JLab 12 GeV: An Exotic Charm Factory!

�⇤p! J/ + p threshold

at

p
s ' 4 GeV, E�⇤

lab ' 7.5 GeV.

�⇤d! J/ + d threshold

at

p
s ' 5 GeV, E�⇤

lab ' 6 GeV.

Produce [J/ + p] bound state

Produce [J/ + d] nuclear-bound quarkonium state

|uudcc̄ >

|uuddducc̄ >



 

JLab 12 GeV: An Exotic Charm Factory!

Electroproduce open charm at threshold

�⇤p! D0(uc̄)⇤c(udc)

�⇤d! D + [⇤cn]

�⇤d! ⇤c + [D0n]

Binding at threshold: covalent bond via u-quark interchange

Use deuteron or light nuclear target 



• First suggested by F. Dyson and N-H Xuong 
(1964)

• Hidden-Color Six-Quark Configuration

• Decays to Δ++Δ++

Produce Charge  Q=4,I=3,B=2 
Hidden-Color Dibaryon State 

at JLab

|u"Ru"Bu"Y u#Ru#Bu#Y >

Bashkanov, Clement, sjb

�⇤d! [B = 2, Q = 4]⇡�⇡�⇡�

[B = 2, Q = +4]

 Discover at JLab!

“Hexaquark”
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Production of a Double-Charm Baryon

X

SELEX  high xF < xF >= 0.33

pp ⌅ p + H + p

H, Z0, �b

b⌃ ⇤ 1/Q

Must have �Lz = ±1 to have nonzero F2

Use charge radius R2 = �6F ⇧1(0)

and anomalous moment ⇥ = F2(0)

SELEX Mystery: 
Large isospin 

separation

Double heavy 
baryon 

production



 

Production of Two Charmonia 
at High xF

X

pp� p + J/� + p

pp� p + H + p

Also:

c

c̄

< xF >= 0.33

Minimize LF energy denominator

pp� p + J/� + p

pp� p + H + p

Also:

c

c̄

< xF >= 0.33

Minimize LF energy denominator

pp� p + J/� + p

pp� p + H + p

Also:

c

c̄

< xF >= 0.33

Minimize LF energy denominator

pp� p + J/� + p

pp� p + H + p

Also:

c

c̄

< xF >= 0.33

Minimize LF energy denominator

X

NA3: All events at high xF = xψ +  xψ !
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0.0 0.5 1.0 

% 

Fig. 3. The fi# pair distributions are shown in (a) and (c) for the 

pion and proton projectiles. Similarly, the distributions of J/$‘s 

from the pairs are shown in (b) and (d). Our calculations are 

compared with the n-N data at 150 and 280 GeV/c [ I]. The 

x++, distributions are normalized to the number of pairs from both 

pion beams (a) and the number of pairs from the 400 GeV proton 

measurement (c) The number of single J/e’s is twice the number 

of pairs. 

x+ = ~it,/pt,~a~ in Fig. 3. The +$ pair distributions 

are shown in Fig. 3(a) and 3(c) and the associated 

the single J/I) distributions in pair events are shown 

in Fig. 3(b) and 3(d) . Both are normalized to the 

data with the single J/r/ normalization twice that of 

the pair. 

4. Other tests of the intrinsic heavy quark 

mechanism 

The intrinsic charm model provides a natural expla- 

nation of double J/e hadroproduction and thus gives 

strong phenomenological support for the presence of 

intrinsic heavy quark states in hadrons. While the gen- 

eral agreement with the intrinsic charm model is quite 

good, the excess events at medium xlfi~l suggests that 

intrinsic charm may not be the only @$ QCD produc- 

tion mechanism present or that the model parameteri- 

zation with a constant vertex function is too oversim- 

plified. The x,++,+ distributions can also be affected by 

the A dependence. Additional mechanisms, including 

an update of previous models [ 3-71, will be presented 

in a separate paper [ 81. 

The intrinsic heavy quark model can also be used to 

predict the features of heavier quarkonium hadropro- 

duction, such as YY, Y$, and (6~) (Eb) pairs. Using 

fib = 4.6 GeV, we find that the single Y and YY pair 

x distributions are similar to the equivalent I,& distri- 

butions. The average mass, (MYY), is 21.4 GeV for 

pion projectiles and 21.7 GeV for a proton, a few GeV 

above threshold, 2my = 18.9 GeV. The xy@ pair distri- 

butions are also similar to the +@ distributions but we 

note that (xy) = 0.44 and (xe) = 0.30 from a l&fcCbb) 

configuration and (xy) = 0.39 and (x$) = 0.27 from 

a luudc&) configuration. Here (MY@) = 14.9 GeV 

with a pion projectile and 15.2 GeV with a proton, 

again a few GeV above threshold, my + rn+ = 12.6 

GeV. 

It is clearly important for the double J/+ measure- 

ments to be repeated with higher statistics and also at 

higher energies. The same intrinsic Fock states will 

also lead to the production of multi-charmed baryons 

in the proton fragmentation region. It is also interesting 

to study the correlations of the heavy quarkonium pairs 

to search for possible new four-quark bound states and 

final state interactions generated by multiple gluon ex- 

change [ 71. It has been suggested that such QCD Van 

der Waals interactions could be anomalously strong at 

low relative rapidity [ 22,231. 

There are many ways in which the intrinsic heavy 

quark content of light hadrons can be tested. More 

measurements of the charm and bottom structure func- 

tions at large XF are needed to confirm the EMC data 

[ 151. Charm production in the proton fragmentation 

region in deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering is sen- 

sitive to the hidden charm in the proton wavefunction. 

The presence of intrinsic heavy quarks in the hadron 

wavefunction also enhances heavy flavor production 

in hadronic interactions near threshold. More gener- 

ally, the intrinsic heavy quark model leads to enhanced 

open and hidden heavy quark production and leading 

particle correlations at high XF in hadron collisions 

with a distinctive strongly-shadowed nuclear depen- 

dence characteristic of soft hadronic collisions. 
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Over a sufficiently short time, the pion can contain 

Fock states of arbitrary complexity. For example, two 

intrinsic CC pairs may appear simultaneously in the 

quantum fluctuations of the projectile wavefunction 

and then, freed in an energetic interaction, coalesce 

to form a pair of I,!J’s. We shall estimate the creation 
-- 

probability of ~~vcccc) Fock states, where nv = &I for 

7~- and nv = uud for proton projectiles, assuming that 

all of the double J/I,~ events arise from these configu- 

rations. We then examine the x+$ and invariant mass 

distributions of the $$ pairs and the x,,+ distribution 

for the single $‘s arising from these Fock states. 

2. Intrinsic charm Fock states 

The probability distribution for a general n-particle 

intrinsic CC Fock state as a function of x and kr is 

written as 

(1) 

where N,, normalizes the Fock state probability. In 

the model, the vertex function in the intrinsic charm 

wavefunction is assumed to be relatively slowly vary- 

ing; the particle distributions are then controlled by the 

light-cone energy denominator and phase space. This 

form for the higher Fock wavefunctions generalizes 

for an arbitrary number of light and heavy quark com- 

ponents. The Fock states containing charmed quarks 

can be materialized by a soft collision in the target 

which brings the state on shell. The distribution of 

produced open and hidden charm states will reflect the 

underlying shape of the Fock state wavefunction. 

The invariant mass of a c.? pair, M,, from such a 

Fock state is 

(2) 

where n = 4 and 5 is the number of partons in the 

lowest lying meson and baryon intrinsic CC Fock states. 

The probability to produce a J/(/I from an intrinsic 

CT state is proportional to the fraction of intrinsic ci? 

production below the Or, threshold. The fraction of 

CC pairs with 2m, < MC? < 2rno is 

The ratio fc~jr is approximately 15% larger than fc~iP 

for 1.2 < m, < 1.8 GeV. However, not all c?‘s pro- 

duced below the DB threshold will produce a final- 

state J/S. We include two suppression factors to es- 

timate J/q5 production, one reflecting the number of 

quarkonium channels available with McT < 2rno and 

one for the c and C to coalesce with each other rather 

than combine with valence quarks to produce open 

charm states. The “channel” suppression factor, s, z 

0.3, is estimated from direct and indirect J/$ produc- 

tion, including x1 and xz radiative and +’ hadronic 

decays. The combinatoric “flavor” suppression factor, 

of, is l/2 for a IEdcC) state and l/4 for a IuudcC) 

state. In Fig. 1 we show the predicted fraction of $‘s 

produced from intrinsic CC pairs, 

f@lh = s,sf.fE/h ) (4) 

as a function of m,. We take m, = I .5 GeV, suggesting 

f ur  M 0.03 and f e j p M 0.014. 
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Intrinsic Heavy-Quark Fock States
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• Large Effect at high x 
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• Severely underestimated in conventional parameterizations of heavy 
quark distributions (Pumplin, Tung)

• Many empirical tests  
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JLab Tagged 
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• Color Octet IC Explains A2/3 behavior at
high xF (NA3, Fermilab)
(Kopeliovitch, Schmidt, So�er, SJB)

• IC Explains J/⌅ ⇥ ⇤⇥ puzzle
(Karliner, SJB)

• IC leads to new e�ects in B decay
(Gardner, SJB)
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R. Demina,71 D. Denisov,50 S. P. Denisov,39 S. Desai,50 H. T. Diehl,50 M. Diesburg,50 A. Dominguez,67 T. Dorland,82

A. Dubey,28 L. V. Dudko,38 L. Duflot,16 S. R. Dugad,29 D. Duggan,49 A. Duperrin,15 S. Dutt,27 J. Dyer,65 A. Dyshkant,52

M. Eads,67 D. Edmunds,65 J. Ellison,48 V. D. Elvira,50 Y. Enari,77 S. Eno,61 P. Ermolov,38,xx M. Escalier,15 H. Evans,54

A. Evdokimov,73 V.N. Evdokimov,39 A.V. Ferapontov,59 T. Ferbel,61,71 F. Fiedler,24 F. Filthaut,35 W. Fisher,50 H. E. Fisk,50

M. Fortner,52 H. Fox,42 S. Fu,50 S. Fuess,50 T. Gadfort,70 C. F. Galea,35 C. Garcia,71 A. Garcia-Bellido,71 V. Gavrilov,37

P. Gay,13 W. Geist,19 W. Geng,15,65 C. E. Gerber,51 Y. Gershtein,49,† D. Gillberg,6 G. Ginther,71 B. Gómez,8 A. Goussiou,82
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S. Jabeen,62 M. Jaffré,16 S. Jain,75 K. Jakobs,23 C. Jarvis,61 R. Jesik,43 K. Johns,45 C. Johnson,70 M. Johnson,50

D. Johnston,67 A. Jonckheere,50 P. Jonsson,43 A. Juste,50 E. Kajfasz,15 D. Karmanov,38 P. A. Kasper,50 I. Katsanos,70

V. Kaushik,78 R. Kehoe,79 S. Kermiche,15 N. Khalatyan,50 A. Khanov,76 A. Kharchilava,69 Y. N. Kharzheev,36

D. Khatidze,70 T. J. Kim,31 M.H. Kirby,53 M. Kirsch,21 B. Klima,50 J.M. Kohli,27 J.-P. Konrath,23 A. V. Kozelov,39
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Nuclear modification of parton level structure & dynamics

Modification of parton momentum 
distributions of nucleons embedded in nuclei
• shadowing – depletion of low-momentum 
partons (gluons)
• coherence & dynamical shadowing 
• gluon saturation – e.g. color glass condensate, 
a specific/fundamental model of gluon 
saturation which gives shadowing in nuclei

800 GeV p-A (FNAL)   !A = !p*A"

PRL 84, 3256 (2000); PRL 72, 2542 (1994)

open charm: no A-dep

at mid-rapidity

= x
1
-x

2

Q = 2 GeV
5 GeV

10 GeV

Gluon shadowing

Gerland, Frankfurt, Strikman,

Stocker & Greiner (hep-ph/9812322)

Nuclear effects on parton “dynamics”
• energy loss of partons as they propagate 
through nuclei
• and (associated?) multiple scattering 
effects (Cronin effect)
• absorption of J/! on nucleons or co-
movers; compared to no-absorption for 
open charm production

Remarkably Strong Nuclear 
Dependence for Fast Charmonium

M. Leitch

 Violation of factorization in charm hadroproduction.
P. Hoyer, M. Vanttinen (Helsinki U.) ,  U. Sukhatme (Illinois U., Chicago) . HU-TFT-90-14, May 1990. 7pp. 

 Published in Phys.Lett.B246:217-220,1990

Violation of PQCD Factorization!

d⇥
dxF

(pA� J/⇤X)

d⇥
dxF

(�A� J/⇤X)

xF

A2/3 component

A1 component

Fits conventional PQCD subprocesses

IC Explains large excess of quarkonia at large xF,  A-dependence

http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/wwwhepau/wwwscan?rawcmd=fin+%22Hoyer,%20P.%22
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/wwwhepau/wwwscan?rawcmd=fin+%22Hoyer,%20P.%22
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/wwwhepau/wwwscan?rawcmd=fin+%22Vanttinen,%20M.%22
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/wwwhepau/wwwscan?rawcmd=fin+%22Vanttinen,%20M.%22
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/inst/www?icncp=Helsinki+U.
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/inst/www?icncp=Helsinki+U.
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/wwwhepau/wwwscan?rawcmd=fin+%22Sukhatme,U.%22
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/wwwhepau/wwwscan?rawcmd=fin+%22Sukhatme,U.%22
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/inst/www?icncp=Illinois+U.,+Chicago
http://www.slac.stanford.edu/spires/find/inst/www?icncp=Illinois+U.,+Chicago
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Clear dependence
 on xF and 

beam energy

d�

dxF
(pA� J/⇥X) ⇥ A�

800 GeV

158 GeV



 

Scattering on front-face nucleon produces color-singlet     paircc̄

u

Octet-Octet IC Fock State

Color-Opaque IC Fock state
interacts on nuclear front surface  

d⇤
dxF

(pA ⇤ J/⌅X) = A2/3 � d⇤
dxF

(pN ⇤ J/⌅X)

fb

⇥q ⇤ �⇥q

�⇥

⇥

p

↵

J/�

p

c

c̄

No absorption of 
small color-singlet

g

Kopeliovich, 
Schmidt, Soffer, sjb

A



 

⌃ = t + z/c

< p|G
3
µ⌅

m2
Q

|p > vs. < p|F
4
µ⌅

m4
✓

|p >

+⇥4�2

d⇧
dxF

(pp� HX)[fb]

d⇧
dxF

(pA� J/⌥X) = A1 d⇧1
dxF

+ A2/3d⇧2/3
dxF

fb

A1
component

consistent with sum of

gg and q̄q fusion



 

pA� J/⇥X

�A� J/⇥X

A2/3 component

Gp
M(q2)

assumes timelike |Gp
M | = |Gp

E|

Fp
2(Q2)

Fp
1(Q2)

pA� J/⇥X

�A� J/⇥X

A2/3 component

Gp
M(q2)

assumes timelike |Gp
M | = |Gp

E|

Fp
2(Q2)

Fp
1(Q2)

pA� J/⇥X

�A� J/⇥X

A2/3 component

Gp
M(q2)

assumes timelike |Gp
M | = |Gp

E|

Fp
2(Q2)

Fp
1(Q2)

Excess beyond  conventional PQCD subprocesses

J. Badier et al, NA3

⌃ = t + z/c

< p|G
3
µ⌅

m2
Q

|p > vs. < p|F
4
µ⌅

m4
✓

|p >

+⇥4�2

d⇧
dxF

(pp� HX)[fb]

d⇧
dxF

(pA� J/⌥X) = A1 d⇧1
dxF

+ A2/3d⇧2/3
dxF

fb



 

Goldhaber, Kopeliovich, Schmidt, Soffer sjb

Intrinsic Charm Mechanism for Inclusive 
High-XF Higgs Production

H

Higgs can have > 80% of Proton Momentum!

Also: intrinsic strangeness, bottom, top

pp� HXp

p

c
c̄

g

New production mechanism for Higgs

AFTER: Higgs production at threshold!



 

Figure 3: The cross section of inclusive Higgs production in fb, coming

from the nonperturbative intrinsic bottom distribution, at both LHC

(
√

s = 14 TeV, solid curve) and Tevatron (
√

s = 2 TeV, dashed curve)

energies.

that the cross section for inclusive Higgs production from intrinsic bottom is much

higher than the one coming from intrinsic charm. Although it is true that the Higgs-

quark coupling, proportional to mQ, cancels in the cross section with PIQ ∝ 1/m2
Q,

the matrix element between IQ and Higgs wave functions has an additional mQ factor.

This is because the Higgs wave function is very narrow and the overlap of the two

wave functions results in ΨQQ(0) ∝ mQ. Thus, the cross section rises as m2
Q, as we

see in the results.

We can compare our predictions for inclusive Higgs production coming from

IB with our previous ansatz for the Higgs production gluon-gluon fusion process

xdN/dx = 6(1 − x)5. At the maximum (xF = 0.9) of the IB curve we get a value of

roughly 50 fb, while there gluon-gluon gives 0.067 fb. Thus this high-xF region is the

ideal place to look for Higgs production coming from intrinsic heavy quarks.

We obtain essentially the same curves for Tevatron energies (
√

s = 2 TeV) , al-

though the rates are reduced by a factor of approximately 3.

We also show in Fig.4 the results for Higgs production coming from the perturba-

tive charm distribution. The magnitude of the production cross section is considerably

12

Intrinsic Heavy Quark Contribution  to 
Inclusive Higgs Production⌅ = t + z/c

d⇤
dxF

(pp ⇥ HX)[fb]

fb

⇥q ⇥ ��q

��

⇥

p

Goldhaber, Kopeliovich, Schmidt, sjb

LHC :
�

s = 14TeV

Tevatron :
�

s = 2TeV
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Light-Front Holography 

AdS/QCD
Soft-Wall  Model

⇥
� d2

d⇣2
+

1� 4L2

4⇣2
+ U(⇣)

⇤
 (⇣) =M2 (⇣)

Conformal Symmetry
of the action  

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 9

Confinement mass scale:   

Light-Front Schrödinger Equation

de Teramond, Dosch, sjb

�
� d2

d2�
+ V (�)

⇥
=M2⇥(�)

�
� d2

d�2 + V (�)
⇥
=M2⇥(�)

�2 = 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

Unique 
Confinement Potential!

 ' 0.6 GeV

e�(z) = e+2z2
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Light-Front Holography 
AdS/QCD

Soft-Wall  Model

Conformal Symmetry

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 9

Light-Front Schrödinger Equation

de Teramond, Dosch, sjb

Semi-Classical Approximation to QCD
Relativistic, frame-independent
Unique color-confining potential

Zero mass pion for massless quarks
Regge trajectories with equal slopes in n and L

Light-Front Wavefunctions



 

⌅(x,�b⇤) = ⌅(⇥)

⇤(z)

⇥ =
�

(x(1� x)|b⇤|

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

�d⇥ np

⌅(x,�b⇤) = ⌅(⇥)

⇤(z)

⇥ =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇤

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

�d⇥ np

⌅(x,�b⇤) = ⌅(⇥)

⇤(z)

⇥ =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇤

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

�d⇥ np

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

LF(3+1)                AdS5

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

and identical equations of motion

⇤(x, �) =
�

x(1� x)��1/2⇥(�)

de Teramond, sjb

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 9



 

⇤M (x, k⇥) =
4⇥

�
�

x(1� x)
e
� k2

⇥
2�2x(1�x)



 

J. R. Forshaw, 
R. Sandapen

�⇤p! ⇢0p0

�L
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Remarkable Features of 
Light-Front Schrödinger Equation

• Relativistic, frame-independent

• QCD scale appears - unique LF potential

• Reproduces spectroscopy and dynamics of light-quark hadrons with 
one parameter

• Zero-mass pion for zero mass quarks!

• Regge slope same for n and L  -- not usual HO

• Splitting in L persists to high mass   -- contradicts conventional 
wisdom based on breakdown of chiral symmetry

• Phenomenology: LFWFs, Form factors, electroproduction

• Extension to heavy quarks

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

Using SU(6) flavor symmetry and normalization to static quantities
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We use the integral form of the bulk-to-boundary propagator in the formulas for the form

factors in AdS space to extract the GPDs using the formulas in Eq. (19). The valence GPDs

are related to the flavor form factors by the sum rules

Z 1

0

dxHq

v

(x, t) = F q

1 (t) (21)

Z 1

0

dxEq

v

(x, t) = F q

2 (t) (22)

IV. COMPARISONS WITH EXPERIMENTAL DATA
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FIG. 1: (Color online) The ratio of Pauli and Dirac form factors for the proton, (a) the ratio is

multiplied by Q2 = �q2 = �t, (b) the ratio is divided by 
p

. The experimental data are taken from

Refs. [30–34].

In Fig.1, we have shown the fit of our results with experimental data of proton form factors.

We get excellent agreement with the data for  = 0.4066 GeV. All the plots for nucleon and

favor form factors are done with this fixed value of . The nucleon form factors in AdS/QCD

have been calculated before using another model [8] and with higher Fock sectors[13]. In all

cases, the form factors for the neutron were found not to agree with the experiments so well as

those of proton. The light front quark model results derived in this paper also show the similar

8

Nucleon and flavor form factors in AdS/QCD

Dipankar Chakrabarti and Chandan Mondal

Department of Physics, Indian Institute of Technology Kanpur, Kanpur 208016, India

(Dated: July 31, 2013)

Abstract

The electromagnetic form factors for the nucleons are related with the GPDs by sum rules. Using

the sum rules we calculate the valence GPDs for u and d quarks in a quark model using the lightfront

wavefunctions for the nucleons obtained from AdS/QCD. The flavor decompositions of the nucleon

form factors are also calculated from the GPDs in this model. We show that the nucleon form factors

and their flavor decompositions calculated in AdS/QCD are in agreement with experimental data.

PACS numbers: 13.40.Gp,12.38.Aw,11.25.Tq
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Nucleon Transition Form Factors

• Compute spin non-flip EM transition N(940)⇥ N�(1440): �n=0,L=0
+ ⇥ �n=1,L=0

+

• Transition form factor

F1
p
N⇥N�(Q2) = R4

⇧
dz

z4
�n=1,L=0

+ (z)V (Q, z)�n=0,L=0
+ (z)

• Orthonormality of Laguerre functions
�
F1

p
N⇥N�(0) = 0, V (Q = 0, z) = 1

⇥

R4
⇧

dz

z4
�n⇥,L

+ (z)�n,L
+ (z) = �n,n⇥
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F1
p
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2
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�
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LC 2011 2011, Dallas, May 23, 2011 Page 21

de Teramond, sjb

Consistent with counting rule, twist 3
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Nucleon Transition Form Factors
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2

where c is the dimensionless normalization factor

c�2 =
� 1

0
dx e

� 1
�2

„
m2

1
x +

m2
2

1�x

«

. (5)

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

 ⌥(x,b⇥) =
c ⇥ 

⌅

⌦
x(1� x) e�

1
2 �2⇥2

, (6)

where the invariant quantity ⌃ is

⌃2 = x(1� x)b2
⇥ +

1
⇥4

⇤
m2

1

x
+

m2
2

1� x

⌅
. (7)

Impact space holographic LFWFs for the ⌅, K, D, �c, B
and �b 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]

⇧M (x,Q) =
� k2

⇥<Q2
d2k⇥
16⌅3

⌥M (x,k⇥), (8)

and thus ⇧(x) ⇥ ⇧(x,Q ⌅ ⇧) ⌅  ⌥(x,b⇥ ⌅ 0)/
 

4⌅.
From (6) we obtain the holographic distribution ampli-
tude ⇧(x)

⇧M (x) =
c ⇥

2⌅

⌦
x(1� x) e

� 1
2�2

»
m2

1
x +

m2
2

1�x

–

, (9)

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

⌥⇤N �M =

⌥ 1
�1 ⇤N⇧M (⇤)
⌥ 1
�1 ⇧M (⇤)

, (10)

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

⌦
x(1� x) gives for the second

moment ⌥⇤2�AdS ⌅ 1/4, compared with the asymptotic
value ⌥⇤2�PQCD ⌅ 1/5 from the PQCD asymptotic DA
⇧PQCD(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
⌅(x,b�): (a) |⇤+� = |ud�, (b) |K+� = |us�, (c) |D+� = |cd�,
(d) |�c� = |cc�, (e) |B+� = |ub� and (f) |�b� = |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 ⇥ = 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

..........

|�+ >= |ud̄ > |K+ >= |us̄ >

|D+ >= |cd̄ >

|�b >= |bb̄ >

|�c >= |cc̄ >

mu = 2 MeV
md = 5 MeV

ms = 95 MeV

mc = 1.25 GeV

mb = 4.2 GeV

b[GeV�1]

x

|B+ >= |ub̄ >



 

Hadronization at the Amplitude Level
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Construct helicity amplitude using Light-Front Perturbation theory;   
coalesce quarks via LFWFs

No gluons
AdS/QCD 
potential

Only Hadrons can Appear!
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Novel QCD Opportunities at JLab

JLab 12 GeV: An Exotic Charm Factory!

• Charm quarks at high x -- allows charm states 
to be produced with minimal energy

• Charm produced at  low velocities in the target 
-- the target rapidity domain 

• Charm at threshold -- maximal domain for 
producing exotic states containing charm 
quarks

• Attractive QCD Van der Waals interaction -- 
“nuclear-bound quarkonium” 

• Dramatic Spin Correlations in the threshold 
Domain

• Strong Threshold Enhancement
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Novel QCD Opportunities at JLab

Novel QCD at JLab 12 GeV
• Intrinsic Heavy Quarks

• Charm at Threshold:  exotic states, nuclear-bound 
quarkonium, anomalous polarization effects 

• Exclusive and Inclusive Sivers Effect: Breakdown of pQCD 
Leading-Twist Factorization

• Non-universal antishadowing

• Hidden Color

• J=0 fixed pole

Illuminate New QCD Physics



 

Novel Heavy-Quark Phenomena at Threshold 

Valparaiso, Chile  May 19-20, 2011

c

c

c̄

Stan Brodsky 

u
d

u
Q̄
Q

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0
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Five-quark Fock states



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

HQCD
LF |ψ >=M2|ψ >

Dirac’s Front Form: Fixed τ = t+ z/c

Light-Front Wavefunctions

xi =
k+
i

P+

0 < xi < 1

n�

i=1
xi = 1

Remarkable new insights from AdS/CFT,              
the duality between conformal field theory       
and Anti-de Sitter Space 

Invariant under boosts.   Independent of Pμ

Can we make a direct connection to QCD Lagrangian?

 (xi,
~

k?i,�i)



 

HQED

[� �2

2mred
+ Ve�(�S,�r)] �(�r) = E �(�r)

[� 1
2mred

d2

dr2
+

1
2mred

⌃(⌃ + 1)
r2

+ Ve�(r, S, ⌃)] �(r) = E �(r)

(H0 + Hint) |� >= E |� > Coupled Fock states

Effective two-particle equation

 Spherical Basis r, �,⇥

Coulomb  potential 

Includes Lamb Shift, quantum corrections

Bohr Spectrum

Veff ⇥ VC(r) = ��

r

QED atoms: positronium and 
muonium

Semiclassical first approximation to QED --> 

Eliminate higher Fock states 
(retarded interactions)



 

HQED

Coupled Fock states

 Azimuthal  Basis

Confining AdS/QCD  
potential!

Mass Gap, Scale κ 

HLF
QCD

(H0
LF + HI

LF )|� >= M2|� >

[
�k2
� + m2

x(1� x)
+ V LF

e� ] �LF (x,�k�) = M2 �LF (x,�k�)

�,⇥

�2 = x(1� x)b2
�

Semiclassical first approximation to QCD 

4

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)

Light-Front QCD

Eliminate higher Fock states 
(includes retarded interactions)

AdS/QCD:

Effective two-particle equation

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

• Soft-wall dilaton profile breaks conformal 
invariance

• Color Confinement

• Introduces confinement scale

• Uses AdS5 as template for conformal theory

e'(z) = e+2z2

Dilaton-Modified AdS/QCD

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 9



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

U is the exact QCD potential 
Conjecture: ‘H’-diagrams generate 

Light-Front Schrödinger Equation
�
� d2

d2�
+ V (�)

⇥
=M2⇥(�)

�
� d2

d�2 + V (�)
⇥
=M2⇥(�)

�2 = 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 single-variable radial 
equation for QCD & QED

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

x (1� x) �b⇥

⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

Frame Independent!

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)

4

de Teramond, Dosch, sjb



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

QCD Lagrangian

Yang Mills Gauge Principle: Color 
Rotation and Phase Invariance at 

Every Point of Space and Time 

Scale-Invariant Coupling
Renormalizable 

Asymptotic Freedom
Color Confinement

LQCD = �1
4
Tr(Gµ⌫Gµ⌫) +

nfX

f=1

i ̄fDµ�µ f +
nfX

f=1

mf  ̄f f

iDµ = i@µ � gAµ Gµ⌫ = @µAµ � @⌫Aµ � g[Aµ, A⌫ ]

Fundamental Theory of Hadron and Nuclear Physics 

QCD Mass Scale from Confinement not Explicit!

quark

Classical Theory Conformal if mq=0



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

G = uH + vD + wK

G| (⌧) >= i
@

@⌧
| (⌧) >

G = H⌧ =
1
2
�
� d2

dx2
+

g

x2
+

4uw � v2

4
x2

�

Retains conformal invariance of action despite mass scale!

Identical to LF Hamiltonian with unique potential and dilaton!

• de Alfaro, Fubini, Furlan

⇥
� d2

d⇣2
+

1� 4L2

4⇣2
+ U(⇣)

⇤
 (⇣) =M2 (⇣)

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)

4uw � v2 = 4 = [M ]4

• Dosch, de Teramond, sjb

New term

What determines the QCD mass scale?

1976



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

What determines the QCD mass scale ΛQCD? 

• Mass scale does not appear in the QCD Lagrangian 
(massless quarks)

• Dimensional Transmutation? Requires external constraint 
such as 

• dAFF: Confinement Scale κ appears spontaneously via the 
Hamiltonian:

• The confinement scale regulates infrared divergences,  

connects  ΛQCD   to the confinement scale κ

• Only dimensionless mass ratios (and M times R ) predicted

• Mass and time units [GeV] and [sec] from physics external 
to QCD

• New feature: bounded frame-independent relative time 
between constituents

↵s(MZ)

G = uH + vD + wK 4uw � v2 = 4 = [M ]4

• Dosch, de Teramond, sjb

• de Alfaro, Fubini, Furlan
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Automation Example: Static-Quark Potential

V (Q2) =� (4⇡)2CF

Q2
a(Q2)

h
1 + (c2,0 + c2,1Nf )a(Q

2) + (c3,0 + c3,1Nf + c3,2N
2
f )a(Q

2)2

+ (c4,0 + c4,1Nf + c4,2N
2
f + c4,3N

3
f )a(Q

2)3 + 8⇡2C3
A ln

µ2
IR

Q2
a(Q2)3

i

Known:

Need:

V (Q2) =� (4⇡)2CF

Q2
a(Q2)

h
1 + [r2,0 + �0r2,1]a(Q) + [r3,0 + �1r2,1 + 2�0r3,1 + �2

0r3,2]a(Q)2

+ [r4,0 + �2r2,1 + 2�1r3,1 +
5

2
�1�0r3,2 + 3�0r4,1 + 3�2

0r4,2 + �3
0r4,3]a(Q)4
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Three-loop static potential

Alexander V. Smirnov,1 Vladimir A. Smirnov,2 and Matthias Steinhauser3

1Scientific Research Computing Center, Moscow State University, 119992 Moscow, Russia
2Skobeltsyn Institute of Nuclear Physics of Moscow State University, 119992 Moscow, Russia
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We compute the three-loop corrections to the potential of two heavy quarks. In particular we
consider in this Letter the purely gluonic contribution which provides in combination with the
fermion corrections of Ref. [1] the complete answer at three loops.

PACS numbers: 12.38.Bx, 14.65.Dw, 14.65.Fy, 14.65.Ha

The potential between two heavy quarks constitutes a
fundamental quantity in Quantum Chromodynamics. It
enters in a variety of physical processes like the thresh-
old production of top quark pairs and the description of
charm and bottom quark bound states. Furthermore, it
is crucial for the understanding of fundamental quantities
of QCD, such as confinement. (See Ref. [2] for a recent
review.)
The idea to describe a bound state of heavy coloured

objects in analogy to the well-established hydrogen atom,
goes back to the middle of the 1970s [3]. Shortly after-
wards, about 30 years ago, one-loop radiative corrections
have been evaluated in the works [4, 5]. It took almost 20
years until the next order became available [6–8] which,
at that time, was a heroic enterprize. The two-loop cor-
rections turned out to be numerically quite important
which triggered several investigations to go beyond. End
of last year the fermionic corrections to the three-loop
static potential have been completed [1, 9, 10]. In this
Letter we report about the pure gluonic part which com-
pletes the three-loop corrections to the static potential.
We present our results for the static potential in mo-

mentum space where it takes the form

V (|q⃗ |) =

−
4πCFαs(|q⃗ |)

q⃗ 2

!

1 +
αs(|q⃗ |)

4π
a1 +

"

αs(|q⃗ |)

4π

#2

a2

+

"

αs(|q⃗ |)

4π

#3 "

a3 + 8π2C3
A ln

µ2

q⃗ 2

#

+ · · ·

$

. (1)

Here, CA = Nc and CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc) are the eigen-

values of the quadratic Casimir operators of the adjoint
and fundamental representations of the SU(Nc) colour
gauge group, respectively, and αs denotes the strong cou-
pling in the MS scheme. The one- and two-loop coeffi-
cients a1 [4, 5] and a2 [6–8, 11] are given in Eq. (4) of
Ref. [1] where also the higher order terms in ϵ, necessary
for the three-loop calculation, are presented. In Eq. (1)
we identify the renormalization scale µ2 and the momen-
tum transfer q⃗ 2. The complete dependence on µ can
easily be restored with the help of Eq. (2) of Ref. [1].
A new feature of the three-loop corrections to V (|q⃗ |)

is the appearance of infrared divergences [12] which is

FIG. 1: Sample diagrams contributing to the static potential
at tree-level, one-, two- and three-loop order. Solid and curly
lines represent quarks and gluons, respectively. In the case of
closed loops the quarks are massless; the external quarks are
heavy and treated in the static limit.

represented by the ln(µ2/q⃗ 2) term in Eq. (1). It has
been evaluated for the first time in Refs. [13, 14] (see also
Ref. [15]); in Eq. (1) we adopt the MS scheme which has
been used in Ref. [14]. Let us mention that the infrared
divergence cancels in physical quantities after including
the contribution where so-called ultrasoft gluons inter-
act with the heavy quark anti-quark bound state. An
explicit result can, e.g., be found in Ref. [14] where the
cancellation has been demonstrated in order to arrive at
the measurable energy levels of the heavy-quark system.
We note in passing that higher order logarithmic contri-
butions to the infrared behaviour of the static potential
have been computed in Refs. [16, 17].

Before presenting our results for a3 let us provide some
technical details. We generate the four-point quark anti-
quark amplitudes with the help of QGRAF [18]. Some sam-
ple diagrams up to three-loop order are shown in Fig. 1.
In a next step they are processed further with q2e and
exp [19, 20] where a mapping to the diagrams of Fig. 2 is
achieved. The mapping to two-point functions is possi-
ble since the only dimenionful quantity in our problem is
given by the momentum transfer between the quark and
the anti-quark. Although there is only one mass scale
in our problem technical complications arise from the
simultaneous presence of static lines (zigzag lines) and
relativistic propagators (solid lines) which significantly
increases the complexity of the reduction to master in-
tegrals. For this task we employ the program package
FIRE [21] in order to achieve a reduction to about 100 ba-
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We compute the three-loop corrections to the potential of two heavy quarks. In particular we
consider in this Letter the purely gluonic contribution which provides in combination with the
fermion corrections of Ref. [1] the complete answer at three loops.
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The potential between two heavy quarks constitutes a
fundamental quantity in Quantum Chromodynamics. It
enters in a variety of physical processes like the thresh-
old production of top quark pairs and the description of
charm and bottom quark bound states. Furthermore, it
is crucial for the understanding of fundamental quantities
of QCD, such as confinement. (See Ref. [2] for a recent
review.)
The idea to describe a bound state of heavy coloured

objects in analogy to the well-established hydrogen atom,
goes back to the middle of the 1970s [3]. Shortly after-
wards, about 30 years ago, one-loop radiative corrections
have been evaluated in the works [4, 5]. It took almost 20
years until the next order became available [6–8] which,
at that time, was a heroic enterprize. The two-loop cor-
rections turned out to be numerically quite important
which triggered several investigations to go beyond. End
of last year the fermionic corrections to the three-loop
static potential have been completed [1, 9, 10]. In this
Letter we report about the pure gluonic part which com-
pletes the three-loop corrections to the static potential.
We present our results for the static potential in mo-

mentum space where it takes the form

V (|q⃗ |) =

−
4πCFαs(|q⃗ |)

q⃗ 2

!

1 +
αs(|q⃗ |)

4π
a1 +
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a3 + 8π2C3
A ln

µ2
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+ · · ·
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Here, CA = Nc and CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc) are the eigen-

values of the quadratic Casimir operators of the adjoint
and fundamental representations of the SU(Nc) colour
gauge group, respectively, and αs denotes the strong cou-
pling in the MS scheme. The one- and two-loop coeffi-
cients a1 [4, 5] and a2 [6–8, 11] are given in Eq. (4) of
Ref. [1] where also the higher order terms in ϵ, necessary
for the three-loop calculation, are presented. In Eq. (1)
we identify the renormalization scale µ2 and the momen-
tum transfer q⃗ 2. The complete dependence on µ can
easily be restored with the help of Eq. (2) of Ref. [1].
A new feature of the three-loop corrections to V (|q⃗ |)

is the appearance of infrared divergences [12] which is

FIG. 1: Sample diagrams contributing to the static potential
at tree-level, one-, two- and three-loop order. Solid and curly
lines represent quarks and gluons, respectively. In the case of
closed loops the quarks are massless; the external quarks are
heavy and treated in the static limit.

represented by the ln(µ2/q⃗ 2) term in Eq. (1). It has
been evaluated for the first time in Refs. [13, 14] (see also
Ref. [15]); in Eq. (1) we adopt the MS scheme which has
been used in Ref. [14]. Let us mention that the infrared
divergence cancels in physical quantities after including
the contribution where so-called ultrasoft gluons inter-
act with the heavy quark anti-quark bound state. An
explicit result can, e.g., be found in Ref. [14] where the
cancellation has been demonstrated in order to arrive at
the measurable energy levels of the heavy-quark system.
We note in passing that higher order logarithmic contri-
butions to the infrared behaviour of the static potential
have been computed in Refs. [16, 17].

Before presenting our results for a3 let us provide some
technical details. We generate the four-point quark anti-
quark amplitudes with the help of QGRAF [18]. Some sam-
ple diagrams up to three-loop order are shown in Fig. 1.
In a next step they are processed further with q2e and
exp [19, 20] where a mapping to the diagrams of Fig. 2 is
achieved. The mapping to two-point functions is possi-
ble since the only dimenionful quantity in our problem is
given by the momentum transfer between the quark and
the anti-quark. Although there is only one mass scale
in our problem technical complications arise from the
simultaneous presence of static lines (zigzag lines) and
relativistic propagators (solid lines) which significantly
increases the complexity of the reduction to master in-
tegrals. For this task we employ the program package
FIRE [21] in order to achieve a reduction to about 100 ba-
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Automation Example: Static-Quark Potential

V (Q2) =� (4⇡)2CF

Q2
a(Q2)

h
1 + (c2,0 + c2,1Nf )a(Q

2) + (c3,0 + c3,1Nf + c3,2N
2
f )a(Q

2)2

+ (c4,0 + c4,1Nf + c4,2N
2
f + c4,3N

3
f )a(Q

2)3 + 8⇡2C3
A ln

µ2
IR

Q2
a(Q2)3

i

Known:

Need:

V (Q2) =� (4⇡)2CF

Q2
a(Q2)

h
1 + [r2,0 + �0r2,1]a(Q) + [r3,0 + �1r2,1 + 2�0r3,1 + �2

0r3,2]a(Q)2

+ [r4,0 + �2r2,1 + 2�1r3,1 +
5

2
�1�0r3,2 + 3�0r4,1 + 3�2

0r4,2 + �3
0r4,3]a(Q)4

i

ar
X

iv
:0

91
1.

47
42

v2
  [

he
p-

ph
]  

12
 A

pr
 2

01
0

SFB/CPP-09-117, TTP09-44

Three-loop static potential

Alexander V. Smirnov,1 Vladimir A. Smirnov,2 and Matthias Steinhauser3

1Scientific Research Computing Center, Moscow State University, 119992 Moscow, Russia
2Skobeltsyn Institute of Nuclear Physics of Moscow State University, 119992 Moscow, Russia

3Institut für Theoretische Teilchenphysik, Karlsruhe Institute of Technology (KIT), D-76128 Karlsruhe, Germany
(Dated: November 25, 2009)

We compute the three-loop corrections to the potential of two heavy quarks. In particular we
consider in this Letter the purely gluonic contribution which provides in combination with the
fermion corrections of Ref. [1] the complete answer at three loops.
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The potential between two heavy quarks constitutes a
fundamental quantity in Quantum Chromodynamics. It
enters in a variety of physical processes like the thresh-
old production of top quark pairs and the description of
charm and bottom quark bound states. Furthermore, it
is crucial for the understanding of fundamental quantities
of QCD, such as confinement. (See Ref. [2] for a recent
review.)
The idea to describe a bound state of heavy coloured

objects in analogy to the well-established hydrogen atom,
goes back to the middle of the 1970s [3]. Shortly after-
wards, about 30 years ago, one-loop radiative corrections
have been evaluated in the works [4, 5]. It took almost 20
years until the next order became available [6–8] which,
at that time, was a heroic enterprize. The two-loop cor-
rections turned out to be numerically quite important
which triggered several investigations to go beyond. End
of last year the fermionic corrections to the three-loop
static potential have been completed [1, 9, 10]. In this
Letter we report about the pure gluonic part which com-
pletes the three-loop corrections to the static potential.
We present our results for the static potential in mo-

mentum space where it takes the form
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Here, CA = Nc and CF = (N2
c − 1)/(2Nc) are the eigen-

values of the quadratic Casimir operators of the adjoint
and fundamental representations of the SU(Nc) colour
gauge group, respectively, and αs denotes the strong cou-
pling in the MS scheme. The one- and two-loop coeffi-
cients a1 [4, 5] and a2 [6–8, 11] are given in Eq. (4) of
Ref. [1] where also the higher order terms in ϵ, necessary
for the three-loop calculation, are presented. In Eq. (1)
we identify the renormalization scale µ2 and the momen-
tum transfer q⃗ 2. The complete dependence on µ can
easily be restored with the help of Eq. (2) of Ref. [1].
A new feature of the three-loop corrections to V (|q⃗ |)

is the appearance of infrared divergences [12] which is

FIG. 1: Sample diagrams contributing to the static potential
at tree-level, one-, two- and three-loop order. Solid and curly
lines represent quarks and gluons, respectively. In the case of
closed loops the quarks are massless; the external quarks are
heavy and treated in the static limit.

represented by the ln(µ2/q⃗ 2) term in Eq. (1). It has
been evaluated for the first time in Refs. [13, 14] (see also
Ref. [15]); in Eq. (1) we adopt the MS scheme which has
been used in Ref. [14]. Let us mention that the infrared
divergence cancels in physical quantities after including
the contribution where so-called ultrasoft gluons inter-
act with the heavy quark anti-quark bound state. An
explicit result can, e.g., be found in Ref. [14] where the
cancellation has been demonstrated in order to arrive at
the measurable energy levels of the heavy-quark system.
We note in passing that higher order logarithmic contri-
butions to the infrared behaviour of the static potential
have been computed in Refs. [16, 17].

Before presenting our results for a3 let us provide some
technical details. We generate the four-point quark anti-
quark amplitudes with the help of QGRAF [18]. Some sam-
ple diagrams up to three-loop order are shown in Fig. 1.
In a next step they are processed further with q2e and
exp [19, 20] where a mapping to the diagrams of Fig. 2 is
achieved. The mapping to two-point functions is possi-
ble since the only dimenionful quantity in our problem is
given by the momentum transfer between the quark and
the anti-quark. Although there is only one mass scale
in our problem technical complications arise from the
simultaneous presence of static lines (zigzag lines) and
relativistic propagators (solid lines) which significantly
increases the complexity of the reduction to master in-
tegrals. For this task we employ the program package
FIRE [21] in order to achieve a reduction to about 100 ba-
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the contribution where so-called ultrasoft gluons inter-
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Before presenting our results for a3 let us provide some
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ple diagrams up to three-loop order are shown in Fig. 1.
In a next step they are processed further with q2e and
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Heavy Quark Potential is IR Divergent in QCD

Summation of H graphs could yield confining potential

log 2⇣2

Same graphs could give Isgur-Paton Flux Tube



 

Same slope in n and L!Massless pion in Chiral Limit!

Mass ratio of the ρ and the a1 mesons: coincides with Weinberg sum rules

mq = 0
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Photon-to-pion transition form factor

qq̄ components.

The simple valence qq̄ model discussed above should thus be modified at small Q2

by introducing the dressed current. In the case of soft-wall potential, the EM bulk-to-

boundary propagator is

V (Q2, z) = �

⇤
1 +

Q2

4�2

⌅
U

⇤
Q2

4�2
, 0, �2z2

⌅
, (17)

where U(a, b, c) is the Tricomi confluent hypergeometric function. The modified current

V (Q2, z), (17), has the same boundary conditions as the free current (9), and reduces to

(9) in the limit Q2 ⇥ ⇤. Eq. (17) can be conveniently written in terms of the integral

representation [33]

V (Q2, z) = �2z2

⇧ 1

0

dx

(1� x)2
x

Q2

4�2 e�⇥2z2x/(1�x). (18)

Inserting the pion wave function (5) for twist ⇤ = 2 and the confined EM current (18)

in the amplitude (3) one finds

F⇤�(Q
2) =

Pqq̄

⇥2f⇤

⇧ 1

0

dx

(1 + x)2
xQ2Pqq̄/(8⇤2f2

⇥). (19)

Eq. (19) gives the same value for F⇤�(0) as (14) which was obtained with the free current.

Thus the anomaly result F⇤�(0) = 1/(4⇥2f⇤) is reproduced if Pqq̄ = 0.5 is also taken in

(19). Upon integration by parts, Eq. (19) can also be written as

Q2F⇤�(Q
2) = 8f⇤

⇧ 1

0

dx
1� x

(1 + x)3

�
1� xQ2Pqq̄/(8⇤2f2

⇥)
⇥

. (20)

Noticing that the second term in Eq. (20) vanishes at the limit Q2 ⇥ ⇤, one recovers

Brodsky-Lepage’s asymptotic prediction for the pion TFF: Q2F⇤�(Q2 ⇥⇤) = 2f⇤. [11]

The results calculated with (19) for Pqq̄ = 0.5 are shown as dashed curves in Figs. 1

and 2. One can see that the calculations with the dressed current are larger as compared

with the results computed with the free current and the experimental data at low- and

medium-Q2 regions (Q2 < 10 GeV2). The new results again disagree with BABAR’s data

at large Q2.

11

Lepage,  sjb



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

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

• We write the Dirac equation

(��(⇤)�M)⌃(⇤) = 0,

in terms of the matrix-valued operator �

�⇤(⇤) = �i

⇤
d

d⇤
�

⇧ + 1
2

⇤
⇥5 � ⌅2⇤⇥5

⌅
,

and its adjoint �†, with commutation relations

⇧
�⇤(⇤),�†

⇤(⇤)
⌃

=
�

2⇧ + 1
⇤2

� 2⌅2

⇥
⇥5.

• Solutions to the Dirac equation

⌃+(⇤) ⇤ z
1
2+⇤e�⇥2�2/2L⇤

n(⌅2⇤2),

⌃�(⇤) ⇤ z
3
2+⇤e�⇥2�2/2L⇤+1

n (⌅2⇤2).

• Eigenvalues

M2 = 4⌅2(n + ⇧ + 1).

Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 49

⌫ = L + 1

Dirac Equation for Nucleons in Soft-Wall AdS/QCD
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Structure Functions
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See also Forkel, Beyer, Federico, Klempt

0 2 4

6

4

2

0

L

M
2

  
(G

e
V

2
)

2-2012
8820A12

n=3 n=2 n=1 n=0

N(2220)

N(1720)N(1710)

N(1440)

N(940)

N(1900)

N(1680)

0 2 4
0

2

4

6

L

M
2

  
(G

e
V

2
)

2-2012
8820A3

Δ(2420)

n=0n=1n=2n=3

Δ(1950)

Δ(1920)

Δ(1600)

Δ(1232)

Δ(1910)

Δ(1905)

Figure 8: Orbital and radial baryon excitations for the positive-parity Regge trajectories for the

N (left) and ∆ (right) families for κ = 0.49 − 0.51 GeV.

while maintaining chiral symmetry for the pion [121] in the LF Hamiltonian equations. In

practice, these constraints require a subtraction of −4κ2 from (102). 22

As is the case for the truncated-space model, the value of ν is determined by the short

distance scaling behavior, ν = L+1. Higher-spin fermionic modes Ψµ1···µJ−1/2
, J > 1/2, with

all of its polarization indices along the 3 + 1 coordinates follow by shifting dimensions for

the fields as shown for the case of mesons in Ref. [54] 23. Therefore, as in the meson sector,

the increase in the mass M2 for baryonic states for increased radial and orbital quantum

numbers is ∆n = 4κ2, ∆L = 4κ2 and ∆S = 2κ2, relative to the lowest ground state, the

proton; i.e., the slope of the spectroscopic trajectories in n and L are identical. Thus for the

positive-parity nucleon sector

M2 (+)
n,L,S = 4κ2

!

n+ L+
S

2
+

3

4

"

, (103)

where the internal spin S = 1
2 or 3

2 .

The resulting predictions for the spectroscopy of positive-parity light baryons are shown

in Fig. 8. Only confirmed PDG [49] states are shown. The Roper state N(1440) and

22This subtraction to the mass scale may be understood as the displacement required to describe nucleons

with NC = 3 as a composite system with leading twist 3+L; i.e., a quark-diquark bound state with a twist-2

composite diquark rather than an elementary twist-1 diquark.
23The detailed study of higher fermionic spin wave equations in modified AdS spaces is based on our

collaboration with Hans Guenter Dosch [32]. See also the discussion in Ref. [33].
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the N(1710) are well accounted for in this model as the first and second radial states of

the proton. Likewise, the ∆(1660) corresponds to the first radial state of the ∆(1232) as

shown in in Fig. 8. The model is successful in explaining the parity degeneracy observed in

the light baryon spectrum, such as the L= 2, N(1680)−N(1720) degenerate pair and the

L = 2, ∆(1905), ∆(1910), ∆(1920), ∆(1950) states which are degenerate within error bars.

The parity degeneracy of baryons shown in Fig. 8 is also a property of the hard-wall model

described in the previous section, but in that case the radial states are not well described [51].

In order to have a comprehensive description of the baryon spectrum, we need to extend

(103) to the negative-parity baryon sector. In the case of the hard-wall model, this was

realized by choosing the boundary conditions for the plus or minus components of the AdS

wave function Ψ±. In practice, this amounts to allowing the negative-parity spin baryons to

have a larger spatial extent, a point also raised in [134]. In the soft-wall model there are no

boundary conditions to set in the infrared since the wave function vanishes exponentially for

large values of z. We note, however, that setting boundary conditions on the wave functions,

as done in Sec. 5.1, is equivalent to choosing the branch ν = µR − 1
2 for the negative-

parity spin-12 baryons and ν = µR + 1
2 for the positive parity spin-32 baryons. This gives

a factor 4κ2 between the lower-lying and the higher-lying nucleon trajectories as illustrated

in Fig. 9, where we compare the lower nucleon trajectory corresponding to the J = L + S

spin-12 positive-parity nucleon family with the upper nucleon trajectory corresponding to the

J = L+ S − 1 spin-32 negative-parity nucleons. As is clearly shown in the figure, the gap is

precisely the factor 4κ2.

If we apply the same spin-change rule previously discussed for the positive-parity nucle-

ons, we would expect that the trajectory for the family of spin- 12 negative-parity nucleons

is lower by the factor 2κ2 compared to the spin-32 minus-parity nucleons according to the

spin-change rule previously discussed. Thus the formula for the negative-parity baryons

M2 (−)
n,L,S = 4κ2

!

n+ L+
S

2
+

5

4

"

, (104)

where S = 1
2 or 3

2 . It is important to recall that our formulas for the baryon spectrum are

the result of an analytic inference, rather than formally derived.

The full baryon orbital excitation spectrum listed in Table 2 for n = 0 is shown in Fig.

10. We note that M2 (+)

n,L,S= 3
2

= M2 (−)

n,L,S= 1
2

and consequently the positive and negative-parity ∆

states lie in the same trajectory, consistent with the experimental results. Only the confirmed

PDG [49] states listed in Table 2 are shown. Our results for the ∆ states agree with those

of Ref. [59]. “Chiral partners” as the N(1535) and the N(940) with different orbital angular
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positive parity

negative parity

Baryon Spectroscopy from AdS/QCD and Light-Front Holography

 = 0.49 GeV  = 0.51 GeV



Chiral Features of Soft-Wall 
AdS/QCD Model

Sz = +1/2, Lz = 0;Sz = �1/2, Lz = +1

Jz = +1/2 :< Lz >= 1/2, < Sz
q = 0 >

• Boost Invariant

• Trivial LF vacuum! No condensate, but consistent with GMOR

• Massless Pion

• Hadron Eigenstates have LF Fock components of different Lz

• Proton: equal probability

• Self-Dual Massive Eigenstates: Proton is its own chiral partner.

• Label State by minimum L as in Atomic Physics

• Minimum L dominates at short distances               

• AdS/QCD Dictionary: Match to Interpolating Operator Twist at z=0.

Same as 
Chiral soliton model

Ellis,Karliner, sjb
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Timelike Pion Form Factor from AdS/QCD 
          and Light-Front Holography

s(GeV2)

F⇡(s) = (1� �) 1
(1� s
M2

⇢
) + � 1

(1� s
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⇢
)(1� s

M2
⇢0

)(1� s
M2

⇢00
)

Prescription for 
Timelike poles :

1
s�M2 + i

p
s�

log |F⇡(s)|
� = 0.17

M2
⇢n

= 42(1/2 + n)

Frascati data 14% four-quark
 probability



 

5 Non-Perturbative QCD Coupling From LF Holography
With A. Deur and S. J. Brodsky

• Consider five-dim gauge fields propagating in AdS5 space in dilaton background ⇧(z) = ⇤2z2

S = �1
4

�
d4x dz

⇧
g e⇥(z) 1

g2
5

G2

• Flow equation
1

g2
5(z)

= e⇥(z) 1
g2
5(0)

or g2
5(z) = e��2z2

g2
5(0)

where the coupling g5(z) incorporates the non-conformal dynamics of confinement

• YM coupling �s(⇥) = g2
Y M (⇥)/4⌅ is the five dim coupling up to a factor: g5(z)⌅ gY M (⇥)

• Coupling measured at momentum scale Q

�AdS
s (Q) ⇤

� ⇥

0
⇥d⇥J0(⇥Q)�AdS

s (⇥)

• Solution

�AdS
s (Q2) = �AdS

s (0) e�Q2/4�2
.

where the coupling �AdS
s incorporates the non-conformal dynamics of confinement

Hadron 2009, FSU, Tallahassee, December 1, 2009 Page 27

Running Coupling from  Modified AdS/QCD
Deur,  de Teramond, sjb



 

Revised Gell-Mann Oakes Renner Formula in QCD

current algebra: 
effective pion field

QCD: composite  pion
Bethe-Salpeter Eq.

vacuum condensate actually is an “in-hadron condensate”

Maris, Roberts, Tandy⇡� < 0|q̄�5q|⇡ >

m2
⇡ = � (mu + md)

f⇡
< 0|iq̄�5q|⇡ >

m2
⇡ = � (mu + md)

f2
⇡

< 0|q̄q|0 >



 

Two Definitions of Vacuum State

Instant Form: Lowest-Energy Eigenstate of Instant-
Form Hamiltonian

Front Form: Lowest Invariant-Mass Eigenstate of Light-Front 
Hamiltonian

Frame-independent eigenstate at fixed LF time τ = t+z/c 
within  causal horizon

Eigenstate defined at one time t over all space; 
Acausal! Frame-Dependent

Front Form Vacuum Describes the Empty, Causal Universe 
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DARK ENERGY AND
THE COSMOLOGICAL CONSTANT PARADOX

A. ZEE

Department of Physics, University of California, Santa Barbara, CA 93106, USA
Kavil Institute for Theoretical Physics, University of California,

Santa Barbara, CA 93106, USA
zee@kitp.ucsb.edu

I give a brief and idiosyncratic overview of the cosmological constant paradox.

1.

Gravity knows about everything, whatever its origin, luminous or dark, even the
energy contained in fluctuating quantum fields.

As is well known, this leads us to one of the gravest puzzles of theoretical
physics. Consider the Feynman diagram with the graviton coupling to a matter
field (for example an electron field) loop. If we claim to understand the physics
of the electron field up to an energy scale of M, then the graviton sees an energy
density given schematically by Λ ∼ M 4 + M2m2

elog( M
me

) + m4
elog( M

me
) + · · · . Just

about any reasonable choice of M leads to a humongous energy density!!! In fact,
even if the first two terms were to be mysteriously deleted, there is still an energy
density of order m4

e, that is, an energy density corresponding to one electron mass
in a volume the size of the Compton wavelength of the electron, filling all of space,
which is clearly unacceptable.

Apparently, this disastrous prediction of quantum field theory has nothing to
do with quantum gravity. Indeed, the quantum field theory we need for the matter
field is merely free field theory: we are just adding up zero point energy of harmonic
oscillators.

The cosmological constant paradox may be summarized as follows. In some
suitable units, the cosmological constant was expected to have the value ∼ 10123.
This was so huge that it was decreed to be equal to = 0 identically, while the
measured value turned out to be ∼ 1. I have argued elsewhere that the proton
decay rate might offer an instructive lesson here.

I am presuming that the observed dark energy is the fabled cosmological con-
stant. The evidence seems increasingly to favor this simplest of hypotheses. Even
if this were not the case, much of the paradox still remains.

I define Λ by writing the Einstein-Hilbert action as
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(C) Higgs Light-Front Zero Mode

Extraordinary conflict between the conventional definition of the vacuum in 
quantum field theory and cosmology
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A key problem in making precise perturbative QCD predictions is the uncertainty in determining
the renormalization scale µ of the running coupling αs(µ

2). The purpose of the running coupling in
any gauge theory is to sum all terms involving the β function; in fact, when the renormalization scale
is set properly, all non-conformal β ̸= 0 terms in a perturbative expansion arising from renormaliza-
tion are summed into the running coupling. The remaining terms in the perturbative series are then
identical to that of a conformal theory; i.e., the corresponding theory with β = 0. The resulting
scale-fixed predictions using the “principle of maximum conformality” (PMC) are independent of
the choice of renormalization scheme – a key requirement of renormalization group invariance. The
results avoid renormalon resummation and agree with QED scale-setting in the Abelian limit. The
PMC is also the theoretical principle underlying the BLM procedure, commensurate scale relations
between observables, and the scale-setting method used in lattice gauge theory. The number of
active flavors nf in the QCD β function is also correctly determined. We discuss several methods
for determining the PMC scale for QCD processes. We show that a single global PMC scale, valid
at leading order, can be derived from basic properties of the perturbative QCD cross section. The
elimination of the renormalization scale ambiguity and the scheme dependence using the PMC will
not only increase the precision of QCD tests, but it will also increase the sensitivity of collider
experiments to new physics beyond the Standard Model.

PACS numbers: 11.15.Bt, 12.20.Ds

I. INTRODUCTION

A key difficulty in making precise perturbative QCD predictions is the uncertainty in determining the renormaliza-
tion scale µ of the running coupling αs(µ2). It is common practice to simply guess a physical scale µ = Q of order
of a typical momentum transfer Q in the process, and then vary the scale over a range Q/2 and 2Q. This procedure
is clearly problematic since the resulting fixed-order pQCD prediction will depend on the choice of renormalization
scheme; it can even predict negative QCD cross sections at next-to-leading-order [1].
The purpose of the running coupling in any gauge theory is to sum all terms involving the β function; in fact,

when the renormalization scale µ is set properly, all non-conformal β ̸= 0 terms in a perturbative expansion arising
from renormalization are summed into the running coupling. The remaining terms in the perturbative series are
then identical to that of a conformal theory; i.e., the theory with β = 0. The divergent “renormalon” series of order
αn
s β

nn! does not appear in the conformal series. Thus as in quantum electrodynamics, the renormalization scale µ is
determined unambiguously by the “Principle of Maximal Conformality (PMC)”. This is also the principle underlying
BLM scale setting [2]
It should be recalled that there is no ambiguity in setting the renormalization scale in QED. In the standard Gell-

Mann–Low scheme for QED, the renormalization scale is simply the virtuality of the virtual photon [3]. For example,
in electron-muon elastic scattering, the renormalization scale is the virtuality of the exchanged photon, spacelike
momentum transfer squared µ2 = q2 = t. Thus

α(t) =
α(t0)

1−Π(t, t0)
(1)

where

Π(t, t0) =
Π(t)−Π(t0)

1−Π(t0)
(2)
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at leading order, can be derived from basic properties of the perturbative QCD cross section. The
elimination of the renormalization scale ambiguity and the scheme dependence using the PMC will
not only increase the precision of QCD tests, but it will also increase the sensitivity of collider
experiments to new physics beyond the Standard Model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A key difficulty in making precise perturbative QCD predictions is the uncertainty in determining the renormaliza-
tion scale µ of the running coupling αs(µ2). It is common practice to simply guess a physical scale µ = Q of order
of a typical momentum transfer Q in the process, and then vary the scale over a range Q/2 and 2Q. This procedure
is clearly problematic since the resulting fixed-order pQCD prediction will depend on the choice of renormalization
scheme; it can even predict negative QCD cross sections at next-to-leading-order [1].
The purpose of the running coupling in any gauge theory is to sum all terms involving the β function; in fact,

when the renormalization scale µ is set properly, all non-conformal β ̸= 0 terms in a perturbative expansion arising
from renormalization are summed into the running coupling. The remaining terms in the perturbative series are
then identical to that of a conformal theory; i.e., the theory with β = 0. The divergent “renormalon” series of order
αn
s β

nn! does not appear in the conformal series. Thus as in quantum electrodynamics, the renormalization scale µ is
determined unambiguously by the “Principle of Maximal Conformality (PMC)”. This is also the principle underlying
BLM scale setting [2]
It should be recalled that there is no ambiguity in setting the renormalization scale in QED. In the standard Gell-

Mann–Low scheme for QED, the renormalization scale is simply the virtuality of the virtual photon [3]. For example,
in electron-muon elastic scattering, the renormalization scale is the virtuality of the exchanged photon, spacelike
momentum transfer squared µ2 = q2 = t. Thus

α(t) =
α(t0)

1−Π(t, t0)
(1)

where

Π(t, t0) =
Π(t)−Π(t0)

1−Π(t0)
(2)

In the (physical) Gell Mann-Low scheme, the momentum scale of the running 
coupling is the virtuality of the exchanged photon; independent of initial scale.

For any other scale choice an infinite set of diagrams must be taken into 
account to obtain the correct result!

In any other scheme, the correct scale displacement must be used

2

sums all vacuum polarization contributions to the dressed photon propagator, both proper and improper. (Here
Π(t) = Π(t, 0) is the sum of proper vacuum polarization insertions, subtracted at t = 0). Formally, one can choose
any initial renormalization scale µ2

0 = t0, since the final result when summed to all orders will be independent
of t0. This is the invariance principle used to derive renormalization group results such as the Callan-Symanzik
equations [4, 5]. However, the formal invariance of physical results under changes in t0 does not imply that there is no
optimal scale. In fact, as seen in QED, the scale choice µ2 = q2, the photon virtuality, immediately sums all vacuum
polarization contributions to all orders exactly in the conventional Gell-Mann-Low scheme. With any other choice of
scale, one will recover the same result, but only after summing an infinite number of vacuum polarization corrections.
Thus, although the initial choice of renormalization scale t0 is arbitrary, the final scale t which sums the vacuum

polarization corrections is unique and unambiguous. The resulting perturbative series is identical to the conformal
series with zero β-function. In the case of muonic atoms, the modified muon-nucleus Coulomb potential is precisely
−Zα(−q⃗ 2)/q⃗ 2; i.e., µ2 = −q⃗2. Again, the renormalization scale is unique.
One can employ other renormalization schemes in QED, such as the MS scheme, but the physical result will be

the same once one allows for the relative displacement of the scales of each scheme. For example, one can start with
the result in the MS scheme for spacelike argument q2 = −Q2, for the standard one-loop charged lepton pair vacuum
polarization contribution to the photon propagator using dimensional regularization:
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, (3)

which becomes at large Q2
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− 5/3; (4)

i.e., µ2
MS

= Q2e−5/3. Thus if Q2 >> 4m2
ℓ , we can identify

αMS(e
−5/3q2) = αGM−L(q

2). (5)

The e−5/3 displacement of renormalization scales between the MS and Gell-Mann–Low schemes is a result of the
convention [6] which was chosen to define the minimal dimensional regularization scheme. One can use another
definition of the renormalization scheme, but the final physical prediction cannot depend on the convention. This
invariance under choice of scheme is a consequence of the transitivity property of the renormalization group [3, 7–9].
The same principle underlying renormalization scale-setting in QED must also hold in QCD since the nf terms

in the QCD β function have the same role as the lepton Nℓ vacuum polarization contributions in QED. QCD and
QED share the same Yang-Mills Lagrangian. In fact, one can show [10] that QCD analytically continues as a

function of NC to Abelian theory when NC → 0 at fixed α = CFαs with CF = N2
C−1
2NC

. For example, at lowest order

βQCD
0 = 1

4π

"

11
3 NC − 2

3nf

#

→ − 1
4π

2
3nf at NC = 0. Thus the same scale-setting procedure must be applicable to all

renormalizable gauge theories.
Thus there is a close correspondence between the QCD renormalization scale and that of the analogous QED process.

For example, in the case of e+e− annihilation to three jets, the PMC/BLM scale is set by the gluon jet virtuality, just
as in the corresponding QED reaction. The specific argument of the running coupling depends on the renormalization
scheme because of their intrinsic definitions; however, the actual numerical prediction is scheme-independent.
The basic procedure for PMC/BLM scale setting is to shift the renormalization scale so that all terms involving

the β function are absorbed into the running coupling. The remaining series is then identical with a conformal theory
with β = 0. Thus, an important feature of the PMC is that its QCD predictions are independent of the choice of
renormalization scheme. The PMC procedure also agrees with QED in the NC → 0 limit.
The determination of the PMC-scale for exclusive processes is often straightforward. For example, consider the

process e+e− → cc̄ → cc̄g∗ → cc̄bb̄, where all the flavors and momenta of the final-state quarks are identified. The nf

terms at NLO come from the quark loop in the gluon propagator. Thus the PMC scale for the differential cross section
in the MS scheme is given simply by the MS scheme displacement of the gluon virtuality: µ2

PMC = e−5/3(pb + pb̄)
2.

In practice, one can identify the PMC/BLM scale for QCD by varying the initial renormalization scale µ2
0 to identify

all of the β-dependent nonconformal contributions. At lowest order β0 = 1
4π (11/3NC − 2/3nf). Thus at NLO one can

simply use the dependence on the number of flavors nf which arises from the quark loops associated with ultraviolet
renormalization as a marker for β0.
In QCD, the nf terms also arise from the renormalization of the three-gluon and four-gluon vertices as well as from

gluon wavefunction renormalization.
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Let’s give this lesson a name so we don’t forget:
The Principal of Maximum Conformality

Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, New Jersey 08540
and Stanford Linear Accelerator Center, Stanford Unioersity, Stanford, California 94305*
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and Laboratory ofNuclear Studies, Cornell Unioersity, Ithaca, New York I4853*

Paul B.Mackenzie
Fermilab, Batavia, Illinois 6D51D
(Received 23 November 1982)

We present a new method for resolving the scheme-scale ambiguity that has plagued perturbative
analyses in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) and other gauge theories. For aphelian theories the
method reduces to the standard criterion that only vacuum-polarization insertions contribute to the
effective coupling constant. Given a scheme, our procedure automatically determines the coupling-
constant scale appropriate to a particular process. This leads to a new criterion for the convergence
of perturbative expansions in QCD. We examine a number of well known reactions in QCD, and
find that perturbation theory converges well for all processes other than the gluonic width of the Y.
Our analysis calls into question recent determinations of the QCD coupling constant based upon Y
decay.

I. INTRODUCTION the for orthopositronium is much

On some possible extensions 
of the Brodsky-Lepage-Mackenzie approach 
beyond the next-to-leading order 
G. Grunberg  
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and 
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Received 20 May 1991; revised manuscript received 20 January 1992 

Noting that the choice of  renormalization point advocated by Brodsky, Lepage and Mackenzie ( BLM ) is the flavor independent 
prescription which removes all f-dependence from the next-to-leading order coefficients, we consider the possible generalization 
which requires all higher order coefficients ri to be f-independent constants r,*. We point out that in QCD, setting ri= r,* is always 
possible, but leaves us with an ambiguous prescription. We consider an alternative possibility within the framework of  the BLM 
approach and apply the corresponding prescription to the next-to-next-to-leading approximation of trtot(e+e - ~hadrons)  in QCD. 
The analogous questions and the special features of the BLM and effective charge approaches in QED are also discussed. 
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Commensurate scale relations in quantum chromodynamics

Stanley J. Brodsky
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center, Stanford University, Stanford, California 9)909

Hung Jung Lu*
Department of Physics, University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland 20742
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We use the BLM method to relate perturbatively calculable observables in +CD, including the
annihilation ratio R +, , the heavy quark potential, and radiative corrections to structure function
sum rules. The commensurate scale relations connecting the effective charges for observables A and
B have the forin cry(Qq) = nor(Qg) (1+regis —P + ), where the coefficient rqg~ is independent
of the number of ffavors f contributing to coupling constant renormalization. The ratio of scales
Qz/Qir is unique at leading order and guarantees that the observables A and B pass through new
quark thresholds at the same physical scale. We also show that the commensurate scales satisfy the
renormalization group transitivity rule which ensures that predictions in PQCD are independent of
the choice of an intermediate renormalization scheme C. In particular, scale-Axed predictions can
be made without reference to theoretically constructed renormalization schemes such as MS. +CD
can thus be tested in a new and precise way by checking that the observables track both in their
relative normalization and in their commensurate scale dependence. The generalization of the BLM
procedure to higher order assigns a different renormalization scale for each order in the perturbative
series. The scales are determined by a systematic resummation of running coupling constant effects.
The application of this procedure to relate known physical observables in +CD gives rather simple
results. In particular, we find that up to light-by-light-type corrections all terms involving (s,
and m in the relation between the annihilation ratio R + and the Bjorken sum rule for polarized
electroproduction are automatically absorbed into the renormalization scales. The final series has

Scale setting using the extended renormalization group and the principle of maximum
conformality: The QCD coupling constant at four loops

Stanley J. Brodsky1,* and Xing-Gang Wu1,2,†
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2Department of Physics, Chongqing University, Chongqing 401331, China

(Received 30 November 2011; published 22 February 2012)

A key problem in making precise perturbative QCD predictions is to set the proper renormalization

scale of the running coupling. The extended renormalization group equations, which express the

invariance of the physical observables under both the renormalization scale- and scheme-parameter

transformations, provide a convenient way for estimating the scale- and scheme-dependence of the

physical process. In this paper, we present a solution for the scale equation of the extended renormal-

ization group equations at the four-loop level. Using the principle of maximum conformality (PMC)/

Brodsky-Lepage-Mackenzie (BLM) scale-setting method, all nonconformal f!ig terms in the perturbative

expansion series can be summed into the running coupling, and the resulting scale-fixed predictions are

independent of the renormalization scheme. The PMC/BLM scales can be fixed order-by-order. As a

useful reference, we present a systematic and scheme-independent procedure for setting PMC/BLM scales

up to next-to-next-to-leading order. An explicit application for determining the scale setting of Reþe"ðQÞ
up to four loops is presented. By using the world average "MSðM Þ ¼ 0:1184& 0:0007, we obtain the
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a b s t r a c t

A key problem in making precise perturbative QCD predictions is to set the proper renor-
malization scale of the running coupling. The conventional scale-setting procedure assigns
an arbitrary range and an arbitrary systematic error to fixed-order pQCD predictions. In
fact, this ad hoc procedure gives results which depend on the choice of the renormaliza-
tion scheme, and it is in conflict with the standard scale-setting procedure used in QED.
Predictions for physical results should be independent of the choice of the scheme or other
theoretical conventions. We review current ideas and points of view on how to deal with
the renormalization scale ambiguity and show how to obtain renormalization scheme-
and scale-independent estimates.We begin by introducing the renormalization group (RG)
equation and an extended version, which expresses the invariance of physical observ-
ables under both the renormalization scheme and scale-parameter transformations. The
RG equation provides a convenient way for estimating the scheme- and scale-dependence
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Systematic All-Orders Method to Eliminate Renormalization-Scale and
Scheme Ambiguities in Perturbative QCD
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We introduce a generalization of the conventional renormalization schemes used in dimensional

regularization, which illuminates the renormalization scheme and scale ambiguities of perturbative

QCD predictions, exposes the general pattern of nonconformal f!ig terms, and reveals a special

degeneracy of the terms in the perturbative coefficients. It allows us to systematically determine the

argument of the running coupling order by order in perturbative QCD in a form which can be readily

automatized. The new method satisfies all of the principles of the renormalization group and eliminates an

unnecessary source of systematic error.
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In dim. reg.         poles come in powers of [Bollini & Gambiagi, ‘t Hooft & Veltman, ’72] 1/✏

2

subtracted in addition to the standard subtraction
ln 4⇡ � �E of the MS-scheme. The �-subtraction defines
an infinite set of renormalization schemes which we call
�-Renormalization (R�) schemes; since physical results
cannot depend on the choice of scheme, predictions must
be independent of �. The R�-scheme exposes the gen-
eral pattern of nonconformal {�i}-terms, and it reveals a
special degeneracy of the terms in the perturbative coef-
ficients which allows us to resum the perturbative series.
The resummed series matches the conformal series, which
is itself free of any scheme and scale ambiguities as well
as being free of a divergent renormalon series. It is the
final expression one should use for physical predictions.
It also makes it possible to setup an algorithm for au-
tomatically computing the conformal series and setting
the e↵ective scales for the coupling at each perturbative
order.

II. THE �-RENORMALIZATION SCHEME

In dimensional regularization logarithmically divergent
integrals are regularized by computing them in d = 4�2✏
dimensions [25–28]. This requires the following transfor-
mation of the integration measure and introduction of an
arbitrary mass scale µ:

Z

d4p ! µ2✏

Z

d4�2✏p . (1)

Divergences are then separated as 1/✏ poles and can be
absorbed into redefinitions of the couplings. The choice
of subtraction procedure is known as the renormalization

scheme and is chosen at the theorist’s convenience. To
avoid dealing with coupling constants changing dimen-
sionality as a function of ✏ one rescales the the couplings
as well with the mass scale µ in the d = 4� 2✏ theory. In
particular, for QCD one rewrites the bare gauge coupling
a0 = ↵0/4⇡ = g2/(4⇡)2 as:

a0 = µ2✏ZaSaS , (2)

where aS is the renormalized gauge coupling under a spe-
cific renormalization scheme S and ZaS is the renormal-
ization constant of the coupling. The mass scale µ is
now understood as the renormalization scale. The bare
coupling must be independent of the arbitrary scale µ,
thus

µ2 da0
dµ2

= 0. (3)

Using this and the expansions

µ2 daS
dµ2

= �✏aS + �(aS) , (4)

�(a) = �a2
1
X

i=0

�ia
i , (5)

Za = 1 +
1
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i=1
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i , (6)

it is easily derived that:
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a4 + · · ·

and the �i coe�cients are known up to �3, or four loops
[29]. The coe�cients �i are renormalization-scheme de-
pendent; however, it is easy to demonstrate by a general
scheme-transformation that the first two coe�cients �0

and �1 are universal for all mass-independent renormal-
ization schemes.
In the minimal subtraction (MS) scheme [30] one ab-

sorbs the 1/✏ poles appearing in loop integrals which
come in powers of

ln
µ2

⇤2
+

1

✏
+ c , (8)

where c is the finite part of the integral. Since anything
can be hidden into infinity, one can subtract any finite
part as well with the pole. This is equivalent to redefin-
ing the arbitrary scale µ in Eq.(1). The MS-scheme [31]
di↵ers from the MS-scheme by an additional absorption
of the term ln(4⇡)� �E , which corresponds to redefining
µ to:

µ2 = µ2
MS

exp(ln 4⇡ � �E) . (9)

We will generalize this by defining the
�-Renormalization scheme, R�, where one absorbs
ln(4⇡)� �E � �, i.e.

µ2 = µ2
� exp(ln 4⇡ � �E � �) , (10)

where � is an arbitrary finite number, and by appropriate
choice will connect all MS-type schemes. In particular1:

R0 = MS , (11)

Rln 4⇡��E = MS . (12)

The scheme-transformation between di↵erent R� cor-
responds simply to a displacement in their corresponding
scales, i.e.

µ2
�2 = µ2

�1 exp(�2 � �1) . (13)

In particular:

µ2
� = µ2

MS
exp(�) . (14)

1
Note that we have chosen MS as the reference scheme for R0.

This is done since most results today are known in this scheme;

however there is nothing special about MS, and R0 can be rede-

fined to be any other MS-scheme

In the modified minimal subtraction scheme (MS-bar) one subtracts together 
with the pole a constant [Bardeen, Buras, Duke, Muta (1978) on DIS results]:  
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is itself free of any scheme and scale ambiguities as well
as being free of a divergent renormalon series. It is the
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It also makes it possible to setup an algorithm for au-
tomatically computing the conformal series and setting
the e↵ective scales for the coupling at each perturbative
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and the �i coe�cients are known up to �3, or four loops
[29]. The coe�cients �i are renormalization-scheme de-
pendent; however, it is easy to demonstrate by a general
scheme-transformation that the first two coe�cients �0

and �1 are universal for all mass-independent renormal-
ization schemes.
In the minimal subtraction (MS) scheme [30] one ab-

sorbs the 1/✏ poles appearing in loop integrals which
come in powers of
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where c is the finite part of the integral. Since anything
can be hidden into infinity, one can subtract any finite
part as well with the pole. This is equivalent to redefin-
ing the arbitrary scale µ in Eq.(1). The MS-scheme [31]
di↵ers from the MS-scheme by an additional absorption
of the term ln(4⇡)� �E , which corresponds to redefining
µ to:

µ2 = µ2
MS
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We will generalize this by defining the
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where � is an arbitrary finite number, and by appropriate
choice will connect all MS-type schemes. In particular1:

R0 = MS , (11)

Rln 4⇡��E = MS . (12)

The scheme-transformation between di↵erent R� cor-
responds simply to a displacement in their corresponding
scales, i.e.
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�1 exp(�2 � �1) . (13)

In particular:
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MS
exp(�) . (14)

1
Note that we have chosen MS as the reference scheme for R0.

This is done since most results today are known in this scheme;

however there is nothing special about MS, and R0 can be rede-

fined to be any other MS-scheme

A finite subtraction from infinity is arbitrary. Let’s make use of this!

This corresponds to a shift in the scale: 

µ2
MS

= µ2
exp(ln 4⇡ � �E)

µ2
� = µ2

MS
exp(��) = µ2

exp(ln 4⇡ � �E � �)

Subtract an arbitrary constant and keep it in your calculation:      -scheme
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subtracted in addition to the standard subtraction
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�-Renormalization (R�) schemes; since physical results
cannot depend on the choice of scheme, predictions must
be independent of �. The R�-scheme exposes the gen-
eral pattern of nonconformal {�i}-terms, and it reveals a
special degeneracy of the terms in the perturbative coef-
ficients which allows us to resum the perturbative series.
The resummed series matches the conformal series, which
is itself free of any scheme and scale ambiguities as well
as being free of a divergent renormalon series. It is the
final expression one should use for physical predictions.
It also makes it possible to setup an algorithm for au-
tomatically computing the conformal series and setting
the e↵ective scales for the coupling at each perturbative
order.
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integrals are regularized by computing them in d = 4�2✏
dimensions [25–28]. This requires the following transfor-
mation of the integration measure and introduction of an
arbitrary mass scale µ:

Z

d4p ! µ2✏

Z

d4�2✏p . (1)

Divergences are then separated as 1/✏ poles and can be
absorbed into redefinitions of the couplings. The choice
of subtraction procedure is known as the renormalization

scheme and is chosen at the theorist’s convenience. To
avoid dealing with coupling constants changing dimen-
sionality as a function of ✏ one rescales the the couplings
as well with the mass scale µ in the d = 4� 2✏ theory. In
particular, for QCD one rewrites the bare gauge coupling
a0 = ↵0/4⇡ = g2/(4⇡)2 as:

a0 = µ2✏ZaSaS , (2)

where aS is the renormalized gauge coupling under a spe-
cific renormalization scheme S and ZaS is the renormal-
ization constant of the coupling. The mass scale µ is
now understood as the renormalization scale. The bare
coupling must be independent of the arbitrary scale µ,
thus

µ2 da0
dµ2

= 0. (3)

Using this and the expansions

µ2 daS
dµ2

= �✏aS + �(aS) , (4)

�(a) = �a2
1
X

i=0

�ia
i , (5)

Za = 1 +
1
X

i=1

zia
i , (6)

it is easily derived that:

Za =1� �0

✏
a+

✓

�2
0

✏2
� �1

2✏

◆

a2 (7)

�
✓

�3
0

✏3
� 7

6

�0�1

✏2
+

�2

3✏

◆

a3

+

✓

�4
0

✏4
� 23�1�

2
0

12✏3
+

5�2�0

6✏2
+

3�2
1

8✏2
� �3

4✏

◆

a4 + · · ·

and the �i coe�cients are known up to �3, or four loops
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pendent; however, it is easy to demonstrate by a general
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ization schemes.
In the minimal subtraction (MS) scheme [30] one ab-

sorbs the 1/✏ poles appearing in loop integrals which
come in powers of

ln
µ2

⇤2
+

1

✏
+ c , (8)

where c is the finite part of the integral. Since anything
can be hidden into infinity, one can subtract any finite
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where � is an arbitrary finite number, and by appropriate
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In particular:
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R�

�-Renormalization Scheme ( R� scheme)

Xing-Gang Wu, Matin Mojaza,  SJB
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Exposing the Renormalization Scheme Dependence
Observable in the      -scheme:

⇢�(Q
2) =r0 + r1a(µ) + [r2 + �0r1�]a(µ)

2 + [r3 + �1r1� + 2�0r2� + �2
0r1�

2]a(µ)3 + · · ·

R0 = MS , Rln 4⇡��E = MS µ2
= µ2

MS
exp(ln 4⇡ � �E) , µ2

�2 = µ2
�1 exp(�2 � �1)

Note the divergent ‘renormalon series’ n!�n↵n
s

⇢�(Q
2) =r0 + r1a1(µ1) + (r2 + �0r1�1)a2(µ2)

2 + [r3 + �1r1�1 + 2�0r2�2 + �2
0r1�

2
1 ]a3(µ3)

3

The �pka
n
-term indicates the term associated to a diagram with 1/✏n�k

di-

vergence for any p. Grouping the di↵erent �k-terms, one recovers in the Nc ! 0

Abelian limit the dressed skeleton expansion.

R�

Exercise: 
Use the scale displacement relation to derive these expressions

Renormalization Scheme Equation
d⇢

d�
= ��(a)

d⇢

da
!
= 0 �! PMC



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

Small value of  renormalization scale  increases asymmetry

g

Xing-Gang Wu, sjb

Interferes with Born term. 

Contributes to the p̄p! ¯ttX asymmetry at the Tevatron

t

t̄



 

The Renormalization Scale Ambiguity for Top-Pair Production 
Eliminated Using the ‘Principle of Maximum Conformality’ (PMC)

Xing-Gang Wu 
 SJB

Conventional guess for 
renormalization scale 

and range

Experimental 
asymmetry

PMC Prediction

Top quark forward-backward asymmetry predicted by pQCD NNLO 
within 1 σ of CDF/D0 measurements using PMC/BLM scale setting 
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Example of Multiple BLM Scales

 Angular distributions of massive quarks close to threshold.

Hoang, Kuhn, Teubner, sjb

Need QCD coupling at small scales at low 
relative velocity v

F1 + F2 =
⇥
1� 2

↵s(se3/4/4)
⇡

⇤
⇥

⇥
1 +

⇡↵s(sv2)
4v
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JLab Tagged 
Structure Functions

• Hadroproduction at large transverse momentum does not  derive 
exclusively from 2 to 2 scattering subprocesses: Baryon Anomaly at RHIC 
Sickles, sjb

• Color Transparency  Mueller, sjb;  Diffractive Di-Jets and Tri-jets Strikman et al

• Heavy quark distributions do not derive exclusively from DGLAP or gluon 
splitting -- component intrinsic to hadron wavefunction.  Hoyer, et al

• Higgs production at large xF  from intrinsic heavy quarks                    
Kopeliovitch, Goldhaber, Schmidt, Soffer, sjb

• Initial and final-state interactions are not always power suppressed in a 
hard QCD reaction: Sivers Effect, Diffractive DIS, Breakdown of Lam 
Tung PQCD Relation  Schmidt, Hwang, Hoyer, Boer, sjb; Collins

• LFWFS are universal, but measured nuclear parton distributions are not 
universal -- antishadowing  is flavor dependent Schmidt, Yang, sjb

• Renormalization scale is not arbitrary;  multiple scales, unambiguous at 
given order.  Disentangle running coupling and conformal effects,                                                                                                                                
Skeleton expansion:       Gardi, Grunberg, Rathsman, sjb

• Quark and Gluon condensates reside within hadrons: Shrock, sjb

Novel  QCD Phenomena and Perspectives 



New Directions

• Hadronization at the Amplitude Level

• Direct Processes: Hadron production in subprocess

• Compute QCD Corrections at Soft-Scales -e.g. Sivers, Boer-
Mulders, DDIS

• Double-Parton Processes

• Eliminate Factorization Scale: Fracture function determines 
off-shellness

• Sublimated Gluons: Gluons appear only at high virtuality

• Heavy Quark Fock States from Confinement Potential

• Hidden Color of Nuclear Wavefunctions

• Duality: Confinement effects absent at small x2



Novel Heavy Quark Phenomena in  QCD
 Stan Brodsky

JLab Tagged 
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Effective Confinement potential from soft-wall AdS/QCD gives  Regge 
Spectroscopy plus higher-twist correction to current propagator 

e+e� ! X, ⌧ decay, Q ¯Q phenomenology

�⇤ �⇤

Re+e�(s) = Nc

X

q

e2
q(1 + O4

s2
+ · · · )

q

q̄

mimics dimension-4 gluon condensate                                           in 

light-quark meson spectra

 ' 0.5 GeV

< 0|↵s

⇡
Gµ⌫(0)Gµ⌫(0)|0 >

M2 = 42(n + L + S/2)
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Casher and Susskind Maris, Roberts, Tandy Shrock and sjb 

Quark and Gluon condensates reside 

within hadrons, not vacuum 

• Light-Front Quantization

• Bound-State Dyson Schwinger Equations 

• AdS/QCD

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



 

RGE and LF Hamiltonians: 
Glazek & Wilson 

DLCQ: 
Hornbostel, Pauli, & SJB

Pinsky, Hiller
 

LFWFs and Exclusive QCD: 
Lepage and SJB, Efremov, Radyushkin

Renormalization of HLF
Hiller, Chabysheva, Pauli, Pinsky, McCartor, Suaya, sjb

Rotation Invariance, Regularization
Karmanov, Mathiot

LF Quantization 
Bjorken, Kogut, Soper, Susskind

Zero-Modes: Standard Model
Srivastava, sjb



We suggest that this “ridge”-like correlation may be a 
reflection of the rare events generated by the collision of 
aligned flux tubes connecting the valence quarks in the wave 
functions of the colliding protons. 

The “spray” of particles resulting from the approximate line 
source produced in such inelastic collisions then gives rise to 
events with a strong correlation between particles produced 
over a large range of both positive and negative rapidity. 

Possible multiparticle ridge-like 
correlations in very high multiplicity 
proton-proton collisions

Bjorken, Goldhaber, sjb
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Light-Front Holography 
AdS/QCD

Soft-Wall  Model

⇥
� d2

d⇣2
+

1� 4L2

4⇣2
+ U(⇣)

⇤
 (⇣) =M2 (⇣)

Conformal Symmetry
of the action  

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)
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Light-Front Schrödinger Equation

de Teramond, Dosch, sjb

�
� d2

d2�
+ V (�)

⇥
=M2⇥(�)

�
� d2

d�2 + V (�)
⇥
=M2⇥(�)

�2 = 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

Unique 
Confinement Potential!

Complementary argument:
Ehrenfest identity
Glazek &Trawinski
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An analytic first approximation to QCD

• As Simple as Schrödinger Theory in Atomic Physics

• LF radial variable  ζ conjugate to invariant mass squared

• Relativistic, Frame-Independent, Color-Confining

• Unique confining potential!

• QCD Coupling at all scales: Essential for Gauge Link 
phenomena

• Hadron Spectroscopy and Dynamics from one parameter 

• Wave Functions, Form Factors, Hadronic Observables, 
Constituent Counting Rules

• Insight into QCD Condensates: Zero cosmological constant!

• Systematically improvable with DLCQ-BLFQ Methods

AdS/QCD + Light-Front Holography 


