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Superconformal Algebra
2X2 Hadronic Multiplets
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Figure 1: The supersymmetric quadruplet {�M , B+, B�,�T }. Open circles represent
quarks, full circles antiquarks. The tetraquark has the same mass as its baryon partner in the
multiplet. Notice that the LF angular momentum of the negative-chirality component wave
function of a baryon  B� is one unit higher than that of the positive-chirality (leading-twist)
component  B+.

spinor wavefunction  B+ and  B�, plus two bosonic wave functions, namely the meson

�B and the tetraquark �T . These states can be arranged as a 2⇥ 2 matrix:

 
�M(LM = LB + 1)  B�(LB + 1)

 B+(LB) �T (LT = LB)

!
, (21)

on which the symmetry generators (1) and the Hamiltonian (17) operate 9.

According to this analysis, the lowest-lying light-quark tetraquark is a partner of

the b1(1235) and the nucleon; it has quantum numbers I, J
P = 0, 0+. The partners of

the a2(1320) and the �(1233) have the quantum numbers I = 0, JP = 1+. Candidates

for these states are the f0(980) and a1(1260), respectively.

2.4 Inclusion of quark masses and comparison with experiment

We have argued in [11] that the natural way to include light quark masses in the

hadron mass spectrum is to leave the LF potential unchanged as a first approximation

and add the additional term of the invariant mass �m
2 =

P
n

i=1
m

2
i

xi
to the LF kinetic

energy. The resulting LF wave function is then modified by the factor e
� 1

2��m
2
, thus

providing a relativistically invariant form for the hadronic wave functions. The e↵ect of

the nonzero quark masses for the squared hadron masses is then given by the expectation

value of �m
2 evaluated using the modified wave functions. This prescription leads to

9It is interesting to note that in Ref. [20] mesons, baryons and tetraquarks are also hadronic states
within the same multiplet.

12

Meson Baryon
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Bosons, Fermions with Equal Mass!

Proton: |u[ud]> Quark + Scalar Diquark
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Fit to the slope of Regge trajectories, 
including radial excitations

Same Regge Slope for Meson, Baryons:  
Supersymmetric feature of hadron physics

mu = md = 46 MeV, ms = 357 MeV

From ↵g1(Q2) Deur, et al.

� = 2 de Tèramond, Dosch, Lorce’, sjb

κ = λ = 0.523 ± 0.024

Universal Mass Scale

GeV

Remarkable connection to Bjorken sum rule



Challenge: Compute Hadron Structure, 
Spectroscopy, and Dynamics from QCD!

• Color Confinement 

• Origin of the QCD Mass Scale 

• Meson and Baryon Spectroscopy 

• Exotic States: Tetraquarks, Pentaquarks, Gluonium, 

• Universal Regge Slopes: n, L, Mesons and Baryons 

• Almost Massless Pion: GMOR Chiral Symmetry Breaking

 

• QCD Coupling at all Scales   

• Eliminate Scale Uncertainties and Scheme Dependence 

3

Chiral symmetry breaking.–The chiral limit follows di-
rectly from (12) since all the coe�cients C vanish for
 6= 0 in this limit. From (12) we obtain

M2
⇡ = �(mu+md) +O

�
(mu+md)

2
�
, (14)

in the limit mu,md ! 0. It has the same linear depen-
dence in the quark mass as the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner
(GMOR) relation [43]

M2
⇡f

2
⇡ = �

1
2 (mu+md)hūu+d̄di+O

�
(mu+md)

2
�
, (15)

where the vacuum condensate h  i ⌘ 1
2 hūu + d̄di plays

the role of a chiral order parameter. The same linear de-
pendence in (14) arises for the (3 + 1) e↵ective LF Hamil-
tonian, since the constraints from the superconformal al-
gebra require that the contribution to the pion mass from
the transverse LF dynamics is identically zero [8].

The lowest mode eigenfunction in (11) has identi-
cal form as the approximate analytic solution obtained
in [21, 22], �(x) ⇠ x�1(1 � x)�2 , where the exponents
�i are determined by quark masses and the longitudinal
coupling g, which in QCD(1+1) has units of mass. In the
’t Hooft model [21] the longitudinal equation (4) becomes
the non-linear equation

 
m2

q

x
+

m2
q̄

1� x

!
�(x) +

g2NC

⇡
P

Z 1

0
dx0�(x)� �(x0)

(x� x0)2

= M2
k �(x), (16)

with ⇡m2
q/g

2NC�1+⇡�1 cot(⇡�1) = 0 from the x-power
expansion of (16) at x = ✏ and a similar expression from
the upper bound x = 1�✏. Spontaneous chiral symmetry
breaking occurs in the limit NC ! 1, followed by the
limit mq ! 0 with the result �i = (3m2

i /⇡g
2NC)1/2 from

the expansion of the transcendental equation above and

M2
⇡ = g

p
⇡NC/3 (mu +md) +O

�
(mu+md)

2
�
, (17)

from integrating (16) [21, 23]. Comparison with (14)
leads to � = g

p
⇡NC/3 = const, since g scales as

g ⇠ 1
p
NC and chiral logarithms are suppressed at

NC ! 1. We notice that both (14) and (17) receive
identical contributions from the potential and kinetic en-
ergy terms in agreement with the virial theorem.

Numerical results.–In practice, we need to know the
value of the scale � and the quark masses to compute
M2

k . In the heavy quark limit Eq. (10) coincides with the

heavy-quark e↵ective theory (HQET) result [44], which
requires that the confining scale is proportional to the
mass of the heavy meson:

p
�Q = C

p
MQ [13, 28]. The

value is C = 0.49± 0.02 GeV1/2 for MQ � 1.8 GeV [15],
namely � ' C2 = 0.24 GeV. We assume that this value
of the longitudinal confinement scale to remain constant,
a result supported by the large NC QCD(1 + 1) ’t Hooft
model discussed above. Thus, fixing C ' 0.5 GeV1/2

at all scales, we can determine the e↵ective light quark
masses mu and md from the measured pion mass and the
strange quark mass, ms, from the kaon mass using (12):
The value of the �(1020) mass is then a prediction. No-
tice that the �(1020) vector meson also has the transverse
mass component M? =

p
2� from the spin-spin interac-

tion in supersymmetric LF holographic QCD [9, 35] withp
� = 0.523 GeV.

TABLE I. Lowest expansion coe�cients C in (13).

 = 0  = 1  = 2  = 3  = 4  = 5  = 6
C(ud̄) 0.998 0 0.055 0 0.010 0 -0.003
C(us̄) 0.967 -0.231 0.100 -0.006 -0.009 0.013 -0.016
C(ss̄) 0.998 0 0.038 0 -0.045 0 -0.024
C(uc̄) 0.958 -0.267 0.097 -0.012 -0.003 0 -0.007
C(cc̄) 0.999 0 0.016 0 -0.020 0 -0.003

We show in Table I the values of the lowest expansion
coe�cients. The results for the light meson masses in
Fig. 1 correspond to the values mu = md = 28 MeV and
ms = 326 MeV. Meson masses are determined from the
stability plateau in Fig. 1. For light quark masses con-
tributions above max ' 20 introduce large uncertainties
from highly oscillatory integrands. In Fig. 2 we show the
e↵ect of the strong oscillations from the large  behavior
of the Jacobi Polynomials [46] by examining the variation
of the results for quark masses in the interval mq = 28
MeV to mq = 28⇥ 10�8 MeV.

FIG. 1. Numerical evaluation of ground state meson masses
from the stability plateau in the figure using (12). The hori-
zontal grey lines in the figure are the observed masses [45].

The distribution amplitude (DA) [47], X(x) ⌘p
x(1� x�(x), for the pion, kaon and J/ mesons are

shown in Fig. (3). Due to the rapid convergence of the
exponential wave function in the basis expansion (13),
very few modes are required to reproduce the invari-
ant mass ansatz. The DAs predicted by holographic LF
QCD at the initial nonperturbative scale should then

αs(Q2)

Valence and Higher Fock StatesℒQCD → ψH
n (xi, ⃗k ⊥i, λi)
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Supersymmetry in QCD

• A hidden symmetry of Color SU(3)C in hadron 
physics:   

• Relates meson and baryon spectroscopy

• QCD: No squarks or gluinos!

• Emerges from Light-Front Holography and 
Super-Conformal Algebra

• Color Confinement

de Téramond, Dosch, Lorcé, sjb

Input: one fundamental mass scale
κ = λ = 0.523 ± 0.024 GeV
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Light-Front Holography:  First Approximation to QCD
• Color Confinement, Analytic form of confinement potential 

• Retains underlying conformal properties of QCD despite mass scale  (DeAlfaro-Fubini-
Furlan Principle) 

• Massless quark-antiquark pion bound state in chiral limit, GMOR 

• QCD coupling at all scales 

• Connection of perturbative and nonperturbative mass scales 

• Poincarè Invariant 

•Hadron Spectroscopy-Regge Trajectories with universal slopes in n, L 

•Supersymmetric 4-Plet:  Meson-Baryon -Tetraquark Symmetry 

•Light-Front Wavefunctions 

•Form Factors, Structure Functions, Hadronic Observables 

•OPE: Constituent Counting Rules 

•Hadronization at the Amplitude Level:  Many Phenomenological Tests 

•Systematically improvable:  Basis LF Quantization (BLFQ)



we find qτðxÞ ∼ ð1 − xÞ2τ−3, which is precisely the Drell-
Yan inclusive counting rule at x → 1 [63–65], correspond-
ing to the form factor behavior at large Q2 (3).
From Eq. (10), it follows that the conditions (13) are

equivalent to f0ð1Þ ¼ 0 and f00ð1Þ ≠ 0. Since logðxÞ∼
1 − x for x ∼ 1, a simple ansatz for fðxÞ consistent with
(7), (11), and (13) is

fðxÞ ¼ 1

4λ

!
ð1 − xÞ log

"
1

x

#
þ að1 − xÞ2

$
; ð14Þ

with a being a flavor-independent parameter. From (10),

wðxÞ ¼ x1−xe−að1−xÞ
2
; ð15Þ

an expression that incorporates Regge behavior at small x
and inclusive counting rules at large x.
Nucleon GPDs.—The nucleon GPDs are extracted from

nucleon FF data [66–70] choosing specific x and t depend-
ences of the GPDs for each flavor. One then finds the best
fit reproducing the measured FFs and the valence PDFs. In
our analysis of nucleon FFs [56], three free parameters are
required: these are r, interpreted as an SU(6) breaking
effect for the Dirac neutron FF, and γp and γn, which
account for the probabilities of higher Fock components
(meson cloud) and are significant only for the Pauli FFs.
The hadronic scale λ is fixed by the ρ-Regge trajectory [28],
whereas the Pauli FFs are normalized to the experimental
values of the anomalous magnetic moments.
Helicity nonflip distributions: Using the results from [56]

for the Dirac flavor FFs, we write the spin nonflip valence
GPDs Hqðx; tÞ ¼ qðxÞ exp ½tfðxÞ& with

uvðxÞ ¼
"
2 −

r
3

#
qτ¼3ðxÞ þ

r
3
qτ¼4ðxÞ; ð16Þ

dvðxÞ ¼
"
1 −

2r
3

#
qτ¼3ðxÞ þ

2r
3
qτ¼4ðxÞ; ð17Þ

for the u and d PDFs normalized to the valence content of
the proton:

R
1
0 dxuvðxÞ ¼ 2 and

R
1
0 dxdvðxÞ ¼ 1. The PDF

qτðxÞ and the profile function fðxÞ are given by (9) and
(10), and wðxÞ is given by (15). Positivity of the PDFs
implies that r ≤ 3=2, which is smaller than the value r ¼
2.08 found in [56]. We shall use the maximum value
r ¼ 3=2, which does not change significantly our results
in [56].
The PDFs (16) and (17) are evolved to a higher

scale μ with the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-
Parisi (DGLAP) equation [71–73] in the M̄S scheme using
the HOPPET toolkit [74]. The initial scale is chosen at the
matching scale between LFHQCD and perturbative QCD
(pQCD) as μ0 ¼ 1.06'0.15 GeV [75] in the M̄S scheme at
next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO). The strong cou-
pling constant αs at the scale of the Z-boson mass is set to

0.1182 [76], and the heavy quark thresholds are set with
M̄S quark masses as mc¼ 1.28 GeV and mb¼ 4.18 GeV
[76]. The PDFs are evolved to μ2 ¼ 10 GeV2 at NNLO to
compare with the global fits by the MMHT [5], CT [6], and
NNPDF [77] collaborations as shown in Fig. 1. The value
a ¼ 0.531' 0.037 is determined from the first moment of
the GPD,

R
1
0 dxxH

q
vðx; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ Aq

vð0Þ from the global data
fits with average values Au

vð0Þ ¼ 0.261' 0.005 and
Ad
vð0Þ ¼ 0.109' 0.005. The model uncertainty (red band)

includes the uncertainties in a and μ0 [78]. We also indicate
the difference between our results and global fits in Fig. 2.
The t dependence of Hq

vðx; tÞ is illustrated in Fig. 3.
Since our PDFs scale as qðxÞ ∼ x−1=2 for small x, the
Kuti-Weisskopf behavior for the nonsinglet structure
functions F2pðxÞ − F2nðxÞ ∼ x½uvðxÞ − dvðxÞ& ∼ x1=2 is
satisfied [79,80].
Helicity-flip distributions: The spin-flip GPDsEq

vðx; tÞ ¼
eqvðxÞ exp ½tfðxÞ& follow from the flavor Pauli FFs in [56]
given in terms of twist-4 and twist-6 contributions

eqvðxÞ ¼ χq½ð1 − γqÞqτ¼4ðxÞ þ γqqτ¼6ðxÞ&; ð18Þ

normalized to the flavor anomalous magnetic momentR
1
0 dxeqvðxÞ ¼ χq, with χu ¼ 2χp þ χn ¼ 1.673 and
χd ¼ 2χn þ χp ¼ −2.033. The factors γu and γd are

FIG. 1. Comparison for xqðxÞ in the proton from LFHQCD (red
bands) and global fits: MMHT2014 (blue bands) [5], CT14 [6]
(cyan bands), and NNPDF3.0 (gray bands) [77]. LFHQCD
results are evolved from the initial scale μ0 ¼ 1.06'0.15 GeV.

FIG. 2. Difference between our PDF results and global fits.

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 120, 182001 (2018)

182001-3

Universality of Generalized Parton Distributions in Light-Front Holographic QCD 

Guy F. de Te ́ramond, Tianbo Liu, Raza Sabbir Sufian, Hans Günter Dosch, Stanley J. Brodsky, and Alexandre Deur 

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 120, 182001 (2018) 



•Can be used as standard QCD coupling

•Well measured

•Asymptotic freedom at large Q2

•Computable at large Q2 in any pQCD 
scheme

•Universal  β0,  β1

Bjorken sum rule defines effective charge ↵g1(Q2)
Z 1

0
dx[gep

1 (x,Q2)� gen
1 (x,Q2)] ⌘ ga

6
[1� ↵g1(Q2)

⇡
]



 αg1 from the Bjorken Sum data 
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Perturbative QCD

Holographic QCD

(asymptotic freedom)

Q0

Non−perturbative
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Transition scale Q0
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Nonperturbative QCD 
(Quark Confinement)

All-Scale QCD Coupling
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Deur, de Tèramond, sjbm⇢ =
p

2
mp = 2

� ⌘ 2

 = 0.513± 0.007 GeV
Fit to Bj + DHG Sum Rules:

Q0 = 0.87± 0.08 GeV

MS schemeReverse Dimensional Transmutation!

Use Q0 for starting 
DGLAP  and ERBL 

Evolution

Experiment:
⇤MS = 0.332± 0.017 GeV

5-Loop � Prediction:
⇤MS = 0.339± 0.019 GeV



Matching Scale

Matching the couplings from LFHQCD and pQCD

 12

Bjorken sum rule:

Imposing continuity for α 
and its first derivative

Effective coupling in LFHQCD 
(valid at low-Q2)

A. Deur, S.J. Brodsky, G.F. de Téramond,  
Phys. Lett. B 750, 528 (2015); J. Phys. G 44, 105005 (2017).

Analytic, defined at all scales, IR Fixed Point

Running Coupling from AdS/QCD



Fig. 1. Dirac’s three forms of Hamiltonian dynamics.

2.4. Forms of Hamiltonian dynamics

Obviously, one has many possibilities to parametrize space—time by introducing some general-
ized coordinates xJ (x). But one should exclude all those which are accessible by a Lorentz
transformation. Those are included anyway in a covariant formalism. This limits considerably the
freedom and excludes, for example, almost all rotation angles. Following Dirac [123] there are no
more than three basically different parametrizations. They are illustrated in Fig. 1, and cannot be
mapped on each other by a Lorentz transform. They differ by the hypersphere on which the fields
are initialized, and correspondingly one has different “times”. Each of these space—time parametriz-
ations has thus its own Hamiltonian, and correspondingly Dirac [123] speaks of the three forms of
Hamiltonian dynamics: The instant form is the familiar one, with its hypersphere given by t"0. In
the front form the hypersphere is a tangent plane to the light cone. In the point form the time-like
coordinate is identified with the eigentime of a physical system and the hypersphere has a shape of
a hyperboloid.

Which of the three forms should be prefered? The question is difficult to answer, in fact it is
ill-posed. In principle, all three forms should yield the same physical results, since physics should
not depend on how one parametrizes the space (and the time). If it depends on it, one has made
a mistake. But usually one adjusts parametrization to the nature of the physical problem to
simplify the amount of practical work. Since one knows so little on the typical solutions of a field
theory, it might well be worth the effort to admit also other than the conventional “instant” form.

The bulk of research on field theory implicitly uses the instant form, which we do not even
attempt to summarize. Although it is the conventional choice for quantizing field theory, it has

S.J. Brodsky et al. / Physics Reports 301 (1998) 299—486 315

Instant Form Front Form 

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

z�

� = 3 + L: conformal dimension of meson

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⇥ = t + z/c

� = ct� z

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

z�

� = 3 + L: conformal dimension of meson

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⇥ = t + z/c

� = ct� z

Evolve in light-front time!Evolve in ordinary time

P.A.M Dirac, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21, 
392 (1949)

Dirac’s Amazing Idea: 
The “Front Form”

Casual, Boost Invariant!Comparing light-front quantization with instant-time quantization
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HQCD
LF |ψ>=M2|ψ>

Dirac’s Front Form: Fixed τ= t+ z/c

Bound States in Relativistic Quantum Field Theory: 

Light-Front Wavefunctions

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

Invariant under boosts.   Independent of Pμ

Direct connection to QCD Lagrangian
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LF Wavefunction: off-shell in invariant mass
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Measurements of hadron LF 
wavefunction are at fixed LF time
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Invariant under boosts!  Independent of Pμ 

Dirac: Front Form
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Light-Front Wavefunctions:  rigorous representation of 
composite systems in quantum field theory
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Structure Function is square of LFWFs, summed over all Fock states. 
Causal, Frame-independent.  Creation Operators on Simple Vacuum, 

Current Matrix Elements are Overlaps of LFWFS
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Invariant under boosts!  Independent of Pμ 

Eigenstate of LF Hamiltonian 
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Sivers, T-odd from lensing

Light-Front Wavefunctions
underly hadronic observables

DGLAP, ERBL Evolution
Factorization Theorems

Weak transition  
form factors

Diffractive DIS from FSI
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Dirac: Front Form

Ioffe Time:      Third spatial LF coordinate.
Fourier Transform of x in LFWFs

z̃
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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
ej. Here, as earlier, we refrain from including the constituents’ color and flavor
dependence in the arguments of the light-front wave functions. The phase-space
integration is

⌥
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where n denotes the number of constituents in Fock state a and we sum over the
possible {⇥i}, {ci}, and {fi} in state a. The arguments of the final-state, light-front
wave function di�erentiate between the struck and spectator constituents; namely, we
have [13, 15]

k⌅
⇧j = k⇧j + (1� xj)q⇧ (14)

for the struck constituent j and

k⌅
⇧i = k⇧i � xiq⇧ (15)

for each spectator i, where i ⌅= j. Note that because of the frame choice q+ = 0, only
diagonal (n⌅ = n) overlaps of the light-front Fock states appear [14].
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ej
i

2
⇥ (12)

�
� 1

qL
⌅⇥�

a (xi,k
⌅
⇧i, ⇥i) ⌅⇤

a(xi,k⇧i, ⇥i)�
1

qR
⌅⇤�

a (xi,k
⌅
⇧i, ⇥i) ⌅⇥

a(xi,k⇧i, ⇥i)
 

.

The summations are over all contributing Fock states a and struck constituent charges
ej. Here, as earlier, we refrain from including the constituents’ color and flavor
dependence in the arguments of the light-front wave functions. The phase-space
integration is

⌥
[dx] [d2k⇧] ⇤

⇧

�i,ci,fi

⇤
n⌃

i=1

�⌥ ⌥ dxi d2k⇧i

2(2⇤)3

⇥⌅

16⇤3�

�

1�
n⇧

i=1

xi

⇥

�(2)

�
n⇧

i=1

k⇧i

⇥

, (13)

where n denotes the number of constituents in Fock state a and we sum over the
possible {⇥i}, {ci}, and {fi} in state a. The arguments of the final-state, light-front
wave function di�erentiate between the struck and spectator constituents; namely, we
have [13, 15]

k⌅
⇧j = k⇧j + (1� xj)q⇧ (14)

for the struck constituent j and

k⌅
⇧i = k⇧i � xiq⇧ (15)

for each spectator i, where i ⌅= j. Note that because of the frame choice q+ = 0, only
diagonal (n⌅ = n) overlaps of the light-front Fock states appear [14].

6

Drell, sjb
A(⇤,�⌅) = 1

2⇥

�
d�e

i
2⇤�M(�,�⌅)

P+, �P⌅

xiP
+, xi

�P⌅+ �k⌅i

� = Q2

2p·q

x̂, ŷ plane

M2(L) ⇤ L

Must have �↵z = ±1 to have nonzero F2(q2)

-

� = 0

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

qR,L = qx ± iqy

⇤(x, b⌅)

x

b⌅(GeV)�1

Identify z ⇤ ⇥ =
q

x(1� x) b⌅

Nonzero Proton Anomalous Moment --> 
Nonzero orbital  quark angular momentum

Exact LF Formula for Pauli Form Factor

Lz=+1 Lz=0



-

graviton

Vanishing Anomalous gravitomagnetic moment  B(0)

B(0) = 0 Each Fock State

sum over constituents

Terayev, Okun: B(0) Must vanish because of  
Equivalence Theorem 

Dae Sung Hwang, Bo-Qiang Ma, Ivan Schmidt, sjb

LF Proof 



p p

Probability (QED) � 1
M4

�

Probability (QCD) � 1
M2

Q

Proton 5-quark Fock State : 
Intrinsic Heavy Quarks

xQ � (m2
Q + k2

�)1/2

Q

Q

QCD predicts  
Intrinsic 

Heavy Quarks 
at high x!

Minimal off-shellness
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Quantum Mechanics Uncertainty Principle on the Light Front:
Arbitrarily o↵-shell in invariant mass squared

M2 =
P

i
m2

i+
~k2
?i

xi
at fixed LF time ⌧ = t+ z/c



J. J. Aubert et al. [European Muon Collaboration], “Pro-
duction Of Charmed Particles In 250-Gev Mu+ - Iron In-
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,Q2) = c(x, Q2)extrinsic + c(x, Q2)intrinsic

gluon splitting 
(DGLAP)

 New Analysis:
R.D. Ball, et al. [NNPDF Collaboration],

  “A Determination of the Charm Content 
of the Proton,''

  arXiv:1605.06515 [hep-ph].
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Coalescence of Comoving Charm and Valence Quarks
Produce J/ψ, Λc and other Charm Hadrons at High xF

X

Spectator counting rules 
dN

dxF
/ (1� xF )2nspect�1

Coalesece of comovers produces high xF heavy hadrons

⇤c  H(xi,~k?i,�i)

LFWF maximum at equal rapidity

maximum at minimal invariant mass  

High xF hadrons combine most of the comovers, fewest spectators

—> Asymmetries of leading hadrons 

Vogt, sjb



Barger, Halzen, Keung

Intrinsic c 
(active and 
spectator)

DGLAP (fusion)

Δy = log x

2 1 0.5 0.25 00.1

PRD 25 (1981)



PDFs FFs

TMDs

Charges

GTMDs

GPDs

TMSDs

TMFFs

Transverse density in 
momentum space

Transverse density in position 
space

Longitudinal 

Transverse

Momentum space Position space

Lorce, 
Pasquini

General remarks about orbital angular mo-
mentum

�n(xi, k�i,�i)

�n
i=1(xi

 R�+ b�i) =  R�

xi
 R�+ b�i

�n
i
 b�i =  0�

�n
i xi = 1

Sivers, T-odd from lensing

Light-Front Wavefunctions
underly hadronic observables

DGLAP, ERBL Evolution
Factorization Theorems

Weak transition  
form factors

Diffractive DIS from FSI

Structure Functions 
computed from squares of LFWFs 
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<latexit sha1_base64="J7KB491zGCQoxca6/mHA8wrPCz8=">AAAB6HicbZC7SgNBFIbPxltcb1FLm8UgWIXdFGojBm0sEzAXSJYwO3s2GTM7u8zMCiHkCWwsFLHVh7G3Ed/GyaXQ6A8DH/9/DnPOCVLOlHbdLyu3tLyyupZftzc2t7Z3Crt7DZVkkmKdJjyRrYAo5ExgXTPNsZVKJHHAsRkMriZ58w6lYom40cMU/Zj0BIsYJdpYtbBbKLoldyrnL3hzKF682+fp26dd7RY+OmFCsxiFppwo1fbcVPsjIjWjHMd2J1OYEjogPWwbFCRG5Y+mg46dI+OETpRI84R2pu7PjhGJlRrGgamMie6rxWxi/pe1Mx2d+SMm0kyjoLOPoow7OnEmWzshk0g1HxogVDIzq0P7RBKqzW1scwRvceW/0CiXvJNSueYWK5cwUx4O4BCOwYNTqMA1VKEOFBDu4RGerFvrwXq2XmalOWvesw+/ZL1+AynJkCw=</latexit>

d

Usual DGLAP 
<latexit sha1_base64="XVrrz9i+qyCoyOzH0h5yoVaM9HU=">AAAB+HicbVDLSsNAFL3xWeujUZeKDBbBVUm6UJdFNy5bsA9oQplMJ+3QySTMTIQauvQr3LhQxK2rfoc7v8GfcPpYaOuBC4dz7uXee4KEM6Ud58taWV1b39jMbeW3d3b3Cvb+QUPFqSS0TmIey1aAFeVM0LpmmtNWIimOAk6bweBm4jfvqVQsFnd6mFA/wj3BQkawNlLHLqAe8nSMCPICLBHp2EWn5EyBlok7J8XK8bj2/XgyrnbsT68bkzSiQhOOlWq7TqL9DEvNCKejvJcqmmAywD3aNlTgiCo/mx4+QmdG6aIwlqaERlP190SGI6WGUWA6I6z7atGbiP957VSHV37GRJJqKshsUZhyZD6dpIC6TFKi+dAQTCQztyLSxxITbbLKmxDcxZeXSaNcci9K5ZpJ4xpmyMERnMI5uHAJFbiFKtSBQApP8AKv1oP1bL1Z77PWFWs+cwh/YH38ALnOlYw=</latexit>

g ! cc̄

<latexit sha1_base64="wCF+6L5wQU1CVezSRbZm1CQtygc="></latexit>

 |uudcc̄>(xi,~k?i ,�i)

<latexit sha1_base64="I524OeP9MaRAUwsqqjiHUe6hE64=">AAACH3icbZDLTgIxFIY7eEO8jbp008iYYKJkhhg0rohuXGIilwRG0ikdaOhMJ21HIYQ3ceOruHGhMcYdb2OBWQj4J02+/uectOf3Ikalsu2xkVpZXVvfSG9mtrZ3dvfM/YOq5LHApII546LuIUkYDUlFUcVIPRIEBR4jNa93O6nXnoiQlIcPahARN0CdkPoUI6Wtlllk/BlafesaWjjXP4VNSQOYc841dubvjxdnCRSh1TKzdt6eCi6Dk0AWJCq3zJ9mm+M4IKHCDEnZcOxIuUMkFMWMjDLNWJII4R7qkIbGEAVEusPpfiN4op029LnQJ1Rw6v6dGKJAykHg6c4Aqa5crE3M/2qNWPlX7pCGUaxIiGcP+TGDisNJWLBNBcGKDTQgLKj+K8RdJBBWOtKMDsFZXHkZqoW8U8wX7gvZ0k0SRxocgWOQAw64BCVwB8qgAjB4AW/gA3war8a78WV8z1pTRjJzCOZkjH8BUiyc7Q==</latexit>

low x: c(x) ⇠ (1� x)g(x) ⇠ (1� x)4, (1� x)6

<latexit sha1_base64="t3m31951f/FECpb5oD9caV8sCJ4="></latexit>

Probability Puudcc̄ ⇠ log Q2+M2
c

⇤2
QCD

Low x extrinsic charm!
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<latexit sha1_base64="syzpMjRJKcL773y3YTFITKI4eO8=">AAAB9HicbVDLSgMxFM3UVx1fVZduQotQFcpMF+qy6MZlBfuAzlgyadqGJplpkikMQ/9CcONCEbd+jLv+jZnWhbYeuHA4517uvSeIGFXacWZWbm19Y3Mrv23v7O7tHxQOj5oqjCUmDRyyULYDpAijgjQ01Yy0I0kQDxhpBaPbzG9NiFQ0FA86iYjP0UDQPsVIG8n3Bohz9HheHp/ZdrdQcirOHHCVuD+kVCt6F0+zWlLvFr68XohjToTGDCnVcZ1I+ymSmmJGprYXKxIhPEID0jFUIE6Un86PnsJTo/RgP5SmhIZz9fdEirhSCQ9MJ0d6qJa9TPzP68S6f+2nVESxJgIvFvVjBnUIswRgj0qCNUsMQVhScyvEQyQR1ianLAR3+eVV0qxW3MtK9d6kcQMWyIMTUARl4IIrUAN3oA4aAIMxeAav4M2aWC/Wu/WxaM1ZPzPH4A+sz2/PHZPL</latexit>

�⇤(q)

<latexit sha1_base64="+DuEIa3VojTv0Kp0J4peZ5cpaMg=">AAAB6HicbVDJSgNBEK2JW4xb1KMijUHwFGZyUI9BLx4TMAskQ+jp1CRteha6e4Qw5OjJiwdFvPoV+Q5vfoM/YWc5aOKDgsd7VVTV82LBlbbtLyuzsrq2vpHdzG1t7+zu5fcP6ipKJMMai0Qkmx5VKHiINc21wGYskQaewIY3uJn4jQeUikfhnR7G6Aa0F3KfM6qNVO118gW7aE9BlokzJ4Xy8bj6/XgyrnTyn+1uxJIAQ80EVarl2LF2Uyo1ZwJHuXaiMKZsQHvYMjSkASo3nR46ImdG6RI/kqZCTabq74mUBkoNA890BlT31aI3Ef/zWon2r9yUh3GiMWSzRX4iiI7I5GvS5RKZFkNDKJPc3EpYn0rKtMkmZ0JwFl9eJvVS0bkolqomjWuYIQtHcArn4MAllOEWKlADBghP8AKv1r31bL1Z77PWjDWfOYQ/sD5+ALu+kJk=</latexit>g
<latexit sha1_base64="mg6qU3noFeA+0D5iQ1+W0ZgV9j8=">AAAB6HicbZC7SgNBFIbPxltcb1FLm8UgWIXdFGojBm0sEzAXSJYwOzmbjJmdXWZmhbDkCWwsFLHVh7G3Ed/GyaXQ6A8DH/9/DnPOCRLOlHbdLyu3tLyyupZftzc2t7Z3Crt7DRWnkmKdxjyWrYAo5ExgXTPNsZVIJFHAsRkMryZ58w6lYrG40aME/Yj0BQsZJdpYNdotFN2SO5XzF7w5FC/e7fPk7dOudgsfnV5M0wiFppwo1fbcRPsZkZpRjmO7kypMCB2SPrYNChKh8rPpoGPnyDg9J4yleUI7U/dnR0YipUZRYCojogdqMZuY/2XtVIdnfsZEkmoUdPZRmHJHx85ka6fHJFLNRwYIlczM6tABkYRqcxvbHMFbXPkvNMol76RUrrnFyiXMlIcDOIRj8OAUKnANVagDBYR7eIQn69Z6sJ6tl1lpzpr37MMvWa/fKEWQKw==</latexit>c

<latexit sha1_base64="5w+PUxdfVfW31Ada68ssDFFVpJ4=">AAAB7XicbZC7SgNBFIbPxltcb1FLm8EgWIXdFGojBm0sI5gLJEuYncwmY2ZnlplZISx5BxsLRWwsfBR7G/FtnFwKTfxh4OP/z2HOOWHCmTae9+3klpZXVtfy6+7G5tb2TmF3r65lqgitEcmlaoZYU84ErRlmOG0miuI45LQRDq7GeeOeKs2kuDXDhAYx7gkWMYKNtertECtEOoWiV/ImQovgz6B48eGeJ29fbrVT+Gx3JUljKgzhWOuW7yUmyLAyjHA6ctuppgkmA9yjLYsCx1QH2WTaETqyThdFUtknDJq4vzsyHGs9jENbGWPT1/PZ2Pwva6UmOgsyJpLUUEGmH0UpR0ai8eqoyxQlhg8tYKKYnRWRPlaYGHsg1x7Bn195Eerlkn9SKt94xcolTJWHAziEY/DhFCpwDVWoAYE7eIAneHak8+i8OK/T0pwz69mHP3LefwB2uZIO</latexit>

c̄
<latexit sha1_base64="npU+UN2O5Ub/Ttwjkhrinp2REvo=">AAAB6XicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXboJFcFVmulA3YtGNyyr2Au1QMmmmDc0kQ5IRytA3cONCEbd9GPduxLcxvSy09YfAx/+fQ845YcKZNp737eRWVtfWN/Kb7tb2zu5eYf+grmWqCK0RyaVqhlhTzgStGWY4bSaK4jjktBEObiZ545EqzaR4MMOEBjHuCRYxgo217lPUKRS9kjcVWgZ/DsWrD/cyGX+51U7hs92VJI2pMIRjrVu+l5ggw8owwunIbaeaJpgMcI+2LAocUx1k00lH6MQ6XRRJZZ8waOr+7shwrPUwDm1ljE1fL2YT87+slZroIsiYSFJDBZl9FKUcGYkma6MuU5QYPrSAiWJ2VkT6WGFi7HFcewR/ceVlqJdL/lmpfOcVK9cwUx6O4BhOwYdzqMAtVKEGBCJ4ghd4dQbOs/PmvM9Kc8685xD+yBn/AJlmkGc=</latexit>u

<latexit sha1_base64="npU+UN2O5Ub/Ttwjkhrinp2REvo=">AAAB6XicbZDLSgMxFIbP1Fsdb1WXboJFcFVmulA3YtGNyyr2Au1QMmmmDc0kQ5IRytA3cONCEbd9GPduxLcxvSy09YfAx/+fQ845YcKZNp737eRWVtfWN/Kb7tb2zu5eYf+grmWqCK0RyaVqhlhTzgStGWY4bSaK4jjktBEObiZ545EqzaR4MMOEBjHuCRYxgo217lPUKRS9kjcVWgZ/DsWrD/cyGX+51U7hs92VJI2pMIRjrVu+l5ggw8owwunIbaeaJpgMcI+2LAocUx1k00lH6MQ6XRRJZZ8waOr+7shwrPUwDm1ljE1fL2YT87+slZroIsiYSFJDBZl9FKUcGYkma6MuU5QYPrSAiWJ2VkT6WGFi7HFcewR/ceVlqJdL/lmpfOcVK9cwUx6O4BhOwYdzqMAtVKEGBCJ4ghd4dQbOs/PmvM9Kc8685xD+yBn/AJlmkGc=</latexit>u

<latexit sha1_base64="J7KB491zGCQoxca6/mHA8wrPCz8=">AAAB6HicbZC7SgNBFIbPxltcb1FLm8UgWIXdFGojBm0sEzAXSJYwO3s2GTM7u8zMCiHkCWwsFLHVh7G3Ed/GyaXQ6A8DH/9/DnPOCVLOlHbdLyu3tLyyupZftzc2t7Z3Crt7DZVkkmKdJjyRrYAo5ExgXTPNsZVKJHHAsRkMriZ58w6lYom40cMU/Zj0BIsYJdpYtbBbKLoldyrnL3hzKF682+fp26dd7RY+OmFCsxiFppwo1fbcVPsjIjWjHMd2J1OYEjogPWwbFCRG5Y+mg46dI+OETpRI84R2pu7PjhGJlRrGgamMie6rxWxi/pe1Mx2d+SMm0kyjoLOPoow7OnEmWzshk0g1HxogVDIzq0P7RBKqzW1scwRvceW/0CiXvJNSueYWK5cwUx4O4BCOwYNTqMA1VKEOFBDu4RGerFvrwXq2XmalOWvesw+/ZL1+AynJkCw=</latexit>

d

<latexit sha1_base64="vdDNj6ej9y4c8WAUjypLTJpeSWM=">AAAB+nicbVC7TsMwFL0pr1JeKYwgZFEhMVVJB2CsYGFsJfqQmqhyXLe16jiR7YCq0JHPYGEAIVaGfgcb38BP4D4GaDmWpaNz7tW99wQxZ0o7zpeVWVldW9/Ibua2tnd29+z8fl1FiSS0RiIeyWaAFeVM0JpmmtNmLCkOA04bweB64jfuqFQsErd6GFM/xD3BuoxgbaS2nUc98zwdIYK8AEtE2nbBKTpToGXizkmhfDSufj8ejytt+9PrRCQJqdCEY6VarhNrP8VSM8LpKOclisaYDHCPtgwVOKTKT6erj9CpUTqoG0nzhUZT9XdHikOlhmFgKkOs+2rRm4j/ea1Edy/9lIk40VSQ2aBuwpG5dJID6jBJieZDQzCRzOyKSB9LTLRJK2dCcBdPXib1UtE9L5aqJo0rmCELh3ACZ+DCBZThBipQAwL38AQv8Go9WM/Wm/U+K81Y854D+APr4wfYwpYn</latexit>

gg ! cc̄

<latexit sha1_base64="wCF+6L5wQU1CVezSRbZm1CQtygc="></latexit>

 |uudcc̄>(xi,~k?i ,�i)

Intrinsic 

<latexit sha1_base64="av8SRFNIYw5unDxS4KGPjMiX4+w=">AAACF3icbVDLSsNAFJ34rPUVdelmsBUEISRdqBuh6MZlBfuAppbJ9KYdOnkwMymUkL9w46+4caGIW935N07bLGrrgQtnzrmXufd4MWdS2faPsbK6tr6xWdgqbu/s7u2bB4cNGSWCQp1GPBItj0jgLIS6YopDKxZAAo9D0xveTvzmCIRkUfigxjF0AtIPmc8oUVrqmlY5eKx0UzcGEWOW4Ws8eTN8jlN3BBQPs3m73DVLtmVPgZeJk5MSylHrmt9uL6JJAKGinEjZduxYdVIiFKMcsqKbSIgJHZI+tDUNSQCyk07vyvCpVnrYj4SuUOGpOj+RkkDKceDpzoCogVz0JuJ/XjtR/lUnZWGcKAjp7CM/4VhFeBIS7jEBVPGxJoQKpnfFdEAEoUpHWdQhOIsnL5NGxXIurMp9pVS9yeMooGN0gs6Qgy5RFd2hGqojip7QC3pD78az8Wp8GJ+z1hUjnzlCf2B8/QIQW54B</latexit>

m2
?i = m2

i + ~k2?i

High x  intrinsic charm!

<latexit sha1_base64="xRQIbGrtFww7AMLcLDlv/NJR3KY=">AAACJHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEs3g63gqiQFHyBC0Y3LCvYBTQyT6aQdOpOEmYlYQj7Gjb/ixoUPXLjxW5y2QbT1wMDhnHu4c48fMyqVZX0ahYXFpeWV4mppbX1jc8vc3mnJKBGYNHHEItHxkSSMhqSpqGKkEwuCuM9I2x9ejv32HRGSRuGNGsXE5agf0oBipLTkmWcVZ4AUvPcwdCTlMOVe6sRExBBnTqSTWk747ZGX0nM7gz8uzbKKZ5atqjUBnCd2TsogR8Mz35xehBNOQoUZkrJrW7FyUyQUxYxkJSeRJEZ4iPqkq2mIOJFuOjkygwda6cEgEvqFCk7U34kUcSlH3NeTHKmBnPXG4n9eN1HBqZvSME4UCfF0UZAwqCI4bgz2qCBYsZEmCAuq/wrxAAmEle61pEuwZ0+eJ61a1T6u1q5r5fpFXkcR7IF9cAhscALq4Ao0QBNg8ACewAt4NR6NZ+Pd+JiOFow8swv+wPj6BkeApJo=</latexit>

x̂c ⇠ m?cP5
i=1 m?i

<latexit sha1_base64="o9bmgP79+TeMyocLbPZ36qeUliY=">AAACHHicbVDNS8MwHE39nPNr6tFLcBM8jbaCehx68SJUcB+w1pKm6RaWNiVJhVL2h3jxX/HiQREvHgT/G7OtB918EHi89/sleS9IGZXKNL+NpeWV1bX1ykZ1c2t7Z7e2t9+RPBOYtDFnXPQCJAmjCWkrqhjppYKgOGCkG4yuJn73gQhJeXKn8pR4MRokNKIYKS35tVNH8AAFlFGVw4bjF1kWYjdAAuIxdFPBU8VhYblcXwJv7m0fjxt+rW42zSngIrFKUgclHL/26YYcZzFJFGZIyr5lpsorkFAUMzKuupkkKcIjNCB9TRMUE+kV03BjeKyVEEZc6JMoOFV/bxQoljKPAz0ZIzWU895E/M/rZyq68AqapJkiCZ49FGUM6sCTpmBIBcGK5ZogLKj+K8RDJBBWus+qLsGaj7xIOnbTOmvat3a9dVnWUQGH4AicAAucgxa4Bg5oAwwewTN4BW/Gk/FivBsfs9Elo9w5AH9gfP0A9WWhQw==</latexit>

Probability Puudcc̄ / 1
M2

c



p p

Probability (QED) � 1
M4

�

Probability (QCD) � 1
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Q

Proton 5-quark Fock State : 
Intrinsic Heavy Quarks

xQ � (m2
Q + k2

�)1/2

Q

Q

QCD predicts  
Intrinsic 

Heavy Quarks 
at high x!

Minimal off-
shellness!

Hoyer, Peterson, Sakai, Collins, Ellis, Gunion, Mueller, sjb 
Polyakov, et al. 

 



p p

Probability (QED) � 1
M4

�
Probability (QCD) � 1

M2
Q

Cut of Proton Self Energy: 
QCD predicts  

Intrinsic Heavy Quarks!

xQ � (m2
Q + k2

�)1/2

Q

Q

<latexit sha1_base64="24hE1mMjrq1x+x/ZEdMc2PJmah8=">AAAB73icbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY+KDAZBPITdHNRj0IvHBMwDkjXMTmaTITOz68ysEEKO/oAXD4p49Q/yHd78Bn/CyeOgiQUNRVU33V1BzJk2rvvlpJaWV1bX0uuZjc2t7Z3s7l5VR4kitEIiHql6gDXlTNKKYYbTeqwoFgGntaB3PfZrD1RpFslb04+pL3BHspARbKxUb3awEPjurJXNuXl3ArRIvBnJFQ9H5e/Ho1Gplf1stiOSCCoN4VjrhufGxh9gZRjhdJhpJprGmPRwhzYslVhQ7Q8m9w7RiVXaKIyULWnQRP09McBC674IbKfApqvnvbH4n9dITHjpD5iME0MlmS4KE45MhMbPozZTlBjetwQTxeytiHSxwsTYiDI2BG/+5UVSLeS983yhbNO4ginScADHcAoeXEARbqAEFSDA4Qle4NW5d56dN+d92ppyZjP78AfOxw+TXZNf</latexit>

�⇤<latexit sha1_base64="24hE1mMjrq1x+x/ZEdMc2PJmah8=">AAAB73icbVDLSgNBEOyNrxhfUY+KDAZBPITdHNRj0IvHBMwDkjXMTmaTITOz68ysEEKO/oAXD4p49Q/yHd78Bn/CyeOgiQUNRVU33V1BzJk2rvvlpJaWV1bX0uuZjc2t7Z3s7l5VR4kitEIiHql6gDXlTNKKYYbTeqwoFgGntaB3PfZrD1RpFslb04+pL3BHspARbKxUb3awEPjurJXNuXl3ArRIvBnJFQ9H5e/Ho1Gplf1stiOSCCoN4VjrhufGxh9gZRjhdJhpJprGmPRwhzYslVhQ7Q8m9w7RiVXaKIyULWnQRP09McBC674IbKfApqvnvbH4n9dITHjpD5iME0MlmS4KE45MhMbPozZTlBjetwQTxeytiHSxwsTYiDI2BG/+5UVSLeS983yhbNO4ginScADHcAoeXEARbqAEFSDA4Qle4NW5d56dN+d92ppyZjP78AfOxw+TXZNf</latexit>

�⇤

Hoyer, Peterson, Sakai, Collins, Ellis, Gunion, Mueller, sjb 
Polyakov, et al. 

 



|uudcc̄> Fluctuation in Proton
QCD: Probability ⇠Λ

2
QCD

M2
Q

|e+e�`+`� > Fluctuation in Positronium
QED: Probability ⇠(meα)4

M4
`

Distribution peaks at equal rapidity (velocity)
Therefore heavy particles carry the largest mo-

mentum fractions

cc̄ in Color Octet

High x charm!

OPE derivation - M.Polyakov et al.

BHPS: Hoyer, Peterson, Sakai, sjb

< xF >= 0.33

Minimize LF energy denominator

x̂i = m�i�n
j m�j

m�i =
⇥

m2
i + k2

�i

Same velocity; heavy constituents carry high-
est momentum fraction

Q2 = 1 GeV2

� = t + z/c

< p|G
3
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m2
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|p > vs. < p|F
4
µ⇧

m4
⌘

|p >

+⇤4⇥2

d⌥
dxF

(pp ⇥ HX)[fb]

fb

⌃q ⇥ ��q

Charm at Threshold

Action Principle: Minimum KE, maximal potential 



J. J. Aubert et al. [European Muon Collaboration], “Pro-
duction Of Charmed Particles In 250-Gev Mu+ - Iron In-
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,Q2) = c(x, Q2)extrinsic + c(x, Q2)intrinsic

gluon splitting 
(DGLAP)



Charm quark distributions within the BHPS model. The three panels 
correspond  to the renormalization scales                        GeV respectively. 
The long-dashed and the short-dashed  curves  correspond  to  
                                   respectively  using the PDF CTEQ66c. The solid curve 
and shaded region show the central value and uncertainty from CTEQ6.5, 
which contains no IC.  
         There  is an  enhancement at x>0.1 due to the IC contribution  

μ= 2,5 ,100

⟨xcc⟩= 0.57%,2.%

CHARM QUARK DISTRIBUTIONS IN PROTON

Charm quark distributions within the BHPS model. The three panels 
correspond  to the renormalization scales                        GeV respectively. 
The long-dashed and the short-dashed  curves  correspond  to  
                                   respectively  using the PDF CTEQ66c. The solid curve 
and shaded region show the central value and uncertainty from CTEQ6.5, 
which contains no IC.  
         There  is an  enhancement at x>0.1 due to the IC contribution  

μ= 2,5 ,100

⟨xcc⟩= 0.57%,2.%

CHARM QUARK DISTRIBUTIONS IN PROTON
G. Lykasov, et al.



Ratio is insensitive 
to gluon PDF, 

scales

�⇥(p̄p� �cX)
�⇥(p̄p� �bX)
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A. C. S. Assis Jesus,3 O. Atramentov,49 C. Avila,8 J. BackusMayes,82 F. Badaud,13 L. Bagby,50 B. Baldin,50

D. V. Bandurin,59 P. Banerjee,29 S. Banerjee,29 E. Barberis,63 A.-F. Barfuss,15 P. Bargassa,80 P. Baringer,58 J. Barreto,2

J. F. Bartlett,50 U. Bassler,18 D. Bauer,43 S. Beale,6 A. Bean,58 M. Begalli,3 M. Begel,73 C. Belanger-Champagne,41

L. Bellantoni,50 A. Bellavance,50 J. A. Benitez,65 S. B. Beri,27 G. Bernardi,17 R. Bernhard,23 I. Bertram,42 M. Besançon,18
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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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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) −
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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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strangeness!

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

s(x,Q2) = s(x, Q2)extrinsic + s(x, Q2)intrinsic
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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



• 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)

IC Structure Function: Critical Measurement for EIC
Many interesting spin, charge asymmetry, spectator effects

Intrinsic Bottom!  
Zichichi, Cifarelli, et al.
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Properties of  Non-Perturbative 
Five-Quark Fock-State

• Dominant configuration: mininum off-
shell, same rapidity

• Heavy quarks have most of the LF 
momentum  

• Correlated with proton quantum 
numbers

• Duality with meson-baryon channels

• Strangeness, charm asymmetry at x > 0.1

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

< xQ > ∝ m2
Q + k2

⊥
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sp(x) 6= s̄p(x) cp(x) 6= c̄p(x)



Production of Two Charmonia 
at High xF

X

pp� p + J/� + p

pp� p + H + p

Also:
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Minimize LF energy denominator
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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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[ 121. For soft interactions at momentum scale CL, the 

intrinsic heavy quark cross section is suppressed by a 

resolving factor cc &2/m; [ 131. 

There is substantial circumstantial evidence for the 

existence of intrinsic CL! states in light hadrons. For ex- 

ample, the charm structure function of the proton mea- 

sured by EMC is significantly larger than predicted by 

photon-gluon fusion at large XBj [ 151. Leading charm 

production in TN and hyperon-N collisions also re- 

quires a charm source beyond leading twist [ 13,161. 

The NA3 experiment has also shown that the single 

J/$ cross section at large XF is greater than expected 

from gg and q?j production [ 171. Additionally, intrin- 

sic charm may account for the anomalous longitudi- 

nal polarization of the J/+4 at large XF [ 181 seen in 

?rN -+ J/+X interactions. 

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. 

NA3 Data

πA! J/ψJ/ψX

µ2
R = CQ2

⌅(Q2) = C0 + C1�s(µR) + C2�2
s(µR) + · · ·

⇧ = 1
2x�P+

⇥p⌅ µ+µ�p

Oberwölz

All events have xF
⌃⌃ > 0.4 !

⇧(pp⌅ cX) ⇤ 1µb

Excludes PYTHIA 
‘color drag’ model
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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.  

Violation of PQCD Factorization!

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

3

!"!#"$%%& Mike Leitch !$

!"#$%&'()*+,-,#&.,*/(*-(0&'.*/ $%1%$(2.'"#."'%(3(+4/&),#2

!"#$%$&'($")*"%*+',(") -"-.)(/-*
#$0(,$1/($")0*"%*)/&2.")0*.-1.##.#*$)*)/&2.$
5 26&+*7,/8(9 +%0$%.,*/(*-($*7:)*)%/.")(
0&'.*/2 ;8$"*/2<
5 #*6%'%/#%(3(+4/&),#&$(26&+*7,/8(
5 8$"*/(2&."'&.,*/(9 %=8=(#*$*'(8$&22(#*/+%/2&.%>(
&(20%#,-,#?-"/+&)%/.&$()*+%$(*-(8$"*/(
2&."'&.,*/(76,#6(8,1%2(26&+*7,/8(,/(/"#$%,

!""#$%&#'()#*+,)-.###!)#/#!'0)
"

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

1'%2#345678#21#)(9%'

5:#7;9(65';9;:<

!"#
$
%#
&

=#/#>#$%&
?#$%&

@"#$%&

$AB12#C4591D;2E

Gerland, Frankfurt, Strikman,

Stocker & Greiner (hep-ph/9812322)

3/&2.',*.%%.&(0*")*+',(") 4#5)'-$&06
5 %/%'84($*22(*-(0&'.*/2 &2(.6%4(0'*0&8&.%(
.6'*"86(/"#$%,
5 &/+(;&22*#,&.%+@<()"$.,0$%(2#&..%',/8(
%--%#.2(;A'*/,/(%--%#.<
5 &B2*'0.,*/(*-(C?! */(/"#$%*/2(*'(#*:
)*1%'2D(#*)0&'%+(.*(/*:&B2*'0.,*/(-*'(
*0%/(#6&')(0'*+"#.,*/

d�
dxF

(pA� J/�X)

d�
dxF

(�A� J/�X)

xF

A2/3 component

A1 component

Fits conventional PQCD subprocesses

cc̄

d�
dxF

(pA � J/�X) = A2/3 � d�
dxF

(pN � J/�X)

fb

�q � ��q

��

�

p

�

J/ c

c̄

FIG. 2: (a) E866/NuSea data for the nuclear A dependence of J/ and  0 hadroproduction. (b) Model for the A dependence
of J/ hadroproduction based on color-octet intrinsic charm.

and then propagates through the nucleus as a J/ at high xF .
NA3 has also measured double quarkonium production at high xF in ⇡A ! J/ J/ X which are expected from

the presence of the |ud̄cc̄cc̄ > Fock state in the incident pion. A similar mechanism can account for the observation
of double charm baryons such as ccu at high xF as observed by the SELEX collaboration at FermiLab.

Intrinsic charm can also explain the anomalously large rate for high-pT p̄p ! c�X reactions observed at the
Tevatron [17]. As seen in Fig. 1(c), the rate for p̄p ! b+�X for bottom quark jets agrees very well with NLO PQCD
predictions; however, the corresponding charm jet cross section deviates strongly from the standard PQCD prediction
for p

�
T > 60 GeV/c. The underlying subprocess the qc ! �c requires input from the charm structure function at x�0.2

and Q
2
⇠ 104 GeV2. The photon plus charm jet anomaly can be explained if one allows for an intrinsic contribution

to the charm structure function in gc ! c� at Q
2
⇠ 104 GeV2 similar to the EMC determination. In contrast,, the

observed rate for p̄p ! b�X is consistent with the standard gluon and b-quark PDFs; this is consistent with the fact
that ratio of intrinsic bottom to intrinsic charm structure functions scales as m

2
c/m

2
b ' 1/10,

Intrinsic charm and bottom thus can explain the origin of high open-charm and open-bottom hadron production at
high momentum fractions, as well as the single and double J/ hadroproduction cross sections observed at high xF .

Intrinsic heavy quarks also provide a novel mechanism for the inclusive and di↵ractive Higgs production pp ! ppH,
in which the Higgs boson carries a significant fraction of the projectile proton momentum. [18, 19] The production
mechanism is based on the subprocess (QQ̄)g ! H where the Higgs acquires the momentum of the QQ̄ pair in the
|uudQQ̄i intrinsic heavy quark Fock state of the colliding proton and thus has approximately 80% of the projectile
proton’s momentum. Each of the intrinsic flavors s, c, b, t produces approximately the same contribution to the Higgs
cross section since the Higgs couplings compensate for the 1/M

2
Q fall-o↵ of the intrinsic heavy quark probabilities,

High-xF Higgs production could be accessed at the LHC using far forward muon detectors or arranging the proton
beams to collide at a significant crossing angle. It is also possible to produce the Higgs closed to threshold in 7 TeV
pA collisions at AFTER utilizing Fermi momentum and the high x heavy-quark distributions.
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Also: intrinsic bottom, top

pp� HXp

p

c
c̄

g

New search strategy for Higgs



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
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Abstract

We present the first lattice QCD calculation of the charm quark contribution to the nucleon electromagnetic form fac-
tors Gc

E,M(Q2) in the momentum transfer range 0  Q2
 1.4 GeV2. The quark mass dependence, finite lattice spacing

and volume corrections are taken into account simultaneously based on the calculation on three gauge ensembles in-
cluding one at the physical pion mass. The nonzero value of the charm magnetic moment µc

M = �0.00127(38)stat(5)sys,
as well as the Pauli form factor, reflects a nontrivial role of the charm sea in the nucleon spin structure. The nonzero
Gc

E(Q2) indicates the existence of a nonvanishing asymmetric charm-anticharm sea in the nucleon. Performing a non-
perturbative analysis based on holographic QCD and the generalized Veneziano model, we study the constraints on the
[c(x)� c̄(x)] distribution from the lattice QCD results presented here. Our results provide complementary information
and motivation for more detailed studies of physical observables that are sensitive to intrinsic charm and for future
global analyses of parton distributions including asymmetric charm-anticharm distribution.

Keywords: Intrinsic charm, Form factor, Parton distributions, Lattice QCD, Light-front holographic QCD,
JLAB-THY-20-3155, SLAC-PUB-17515

1. Introduction

The charm-anticharm sea in the nucleon has received
great interest in nuclear and particle physics for its par-
ticular significance in understanding high energy re-
actions associated with charm production. Quantum
Chromodynamics (QCD), the underlying theory of the
strong interaction with quarks and gluons as the funda-
mental degrees of freedom, allows heavy quarks in the
nucleon-sea to have both perturbative “extrinsic” and
nonperturbative “intrinsic” origins. The extrinsic sea
arises from gluon splitting triggered by a probe in the
reaction. It can be calculated order-by-order in pertur-
bation theory if the probe is hard. The intrinsic sea is
encoded in the nucleon wave functions.

The existence of nonperturbative intrinsic charm (IC)
was originally proposed in the BHPS model [1] and in
the subsequent calculations [2, 3, 4] following the orig-
inal proposal [1]. Proper knowledge of the existence of
IC and an estimate of its magnitude will elucidate some

fundamental aspects of nonperturbative QCD. There-
fore, the main goal of this article is to investigate the
existence of a nonzero “intrinsic” charm of nonpertur-
bative origin in the nucleon. In the case of light-front
(LF) Hamiltonian theory, the intrinsic heavy quarks of
the proton are associated with higher Fock states such
as |uudQQ̄i in the hadronic eigenstate of the LF Hamil-
tonian; this implies that the heavy quarks are multi-
connected to the valence quarks. The probability for the
heavy-quark Fock states scales as 1/m2

Q in non-Abelian
QCD. Since the LF wavefunction is maximal at mini-
mum o↵-shell invariant mass; i.e., at equal rapidity, the
intrinsic heavy quarks carry large momentum fraction
xQ. A key characteristic is di↵erent momentum and spin
distributions for the intrinsic Q and Q̄ in the nucleon; for
example the charm-anticharm asymmetry, since the co-
moving quarks are sensitive to the global quantum num-
bers of the nucleon [5].

IC was also proposed in meson-baryon fluctuation
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in agreement with the qualitative analysis at the begin-
ning of this section that the charm quark tends to carry
larger momentum than the anticharm quark based on the
charm quark form factors from the lattice calculation.
From the x[c(x)� c̄(x)] distribution obtained combining

Figure 3: The distribution function x[c(x) � c̄(x)] obtained from the
LFHQCD formalism using the lattice QCD input of charm electro-
magnetic form factors Gc

E,M(Q2). The outer cyan band indicates an
estimate of systematic uncertainty in the x[c(x) � c̄(x)] distribution
obtained from a variation of the hadron scale c by 5%.

LQCD results of Gc
E,M(Q2) and LFHQCD formalism,

we can calculate the first moment of the di↵erence of
c(x) and c̄(x) PDFs to be

hxic�c̄ =

Z 1

0
dx x [c(x) � c̄(x)] = 0.00047(15). (15)

The [c(x) � c̄(x)] distribution result is about 3 times
smaller in magnitude than the s(x)� s̄(x) distribution ob-
tained with the same formalism [46]. Although a small
asymmetry could be a result of the cancellation of two
relatively large c(x) and c̄(x) distributions, it is possible
that the intrinsic charm and anticharm distributions are
both small. Furthermore, the charm and anticharm dis-
tributions at high energy scales are dominated by the ex-
trinsic sea from perturbative radiations. The experimen-
tal observation and isolation of the intrinsic charm e↵ect
are extremely challenging in such cases. Thus it is not
surprising that the recent measurement of J/ and D0

productions by the LHCb collaboration [13] found no
intrinsic charm e↵ect. An ideal place to investigate the
intrinsic charm would be the J/ or open charm produc-
tions at relatively low energies, e.g., at JLab, although
it is also possible to see intrinsic charm e↵ects in very
accurate measurements of high energy reactions. In ad-
dition, lepton-nucleon scattering may provide a cleaner

probe than nucleon-nucleon scattering to help reduce
backgrounds and increase the chance to observe the in-
trinsic charm e↵ect, and therefore the future EIC will
provide such opportunities.

The nonzero value of Gc
E(Q2) can also originate

from the interference of the q ! gq ! cc̄q and
q ! ggq ! cc̄q sub-processes, without the exis-
tence of IC. However, as mentioned earlier, this extrin-
sic [c(x) � c̄(x)] asymmetry which arises at the next-to-
next-to-leading order level is negligible [38]. Moreover,
according to [38], this extrinsic asymmetry would re-
sult in a much smaller and negative value of the first
moment of [c(x) � c̄(x)] distribution hxic�c̄ compared to
hxic�c̄ = 0.00047(15) obtained in this calculation. A
negative value for hxic�c̄ would also result in a positive
[c(x)� c̄(x)] distribution at small x and a negative distri-
bution at large x, in contrast to the [c(x)� c̄(x)] distribu-
tion we have obtained here. But the evidence based on
the [s(x) � s̄(x)] distribution in [46], the EMC measure-
ment [8], and perturbative QCD computation [38] seem
to indicate extremely small values of extrinsic charm for
x > 0.1. The present determination of the [c(x) � c̄(x)]
distribution gives a strong evidence from LQCD for the
existence of nonperturbative intrinsic heavy quarks in
the nucleon wavefunction at large x ⇠ 0.4 � 0.5 with
a magnitude consistent with experimental signals. A
consequence of this result is Higgs production at large
xF > 0.8 in pp collisions at the LHC from the di-
rect coupling of the Higgs to the intrinsic heavy quark
pair [81].

4. Conclusion and outlook

In this article, we have presented the first lattice
QCD calculation of the charm quark electromagnetic
form factors in the physical limit. This first lattice
QCD calculation indicates that a nonzero charm elec-
tric form factor corresponds to the intrinsic charm-
anticharm asymmetry in the nucleon sea, thereby pro-
viding an indication of the existence of nonzero intrinsic
charm based on a first-principles calculation. In addi-
tion, the nonzero value of the charm magnetic form fac-
tor indicates a nonzero orbital angular momentum con-
tribution to the nucleon coming from the charm quarks.
We have discussed that the existence of IC is supported
by QCD and how an accurate knowledge of the intrinsic
charm can help to remove bias in the global fits of PDFs
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Motivated by the new lattice results, we have used the
nonperturbative light-front holographic framework in-
corporating the QCD inclusive-exclusive connection at
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induced by the |uud + g〉 have the same signs for both heavy quark and antiquark. It encodes the asymmetry with
respect to the interchange Qin(x) → Q̄in(x). When Qin(x) and Q̄in(x) degenerate Pas(x) ≡ 0. Novel quantities,
asymmetry Pas(x) and symmetry Ps(x), complement the quantities Qin(x)− Q̄in(x) and Qin(x) + Q̄in(x) considered
in Refs. [7, 10] and Refs. [9, 10], respectively. In Fig. 3 we plot the quantities Ps(x) and Pas(x) as functions of x. In
Fig. 4 we plot our predictions for the differential cross section dσe−p/dQ

2 at y = 1 and compare it with data extracted
from results of the H1 Collaboration at DESY [22].
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FIG. 3: Symmetry Ps(x) and asymmetry Pas(x).
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FIG. 4: Differential cross section dσe−p/dQ
2 in comparison with data from H1 Collaboration [22].

In conclusion, we have confirmed the existence of a novel asymmetry Pas(x) in QCD, which occurs due to interference
of nonperturbative Fock states |uud+g〉 and |uud+QQ̄〉 in the process of the heavy quark pair electroproduction in the
proton. We presented the study of this asymmetry in QCD at the amplitude level. In particular, we showed that the
asymmetry induced by overlap of the Lz = 1 LFWFs induced by the |uud+QQ̄〉 and |uud+g〉 states. The asymmetry
is proportional to the odd combination of the intrinsic heavy quark and heavy antiquark PDFs:

√

Qin(x)−
√

Q̄in(x)
When Qin(x) and Q̄in(x) degenerate Pas(x) ≡ 0. The Pas(x) asymmetry complements Qin(x) − Q̄in(x) asymmetry
considered in Refs. [7, 10]. As application, we calculated novel quantities symmetry Ps(x) and asymmetry Pas(x),
which appear in the heavy quark structure function FQ

2 (x), and differential cross section dσe−p/dQ
2 and got reasonable

agreement with data from the H1 Collaboration [22].
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Quantum chromodynamics (QCD) rigorously predicts the existence of nonperturbative intrinsic
and perturbative extrinsic heavy quark contents of the nucleon. Here we discuss leading intrinsic
heavy quark contributions, induced by the nonperturbative Fock states |uud+ g〉 with twist-4 and
|uud + QQ̄〉 with twist-5, corresponding to the bound state of three valence quarks (uud) and a
nonperturbative gluon g or heavy quark-antiquark pair, respectively. We predict the existence of a
novel asymmetry in QCD, due the interference of these Fock states producing the heavy quark pair
in proton electroproduction. This process allows to study QCD at the amplitude level.

The hard scattering model is the main tool for the theoretical analysis of the physical processes that happen in
hadron colliders. Its basic ingredients are the parton distribution functions, the hard partonic scattering cross section
and in some cases the parton-hadron fragmentation functions. In most cases the collinear approximation is used, in
which the parton transverse momenta in the distribution functions is ignored. The theoretical foundations of this
model rely on the factorization theorems, which have been proven in specific cases. Nevertheless, although there
has been a tremendous amount of experimental work in abstracting the parton distribution functions from data and
theoretical work in getting the hard scattering cross section from perturbative QCD, the size of the corrections to the
model are not known. All that is known is that these corrections are going to be suppressed by the hard scale that is
involved in the parton cross section. One correction comes from the fact that the transverse momenta of the partons
in the distribution functions is ignored, but more importantly, there is a multiplication of probabilities (the hard
scattering model diagram is not a Feynman diagram), which is certainly an approximation. One way to look at this
last point is that there are other intermediate states than the leading parton-parton scattering, that can participate
in the process. For example, in J/ψ production, in which the main contribution comes form gluon-gluon scattering,
there are contribution in which two gluons form one hadron interacts with one gluon from the other [1].

From the point of view of obtaining a better knowledge of the properties of QCD, it is therefore interesting to
look for reactions in which QCD at the amplitude level is considered. For example, in nuclear shadowing there is
interference of Pomeron and Reggeon amplitudes [2], and in single spin asymmetries there is interference of two
amplitudes which have different proton spin Jz = ±1/2 but couple to the same final-state [3, 4]. Notice that in the
hard scattering diagram the blob in which the parton comes out of the proton represents a distribution function, but
in cases in which amplitudes are considered, it represents a light-front wavefunction (LFWF) or Fock state, whose
square is related to the parton distribution.

One of the rigorous predictions of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is the proof of existence of nonperturbative
intrinsic and perturbative extrinsic heavy quark contents of the nucleon [5], something that has been confirmed by
many experiments at world-wide facilities. The full heavy quark parton distribution (PDF) is given by the sum of
intrinsic (in) and extrinsic (ex) components: Q(x) = Qin(x) +Qex(x), where Q = c, b and x is the light cone variable.
As first stated in [5], the intrinsic contribution comes from the non-perturbative Fock state |uud+QQ̄〉. For a review
see, e.g., Ref. [6] and Refs. [7–10] for recent novel results.

In the present paper we plan to study the heavy quark pair electroproduction process in a proton, in which the
most important contributions will contain the interference of leading Fock states producing the heavy quarks. These
Fock states are shown in Fig. 1: (a) the |uud+ g〉 state describing the bound state of the three valence quarks in the
proton and a nonperturbative gluon, and (b) the |uud+QQ̄〉 state describing the five-quark state, which is the bound
state of the three valence quarks and a non-perturbative heavy quark-antiquark pair. Due to the interference of these
Fock states, a novel asymmetry arises in the e− + p → e− + Q + Q̄ + X reaction, which is given by the imaginary
part of the diagram shown in Fig. 2. Notice that the heavy quark pair electroproduction process has been considered
before, in the hard scattering framework [11], although without taking into account the interference effects that we
are including here.

The easiest way to calculate this asymmetry is to compute the square of the matrix element corresponding to the
scattering amplitude e−+p → e−+Q+Q̄+X. The amplitude is given by the sum of the two terms induced by the two
Fock states shown in Fig. 2. Therefore, one gets three contributions to the asymmetry: two squares of the amplitudes
generated by the individual Fock states and also their interference. The contribution of the |uud+QQ̄〉 Fock state to

Also: Novel Asymmetry odd in transverse momentum

I.A. Schmidt, V. Lyubovitskij, sjb

but CP invariant

Interference of DGLAP and Intrinsic Heavy Quark Amplitudes

3

Ref. [6], in the case of the charm distribution Ncc̄ = 6, if there is a 1% intrinsic charm contribution to the proton
PDF. In the case of the bottom distribution Nbb̄ = 6m2

c/m
2
b [6]. In the present paper, we should decrease NQQ̄ to

leave space for the contribution of the |uud+ g〉 Fock state. Heavy antiquark PDF Q̄in(x) is related to heavy quark

PDF Qin(x) as Q̄in(x) =
7

5
(1− x)Qin(x) [10].

The LFWFs ψλN

λg ;λX
(x,k⊥), describing the bound state of a gluon (g) and a three-quark spectator X = (uud),

where λg = ±1, and λX = ± 1
2 are the helicities gluon and three-quark spectator, are listed as [15]:

ψ↑

+1+ 1

2

(x,k⊥) = −
[

ψ↓

−1− 1

2

(x,k⊥)
]†

=
k1 − ik2

κ
ϕ(2)(x,k⊥) (Lz = −1) ,

ψ↑

+1− 1

2

(x,k⊥) = +
[

ψ↓

−1+ 1

2

(x,k⊥)
]†

= ϕ(1)(x,k2
⊥) (Lz = 0) ,

ψ↑

−1+ 1

2

(x,k⊥) = −
[

ψ↓

+1− 1

2

(x,k⊥)
]†

= −
k1 + ik2

κ
(1− x)ϕ(2)(x,k2

⊥) (Lz = 1) , (4)

where the functions ϕ(1)(x,k⊥) and ϕ(2)(x,k⊥) are expressed through the gluon PDF functions G±(x) as [15]

ϕ(1)(x,k2
⊥) =

4π

κ

√

G+(x)−
G−(x)

(1− x)2
exp

[

−
k2
⊥

2κ2

]

, ϕ(2)(x,k2
⊥) =

4π

κ

√

G−(x)

1− x
exp

[

−
k2
⊥

2κ2

]

. (5)

Here G+(x) = Gg↑/N↑(x) and G−(x) = Gg↓/N↑(x) are the helicity-aligned and helicity-antialigned gluon distributions,
respectively, whose combinations define the gluon unpolarized G(x) = G+(x) + G−(x) and polarized ∆G(x) =
G+(x)−G−(x) PDFs. G(x) and ∆G(x) are expressed in terms of derived LFWFs ψλN

λg ;λX
(x,k⊥) as

(

G(x)
∆G(x)

)

=

∫

d2k⊥

16π3

[

|ψ+
+1+ 1

2

(x,k⊥)|2 + |ψ+
+1− 1

2

(x,k⊥)|2 ± |ψ+
−1+ 1

2

(x,k⊥)|2
]

. (6)

For G+ and G− we use the results that were proposed in Ref. [16]: G+(x) = Ng (1 − x)4 (1 + 4x)/x, G−(x) =
Ng (1− x)6/x, where Ng = 0.8967 is the normalization constant, fixed from the first moment of the gluon PDF [16]:

〈xg〉 =
∫ 1
0 dxxG(x) = (10/21)Ng. For 〈xg〉 we take the central value of the lattice result 〈xg〉 = 0.427 [17]. These

densities obey very important model-independent constraints: (1) large x the power scaling G+(x) ∼ (1 − x)4 and
G−(x) ∼ (1−x)6 [16], which is consistent with QCD constraints [18] dictated by matching the signs of the quark and
gluon helicities and the even power scaling of gluon PDFs; (2) at small x the gluon asymmetry ratio ∆G/G behaves
as ∆G(x)/G(x) → 3x and is consistent with Reggeon exchange arguments [19].

The |uud + g〉 state generates the effective LFWFs describing the product ψλN

λg ;λX
(x,k⊥), gluon propagator, and

annihilation of the gluon into the heavy quark-antiquark pair, given by [20, 21]:

ψ↑

Q/Q̄;+ 1

2

(x,k⊥) = −
[

ψ↓

Q/Q̄;− 1

2

(x,k⊥)
]†

=
αsCF

2π

k1 − ik2

κ
x(1− x)ϕ(2)(x,k⊥) (Lz = −1) ,

ψ↑

Q/Q̄;+ 1

2

(x,k⊥) = +
[

ψ↓

−1+ 1

2

(x,k⊥)
]†

=
αsCF

2π
x(1− x)ϕ(1)(x,k2

⊥) (Lz = 0) ,

ψ↑

Q/Q̄;− 1

2

(x,k⊥) = −
[

ψ↓

Q/Q̄;+ 1

2

(x,k⊥)
]†

= −
αsCF

2π

k1 + ik2

κ
x(1− x)2 ϕ(2)(x,k2

⊥) (Lz = 1) , (7)

where αs = 0.3 is the strong coupling, CF = 4/3 is color summation factor. Next, the matrix element describing the
elastic e− +Q/Q̄ → e− +Q/Q̄ scattering is given by

M(e− +Q/Q̄ → e− +Q/Q̄) = −
4παeQ/Q̄

t
ūe(p3, s3)γµue(p1, s1) ūQ/Q̄(p4, s4)γ

µuQ/Q̄(p2, s2) , (8)

where α = 1/137.036 is fine-structure coupling; eQ/Q̄ is electric charge of heavy quark/antiquark; ue(p, s), uQ/Q̄(p, s)
are the spinors of electron and heavy quark (antiquark). Neglecting by masses of electron and heavy quark, the
square of the amplitude M(e− + Q/Q̄ → e− + Q/Q̄) summed over polarizations of the fermions is equal to |M|2 =
128 (παeQ)2 (s2+u2)/t2 for both quark and antiquark case. Note that our formalism is correct for any Q2, although as
an example, we apply it for Q2 & M2 in the present paper. Taking into account the effects of finite heavy quark masses
will be done in future work. We use the Mandelstam partonic level variables s, t, u, with s = (p1 + p2)2 = 2xE"mN ,
t = (p1 − p3)2 = q2 = −Q2 = −sy, u = (p1 − p4)2 = −s(1− y), and s+ t+ u = 0, where x = p2/P = Q2/(2P · q) is
the Bjorken variable, y = (q · P )/(p1 · P ) is the rapidity, P and mN are the proton momentum and mass.
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we can calculate the first moment of the di↵erence of
c(x) and c̄(x) PDFs to be

hxic�c̄ =

Z 1

0
dx x [c(x) � c̄(x)] = 0.00047(15). (15)

The [c(x) � c̄(x)] distribution result is about 3 times
smaller in magnitude than the s(x)� s̄(x) distribution ob-
tained with the same formalism [46]. Although a small
asymmetry could be a result of the cancellation of two
relatively large c(x) and c̄(x) distributions, it is possible
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both small. Furthermore, the charm and anticharm dis-
tributions at high energy scales are dominated by the ex-
trinsic sea from perturbative radiations. The experimen-
tal observation and isolation of the intrinsic charm e↵ect
are extremely challenging in such cases. Thus it is not
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consequence of this result is Higgs production at large
xF > 0.8 in pp collisions at the LHC from the di-
rect coupling of the Higgs to the intrinsic heavy quark
pair [81].

4. Conclusion and outlook

In this article, we have presented the first lattice
QCD calculation of the charm quark electromagnetic
form factors in the physical limit. This first lattice
QCD calculation indicates that a nonzero charm elec-
tric form factor corresponds to the intrinsic charm-
anticharm asymmetry in the nucleon sea, thereby pro-
viding an indication of the existence of nonzero intrinsic
charm based on a first-principles calculation. In addi-
tion, the nonzero value of the charm magnetic form fac-
tor indicates a nonzero orbital angular momentum con-
tribution to the nucleon coming from the charm quarks.
We have discussed that the existence of IC is supported
by QCD and how an accurate knowledge of the intrinsic
charm can help to remove bias in the global fits of PDFs
and related phenomenological studies.

Motivated by the new lattice results, we have used the
nonperturbative light-front holographic framework in-
corporating the QCD inclusive-exclusive connection at
large x to determine the [c(x)� c̄(x)] asymmetry up to a
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(LGTH+ Exclusive-Connection)
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Properties of  Non-Perturbative 
Five-Quark Fock-State

• Dominant configuration: mininum off-
shell, same rapidity

• Heavy quarks have most of the LF 
momentum  

• Correlated with proton quantum 
numbers

• Duality with meson-baryon channels

• Strangeness, charm asymmetry at x > 0.1
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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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< xQ > ∝ m2
Q + k2
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sp(x) 6= s̄p(x) cp(x) 6= c̄p(x)
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Intrinsic Heavy Quark Phenomena 
A Novel Property of QCD

Implications of LHCb measurements and future prospects
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c(x) 6= c̄(x)
c̄(x) carries proton spin in the |[ud][uc]c̄ > intrinsic charm Fock state.

Non-perturbative QCD
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[du]3̄C and [cu]3̄C J = 0 diquark dominance



• Rigorous prediction of QCD, OPE

• Color-Octet Color-Octet Fock State! 

• Probability

• Large Effect at high x

• Greatly increases kinematics of colliders  such as Higgs production 
at high xF (Kopeliovich, Schmidt, Soffer, Goldhaber, sjb)

• Severely underestimated in conventional parameterizations of 
heavy quark distributions (Pumplin, Tung)

• Many empirical tests  (Gardner, Karliner, ..)
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Color transparency fundamental prediction of QCD
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CT onset
1.0

TA

Q0
2 Q2➝

Complete transparency

Glauber

• Not predicted by strongly interacting 
hadronic picture → arises in picture of 
quark-gluon interactions

• QCD: color field of singlet objects vanishes 
as size is reduced

• Signature is a rise in nuclear transparency, 
TA, as a function of the momentum 
transfer, Q2

!" =
$"
% $& (free nucleon 

cross section)

(nuclear cross section)
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JLab Seminar 2019

e+A ! e0 + p+X
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Two-Stage Color Transparency for Proton

Dirac Domain
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Previous Measurements: Mesons

11

Hall C E01-107 pion electro-production
CLAS E02-110 rho electro-production

A(e,e’!+)
A(e,e’ρ0)

Enhancements consistent with CT (increasing with Q2 and A) observed

JLab Seminar 2019
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Color Transparency verified for ⇡+ and ⇢ electroproduction
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Appendix A: Form factors and parton distributions
in light-front QCD

The light-front formalism provides an exact repre-
sentation of current matrix elements in terms of the
overlap of frame-independent light-front wave functions
in a light-front Fock basis expansion with components
 n(xi,k?i,�i), where the internal partonic coordinates,
the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and the trans-
verse momentum k?i, obey the momentum conservation
sum rules

Pn
i=1 xi = 1, and

Pn
i=1 k?i = 0. The LFWFs

also depend on �i, the projection of the constituent’s spin
along the z direction.

In terms of overlap of LFWFs in momentum space the
electromagnetic form factor is given by the Drell-Yan-
West (DYW) expression [27, 30]

F (q2) =

X

n

nY

i=1

Z
dxi

Z
d
2k?i

2(2⇡)3
16⇡3
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j=1
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⌘
�
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⇣ nX

j=1

k?j

⌘

X

j

ej 
⇤
n(xi,k

0
?i,�i) n(xi,k?i,�i), (A1)

where the variables of the light-front Fock components
in the final state are given by k0

?i = k?i + (1 � xi)q?
for a struck constituent quark and k0

?i = k?i �xi q? for
each spectator. The formula is exact if the sum is over
all Fock states n.

The DYW expression for the form factor can be writ-
ten in impact space by Fourier transforming (A1) in mo-
mentum space to impact transverse space [22]. This is
a convenient form to obtain the impact dependent rep-
resentation of GPDs [23], but also for the holographic
mapping of AdS results, since the form factor can be ex-
pressed in terms of the product of light-front wave func-
tions with identical variables. To this purpose, we express
(A1) in terms of n�1 independent transverse impact vari-
ables b?j , j = 1, 2, . . . , n � 1, conjugate to the relative
transverse momentum coordinate k?i, and label by n the
active charged parton which interacts with the current.
Using the Fourier expansion

 n(xj ,k?j) =

(4⇡)(n�1)/2
n�1Y

j=1

Z
d
2b?j exp

⇣
i

n�1X

k=1

b?k · k?k

⌘
 n(xj ,b?j),

(A2)

we find [22, 24]

F (q2) =

X

n

n�1Y

j=1

Z
dxj

Z
d
2b?j exp

⇣
iq? ·

n�1X

j=1

xjb?j

⌘
| n(xj ,b?j)|2 ,

(A3)

corresponding to a change of transverse momentum xjq?
for each of the n � 1 spectators. The internal parton
variables, the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and
the transverse impact coordinate b?i obey the sum rulesPn

i=1 xi = 1 and
Pn

i=1 b?i = 0.

The form factor in light-front quantization has an exact
representation in terms of a single particle density [22, 24]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx ⇢(x,q?), (A4)

where ⇢(x,q?) is given by
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The integration in (A5) is over the coordinates of the
n� 1 spectator partons, and x = xn is the coordinate of
the active charged quark.

We can also write the form factor (A4) in terms
of a single-particle transverse distribution ⇢(x,a?) in
transverse-impact space [22]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx

Z
d
2a?e

ia?·q?q(x,a?), (A6)
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overlap of frame-independent light-front wave functions
in a light-front Fock basis expansion with components
 n(xi,k?i,�i), where the internal partonic coordinates,
the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and the trans-
verse momentum k?i, obey the momentum conservation
sum rules

Pn
i=1 xi = 1, and

Pn
i=1 k?i = 0. The LFWFs

also depend on �i, the projection of the constituent’s spin
along the z direction.

In terms of overlap of LFWFs in momentum space the
electromagnetic form factor is given by the Drell-Yan-
West (DYW) expression [27, 30]

F (q2) =

X

n

nY

i=1

Z
dxi

Z
d
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j
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0
?i,�i) n(xi,k?i,�i), (A1)

where the variables of the light-front Fock components
in the final state are given by k0

?i = k?i + (1 � xi)q?
for a struck constituent quark and k0

?i = k?i �xi q? for
each spectator. The formula is exact if the sum is over
all Fock states n.

The DYW expression for the form factor can be writ-
ten in impact space by Fourier transforming (A1) in mo-
mentum space to impact transverse space [22]. This is
a convenient form to obtain the impact dependent rep-
resentation of GPDs [23], but also for the holographic
mapping of AdS results, since the form factor can be ex-
pressed in terms of the product of light-front wave func-
tions with identical variables. To this purpose, we express
(A1) in terms of n�1 independent transverse impact vari-
ables b?j , j = 1, 2, . . . , n � 1, conjugate to the relative
transverse momentum coordinate k?i, and label by n the
active charged parton which interacts with the current.
Using the Fourier expansion

 n(xj ,k?j) =

(4⇡)(n�1)/2
n�1Y

j=1

Z
d
2b?j exp

⇣
i

n�1X

k=1

b?k · k?k

⌘
 n(xj ,b?j),

(A2)

we find [22, 24]

F (q2) =

X

n

n�1Y
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Z
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Z
d
2b?j exp

⇣
iq? ·

n�1X

j=1

xjb?j

⌘
| n(xj ,b?j)|2 ,

(A3)

corresponding to a change of transverse momentum xjq?
for each of the n � 1 spectators. The internal parton
variables, the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and
the transverse impact coordinate b?i obey the sum rulesPn

i=1 xi = 1 and
Pn

i=1 b?i = 0.

The form factor in light-front quantization has an exact
representation in terms of a single particle density [22, 24]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx ⇢(x,q?), (A4)

where ⇢(x,q?) is given by

⇢(x,q?) =
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exp
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The integration in (A5) is over the coordinates of the
n� 1 spectator partons, and x = xn is the coordinate of
the active charged quark.

We can also write the form factor (A4) in terms
of a single-particle transverse distribution ⇢(x,a?) in
transverse-impact space [22]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx

Z
d
2a?e

ia?·q?q(x,a?), (A6)
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Appendix A: Form factors and parton distributions
in light-front QCD

The light-front formalism provides an exact repre-
sentation of current matrix elements in terms of the
overlap of frame-independent light-front wave functions
in a light-front Fock basis expansion with components
 n(xi,k?i,�i), where the internal partonic coordinates,
the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and the trans-
verse momentum k?i, obey the momentum conservation
sum rules

Pn
i=1 xi = 1, and

Pn
i=1 k?i = 0. The LFWFs

also depend on �i, the projection of the constituent’s spin
along the z direction.

In terms of overlap of LFWFs in momentum space the
electromagnetic form factor is given by the Drell-Yan-
West (DYW) expression [27, 30]
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where the variables of the light-front Fock components
in the final state are given by k0

?i = k?i + (1 � xi)q?
for a struck constituent quark and k0

?i = k?i �xi q? for
each spectator. The formula is exact if the sum is over
all Fock states n.

The DYW expression for the form factor can be writ-
ten in impact space by Fourier transforming (A1) in mo-
mentum space to impact transverse space [22]. This is
a convenient form to obtain the impact dependent rep-
resentation of GPDs [23], but also for the holographic
mapping of AdS results, since the form factor can be ex-
pressed in terms of the product of light-front wave func-
tions with identical variables. To this purpose, we express
(A1) in terms of n�1 independent transverse impact vari-
ables b?j , j = 1, 2, . . . , n � 1, conjugate to the relative
transverse momentum coordinate k?i, and label by n the
active charged parton which interacts with the current.
Using the Fourier expansion
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we find [22, 24]
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corresponding to a change of transverse momentum xjq?
for each of the n � 1 spectators. The internal parton
variables, the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and
the transverse impact coordinate b?i obey the sum rulesPn

i=1 xi = 1 and
Pn

i=1 b?i = 0.

The form factor in light-front quantization has an exact
representation in terms of a single particle density [22, 24]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx ⇢(x,q?), (A4)

where ⇢(x,q?) is given by
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The integration in (A5) is over the coordinates of the
n� 1 spectator partons, and x = xn is the coordinate of
the active charged quark.

We can also write the form factor (A4) in terms
of a single-particle transverse distribution ⇢(x,a?) in
transverse-impact space [22]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx

Z
d
2a?e

ia?·q?q(x,a?), (A6) 5

where a? =
Pn�1

j=1 xjb?j is the x-weighted transverse
position coordinate of the n � 1 spectators. From (A5)
we obtain the corresponding transverse density

q(x,a?) =
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d
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=
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The procedure is valid for any Fock state n, and thus the
results can be summed over n to obtain an exact repre-
sentation of the impact parameter dependent parton dis-
tribution introduced in Ref. [23], which gives the proba-
bility to find a quark with longitudinal light front momen-
tum fraction x at a transverse distance a? [25]. Using
(A4) and (A7) we can also compute the charge distribu-
tion of a hadron in the light-front transverse plane [31]

⇢(a?) =

Z
d
2q

(2⇡)2
e
�ia?·q?F (q2)

=

Z 1

0
dx q(x,a?). (A8)
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Appendix A: Form factors and parton distributions
in light-front QCD

The light-front formalism provides an exact repre-
sentation of current matrix elements in terms of the
overlap of frame-independent light-front wave functions
in a light-front Fock basis expansion with components
 n(xi,k?i,�i), where the internal partonic coordinates,
the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and the trans-
verse momentum k?i, obey the momentum conservation
sum rules

Pn
i=1 xi = 1, and

Pn
i=1 k?i = 0. The LFWFs

also depend on �i, the projection of the constituent’s spin
along the z direction.

In terms of overlap of LFWFs in momentum space the
electromagnetic form factor is given by the Drell-Yan-
West (DYW) expression [27, 30]

F (q2) =

X

n

nY
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Z
dxi

Z
d
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0
?i,�i) n(xi,k?i,�i), (A1)

where the variables of the light-front Fock components
in the final state are given by k0

?i = k?i + (1 � xi)q?
for a struck constituent quark and k0

?i = k?i �xi q? for
each spectator. The formula is exact if the sum is over
all Fock states n.

The DYW expression for the form factor can be writ-
ten in impact space by Fourier transforming (A1) in mo-
mentum space to impact transverse space [22]. This is
a convenient form to obtain the impact dependent rep-
resentation of GPDs [23], but also for the holographic
mapping of AdS results, since the form factor can be ex-
pressed in terms of the product of light-front wave func-
tions with identical variables. To this purpose, we express
(A1) in terms of n�1 independent transverse impact vari-
ables b?j , j = 1, 2, . . . , n � 1, conjugate to the relative
transverse momentum coordinate k?i, and label by n the
active charged parton which interacts with the current.
Using the Fourier expansion

 n(xj ,k?j) =

(4⇡)(n�1)/2
n�1Y

j=1

Z
d
2b?j exp

⇣
i

n�1X

k=1

b?k · k?k

⌘
 n(xj ,b?j),

(A2)

we find [22, 24]

F (q2) =

X

n

n�1Y

j=1

Z
dxj

Z
d
2b?j exp

⇣
iq? ·

n�1X

j=1

xjb?j

⌘
| n(xj ,b?j)|2 ,

(A3)

corresponding to a change of transverse momentum xjq?
for each of the n � 1 spectators. The internal parton
variables, the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and
the transverse impact coordinate b?i obey the sum rulesPn

i=1 xi = 1 and
Pn

i=1 b?i = 0.

The form factor in light-front quantization has an exact
representation in terms of a single particle density [22, 24]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx ⇢(x,q?), (A4)

where ⇢(x,q?) is given by
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⌘
| n(xj ,b?j)|2 . (A5)

The integration in (A5) is over the coordinates of the
n� 1 spectator partons, and x = xn is the coordinate of
the active charged quark.

We can also write the form factor (A4) in terms
of a single-particle transverse distribution ⇢(x,a?) in
transverse-impact space [22]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx

Z
d
2a?e

ia?·q?q(x,a?), (A6)

Drell-Yan-West Formula in Impact Space
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Appendix A: Form factors and parton distributions
in light-front QCD

The light-front formalism provides an exact repre-
sentation of current matrix elements in terms of the
overlap of frame-independent light-front wave functions
in a light-front Fock basis expansion with components
 n(xi,k?i,�i), where the internal partonic coordinates,
the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and the trans-
verse momentum k?i, obey the momentum conservation
sum rules

Pn
i=1 xi = 1, and

Pn
i=1 k?i = 0. The LFWFs

also depend on �i, the projection of the constituent’s spin
along the z direction.

In terms of overlap of LFWFs in momentum space the
electromagnetic form factor is given by the Drell-Yan-
West (DYW) expression [27, 30]
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where the variables of the light-front Fock components
in the final state are given by k0

?i = k?i + (1 � xi)q?
for a struck constituent quark and k0

?i = k?i �xi q? for
each spectator. The formula is exact if the sum is over
all Fock states n.

The DYW expression for the form factor can be writ-
ten in impact space by Fourier transforming (A1) in mo-
mentum space to impact transverse space [22]. This is
a convenient form to obtain the impact dependent rep-
resentation of GPDs [23], but also for the holographic
mapping of AdS results, since the form factor can be ex-
pressed in terms of the product of light-front wave func-
tions with identical variables. To this purpose, we express
(A1) in terms of n�1 independent transverse impact vari-
ables b?j , j = 1, 2, . . . , n � 1, conjugate to the relative
transverse momentum coordinate k?i, and label by n the
active charged parton which interacts with the current.
Using the Fourier expansion
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we find [22, 24]
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corresponding to a change of transverse momentum xjq?
for each of the n � 1 spectators. The internal parton
variables, the longitudinal momentum fraction xi and
the transverse impact coordinate b?i obey the sum rulesPn

i=1 xi = 1 and
Pn

i=1 b?i = 0.

The form factor in light-front quantization has an exact
representation in terms of a single particle density [22, 24]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
dx ⇢(x,q?), (A4)

where ⇢(x,q?) is given by
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The integration in (A5) is over the coordinates of the
n� 1 spectator partons, and x = xn is the coordinate of
the active charged quark.

We can also write the form factor (A4) in terms
of a single-particle transverse distribution ⇢(x,a?) in
transverse-impact space [22]

F (q2) =

Z 1

0
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Z
d
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ia?·q?q(x,a?), (A6)
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j=1 xj
~b?j

1

3

down or absorbed with greater probability as compared
with a pion projectile with a smaller transverse impact
area for the same Q

2. The particle with a larger num-
ber of constituents will thus require a larger Q2 to have
the same transparency: the onset of color transparency
will be higher when compared with the fewer components
projectile.

To illustrate this point consider for example an experi-
ment that measures CT for the deuteron in eA ! De

0
X,

where the deuteron is produced isolated with large trans-
verse momentum q opposite to the electron. As a result
of the LF cluster decomposition, the deuteron wave func-
tion factorizes into two distinct nucleon wave functions
convoluted with a two-body reduced form factor fR [29],
FD

�
Q

2
�

= fR

�
Q

2
�
Fp

�
1
4Q

2
�
Fn

�
1
4Q

2
�
, where fR(Q2)

is computed from the overlap of the reduced two-body
light-front wave functions (LFWFs): Q

2
fR(Q2) ' const

at large Q
2. The nucleon form factors FN are evalu-

ated at Q2
/4, since both nucleons share the momentum

transferred to the bound state by the incoming probe.
Therefore CT for eA ! De

0
X should occur at a Q

2 scale
four times higher than CT in eA ! pe

0
X.

We expect a similar e↵ect in comparing the relative CT
of nucleons with pions where the detailed dependence on
the individual constituents in the LFWF is essential. The
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able conjugate to the LF relative transverse momentum
of particle j and xj represents its longitudinal momentum
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thus implying an important delay in the CT onset at in-
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For the proton this is particularly relevant since it con-
tains twist-3 but also twist-4 in its LFWF to generate
its anomalous magnetic moment, thus requiring a larger
onset in CT as measured in [6].
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At large light-front momentum fraction x, and equivalently at large values of Q2, the transverse size of a 
hadron behaves as a point-like color-singlet object. This behavior is the origin of color transparency in 
nuclei. 

Although the dependence of the transverse impact area as a function of x is universal, the behavior in Q2 

depends on properties of the hadron, such as its twist. 
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ãx̂(fm)

1
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GPDs and LFWFs [52,55]. Shifting the FF poles to their
physical location [56] does not modify the exclusive
counting rules, but modifies the slope and intercept of
the Regge trajectory, and hence the analytic structure of the
GPDs that incorporates the Regge behavior. As a result, the
x dependence of PDFs and LFWFs is modified.
Furthermore, the GPDs are defined in the present context
up to a universal reparametrization function; therefore,
imposing further physically motivated constraints is
necessary.
Generalized parton distributions in LFHQCD.—In

LFHQCD, the FF for arbitrary twist τ is expressed in
terms of Gamma functions [28,52], an expression that can
be recast in terms of the Euler Beta function Bðu; vÞ as [29]

FτðtÞ ¼
1

Nτ
B
!
τ − 1;

1

2
−

t
4λ

"
; ð1Þ

where

Bðu; vÞ ¼
Z

1

0
dyyu−1ð1 − yÞv−1; ð2Þ

and Bðu; vÞ ¼ Bðv; uÞ ¼ ½ΓðuÞΓðvÞ=Γðuþ vÞ& with Nτ ¼ffiffiffi
π

p
½Γðτ − 1Þ=Γðτ − 1

2Þ&. For fixed u and large v, we have
Bðu; vÞ ∼ ΓðuÞv−u: we thus recover, for large Q2 ¼ −t, the
hard scattering scaling behavior [53,54]

FτðQ2Þ ∼
!

1

Q2

"
τ−1

: ð3Þ

In contrast with the GPD twist that is determined by the
quark-quark correlator, twist τ in (1) and (3) refers to
the number of constituents in a given Fock component in
the Fock expansion of the hadron state. It controls the short
distance behavior of the hadronic state and thus the power-
law asymptotic behavior (3).
For integer τ Eq. (1) generates the pole structure [52]

FτðQ2Þ ¼ 1

ð1þ Q2

M2
0

Þð1þ Q2

M2
1

Þ ' ' ' ð1þ Q2

M2
τ−2
Þ
; ð4Þ

with M2
n ¼ 4λðnþ 1

2Þ; n ¼ 0; 1; 2;…; τ − 2, corresponding
to the ρ vector meson and its radial excitations [28]. Notice
that the Beta function in (1) can be rewritten as B(τ − 1;
1 − αðtÞ) with Regge trajectory

αðtÞ ¼ t
4λ

þ 1

2
; ð5Þ

slope α0 ¼ 1=4λ and intercept αð0Þ ¼ 1
2. This is just the ρ

trajectory emerging from LFHQCD. The value of the
universal scale λ is fixed from the ρ mass:

ffiffiffi
λ

p
¼ κ ¼

mρ=
ffiffiffi
2

p
¼ 0.548 GeV [28,57].

Notice that the form factor (1) can be expressed as a
Veneziano amplitude [58] B(1 − αðsÞ; 1 − αðtÞ), where the
s-channel dependence is replaced by a fixed pole,
1 − αðsÞ → τ − 1, allowed by unitarity constraints, since
no resonances are formed in the s channel [59–61]
It will be useful to rewrite (1) using the reparametrization

invariance of the Euler Beta function (2) and thus transform
the integral representation of the form factor (1) into the
invariant form

FτðtÞ ¼
1

Nτ

Z
1

0
dxw0ðxÞwðxÞ−t=4λ−1

2½1 − wðxÞ&τ−2; ð6Þ

if wðxÞ is a monotonically increasing function with fixed
values at the integration limits given by the constraints

wð0Þ ¼ 0; wð1Þ ¼ 1; w0ðxÞ ≥ 0; ð7Þ

with x ∈ ½0; 1&. Any function wðxÞ that satisfies the con-
straints (7) will give the same result for the form factor.
Writing the flavor FF in terms of the valence GPD

FqðtÞ ¼
R
1
0 dxH

q
vðx; tÞ at zero skewness, Hqðx; tÞ≡

Hqðx; ξ ¼ 0; tÞ, we obtain

Hqðx; tÞ ¼ 1
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2w0ðxÞeðt=4λÞ log½1=wðxÞ&

¼ qτðxÞ exp½tfðxÞ&; ð8Þ

where the PDF qτðxÞ and the profile function fðxÞ

qτðxÞ ¼
1

Nτ
½1 − wðxÞ&τ−2wðxÞ−1

2w0ðxÞ; ð9Þ

fðxÞ ¼ 1

4λ
log

!
1

wðxÞ

"
; ð10Þ

are expressed in terms of the function wðxÞ fulfilling
conditions (7).
If, for x ∼ 0, wðxÞ behaves as wðxÞ ∼ x, we find the

t dependence

Hq
vðx; tÞ ∼ x−t=4λqvðxÞ; ð11Þ

which is the Regge theory motivated ansatz for small x
given in Ref. [62] for α0 ¼ 1=4λ.
To study the behavior of wðxÞ at large x, we perform a

Taylor expansion near x ¼ 1

wðxÞ ¼ 1 − ð1 − xÞw0ð1Þ þ 1

2
ð1 − xÞ2w00ð1Þ þ ' ' ' : ð12Þ

Upon substitution of (12) in (9), we find that the leading
term in the expansion, which behaves as ð1 − xÞτ−2,
vanishes if w0ð1Þ ¼ 0. Hence, setting

w0ð1Þ ¼ 0 and w00ð1Þ ≠ 0; ð13Þ
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s-channel dependence is replaced by a fixed pole,
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straints (7) will give the same result for the form factor.
Writing the flavor FF in terms of the valence GPD

FqðtÞ ¼
R
1
0 dxH

q
vðx; tÞ at zero skewness, Hqðx; tÞ≡

Hqðx; ξ ¼ 0; tÞ, we obtain

Hqðx; tÞ ¼ 1

Nτ
½1 − wðxÞ&τ−2wðxÞ−1

2w0ðxÞeðt=4λÞ log½1=wðxÞ&

¼ qτðxÞ exp½tfðxÞ&; ð8Þ

where the PDF qτðxÞ and the profile function fðxÞ

qτðxÞ ¼
1

Nτ
½1 − wðxÞ&τ−2wðxÞ−1

2w0ðxÞ; ð9Þ

fðxÞ ¼ 1

4λ
log

!
1

wðxÞ

"
; ð10Þ
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which is the Regge theory motivated ansatz for small x
given in Ref. [62] for α0 ¼ 1=4λ.
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Upon substitution of (12) in (9), we find that the leading
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vanishes if w0ð1Þ ¼ 0. Hence, setting
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ber of constituents will thus require a larger Q2 to have
the same transparency: the onset of color transparency
will be higher when compared with the fewer components
projectile.
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xjq? for each spectator particle and this dependence is
crucial to study the relative CT of di↵erent hadrons.

The spatial transverse-size dependence of the impact-
parameter on the momentum transfer t = �Q

2 is com-
puted from the expectation value of the profile function
f(x) = ha2?(x)i/4
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where the distribution ⇢⌧ (x, t) = q⌧ (x) exp [tf(x)].
The result (10) follows directly from the expression
of the form factor (5) since B(u, v)�1

@vB(u, v) =
( (v)�  (u+ v)), with  (z) the digamma function
 (z) = �(z)�1 d

dz�(z).
For integer twist ⌧ = N we can use the recurrence

relation for the digamma function  (z + 1) �  (z) = 1
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to obtain
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an expression reminiscent of the classical Regge pole

structure of the scattering amplitude. For large values
of the momentum transfer t = �Q

2 it leads to

ha2?(Q2)i⌧ ! 4(⌧ � 1)

Q2
. (10)

In contrast with the dependence of the transverse impact
area as a function of x (4), the behavior in Q

2 depends on
twist and the Regge intercept ↵(0) of the vector meson
coupling with the quark current in the hadron.
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FIG. 2. The transverse impact area as a function of Q2
and

the number of constituents ⌧ implies a significant delay in the

onset of color transparency at intermediate energies for ⌧ > 2.

IV. DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

As we show in Fig. 2 the gap in the transverse impact
area for di↵erent twist is more significative at intermedi-
ate energies and for low twist values, particularly between
twist two and three. For example, the e↵ective transverse
impact surface for twist two at 8 GeV2 is similar to that
of twist 3 at 20 GeV2; or the impact surface at 4 GeV2

for twist 2 is similar to that of twist 4 also at 20 GeV2,
thus implying an important delay in the CT onset at in-
termediate energies in terms of the quark constituents.
For the proton this is particularly relevant since it con-
tains twist-3 but also twist-4 in its LFWF to generate
its anomalous magnetic moment, thus requiring a larger
onset in CT as measured in [6].
. . .
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�
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�
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4Q
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Light-Front HolographyTransparency scale Q 
increases with twist
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where
Transverse size a? grows with the number of spectators, the twist ⌧ � 1

Proton has equal probability for ⌧ = 3 and ⌧ = 4
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⌧ = 3 (L = 0)
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⌧ = 4 (L = 1)
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proton
L=0, 1 average

Transparency controlled by transverse size



Color Transparency and Light-Front Holography

• Essential prediction of QCD

• LF Holography: Spectroscopy, dynamics, structure

• Transverse size predicted by LF Holography as a function of Q

• Q scale for CT increases with twist, number of constituents

• Two-Stage Proton Transparency: Equal probability L=0,1

• No contradiction with present experiments

Q2
0(p) ' 18 GeV 2 vs. Q2

0(⇡) ' 4 GeV 2 for onset of color transparency in 12C

1



Two-Stage Color Transparency

If Q2 is in the intermediate range, then the twist-3 state will propagate 
through the nuclear medium with minimal absorption, and the protons 
which survive nuclear absorption will only have L = 0 (twist-3). 
The twist-4 L = 1 state which has a larger transverse size will be absorbed. 

Thus 50% of the events in this range of Q2 will have full color transparency 
and 50% of the events will have zero color transparency (T = 0). 
\The ep → eʹpʹ cross section will have the same angular and Q2 dependence as 
scattering of the electron on an unphysical proton which has no Pauli form factor. 

14 GeV 2 < Q2 < 20 GeV 2

Q2 > 20 GeV 2

1

However, if the momentum transfer is increased to Q2 > 20 GeV2, all events will have full 
color transparency, and the ep → eʹpʹ cross section will have the same angular and Q2 

dependence as scattering of the electron on a physical proton eigenstate, with both Dirac and 
Pauli form factor components. 

14 GeV 2 < Q2 < 20 GeV 2

Q2 > 20 GeV 2

1



Previous Measurements: Mesons

11

Hall C E01-107 pion electro-production
CLAS E02-110 rho electro-production

A(e,e’!+)
A(e,e’ρ0)

Enhancements consistent with CT (increasing with Q2 and A) observed

JLab Seminar 2019

< a2?(Q
2 = 4 GeV 2) >⌧=2'< a2?(Q

2 = 14 GeV 2) >⌧=3'< a2?(Q
2 = 22 GeV 2) >⌧=4' 0.24 fm2

5% increase for T⇡ in 12C at Q2 = 4 GeV 2 implies 5% increase for Tp at Q2 = 18 GeV 2

1

< a2?(Q
2 = 4 GeV 2) >⌧=2'< a2?(Q

2 = 14 GeV 2) >⌧=3'< a2?(Q
2 = 22 GeV 2) >⌧=4' 0.24 fm2

5% increase for T⇡ in 12C at Q2 = 4 GeV 2 implies 5% increase for Tp at Q2 = 18 GeV 2

1



Color transparency fundamental prediction of QCD

5

CT onset
1.0

TA

Q0
2 Q2➝

Complete transparency

Glauber

• Not predicted by strongly interacting 
hadronic picture → arises in picture of 
quark-gluon interactions

• QCD: color field of singlet objects vanishes 
as size is reduced

• Signature is a rise in nuclear transparency, 
TA, as a function of the momentum 
transfer, Q2

!" =
$"
% $& (free nucleon 

cross section)

(nuclear cross section)

e

e'

p p'

JLab Seminar 2019

e+A ! e0 + p+X

1

Q2 !

1

14 GeV 2 < Q2 < 20 GeV 2

Q2 > 20 GeV 2

1

Two-Stage Color Transparency for ProtonHolly Suzmila-Vance

Dirac Domain

A.H. Mueller, sjb



Color Transparency and Light-Front Holography

• Essential prediction of QCD

• LF Holography: Spectroscopy, dynamics, structure

• Transverse size predicted by LF Holography as a function of Q

• Q scale for CT increases with twist, number of constituents

• Two-Stage Proton Transparency: Equal probability L=0,1

• No contradiction with present experiments

Q2
0(p) ' 18 GeV 2 vs. Q2

0(⇡) ' 4 GeV 2 for onset of color transparency in 12C

1

Feynman domain also incorporated
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Supersymmetry in QCD

• A hidden symmetry of Color SU(3)C in hadron 
physics

• QCD: No squarks or gluinos!

• Emerges from Light-Front Holography and 
Super-Conformal Algebra

• Color Confinement

• Massless Pion in Chiral Limit

de Téramond, Dosch, Lorcé, sjb
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Superconformal Algebra
Four-Plet Representations

&%
'$ue &%

'$e ee
�M , LB + 1  B+, LB

-R
†
�

&%
'$e ee
 B�, LB + 1

&%
'$e eu u
�T , LB

-R
†
�

Figure 1: The supersymmetric quadruplet {�M , B+, B�,�T }. Open circles represent
quarks, full circles antiquarks. The tetraquark has the same mass as its baryon partner in the
multiplet. Notice that the LF angular momentum of the negative-chirality component wave
function of a baryon  B� is one unit higher than that of the positive-chirality (leading-twist)
component  B+.

spinor wavefunction  B+ and  B�, plus two bosonic wave functions, namely the meson

�B and the tetraquark �T . These states can be arranged as a 2⇥ 2 matrix:

 
�M(LM = LB + 1)  B�(LB + 1)

 B+(LB) �T (LT = LB)

!
, (21)

on which the symmetry generators (1) and the Hamiltonian (17) operate 9.

According to this analysis, the lowest-lying light-quark tetraquark is a partner of

the b1(1235) and the nucleon; it has quantum numbers I, J
P = 0, 0+. The partners of

the a2(1320) and the �(1233) have the quantum numbers I = 0, JP = 1+. Candidates

for these states are the f0(980) and a1(1260), respectively.

2.4 Inclusion of quark masses and comparison with experiment

We have argued in [11] that the natural way to include light quark masses in the

hadron mass spectrum is to leave the LF potential unchanged as a first approximation

and add the additional term of the invariant mass �m
2 =

P
n

i=1
m

2
i

xi
to the LF kinetic

energy. The resulting LF wave function is then modified by the factor e
� 1

2��m
2
, thus

providing a relativistically invariant form for the hadronic wave functions. The e↵ect of

the nonzero quark masses for the squared hadron masses is then given by the expectation

value of �m
2 evaluated using the modified wave functions. This prescription leads to

9It is interesting to note that in Ref. [20] mesons, baryons and tetraquarks are also hadronic states
within the same multiplet.

12

Meson Baryon

Tetraquark: 
diquark + antidiquarkBaryon

Bosons, Fermions with Equal Mass!

Proton: |u[ud]> Quark + Scalar Diquark
Equal Weight: L=0, L=1

R†
� q ! [q̄q̄]

3C ! 3C

R†
� q̄ ! [qq]

3̄C ! 3̄C



Challenge: Compute Hadron Structure, 
Spectroscopy, and Dynamics from QCD!

• Color Confinement 

• Origin of the QCD Mass Scale 

• Meson and Baryon Spectroscopy 

• Exotic States: Tetraquarks, Pentaquarks, Gluonium, 

• Universal Regge Slopes: n, L, Mesons and Baryons 

• Almost Massless Pion: GMOR Chiral Symmetry Breaking

 

• QCD Coupling at all Scales   

• Eliminate Scale Uncertainties and Scheme Dependence 

3

Chiral symmetry breaking.–The chiral limit follows di-
rectly from (12) since all the coe�cients C vanish for
 6= 0 in this limit. From (12) we obtain

M2
⇡ = �(mu+md) +O

�
(mu+md)

2
�
, (14)

in the limit mu,md ! 0. It has the same linear depen-
dence in the quark mass as the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner
(GMOR) relation [43]

M2
⇡f

2
⇡ = �

1
2 (mu+md)hūu+d̄di+O

�
(mu+md)

2
�
, (15)

where the vacuum condensate h  i ⌘ 1
2 hūu + d̄di plays

the role of a chiral order parameter. The same linear de-
pendence in (14) arises for the (3 + 1) e↵ective LF Hamil-
tonian, since the constraints from the superconformal al-
gebra require that the contribution to the pion mass from
the transverse LF dynamics is identically zero [8].

The lowest mode eigenfunction in (11) has identi-
cal form as the approximate analytic solution obtained
in [21, 22], �(x) ⇠ x�1(1 � x)�2 , where the exponents
�i are determined by quark masses and the longitudinal
coupling g, which in QCD(1+1) has units of mass. In the
’t Hooft model [21] the longitudinal equation (4) becomes
the non-linear equation

 
m2

q

x
+

m2
q̄

1� x

!
�(x) +

g2NC

⇡
P

Z 1

0
dx0�(x)� �(x0)

(x� x0)2

= M2
k �(x), (16)

with ⇡m2
q/g

2NC�1+⇡�1 cot(⇡�1) = 0 from the x-power
expansion of (16) at x = ✏ and a similar expression from
the upper bound x = 1�✏. Spontaneous chiral symmetry
breaking occurs in the limit NC ! 1, followed by the
limit mq ! 0 with the result �i = (3m2

i /⇡g
2NC)1/2 from

the expansion of the transcendental equation above and

M2
⇡ = g

p
⇡NC/3 (mu +md) +O

�
(mu+md)

2
�
, (17)

from integrating (16) [21, 23]. Comparison with (14)
leads to � = g

p
⇡NC/3 = const, since g scales as

g ⇠ 1
p
NC and chiral logarithms are suppressed at

NC ! 1. We notice that both (14) and (17) receive
identical contributions from the potential and kinetic en-
ergy terms in agreement with the virial theorem.

Numerical results.–In practice, we need to know the
value of the scale � and the quark masses to compute
M2

k . In the heavy quark limit Eq. (10) coincides with the

heavy-quark e↵ective theory (HQET) result [44], which
requires that the confining scale is proportional to the
mass of the heavy meson:

p
�Q = C

p
MQ [13, 28]. The

value is C = 0.49± 0.02 GeV1/2 for MQ � 1.8 GeV [15],
namely � ' C2 = 0.24 GeV. We assume that this value
of the longitudinal confinement scale to remain constant,
a result supported by the large NC QCD(1 + 1) ’t Hooft
model discussed above. Thus, fixing C ' 0.5 GeV1/2

at all scales, we can determine the e↵ective light quark
masses mu and md from the measured pion mass and the
strange quark mass, ms, from the kaon mass using (12):
The value of the �(1020) mass is then a prediction. No-
tice that the �(1020) vector meson also has the transverse
mass component M? =

p
2� from the spin-spin interac-

tion in supersymmetric LF holographic QCD [9, 35] withp
� = 0.523 GeV.

TABLE I. Lowest expansion coe�cients C in (13).

 = 0  = 1  = 2  = 3  = 4  = 5  = 6
C(ud̄) 0.998 0 0.055 0 0.010 0 -0.003
C(us̄) 0.967 -0.231 0.100 -0.006 -0.009 0.013 -0.016
C(ss̄) 0.998 0 0.038 0 -0.045 0 -0.024
C(uc̄) 0.958 -0.267 0.097 -0.012 -0.003 0 -0.007
C(cc̄) 0.999 0 0.016 0 -0.020 0 -0.003

We show in Table I the values of the lowest expansion
coe�cients. The results for the light meson masses in
Fig. 1 correspond to the values mu = md = 28 MeV and
ms = 326 MeV. Meson masses are determined from the
stability plateau in Fig. 1. For light quark masses con-
tributions above max ' 20 introduce large uncertainties
from highly oscillatory integrands. In Fig. 2 we show the
e↵ect of the strong oscillations from the large  behavior
of the Jacobi Polynomials [46] by examining the variation
of the results for quark masses in the interval mq = 28
MeV to mq = 28⇥ 10�8 MeV.

FIG. 1. Numerical evaluation of ground state meson masses
from the stability plateau in the figure using (12). The hori-
zontal grey lines in the figure are the observed masses [45].

The distribution amplitude (DA) [47], X(x) ⌘p
x(1� x�(x), for the pion, kaon and J/ mesons are

shown in Fig. (3). Due to the rapid convergence of the
exponential wave function in the basis expansion (13),
very few modes are required to reproduce the invari-
ant mass ansatz. The DAs predicted by holographic LF
QCD at the initial nonperturbative scale should then

αs(Q2)

Valence and Higher Fock StatesℒQCD → ψH
n (xi, ⃗k ⊥i, λi)



Light-Front QCD

Eigenvalues and Eigensolutions give Hadronic 
Spectrum and Light-Front wavefunctions

HQCD
LF |�h >= M2

h|�h >

HQCD
LF =

�

i

[
m2 + k2

�
x

]i + Hint
LF

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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!n
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$!"
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$"
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, #
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)!0" , (3.29)

!q$, qN $"" 1

!n
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LQCD � HQCD
LF

Hint
LF : Matrix in Fock Space

Physical gauge: A+ = 0

Exact frame-independent formulation of 
nonperturbative QCD!

H
int
LF

LFWFs: Off-shell in P- and invariant mass

|p, Jz >=
X

n=3

 n(xi,~k?i,�i)|n;xi,~k?i,�i >



In terms of the hadron four-momentum P =
(P+, P�, ⌦P⇤) with P± = P0 ± P3, the light-
front frame independent Hamiltonian for a
hadronic composite system HQCD
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P�P+� ⌦P2

⇤, has eigenvalues given in terms of
the eigenmass M squared corresponding to
the mass spectrum of the color-singlet states
in QCD,
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difficult. We thus imagine an initial (q, qN )-pair with different flavors fOfM to be scattered off each
other by exchanging a gluon.

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

!q, qN "" 1

!n
$

%$

!
$!"

b!
$"

(k
&
, #

&
)d!

$"M
(k

&N
, #

&N
)!0" , (3.29)

!q$, qN $"" 1

!n
$

%$
!
$!"

b!
$"

(k$
&
, #$

&
)d!

$"M
(k$

&N
, #$

&N
)!0" , (3.30)
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Fig. 2. The Hamiltonian matrix for a SU(N)-meson. The matrix elements are represented by energy diagrams. Within
each block they are all of the same type: either vertex, fork or seagull diagrams. Zero matrices are denoted by a dot ( ) ).
The single gluon is absent since it cannot be color neutral.

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

!!""
!#"

(x
#
, k

!
, !

#
) or !!$"

!#"
(x

#
, k

!
, !

#
) . (3.15)

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

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

!
]"n : x

#
P%, k

!#
#x

#
P
!
, !

#
$!

!#!(x#
, k

!#
, !

#
) , (3.16)

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

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

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

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

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

#
, k

!#
, !

#
"H"n' : x'

#
, k'

!#
, !'

#
$. The structure of this

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

Hornbostel, Pauli, sjb



HQED

Coupled Fock states

Effective two-particle equation

 Azimuthal  Basis

Confining AdS/QCD  
potential!  

HLF
QCD

(H0
LF + HI

LF )|� >= M2|� >

[
�k2
� + m2

x(1� x)
+ V LF

e� ] �LF (x,�k�) = M2 �LF (x,�k�)

�,⇥

Semiclassical first approximation to QCD  

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)

Light-Front QCD

AdS/QCD:

�2 = x(1� x)b2
�

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

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

Sums an infinite # diagrams

LQCD

Eliminate higher Fock states              
and retarded interactions

⇥
� d2

d⇣2
+

1� 4L2

4⇣2
+ U(⇣)

⇤
 (⇣) =M2 (⇣)

mq = 0
Single variable Equation!-



Light-Front Holography  

AdS/QCD 
Soft-Wall  Model 

Conformal Symmetry 
of the action  

U(⇣) = 4⇣2 + 22(L + S � 1)

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

Confinement scale:   

Light-Front Schrödinger Equation Unique 
Confinement Potential!

de Tèramond, Dosch, sjb

 ' 0.5 GeV

• de Alfaro, Fubini, Furlan: Scale can appear in Hamiltonian and EQM 
without affecting conformal invariance of action!• Fubini, Rabinovici: 

e'(z) = e+2z2

Single variable  ζ

⇥
� d2

d⇣2 � 1�4L2

4⇣2 + U(⇣)
⇤
 (⇣) = M2 (⇣)

�
� 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

GeV units external to QCD: Only Ratios of Masses Determined



7th International Conference on High Energy Physics in the LHC Era7th International Conference on High Energy Physics in the LHC Era

 Stan Brodsky Supersymmetric Features of Hadron Physics 
from Superconformal Algebra 
and Light-Front Holography 19 April 2021

4/6/21, 6:11 PMUniversity Of Kentucky Logo Png, Transparent Png - kindpng

Page 1 of 4https://www.kindpng.com/imgv/iiJhTxo_university-of-kentucky-logo-png-transparent-png/

Similar With University Of Kentucky Logo Png

University Of Kentucky Logo Png, Transparent Png

!  FREE DOWNLOAD

!  FREE DOWNLOAD

FILE SIZE: 31 KB

RESOLUTION: 1280X341

IMAGE LICENSE: PERSONAL USE ONLY

DOWNLOADS: 3

/ 9 VIEWS

DOWNLOAD FREE CLIP ART1. ››

CREATE YOUR OWN LOGO2. ››

MAKE MY OWN LOGO3. ››

DOWNLOAD FREE IMAGES4. ››

VECTOR CLIP ART5. ››

MAZDA CX 5 DEALS6. ››

Sponsored | Business Focus

!  FREE DOWNLOAD

University Of Kentucky Logo Png

Monster University Png

Kansas University Logo Png

Harvard University Png

Kentucky Png

Indiana University Logo Png

POPULAR SEARCHES

Uploaded by Gabriellemii

  SEND MESSAGE    DMCA

Search ...  " BE A CONTRIBUTOR LOGIN SIGN UP

•Soft-wall dilaton profile breaks 
conformal invariance

•Color Confinement in z

•Introduces confinement scale κ

•Uses AdS5 as template for conformal 
theory

e'(z) = e+2z2

Dilaton-Modified AdS

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

https://indico.cern.ch/event/628450/
https://indico.cern.ch/event/628450/


AdS Soft-Wall Schrödinger Equation for  
bound state  of  two scalar constituents:

U(z) = �4z2 + 2�2(L + S � 1)

• de Teramond, sjbPositive-sign dilaton

⇥
� d2

dz2
� 1� 4L2

4z2
+ U(z)

⇤
�(z) =M2�(z)

e'(z) = e+2z2

Derived from variation of Action for Dilaton-Modified AdS5 

Identical to Single-Variable Light-Front Bound State Equation in ζ! 

⌅(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

Light-Front Holography



⌅(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)

� =
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x(1� x)�b2⇥

z
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z0 = 1
⇥QCD
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⇤(x,�b⇥) = ⇤(�)

⇥(z)

� =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇥
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z0 = 1
⇥QCD
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⇥QCD
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� =
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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

(µR)2 = L2 � (J � 2)2

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

Light-Front Holographic Dictionary



Holographic Mapping of AdS Modes to QCD LFWFs

• Integrate Soper formula over angles:

F (q2) = 2⇥

⇧ 1

0
dx

(1� x)
x

⇧
�d�J0

⇥
�q

⌥
1� x

x

⇤
⇤̃(x, �),

with ⌃⇤(x, �) QCD effective transverse charge density.

• Transversality variable

� =
⌥

x

1� x

���
n�1⌅

j=1

xjb⇥j

���.

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

⇧ 1

0
dxJ0

⇥
�Q

⌥
1� x

x

⇤
= �QK1(�Q),

the solution for J(Q, �) = �QK1(�Q) !

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

⌅(x,�b⇤) = ⌅(⇥)

⇤(z)

⇥ =
�

x(1� x)�b2⇤

z

z�

z0 = 1
⇥QCD

�d⇥ np

Drell-Yan-West: Form Factors are 
Convolution of LFWFs

Identical to Polchinski-Strassler Convolution of AdS Amplitudes

de Teramond, sjb



�
� @2

⇣ + 4⇣2 + 22(LB + 1) +
4L2

B � 1
4⇣2

�
 +

J = M2 +
J

Baryon Equation

Meson Equation

M2(n,LB) = 42(n + LB + 1)

�
� @2

⇣ + 4⇣2 + 22LB +
4(LB + 1)2 � 1

4⇣2

�
 �J = M2 �J

�
� @2

⇣ + 4⇣2 + 22(J � 1) +
4L2

M � 1
4⇣2

�
�J = M2�J

M2(n,LM ) = 42(n + LM )

Meson-Baryon Degeneracy for LM=LB+1

S=1/2, P=+

LF Holography

S=0, I=1 Meson is superpartner of S=1/2, I=1 Baryon

Superconformal  
Quantum Mechanics 

Same   !
S=0, P=+

� = 2

de Téramond, Dosch, Lorcé, sjb
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� = 0.59 GeV (pseudoscalar) and 0.54 GeV (vector mesons)

Instituto de Ciencias Nucleares, UNAM, México DF, 2 December 2015
Page 14

Figure 1: Comparison of the light-front holographic prediction [1] M
2(n, L, S) =

4�(n+ L+ S/2) for the orbital L and radial n excitations of the meson spectrum with
experiment. See Ref. [2]

1 Introduction

A remarkable empirical feature of the hadronic spectrum is the near equality of the

slopes of meson and baryon Regge trajectories. The square of the masses of hadrons

composed of light quarks is linearly proportional not only to L, the orbital angular

momentum, but also to the principal quantum number n, the number of radial nodes in

the hadronic wavefunction as seen in Fig. 1. The Regge slopes in n and L are equal, as in

the meson formula M
2
M
(n, L, S) = 4�(n+L+S/2 from light front holographic QCD [1],

but even more surprising, they are observed to be equal for both the meson and baryon

trajectories, as shown in Fig. 2. The mean value for all of the slopes is  =
p
� = 0.523

GeV. See Fig. 3.

4

M2(n,L, S) = 42(n + L + S/2) Equal Slope in n and L



Supersymmetry across the light and heavy-light spectrum
de Téramond, Dosch, Lorcé, sjb



Supersymmetry across the light and heavy-light spectrum

Heavy charm quark mass does not break supersymmetry

de Téramond, Dosch, Lorcé, sjb



A.P.  Trawinski, S.D. Glazek, H. D. Dosch, G. de Teramond, sjb

Connection to the Linear Instant-Form Potential

Linear instant nonrelativistic form V (r) = Cr for heavy quarks

Harmonic Oscillator U(⇣) = 4⇣2 LF Potential for relativistic light quarks
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`

• Universal quark light-front kinetic energy 

• Universal quark light-front potential energy 

• Universal Constant Contribution from AdS 
and Superconformal Quantum Mechanics

�M2
LFKE = 2(1 + 2n + L)

�M2
LFPE = 2(1 + 2n + L)

Equal: 
Virial 

Theorem 

hyperfine spin-spin

�M2
spin = 22(L + 2S + B � 1)

M2
H

2
= (1 + 2n + L) + (1 + 2n + L) + (2L + 4S + 2B � 2)

Universal Hadronic Decomposition



Prediction from AdS/QCD: Meson LFWF
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µR

µR = Q

µF = µR
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massless quarks

Note coupling  
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Provides Connection of Confinement to Hadron Structure
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e'(z) = e+2z

C. D. Roberts et al.



General remarks about orbital angular mo-
mentum

�n(xi, k�i,�i)

�n
i=1(xi
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• Light Front Wavefunctions:                                   

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

“Hadronization at the Amplitude Level”

o↵-shell in P� and invariant massM2
qq̄

General remarks about orbital angular mo-
mentum

�n(xi, k�i,�i)

�n
i=1(xi

 R�+ b�i) =  R�

xi
 R�+ b�i

�n
i
 b�i =  0�

�n
i xi = 1

Boost-invariant LFWF connects confined quarks and gluons to hadrons

x,~k?

1� x,�~k?

Proceeds in LF time  within casual horizon
Instant time violates causality

τ
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LFHQCD: Underlying Principles

• Poincarè Invariance: Independent of the observer’s Lorentz 
frame:  Quantization at Fixed Light-Front Time τ 

• Causality: Information within causal horizon:  Light-Front 

• Light-Front Holography: AdS5 = LF (3+1) 

• Introduce Mass Scale κ while retaining the Conformal 
Invariance of the Action (dAFF) 

• Unique Dilaton in AdS5:   

• Unique color-confining LF Potential 

• Superconformal Algebra:  Mass Degenerate 4-Plet:

U(⇣2) = 4⇣2

e+2z2

Meson qq̄ $ Baryon q[qq] $ Tetraquark [qq][q̄q̄]

z $ ⇣ where ⇣2 = b2?x(1� x)
Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 9
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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)

Dynamics + Spectroscopy! 



Superconformal Algebra
2X2 Hadronic Multiplets
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Figure 1: The supersymmetric quadruplet {�M , B+, B�,�T }. Open circles represent
quarks, full circles antiquarks. The tetraquark has the same mass as its baryon partner in the
multiplet. Notice that the LF angular momentum of the negative-chirality component wave
function of a baryon  B� is one unit higher than that of the positive-chirality (leading-twist)
component  B+.

spinor wavefunction  B+ and  B�, plus two bosonic wave functions, namely the meson

�B and the tetraquark �T . These states can be arranged as a 2⇥ 2 matrix:

 
�M(LM = LB + 1)  B�(LB + 1)

 B+(LB) �T (LT = LB)

!
, (21)

on which the symmetry generators (1) and the Hamiltonian (17) operate 9.

According to this analysis, the lowest-lying light-quark tetraquark is a partner of

the b1(1235) and the nucleon; it has quantum numbers I, J
P = 0, 0+. The partners of

the a2(1320) and the �(1233) have the quantum numbers I = 0, JP = 1+. Candidates

for these states are the f0(980) and a1(1260), respectively.

2.4 Inclusion of quark masses and comparison with experiment

We have argued in [11] that the natural way to include light quark masses in the

hadron mass spectrum is to leave the LF potential unchanged as a first approximation

and add the additional term of the invariant mass �m
2 =

P
n

i=1
m

2
i

xi
to the LF kinetic

energy. The resulting LF wave function is then modified by the factor e
� 1

2��m
2
, thus

providing a relativistically invariant form for the hadronic wave functions. The e↵ect of

the nonzero quark masses for the squared hadron masses is then given by the expectation

value of �m
2 evaluated using the modified wave functions. This prescription leads to

9It is interesting to note that in Ref. [20] mesons, baryons and tetraquarks are also hadronic states
within the same multiplet.
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Meson Baryon

Baryon

Bosons, Fermions with Equal Mass!

Proton: |u[ud]> Quark + Scalar Diquark
Equal Weight: L=0, L=1

R†
� q ! [q̄q̄]

3C ! 3C

R†
� q̄ ! [qq]

3̄C ! 3̄C

Tetraquark: 
diquark + antidiquark



]

uu

ū

uu

uu
L = 0

L = 1

R†
� q ! [q̄q̄]

3C ! 3C

R†
� q̄ ! (qq)
3̄C ! 3̄C

( )

( ) ( )
[

JPC = 2++

JP =
3

2

+ JPC = 1++

L = 0

�+(1232)

L = 1, S = 1

u u

u ū

f2(1270)

S = 1
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Superconformal Algebra 4-Plet 

Vector ()+ Scalar [] Diquarks
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Supersymmetry across the light and heavy-light spectrum
de Téramond, Dosch, Lorcé, sjb



Supersymmetry across the light and heavy-light spectrum

Heavy charm quark mass does not break supersymmetry

de Téramond, Dosch, Lorcé, sjb



M. Nielsen, 
sjbNew Organization of the Hadron Spectrum

Meson Baryon        Tetraquark



a


a

Superpartners for states with one c quark

predictions             beautiful agreement!M. Nielsen, sjb 99



Structure of Hadron Bound-State Equations in LFHQCD

4 Heavy-light and heavy-heavy hadronic sectors

• Extension to the heavy-light hadronic sector

[H. G. Dosch, GdT, S. J. Brodsky, PRD 92, 074010 (2015), PRD 95, 034016 (2017)]

• Extension to the double-heavy hadronic sector

[M. Nielsen and S. J. Brodsky, PRD, 114001 (2018)]

[M. Nielsen, S. J. Brodsky, GdT, H. G. Dosch, F. S. Navarra, L. Zou, PRD 98, 034002 (2018)]

• Extension to the isoscalar hadronic sector

[L. Zou, H. G. Dosch, GdT,S. J. Brodsky, arXiv:1901.11205 [hep-ph]]

Bound States in QCD, St Goar, 9 April 2019

Page 12



G. de Teramond, H. G. Dosch, sjb 

U(⇣2) = 4⇣2 + 22(J � 1)

z ! ⇣

Pion: Negative term  for J=0 cancels 
positive terms from LFKE and potentialm⇡ = 0 if mq = 0

Massless pion! 

~⇣2 = ~b2?x(1� x)
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Fig: Orbital and radial AdS modes in the soft wall model for � = 0.6 GeV .
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S = 0 S = 0

Soft Wall 
Model

mq = 0

Quark separation 
increases with L

Pion has 
zero mass!

Same slope in n and L!



• Relativistic Quantum-Mechanical Wavefunction of the 
pion eigenstate

• Independent of the observer’s or pion’s motion

• No Lorentz contraction; causal

• Confined quark-antiquark bound state

The Pion’s  Valence Light-Front Wavefunction

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
d lnQ2 < 0

u

x, ⃗k ⊥

1 − x, − ⃗k ⊥

Ψπ(x, ⃗k ⊥) = < q(x, ⃗k ⊥)q̄(1 − x, − ⃗k ⊥) | π >

π

HQCD
LF |π > = m2

π |π >

Ψπ(x, ⃗k ⊥)
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Pion EM Form Factor

Pion form factor compared with data

 6

G.F. de Téramond and S.J. Brodsky,  Proc. Sci. LC2010 (2010) 029. 
S.J. Brodsky, G.F. de Téramond, H.G. Dosch, J. Erlich, Phys. Rep. 584, 1 (2015). [Sec. 6.1.5]

F⇡(t) =
X

⌧

P⌧F⌧ (t)
X

⌧

P⌧ = 1

Truncated at twist-τ = 4 

F⇡(t) = c2F⌧=2(t) + (1� c2)F⌧=4(t)
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γu ≡
2χpγp þ χnγn
2χp þ χn

; γd ≡
2χnγn þ χpγp
2χn þ χp

; ð19Þ

where the higher Fock probabilities γp;n represent the large
distance pion contribution and have the values γp ¼ 0.27
and γn ¼ 0.38 [56]. Our results for Eq

vðx; tÞ are displayed
in Fig. 3.
Pion GPD.—The expression for the pion GPD

Hu;d̄
v ðx; tÞ ¼ qu;d̄v ðxÞ exp ½tfðxÞ& follows from the pion FF

in [81], where the contribution from higher Fock compo-
nents was determined from the analysis of the timelike
region [81]. Up to twist 4,

qu;d̄v ðxÞ ¼ ð1 − γÞqτ¼2ðxÞ þ γqτ¼4ðxÞ; ð20Þ

where the PDFs are normalized to the valence quark
content of the pion

R
1
0 dxq

u;d̄
v ðxÞ ¼ 1, and γ ¼ 0.125

represents the meson cloud contribution determined in [28].
The pion PDFs are evolved to μ2 ¼ 27 GeV2 at next-to-

leadingorder (NLO) to comparewith theNLOglobal analysis
in [82,83] of the data [84]. The initial scale is set at μ0 ¼
1.1'0.2 GeV from the matching procedure in Ref. [75] at
NLO. The result is shown in Fig. 4, and the t dependence of
Hq

vðx; tÞ is illustrated in Fig. 5. We have also included the
NNLO results in Fig. 4, to comparewith future data analysis.
Our results are in good agreement with the data analysis

in Ref. [82] and consistent with the nucleon global fit
results through the GPD universality described here. There
is, however, a tension with the data analysis in [83] for
x ≥ 0.6 and with the Dyson-Schwinger results in [85],
which incorporate the ð1 − xÞ2 pQCD falloff at large x from
hard gluon transfer to the spectator quarks. In contrast, our
nonperturbative results falloff as 1 − x from the leading

twist-2 term in (20). A softer falloff ∼ð1 − xÞ1.5 in Fig. 4
follows from DGLAP evolution. Our analysis incorporates
the nonperturbative behavior of effective LFWFs in the
limit of zero quark masses. However, if we include a
nonzero quark mass in the LFWFs [28,86,87], the PDFs
will be further suppressed at x → 1.
Effective LFWFs.—Form factors in light-front quantiza-

tion can be written in terms of an effective single-particle
density [88]

FðQ2Þ ¼
Z

1

0
dxρðx;QÞ; ð21Þ

where ρðx;QÞ ¼ 2π
R∞
0 dbbJ0½bQð1 − xÞ&jψ effðx; bÞj2

with transverse separation b ¼ jb⊥j. From (8), we find
the effective LFWF

ψτ
effðx;b⊥Þ ¼

1

2
ffiffiffi
π

p

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
qτðxÞ
fðxÞ

s

ð1 − xÞ exp
"
−
ð1 − xÞ2

8fðxÞ
b2⊥

#
;

ð22Þ

FIG. 3. Nucleon GPDs for different values of −t ¼ Q2 at
the scale μ0 ¼ 1.06'0.15 GeV. (Top) Spin nonflip Hq

vðx; tÞ.
(Bottom) Spin-flip Eq

vðx; tÞ.

FIG. 4. Comparison for xqðxÞ in the pion from LFHQCD (red
band) with the NLO fits [82,83] (gray band and green curve) and
the LO extraction [84]. NNLO results are also included (light blue
band). LFHQCD results are evolved from the initial scale μ0 ¼
1.1'0.2 GeV at NLO and the initial scale μ0 ¼ 1.06'0.15 GeV
at NNLO.

FIG. 5. Pion GPD for different values of −t ¼ Q2 at the scale
μ0 ¼ 1.1'0.2 GeV.

PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 120, 182001 (2018)

182001-4

Universality of Generalized Parton Distributions in Light-Front Holographic QCD 

Guy F. de Te ́ramond, Tianbo Liu, Raza Sabbir Sufian, Hans Günter Dosch, Stanley J. Brodsky, 
and Alexandre Deur PHYSICAL REVIEW LETTERS 120, 182001 (2018) 
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to constrain the non-minimal sea quark.
The value of the isovector axial charge gA = 1.2732(23)

is precisely determined by the neutron weak decay [58].
As shown in Table I, its values evaluated with a minimal
sea component, gA,min, are smaller than the experimental
value. To in the value of gA with the minimal shift u⌧ !

u⌧ + �⌧,u, ū⌧ ! ū⌧ + �⌧,u and similarly for the d-quark,
implies a positive shift �⌧=5,u and/or �⌧=6,d. Therefore,
we satisfy the sum rule by the shift �⌧=5,u and �⌧=6,d, and
take the variation between them as part of the theoretical
uncertainty.

10�3 10�2 10�1 100

x

0.0

0.2

0.4
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0.8

x
[�

u
+

�
�

d +
] µ2 = 5 GeV2

This work(I)
This work(II)
This work(III)
NNPDFpol1.1
JLab-E06-014
JLab-E99-117
JLab-EG1b
HERMES
COMPASS

FIG. 1. Polarized distributions of the isovector combina-
tion x[�u+(x)��d+(x)] in comparison with NNPDF global
fit [15] and experimental data [6–10, 12]. Three sets of param-
eters, see Table I, are determined from the Dirac form factor
and unpolarized valence distributions. The bands represent
the variation with di↵erent approaches to saturate the axial
sum rule. The blue dashed curve shows the result with only
valence state contribution.

For the universal reparametrization function w(x), we
take the same form as in [50],

w(x) = x
1�x exp[�a(1 � x)2], (31)

with the parameter “a” fixed with the first moment of
unpolarized valence quark distributions. One can in
principle adopt any parametrization form that fulfills
the boundary conditions (7) and (8), and the predictive
power is kept by the universality of w(x) for all PDFs.
For comparison with measurements, we evolve the distri-
butions from 1.06GeV, which is the matching scale sug-
gested by the study of the strong coupling constant [59].
As shown in Figs. 1-3, our numerical results are in good
agreement with the global fit [15] and measurements [6–
10, 12]. The isovector combination �u+ � �d+, where
u+ and d+ stand for u + ū and d + d̄, is the distribu-
tion relevant to the axial charge sum rule (30). In Fig. 1,
the dashed blue curve is the contribution from the va-
lence state only, and the di↵erence with the full results,

FIG. 2. Polarized distributions of u, d, ū, and d̄ in comparison
with NNPDF global fit [15] and experimental data [10, 12].
The bands have the same meaning as in Fig. 1.

FIG. 3. Helicity asymmetries of u + ū and d + d̄ compared
with measurements. The bands and symbols have the same
meaning as in Fig. 1.

cases I, II and III, which include saturation of the ax-
ial sum rule is noticeable. This is consistent with the
analysis of the Pauli form factor in [60], which demon-
strates the significance of the sea quarks in describing
spin-related quantities. For each single flavor, shown in
Fig. 2, the variation of the results with three sets of co-
e�cients is large, because the sea quark coe�cients are
not well constrained by the procedure discussed above.
Furthermore, the truncation of the Fock state up to five-
quark states allowing only one pair of sea quarks may
potentially result in greater theoretical uncertainties for
each individual flavor. The axial sum rule provides an
important constraint but still leave some flexibility, like
adding the same term to uū and dd̄. Since the goal of this
letter is to introduce a new approach to study polarized

4

to constrain the non-minimal sea quark.
The value of the isovector axial charge gA = 1.2732(23)

is precisely determined by the neutron weak decay [58].
As shown in Table I, its values evaluated with a minimal
sea component, gA,min, are smaller than the experimental
value. To in the value of gA with the minimal shift u⌧ !

u⌧ + �⌧,u, ū⌧ ! ū⌧ + �⌧,u and similarly for the d-quark,
implies a positive shift �⌧=5,u and/or �⌧=6,d. Therefore,
we satisfy the sum rule by the shift �⌧=5,u and �⌧=6,d, and
take the variation between them as part of the theoretical
uncertainty.

FIG. 1. Polarized distributions of the isovector combina-
tion x[�u+(x)��d+(x)] in comparison with NNPDF global
fit [15] and experimental data [6–10, 12]. Three sets of param-
eters, see Table I, are determined from the Dirac form factor
and unpolarized valence distributions. The bands represent
the variation with di↵erent approaches to saturate the axial
sum rule. The blue dashed curve shows the result with only
valence state contribution.

For the universal reparametrization function w(x), we
take the same form as in [50],

w(x) = x
1�x exp[�a(1 � x)2], (31)

with the parameter “a” fixed with the first moment of
unpolarized valence quark distributions. One can in
principle adopt any parametrization form that fulfills
the boundary conditions (7) and (8), and the predictive
power is kept by the universality of w(x) for all PDFs.
For comparison with measurements, we evolve the distri-
butions from 1.06GeV, which is the matching scale sug-
gested by the study of the strong coupling constant [59].
As shown in Figs. 1-3, our numerical results are in good
agreement with the global fit [15] and measurements [6–
10, 12]. The isovector combination �u+ � �d+, where
u+ and d+ stand for u + ū and d + d̄, is the distribu-
tion relevant to the axial charge sum rule (30). In Fig. 1,
the dashed blue curve is the contribution from the va-
lence state only, and the di↵erence with the full results,

FIG. 2. Polarized distributions of u, d, ū, and d̄ in comparison
with NNPDF global fit [15] and experimental data [10, 12].
The bands have the same meaning as in Fig. 1.
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FIG. 3. Helicity asymmetries of u + ū and d + d̄ compared
with measurements. The bands and symbols have the same
meaning as in Fig. 1.

cases I, II and III, which include saturation of the ax-
ial sum rule is noticeable. This is consistent with the
analysis of the Pauli form factor in [60], which demon-
strates the significance of the sea quarks in describing
spin-related quantities. For each single flavor, shown in
Fig. 2, the variation of the results with three sets of co-
e�cients is large, because the sea quark coe�cients are
not well constrained by the procedure discussed above.
Furthermore, the truncation of the Fock state up to five-
quark states allowing only one pair of sea quarks may
potentially result in greater theoretical uncertainties for
each individual flavor. The axial sum rule provides an
important constraint but still leave some flexibility, like
adding the same term to uū and dd̄. Since the goal of this
letter is to introduce a new approach to study polarized
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Polarized distributions for the 

isovector combination x[∆u+ (x) − ∆d+ (x)]

u+(x) = u(x) + ū(x)d+(x) = d(x) + d̄(x)

Δq(x) = q↑(x) − q↓(x)



Using SU(6) flavor symmetry and normalization to static quantities
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From overlap of L = 1 and L = 0 LFWFs



we find qτðxÞ ∼ ð1 − xÞ2τ−3, which is precisely the Drell-
Yan inclusive counting rule at x → 1 [63–65], correspond-
ing to the form factor behavior at large Q2 (3).
From Eq. (10), it follows that the conditions (13) are

equivalent to f0ð1Þ ¼ 0 and f00ð1Þ ≠ 0. Since logðxÞ∼
1 − x for x ∼ 1, a simple ansatz for fðxÞ consistent with
(7), (11), and (13) is

fðxÞ ¼ 1

4λ

!
ð1 − xÞ log

"
1

x

#
þ að1 − xÞ2

$
; ð14Þ

with a being a flavor-independent parameter. From (10),

wðxÞ ¼ x1−xe−að1−xÞ
2
; ð15Þ

an expression that incorporates Regge behavior at small x
and inclusive counting rules at large x.
Nucleon GPDs.—The nucleon GPDs are extracted from

nucleon FF data [66–70] choosing specific x and t depend-
ences of the GPDs for each flavor. One then finds the best
fit reproducing the measured FFs and the valence PDFs. In
our analysis of nucleon FFs [56], three free parameters are
required: these are r, interpreted as an SU(6) breaking
effect for the Dirac neutron FF, and γp and γn, which
account for the probabilities of higher Fock components
(meson cloud) and are significant only for the Pauli FFs.
The hadronic scale λ is fixed by the ρ-Regge trajectory [28],
whereas the Pauli FFs are normalized to the experimental
values of the anomalous magnetic moments.
Helicity nonflip distributions: Using the results from [56]

for the Dirac flavor FFs, we write the spin nonflip valence
GPDs Hqðx; tÞ ¼ qðxÞ exp ½tfðxÞ& with

uvðxÞ ¼
"
2 −

r
3

#
qτ¼3ðxÞ þ

r
3
qτ¼4ðxÞ; ð16Þ

dvðxÞ ¼
"
1 −

2r
3

#
qτ¼3ðxÞ þ

2r
3
qτ¼4ðxÞ; ð17Þ

for the u and d PDFs normalized to the valence content of
the proton:

R
1
0 dxuvðxÞ ¼ 2 and

R
1
0 dxdvðxÞ ¼ 1. The PDF

qτðxÞ and the profile function fðxÞ are given by (9) and
(10), and wðxÞ is given by (15). Positivity of the PDFs
implies that r ≤ 3=2, which is smaller than the value r ¼
2.08 found in [56]. We shall use the maximum value
r ¼ 3=2, which does not change significantly our results
in [56].
The PDFs (16) and (17) are evolved to a higher

scale μ with the Dokshitzer-Gribov-Lipatov-Altarelli-
Parisi (DGLAP) equation [71–73] in the M̄S scheme using
the HOPPET toolkit [74]. The initial scale is chosen at the
matching scale between LFHQCD and perturbative QCD
(pQCD) as μ0 ¼ 1.06'0.15 GeV [75] in the M̄S scheme at
next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO). The strong cou-
pling constant αs at the scale of the Z-boson mass is set to

0.1182 [76], and the heavy quark thresholds are set with
M̄S quark masses as mc¼ 1.28 GeV and mb¼ 4.18 GeV
[76]. The PDFs are evolved to μ2 ¼ 10 GeV2 at NNLO to
compare with the global fits by the MMHT [5], CT [6], and
NNPDF [77] collaborations as shown in Fig. 1. The value
a ¼ 0.531' 0.037 is determined from the first moment of
the GPD,

R
1
0 dxxH

q
vðx; t ¼ 0Þ ¼ Aq

vð0Þ from the global data
fits with average values Au

vð0Þ ¼ 0.261' 0.005 and
Ad
vð0Þ ¼ 0.109' 0.005. The model uncertainty (red band)

includes the uncertainties in a and μ0 [78]. We also indicate
the difference between our results and global fits in Fig. 2.
The t dependence of Hq

vðx; tÞ is illustrated in Fig. 3.
Since our PDFs scale as qðxÞ ∼ x−1=2 for small x, the
Kuti-Weisskopf behavior for the nonsinglet structure
functions F2pðxÞ − F2nðxÞ ∼ x½uvðxÞ − dvðxÞ& ∼ x1=2 is
satisfied [79,80].
Helicity-flip distributions: The spin-flip GPDsEq

vðx; tÞ ¼
eqvðxÞ exp ½tfðxÞ& follow from the flavor Pauli FFs in [56]
given in terms of twist-4 and twist-6 contributions

eqvðxÞ ¼ χq½ð1 − γqÞqτ¼4ðxÞ þ γqqτ¼6ðxÞ&; ð18Þ

normalized to the flavor anomalous magnetic momentR
1
0 dxeqvðxÞ ¼ χq, with χu ¼ 2χp þ χn ¼ 1.673 and
χd ¼ 2χn þ χp ¼ −2.033. The factors γu and γd are

FIG. 1. Comparison for xqðxÞ in the proton from LFHQCD (red
bands) and global fits: MMHT2014 (blue bands) [5], CT14 [6]
(cyan bands), and NNPDF3.0 (gray bands) [77]. LFHQCD
results are evolved from the initial scale μ0 ¼ 1.06'0.15 GeV.

FIG. 2. Difference between our PDF results and global fits.
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LFHQCD: An overview

Polarized GPDs and PDFs (HLFHS Collaboration, 2019)

• Separation of chiralities in the AdS action allows computation of the matrix elements of the axial current

including the correct normalization, once the coefficients c⌧ are fixed for the vector current

• Helicity retention between quark and parent hadron (pQCD prediction): limx!1
�q(x)
q(x) = 1

• No spin correlation with parent hadron: limx!0
�q(x)
q(x) = 0
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QCD Hidden-Color Hexadiquark in the Core of Nuclei

J. Rittenhouse West, G. de Teramond,  A. S. Goldhaber, I. Schmidt, sjb
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Underlying Principles

• Polncarè Invariance: Independent of the observer’s Lorentz 
frame:  Quantization at Fixed Light-Front Time τ 

• Causality: Information within causal horizon:  Light-Front 

• Light-Front Holography: AdS5 = LF (3+1) 

• Introduce mass scale κ while retaining conformal invariance of 
the Action (dAFF) 

• Unique Dilaton in AdS5:   

• Unique color-confining LF Potential 

• Superconformal Algebra:  Mass Degenerate 4-Plet:

U(⇣2) = 4⇣2

e+2z2

Meson qq̄ $ Baryon q[qq] $ Tetraquark [qq][q̄q̄]

z $ ⇣ where ⇣2 = b2?x(1� x)
Exploring QCD, Cambridge, August 20-24, 2007 Page 9

“Emergent Mass”

https://indico.cern.ch/event/628450/
https://indico.cern.ch/event/628450/


Valparaiso, Chile  May 19-20, 2011 
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Light-Front Holography:  First Approximation to QCD
• Color Confinement, Analytic form of confinement potential 

• Retains underlying conformal properties of QCD despite mass scale  (DeAlfaro-Fubini-
Furlan Principle) 

• Massless quark-antiquark pion bound state in chiral limit, GMOR 

• QCD coupling at all scales 

• Connection of perturbative and nonperturbative mass scales 

• Poincarè Invariant 

•Hadron Spectroscopy-Regge Trajectories with universal slopes in n, L 

•Supersymmetric 4-Plet:  Meson-Baryon -Tetraquark Symmetry 

•Light-Front Wavefunctions 

•Form Factors, Structure Functions, Hadronic Observables 

•OPE: Constituent Counting Rules 

•Hadronization at the Amplitude Level:  Many Phenomenological Tests 

•Systematically improvable:  Basis LF Quantization (BLFQ)



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

c

c

c̄

P+ = P0 + Pz

Fixed ⌅ = t + z/c

xi = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P0+Pz

⇧(⇤, b�)

⇥ = d�s(Q2)
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Singapore

Intrinsic Heavy Quark Phenomena 
A Novel Property of QCD

with P. Hoyer, N. Sakai, C. Peterson, A. Mueller, J. Collins, S. Ellis,  J. Gunion, G. Lykasov 

Implications of LHCb measurements and future prospects
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