arXiv:1108.0527v1 [hep-ph] 2 Aug 2011

Few-Body Systems manuscript No. (will be inserted by the editor)

Thomas Gutsche^1, Valery E. Lyubovitskij^{1,∗}, Ivan Schmidt^2, Alfredo Vega^2

Mesons and baryons in a soft-wall holographic approach

Received: date / Accepted: date

Abstract We discuss a holographic soft-wall model developed for the description of mesons and baryons with adjustable quantum numbers n,J,L,S. This approach is based on an action which describes hadrons with broken conformal invariance and which incorporates confinement through the presence of a background dilaton field.

Keywords Soft-wall holographic model, dilaton, hadrons, mass spectrum

1 Introduction

Based on the correspondence of string theory in anti-de Sitter (AdS) space and conformal field theory (CFT) in physical space-time [1], a class of AdS/QCD approaches was recently successfully developed for describing the phenomenology of hadronic properties. In order to break conformal invariance and incorporate confinement in the infrared (IR) region two alternative AdS/QCD backgrounds have been suggested in the literature: the “hard-wall” approach [2], based on the introduction of an IR brane cutoff in the fifth dimension, and the “soft-wall” approach [3], based on using a soft cutoff. This last procedure can be introduced in the following ways: i) as a background field (dilaton) in the overall exponential of the action, ii) in the warping factor of the AdS metric, iii) in the effective potential of the action. These methods are in principle equivalent to each other due to a redefinition of the bulk field involving the dilaton field or by a redefinition of the effective potential. In the literature there exist detailed discussions of the sign of the dilaton profile in the dilaton exponential exp(±φ) [3, 4, 5, 6, 7] for the soft-wall model (for a discussion of the sign of the dilaton in the warping factor of the AdS metric see Refs. [8]). The negative sign was suggested in Ref. [3] and recently discussed in Ref. [7]. It leads to a Regge-like behavior of the meson spectrum, including a straightforward extension to fields of higher spin J. Also, in Ref. [7] it was shown that this choice of the dilaton sign guarantees the absence of a spurious massless scalar mode in the vector channel of the soft-wall model. We stress that alternative versions of this model with a positive sign are also possible. One should just redefine the bulk field V as V = exp(φ)Ṽ , where the transformed field corresponds to the dilaton with an opposite profile. It is clear that the underlying action changes, and extra potential terms are generated depending on the dilaton field (see detailed discussion in [9]).

∗ On leave of absence from Department of Physics, Tomsk State University, 634050 Tomsk, Russia

This work was supported by Federal Targeted Program ”Scientific and scientific-pedagogical personnel of innovative Russia” Contract No. 02.740.11.0238, by FONDECYT (Chile) under Grant No. 1100287. A.V. acknowledges the financial support from FONDECYT (Chile) Grant No. 3100028.

Presented by Valery E. Lyubovitskij at LIGHTCONE 2011, 23 - 27 May, 2011, Dallas.

1 Institut für Theoretische Physik, Universität Tübingen, Kepler Center for Astro and Particle Physics, Auf der Morgenstelle 14, D-72076 Tübingen, Germany · 2 Departamento de Física y Centro Científico Tecnológico de Valparaíso (CCTVal), Universidad Técnica Federico Santa María, Casilla 110-V, Valparaíso, Chile

2 Bosonic case

First we demonstrate the equivalence of both versions of the soft-wall model with a positive and negative dilaton profile in the case of the bosonic field, and afterwards we consider the fermionic field and extension to higher values of total angular momentum J. We consider the propagation of a scalar field S(x,z) in d + 1 dimensional AdS space. The AdS metric is specified by ds^2 = g_{MN} dx^M dx^N = η_{ab} e^{2A(z)} dx^adx^b = e^{2A(z)} (η_{μν} dx^μ dx^ν − dz^2), η_{μν} = diag(1,−1,...,−1), where M and N = 0,1,···,d are the space-time (base manifold) indices, a = (μ,z) and b = (ν,z) are the local Lorentz (tangent) indices, g_{MN} and η_{ab} are curved and flat metric tensors, which are related by the vielbein ε^a_M(z) = e^{A(z)} δ^a_M as g_{MN} = ε^a_Mε^b_N η_{ab}. Here z is the holographic coordinate, R is the AdS radius, and g = |detg_{MN} | = e^{2A(z)(d+1)}. In the following we restrict ourselves to a conformal-invariant metric with A(z) = log(R/z).

The actions for the scalar field (J = 0) with a positive and negative dilaton are [4, 5]

S^+_0 = 1 2 ∫ d^d xdz √ ge^{φ(z)} [ g^{MN} ∂_MS^+(x,z)∂_NS^+(x,z) − μ^2_0 S^+(x,z)S^+(x,z) ] (1) and [10]

S^−_0 = 1 2 ∫ d^d xdz √ ge^{−φ(z)} [ g^{MN} ∂_MS^−(x,z)∂_NS^−(x,z) − ( μ^2_0 + ΔV_0(z) ) S^−(x,z)S^−(x,z) ] . (2)

The superscripts + and − correspond to the cases of a positive or negative dilaton, respectively. The actions are equivalent to each other, which is obvious by the bulk field redefinition: S^±(x,z) = e^{∓φ(z)}S^∓(x,z). The difference between the two actions is absorbed in the effective potential ΔV_0(z) = e^{−2A(z)}ΔU_0(z), where ΔU_0(z) = φ^{′′}(z) + (d − 1)φ^′(z)A^′(z). The quantity μ^2_0 R^2 = Δ(Δ − d) is the bulk boson mass, where Δ is the dimension of the interpolating operator dual to the scalar bulk field. For the case of the bulk fields dual to the scalar fields Δ = 2 + L, where L = max|L_z| is the maximal value of the z-component of the orbital angular momentum [4, 5]. In particular, we have L = 0 for J^P = 0^− states and L = 1 for J^P = 0^+ states. Notice that Δ is identified with the twist τ of two-parton states. Later we will show that τ for meson states is independent on the total angular momentum J, i.e. Δ_J ≡ τ = 2 + L. Notice that both actions have the correct conformal limit at z → 0, where the dilaton field vanishes and conformal invariance is restored.

In a next step we modify the above form of the actions to obtain expressions which are more convenient in applications. First, one can remove the dilaton field from the overall exponential by a specific redefinition of the bulk field S^± as: S^±(x,z) = e^{∓φ(z)/2}S(x,z). In terms of the field S(x,z) the transformed action, which now is universal for both versions of the soft-wall model, reads [4, 5]:

S_0 = 1 2 ∫ d^d xdz √ g [ g^{MN} ∂_MS(x,z)∂_NS(x,z) − (μ^2_0 +V_0(z))S^2(x,z) ] , (3)

where V_0(z) = e^{−2A(z)}U_0(z) and with the effective potential

U_0(z) = 1 2 φ^{′′}(z) + 1 4 (φ^′(z))^2 + d − 1 2 φ^′(z)A^′(z). (4)

The last expression is identical with the light-front effective potential found in Ref. [5] for d = 4, J = 0 [see Eq.(10)]. With Lorentzian signature the action (3) is given by

S_0 = 1 2 ∫ d^d xdze^{B0(z)} [ ∂_μ S(x,z)∂^μ S(x,z) − ∂_zS(x,z)∂_zS(x,z) − ( e^{2A(z)}μ^2 +U_0(z) ) S^2(x,z) ] , B_0(z) = (d − 1)A(z). (5)

Then we use a Kaluza-Klein (KK) expansion S(x,z) = ∑_n S_n(x) Φ_n(z), where n is the radial quantum number, S_n(x) is the tower of the KK modes dual to scalar mesons and Φ_n are their extra-dimensional profiles (wave-functions). We suppose a free propagation of the bulk field along the d Poincaré coordinates with fourmomentum p, and a constrained propagation along the (d + 1)-th coordinate z (due to confinement imposed by the dilaton field).

Performing the substitution Φ_n(z) = e^{−B0(z)/2}ϕ_n(z) and restricting to mass-shell p^2 = M^2_{n0} we derive the Schrödinger-type EOM for ϕ_n(z): [ − d^2 dz^2 + 4L^2 − 1

4z^2

+U_0(z) ] ϕ_n(z) = M^2_{n0}ϕ_n(z) (6)

where

ϕ_n(z) = √ 2Γ (n + 1) Γ (n + L + 1) κ^{L+1} z^{L+1/2} e^{−κ2z2/2} L^L_n (κ^2z^2) (7)

and M^2_{n0} = 4κ^2 ( n+^L_2 ) is the mass spectrum of scalar field. Here we use the generalized Laguerre polynomials L^m_n (x). Notice that the normalizable mode Φ_n(z) has the correct behavior in both the ultraviolet (UV) and infrared (IR) limits: Φ_n(z) ∼ z^{2+L} at small z, Φ_n(z) → 0 at large z. Using the KK expansion, EOM for the KK profiles Φ_n(z), the d + 1-dimensional action for the bulk field reduces to a d-dimensional action for the scalar fields S_n(x) dual to scalar mesons with masses M_{n0}:

S^{(d)}_0 = 1 2 ∑_n ∫ d^d x [ ∂_μ S_n(x)∂^μ S_n(x) − M^2_{n0}S^2_n(x) ] . (8)

This last equation is a manifestation of the gauge-gravity duality. In particular, it explicitly demonstrates that effective actions for conventional hadrons in d dimensions can be generated from actions for bulk fields propagating in extra d + 1 dimensions. The impact of the extra-dimension is encoded in the hadronic mass squared M^2_n , which is the solution of the Schrödinger equation (6) for the KK profile in extra dimension ϕ_n(z). For the case of the vector field V_M(x,z) we proceed by analogy. After straightforward algebra we derive the Schrödinger-type EOM for the KK mode and find the mass spectrum of vector mesons M^2_{n1} = 4κ^2(n+^L_2 +^1_2 ).

We further consider bulk boson fields with higher values of J ≥ 2. This problem, in the context of soft-wall models, has been considered before in Refs. [3, 4, 10, 11, 12]. In particular, it was shown that the soft-wall model reproduces the Regge-behavior of the mesonic mass spectrum M^2_{nJ} ∼ n+J. Here, extending our results for scalar and vector fields, we show that the bound-state problem is independent on the sign of the dilaton profile.

We describe a bosonic spin-J field Φ_{M1···MJ} (x,z) by a symmetric, traceless tensor, satisfying the conditions ∇^{M1} Φ_{M1M2···MJ} = 0, g^{M1M2} Φ_{M1M2···MJ} = 0. The actions for the bulk field Φ_J with positive and negative dilatons are [4, 5]

S^±_J =

(−)^J 2 ∫ d^d xdz √ ge^{±φ(z)} [ g^{MN} g^{M1N1} ···g^{MJ NJ} ∇_M Φ^±_{M1···MJ} (x,z)∇_N Φ^±_{N1···NJ} (x,z) − ( μ^2_J + ΔV^±_J (z) ) g^{M1N1} ···g^{MJ NJ} Φ^±_{M1···MJ} (x,z)Φ^±_{N1···NJ} (x,z) ] , (9)

where V^+_J = 0 and V^−_J = V_J. Here ∇_M is the covariant derivative with respect to AdS coordinates.

In Refs. [4, 5, 10] higher spin fields have been considered in a “weak gravity” approximation, restricting the analysis to flat metric and therefore identifying the covariant derivative with the normal derivative (i.e. neglecting the affine connection). First, we review these results and then consider the general case with covariant derivatives. In the following we call the scenario with normal derivatives scenario I and the scenario with covariant derivatives scenario II.

In scenario I the bulk mass is given by by [4, 5, 10] μ^2_J R^2 = (Δ − J)(Δ + J − d), which is fixed by the behavior of bulk fields Φ_J near the ultraviolet boundary z = 0. The potential ΔV_J(z) = e^{−2A(z)}ΔU_J(z) is given by ΔU_J(z) = φ^{′′}(z) + (d − 1 − 2J)φ^′(z)A^′(z). Notice that both quantities μ^2_J and ΔU_J(z) are generalizations of the scalar (J = 0) and vector (J = 1) cases considered before. In particular, they are related to those for the scalar field as follows: μ^2_J R^2 = μ^2_0 R^2 + J(d − J), ΔU_J(z) = ΔU_0(z) − 2Jφ^′(z)A^′(z). As before the two actions can be reduced to the action with a dilaton hidden in an additional potential term, using the transformation Φ^±_J (x,z) = e^{∓φ(z)/2}Φ_J(x,z). Then the action takes the form

S_J =

(−)^J 2 ∫ d^d xdz √ g [ g^{MN} g^{M1N1} ···g^{MJ NJ} ∂_MΦ^+_{M1···MJ} (x,z)∂_NΦ^+_{N1···NJ} (x,z)

− (μ^2_J +V_J(z))g^{M1N1} ···g^{MJ NJ} Φ^+_{M1···MJ} (x,z)Φ^+_{N1···NJ} (x,z) ] (10) where V_J(z) = e^{−2A(z)}U_J(z), and with the effective potential

U_J(z) = 1 2 φ^{′′}(z) + 1 4 (φ^′(z))^2 + d − 1 − 2J 2 φ^′(z)A^′(z). (11)

This last expression is identical with the light-front effective potential found in Ref. [5] for d = 4 and arbitrary J [see Eq.(10)]: U_J(z) = κ^4z^2 + 2κ^2(J − 1). Using standard algebra and restricting to the axial gauge Φ_{···z···}(x,z) = 0, writing down the action in terms of fields with Lorentz indices and rescaling the fields by the boost (total angular momentum) factor e^{JA(z)} as Φ_{μ1···μJ} (x,z) → e^{JA(z)} Φ_{μ1···μJ} (x,z) we write down the action in the form

S_J =

(−)^J 2 ∫ d^d xdze^{B0(z)} [ ∂_μ Φ_{μ1···μJ} (x,z)∂^μ Φ_{μ1···μJ} (x,z) − ∂_zΦ_{μ1···μJ} (x,z)∂_zΦ_{μ1···μJ} (x,z) − ( e^{2A(z)}μ^2_0 +U_J(z) ) Φ_{μ1···μJ} (x,z)Φ^{μ1···μJ} (x,z) ] . (12)

Doing the KK expansion Φ^{μ1···μJ} (x,z) = ∑_n Φ^{μ1···μJ}_n (x) Φ_n(z) and the substitution Φ_n(z) = e^{−B0(z)/2}ϕ_n(z) we derive the Schrödinger-type EOM for ϕ_n(z): [ − d^2 dz^2 + 4L^2 − 1 4z^2

+U_J(z) ] ϕ_n(z) = M^2_{nJ}ϕ_n(z), (13)

where M^2_{nJ} = 4κ^2(n +^L_2 +^J_2 ) is the mass spectrum of higher J fields, which generalizes our results for scalar and vector fields. At large values of J or L we reproduce the Regge behavior of the meson mass spectrum: M^2_{nJ} ∼ n + J. Finally, using the KK expansion and the EOMs for the wave functions, we derive the d-dimensional action for mesons with total angular momentum J ≥ 2 and masses M^2_{nJ}:

S^{(d)}_J =

(−)^J

2 ∑_n ∫ d^d x [ ∂_μ Φ_{μ1...μJ,n}(x)∂^μ Φ^{μ1...μJ}_n (x) − M^2_{nJ}Φ_{μ1···μJ,n}(x)Φ^{μ1···μJ}_n (x) ] . (14)

Now we consider scenario II, i.e. without truncation of covariant derivatives. The gauge-invariant actions for the totally symmetric higher spin boson fields have been considered e.g. in Refs. [13]. In this case the bulk mass is fixed by gauge invariance, and given by μ^2_J R^2 = J^2 + J(d − 5) + 4 − 2d. This mass leads to the following results for the scaling of the KK profiles: Φ_n(z) ∼ z^{2+J} at z → 0, and their masses M^2_{nJ} = 4κ^2(n+J), which are acceptable only for the limiting cases J = L and J → ∞. Notice that the soft-wall actions (9) are obtained from gauge-invariant actions for totally symmetric higher spin boson fields [13] via the introduction of the dilaton field, which breaks conformal and gauge invariance. Therefore, it is not necessary to use the bulk mass constrained by gauge invariance. In particular, in order to get correct scaling the the KK profile Φ_n(z) ∼ z^{2+L} and their masses we should use μ^2_J R^2 = (Δ − J)(Δ + J − d) − J = μ^2_0 R^2 + J(d − 1 − J). In this case scenario II is fully equivalent to scenario I.

3 Fermionic case

In the fermion case we first consider the low-lying J = 1/2 modes Ψ_±(x,z) (here the index ± corresponds again to scenarios with positive/negative dilaton profiles, respectively.) The actions with positive and negative dilaton read [14, 15, 16]

S^±_{1/2} = ∫ d^d xdz √ ge^{±φ(z)} [ i 2 Ψ̄^±ε^M_a Γ^aD_MΨ^± − i 2 (D_MΨ^±)^†Γ^0ε^M_a Γ^aΨ^± −Ψ̄^± ( μ +V_F (z) ) Ψ^± ] , (15)

where D_M is the covariant derivative and Γ^a = (γ^μ ,−iγ^5) are the Dirac matrices.

The quantity μ is the bulk fermion mass with m = μR = Δ −d/2, where Δ is the dimension of the baryon interpolating operator, which is related with the scaling dimension τ = 3 + L as Δ = τ + 1/2. For J = 1/2 we have two baryon multiplets J^P = 1/2^+ for L = 0 and J^P = 1/2^− for L = 1. V_F (z) = φ(z)/R is the dilaton field dependent effective potential. Its presence is necessary due to the following reason. When fermionic fields are rescaled Ψ^±(x,z) = e^{∓φ(z)/2}Ψ(x,z), the dilaton field is removed from the overall exponential. The form of the potential V_F (z) is constrained in order to get solutions of the EOMs for fermionic KK modes of left and right chirality, and the correct asymptotics of the nucleon electromagnetic form factors at large Q^2 [14, 15, 16].

The action in terms of a field with Lorentz indices is:

S_{1/2} = ∫ d^d xdz √ gΨ̄(x,z) [ i ∂̸ + γ^5∂_z + d 2 A^′(z)γ^5 − e^{A(z)} R ( m + φ(z) )] Ψ(x,z), (16)

where the Dirac field satisfies the following EOM [14, 15, 16]: [iz ̸∂ + γ^5z∂_z −^d_2 γ^5 − m − φ(z)]Ψ(x,z) = 0. Based on these solutions the fermionic action should be extended by an extra term in the ultraviolet boundary (see details in Refs. [14, 17]). Here we review the derivation of the EOMs for the KK modes dual to the leftand right-chirality spinors, in the soft-wall model [14, 15, 16]. First we expand the fermion field in left- and right-chirality components: Ψ(x,z) = Ψ_L(x,z) +Ψ_R(x,z). Then we perform a KK expansion for the Ψ_{L/R}(x,z) fields: Ψ_{L/R}(x,z) = ∑_n Ψ^n_{L/R}(x) F^n_{L/R}(z). The KK modes F^n_{L/R}(z) satisfy the two coupled one-dimensional EOMs [14, 15, 16]: [ ∂_z ± e^A R ( m + φ ) + d 2 A^′ ] F^n_{L/R}(z) = ±M_nF^n_{R/L}(z), (17)

where M_n is the mass of baryons with J = 1/2. After the substitution F^n_{L/R}(z) = e^{−A(z)·d/2} f^n_{L/R}(z) we derive decoupled Schrödinger-type EOM for f^n_{L/R}(z) [ −∂^2_z + κ^4z^2 + 2κ^2 ( m ∓ 1 2 ) + m(m ± 1) z^2 ] f^n_{L/R}(z) = M^2_n f^n_{L/R}(z), (18)

where

f^n_L (z) = c_L κ^{L+3} z^{L+5/2} e^{−κ2z2/2} L^{L+2}_n (κ^2z^2), f^n_R (z) = c_R κ^{L+2} z^{L+3/2} e^{−κ2z2/2} L^{L+1}_n (κ^2z^2) (19)

and M^2_n = 4κ^2(n+L+2) with L = m−3/2 = 0,1 for J = 1/2 fermions. Here c_L = √ 2Γ (n + 1)/Γ (n + L + 3) and c_R = √ 2Γ (n + 1)/Γ (n + L + 2). One can see that the functions F^n_{L/R}(z) have the correct scaling behavior for small z: F^n_L (z) ∼ z^{9/2+L}, F^n_R (z) ∼ z^{7/2+L} and vanish at large z (confinement). As in the bosonic case, integration over the holographic coordinate z gives a d-dimensional action for the fermion field Ψ^n(x) = Ψ^n_L (x) +Ψ^n_R (x):

S^{(d)}_{1/2} = ∑_n ∫ d^d xΨ̄^n(x)[i ∂̸ − M_n]Ψ^n(x). (20)

Extension of our formalism for higher spin states J is straightforward. In particular, the actions for higher spin fermions with positive and negative dilaton are written as

S^±_J = ∫ d^d xdz √ ge^{±φ(z)} g^{K1N1} ···g^{KJ−1/2NJ−1/2} [ i 2 Ψ̄^±_{K1···KJ−1/2} ε^M_a Γ^aD_MΨ^±_{N1···NJ−1/2} − i 2 (D_MΨ^±_{K1···KJ−1/2} )^†Γ^0ε^M_a Γ^aΨ^±_{N1···NJ−1/2} −Ψ̄^±_{K1···KN−1/2} ( μ +V_F (z) ) Ψ^±_{N1···NJ−1/2} ] . (21)

As before, we remove the dilaton field from the exponential prefactor, perform the boost of the spin-tensor field and restrict ourselves to the axial gauge. Next, after a straightforward algebra (including KK expansion), we derive the same equation of motion for the KK profile and mass formula as for fermions with lower spins. The action for physical baryons with higher spins is written as

S^{(d)}_J = ∑_n ∫ d^d xΨ̄^{μ1···μJ−1/2,n}(x) [ i ∂̸ − M_n ] Ψ^n_{μ1···μJ−1/2} (x). (22)

Therefore, the main difference between the bosonic and fermionic actions is that in the case of bosons the mass formula depends on the combination (J + L)/2, while in the baryon case it depends only on L. Also in the fermion case the dilaton prefactor and possible warping of conformal-invariant AdS metric can be easily absorbed in the field, without the generation of extra potential terms.

4 Conclusions

We performed a systematic analysis of extra-dimensional actions for bosons and fermions, which give rise to actions for observable hadrons. Masses are calculated analytically from Schrödinger type equations of motion with a potential which provides confinement of the Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes in extra (d +1) dimension. The tower of KK modes with radial quantum number n and total angular momentum J has direct correspondence to realistic mesons and baryons living in d dimensions. For such correspondence the sign of the dilaton profile is irrelevant, because the exponential prefactor containing the dilaton is finally absorbed in the bulk fields. On the other hand, the sign of the dilaton profile becomes important for the definition/calculation of the bulk-to-boundary propagator – i.e. the Green function describing the evolution of bulk field from inside of AdS space to its ultraviolet boundary. The corresponding sign should be negative in order to fulfill certain constraints discussed recently in Refs. [7].

Acknowledgements The authors thank Stan Brodsky and Guy de Téramond for useful discussions and remarks. V.E.L. would like to thank Departamento de Física y Centro Científico Tecnológico de Valparaíso (CCTVal), Universidad Técnica Federico Santa María, Valparaíso, Chile for warm hospitality.

References

1. J. M. Maldacena (1998). “The large N limit of superconformal field theories and supergravity”, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 231; S. S. Gubser, I. R. Klebanov and A. M. Polyakov (1998) “Gauge theory correlators from non-critical string theory”, Phys. Lett. B 428, 105; E. Witten (1998). “Anti-de Sitter space and holography”, Adv. Theor. Math. Phys. 2, 253 2. J. Polchinski, M. J. Strassler (2002). “Hard scattering and gauge/string duality”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 031601 3. A. Karch, E. Katz, D. T. Son and M. A. Stephanov (2006). “Linear confinement and AdS/QCD”, Phys. Rev. D 74, 015005 4. S. J. Brodsky, G. F. de Teramond (2006). “Hadronic spectra and light-front wavefunctions in holographic QCD”, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 96, 201601; S. J. Brodsky and G. F. de Teramond (2008). “Light-front dynamics and AdS/QCD correspondence: the pion form factor in the space- and time-like regions”, Phys. Rev. D 77, 056007; S. J. Brodsky, G. F. de Teramond and A. Deur (2010). “Nonperturbative QCD coupling and its β function from light-front holography”, Phys. Rev. D 81, 096010; G. F. de Teramond, S. J. Brodsky (2010). “Light-front holography and gauge/gravity duality: the light meson and baryon spectra”, Nucl. Phys. Proc. Suppl. 199, 89 5. G. F. de Teramond and S. J. Brodsky (2010). “Gauge/gravity duality and hadron physics at the light-front”, AIP Conf.

Proc. 1296, 128 6. F. Zuo (2010). “Improved soft-wall model with a negative dilaton”, Phys. Rev. D 82, 086011; S. Nicotri (2011). “Phenomenology of the holographic soft-wall model of QCD with ’reversed’ dilaton”, AIP Conf. Proc. 1317, 322 7. A. Karch, E. Katz, D. T. Son, M. A. Stephanov (2011). “On the sign of the dilaton in the soft wall models”, JHEP 1104, 066 8. O. Andreev (2006). “1/q^2 corrections and gauge / string duality”, Phys. Rev. D 73, 107901; O. Andreev and V. I. Zakharov (2006). “Heavy-quark potentials and AdS/QCD”, Phys. Rev. D 74, 025023 9. T. Gutsche, V. E. Lyubovitskij, I. Schmidt and A. Vega (2010). arXiv:1108.0346 [hep-ph].

10. T. Branz, T. Gutsche, V. E. Lyubovitskij, I. Schmidt, A. Vega (2010). “Light and heavy mesons in a soft-wall holographic approach”, Phys. Rev. D 82, 074022 11. H. Forkel, M. Beyer and T. Frederico (2007). “Linear square-mass trajectories of radially and orbitally excited hadrons in holographic QCD”, JHEP 0707, 077; W. de Paula, T. Frederico, H. Forkel and M. Beyer (2009). “Dynamical AdS/QCD with area-law confinement and linear Regge trajectories”, Phys. Rev. D 79, 075019 12. A. Vega and I. Schmidt (2008). “Scalar hadrons in AdS_5 × S^5”, Phys. Rev. D 78, 017703; A. Vega and I. Schmidt (2009). “Hadrons in AdS/QCD correspondence”, Phys. Rev. D 79, 055003; A. Vega, I. Schmidt, T. Branz, T. Gutsche and V. E. Lyubovitskij (2010). “Meson wave function from holographic models”, Phys. Rev. D 80, 055014; A. Vega, I. Schmidt (2010). “Modes with variable mass as an alternative in AdS / QCD models with chiral symmetry breaking”, Phys. Rev. D 82, 115023 13. I. L. Buchbinder, A. Pashnev and M. Tsulaia (2001). “Lagrangian formulation of the massless higher integer spin fields in the AdS background”, Phys. Lett. B 523, 338; R. R. Metsaev (2004). “Massive totally symmetric fields in AdS_d”, Phys. Lett. B 590, 95; C. Germani and A. Kehagias (2005). “Higher-spin fields in braneworlds”, Nucl. Phys. B 725, 15 14. Z. Abidin and C. E. Carlson (2009). “Nucleon electromagnetic and gravitational form factors from holography”, Phys.

Rev. D 79, 115003 15. G. F. de Teramond and S. J. Brodsky (2010). “Light-front quantization approach to the gauge-gravity correspondence and hadron spectroscopy”, AIP Conf. Proc. 1257, 59 16. A. Vega, I. Schmidt, T. Gutsche, V. E. Lyubovitskij (2011). “Generalized parton distributions in AdS/QCD”, Phys. Rev. D 83, 036001 17. M. Henningson and K. Sfetsos (1998). “Spinors and the AdS/CFT correspondence”, Phys. Lett. B 431, 63; W. Mueck and K. S. Viswanathan (1998). “Conformal field theory correlators from classical field theory on anti-de Sitter space. II: Vector and spinor fields”, Phys. Rev. D 58, 106006; R. Contino and A. Pomarol (2004). “Holography for fermions”, JHEP 0411, 058