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Abstract

We study light scalar mesons in the AdS/QCD soft-wall model with a background dilaton field.
The masses and decay constants are compatible with experiment and QCD determinations if a(980)
and f,(980) are identified as the lightest scalar mesons; moreover, the states are organized in linear
Regge trajectories with the same slope of vector mesons. Comparing the two-point correlation
function of scalar operators in AdS and QCD, information about the condensates can be derived.
Strong couplings of scalar states to pairs of light pseudoscalar mesons turn out to be small, at
odds with experiment and QCD estimates: this discrepancy is related to the description of chiral

symmetry breaking in this model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of extending the AdS/CFT correspondence conjecture [1] to QCD-like theories
|2] has provided new hints on the possibility of describing strong interaction processes by
string-inspired approaches. Two main ways have been followed to achieve such a result. The
first, the so-called top-down approach, consists in starting from a string/M-theory living on
AdS441 xC (C being a compact manifold) and attempting a derivation of a low-energy QCD-
like theory on the flat boundary M, of the AdS space through appropriate compactifications
of the extra dimensions |2, 3|. In the second one, the so-called bottom-up approach, one
starts from 4d QCD and attempts to construct its higher dimensional dual theory (not
necessarily a string one), assuming its existence |4], with phenomenological properties as
guidelines.

An important aspect of both these approaches is the necessity of a mechanism to break
conformal invariance, since QCD is not a conformal theory [5], and to account for phenomena
such as confinement. The way to do this usually consists in incorporating in the dual theory
a mass scale related to the QCD scale Agcp. For example, in the bottom-up approach, one

possibility is to use a five dimensional “AdS-slice” letting the fifth (holographic) coordinate

z vary in a range up to Zyq, of (’)(AQch) [4, 6, 7]. In this (so-called hard-wall) model, several
QCD aspects have been investigated, namely high-energy hadron scattering amplitudes,
spectra, form factors, strong couplings, light-front wave functions, Wilson loop [4, 6-9|.

Another proposal to break conformal invariance consists in introducing in the 5d AdS holo-
graphic space a background dilaton field (the so-called soft-wall model) [10, 11]. While in
top-down approaches the dilaton profile must be a solution of the supergravity equations of
motion, in this kind of approaches its functional form is chosen on the basis of phenomeno-
logical information, namely imposing the Regge behaviour for vector mesons; noticeably,
the obtained dilaton profile, found using heuristic arguments, can be justified constructing
a suitable dynamical model [12]. Also in this framework many QCD properties have been
investigated, such as vector and tensor meson masses and form factors, glueball masses, the
static QQ potential and DIS [10, 11, 13-17]. The results of the two bottom-up models differ
in many respects; the possibility of continuously interpolating between them has also been

considered [18], trying to recognize the essential features of the QCD dual.

Since light scalar mesons represent an important and debated sector of QCD, it is in-



teresting to consider them in the holographic framework, and indeed some analyses have
been carried out [19, 20]. Here we study the scalar sector in the soft-wall model, trying to
identify which properties can be described in the holographic approach. In particular, we
consider the mass spectrum, the decay constants and the strong couplings of scalar mesons
to pairs of light pseudoscalars. The comparison of the results obtained in the AdS framework
with experiment and QCD calculations can shed light on the features and drawbacks of this

model.

II. THE MODEL

The model we investigate is defined in the 5d space with metric:
R2
ds? = gundeMdz = = (nu,,dx“df’ + dz2) (1)

with n,, = diag(—1,+1,+1,+1); R is the AdS curvature radius and the coordinate z runs
in the range 0 < z < 400 (or, considering a UV cutoff, from the ultra-violet brane z,,;, = ¢
to +00).

In addition to the AdS metric, the model is characterized by a background dilaton field:

D(2) = (cz)? (2)

the form of which is chosen to obtain light vector mesons with linear Regge trajectories [10];
c is a dimensionful parameter setting the scale of QCD quantities.

We consider the 5d action:

1 1

Sers = 7 /d%« —ge *¥ Tr{|DX|2 +msXP 4 (FL+ Fg)} (3)
95

where ¢ is the determinant of the metric tensor gy in (1) and ® the background dilaton field

(2). This action includes fields which are dual to QCD operators defined at the boundary

z = 0. There is a scalar bulk field X, the mass of which is fixed by the AdS/CFT relation:

miR? = (A — p)(A+p—4), A being the dimension of the p—form QCD operator dual to

X. This field, written as
X = (Xo+8)e* (4)

contains a background field Xy(z) = ”(22), the scalar field S(z, z) and the chiral field 7(z, 2).

Xy only depends on z and is dual to (gq); since it is different from zero, it represents the
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term responsible for the breaking of chiral symmetry. The scalar bulk field .S includes singlet

Si(z, z) and octet S¢(x, z) components, gathered into the multiplet:
S = 5AT4 = 8,10 + Sg1° (5)

with 7° = 1/v/2nr = 1/v/6 and T the generators of SU(3)y, with normalization
5AB
Tr<TATB> = (6)
(A=0,a,and a = 1,...8). S# is dual to the QCD operator O4(z) = g(z)T*q(x), so that
A =3, p=0and m2R* = —3. The fact that the scalar bulk field is tachyonic does not
affect the stability of the theory, since fields with slightly negative masses are allowed, as
discussed in [21].

The action (3) also involves the fields A (z, 2) introduced to gauge the chiral symmetry

in the 5d space. They are dual to the QCD operators ¢r, g7, 1qr,r, with field strengths

The gauge fields enter in the covariant derivative: DM X = OMX —iAY X +iX AY. Writing

ApL,r in terms of vector V and axial-vector A fields: VM = 1(AY + AY) and AM = (A} —

1
2
AMY we obtain the action:

1 1
Serf = % /d5x —ge *@ Tr{\DXF +m2X?+ 2—g§(F5 + Fj)} (8)

with

F = oMV — oV v M VAT — [ AM AN

PR = oMAN — 9N AM — [V AN] — [ AM V] (9)
and DMX = oM X —[VM X] —i{AM X}.
The action (3)-(8) is the starting point of our analysis. Following the AdS/CFT guideline,

we assume that the duality relation holds:

<6i fd4x0(x)fo(x>> — ¢iSers (10)
QCD

where the [hs is the QCD generating functional in which the sources fo(z) of the 4d O(x)
operators are the boundary (z — 0) limits of the corresponding (dual) 5d fields. We then
derive the properties of light scalar mesons on the basis of the AdS/CFT duality procedure
applied to the soft-wall model. The check of duality in this channel is the aim of the

forthcoming Sections.



III. SPECTRUM OF SCALAR MESONS

Let us consider the quadratic part of the action (3)-(8) involving the scalar fields S“(z, 2):

1
Sy =5 | drv=ge (gMN(?MSA@NSA + m§5A5A> . (11)

From this term, it is straightforward to derive the equation of motion for the field S4 (for

any flavour index A, which is dropped below):

RS R
MN (2 —®(z _
7 8M<Z36 ()8NS)+3z5e ®lg=0 (12)

or, in the 4d Fourier space, defining S(z,z2) = [ (gi‘)ﬁ %S (q, ) (from now on the tilde will

always denote 4d Fourier-transformed fields):

RS

5 3 5 3
0. <§ e_cb(z)@ZS) + 3% e S — q2R

—d ~
e @S =0 . (13)
Scalar meson states correspond to the normalizable solutions of this equation. The solutions

can be obtained considering the transformation:
G — e(F*43log2)/2 (14)

with Z = cz and the function Y satisfying the one dimensional Schrodinger-like equation

m2

YY"+ V()Y = = Y (15)

the derivatives act on 2, and the potential is V(2) = 2% + % +2. The normalizable solutions

of eq.(15) correspond to the discrete mass spectrum [20]:
—q2 =m?2 = *(4n +6) (16)

with integer n, and eigenfunctions expressed in terms of the generalized Laguerre polyno-

mials:
2

n+1

BL(s2) . (17)

The results of this simple calculation can be compared to current phenomenology. Scalar
mesons are organized in linear Regge trajectories, as a consequence of the choice of the
dilaton field (2). The slope of the trajectories is the same as for vector mesons, the spectral
condition of which is [10]:

m? =c*(4n +4) . (18)

Pn
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In the same soft-wall model also scalar glueballs appear in Regge trajectories with the same

slope, since their masses are given by [16]:
mg. = c*(4n+8) ; (19)

therefore the parameter c sets the scale of all hadron masses.

Scalar mesons turn out to be heavier than vector mesons. This is in agreement with
experiment if a(980) and f;(980) are identified as the lightest scalar mesons. The agreement
is quantitative, since egs.(16) and (18) allow to predict: Ry, (4 = %ﬁ‘;o) = 2, to be compared
to RpP = 1.597 £ 0.033 and Rg?P = 1.612 & 0.004. Considering the first radial exitations,

the predictions R 2 should be compared to the measurements R/emp = 1.0640.04 and

0 GO
RivP = 1.01 4 0.04, havmg identified a(1450), fo(1505) and p(1450) as radial excitations;
an assignment which however could be questionable in case of f;(1505) (identifying f,(1370)
with the first radial excitation, one finds R = 0.9 £0.2).

Finally, scalar mesons are lighter than scalar glueballs: Z—;‘; = % for the lowest-lying

states. Hierarchy among the hadron species is reduced for higher radial states, which become

degenerate when the quantum number n increases.

IV. BULK-TO-BOUNDARY PROPAGATOR OF THE SCALAR FIELD

According to the AdS/CFT correspondence, the value of the 5d field §(q2, z) at the UV
boundary z = 0, i.e. go(q2), acts as the source of the corresponding dual 4d operator in
the QCD functional integral. They are related through the bulk-to-boundary propagator:
S(q% 2) = S(¢2/c2, 22)So(¢?). This propagator is obtained solving, for all values of the

four-momenta ¢?, eq.(13) which can be cast in the form:

S — = (227 +3)S’—<q—2—§)szo (20)

N>|}—‘

2z
with the derivatives acting on Z. The general solution of this equation involves the Tricomi
confluent hypergeometric function U and the Kummer confluent hypergeometric function
b
2 2 2 2 e
qa 9 1 q 3. . q 1 22 q 33 3 A2
S(= =—I'(—=+2)zU 0; B Fi(— 2;z 21
(G ) = 2 T+ U + 502 + B & B + 5259 (1)

with B(‘i—z) an undetermined function of ¢*/c®. If we impose the boundary condition that

the action is finite in the IR region z — 400 (a standard assumption in the soft-wall model
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approach) the solution with B = 0 must be chosen; we mention below the consequences of
relaxing such a condition, as studied in [22] for scalar glueballs. In the UV z — 0 limit, the
boundary condition

¢ oy, 2

fixes the coefficient of the Tricomi function U. With this expression of the bulk-to-boundary

(22)

propagator it is possible to compute several quantities, namely two- and three-point corre-
lation functions involving scalar operators.
Before continuing with the analysis, it is worth reminding the features of the background

field Xo(2) = @ It is solution of the linearized equation of motion:

R? R?
0. <§ e_‘p(z)azv(z)> + 3; e ®@y(2) =0 (23)
which explicitely reads:
u(z) = % T(3/2) 2U(1/2;0; 2%) + C 23 [ (3/2;2; 22) . (24)

Since both the Tricomi and the Kummer confluent hypergeometric functions go to unity for
z — 0, the asymptotic UV behaviour of (24) is:

myz  N23

o(z) o (25)

with ¥ related to the constant C. Using the AdS/CFT dictionary, the coefficient of z enters
in the (UV) boundary condition related to the quark mass, while the coefficient of the 2*
term is fixed by the (UV) boundary condition related to the chiral condensate, the two
quantities being responsible of chiral symmetry breaking. However, if one imposes as an IR
boundary condition that v(z) does not diverge at z — 400, in (24) the solution with C' =0
must be chosen, so that the low-z expansion of v reads:

myz  m
v(z) = — — g

=0 R 2R

(1 — 2vp — 2In(cz) — ¢(3/2)) 23 (26)

with v the Euler function. Identifying the coefficient of the z* term as the chiral condensate,
from eq.(26) a proportionality relation can be established between the quark mass and
the quark condensate; this kind of relation is absent in QCD. This shortcoming, already
recognized in the soft-wall model of AdS/QCD [10], does not appear in the hard-wall model

where the coefficients of z and 2 terms of v are independent. In principle, it could be avoided



by adding potential terms U(X) to the action (3), as suggested in [10]; models for v(z) with
the asymptotic UV and IR behaviour dictated by (23) have also been investigated [18]. In
the following, we ignore this difficulty and use the expression of v(z) in (24) with C' = 0; the
consequences are important for the scalar meson couplings to pairs of pseudoscalar states,
as we discuss below [23].

Before concluding this Section, we report the equations of motion for the axial and the
pion fields. Writing the axial field AVZ in terms of its transverse and longitudinal components:

,Z(Z = szl + iqug‘l, we have, from the action (3)-(8):

P _ 2,—P R2 2 —<I> .

[az (% azAg) -4 -5 2(3) 4 =0 (27)
R2 2 —‘1> .

0. (o) + B e gy~ (28)

fo.d+ U gz g (20)

These equations will be considered below when we compute the scalar meson couplings

to pairs of light pseudoscalar states.

V. TWO-POINT CORRELATION FUNCTION OF THE SCALAR OPERATOR

Let us consider in QCD the two-point correlation function:

48 (a%) = [ d' e 070405 0)]0) (30)
with O4(z) = q(x)T4q(x). The AdS/CFT method relates this correlation function to the

two-point correlator obtained from the action (3)-(8), which can be written in terms of the

bulk-to-boundary propagator (21):

R34 @) e
AB AB 22 22
s (q ) =0 2 5(02,2 ) 23 825(;% ) s (31)
with the result
4c*R ¢ 1 1 q* 1
_ ¢AB 2.9
HAdS( )—5 2 [<@+§>ln(02)+<7E—§)+@<27E—§)
2 2
q 1 q 3
- 4 = — 4 = 32
+ (402 + 2) ¢(402 + 2)} S (32)
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Figure 1: Two-point correlation function CLQHAdS(QZ/CZ) in eq.(32). The renormalization scale is
fixed to v =1 GeV.

(omitting a O(%) contact term). The AdS expression of the correlation function (plotted in
fig.1) shows the presence of a discrete set of poles, corresponding to the poles of the Euler

function 1, with masses given by the spectral relation (16) and residues

(33)

n

R
F? = E16c4(n+1) :

The factor £ can be fixed by matching the AdS expression (32) in the ¢*> = +oco (i.e. in

the short-distance) limit, expanded in powers of 1/¢% with the QCD result. For T4,

identifying 2,,;, with the renormalization scale %, we get:

(34)

while the QCD result, for N, = 3 and in terms of quark and gluon condensates, is [24]:

AB 2 S 2

82 v

(6

~ 1
(mqqq) + )

MeJs T

2gt (@A )GL) + =5 (@0 X))

2ma "
34 (@vu\"q) D TuA"a) +O(1/Q)]

q=u,d

(35)



where possible terms related, e.g., to instanton contributions have not been considered.

Matching the perturbative term fixes the condition:

% = % (36)
In the same way, by the two-point correlation function of the vector current, the matching
condition fixes the value of g2: g2 = 3/4.

The residues of the two-point correlation function, related to the scalar meson decay

constants, are now determined:

F2 = Ne a4 (37)

for all radial states labeled by n.
It is interesting to compare (37) to QCD calculations. For a((980), the following result

has been obtained for the current-vacuum matrix elements defining the decay constants:
Fuy = (0|0%] ag(980)°) = (0.21 £ 0.05) GeV? [25] . (38)

The AdS prediction is: F,, = @cz = 0.08 GeV?, having fixed ¢ from the p° mass: ¢ =

™y
e,

operator: (0] 5s|fo(980)) = (0.18 &+ 0.015) GeV? [26]. The AdS result is not far from QCD

For the fy(980) a similar result has been obtained for the matrix element of the ss

determinations. For the first radial excitation we have: Fy = 0.12 GeV?, while for large
values of n the ratio i—% becomes independent of the radial quantum number.

AdS/QCD duality can be checked for the various terms in the q% power expansion, com-
paring eqs.(34) and (35). For m, = 0, the four dimensional gluon condensate can be com-
puted:

) 2
(%G2> = ¢t = 0.004 GeV"! (39)

which is smaller than the commonly used value (2G?) ~ 0.012 GeV*, the estimated uncer-
tainty of which is about 30% [27].

Considering O(1/¢*) terms, in QCD one can use the factorization approximation:
(@owAq)?) ~ —3(@9)* ,
(40)
(@A"0)?) = —5(79)°
for the dimension 6 operators. Within such an approximation, the AdS and QCD expressions

do not match, since the O(1/¢*) term in (34) is positive, while it is negative in (35).
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The last remark is that in the AdS expression (34) there is a contribution interpreted
in terms of a dimension two condensate, while an analogous term is absent in the QCD
expansion (35). In this respect, the two-point correlation function of the scalar operators
presents the same phenomenon occurring in the two-point correlation function of vector
mesons |28, 29| and of scalar glueballs |22, 30]. Although in QCD there is no local gauge-
invariant operator of dimension two, the possible relevance of a dimension two condensate
in the form of an effective gluon mass term is the subject of discussions [31], so that the
AdS result could be interpreted as an argument supporting the existence of this condensate.
However, the AdS/CFT method dictates duality between bulk fields and gauge-invariant
operators in the boundary theory. Another possible way to explain the presence of this
contribution is that, although the quadratic dependence of the dilaton field in the IR is
required to provide linear confinement, at smaller values of z the functional dependence of
®(2) is less constrained, so that in other versions of the background field such a term could
be removed: this deserves an explicit check. A different possibility, put forward in [22], is
that the subleading (for z — 0) solution in the bulk-to-boundary scalar field propagator
plays a role, so that its coefficient can be tuned to cancel the dimension two contribution.
In such a scenario, in which the AdS dual theory needs to be regularized in the IR, the
subleading solution modifies some terms in the power expansion of the two-point correlation

function, leaving the perturbative term unaffected.

VI. INTERACTION OF SCALAR MESONS WITH A PAIR OF PSEUDOSCALAR
MESONS

In the action (3) the interaction terms involving one scalar S and two light pseudoscalar
fields P only appear in the covariant derivative Tr{|DX |2} Using the equations of motion
and writing the axial-vector bulk field in terms of the transverse and longitudinal compo-
nents: Ay = ALy + Oy, we have:

sSSP = —% / Pay/=g e *OgMNo(2) Tr{ S(Onm — Oue)OnT — Ox) ) (41)
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ie.,

4 1
SG77 = =3 [ Prvmae O ) (0 Owi) =TT T
—% / /=g e P gMNVy(2) S (0p”) (On©) Te[T*T T (42)

where ¢ = ¢* — 7. For np = 2, Tr[TT*T¢] = ﬁs“bc and the octet (triplet) part vanishes,
while for nr = 3 we have:

R3 2 1 . a a
ST = k6 d%;e P& (z2) Sy ™ (On) (O )

R 1
—?dabc / d%;e‘q’(z)v(z) SEMN (00 )") (On1©) (43)

In the Fourier space, this term involves the bulk-to-boundary propagator S(z—z, c?2?%) of the
scalar field, together with the sources 51(8)0. The longitudinal part of the axial-vector field
can be related to its source through the equation:

. 2

5(0:2) = 5 A @) i A ) | (14)

while for the combination 1}“ = ;5“ — m* the equation involves the propagator W:

. 2

0(0.2) = o5 WG, ) i A ) (15)

The contribution of only the pseudo-Goldstone bosouns is selected by the condition:

Ta(g,2) = qi (0, 22 (—ig" A2, (q)) - (46)

From eq. (29) the condition 9.7 = 0 holds at ¢* = 0 and the equation for W(0, ¢*2?):

B g2 R?v(z)*e™®

23

-3
0, {67 9,9/(0, c2z2)] W(0, 222) = 0 (47)

coincides with the equation holding for A(0, ¢?2?) which appears in the relation ﬁ‘iu((), z) =

A(0, c2z2);{ioﬂ(0). We can then identify ¥(0,c?2?) = A(0, ¢?z?) [32], so that:

Jalg,2) = ;Am, 22 (—ig" A (q)) - (48)
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In this way, the Seff term in (42), considering only the octet contribution, reads:

G(sPP) _ _idabc/d4Q1d4Q2d4Q3
k

? eff (271')12 (271')4(54((]1 + q2 + Q3) X

0 R3 2 N
/0 dz—36_q>(z)v(z) S(q—1 A’z 2)Sgo(ql)[(8,2.,4(0,0222)) —q2- 3 A0, ?2%)?| x

( - q%qé‘fiﬁw(%)) ( - q%qg ~ﬁou(q3)> : (49)

This interaction term allows to compute the scalar couplings to pseudoscalar states. Indeed,
on the basis of the AdS/CFT correspondence, the QCD three-point correlation function

involving two pseudoscalar and one scalar operator:
36 pas (1, 2) = 2 / d'zd g e (0|T[OF (1) OF(0)O5 (22)][0) (50)

can be obtained by functional derivation of (49) with respect to the source fields flno(pl),
flno(pg) and Sgo(q), with the result:

H%saﬁ (p1> Pz) =

Plapzﬁ 2R’ abc/ | q° 22 € 222
— N _ 1 1
22k —d ; dzzg e v(z)S(C2,c 2%) (8ZA(O,C z )) 5 A0, ¢"2%) (51)

with ¢ = —(p; + p2). The AdS expression of the strong SPP couplings follows writing the
bulk-to-boundary propagator S in terms of the scalar mass poles, of the residues and of the

normalizable eigenfunction S, (%) in (17). Using the integral representation of the Tricomi

function [29, 33]:

Ula,b, ) = ﬁ/ol dy%_;)b exp [—%z} | (52)

one derives the generating function of the Laguerre polynomials [14]:

e {_1 gy x] - i L@y (53)

so that:

q o0
S5 = 5 "5 m - (54)



Moreover, defining the scalar form factor Fp:

(P05 = F(q?) (55)
we have:
Habc plapQB 2Fabc 56
QCDaﬁ(p17p2) f P ( ) . ( )
p1p2

The AdS expressions of the scalar form factor and of the gg, pp couplings follow:

3 2 2
Fe(q?) = d“bc1 2 / dzR—e cI’v(z)S(q— %) (0Z.A(O,c2z2))2— %A(O,c222)2

k f2 23 c?’
Fugs,pp

o abe n

= —d Ziq s (57)
with

12 [~ R’ 1 8 2.2\ 2 m%n 2212
gs,pp = ka/ dzz—ge v(z )Rc”N 7S, (c2z )[(@A(O,cz )+ 5 A(0, %z )] .

(58)

To compute gs, pp from (58), one needs A(0, ¢*2?), which can be obtained solving (27).
However, since v(z) is small (it depends on m,/R), one can neglect terms proportional to

v? and identify A(0, 22) with A©® (0, 22) solution of:
e’
0 (— 2: A0, 22)> =0 (59)
2

with A©(0, 22) —e 1. The regular solution is A (0, 22) = 1.
z—

The expression of gg,pp for the lowest radial number n = 0, since Sy(2%) = /2°

V mSo > s =32 A
gsaPP = = 72 Rc/ dze " v(z) . (60)

The coupling depends linearly on the field v. The numerical result is small, of the order of 10
MeV depending on the quark mass used as an input. On the other hand, phenomenological
determinations of the SPP couplings indicate sizeable values, showing that the scalar states
are characterized by their large couplings to light pseudoscalar mesons. For example, the
experimental value of gqonr 1S Gagnr = 1246 GeV, while for f, the result of a QCD estimate
is: grrtx- ~ 6 —8 GeV [|34]. The origin of the small value for the SPP couplings in
the AdS/QCD soft-wall model can be traced to the expression of v which is determined by
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the light quark mass (larger results would be obtained, e.g., using v computed in the hard-
wall approach). The drawback confirms the difficulty of the soft-wall model in correctly
describing chiral symmetry breaking; it could be probably avoided including potential terms

in the effective action (3), a possibility which deserves a dedicated study.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the scalar sector in the 5d AdS soft-wall model proposed as a QCD
dual, finding that the masses and decay constants of scalar mesons are close to experiment
and QCD determinations. The two-point correlation function of the scalar operator has a
power expansion similar to QCD, with violations in the dimension six condensates computed
assuming factorization. A dimension two condensate term, absent in QCD, appears in the
power expansion of the AdS expression, analogously to the two-point correlators of vector
meson and scalar glueball operators. The strong couplings of scalar states to pairs of light
pseudoscalar mesons are smaller than in phenomenological determinations, as a consequence
of the difficulty of correctly describing chiral symmetry breaking within this model. This
difficulty could be avoided including additional potential terms in the effective Lagrangian

defining the model.
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