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This work raises the question of whether finding an equivalent bottom-up description to a given
top-down one is possible. We consider the vector meson spectrum derived in the D3/D7 system to
answer this question. Using WKB analysis, we reconstruct a bottom-up confining potential that
resembles the geometric structure of the so-called hardwall model. We compute some properties for
this bottom-up model, including the thermal deconfinement phase transition, the ρ radial Regge
trajectory, and the configurational entropy.

I. INTRODUCTION

AdS/CFT correspondence [1] since its original for-
mulation has become an excellent tool to address non-
perturbative phenomena beyond gravitational physics.
After almost twenty-five years of effective models, all of
them can be classified into two main groups, regarding
how they are defined : top-down and bottom-up.
Top-down models, roughly speaking, are constructed

systematically from a well-defined string theory, leading
to a holographically consistent gauge theory. In other
words, we are dealing with an entire gauge/gravity du-
ality framework, assuming we have complete knowledge
of both sides, allowing exact predictions based on known
theories. Therefore, the top-down approach is mainly
used to test and refine the AdS/CFT correspondence.

Conversely, the bottom-up approach studies and un-
derstands AdS/CFT by starting with specific, well-
defined components and building a more comprehensive
understanding. This customization allows for more flexi-
bility than the bottom-up case. However, the payback of
such an approach is that bottom-up models are effective
models, restricted by their phenomenological framework.
A good example is the plethora of research works about
AdS/QCD.

In the particular case of holographic QCD, both per-
spectives have been used to address hadronic spec-
troscopy. However, the mechanism to induce confine-
ment, ergo the emergence of bounded states, varies in
each paradigm. In the top-down case, deforming the ge-
ometry induces naturally an energy scale setting hadron
masses [2]. For the bottom-up case, confinement is in-
duced by breaking the bulk conformal symmetry but
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keeping the AdS conformally flat limit exhibited by the
bulk modes dual to hadrons at the boundary. However,
this procedure can be done by deforming the AdS space
[3–6] or inducing a dilaton field [7]. Both scenarios allow
the emergence of bulk-bound states dual to hadrons.
This fact allows us to ask if it is possible to find a

bottom-up model that captures some of the properties
of a top-down one. And the preliminary answer is yes.
The key point is the hadronic spectrum: given a hadronic
spectrum, we can always use WKB to find the associated
confining potential and, therefore, an associated dilaton.
This technique comes from molecular physics, the Ry-
dberg [8, 9] – Klein [10] – Rees [11] (RKR) method, a
well-known semi-classical procedure used to derive a po-
tential for the Schrödinger equation based on the energy
spectrum. In this manuscript, we will exploit this idea.
This work is organized as follows: Section II briefly in-

troduces the bottom-up description of hadrons. Section
III introduces the concepts behind the WKB method for
reconstructing potentials from boundary Regge trajecto-
ries. As an illustrative example, we reconstruct the static
quadratic dilaton, i.e., the Softwall model [7]. In Sec-
tion IV, we argue that the D3/D7 top-down model can
be approached as a bottom-up Hardwall model. We sub-
stantiate this claim by performing a WKB reconstruction
starting from the D3/D7 mass spectrum. Section V dis-
cusses the confinement/deconfinement phase transition,
following the well-known analysis by Herzog [12]. Sec-
tion VI addresses the configurational entropy for vector
mesons computed within the WKB reconstructed frame-
work. Finally, we present our conclusions in Section VII.

II. MESONS IN BOTTOM-UP MODELS

In the bottom-up approach, mesons are defined using
the normalizable bulk modes that emerge when we use
a confinement scale that breaks conformal invariance in
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the bulk. We use a dilaton field Φ(z) that can be static
or dynamically generated. Along with the dilaton, we
have to set a geometric frame. It is customary to work
on the Poincare Patch defined as

dS2 =
R2

z2
(
dz2 + ηµν dx

µ dxν
)
, (1)

where R is the AdS radius, z is the so-called holographic
coordinate and ηµν is the Minkowski metric that de-
scribes the conformal boundary at z → 0.
The bulk action in this kind of model is given as usual

as

IMesons =
1

g25

∫
d5x

√
−g e−Φ(z) LMesons, (2)

with g5 a scale that fixes units in the action and also
helps to define the decay constants [5]. The Lagrangian
density for the 1-form bulk fields (dual to mesons) can
be summarized as

LHadrons = −1

2
∇m ϕn ∇m ϕn +

1

2
M2

5 ϕ
n ϕn. (3)

The bulk mass M5 plays an important role in the
bottom-up approach. This quantity defines the hadronic
identity associated with the bulk modes. From the
field/operator duality, the dimension ∆ of operators cre-
ating mesons at the boundary is dual to the scaling of
the bulk fields in the limit z → 0. For mesons, we can
write this dimension as ∆ = 3+l, since operators defining
mesons have structures O = f(q̄, q,Dµ). The derivatives
introduce angular momentum for angular excitations. In
this scenario, the bulk mass is defined as

M2
5 R

2 =
1

4
(3 + 2 l − β) (1 + 2l + β) (4)

where β = −(3− 2S) characterizes the meson spin. For
scalar fields, β = −3, and for vector fields, β = −1.

In general, the bulk action defines a Sturm-Liouville
equation obtained after Fourier transforming and redefin-
ing the bulk field as ϕm (z, q) = ϕ̃m (q) ψ (z, q), with ϕ̃m
defined as a polarization vector. This equation for the
bulk field ψ(z, q) has the structure

∂z

[
e−B(z) ∂z ψ(z)

]
+
(
−q2

)
e−B(z) ψ(z, q)

− M2
5 R

2

z2
e−B(z)ψ(z, q) = 0. (5)

where we have defined B(z) = Φ(z) + β log
(
R
z

)
and

−q2 = M2
n is the on-shell condition. The meson spec-

trum M2
n emerges from the equation above. However, it

is customary to transform the Sturm-Liouville equation
into a Schrodinger-like equation that is characterized by

the emergence of a holographic potential whose eigenspec-
trum is the Regge trajectory for mesons characterized by
the dilaton field Φ(z).
To do so, we define the Bogoliubov transformation

ψ(z) = e
1
2Φ(z) u(z) such that the Sturm-Liouville equa-

tion reduces to the expected Schrodinger-like equation:

−u′′(z) + V (z)u(z) =M2
n u(z), (6)

with the holographic potential defined in terms of the
dilaton and the AdS warp factor as

V (z) =
M2

5 R
2

z2
− β (2− β)

4 z2
− β

2 z
Φ′(z)

+
1

4
Φ′(z)2 − 1

2
Φ′′(z). (7)

By solving this potential, we obtain the mass spec-
trum. This potential will be the starting point in the
next section.

III. WKB RECONSTRUCTION

A possible form to address the inverse Schrödinger
problem is to use the WKB approach. Suppose we have a
hadronic Regge trajectory from experimental fits or pro-
posed from non-holographic models that can be written
as a function of the excitation number, i.e., M2

n(n).
The fundamental question underlying this inverse

problem relies on what kind of phenomenology is de-
scribed from the large z behavior of the potential. In
other words, the large z behavior will determine the large
z profile of the dilaton. In the case of the Regge tra-
jectories, this is enough to describe them. The large z
behavior in the holographic potential controls the Regge
trajectory linearity and slope. The low z limit gives the
intercept.
We learned from the original Softwall [7] that the holo-

graphic potential large z behavior controls confinement
naturally. In the case of top-down approaches, the equiv-
alent of large z behavior conveniently deforms the bulk
space and bulk fields to induce a mass of excited states
dual to mesons, as in the D3/D7 approach [13].
The main idea is to extract the static dilaton from the

Regge trajectory. To do so, we will consider a general
trajectory defined as

M2
n(n) = f(ai, n), (8)

where ai defines a set of parameters, i.e., energy scales,
that fix the units in the trajectory. For example, for
heavy mesons, it is expected that trajectories do not ex-
hibit linearity [14]; or for large distances in Cornell-like
potential, the emergence of a Coulomb-like spectrum is
expected.
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As explained in Appendices A and B, the large z be-
havior of the potential near the turning points can be in-
ferred using the WKB approximation using one of the for-
mulas of the RKR method. Since the conformal bound-
ary is at z → 0, for holographic potentials the turn-
ing points are z → 0 and z(V ∗) with the property that
z(V ∗) → ∞, thus we have

z(V ∗) = 2

∫ V ∗

0

dM2

dM2

dn (V ∗ −M2)
1/2

. (9)

Inverting this expression, we find the high-z potential
responsible for confinement in bottom-up models. The
near-conformal boundary behavior of the potential and
dilaton controls the behavior of decay constants, as was
exposed in refs. [15, 16]. We use V ∗ to denote the po-
tential calculated using WKB from the full bottom-up
holographic potential V (z), which can be written as

V (z) =
β(β − 2) + 4M2

5 R
2

4 z2
+ V ∗(z), (10)

where the hadronic identity is encoded in the bulk mass
M5. An important remark should be made at this point.
Even though we use a given Regge trajectory or mass
spectrum, the equivalent bottom-up potential does not fit
the input spectrum. The ground states could be slightly
deviated. High precision is expected in the excited states.
However, this is solved by fine-tuning.

Once we have the equivalent bottom-up potential from
the spectrum, we can calculate the associated dilaton
field Φ(z). To do so, we use reverse engineering on the
potential V ∗(z) as follows:

V ∗(z) =
1

4
Φ′(z)2 − 1

2
Φ′′(z)− β

2 z
Φ′(z). (11)

At low z, the holographic potential is not sensitive to
the dilaton since, in this region, Φ(z → 0) is expected to
converge softly to a constant value.

The strength of this prescription comes from the treat-
ment of experimental Regge trajectories.

A. Softwall model

The Softwall model is characterized by linear Regge
trajectories, i.e., M2(n) = a(n + b). In this case (9)
produces:

z(V ∗) = 2

∫ V ∗

0

dM2

a (V ∗ −M2)
1/2

=
4

a

√
V ∗. (12)

Therefore, the large z differential equation has the fol-
lowing structure:

1

16
a2 z2 =

1

4
Φ′(z)2 − 1

2
Φ′′(z) +

1

2 z
Φ′(z), (13)

where we have fix β = −1 for vector mesons.
Solving the equation above, we obtain for the dilaton

the following expression:

Φ(z) = c1 − 2 log
[
cosh

(a
8
z2 − 2 c2

)]
. (14)

For the argument inside the logarithm function, we can
write:

cosh
(a
8
z2 − 2 c2

)
= cosh

a

8
z2 cosh 2 c2−sinh

a

8
z2 sinh 2 c2.

(15)
Fixing c1 = 0 and c2 → ∞, implying that cosh2 a c2 =

sinh 2 a c2 = 1. Therefore, we obtain an expression for
the dilaton field coming from boundary information as
follows

Φ(z) = −2 log
(
e−

a
8 z

2
)
=
a

4
z2 (16)

If we compare with the standard Softwall model, where
Φ(z) = κ2 z2, we can infer the dilaton slope in terms of
the Regge slope as κ2 = a/4. This fact immediately im-
plies that we recover the well-known result coming from
linear confinement for the vector Regge trajectories at
S-wave:

M2
n = 4κ2(n+ 1). (17)

Thus, we have recovered the Softwall model. The re-
sults for scalar mesons can be obtained similarly by fixing
β = −3.

IV. BOTTOM-UP APPROACH TO D3/D7
MODEL

Let us apply these WKB ideas to the D3/D7 model
in a top-down approach [17, 18]. Two types of D-branes
in this model are considered non-perturbative solitonic
objects, characterized by their tension and energy be-
ing inversely proportional to the string coupling con-
stant, denoted as 1/gs, which is unlike fundamental
strings. Specifically, D7-branes are separate from D3-
branes along a perpendicular direction. L is the distance
between the D3 and the D7 branes that sets the mass
scale of fluctuations.
Flavor information is obtained by intersecting Nc D3

branes with Nf D7 branes in Minkowski space. In the ap-
propriate decoupling limit and requiring gsNc ≫ 1, the
stack of D3-branes can be replaced with the AdS5×S5 ge-
ometry with the AdS throat radius R2 =

√
4π gs Ncα

′
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. If, in addition, condition Nc ≫ Nf is imposed, it is
possible to neglect the backreaction of D7-branes, which
implies that in the gravity description, they appear as
Nf D7-brane probes. This process implies breaking the
original N = 4 supersymmetry into a N = 2 one, allow-
ing one to include dynamical quark fields analogous to
QCD. Recall that quark fields transform in the funda-
mental representation of the gauge group, while N = 4
theory only contains fields in the adjoint representation.
Thus, the N = 2 theory acquires a spectrum of mesons.

Geometrically speaking, the mesons in this model arise
as fluctuations of the associated DBI action. These D7-
brane plane wave fluctuations form a set of massive gauge
supermultiplets of the N = 2 theory. We can iden-
tify with mesons the modes with conformal dimension
∆ = l + 3. For these modes, the mass spectrum has the
structure:

M2
n,l =

4L2

R4
(n+ l + 1) (n+ l + 2) (18)

The mass spectrum is entirely dominated by the large
z terms in the potential. Thus, from WKB, we can in-
fer the bottom-up counterpart of this D3/D7 spectrum.
Applying the WKB integral, we have:

z(V ∗) = 2

∫ V ∗

0

dM2
n,l

∂ M2
n,l

∂ n

(
V ∗ −M2

n,l

)1/2
= 2

∫ V ∗

0

dM2
n,l

a

√
1 +

4M2
n,l

a

√
V ∗ −M2

n,l

=
2√
a
tan−1

(
2

√
V ∗

a

)
, (19)

where we have defined the energy scale a = 4L2/R4 that
sets the meson masses.

Inverting the equation above, we obtain the large z
part of the bottom-up potential as

V ∗(z) =
a

2
tan2

(√
a z

2

)
. (20)

Therefore, the bottom-up potential equivalent to the
D3/D7 model for mesons acquires the following structure:

VD3/D7(z) =
(2 l + 3) (2 l + 1)

4 z2
+
a

4
tan2

(√
a z

2

)
. (21)

Let us dissect this potential. First, we focus our atten-
tion on functional behavior. The potential has a periodic
structure controlled by the scale a = 4L2/R4. Thus, the
potential will go to infinity when

zcutoff =
π√
a
(2γ + 1) =

π R2

2L
(2γ + 1) , γ ∈ {0,N} .

(22)
Thus, zcutoff defines a wall that prevents modes from go-
ing beyond these points. For simplicity, we will fix γ = 0.
This observation leads us to the second point. This con-
fining potential has the same behavior as the one observed
for the Hardwall model [5, 19]. A phenomenological fact
supports this claim. The Hardwall model spectrum is
defined by the zeroes of Bessel functions of the first kind
as

M2
n =

(
α1,n

zHW

)2

, (23)

where the energy scale is fixed by the locus zHW of
the D-brane used to cut the AdS slice. Therefore, the
geometrical effect of intersecting a stack of D3-branes
with another one of D7-branes living in a 10-dimensional
Minkowski separated by a distance L is equivalent to
slice the AdS5 space with a hard cutoff. In both scenar-
ios, the meson mass depends entirely on distance: in the
D3/D7 case, L, and the Hardwall model case, zHW. And
both scenarios have the same behavior of the spectrum:
M2

n ∝ n2.
Thus, we can conclude that the bottom-up poten-

tial (21) mimics the spectroscopy of the D3/D7 system,
which is a top-down scenario.

1. Fixing parameters

For simplicity, we can write the D3/D7 trajectory for
S-wave mesons as

M2
n = a(n+ 1)(n+ 2), with: a =

4L2

R4
. (24)

We will focus our attention on the light-vector mesons.
To do so, we identify the ρ(770) meson as the ground
state with n = 0, and its mass to fix the energy scale a
as

M2
ρ(770) = 2 a, thus: a = 0.3GeV2 (25)

This energy scale will allow us to compute the mass
spectrum, thermal structure, and configurational entropy
to characterize this reconstructed bottom-up model. A
plot of the reconstructed potential V (z), with the setup
of the parameters, is given in Fig. 1.

2. Dilaton Reconstruction

To find the dilaton field associated with the bottom-up
D3/D7 potential, we will require as boundary conditions
that Φ(z → 0) = 0 and
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FIG. 1. Reconstructed bottom-up potential from the D3/D7
meson spectrum and the corresponding static dilaton. Notice
that the dilaton diverges asymptotically at wall located at z =
π/

√
a. We have used the ρ(770) meson mass to fix parameters

according to eqn. (25). Experimental masses come from PDG
[20].

Φ(z∗ → ∞) = 2

∫ z∗

dz
√
VWKB(z), (26)

with z∗ a turning point in infinity. This set of conditions
will allow us to solve the differential equation for the
dilaton given in (11). A plot of this dilaton field Φ(z) is
depicted in Fig. 1.

Let us comment on the functional behavior of the dila-
ton. The dilaton in the region z → 0 goes to 0. However,
in the vicinity of z = π/

√
a, the dilaton diverges. Thus,

the dilaton is effectively confined spatially. In the bulk
action, this characteristic will cause the bulk dynamics to
be restricted, i.e., the quantity π/

√
a behaves as a wall.

Thus, a is a confinement scale in the same sense as κ in
the Softwall model [7].

A. Holographic spectrum of the Reconstructed
Potential

Let us focus in this part on the holographic spectrum
associated with the potential (21) when we consider vec-
tor mesons in s-wave.

As usual in the bottom-up approach, our starting point
is to define the geometrical background. We will consider
this system living in the Poincare patch given by the line
element (1). Vector mesons are dual to vector massless
bulk fields, obeying the following Lagrangian density:

LMeson = − 1

4 g25
Fmn F

mn (27)

where Fmn = 2 ∂(mAn). Recall that for s-wave vector

mesons, the bulk mass is fixed to the zero: M2
5 R

2 = 0,

Light Vector mesons IG(JPC) = 1+(1−−)
Masses in MeV

State Exp. HWM D3/D7 Recons.

ρ(770) 775.26± 0.23 775.23∗ 775.23∗ 796.02(2.7%)
ρ(1450) 1465± 25 1779(21%) 1343(8%) 1368(7%)
ρ(1700) 1720± 20 2790(62%) 1899(10%) 1926(11%)
ρ(1900) 1880± 10 3801(102%) 2452(30%) 2480(32%)

TABLE I. Summary of vector meson masses for the ρ trajec-
tory calculated using the Hardwall (HW), D3/D7 and recon-
structed models. The asterisk (*) indicates the experimental
mass used to fix parameters in each model. For the recon-
structed, we use the same value for the Regge slope a = 0.3
GeV2 used in the D3/D7 case. Quantities inside parenthesis
correspond to relative errors with experimental data [20].

since ∆ = 3, for vector mesons. Using this Lagrangian
and the reconstructed dilaton plotted in Fig. 1, we can
compute the Sturm-Liouville equation (6), given by

∂z

[
e−B(z) ψ(z, q)

]
+M2

n e
−B(z)Aµ = 0, (28)

and the corresponding Schrodinger-like equation given by

u′′(z) + VD3/D7(z)u(z) =M2
n u(z). (29)

where we have performed the standard Boguliobov
transformation ψ(z) = e

1
2B(z) u(z). The plot for the

Schrodinger-like modes un(z), and the Regge trajecto-
ries for the D3/D7 and the reconstructed WKB models
are depicted in Fig. 2.
As we mentioned in the last section, for the D3/D7 sys-

tem, we used the ρ meson mass to fix the slope a = 0.3
GeV2. This value was also used to fix the effective wall
zcutoff, according to the expression (22). The summary
of the masses for the ρ radial trajectory is given in table
I. We have compared the WKB reconstructed outcomes
with the Hardwall and D3/D7. In the reconstructed
case, the ground state ρ(770) emerges with a relative er-
ror smaller than 3%. The Hardwall model, which also
obeys a quadratic in n behavior, increases faster than
the D3/D7 and the reconstructed models since the be-
havior of the zeroes spectrum of the Bessel function of
the first kind determines the masses. For higher excita-
tions, the quadratic behavior deviates from the expected
linear tendency observed for light-unflavored mesons.

V. THERMAL HAWKING-PAGE TRANSITION

A useful test we can perform is analyzing the ther-
mal phases associated with this D3-D7 inspired solution
[12, 21]. In the AdS/CFT seminal works, Witten demon-
strated that the thermodynamics of a gauge theory at
the boundary is connected with the thermodynamics of
AdS space. In particular, the Hawking-Page transition
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Schrödinger-like Eigenfunctions

FIG. 2. The upper panel shows the radial Regge trajecto-
ries M2

n for vector mesons in the D3/D7 system [2] and for
the reconstructed one. The lower panel presents a plot of the
ground state and the first four excited states for the recon-
structed model.

in the bulk geometry carries information about the con-
finement/deconfinement process [12, 21]. The standard
prescription is to compute the free energy in both solu-
tions, the thermal AdS and the black hole one, AdSBH.
These solutions are given by

dS2
Th =

R2

z2
[
dτ2 + dz2 + dx⃗ · dx⃗

]
(30)

dS2
BH =

R2

z2

[
f(z) dτ2 +

dz2

f(z)
+ dx⃗ · dx⃗

]
(31)

with f(z) = 1− z4

z4
h
, and zh is the locus of the event hori-

zon. The free energy is computed from the bulk action:

I = − 1

2κ2

∫
d5x

√
g e−Φ(z) (R− Λ)

− 1

κ2

∫
∂M

d4x
√
h e−Φ(z) K, (32)

evaluated on-shell using the thermal and AdS-BH solu-
tions. We compute the free energy difference as ∆F =
FTh − FBH [22].

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

T(GeV)

Δ
F
(G
eV

)

Free Energy vs Temperature

FIG. 3. Thermal Hawking-Page transition for the WKB re-
constructed dilaton Φ(z), with a = 0.3 GeV2. In this sce-
nario, the confinement/deconfinement phase transition has a
temperature of 169.6 MeV.

Notice that κ2 contains the information of the five-
dimensional Newton constant, R is the Ricci scalar, Λ
is the cosmological constant, K is the extrinsic curvature
scalar, and h is the determinant of the boundary-induced
metric. The last term in the action is necessary for reg-
ularization purposes [23]. Figure 3 depicts a plot of the
bulk free energy difference for the WKB reconstructed
dilaton.
From the Hawking-Page analysis, and keeping in mind

the relation between the wall locus with the lightest vec-
tor meson in the Regge trajectory exposed by Herzog, for
this WKB model, we found that for the critical temper-
ature,

Tc = 0.169 GeV = 0.218mρ, (33)

which is higher than the critical temperature of the Hard-
wall model result, 0.1574mρ. However, this critical tem-
perature is lower than the Softwall result 0.2459mρ. See
[12].

VI. CONFIGURATIONAL ENTROPY AND
STABILITY

Configurational entropy (CE) is associated with the
various arrangements (or microstates) that a specific
macrostate can assume. Consequently, a higher CE sig-
nifies an increased number of potential microstate config-
urations. In thermodynamic terms, this entropy is con-
nected with the work conducted by a system while re-
maining in a fixed spatial configuration, independent of
any exchange of energy.
In information theory, configurational entropy (CE) is

an important metric for assessing the relationship be-
tween the informational content of physical solutions and
their corresponding equations of motion (e.o.m.). CE is



7

a logarithmic measure of the spatial complexity inher-
ent in localized solutions given a specific energy content.
Consequently, it quantifies the informational content em-
bedded in the solutions to a particular set of equations
of motion.

In more precise terms, CE can be viewed as an indi-
cator of the degree of information required to describe
how spatially localized the solutions to e.o.m.in the bulk
are. Generally, dynamic solutions come from extremizing
an action, and CE effectively measures the information
available within these solutions.

In the framework of AdS/CFT, the holographic per-
spective on configurational entropy has been explored
within both bottom-up and top-down AdS/QCD mod-
els [24]. The concept was initially introduced for the
hadronic states in [25–30] and the associated references.
Regarding the stability of heavy quarkonium, DCE was
employed as a methodological tool to investigate thermal
characteristics within a colored medium [31], considering
the influence of magnetic fields [32] and finite density
[33]. The study in [34] used CE to examine the holo-
graphic deconfinement phase transition within bottom-
up AdS/QCD frameworks. Furthermore, recent research
highlighted in [35] employs configurational entropy to an-
alyze holographic stability in light nuclides. CE was also
used to describe stable non-qq̄ hadronic structures[36],
isospectrality [37], and Σ baryons using bottom-up holog-
raphy [38].

For systems exhibiting instability, we can posit that the
configurational entropy contributes to a degree of stabil-
ity. Generally, the hadronic mass can be expressed as
a function that increases with configurational entropy.
Furthermore, based on Heisenberg’s uncertainty princi-
ple, it is possible to define the decay width Γ concerning
the hadron mass Γ ∼ Mn ∼ sγCE, as referenced in [37].
Thus, for a holographic model that intends to describe
hadrons, a good phenomenological test is the increase of
the configurational entropy with the excitation number.

For vector hadrons, the recipe for configurational en-
tropy sCE can be summarized as follows:

1. Start from the bulk action (2) computing the equa-
tions of motion associated with the bulk fields dual
to hadrons.

2. compute the on-shell energy-momentum tensor
Tmn:

Tmn =
2√
−g

∂ [
√
−gLHadron]

∂ gmn
. (34)

3. Extract the T00 component, defined as the bulk en-
ergy density ρ(z). For bulk vector fields, ρ(z) has
the form:

ρ(z) =
e−B(z)

2

( z
R

)3
×{[

1

K2

(
M2

n ψ
2
n + ψ′2

n

)
− M2

5 R
2

z2
ψ2
n

]}
Ω, (35)

0 10 20 30 40

0.80

0.85

0.90

0.95

1.00

1.05

1.10

DCE vs n

FIG. 4. Differential configurational entropy as a function of
the excitation number n for vector mesons in the context of
WKB reconstructed potential. For high enough n, DCE de-
creases.

where Ω is a factor carrying plane wave and po-
larization contraction factors, which is irrelevant in
the following calculation steps.

4. Fourier-transform the energy density ρ(z):

ρ̄(k) =

∫ ∞

0

d z eik zρ(z) (36)

and compute the modal fraction as

f(k) =
|ρ̄(k)|2∫
dk|ρ̄(k)|2

. (37)

Recall that ρ(z) ∈ L2(R), and also has informa-
tion on how energy is localized in the bulk. Thus,
it indirectly measures how normalizable modes are
well localized in the AdS space. Thus, the modal
fraction measures the spread of the energy in the
bulk.

5. Finally, compute the differential configurational en-
tropy with the following prescription:

SDCE = −
∫
dk f̃(k) log f̃(k) (38)

where f̃ (k) = f (k) /f (k)Max. Notice that we nor-
malize the modal fraction with f (k)Max.

We computed the differential configurational entropy
(DCE) in natural units for the WKB reconstructed sys-
tem for the first forty-five states. The calculation is de-
picted in Fig. 4. Notice that, as we expect from phe-
nomenology, DCE increases for the first sixteen states.
When we increase the excitation number, DCE decreases,
as expected for the Hardwall model [37]. This suppres-
sion effect is associated with the presence of the wall,
imposed by the tan2 a z term that the holographic poten-
tial has, causes the overlaping in the DCE of the high-
est states with the lower ones. However, this behavior
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is pathological in spaces with bounded geometries, as in
the case of the Hardwall model.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This work is motivated by whether a top-down model
has an equivalent bottom-up description. A simple form
to address this query is to consider the mass spectrum
obtained for hadrons in top-down models, since the mass
spectrum is directly connected with the bottom-up holo-
graphic potential. Recall that, in bottom-up AdS/QCD,
the mass spectrum is determined by the large-z behavior
of the holographic potential. Thus, by using WKB on
the Regge trajectory, we can obtain the corresponding
potential and dilaton field.

Applying this idea, we found that the D3/D7 model
behaves as a hardwall-like model on the bottom-up side.
This fact is unsurprising since meson masses in the D3-D7
case come from the consistent truncation of the geometry
generated by the intersecting stacks of the D3 and D7
branes. Thus, the effective space where the solutions dual
to mesons live is bounded. This picture is exactly the
one expected in the Hardwall model. Therefore, roughly
speaking, a D3/D7 system can be seen as an effective
Hardwall.

We also tested the confinement/deconfinement phase
transition for the reconstructed geometry. We found that
the critical temperature is close to 169 MeV, higher than
the usual Hardwall model.

Finally, we performed a configurational entropy anal-
ysis to test the feasibility of the reconstructed model to
describe hadrons. We found that the configurational en-
tropy is not an increasing function of n since it has a
local maximum, as is expected for models like the Hard-
wall. However, for the lowest modes (n < 16), CE in-
creases with n, as we expected from phenomenological
arguments. Thus, this reconstructed WKB model could
describe light meson phenomena holographically.
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Appendix A: Sumary of Rydberg-Klein-Rees
procedure

The Rydberg [8, 9]-Klein [10]-Rees[11] method is a
semiclassical inversion procedure for the Schrödinger
equation that allows obtaining a bound state potential
starting from an energy spectrum.

For the radial Schrödinger equation

− ℏ2

2m

d2uE
d r2

+ V (r)uE = EuE (A1)

According to the WKB approach, the quantization
condition is

n+
1

2
=

1

π

√
2m

ℏ2

∫ r2

r1

√
E − V (r)dr, (A2)

where n is the radial quantum number and r1,2 are the
turning points.
The main result in the RKR method is two integrals

which involve turning points (for details of the inversion
procedure, see the appendix in [39]):

r2 − r1 = 2

√
ℏ2
2m

∫ n

nmin

dn′√
E(n)− E(n′)

= 2f (A3)

1

r2
− 1

r1
= 2

√
ℏ2
2m

∫ n

nmin

Bn′ dn′√
E(n)− E(n′)

= 2g, (A4)

the first equation, in the context of molecular physics, is
called the vibrational RKR equation, and the second is
rotational, with Bn is given by:

Bn =
∂E(n, J)

∂[J(J + 1)]

∣∣∣∣
J=0

(A5)

Then, from a well-known spectrum, RKR equations
give us a collection of turning points, which can be inter-
polated to obtain a potential in this spectrum.

Appendix B: Rydberg-Klein-Rees procedure for
holography

In AdS/QCDmodels, we can always write the equation
for AdS modes that describe hadrons as:

−u′′(z) + V (z)u(z) =M2
n u(z), (B1)

with the holographic potential defined in terms of the
dilaton and the AdS warp factor as:

V (z) =
M2

5 R
2

z2
− β (2− β)

4 z2
− β

2 z
Φ′(z)

+
1

4
Φ′(z)2 − 1

2
Φ′′(z). (B2)

Here, the WKB quantization condition is:

n+
1

2
=

1

π

∫ z2

z1

√
M2 − V (z)dz, (B3)
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where n is the radial quantum number and z1,2 are the
turning points.

We use V ∗ to denote the potential calculated us-
ing WKB from the full bottom-up holographic potential
V (z), which can be written as

V (z) =
β(β − 2) + 4M2

5 R
2

4 z2
+ V ∗(z). (B4)

Comparing with B2, V ∗(z) depends only on the dila-
ton field, and for large z gives the main contribution for
higher states, so, in this case, we can approximate B2 by
V ∗(z) with turning points in zero and in z(V ∗) to get
mass spectra for radial excitations. This fact simplifies a
lot our procedure because we can use the RKR method
to obtain V ∗(z) just considering A3, which in our case
is:

z(V ∗) = 2

∫ n(M2)

nmin

dn′√
M2(n)−M2(n′)

(B5)

As M2 = M2(n), we can change the integration vari-
able in the last integral by considering that in the turning
points, we have M2(n) = V ∗ and M2

nmin
∼ 0. Focusing

on the turning points for large z (higher radial excita-
tions), we obtain the following integral to the turning
points:

z(V ∗) = 2

∫ V ∗

0

dM2

dM2

dn

√
V ∗ −M2

. (B6)

Thus, we can infer the large z behavior of the potential
near the turning points using just one RKR equation and
then extract a dilaton.
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