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We show that the holographic Schrödinger equation of light-front chiral QCD, together with the
’t Hooft equation of (1+1)-dimensional QCD in the large Nc limit, can simultaneously describe the
ϕ-meson mass spectroscopy as well as diffractive cross-section. We compute the ϕ-meson diffractive
cross-section by utilizing its resulting light-front wave functions (LFWFs), in conjunction with the
color glass condensate (CGC) dipole scattering amplitude. Our predictions for the diffractive cross
sections show good agreement with the existing experimental data from HERA at various energies
from H1 and ZEUS collaborations. Additionally, we show that the obtained ϕ-meson LFWFs
effectively describe its various properties, including the decay constant, distribution amplitudes,
electromagnetic form factors, charge radius, and magnetic and quadrupole moments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Diffractive vector meson production in exclusive processes serves as a powerful probe of gluon saturation in the small-
x region [1, 2]. This phenomenon has been extensively studied within the framework of the Color Glass Condensate
(CGC) effective field theory [3–5]. Saturation-based models have demonstrated remarkable success in describing
high-precision data from the Hadron–Electron Ring Accelerator (HERA) [6, 7] and are pivotal for predictions at
upcoming facilities such as the Large Hadron Electron Collider (LHeC) [8], the Electron–Ion Collider (EIC) in the
United States [9–11], and the Electron–Ion Collider in China (EIcC) [12].

The dipole model provides a unified theoretical framework to investigate both inclusive and exclusive diffractive
processes in electron-proton scattering at HERA [13, 14]. In this approach, the virtual photon splits into a quark-
antiquark pair, forming a dipole [15], which interacts with the proton via gluon exchange. This interaction may lead to
the reformation of the dipole into a real photon or a vector meson in the final state [16]. The diffractive cross-section
for vector meson production can be factorized into the product of the light-front wavefunctions (LFWFs) of the
incoming virtual photon and the outgoing vector meson, and the dipole-proton scattering amplitude [15]. The latter
encodes the QCD dynamics of the dipole-proton interaction and is typically derived by solving the Balitsky-Kovchegov
(BK) equation [17]. While the virtual photon wavefunction is well-established in perturbative QCD [18], obtaining
the vector meson wavefunction as a nonperturbative object remains an open question. In this work, we determine
the vector meson wavefunctions by solving the holographic light-front Schrödinger equation [19], supplemented with
longitudinal dynamics from the ’t Hooft equation in (1 + 1)-dimensional QCD at large Nc [20].

Holographic light-front QCD (hLFQCD) is formulated within the chiral limit of light-front QCD, establishing a
correspondence between strongly coupled (3+1)-dimensional light-front QCD and weakly interacting string modes in
(4+1)-dimensional anti-de Sitter (AdS) space. For a detailed review of hLFQCD, see Ref. [19]. A key prediction of
hLFQCD is that the pion, as the lightest bound state, is massless in the chiral limit. Additionally, meson masses are
predicted to follow universal Regge trajectories, consistent with experimental data. The slopes of these trajectories
are determined by the strength of the confining potential, represented by the parameter κ. The confining potential
in physical spacetime is derived from a dilaton field that breaks the conformal symmetry of AdS space. A quadratic
dilaton in the fifth dimension of AdS space corresponds to a light-front harmonic oscillator in physical spacetime,
providing a phenomenologically successful framework. The mass scale parameter κ is determined by fitting the
experimentally observed slopes of Regge trajectories for various meson groups, with a consistent value of κ ≃ 0.5 GeV
for all light mesons [19].

To extend beyond the semiclassical approximation, Brodsky and de Téramond introduced the invariant mass ansatz
(IMA) to incorporate nonzero quark masses [21]. Using the IMA, the mass shifts of mesons can be calculated as first-
order perturbations. Notably, the predicted mass shifts for the pion and kaon align with their physical masses. These
results were obtained by setting the scale parameter to κ = 0.54 GeV, with light quark masses of mu/d = 0.046 GeV
and ms = 0.357 GeV, which approach zero in the chiral limit [22].
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Previous studies [23, 24] have made predictions for vector meson production by combining the holographic wave
function with the IMA and the CGC dipole cross section [16]. Reference [23] examined ρ-meson production using a
light quark mass of mq = 0.14 GeV, which aligns with the parameters fitted to the CGC dipole cross section [15, 25]
from inclusive deep inelastic scattering (DIS) data [26, 27]. The most recent dipole cross section analyses have used
the 2010 DIS data from HERA [28]. In Ref. [16], it was acknowledged that the DIS data prefers lower light quark
masses, but the effective quark mass of mq = 0.14 GeV provides a good fit to the 2001 DIS structure function data.
A more recent study [29] demonstrated that both the current quark mass and the effective mass of mq = 0.14 GeV
accurately fit the 2010 DIS structure function data [28]. In Ref. [24], the authors revisited the CGC dipole model
and fitted it to the 2015 HERA inclusive DIS data, incorporating light quark masses. They studied cross sections
for diffractive ρ and ϕ meson production using the fitted dipole cross section [30], perturbatively calculated photon
LFWFs [18, 31], and the holographic meson LFWFs with IMA, which do not include dynamical information of the
meson in the longitudinal direction [32].

In this work, we incorporate nonzero light quark masses by employing chiral symmetry breaking via the ’t Hooft
equation, accounting for longitudinal modes in (1 + 1)-dimensional QCD under the large Nc approximation. By
combining the transverse modes derived from the light-front Schrödinger equation with the longitudinal modes of
the ’t Hooft equation, it is possible to reconstruct spherically symmetric LFWFs [33–36]. The combined holographic
Schrödinger equation and the ’t Hooft equation offer a reliable framework for describing the ϕ-meson spectrum using
the universal parameter κ [19]. We demonstrate that this approach can simultaneously account for various properties of
the ϕ-meson, such as its decay constant, parton distribution amplitude (PDA), electromagnetic form factors (EMFFs)
and radii. Furthermore, in conjunction with the CGC dipole cross-section, the resulting wave functions provide a
good description of the HERA data on diffractive ϕ-meson electroproduction.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Sec. II provides a brief overview of the color dipole model. In Sec. III,

we describe the computation of meson LFWFs using holographic light-front QCD, incorporating longitudinal dynamics
via the ’t Hooft equation. Section IV presents the results for ϕ-meson mass spectroscopy, diffractive cross-section,
distribution amplitudes, and electromagnetic form factors. Finally, we conclude the paper in Sec. V.

II. THE DIPOLE MODEL OF EXCLUSIVE VECTOR MESON PRODUCTION

Within the dipole model framework, the scattering amplitude for exclusive vector meson production can be fac-
torized into the LFWFs of the incoming virtual photon and the produced vector meson, combined with the dipole
cross-section [15],

ℑmAγ∗p→V p
Λ (s, t;Q2) =

∑
h,h̄

∫
d2r⊥ dx Ψγ∗,Λ

h,h̄
(x, r⊥;Q

2)ΨV,Λ

h,h̄
(x, r⊥)

∗e−ixr⊥·∆N (xm, r⊥,∆), (1)

where, Λ = 0,±1 denotes the longitudinal (Λ = 0) or transverse (Λ = ±1) polarizations of the vector meson or photon
(with virtuality Q2), t = ∆2 represents the square of momentum transfer, and h(h̄) denotes the helicities of the quark
(antiquark). The variable r⊥ refers to the transverse size of the dipole, x defines the longitudinal momentum fraction

of the quark, N stands for the dipole scattering amplitude, and xm denotes the modified Bjorken variable [37]. Ψγ∗,Λ
h,h̄

and ΨV,Λ

h,h̄
represent the LFWFs of the virtual photon and the produced vector meson, respectively. The differential

cross-section can be expressed in terms of the scattering amplitude [16, 38]:

dσγ∗p→V p
Λ

dt
=

1

16π
[ℑmAγ∗p→V p

Λ (s, t = 0)]2 (1 + β2
Λ) exp(−BDt), (2)

where βΛ is the ratio of the real to imaginary parts of the scattering amplitude. This parameter accounts for
phenomenological corrections to match the experimental data and is given by [16, 39, 40]:

βΛ = tan
(π
2
αΛ

)
, with αΛ ≡

∂log|ℑmAγ∗p→V p
Λ |

∂log(1/xm)
, (3)

and BD represents the diffractive slope parameter. This parameter characterizes the t-dependence of the differential
cross-section and is consistent with experimental data. The slope parameter BD is expressed as [16, 24]:

BD = N

[
14.0

(
1 GeV2

Q2 +M2
V

)0.2

+ 1

]
, (4)
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with N = 0.55 GeV−2. This parameterization aligns with ZEUS data on vector meson production [38, 40], and we
adopt the same form for ϕ-meson production.

Numerous parameterizations of the dipole cross-section exist in the literature, derived from various theoretical
considerations and often influenced by the Golec-Biernat–Wüsthoff (GBW) model [41]. Among these, an earlier
proposal for the dipole cross-section was introduced in Ref. [30], commonly referred to as the CGC dipole model.
This model interpolates between the solutions of the Balitsky–Fadin–Kuraev–Lipatov (BFKL) equation, applicable
to small dipole sizes, and the Levin–Tuchin solution (see Ref. [42]) of the BK equation [43], which is relevant deep
within the saturation region for larger dipoles. Meanwhile, the impact parameter (b⊥) integrated CGC dipole cross
section is expressed as [16]:

σ̂(xm, r⊥) = σ0 N (xm, r⊥Qs) (5)

with

N (xm, r⊥Qs) =

N0

(
r⊥Qs

2

)2[γs+
ln(2/r⊥Qs)

κ0 λ ln(1/xm)

]
for r⊥Qs ≤ 2 ,

1− exp[−A ln2(B r⊥Qs)] for r⊥Qs > 2 ,
(6)

where, Qs = (x0/xm)
λ/2 GeV is the saturation scale, The coefficients A and B in Eq. (6) are determined from the

condition that N (xm, r⊥Qs) and its derivative with respect to r⊥Qs are continuous at r⊥Qs = 2. This results in

A = − N 2
0 γ

2
s

(1−N0)2 ln(1−N0)
, B =

1

2
(1−N0)

− (1−N0)
N0γs . (7)

The parameters N0 and κ0 are fixed at 0.7 and 9.9, respectively, based on the LO BFKL analysis [44]. The remaining
parameters, σ0, λ, x0, and γs, were fitted to the proton F2 structure function data for xBj ≤ 0.01 and 0.045 ≤ Q2 ≤
45 GeV2 at HERA [26, 45, 46]. In this work, we adopt the same parameter values as those determined in Ref. [24].

To calculate the scattering amplitude for the exclusive production of the ϕ-meson, as outlined in Eq. (1), it is
essential to employ the LFWFs of the virtual photon. These photon LFWFs can be derived perturbatively using
light-front QED [18], and are expressed as follows:

Ψγ,Λ=0

h,h̄
(x, r⊥;Q

2,mq) =

√
Nc

4π
δh,−h̄e eq2x(1− x)Q

K0(ϵr⊥)

2π
,

Ψγ,Λ=±1

h,h̄
(x, r⊥;Q

2,mq) = ±
√

Nc

2π
e eq
[
ie±iθr⊥ (xδh±,h̄∓ − (1− x)δh∓,h̄±)∂r⊥ +mqδh±,h̄±

]K0(ϵr⊥)

2π
, (8)

where ϵ =
√
x(1− x)Q2 +m2

q and e =
√
4παem, with the fine structure constant αem; eq andmq represent the effective

charge and mass of the quark, respectively. Nc represents the color factor, while K0 denotes the Bessel function of
the second kind. The total cross-section is expressed as a linear combination of the transverse and longitudinal
components, determined by integrating each component (as given in Eq. (2)) over t:

σγ∗p→V p
tot (x,Q2) = σγ∗p→V p

Λ=±1 (x,Q2) + εσγ∗p→V p
Λ=0 (x,Q2), (9)

where ε represents the photon polarization parameter, which has an average value of ⟨ε⟩ = 0.98 in the kinematic range
of the HERA experiment for ϕ-meson production [47]. We use the same value of ε to predict the total cross-section
and compare our results with the HERA data.

III. HOLOGRAPHIC MESON WAVE FUNCTIONS AND MASS SPECTROSCOPY

The explicit form of hadronic LFWFs cannot be derived using perturbation theory. Various approaches for modeling
the nonperturbative wave functions of mesons have been proposed in the literature [14, 19, 23, 31]. Among these,
the boosted Gaussian wave function [14, 48] is one of the most widely used and has been successfully employed in
recent studies to effectively reproduce cross-section data for diffractive ρ, ϕ, and J/Ψ production [40, 49]. Following
a similar approach to the photon LFWF, the spin-improved LFWFs for longitudinally (Λ = 0) and transversely
polarized (Λ = ±1) vector mesons are expressed as [23, 48, 50, 51],

ΨV,Λ=0

h,h̄
(x, r⊥) =

1

2
δh,−h̄

[
1 +

m2
q −∇2

r⊥

x(1− x)M2
V

]
Ψ(x, r⊥), (10)
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TABLE I. Quantum numbers and mass spectra of the ϕ-meson family with S = 1. M⊥ and M∥ are obtained by solving the
transverse and longitudinal dynamical equations, the holographic Schrödinger equation and the ’t Hooft equation, respectively.

JP (C) Name n⊥ n∥ L M∥ [MeV] M⊥ [MeV] Mtot [MeV] (This work)

1−− ϕ(1020) 0 0 0 752 740 1054

3−− ϕ3(1850) 0 4 2 921 1654 1893

1−− ϕ(1680) 1 2 0 852 1281 1538

1−− ϕ(2170) 3 6 0 979 1957 2188

n⟂=0

n⟂=2

n⟂=1

n⟂=3

▲

▲
▲

ϕ(1020)

ϕ(1680)
ϕ3(1850)

▲▲

ϕ(2170)

0 1 2 3
0

2

4

6

8

L

M
2
[G
eV

2
]

FIG. 1. Our predicted Regge trajectories for ϕ-meson family in comparison with the experimental data [52].

and

ΨV,Λ=±1

h,h̄
(x, r⊥) = ±

[
ie±iθr⊥ (xδh±,h̄∓ − (1− x)δh∓,h̄±)∂r⊥ +mqδh±,h̄±

]
Ψ(x, r⊥)

2x(1− x)
, (11)

respectively, where MV is the mass of the vector meson, Ψ is the spin independent part of the wave functions.
Brodsky and de Téramond proposed a nonperturbative method to calculate the spin-independent component of

hadronic LFWFs based on a semiclassical approximation of light-front QCD [19, 32, 53, 54]. In this approach, the
spin-independent wave function is expressed in a factorized form involving the variables x, ζ, and φ as,

Ψ(x, ζ, φ) =
ϕ(ζ)√
2πζ

eiLφX(x), (12)

where ζ =
√
x(1− x)r⊥ connects LFWFs to the AdS5 space. The transverse mode, ϕ(ζ), contains the dynamical

properties of the hadronic LFWF. The light-front orbital angular momentum quantum number is denoted by L,
and the longitudinal wave function is given by X(x) =

√
x(1− x)χ(x). The dynamics of transverse modes can be

generated with the holographic light-front Schrödinger equation [19, 55–57],(
− d2

dζ2
+

4L2 − 1

4ζ2
+ U⊥(ζ)

)
ϕ(ζ) = M2

⊥ϕ(ζ), (13)

where the confining potential, U⊥ is given as a two-dimensional (2D) harmonic oscillator potential in holographic
variable ζ as,

U⊥(ζ) = κ4ζ2 + 2κ2(J − 1), (14)

with, J = L + S, the total angular momentum of the meson. Eq. (13) can be solved analytically by employing a
holographic mapping to AdS5 through the light-front variable ζ, within the underlying conformal symmetry framework,
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2
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Transversely polarized ϕ mesons
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dashed: IMA
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0.002

0.003
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0.005

Longitudinally polarized ϕ mesons

FIG. 2. The overlap functions of both the transverse (Λ = ±1) and the longitudinal (Λ = 0) photon and the ϕ-meson LFWFs,
are integrated over x and presented as a function of the dipole transverse size r⊥ (in fm) at different photon virtualities
(Q2 = 2.4, 6.5, and 13 GeV2). These predictions are provided by the light-front holography ’t Hooft (solid) and the light-front
holography IMA (dashed) approaches, respectively.

as discussed in Ref. [58]. Here, the emerging mass scale parameter κ fixes the confinement strength and provides the
meson mass spectra, as well as the corresponding meson eigenstate within the chiral limit as:

M2
⊥(n⊥, J, L) = 4κ2

(
n⊥ +

J + L

2

)
, (15)

and

ϕn⊥L(ζ) ∝ ζ1/2+L exp

(
−κ2ζ2

2

)
LL
n⊥

(κ2ζ2), (16)

where n⊥ is the transverse principle quantum number, LL
n⊥

represents the associated Laguerre polynomials. Within
the chiral limit, the lowest-lying hadronic bound state is massless pion with, n⊥ = L = S = 0.

Beyond the chiral limit, Brodsky and de Téramond proposed a prescription to describe the longitudinal mode based
on invariant mass as [21]:

X(x) =
√

x(1− x) exp

[
− 1

2κ2

(
m2

q

x
+

m2
q̄

1− x

)]
. (17)

Note that this longitudinal mode is not dynamical. The corresponding meson mass spectra in Eq. (15) becomes,

M2 = ∆M2 + 4κ2

(
n⊥ +

J + L

2

)
, (18)

where the mass shift ∆M is obtained from the first order corrections as follows:

∆M2 =

∫
dx

x(1− x)
X2(x)

(
m2

q

x
+

m2
q̄

1− x

)
. (19)

Hence for the lowest lying mesonic state, Eq. (18), implies that: ∆M = Mπ. It is important to note that this
prescription suffers from two shortcomings: (i) M2

π ∝ 2m2
q(ln(κ

2/m2
q) − γE) with γE = 0.577216, which contradicts

the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner (GMOR) relation, M2
π ∝ mq [35, 36]. (ii) The longitudinal mode, Eq. (17), remains

same for all the radially excited states. However, despite these issues, this prescription has been successfully employed
to describe various properties of both light and heavy mesons [19, 21, 36, 59–65].

In Refs. [33, 34] the longitudinal dynamics has been captured by the ’t Hooft equation [20] of (1 + 1)-dim at
large Nc QCD, which describe the full meson’s mass spectra for pion [35], ρ meson [36], as well as heavy-light and
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FIG. 3. The three-dimensional distribution of longitudinally (left) and transversely (right) polarized LFWFs of the ϕ-meson
as a functions of the longitudinal momentum fraction carried by the quark x and the dipole separation r⊥ (in fm).

heavy-heavy mesons [34]. The idea of utilizing the ’t Hooft equation to go beyond the invariant mass prescription
was first proposed in Ref. [66], which focus to predict meson’s decay constants and parton distribution functions.
Recent studies [59, 67] have employed a phenomenological longitudinal confinement potential, originally proposed in
Ref. [68] within the framework of basis light-front quantization (BLFQ). While both studies primarily focus on the
chiral limit and the phenomenon of chiral symmetry breaking, the investigation in [59] extends to heavy mesons in
their ground state and examines the relationship of their method to the ’t Hooft equation. It is worth noting that
there is a growing interest in integrating longitudinal dynamics into hLFQCD [33, 59, 67, 69–71].

The ’t Hooft equation can be derived by applying the QCD Lagrangian in (1+1)-dimensions with large Nc approx-
imations, as shown in [20], (

m2
q

x
+

m2
q̄

1− x

)
χ(x) +

g2

π
P
∫

dy
χ(x)− χ(y)

(x− y)2
= M2

∥χ(x), (20)

where g = gs
√
Nc indicates the ’t Hooft longitudinal confinement scale and P is the Cauchy principal value. The ’t

Hooft equation possesses a gravity dual on AdS3 [72] and has gained significant attention in the literature [33, 35, 73–
79]. Unlike the holographic light-front Schrödinger equation, the ’t Hooft equation cannot be solved analytically.
However, it can be tackled numerically using the matrix method as described in Ref. [66]. After including both the
transverse modes from holographic light-front Schrödinger equation and longitudinal modes from ’t Hooft equation,
the total meson mass spectra can be obtained as,

M2(n⊥, n∥, J, L) = 4κ2

(
n⊥ +

J + L

2

)
+M2

∥ (n∥,mq,mq̄, g), (21)

where, n∥ is the longitudinal quantum number. For the ground state (n⊥ = L = S = 0 and n∥ = 0), the above
equation reproduces the experimentally observed pion mass, whereas it is zero in Eq. (15). This indicates that the ’t
Hooft equation generates the total pion mass. We also find that both the holographic Schrödinger and the ’t Hooft
equations correctly predicts the GMOR relation M2

π ∼ mq [35, 59]. Although an exact analytical expression for the
longitudinal modes cannot be obtained, they can be approximately fitted to the following form:

χ(x) ≈ xβ1(1− x)β2 , (22)

where βi are the quark mass dependent parameters which vanishes in the chiral limit. Specifically, for the ground
state of the ϕ-meson, the obtained values are β1,2 ≈ 6.0. After incorporating both the transverse modes from the
light-front Schrödinger equation and the longitudinal modes from the ’t Hooft equation, the total spin-independent
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FIG. 4. Comparison of our predictions for total diffractive cross-section as a function of photon-proton center of mass energy
W (in GeV) for various Q2 bins (in GeV2) with experimental data from (a) H1 2010 [47] and (b) ZEUS 2005 [80].

part of the meson LFWFs can be expressed as follows:

Ψ(x, ζ) = N
√
x(1− x)χ(x) exp

[
−κ2ζ2

2

]
, (23)

where χ(x) is the longitudinal mode, which is obtained by solving the ’t Hooft equation. N is the normalization
constant, which can be fixed by using the normalization condition as,∑

h,h̄

∫
d2r⊥ dx|ΨV,Λ

h,h̄
(x, r⊥)|2 = 1, (24)

where ΨV,Λ

h,h̄
are the spin-improved wave functions and these are given in Eqs. (10) and (11).

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Mass spectroscopy

The parity and charge conjugation quantum numbers of meson states are determined by [33–35]:

P = (−1)L+1 , C = (−1)L+S+n∥ . (25)

Using the universal transverse confinement scale κ = 0.523 GeV and the strange quark mass ms = 0.357 GeV,
values adopted in hLFQCD along with the IMA [19], we apply the longitudinal confining scale g = 0.109 GeV [35] to
extract the mass spectrum for the ϕ-meson family and determine their corresponding wave functions. We present our
computed masses for the ϕ-meson and its excited states in Table I. Our results (last column) show good agreement
with experimental data (second column, in parentheses). Notably, the condition n∥ ≥ n⊥ + L observed in Table I
holds true across the full hadron spectrum [34]. The Regge trajectories for the ϕ-meson family resulting from our
calculations are displayed in Fig. 1.

B. ϕ-meson diffractive cross-section

The diffractive cross-section, Eq. (1), can be expressed as the overlap of the LFWFs of the virtual photon and vector
meson. In Fig. 2, we show the overlap of the LFWFs after integrating over the longitudinal momentum fraction x
for various photon virtualities: Q2 = 2.4, 6.5, and 13 GeV2. We compare the ’t Hooft overlap functions, which
incorporate the longitudinal dynamics, with the IMA overlap functions, which do not include longitudinal dynamics
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FIG. 5. Comparison of our predictions as a function of Q2 for (a) longitudinal, (b) transverse, (c) total γ∗p cross-sections with
W = 90 GeV and (d) longitudinal to transverse cross-section ratio with H1 at W = 90 GeV [47, 81] and ZEUS at W = 75
GeV [38] data.

in the meson wave functions. Interestingly, despite their theoretical differences, these functions exhibit analogous
behavior. Specifically, the peaks of the distributions for the overlap function of transversely polarized photons and ϕ
mesons shift towards smaller values of the transverse separation r⊥ and decrease in magnitude as the photon virtuality
increases, whereas for longitudinally polarized photons and ϕ mesons, the peaks also shift towards smaller transverse
separations, but their magnitude increases with increasing photon virtuality.

In Fig. 3, we present the three-dimensional probabilistic distributions of the ϕ-meson LFWFs, |ΨΛ
h,h̄

(x, r⊥)|2, as
a function of the longitudinal momentum fraction x and dipole transverse separation r⊥, for both longitudinally
and transversely polarized ϕ-mesons. Our holographic LFWFs, incorporating longitudinal modes generated by the ’t
Hooft equation, peak at x = 0.5 and r⊥ = 0, and smoothly approach zero as x → 0, 1 and r⊥ increases. Additionally,
the transverse wave function exhibits a broader distribution compared to the longitudinal wave function. The ϕ wave
functions qualitatively resemble the ρ wave functions [36], though with a slightly sharper peak.

In Fig. 4, we show the variation of total cross section for the γ∗p → ϕp process as a function of photon-proton
center of mass energy W for different Q2 bins. We compare our predictions with data from H1 [47] (left panel) and
ZEUS [80] (right panel), and observe that our results are in good agreement with the experimental data within the
allowed uncertainty range. Meanwhile, in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b), we present the longitudinal (Λ = 0) and transverse
(Λ = ±1) components of the γ∗p → ϕp cross sections as a function of the photon virtuality Q2 at a fixed value of
W = 90 GeV. In Fig. 5(c), the total cross section for the γ∗p → ϕp process is shown as a function of Q2. Finally,
Fig. 5(d) depicts the ratio of the longitudinal to transverse components of the cross section. We find a good consistency
between our model results and the experimental data across all cases.

In Fig. 6(a), we present the differential cross-section dσγ∗p→ϕp/dt as a function of |t| at specific values of Q2,
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FIG. 6. Comparison of our predictions for differential cross-section as a function of |t| for various Q2 bins (left) and the ratio
for ϕ to ρ production total cross-section as a function of Q2 with H1 data at W = 75 GeV [47, 81] (right). The ρ-meson
production cross section results are taken from our previous work [36].

compared with the H1 2010 data [47]. In Fig. 6(b), we display the ratio of the total cross-section for ϕ to ρ as a
function of Q2, where the ρ-meson cross section results are taken from our previous work [36]. Our predictions in
both cases show a good agreement with the H1 HERA data. Note that if the ρ and ϕ mesons have identical masses
and LFWFs, the ratio of their cross-sections is simply given by the squared ratio of their effective charges from the
quark-antiquark dipole coupling with the photon, i.e., e2s/e

2
u,d = 0.22, and our results are approaching it for large

values of Q2.

C. Decay constant and Distribution Amplitudes

The vector and tensor coupling constants, fV and fT
V , are defined as the local matrix elements for the transition

from vacuum to hadron [82, 83],

⟨0|q̄(0)γµq(0)|V (P,Λ)⟩ = fV MV ϵ
µ
Λ , (26)

and

⟨0|q̄(0)[γµ, γν ]q(0)|V (P,Λ)⟩ = 2fT
V (ϵµΛP

ν − ϵνΛP
µ). (27)

Here, q(q̄) represent the quark (anti-quark) field operators at the same space-time points. The momentum and
polarization vectors are denoted by Pµ and ϵµΛ, respectively. In terms of LFWFs, the decay constants can be written
as [84],

fV =

√
Nc

π

∫ 1

0

dx

[
1 +

m2
q −∇2

r⊥

x(1− x)M2
V

]
Ψ(x, r⊥)|r⊥=0 , (28)

and

fT
V (µ) =

√
Nc

2π
mq

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
dr⊥ µJ1(µr⊥)

Ψ(x, r⊥)

x(1− x)
, (29)

where Nc is the number of colors, µ denotes the ultraviolet cut-off scale, and J1 is the Bessel function of the first kind
of order one. We observe that the tensor coupling is scale-independent for µ2 ≥ 1, but it depends on the quark mass
mq, as shown in Eq. (29). In the chiral limit, where mq → 0, the tensor coupling vanishes, while the vector coupling
retains a nonzero value. The vector coupling can be used to calculate the electronic decay width [52],

ΓV→e+e− =
4πα2

emC
2
V

3MV
f2
V . (30)
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TABLE II. Our predictions for the longitudinal and transverse decay constants and their ratio for the ϕ meson.

Reference Approach fϕ [MeV] f⊥
ϕ [MeV] f⊥

ϕ /fϕ

This work LF holography ’t Hooft 154 123 0.80

Ref. [62] LF holography IMA 190± 20 150+10
−20 0.79± 0.13

PDG [52] Exp. data 225± 2

Ref. [87] Sum Rules 254± 3 204± 14

Ref. [85] Lattice (continuum) 0.76± 0.01

Ref. [86] Lattice (finite) 0.780± 0.008

Ref. [88] Dyson-Schwinger 190 150 0.79

Here, αem represents the fine structure constant, and CV = 1/3 for the ϕ-meson. In Table II, we compare our
predictions for the vector and tensor decay constants of the ϕ-meson, as well as their ratio (fT

ϕ /fϕ), with those

obtained from lattice QCD [85, 86], other theoretical approaches [62, 87, 88], and available experimental data [52].
We observe that our predictions for the vector and tensor decay constants are lower than those of other models,
while their ratio is in good agreement. We obtain the electronic decay width as Γϕ→e+e− = 0.55 keV in the LF
holography with longitudinal dynamics generated by ’t Hooft equation, while the value in LF holography with IMA
is 0.89 keV [24]. The PDG reports it as Γϕ→e+e− = 1.251± 0.021 keV [89].

The longitudinal and transverse components of the twist-2 DAs are expressed in terms of the vector and tensor
decay constants and the LFWFs as [36, 90],

ϕ
∥
V (x, µ) =

Nc

πfV MV

∫
dr⊥µJ1(µr⊥)

[
M2

V x(1− x) +m2
q −∇2

r⊥

] Ψ(x, r⊥)

x(1− x)
, (31)

and

ϕ⊥
V (x, µ) =

Ncmq

πf⊥
V

∫
dr⊥µJ1(µr⊥)

Ψ(x, r⊥)

x(1− x)
, (32)

respectively. They are normalized as [91]∫ 1

0

dxϕ
∥
V (x, µ) = 1, and

∫ 1

0

dxϕ⊥
V (x, µ) = 1 . (33)

In Fig. 7, we present the longitudinal and transverse components of the normalized DAs for the ’t Hooft model

and compare them with the IMA results for ms = 0.357 GeV [19]. We observe that both ϕ
∥
ϕ(x) and ϕ⊥

ϕ (x) in
hLFQCD, incorporating the ’t Hooft longitudinal mode, exhibit narrower distributions compared to those obtained
using hLFQCD with the IMA framework.

D. Electromagnetic Form Factors

The EMFFs of vector mesons can be obtained as the hadronic matrix elements of the electromagnetic current Jµ

between the initial and final eigenstates of the vector mesons [92],

⟨V (P ′,Λ′) |Jµ|V (P,Λ)⟩ =− ϵ∗Λ′ · ϵΛ(P + P ′)µF1(Q
2) +

(
ϵµΛq · ϵ

∗
Λ′ − ϵ∗µΛ′ q · ϵΛ

)
F2(Q

2)

+
(ϵ∗Λ′ · q)(ϵΛ · q)

2M2
V

(P + P ′)µF3(Q
2) . (34)

Here, q = P ′ − P is the momentum transfer, ϵΛ and ϵΛ′ are the polarization vectors for the initial and final state
vector mesons, and F1, F2, and F3 are the Lorentz-invariant form factors associated with the physical vector meson
mass MV . We calculate the hadronic matrix elements in the Breit frame, where the momentum transfer occurs only
in one transverse direction, i.e., (q+ = 0, q⊥1 = Q, q⊥2 = 0), with P⊥ = −P ′

⊥, as defined in Refs. [93, 94]:

qµ = (0, 0, Q, 0), Pµ = (MV

√
1 + η, MV

√
1 + η, −Q/2, 0) and P ′µ = (MV

√
1 + η, MV

√
1 + η, Q/2, 0), (35)

where η = Q2/4M2
V is the kinematic factor. We follow the notation pµ = (p+, p−, p1, p2) with p± = p0 ± p3.
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FIG. 7. Our results for the PDAs for longitudinally (left) and transversely (right) polarized ϕ-mesons for ’t Hooft (in solid
purple) and IMA (black-dashed).

On the light front, we calculate the form factors using the plus component of the electromagnetic current of quark,
J+
q (0), which can be expressed in terms of its matrix elements as [95, 96],

I+Λ′,Λ(Q
2) ≜ ⟨V (P ′,Λ′)

∣∣∣∣J+
q (0)

2P+

∣∣∣∣V (P,Λ)⟩

=
∑
h,h̄

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

dxd2k⊥

16π3
ΨΛ′∗

hh̄ (x,k⊥ + (1− x)q⊥)Ψ
Λ
hh̄(x,k⊥), (36)

By accounting all possible combinations of incoming and outgoing vector meson helicities, Λ,Λ′ = 0,±1, one can
obtain nine matrix elements of the electromagnetic current, I+Λ′,Λ. These nine elements can be reduced to four:

I+1,1, I
+
1,−1, I

+
1,0, and I+0,0 by imposing light-front parity and time-reversal invariance [93]. In practical computations,

instead of directly evaluating the Lorentz-invariant form factors Fi(Q
2), it is common to use the physical charge (GC),

magnetic (GM ), and quadrupole (GQ) form factors, expressed as [94, 97],

GC = F1 +
2

3
ηGQ , GM = −F2 , GQ = F1 + F2 + (1 + η)F3. (37)

Note that various prescriptions exist for calculating these types of form factors, such as those proposed by Grach and
Kondratyuk (GK) [98], Brodsky and Hiller (BH) [94], Chung-Coester-Keister-Polyzou (CCKP) [99], and Frankfurt-
Frederico-Strikman (FFS) [100]. In our work, we compute these physical form factors using the BH prescription,
which accounts for zero-mode contributions. According to the BH prescription, the form factors are defined in terms
of hadronic matrix elements, I+Λ′,Λ as,

GBH
C (Q2) =

1

2P+(1 + 2η)

[
3− 2η

3
I+0,0 +

16

3
η
I+1,0√
2η

+
2

3
(2η − 1)I+1,−1

]
,

GBH
M (Q2) =

2

2P+(1 + 2η)

[
I+0,0 +

(2η − 1)√
2η

I+1,0 − I+1,−1

]
,

GBH
Q (Q2) = − 1

2P+(1 + 2η)

[
I+0,0 − 2

I+1,0√
2η

+
1 + η

η
I+1,−1

]
.

(38)

At zero momentum transfer, these form factors define the electric charge e, magnetic moment µ and quadrupole
moment Q as follows [101, 102]:

eGC(Q
2 = 0) = e , GM(Q2 = 0) = µ , GQ(Q

2 = 0) =Q. (39)
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FIG. 8. The left, middle, and right panels show the variation of the electric, magnetic, and quadrupole form factors of ϕ mesons
as functions of momentum transfer squared, Q2. The solid purple line represents the results from ’t Hooft, the dashed black
line corresponds to the IMA predictions, and the red dot-dashed line represents the Schwinger-Dyson equation results [101].

Meanwhile the charge root-mean-squared (rms) radius of the vector meson can be determined by [99]

⟨r2ϕ⟩ = − 6

GC(0)
lim

Q2→0

∂GC(Q
2)

∂Q2
. (40)

In Fig. 8, we present the variations of the charge, magnetic, and quadrupole electromagnetic form factors as functions
of the square of the momentum transfer, Q2. We compare the results obtained from hLFQCD, incorporating the ’t
Hooft longitudinal mode, with those from hLFQCD within the IMA framework and the Schwinger-Dyson equations
approach [101]. From this comparison, we find that the predictions from the ’t Hooft and IMA approaches are
largely consistent with each other; however, they fall more rapidly than those obtained using the Schwinger-Dyson
equation approach. We observe a zero crossing of the charge form factor, Gc(Q

2), at Q2 = 8.2GeV2 for hLFQCD
with the ’t Hooft longitudinal mode, whereas in the IMA approach, it occurs at a higher Q2 ∼ 20GeV2. Notably,
the zero crossing of Gc(Q

2) has also been predicted by the Schwinger-Dyson equation approach, where it appears at
Q2 = 8.5GeV2 [101].

Using Eqs. (39) and (40), we calculate the ϕ-meson rms charge radius
√
⟨r2ϕ⟩, magnetic moment µϕ, and quadrupole

moment Qϕ. These results are presented alongside other model predictions in Table III. Our findings indicate that
the charge radius and magnetic moment of the ϕ-meson are consistent with existing theoretical predictions from the
Schwinger-Dyson equation approach [101] and the symmetry-preserving approach [102]. Additionally, we observe that
the quadrupole moment qualitatively aligns with those theoretical predictions as summarized in Table III.

The matrix elements of the electromagnetic current, J+, for spin-1 particles satisfy the angular condition equation
as a constraint in the light-front spin basis, expressed as [103]:

∆(Q2) = (1 + 2η)I++1,+1 + I++1,−1 −
√
8ηI++1,0 − I+0,0 = 0. (41)

In Fig. 9, we present the variation of the angular condition, Eq. (41), with the momentum transfer Q2. We find
that the angular condition constraint ∆(0) → 0 is satisfied in our model, suggesting that the contribution from I+0,0 is

exactly canceled by I++1,+1 at zero momentum transfer, i.e., I+0,0(0) = I++1,+1(0). However, this equality does not hold

across the entire range of Q2, although the angular condition eventually approaches zero as Q2 becomes very large.
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TABLE III. Comparison of the ϕ-meson charge radii
√

⟨r2ϕ⟩ (in fm), magnetic moments µϕ and quadrupole moment Qϕ with

various theoretical approaches.

Static properties This work Ref. [101] Ref. [102]

’t Hooft IMA√
⟨r2ϕ⟩ 0.54 0.60 0.47 0.52

µϕ 2.04 2.18 2.09 2.08

Qϕ −0.19 −0.38 −0.83 −0.32
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FIG. 9. Our results for angular condition given by Eq. (41) for ’t Hooft and IMA approaches. The inset depicts the variation
of angular condition in the small Q2 region where the angular condition is satisfied.

V. CONCLUSION

The ’t Hooft equation complements the light-front holographic Schrödinger equation in governing the longitudinal
dynamics of quark-antiquark mesons. Together, they provide good predictions for the mass spectroscopy of the ϕ-
meson family without requiring additional parameter adjustments. Specifically, these calculations use the universal
transverse confinement scale κ = 0.523 GeV, the longitudinal confinement scale g = 0.109 GeV [35], and the strange
quark mass ms = 0.357 GeV adopted in holographic light-front QCD (hLFQCD) along with the invariant mass ansatz
(IMA) framework [19].

When combined with the color glass condensate dipole cross-section, the ϕ-meson holographic light-front wave-
functions (LFWFs), incorporating the longitudinal mode from the ’t Hooft equation, provide a good description of
cross-section data for diffractive ϕ-meson electroproduction at various energies. Using these resulting LFWFs, we
have calculated key properties of the ϕ-meson, including the decay constant, distribution amplitude, electromagnetic
form factors (EMFFs), charge radius, magnetic moment, and quadrupole moment. Interestingly, while the EMFFs
predicted by our approach align well with those from hLFQCD-IMA, the two approaches yield different results for
the distribution amplitudes. Additionally, our predictions for the vector and tensor decay constants are lower than
the experimental measurement and various theoretical predictions; however, their ratio shows good agreement with
values reported in the literature. Finally, the static properties, such as the charge radius and magnetic moment, are
consistent with other theoretical results.
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[22] S. J. Brodsky, G. F. de Téramond, H. G. Dosch, and J. Erlich, Light-front holographic QCD and emerging confinement,

Physics Reports 584, 1 (2015).
[23] J. R. Forshaw and R. Sandapen, Ads/qcd holographic wave function for the ρ meson and diffractive ρ meson electropro-

duction, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 081601 (2012).
[24] M. Ahmady, R. Sandapen, and N. Sharma, Diffractive ρ and ϕ production at hera using a holographic ads/qcd light-front

meson wave function, Phys. Rev. D 94, 074018 (2016).
[25] J. R. Forshaw and G. Shaw, Gluon saturation in the colour dipole model?, Journal of High Energy Physics 2004, 052

(2005).
[26] S. Chekanov et al. (ZEUS Collaboration), Measurement of the neutral current cross-section and F(2) structure function

for deep inelastic e + p scattering at HERA, Eur. Phys. J. C 21, 443 (2001).
[27] C. Adloff et al. (H1 Collaboration), Deep inelastic inclusive e p scattering at low x and a determination of alpha(s), Eur.

Phys. J. C 21, 33 (2001).
[28] F. D. Aaron et al. (H1, ZEUS), Combined Measurement and QCD Analysis of the Inclusive e+- p Scattering Cross

Sections at HERA, JHEP 01, 109.
[29] C. Contreras, E. Levin, and I. Potashnikova, CGC/saturation approach: a new impact-parameter dependent model, Nucl.

Phys. A 948, 1 (2016).
[30] E. Iancu, K. Itakura, and S. Munier, Saturation and bfkl dynamics in the hera data at small-x, Physics Letters B 590,

199 (2004).
[31] H. G. Dosch, T. Gousset, G. Kulzinger, and H. J. Pirner, Vector meson leptoproduction and nonperturbative gluon

fluctuations in qcd, Phys. Rev. D 55, 2602 (1997).
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