
Advances for QCD and the Standard Model:

Color-Confining Light-Front Holography and the

Principle of Maximum Conformality

Stanley J. Brodsky
SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, Stanford University

e-mail: sjbth@slac.stanford.edu

March 31, 2025

Abstract

I review how the application of superconformal quantum mechan-
ics and light-front holography leads to new insights into the physics of
color confinement, the spectroscopy and dynamics of hadrons, as well
as surprising supersymmetric relations between the masses of mesons,
baryons, and tetraquarks. Spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking
is automatically fulfilled by supersymmetric Light-Front QCD. The
light-front holographic approach (HLFQCD) also predicts the behav-
ior of the QCD running coupling and other observables from the non-
perturbative color-confining domain to the perturbative domain. One
can determine the QCD running coupling to high precision from the
data of just a single experiment over the entire perturbative regime
by using the Principle of Maximum Conformality (PMC). The PMC,
which generalizes the conventional Gell-Mann-Low method for scale-
setting in perturbative QED to non-Abelian QCD, provides a rigor-
ous method for achieving unambiguous scheme-independent, fixed-
order Standard Model predictions, consistent with the principles of
the renormalization group. I also briefly review a novel feature of
hadronic physics predicted by QCD: intrinsic heavy quarks.

QCD, Light-Front, Holography, Supersymmetry, Principle of Maximum
Conformality, Intrinsic Quarks

1 Color Confinement and Light-Front Hologra-
phy

A central problem in particle physics is to obtain a fundamental analytic
description of hadrons, which not only has QCD color confinement, but
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also predicts the spectroscopy of hadrons and their light-front wave func-
tions which underly their properties and dynamics. Guy de Teramond,
Guenter Dosch, and I [2] have shown that a mass gap and a fundamental
color confinement scale can be derived from light-front holography – the
duality between five-dimensional anti-de Sitter (AdS) space physical 3+1
spacetime using light-front time. The combination of superconformal quan-
tum mechanics [3, 4], with light-front quantization [5] and the holographic
embedding on a higher dimensional gravity theory [6] (gauge/gravity cor-
respondence) has led to new analytic insights into the structure of hadrons
and their dynamics [2, 7, 8, 9, 31, 33]. This novel approach to nonpertur-
bative QCD dynamics, holographic light-front QCD (HLFQCD, has led to
effective semi-classical relativistic bound-state equations for hadrons with
arbitrary spin [37], and it incorporates fundamental properties which are
not apparent from the QCD Lagrangian, such as the emergence of a univer-
sal hadron mass scale, the prediction of a massless pion in the chiral limit,
and remarkable connections between the spectroscopy of mesons, baryons
and tetraquarks across the full hadron spectrum [38, 39, 40, 41].

2 Light-Front Theory and Holographic QCD

When one observes an image in a flash photograph, each element is illumi-
nated at a single light front time τ = t + z/c along the front of the light
wave. This is the basis of Dirac’s ”front form.” In contrast, each element
of the image is illuminated at a different “instant time” t. Objects which
are separated in space cannot interact at the same instant time, since infor-
mation and interactions cannot travel faster than the speed of light. This
is the principle of causality. Light-Front Hamiltonian theory [5] provides
a causal, frame-independent, and ghost-free nonperturbative formalism for
analyzing gauge theories such as QCD.

Measurements of hadron structure – such as the structure functions
determined by deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering (DIS) – are in fact
analogous to a flash photograph: one observes the hadron at a fixed light-
front time τ = t+ z/c along a light-front.

The underlying physics is determined by the hadronic light-front wave

functions (LFWFs) ψn(xi, k⃗⊥i, λi) with xi =
k+i
P+ =

k0i+kzi
P 0+P z ,

∑n
i x1 = 1,

∑n
i k⃗⊥i

=

0⃗⊥ and spin projections λi. The LFWFs are the Fock state projections of
the eigenstates of the QCD LF invariant Hamiltonian HLF |Ψ⟩ =M2|Ψ⟩ [1],
where the LF Hamiltonian is the light-front time evolution operator defined
directly from the QCD Lagrangian. One can avoid ghosts and longitudi-
nal gluonic degrees of freedom by choosing to work in the light-cone gauge
A+ = 0. The LFWFs are boost invariant; i.e.; they are independent of the
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hadron’s momentum P+ = P 0+P z, P⃗⊥. This contrasts with the wave func-
tions defined at a fixed time t. In fact, the Lorentz boost of an instant-form
wave function is much more complicated than a Melosh transform [11] –
even the number of Fock constituents changes under a boost.

Current matrix elements such as form factors are simple overlaps of
the initial-state and final-state LFWFs, as given by the Drell-Yan West
formula [12, 13, 59]. Hadron form factors are matrix elements of the non-
interacting electromagnetic current jµ of the hadron, as in the interaction
picture of quantum mechanics. One chooses the frame where the virtual
photon 4-momentum qµ has q+ = 0, q⃗2⊥ = Q2 = −q2 and q−P+ = q ·p. One
can also choose to evaluate matrix elements of j+ = j0+jz which eliminates
matrix elements between Fock states with and extra qq̄ pair. There is no
analogous formula for the instant form, since one must take into account
the coupling of the external current to connected vacuum-induced currents.

Observables such as structure functions, transverse momentum distri-
butions, and distribution amplitudes can all be defined from the hadronic
LFWFs. The hadron distribution amplitudes ϕH(xi, Q), which enter fac-
torization formulae for exclusive processes, are given by the valence LFWF
integrated over transverse momentum k2⊥ < Q2.

Since they are frame-independent, the structure functions measured in
DIS are the same whether they are measured at an electron-proton collider
or in a fixed-target experiment where the proton is at rest. There is no
concept of length contraction of the hadron or nucleus at a collider – no
collisions of “pancakes” – since the observations of the collisions of the
composite hadrons are made at fixed light-front time τ , not at fixed time.
The dynamics of a hadron in the LF formalism are not dependent on the
observer’s Lorentz frame.

The frame-independent LF Heisenberg equation HQCD
LF |ψH⟩ =M2

HψH⟩
can be solved numerically by matrix diagonalization of the LF Hamiltonian
in LF Fock space using “Discretized Light-Cone Quantization” (DLCQ) [14],
where anti-periodic boundary conditions in x− render the k+ momenta dis-
crete as well as limiting the size of the Fock basis. In fact, one can easily
solve 1+1 quantum field theories such as QCD(1+1) [15] for any number of
colors, flavors, and quark masses. Unlike lattice gauge theory, the nonper-
turbative DLCQ analysis is in Minkowski space, it is frame-independent,
and it is free of fermion-doubling problems. A related method for solving
nonperturbative QCD, “Basis Light-Front Quantization” (BLFQ) [16, 17],
uses the eigensolutions of a color-confining approximation to QCD (such
as LF holography ) as the basis functions, rather than the plane-wave ba-
sis used in DLCQ. The LFWFs can also be determined from covariant
Bethe-Salpeter wave function by integrating over k− [21]. In fact, advanced
quantum computers are now being used to obtain the DLCQ and BLFQ
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solutions.
Factorization theorems, as well as the DGLAP and ERBL evolution

equations for structure functions and distribution amplitudes, can be de-
rived using the light-front Hamiltonian formalism [32]. In the case of an
electron-ion collider, one can represent the cross section for e− p collisions
as a convolution of the hadron and virtual photon structure functions times
the subprocess cross-section in analogy to hadron-hadron collisions. This
description of γ∗p→ X reactions provides new insights into electroproduc-
tion physics such as the dynamics of heavy quark-pair production, where
intrinsic heavy quarks play an important role [22].

In the case of ep→ e′X, one can consider the collisions of the confining
QCD flux tube appearing between the q and q̄ of the virtual photon with
the flux tube between the quark and diquark of the proton. Since the qq̄
plane is aligned with the scattered electron’s plane, the resulting “ridge” of
hadronic multiplicity produced from the γ∗p collision will also be aligned
with the scattering plane of the scattered electron. The virtual photon’s
flux tube will also depend on the photon virtuality Q2, as well as the flavor
of the produced pair arising from γ∗ → qq̄. The resulting dynamics [18] is a
natural extension of the flux-tube collision description of the ridge produced
in p− p collisions [19].

3 Other Features of Light-Front QCD

There are a number of advantages if one uses LF Hamiltonian methods for
perturbative QCD calculations. Unlike instant form, where one must sum
over n! frame-dependent amplitudes, only the τ -ordered diagrams where
every line has positive k+ = k0 + kz can contribute [20]. The number of
nonzero amplitudes is also greatly reduced by noting that the total angular
momentum projection Jz =

∑n−1
i Lz

i +
∑n

i S
z
i and the total P+ are con-

served at each vertex. In addition, in a renormalizable theory the change
in orbital angular momentum is limited to ∆Lz = 0,±1 at each vertex.
The calculation of a subgraph of any order in pQCD only needs to be done
once; the result can be stored in a “history” file, since in light-front per-
turbation theory, the numerator algebra is independent of the process; the
denominator changes, but only by a simple shift of the initial P−. Loop
integrations are three-dimensional:

∫
d2k⃗⊥

∫ 1
0 dx. Renormalization can be

done using the “alternate denominator” method which defines the required
subtraction counter-terms [23].

The LF vacuum in LF Hamiltonian theory is defined as the eigenstate
of HLF with lowest invariant mass. Since propagation of particles with
negative k+ does not appear, there are no loop amplitudes appearing in

4



the LF vacuum – it is is thus trivial up to possible k+ = 0 “zero” modes.
The usual quark and gluon QCD vacuum condensates of the instant form
=are replaced by physical effects, such as the running quark mass and the
physics contained within the hadronic LFWFs in the hadronic domain.
This is referred to as “in-hadron” condensates [24, 25, 29]. In the case of
the Higgs theory, the traditional Higgs vacuum expectation value (VEV) is
replaced by a zero mode, analogous to a classical Stark or Zeeman field. [27]
This approach contrasts with the traditional view of the vacuum based on
the instant form.

The instant-form vacuum, the lowest energy eigenstate of the instant-
form Hamiltonian, is defined at one instant of time over all space; it is thus
acausal and frame-dependent. It is usually argued that the QCD contribu-
tion to the cosmological constant – dark energy – is 1045 times larger that
observed, and in the case of the Higgs theory, the Higgs VEV is argued
to be 1054 larger than observed [28], estimates based on the loop diagrams
of the acausal frame-dependent instant-form vacuum. However, the phys-
ical universe is observed within the causal horizon, not at a single instant
of time. In contrast, the light-front vacuum provides a viable description
of the visible universe [29]. Thus, in agreement with Einstein’s theory of
general relativity, quantum effects do not contribute to the cosmological
constant. In the case of the Higgs theory, the Higgs zero mode has no
energy density, so again it gives no contribution to the cosmological con-
stant. However, it is possible that if one solves the Higgs theory in a curved
universe, the zero mode will be replaced with a field of nonzero curvature
which could give a nonzero contribution.

4 Holographic light-front QCD

A basic understanding of hadron properties, such as confinement and the
emergence of a mass scale, from first principles in QCD has remained
elusive: Hadronic characteristics are not explicit properties of the QCD
Lagrangian and perturbative QCD, so successful in the large transverse
momentum domain, is not applicable at large distances. This obstacle
is overcome in holographic QCD with the introduction of a superconfor-
mal symmetry in anti de Sitter (AdS) space which is responsible for con-
finement and the introduction of a mass scale within the superconformal
group. When mapped to light-front coordinates in physical spacetime, this
approach incorporates supersymmetric relations between the Regge trajec-
tories of meson, baryon and tetraquark states which can be visualized in
terms of specific SU(3) color representations of quarks.

Remarkably, LF theory in 3+1 physical space-time is holographically
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dual to five-dimensional AdS space, if one identifies the LF radial variable
ζ with the fifth coordinate z of AdS5 [2, 7, 8, 9, 31, 33]. If the metric
of the conformal AdS5 theory is modified by a dilaton of the form e+κ2z2 ,
one obtains an analytically-solvable Lorentz-invariant color-confining LF
Schrödinger equations for hadron physics. The parameter κ of the dilaton
becomes the fundamental mass scale of QCD, underlying the color-confining
potential of the LF Hamiltonian and the running coupling αs(Q

2) in the
nonperturbative domain. When one introduces super-conformal algebra,
the result is “Holographic LF QCD” which not only predicts a unified
Regge-spectroscopy of mesons, baryons, and tetraquarks, arranged as su-
persymmetric 4-plets, but also the hadronic LF wavefunctions which un-
derly form factors, structure functions, and other dynamical phenomena.
In each case, the quarks and antiquarks cluster in hadrons as 3C diquarks,
so that mesons, baryons and tetraquarks all obey a two-body 3C − 3̄C LF
bound-state equation. Thus tetraquarks are compact hadrons, as funda-
mental as mesons and baryons. “Holographic LF QCD” also leads to novel
phenomena such as the color transparency of hadrons produced in hard-
exclusive reactions traversing a nuclear medium and asymmetric intrinsic
heavy-quark distributions Q(x) ̸= Q̄(x), appearing at high x in the non-
valence higher Fock states of hadrons [34, 126].

The light front holographic approach also incorporates the essential
consequence of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking. All of the typical
features of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking are automatically fulfilled
by supersymmetric LFHQCD: There is a mass- less boson (the pion in
the chiral limit), and the parity doublets (ρ,A1) and (N,N(1535)) have
different masses. A detailed discussion is given in ref. [44]

The holographic light-front QCD framework provides a unified nonper-
turbative description of the hadron mass spectrum, form factors and quark
distributions. In our article [95] we have extended our previous descrip-
tion of quark distributions [47, 48] in LF holographic QCD to predict the
gluonic distributions of both the proton and pion from the coupling of the
metric fluctuations induced by the spin-two Pomeron with the energy mo-
mentum tensor in anti-de Sitter space, together with constraints imposed
by the Veneziano model without additional free parameters. The gluonic
and quark distributions are shown to have significantly different effective
QCD mass scales. The comparison of our predictions with the gluon gravi-
tational form factor computed from Euclidean lattice gauge theory and the
gluon distribution in the proton and pion from global analyses also give
very good results.

Phenomenological extensions of the holographic QCD approach have
also led to nontrivial connections between the dynamics of form factors and
polarized and unpolarized quark distributions with pre-QCD nonperturba-
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tive approaches such as Regge theory and the Veneziano model [46, 47, 48].
As discussed in the next section, it also predicts the analytic behavior of
the QCD coupling αs(Q

2) in the nonperturbative domain [49, 50].

5 Light-Front Holography QCD and Supersym-
metric Features of Hadron Physics

One of the most remarkable feature of hadron spectroscopy is that, to
a very good approximation, mesons and baryons are observed to lie on
almost identical Regge trajectories: M2

M = 2κ2(n + LM ) for mesons with
light quarks and M2

B = 2κ2(n + LB + 1) for baryons with light quarks.
The slopes λ = κ2 in M2

H(n,L) are identical for both mesons and baryons
in both the principal number n and orbital angular momentum L. (The
index n can be interpreted as the number of nodes in the resulting two-body
wave function. ) The universality of the slopes of Regge trajectories across
the hadronic spectrum is shown in Fig. 1. An example comparing the
pion and proton trajectories is shown in Fig. 2. This degeneracy between
the Regge slopes of the two-body mesons and three-body baryons provides
compelling evidence that two of the three quarks in the baryon valence
Fock state pair up as diquark clusters. Then LM represents the orbital and
angular momentum between the 3C quark and 3̄C antiquark for mesons, and
LB represents the orbital angular momentum between the 3C quark and
a 3̄C spin-0 [qq] or spin-1 (qq) diquark in baryons. The identical 3C − 3̄C
color-confining interaction appears for mesons and baryon. The index n
can be interpreted as the number of nodes in the resulting two-body wave
function.

The unified spectroscopy of hadronic bosons and fermions point to an
underlying supersymmetry between mesons and baryons in QCD. In fact,
the supersymmetric Light Front Holographic approach to QCD not only
provides a unified spectroscopy of mesons and baryons, but it also pre-
dicts the existence and spectroscopy of tetraquarks: the mass degeneracy
of mesons and baryons with their tetraquark partners, bound states of 3C
diquarks and 3̄C anti-diquarks. The meson-baryon-tetraquark 4-plet pre-
dicted by the LF supersymmetric approach is illustrated in Fig. 5. The
baryon has two entries in the 4-plet, analogous to the upper and lower
spinor components of a Dirac spinor. For example, the proton |[ud]u⟩ with
Jz = +1/2 has equal probability to be a bound state of a scalar [ud] diquark
and a u quark with Sz = +1/2, Lz = 0 or the u quark with nonzero orbital
angular momentum Sz = −1/2, Lz = +1. The spin-flip matrix element
of the electromagnetic current between these two states gives the proton’s
Pauli form factor in the light-front formalism [59].
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Fit to the slope of Regge trajectories, 
including radial excitations

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

mu = md = 46 MeV, ms = 357 MeV

From ↵g1(Q
2)

Deur

� = 2 de Tèramond, Dosch, Lorce’, sjb

κ = λ = 0.523 ± 0.024

Universal Mass Scale

Figure 1: The slopes of the measured meson and baryon Regge trajectories.
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Figure 2: Examples of supersymmetric meson and baryon Regge trajecto-
ries. Comparison of the pion and proton trajectories and the comparison
of the ρ/ω meson Regge trajectory with the J = 3/2 ∆ baryon trajectory.
The degeneracy of the meson and baryon trajectories if one identifies a
meson with internal orbital angular momentum LM with its superpartner
baryon with LM = LB + 1 using superconformal algebra. See Refs. [8, 9].
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The holographic theory incorporates the dependence on the total quark
spin, S = 0 for the π Regge trajectory, and S = 1 for the ρ trajectory, as
given by the additional term 2κ2S, where S = 0, 1, in the LF Hamiltonian.
This leads, for example to the correct prediction for the π − ρ mass gap:
M2

ρ−M2
π = 2κ2. In order to describe the quark spin-spin interaction, which

distinguishes for example the nucleons from ∆ particles, one includes an
identical term, 2κ2S, with S = 0, 1 in the LF baryon Hamiltonian which
maintains hadronic supersymmetry. The prediction for the mass spectrum
of mesons, baryons and tetraquarks is given by [93]

M2
M⊥ = 4κ2(n+ LM ) + 2κ2S, (1)

M2
B⊥ = 4κ2(n+ LB + 1) + 2κ2S, (2)

M2
T⊥ = 4κ2(n+ LT + 1) + 2κ2S, (3)

with the same slope λ = κ2 in L and n, the radial quantum number. The
Regge spectra of the pseudoscalar S = 0 and vector S = 1 mesons are then
predicted correctly, with equal slope in the principal quantum number n
and the internal orbital angular momentum. The nonperturbative pion
distribution amplitude ϕπ(x) ∝ fπ

√
x(1− x) predicted by LF holography

is consistent with the Belle data for the photon-to-pion transition form
factor [104]. The prediction for the LF wave function ψρ(x, k⊥) of the ρ
meson gives excellent predictions for the observed features of diffractive ρ
electroproduction γ∗p→ ρp′ [105]. The prediction for the valence LF wave
function of the pion is shown in Fig. 3.

These predictions for the meson, baryon and tetraquark spectroscopy
are specific to zero mass quarks. In our paper [96], we have shown that the
breaking of chiral symmetry in holographic light-front QCD from nonzero
quark masses is encoded in the longitudinal dynamics, independent of ζ.
The results for M2 = M2

⊥ +M2
L, where M

2
L is the longitudinal contribu-

tion from the nonzero quark mass, retains the zero-mass chiral property of
the pion predicted by the superconformal algebraic structure which gov-
erns its transverse dynamics. The mass scale in the longitudinal light-front
Hamiltonian determines the confinement strength in this direction; It is
also responsible for most of the light meson ground state mass, consis-
tent with the standard Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner constraint. Longitudinal
confinement and the breaking of chiral symmetry are found to be differ-
ent manifestations of the same underlying dynamics that appears in the ’t
Hooft large-NC QCD(1 + 1) model. One also obtains spherical symmetry
of the 3-dimensional confinement potential in the nonrelativistic limit. For
related work, see Refs. [97, 98, 99, 100].

Phenomenological extensions of the holographic QCD approach have
also led to nontrivial connections between the dynamics of form factors and
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Prediction from AdS/QCD: Meson LFWF
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Figure 3: The LF wave function of the pion predicted by LF holography.
The results are consistent with analyses based on the Dyson-Schwinger
equation.
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Superconformal Algebra
2X2 Hadronic Multiplets

&%
'$ue &%

'$e ee
�M , LB + 1  B+, LB

-R†
�

&%
'$e ee
 B�, LB + 1

&%
'$e eu u
�T , LB

-R†
�

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

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

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

 
�M(LM = LB + 1)  B�(LB + 1)

 B+(LB) �T (LT = LB)

!
, (21)

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

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

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

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

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

2.4 Inclusion of quark masses and comparison with experiment

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

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

and add the additional term of the invariant mass �m2 =
Pn

i=1
m2

i

xi
to the LF kinetic

energy. The resulting LF wave function is then modified by the factor e�
1
2�

�m2
, thus

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

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

value of �m2 evaluated using the modified wave functions. This prescription leads to

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

Baryon

Bosons, Fermions with Equal Mass!

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

R†
� q ! [q̄q̄]

3C ! 3C

R†
� q̄ ! [qq]

3̄C ! 3̄C

Tetraquark: 
diquark + antidiquark

Figure 4: The supersymmetric meson-baryon-tetraquark 4-plet. The oper-
ator R†

λ transforms an antiquark 3̄C into a diquark 3̄C .

polarized and unpolarized quark distributions with pre-QCD nonperturba-
tive approaches such as Regge theory and the Veneziano model [46, 47, 48].
As discussed in the next section, it also predicts the analytic behavior of
the QCD coupling αs(Q

2) in the nonperturbative domain [49, 50].
The LF Schrödinger Equations for baryons and mesons derived from

superconformal algebra are shown in Fig. 6. The comparison between
the meson and baryon masses of the ρ/ω Regge trajectory with the spin-
3/2 ∆ trajectory is shown in Fig. 6. Superconformal algebra predicts the
meson and baryon masses are identical if one identifies a meson with in-
ternal orbital angular momentum LM with its superpartner baryon with
LB = LM − 1. Notice that the twist τ = 2 + LM = 3 + LB of the inter-
polating operators for the meson and baryon superpartners are the same.
Superconformal algebra also predicts that the LFWFs of the superpartners
are identical, and thus they have identical dynamics, such their elastic and
transition form factors. These features can be tested for spacelike form
factors at JLab12.

The extension of light-front QCD to superconformal algebra has leads
to a specific mass degeneracy between mesons, baryons and tetraquarks [8,
9, 93] underlying the SU(3)C representation properties, since a diquark
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the fifth dimension of AdS space is holographically dual to the LF radial
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Figure 6: (A). The LF Schrödinger equations for baryons and mesons for
zero quark mass derived from the Pauli 2 × 2 matrix representation of
superconformal algebra. The ψ± are the baryon quark-diquark LFWFs
where the quark spin Sz

q = ±1/2 is parallel or antiparallel to the baryon
spin Jz = ±1/2. The meson and baryon equations are identical if one
identifies a meson with internal orbital angular momentum LM with its
superpartner baryon with LB = LM − 1. See Ref. [8, 9, 38].
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cluster has the same color-triplet representation as an antiquark, namely
3̄ ∈ 3× 3. The meson wave function ϕM , the upper and lower components
of the baryon wave function, ϕB±, and the tetraquark wave function, ϕT ,
can be arranged as a supersymmetric 4-plet matrix [93, 94]

|Φ⟩ =
(
ϕ
(L+1)
M ϕ

(L+1)
B−

ϕ
(L)
B+ ϕ

(L)
T

)
, (4)

with HLF |Φ⟩ = M2|Φ⟩ and LM = LB + 1, LT = LB. The constraints
from superconformal structure uniquely determine the form of the effective
transverse confining potential for mesons, nucleons and tetraquarks [8, 9,
93], and lead to the remarkable relations LM = LB + 1, LT = LB. The
superconformal algebra also predicts the universality of Regge slopes with
a unique scale λ = κ2 for all hadron families.

As noted above, an important feature of LF holography is the applica-
tion [8, 9, 55] of superconformal algebra, a feature of the underlying con-
formal symmetry of chiral QCD. The conformal group has an elegant 2× 2
Pauli matrix representation called superconformal algebra, originally dis-
covered by Haag, Lopuszanski, and Sohnius [56]. The conformal Hamilto-
nian operator and the special conformal operators can be represented as
anticommutators of Pauli matrices H = 1/2[Q,Q†] and K = 1/2[S, S†].
As shown by Fubini and Rabinovici, [4], a nonconformal Hamiltonian with
a mass scale and universal confinement can then be obtained by shifting
Q→ Q+ωK, the analog of the dAFF procedure. In effect, one has obtained
generalized supercharges of the superconformal algebra [4]. This ansatz ex-
tends the predictions for the hadron spectrum to a “4-plet” – consisting
of mass-degenerate quark-antiquark mesons, quark-diquark baryons, and
diquark-antidiquark tetraquarks, as shown in fig. 4. The 4-plet contains
two entries Ψ± for each baryon, corresponding to internal orbital angular
momentum L and L + 1. This property of the baryon LFWFs is the ana-
log of the eigensolution of the Dirac-Coulomb equation which has both an
upper component Ψ+ and a lower component Ψ− = σ⃗·p⃗

m+E−V Ψ+.
LF Schrödinger Equations for both baryons and mesons can be derived

from superconformal algebra [8, 9, 55, 57]. The baryonic eigensolutions
correspond to bound states of 3C quarks to a 3̄C spin-0 or spin-1 qq diquark
cluster; the tetraquarks in the 4-plet are bound states of diquarks and
anti-diquarks. The quark-diquark baryons have two amplitudes LB, LB +
1 with equal probability, a feature of “quark chirality invariance”. The
proton Fock state component ψ+ (with parallel quark and baryon spins)
and ψ− (with anti-parallel quark and baryon spins) have equal Fock state
probability – a feature of “quark chirality invariance”. Thus the proton’s
spin is carried by quark orbital angular momentum in the nonperturbative
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domain. Predictions for the static properties of the nucleons are discussed
in Ref. [58]. The overlap of the L = 0 and L = 1 LF wavefunctions
in the Drell-Yan-West formula is required to have a non-zero Pauli form
factor F2(Q

2) and anomalous magnetic moment [59]. The existence of both
components is also necessary to generate the pseudo-T-odd Sivers single-
spin asymmetry in deep inelastic lepton-nucleon scattering [60].

The predicted spectraM2(n,L) = 4κ2(n+L) for mesons, andM2(n,L) =
4κ2(n+L+1) for baryons, is remarkably consistent with observed hadronic
spectroscopy. The Regge-slopes in n and L are identical. The predicted
meson, baryon and tetraquark masses coincide if one identifies a meson
with internal orbital angular momentum LM with its superpartner baryon
or tetraquark with LB = LM − 1. Superconformal algebra thus predicts
that mesons with LM = LB + 1 have the same mass as the baryons in
the supermultiplet. An example of the mass degeneracy of the ρ/ω meson
Regge trajectory with the J = 3/2 ∆-baryon trajectory is shown in Fig. ??.
The value of κ can be set by the ρ mass; only ratios of masses are predicted.

The combination of light-front holography with superconformal algebra
thus leads to the novel prediction that hadron physics has supersymmetric
properties in both spectroscopy and dynamics. The excitation spectra of
relativistic light-quark meson, baryon and tetraquark bound states all lie on
linear Regge trajectories with identical slopes in the radial and orbital quan-
tum numbers. Detailed predictions for the tetraquark spectroscopy and
comparisons with the observed hadron spectrum are presented in ref. [40].

6 The QCD Coupling at All Scales

The QCD running coupling can be defined [51] at all momentum scales
from any perturbatively calculable observable, such as the coupling αs

g1(Q
2)

which is defined from measurements of the Bjorken sum rule. At high mo-
mentum transfer, such “effective charges” satisfy asymptotic freedom, obey
the usual pQCD renormalization group equations, and can be related to
each other without scale ambiguity by commensurate scale relations [63].
The dilaton e+κ2z2 soft-wall modification [103] of the AdS5 metric, together
with LF holography, predicts the functional behavior in the small Q2 do-
main [49]: αs

g1(Q
2) = πe−Q2/4κ2

. Measurements of αs
g1(Q

2) are remarkably
consistent with this predicted Gaussian form. The predicted coupling is
thus finite at Q2 = 0.

The parameter κ, which determines the mass scale of hadrons in the
chiral limit, can be connected to the mass scale Λs controlling the evolution
of the perturbative QCD coupling [49, 50, 53]. This connection can be
done for any choice of renormalization scheme, including the MS scheme,
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as seen in Fig. 7. The relation between scales is obtained by matching at
a scale Q2

0 the nonperturbative behavior of the effective QCD coupling, as
determined from light-front holography, to the perturbative QCD coupling
with asymptotic freedom. The result of this perturbative/nonperturbative
matching at the analytic inflection point is an effective QCD coupling which
is defined at all momenta.

Recently [54], Guy de Teramond, Guenter Dosch, Alexandre Deur, Ar-
pon Paul, Tianbo Liu, Raza Sabbir Sufian and I have used analytic con-
tinuation to extend the gauge/gravity duality nonperturbative description
of the strong force coupling into the transition, near-perturbative, regime
where perturbative effects become important. By excluding the unphysical
region in coupling space from the flow of singularities in the complex plane,
we have derived a specific relation between the scales relevant at large and
short distances; this relation is uniquely fixed by requiring maximal ana-
lyticity. The unified effective coupling model gives an accurate description
of the data in the nonperturbative and the near-perturbative regions. The
analytic determination of αs(Q

2) over all domains increases the precision
and reliability of QCD predictions.

7 Superconformal Algebra and Supersymmetric
Hadron Spectroscopy

Another advance in LF holography is the application [8, 9, 55] of supercon-
formal algebra, a feature of the underlying conformal symmetry of chiral
QCD. The conformal group has an elegant 2×2 Pauli matrix representation
called superconformal algebra, originally discovered by Haag, Lopuszanski,
and Sohnius [56]. The conformal Hamiltonian operator and the special
conformal operators can be represented as anticommutators of Pauli ma-
trices H = 1/2[Q,Q†] and K = 1/2[S, S†]. As shown by Fubini and Ra-
binovici, [4], a nonconformal Hamiltonian with a mass scale and universal
confinement can then be obtained by shifting Q → Q + ωK, the analog
of the dAFF procedure. In effect, one has obtained generalized super-
charges of the superconformal algebra [4]. This ansatz extends the predic-
tions for the hadron spectrum to a “4-plet” – consisting of mass-degenerate
quark-antiquark mesons, quark-diquark baryons, and diquark-antidiquark
tetraquarks, as shown in fig. 4. The 4-plet contains two entries Ψ± for each
baryon, corresponding to internal orbital angular momentum L and L+1.
This property of the baryon LFWFs is the analog of the eigensolution of
the Dirac-Coulomb equation which has both an upper component Ψ+ and
a lower component Ψ− = σ⃗·p⃗

m+E−V Ψ+.
LF Schrödinger Equations for both baryons and mesons can be derived
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from superconformal algebra [8, 9, 55, 57]. The baryonic eigensolutions
correspond to bound states of 3C quarks to a 3̄C spin-0 or spin-1 qq diquark
cluster; the tetraquarks in the 4-plet are bound states of diquarks and
anti-diquarks. The quark-diquark baryons have two amplitudes LB, LB +
1 with equal probability, a feature of “quark chirality invariance”. The
proton Fock state component ψ+ (with parallel quark and baryon spins)
and ψ− (with anti-parallel quark and baryon spins) have equal Fock state
probability – a feature of “quark chirality invariance”. Thus the proton’s
spin is carried by quark orbital angular momentum in the nonperturbative
domain. Predictions for the static properties of the nucleons are discussed
in Ref. [58]. The overlap of the L = 0 and L = 1 LF wavefunctions
in the Drell-Yan-West formula is required to have a non-zero Pauli form
factor F2(Q

2) and anomalous magnetic moment [59]. The existence of both
components is also necessary to generate the pseudo-T-odd Sivers single-
spin asymmetry in deep inelastic lepton-nucleon scattering [60].

The predicted spectraM2(n,L) = 4κ2(n+L) for mesons, andM2(n,L) =
4κ2(n+L+1) for baryons, is remarkably consistent with observed hadronic
spectroscopy. The Regge-slopes in n and L are identical. The predicted
meson, baryon and tetraquark masses coincide if one identifies a meson
with internal orbital angular momentum LM with its superpartner baryon
or tetraquark with LB = LM − 1. Superconformal algebra thus predicts
that mesons with LM = LB + 1 have the same mass as the baryons in
the supermultiplet. An example of the mass degeneracy of the ρ/ω meson
Regge trajectory with the J = 3/2 ∆-baryon trajectory is shown in Fig. ??.
The value of κ can be set by the ρ mass; only ratios of masses are predicted.

The combination of light-front holography with superconformal algebra
thus leads to the novel prediction that hadron physics has supersymmetric
properties in both spectroscopy and dynamics. The excitation spectra of
relativistic light-quark meson, baryon and tetraquark bound states all lie on
linear Regge trajectories with identical slopes in the radial and orbital quan-
tum numbers. Detailed predictions for the tetraquark spectroscopy and
comparisons with the observed hadron spectrum are presented in ref. [40].

8 Renormalization Scale Setting

A key problem in making precise perturbative QCD predictions is the un-
certainty in determining the renormalization scale µ of the running coupling
αs(µ

2). The purpose of the running coupling in any gauge theory is to sum
all terms involving the β function; in fact, when the renormalization scale
is set properly, all non-conformal β ̸= 0 terms in a perturbative expan-
sion arising from renormalization are summed into the running coupling.
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The remaining terms in the perturbative series are then identical to that
of a conformal theory; i.e., the corresponding theory with β = 0. There
is no renormalization scale-setting ambiguity for precision tests of quan-
tum electrodynamics. The scale of the running QED coupling is set to
absorb all vacuum polarization diagrams; i.e. the β terms. The coefficients
in the perturbative QCD series then matches conformal theory; i.e. the
corresponding perturbative series with β = 0. This is the standard Gell-
Mann Low scale-setting procedure for high precision tests of QED, where
all vacuum polarization contributions are summed into the QED running
coupling. The same scale-setting procedure applies to the SU(2)EW the-
ory of the electroweak interactions. An important analytic property of
non-Abelian QCD with NC colors is that it must agree analytically with
Abelian QED in the NC → 0 limit, at fixed α̂s = CFαs and fixed n̂f = T

nf

CF

with CF =
N2

C−1
2NC

and T = 1/2. This is the “Abelian correspondence prin-
ciple.” Thus the setting of the renormalization scale in QCD must agree
with Gell-Mann-Low scale setting for QED in the NC → 0 limit.

It has become conventional to simply guess the renormalization scale
and choose an arbitrary range of uncertainty when making perturbative
QCD (pQCD) predictions. However, this ad hoc assignment of the renor-
malization scale and the estimate of the size of the resulting uncertainty
leads to anomalous renormalization scheme-and-scale dependences. In fact,
relations between physical observables must be independent of the theorist’s
choice of the renormalization scheme, and the renormalization scale in any
given scheme at any given order of pQCD is not ambiguous. This was the
motivation for the BLM (Brodsky-Lepage-Mackenzie) [61] procedure for
QCD scale-setting. It was then generalized to all orders as the PMC (the
Principle of Maximum Conformality. The Principle of Maximum Confor-
mality (PMC) [65, 62], which generalizes the conventional Gell-Mann-Low
method for scale-setting in perturbative QED to non-Abelian QCD, pro-
vides a rigorous method for achieving unambiguous scheme-independent,
fixed-order predictions for observables consistent with the principles of the
renormalization group.

The PMC scale-setting procedure sets the renormalization scale αs(Q
2
PMC)

at every order by absorbing the β terms appearing in the pQCD series. The
resulting pQCD series thus matches the corresponding conformal series with
all β terms set to 0. The problematic n! “renormalon” divergence of pQCD
series associated with the nonconformal terms does not appear in the con-
formal series and the conformal series is independent of the theorist’s choice
of renormalization scheme. This also means that relations between any two
perturbatively calculable observables are scheme-independent. These rela-
tions are called “commensurate scale relations” [62, 63]. The PMC also
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satisfies the requirement that one must use the same scale-setting proce-
dure in all sectors of a Grand-Unified Theory of QED, the electroweak
interactions, and QCD [64]. The renormalization scale of the running cou-
pling depends dynamically on the virtuality of the underlying quark and
gluon subprocess and thus the specific kinematics of each event.

The resulting scale-fixed predictions for physical observables using the
PMC are also independent of the choice of renormalization scheme – a key
requirement of renormalization group invariance. The PMC predictions
are also independent of the choice of the initial renormalization scale µ0.
The PMC sums all of the non-conformal terms associated with the QCD β
function, thus providing a rigorous method for eliminating renormalization
scale ambiguities in quantum field theory. We have also showed that a
single global PMC scale, valid at leading order, can be derived from basic
properties of the perturbative QCD cross section. We have given a detailed
comparison of these PMC approaches by comparing their predictions for
three important quantities Re+e, Rτ and ΓH→bb̄ up to four-loop pQCD
corrections [65]. The numerical results show that the single-scale PMCs
method, which involves a somewhat simpler analysis, can serve as a reliable
substitute for the full multi-scale PMCm method, and that it leads to more
precise pQCD predictions with less residual scale dependence. The PMC
thus greatly improves the reliability and precision of QCD predictions at
the LHC and other colliders [65]. As we have demonstrated, the PMC also
has the potential to greatly increase the sensitivity of experiments at the
LHC to new physics beyond the Standard Model.

Predictions based on PMC scale setting satisfies the self-consistency
conditions of the renormalization group, including reflectivity, symmetry
and transitivity [66]. The resulting PMC predictions satisfy all of the basic
requirements of RGI.

The transition scale between the perturbative and nonperturbative do-
mains can also be determined by using the PMC [50, 67, 68, 69], thus
providing a procedure for setting the “factorization” scale for pQCD evolu-
tion. The running coupling resums all of the {βi}-terms by using the PMC,
which naturally leads to a more convergent and renormalon-free pQCD se-
ries.

In more detail: the PMC scales are determined by applying the RGE
of the QCD running coupling. By recursively applying the RGE one estab-
lishes a perturbative β-pattern at each order in a pQCD expansion. For
example, the usual scale-displacement relation for the running couplings at
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two different scales Q1 and Q2 can be deduced from the RGE, which reads

aQ2 = aQ1 − β0 ln
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+
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+ · · · ,(5)

where aQi = αs(Qi)/π, the functions β0, β1, · · · are generally scheme de-
pendent, which correspond to the one-loop, two-loop, · · · , contributions
to the RGE, respectively. The PMC utilizes this perturbative β-pattern
to systematically set the scale of the running coupling at each order in a
pQCD expansion.

The coefficients of the {βi}-terms in the β-pattern can be identified by
reconstructing “degeneracy relations” [70, 62] among different orders. The
degeneracy relations, which underly the conformal features of the resultant
pQCD series by applying the PMC, are general properties of a non-Abelian
gauge theory [71]. The PMC prediction achieved in this way resembles a
skeleton-like expansion [72, 73]. The resulting PMC scales reflect the vir-
tuality of the amplitudes relevant to each order, which are physical in the
sense that they reflect the virtuality of the gluon propagators at a given
order, as well as setting the effective number (nf ) of active quark flavors.
The momentum flow for the process involving three-gluon vertex can be
determined by properly dividing the total amplitude into gauge-invariant
amplitudes [74]. Specific values for the PMC scales are computed as a per-
turbative expansion, so they have small uncertainties which can vary order-
by-order. The PMC scales and the resulting fixed-order PMC predictions
are to high accuracy independent of the initial choice of renormalization
scale, e.g. the residual uncertainties due to unknown higher-order terms
are negligibly small because of the combined suppression effect from both
the exponential suppression and the αs-suppression [70, 62].

When one applies the standard PMC procedures, different scales gen-
erally appear at each order; this is called the PMC multi-scale approach
which often requires considerable theoretical analysis. To make the PMC
scale-setting procedure simpler and more easily to be automatized, a single-
scale approach (PMC-s), which achieves many of the same PMC goals, has
been suggested in Ref.[84]. This method effectively replaces the individ-
ual PMC scale at each order by a single (effective) scale in the sense of a
mean value theorem; e.g. it can be regarded as a weighted average of the
PMC scales at each order derived under PMC multi-scale approach. The
single “PMC-s” scale shows stability and convergence with increasing order

22



in pQCD, as observed by the e+e− annihilation cross-section ratio Re+e−

and the Higgs decay-width Γ(H → bb̄), up to four-loop level. Moreover,
its predictions are again explicitly independent of the choice of the initial
renormalization scale. Thus the PMC-s approach, which involves a simpler
analysis, can be adopted as a reliable substitute for the PMC multi-scale
approach, especially when one does not need detailed information at each
order.

There are also cases in which additional momentum flows occur, whose
scale uncertainties can also be eliminated by applying the PMC. For exam-
ple, there are two types of log terms, ln(µ/MZ) and ln(µ/Mt) [85, 86, 87, 88],
for the axial singlet rAS of the hadronic Z decays. By applying the PMC,
one finds the optimal scale is QAS ≃ 100 GeV [89], indicating that the
typical momentum flow for rAS is closer toMZ thanMt. The PMC can also
be systematically applied to multi-scale problems. The typical momentum
flow can be distinct; thus, one should apply the PMC separately in each
region. For example, two optimal scales arise at the N2LO level for the
production of massive quark-anti-quark pairs (QQ̄) close to threshold [91],
with one being proportional to

√
ŝ and the other to v

√
ŝ, where v is the Q

and Q̄ relative velocity.
The renormalization scale depends on kinematics such as thrust (1−T )

for three jet production via e+e− annihilation. A definitive advantage of
using the PMC is that since the PMC scale varies with (1 − T ), one can
extract directly the strong coupling αs at a wide range of scales using the
experimental data at single center-of-mass-energy,

√
s =MZ . In the case of

conventional scale setting, the predictions are scheme-and-scale dependent
and do not agree with the precise experimental results; the extracted cou-
pling constants in general deviate from the world average. In contrast, after
applying the PMC, we obtain a comprehensive and self-consistent analysis
for the thrust variable results including both the differential distributions
and the mean values [78]. Using the ALEPH data [80], the extracted αs

shows that in the scale range of 3.5 GeV < Q < 16 GeV (the corresponding
(1− T ) range is 0.05 < (1− T ) < 0.29), the extracted values for αs are in
excellent agreement with the world average evaluated from αs(MZ).

An essential property of renormalizable SU(N)]/U(1) gauge theories, is
“Intrinsic Conformality,” [90]. It underlies the scale invariance of physical
observables and can be used to resolve the conventional renormalization
scale ambiguity at every order in pQCD. This reflects the underlying con-
formal properties displayed by pQCD at NNLO, eliminates the scheme
dependence of pQCD predictions and is consistent with the general proper-
ties of the PMC. We have also introduced a new method [90] to identify the
conformal and β terms which can be applied either to numerical or to the-
oretical calculations and in some cases allows infinite resummation of the
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pQCD series, The implementation of the PMC∞ can significantly improve
the precision of pQCD predictions; its implementation in multi-loop anal-
ysis also simplifies the calculation of higher orders corrections in a general
renormalizable gauge theory. This method has also been used to improve
the NLO pQCD prediction for tt̄ pair production and other processes at the
LHC, where subtle aspects of the renormalization scale of the three-gluon
vertex and multi gluon amplitudes, as well as large radiative corrections
to heavy quarks at threshold play a crucial role. The large discrepancy of
pQCD predictions with the forward-backward asymmetry measured at the
Tevatron is significantly reduced from 3 σ to approximately 1 σ.

The PMC has also been used to precisely determine the QCD running
coupling constant αs(Q

2) over a wide range of Q2 from event shapes for
electron-positron annihilation measured at a single energy

√
s [92]. The

PMC method has been applied to a spectrum of LHC processes including
Higgs production, jet shape variables, and final states containing a high
pT photon plus heavy quark jets, all of which, sharpen the precision of the
Standard Model predictions. Recently, the PMC has been used to deter-
mine the QCD coupling over the entire range of validity of perturbative
QCD to high precision from the data of a single experiment: the thrust
and C-parameter distributions in e+e− annihilation at a single annihila-
tion energy

√
s−M z [81]. We have also showed that a single global PMC

scale, valid at leading order, can be derived from basic properties of the
perturbative QCD cross section. We have given a detailed comparison of
these PMC approaches by comparing their predictions for three important
quantities Re+e, Rτ and ΓH→bb̄ up to four-loop pQCD corrections [65]. The
numerical results show that the single-scale PMCs method, which involves
a somewhat simpler analysis, can serve as a reliable substitute for the full
multi-scale PMCm method, and that it leads to more precise pQCD pre-
dictions with less residual scale dependence.

The PMC provides first-principle predictions for QCD; it satisfies renor-
malization group invariance and eliminates the conventional renormaliza-
tion scheme-and-scale ambiguities, greatly improving the precision of tests
of the Standard Model and the sensitivity of collider experiments to new
physics. Since the perturbative coefficients obtained using the PMC are
identical to those of a conformal theory, one can derive all-orders commen-
surate scale relations between physical observables evaluated at specific
relative scales. The PMC thus can greatly increase the sensitivity of exper-
iments at the LHC to new physics beyond the Standard Model.

A detailed discussion of how the PMC eliminates renormaiization-scale
and scheme ambiguities is given in the review [82]. The QCD running cou-
pling and the definition of effective charges are discussed in the article [83].
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9 Intrinsic Heavy Quarks

Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD), the underlying theory of strong inter-
actions, with quarks and gluons as the fundamental degrees of freedom,
predicts that the heavy quarks in the nucleon-sea to have both perturba-
tive “extrinsic” and nonperturbative “intrinsic” origins. The extrinsic sea
arises from gluon splitting which is triggered by a probe in the reaction.
It can be calculated order-by-order in perturbation theory. In contrast,
the intrinsic sea is encoded in the nonperturbative wave functions of the
nucleon eigenstate.

The existence of nonperturbative intrinsic charm (IC) was originally
proposed in the BHPS model [34] and developed further in subsequent
papers [126, 117, 127]. The intrinsic contribution to the heavy quark dis-
tributions of hadrons at high x corresponds to Fock states such as |uudQQ̄⟩
where the heavy quark pair is multiply connected to two or more va-
lence quarks of the proton, in distinction to the higher order corrections
to DGLAP evolution. The LF wave function is maximal at minimal off-
shellness; i.e., when the constituents all have the same rapidity yi, and

thus xi ∝
√

(m2
i + k⃗2⊥i). Here x = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P 0+P 3 is the frame-independent
light-front momentum fraction carried by the heavy quark in a hadron with
momentum Pµ. In the case of deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering, the
LF momentum fraction variable x in the proton structure functions can be

identified with the Bjorken variable x = Q2

2p·q . These heavy quark contribu-
tions to the nucleon’s PDF thus peak at large xbj and thus have important
implication for LHC and EIC collider phenomenology, including Higgs and
heavy hadron production at high xF [118]. It also opens up new opportu-
nities to study heavy quark phenomena in fixed target experiments such as
the proposed AFTER [119] fixed target facility at CERN. Other applica-
tions are presented in Refs. [120, 121, 122]. The existence of intrinsic heavy
quarks also illuminates fundamental aspects of nonperturbative QCD.

In Light-Front Hamiltonian theory, the intrinsic heavy quarks of the
proton are associated with non-valence Fock states. such as |uudQQ̄⟩ in
the hadronic eigenstate of the LF Hamiltonian; this implies that the heavy
quarks are multi-connected to the valence quarks. The probability for the
heavy-quark Fock states scales as 1/m2

Q in non-Abelian QCD. Since the
LF wave function is maximal at minimum off-shell invariant mass; i.e., at
equal rapidity, the intrinsic heavy quarks carry large momentum fraction
xQ. A key characteristic is different momentum and spin distributions for
the intrinsic Q and Q̄ in the nucleon; for example the charm-anticharm
asymmetry, since the comoving quarks are sensitive to the global quantum
numbers of the nucleon [119]. Furthermore, since all of the intrinsic quarks
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in the |uudQQ̄⟩ Fock state have similar rapidities as the valence quarks,
they can re-interact, leading to significant Q vs Q̄ asymmetries. The con-
cept of intrinsic heavy quarks was also proposed in the context of meson-
baryon fluctuation models [123, 124], where intrinsic charm was identified
with two-body state D̄0(uc̄)Λ+

c (udc) in the proton. This identification pre-
dicts large asymmetries in the charm versus anti-charm momentum and
spin distributions, Since these heavy quark distributions depend on the
correlations determined by the valence quark distributions, they are re-
ferred to as intrinsic contributions to the hadron’s fundamental structure.
A specific analysis of the intrinsic charm content of the deuteron is given in
Ref. [125]. In contrast, the contribution to the heavy quark PDFs arising
from gluon splitting are symmetric in Q vs Q̄. The contributions generated
by DGLAP evolution at low x can be considered as extrinsic contributions
since they only depend on the gluon distribution. The gluon splitting con-
tribution to the heavy-quark degrees of freedom is perturbatively calculable
using DGLAP evolution. To first approximation, the perturbative extrinsic
heavy quark distribution falls as (1 − x) times the gluon distribution and
is limited to low xbj . Thus, unlike the conventional logm2

Q dependence of
the low x extrinsic gluon-splitting contributions, the probabilities for the
intrinsic heavy quark Fock states at high x scale as 1

m2
Q

in non-Abelian

QCD, and the relative probability of intrinsic bottom to charm is of order
m2

c

m2
b
∼ 1

10 . In contrast, the probability for a higher Fock state containing

heavy leptons in a QED atom scales as 1
m4

ℓ
, corresponding to the twist-8

Euler-Heisenberg light-by-light self-energy insertion. Detailed derivations
based on the OPE have been given in Refs. [126, 127].

In an important development [114], the difference of the charm and
anticharm quark distributions in the proton, ∆c(x) = c(x) − c̄(x), has
been computed from first principles in QCD using lattice gauge theory. A
key theoretical tool is the computation of the charm and anticharm quark
contribution to the electromagnetic form factor of the proton which would
vanish if c(x) = c̄(x). The exclusive-inclusive connection, together with
the LFHQCD formalism, predicts the asymmetry of structure functions
c(x) − c̄(x) which is also odd under charm-anticharm interchange. The
predicted c(x)− c̄(x) distribution is large and nonzero at large at x ∼ 0.4,
consistent with the expectations of intrinsic charm. See Fig. 8. Detailed
predictions, including interference contributions with the extrinsic charm
contribution is given in ref. [113]

The c(x) vs. c̄(x) asymmetry can also be understood physically by iden-
tifying the |uudcc̄⟩ Fock state with the |ΛudcDuc̄⟩ off-shell excitation of the
proton. A related application of lattice gauge theory to the nonperturbative
strange-quark sea from lattice QCD is given in Ref. [128].
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Figure 8: The difference of charm and anticharm structure functions
x[c(x)− c̄(x)] obtained from the LFHQCD formalism using the lattice QCD
input of charm electromagnetic form factors Gc

E,M (Q2) . The outer cyan
band indicates an estimate of systematic uncertainty in the x[c(x) − c̄(x)]
distribution obtained from a variation of the hadron scale κc by 5%. From
Ref. [114]

.

There have been many phenomenological calculations involving the ex-
istence of a non-zero IC component which can explain anomalies in the
experimental data and to predict its novel signatures of IC in upcoming
experiments [119]. A measurement by the LHCb is shown in Fig. 10. The
observed spectrum exhibits a sizable enhancement at forward Z rapidities,
consistent with the effect expected if the proton contains the |uudc̄c⟩ Fock
state predicted by LFQCD. [129]

Thus QCD predicts two separate and distinct contributions to the heavy
quark distributions q(x,Q2) of the nucleons at low and high x. Here

x = k+

P+ = k0+k3

P 0+P 3 is the frame-independent light-front momentum frac-
tion carried by the heavy quark in a hadron with momentum Pµ. In the
case of deep inelastic lepton-proton scattering, the LF momentum frac-
tion variable x in the proton structure functions can be identified with the

Bjorken variable x = Q2

2p·q . At small x, heavy-quark pairs are dominantly

produced via the standard gluon-splitting subprocess g → QQ̄.
A recent measurement of the cc̄ asymmetry has been reported by the

NNPDF collaboration [115]. The nonzero asymmetry between the D and D̄
mesons extracted from Z+c production observed by the LHCb experiment
in pp collision [108] and an EIC experiment [116] in eA collisions can be
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attributed to the IC contribution in the nucleon PDF.
In our recent article [113], we have confirmed the important role of the cc̄

asymmetry for the IC content in the proton as obtained from lattice gauge
theory in ref. [114] and observations [115] of the cc̄ asymmetry from Z + c
production in pp collisions at the LHC [108]. We show that the interference
of the intrinsic |uudcc̄ > Fock state with the standard contribution from
the PQCD evolution leads to a large D+D− asymmetry at large Feynman
x.
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