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Holographic QCD integrated back to hidden local symmetry
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We develop a previously proposed gauge-invariant method to integrate out an infinite tower of Kaluza-
Klein (KK) modes of vector and axial-vector mesons in a class of models of holographic QCD (HQCD).
The HQCD is reduced by our method to chiral perturbation theory with hidden local symmetry (HLS),
having only the lowest KK mode identified as the HLS gauge boson. We take the Sakai-Sugimoto model
as a concrete HQCD, and completely determine the O(p*) terms as well as the O(p?) terms from the
Dirac-Born-Infeld part and the anomaly-related (intrinsic-parity odd) gauge-invariant terms from the
Chern-Simons part. Effects of higher KK modes are fully included in these terms. To demonstrate the
power of our method, we compute momentum dependences of several form factors, such as the pion
electromagnetic form factors, and the 7°-y and w-7° transition form factors, compared with experiment,
which was not achieved before due to the complication of handling infinite sums. We also study other

anomaly-related quantities like y*-7%-7*-7~ and w-7
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I. INTRODUCTION

Holography, based on gauge/gravity duality [1,2], has
been the lastest trend in revealing features in strongly
coupled gauge theories. Application to QCD, which is
called holographic QCD (HQCD), is useful to check the
validity of the holographic correspondence. In some mod-
els [3-6] which realize the chiral symmetry breaking of
QCD, it has been shown in the large N, limit that some
observables of low-energy QCD are consistent with ex-
periment. There are two types of holographic approaches:
One is called the “top-down” approach, starting with a
stringy setting; the other is called the “bottom-up” ap-
proach, beginning with a five-dimensional gauge theory
defined on an anti—de Sitter space (AdS) background. A
key point to notice is that, whichever approach is used, one
eventually employs a five-dimensional gauge model with a
characteristic induced metric and some boundary condi-
tions on a certain brane configuration.

The holographic recipe tells us that classical solutions
for boundary values of bulk fields serve as sources coupled
to currents in the dual four-dimensional QCD. Green func-
tions in QCD-like current correlators are thus evaluated
straightforwardly from the boundary action as a generating
functional in the large N, limit [5,6]. Equivalently, one can
show that those things are calculable from the five-
dimensional action by performing a Kaluza-Klein (KK)
decomposition of the bulk gauge fields and identifying KK
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fields themselves as vector and axial-vector fields of a low-
energy effective model dual to QCD [3,4]. In this sense,
one can say that, in the low-energy region, any model of
HQCD is reduced to a certain effective hadron model in
four dimensions. Such effective models include vector and
axial-vector mesons as an infinite tower of KK modes,
together with the Nambu-Goldstone bosons (NGBs) asso-
ciated with the spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking. An
infinite tower of KK modes (vector and axial-vector me-
sons) then contributes to Green functions such as current
correlators and form factors. Here we follow the latter
approach [3,4], dealing with the bulk action as a functional
of the gauge fields.

It was pointed out [3,4,7-9] that the infinite tower of KK
modes is interpreted as a set of gauge bosons of hidden
local symmetries (HLSs) [10—12]. Note that since the KK
modes as the gauge bosons of HLSs are not necessarily
mass eigenstates, we should distinguish them [“HLS-KK

modes,” V,(f) in Eq. (2.12)] from the conventional KK

modes [Bgf) in Eq. (2.14)]. Hereafter we shall call the
HLS-KK modes simply the KK modes. Solving away
higher KK modes through the equations of motion derived
from the five-dimensional effective action, which is
equivalent to integrating out KK modes in terms of a
functional integral, we showed [13] that, in the low-energy
region, any holographic model can be formulated in the
HLS notion to be reduced to the HLS model having a finite
set of HLS gauge bosons with the lowest one identified as
the p meson and its flavor partners.

Instead of dealing with the infinite tower of KK modes,
we demonstrated [13] that effects from the higher KK
modes are fully incorporated into coefficients of the
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O(p*) terms in the HLS field theory extended from the
conventional chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) [14]; we
call this the HLS-ChPT [12,15]. (A similar method of
integrating out was also considered in Ref. [16].)
Furthermore, since it is a manifestly HLS gauge-invariant
formulation, one can calculate any Green function order by
order in the derivative expansion, or loop expansion, in
which higher order corrections may be identified with the
1/N, -subleading effects which are not easily figured out in
HQCD. In fact, we calculated meson-loop corrections as
1/N_-subleading effects in terms of the HLS-ChPT for the
Dirac-Born-Infeld (DBI) part in the Sakai-Sugimoto (SS)
model [3,4].

In this paper, our method will be developed in detail,
including external gauge fields such as photons in a class of
HQCD models including the SS model. By construction
our method is manifestly invariant under HLS and chiral
symmetry, including external gauge symmetry. It will be
shown that, on the contrary, a naive truncation simply
neglecting higher KK modes of the HLS gauge bosons
violates HLS and chiral symmetry, including external
gauge symmetry. We further extend our method to the
Chern-Simons (CS) part. In the case of the SS model we
present a full set of the O(p*) terms of the HLS Lagrangian
computed from the DBI part at the leading order of the
1/N, expansion, which was partially reported in the pre-
vious work [13]. In addition, the anomaly-related
[intrinsic-parity-odd (IP-odd)] gauge-invariant terms intro-
duced in Refs. [11,12,17] are completely determined from
the CS part. Once the O(p*) terms are determined, calcu-
lation of meson-loop corrections of subleading order in the
1/N, expansion in terms of the HLS-ChPT can be
performed.

Throughout this paper, we will confine ourselves to the
large N, limit, leaving calculations of 1/N,-subleading
order to future works. Even in the large N_. limit, our
method is useful, especially for studying the momentum
dependences of several form factors, which was not
achieved due to the complication of dealing with the
infinite sum. Actually, given a concrete holographic model
not restricted to the SS model, our method enables us to
deduce definite predictions of the model for any physical
quantity to be compared with experimental data.

Here we demonstrate the power of our method in the
case of the SS model. The form factors are calculable in the
general framework of the HLS model with its parameters
determined by the SS model for IP-odd processes as well as
IP-even ones. The electromagnetic (EM) gauge invariance
and the chiral invariance are automatically maintained
since our method is manifestly invariant under the external
gauge symmetry as well as the HLS. As to IP-even pro-
cesses, an explicit form of the pion EM form factor is given
to be compared with the experimental data. As to IP-odd
processes, we also give explicit forms of the 7°-y and
w-7" transition form factors and the related quantities such

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 076010 (2010)

as y*-7m'-7t-7~ and w-70-7" -7~ vertex functions. To

show that our formulation correctly includes contributions
from an infinite set of higher KK modes, we further derive
the same results by a different method, dealing with the
infinite sum explicitly without using the general HLS
Lagrangian. This reveals the fact that an infinite sum is
crucial for the gauge invariance. Actually, the EM gauge
symmetry and chiral symmetry (low-energy theorem) are
obviously violated by a naive truncation, simply neglecting
higher KK modes instead of taking the infinite sum. Note
that the importance of the higher KK modes is visible only
in the HLS basis: The higher KK modes in the mass
eigenstates basis (KK modes in the usual sense) do not
contribute at all, since our method is equivalent to setting

the higher mass-eigenstate fields to zero, Bif) =0n # 1),

via the equation of motion of Bﬁf) [see Eq. (2.34)]. This is
in accordance with the fact that the SS model may not be
reliable beyond the scale of Mg ~ 1 GeV.

This paper is organized as follows:

In Sec. II we start with a class of models of HQCD,
including the SS model [3,4], and explain our formulation
by integrating out arbitrary parts of an infinite tower of
vector and axial-vector mesons in a manner manifestly
invariant under HLS and external gauge symmetry. We
demonstrate that low-energy effective models of HQCD
can be formulated by the HLS with O(p*) terms. In Sec. 111
we calculate the parameters of the HLS Lagrangian from
the SS model for the IP-even and IP-odd O(p*) terms. In
Sec. IV we present several applications of our method,
including the pion EM form factor and [P-odd form factors
such as 7%-y and w-7° transition form factors. Section V is
devoted to a summary and discussion. Appendix A is a
proof that I'; defined in the text as a part of the CS action of
the SS model is HLS invariant (and thereby provides the
HLS-invariant terms of the IP-odd part of the HLS
Lagrangian). In Appendix B DBI and CS terms are ex-
panded in terms of the HLS building blocks. Appendix C
demonstrates that, as done for the IP-even processes in the
text, the same result as that of our integrating-out method
for the IP-odd form factors is obtained by an alternative
method explicitly using sum rules of the infinite tower of
the HLS-KK modes.

II. A GAUGE-INVARIANT WAY TO INTEGRATE
OUT HQCD

In this section, we develop a detailed formulation of
our method [13]: Starting with a class of HQCD
models, including the SS model [3,4], we introduce a
way to obtain a low-energy effective model in four dimen-
sions, described only by the lightest vector meson identi-
fied as the p meson, based on HLS, together with the
NGBs. Although most of the notations adopted here follow
the SS model [3,4], our methodology is applicable to other
types of HQCD.
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A. Reducing 5d models to 4d models with an infinite
tower of vector and axial-vector mesons

Suppose that the fifth direction, spanned by the coordi-
nate z, extends from minus infinity to plus infinity
(— 00 < z < )." The parity is introduced by imposing a
reflection symmetry under an interchange z < —z along
the fifth direction. We employ a five-dimensional gauge
theory which has a vectorial U(N) gauge symmetry defined
on a certain background associated with the gauge/gravity
duality.

The five-dimensional gauge field, A, (x*, z) with M =
(u, z), transforms inhomogeneously under U(N) gauge
symmetry as

Ap(xt, 2) = g(xt, 2)Ap (x*, 2)gT (x*, 2)

— 0y 8(x*, 2)gt (x#, 2), (2.1)

where g(x*, z) is the transformation matrix of gauge sym-
metry. As far as a gauge-invariant sector such as the Dirac-
Born-Infeld part of the SS model [3,4] is concerned, the
ﬁVze—dimensional action in the large N, limit can be written
as

1
S5 = Nc[d4XdZ<_§K1(Z) tr[F/“,F,uv]

+ Ky (2)MZ tr[F#ZF/”]), (2.2)
where K ,(z) denote a set of metric functions of z con-
strained by the gauge/gravity duality. My is a typical mass
scale of the KK modes of the gauge field Ay,.

We choose the same boundary condition for the five-
dimensional gauge field A, as done in Refs. [3,4]:

Ay (xH, z = +o00) = 0. (2.3)

A transformation which does not change this boundary
condition satisfies dyg(x*, z)|,—+0 = 0. This implies an
emergence of global chiral U(N), X U(N)g symmetry in
four dimensions characterized by the transformation ma-
trices gr; = g(z = *o0). With the boundary condition
(2.3) imposed, the zero mode of A, is identified with the
NGB associated with the spontaneous breaking of chiral
symmetry. The chiral field

Ux#) = Pexp[i [00 dz' A (x*, z’)] 2.4)
is parametrized by the NGB field 7 as
U(x#) = X"/ Fs, (2.5)

"In an application to another type of HQCD [6], the z coor-
dinate is defined on a finite interval, which is different from the z
coordinate used here. They are related by an appropriate coor-
dinate transformation as done in Refs. [3,4].

*Models of HQCD having the left- and right-bulk fields such
as F;, Fp [5,6] can be described by the same action as in
Eq. (2.2) with a suitable z-coordinate transformation prescribed.
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where F . denotes the decay constant of 7. U is divided as

Ulat) = Ef () - Eglat), (2.6)
such that £g; transform as
Epp — h(x*) - &gy - glJr?,L’ (2.7)

with (x*) being the transformation of HLS [10-12]. Here
we note that we can introduce an infinite number of HLSs
by dividing U into a product of an infinite number of &
fields [10,11].

Chiral U(Ny), X U(N;)g symmetry can be gauged by
the external fields £, and R ,, including the photon field,
through the boundary condition [4]

A, (x#, 7 =400) =R, (x*) = Vﬂ(x") + A, (x*),
A (xt z=—00) =L, (x*) ="V, ,(x*) — A,(xH),
(2.8)

instead of Eq. (2.3).

Following Refs. [3,4,13], we work in A, = 0 gauge.
There still exists a four-dimensional gauge symmetry
under which A M(x“, z) transforms as

Au(x#, 2) = h(xk) - A, (x#, 2) + hT (x#)
— i, h(x*) - hT(xH). (2.9)

This gauge symmetry is identified [3,4,13] with the above
HLS. In this gauge the NGB fields reside in the boundary
condition for the five-dimensional gauge field A, as

A, (x#, 7= +00) = af (x#),

(2.10)
A, (xt, 7 = —00) = ak(x#),
where
ak (x#) = igg(x*) D, EF(x*)
= igR(xM)(a,u, - iR,u,)f[t(x'u): (211)

ak(x#) = i€ (x*)D, L (x#)
= i€ ()0, — iL,)EN(xm),

which transform under the HLS in the same way as in
Eq. (2.9). Note that, in this gauge, we explicitize a single
HLS among an infinite number of HLSs while the chiral
symmetry is ‘“hidden.”

We introduce an infinite tower of the massive KK modes
of the vector [V,(f)(x/’“)] and the axial-vector [Agf)(x")]
meson fields. The vector-meson fields V,(f)(x/’“) transform
as the HLS gauge boson:

Vi) — () - VP Oo) - i) = 09, k() - B k),
(2.12)

while the axial-vector-meson fields Aﬁ,f’)(x/‘) transform as
the matter fields:
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AW (x#) — h(x#) - AV (x#) - Bt (). (2.13)

It should be noted that the vector-meson fields fo)(x“) are

different from the mass-eigenstate fields Bif)(x“) in
Refs. [3,4] which transform as matter fields,

B (xr) — h(x®) - BW (x) - bt (x#). (2.14)

The five-dimensional gauge field A,(x*,z) is now ex-
panded as’

A, (#, 2) = ak ()R () + ak () B (2)
+ 3 AL (2) = V) i (2)).
n=1
(2.15)

The functions {5, (z)} and {#,(z)} are the eigenfunc-
tions* satisfying the eigenvalue equation obtained from the
action (2.2):

—K ' (2)0.(Ky(2)3.9,(2)) = A, ¢p,(2)  (n=0,1,2,...),

(2.16)

where A, denotes the nth eigenvalue. On the other hand,
the gauge invariance requires the functions ¢®(z) to be
different from the eigenfunctions: From the transformation
properties in Egs. (2.9), (2.11), (2.12), and (2.13), we see

that the functions ¢®L(z), {¢1,-1(2)}, and {i,,(z)} are
constrained as

R(E) + L) = D Wr(2) = L (2.17)
n=1

Using this, we may rewrite Eq. (2.15) to obtain
Ay (et 2) = ) () + a, ) (¥)(9F(2) — 95 (2)

£ 3 AP g (2)

n=1

+ Y (e, (@) = Vi) a1 (2), (2.18)
n=1

where

aR (x#*) = ak (x*)

2 >

@, L () = (2.19)

’In Eq. (2.15) we put a minus sign in front of V,ff) for a
convention.

“The eigenfunction for n = 2k (k =1,2,...) is an odd func-
tion of z, while that for n = (2k — 1) is an even function.
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respectively, transform under the HLS as

@, (x*) = h(x*) - a ) (x*) - ht(xr) — i, h(xt) - ht(x®),
(2.20)

a, (x#) = h(x#) - a, (x*) - Rt (xm). (2.21)
Note that «, includes the NGB fields as a,, =
FLa o7+ . The corresponding wave function (¢* —

@) should therefore be the eigenfunction for the zero
mode [n = 0 in Eq. (2.16)], (:

dR(2) — ph(2) = o(2). (2.22)

Thus we see from Egs. (2.17) and (2.22) that the wave
functions ¢ and ¢’ are not the eigenfunctions but are
given as

o =3[+ S a0z ne] e
n=1

By substituting Eq. (2.18) into the action (2.2), with
Eq. (2.22) taken into account, the five-dimensional theory
is now described by the NGB fields along with an infinite
tower of vector and axial-vector-meson fields in four di-
mensions: The action (2.2) is expressed as

S5 = N.M2y ] dzd“x{Kz(z)d/%(z) e, ()1

£ K@) S A3, WAL (o) 2

n=1
FED) Y Ao 9,4 (@ el ) Vi
n=1

1
- ENC / dzd*xK,(z) ulF,, F*"], (2.24)

where we have used the eigenvalue equation (2.16) and the
orthogonality relation among the eigenfunctions. In the last
term of Eq. (2.24) the five-dimensional field strength
F,,(x*, z) can be decomposed into three parts:

F,U,V(x'u; Z) = F,E??/(x'uy Z) + Z Fﬁf,),(x'“, Z)

n=1

£S5 R )

n=1m=1

(2.25)

where
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FO(k, 2) = Fu(a)) + $o(2)(D a1 (6%) = Dya, | (x4) — i), 1 (x4), @,y (x*)]
FU(xt, 2) = 2, (2)(D LAY — D,AY) = 4y (2D, V) — D,V — ipd (AW, AV — i3, IV, V]
— iYoo)y, AT = [a, 1, AL + io(2) a1 (D[, VT = [a, 1, VD),

Fii" (4, 2) = i1 () P2 QAL V'] = [A", VD)),

with

Fu(ap) = 0,a,(x*) — a0, (x*) — ila, ("), a,)(x*)],

B. Integrating out KK modes of vector and axial-vector
mesons

We are interested in constructing a low-energy effective
theory of HQCD written in terms of the meson fields with
their masses lower than a certain energy scale. Suppose
that those mesons are given by the KK modes of the HQCD

at the level of m = M for the axial-vector mesons AEZ”) (x#)

and the level of n = N for the vector mesons V,(f)(x“).
Let us first discuss the naive truncation of the KK modes
of the HLS gauge bosons as the vector and the axial-vector

mesons simply by putting Aﬁl")(x/‘) =0 for m > M and
fo)(x“) = 0 for n > N in Eq. (2.15):

AR (e, 2) = agf ()R (2) + ap (k) (2)

M
+ 3 AL ) i (2)
m=1

N
= > V@) o (2) (2.28)
n=1

with the constraint in Egs. (2.17) and (2.22) unchanged:

R(E) + dLR) = D oy 1(2) =1, (2.29)
n=1
d"(2) — dH(2) = Po(2). (2.30)

As a result, AJ*"(x*, z) transforms under the HLS as

A (3%, 2) = h(x#) - AE ek, 2) - b (%)

—iC™"(2)d , h(x*) - AT (x#),  (2.31)
where
N
C™(z) = pR(2) + ¢L(2) = D 21 (2)
n=1
=1+ i l,bgnfl(Z) # 1. (232)

n=N+1

Then A} (x*, z) no longer transforms as the gauge field.
Since the action in Eq. (2.2) is invariant under the trans-
formation in Eq. (2.9) but not in Eq. (2.31), then this

(2.26)

DM = 8M - i[a#”, ], ‘7%) = V'Ef) -y (227)

truncation violates gauge symmetry (HLS) and hence chi-
ral symmetry.”

The violation of HL.S/chiral symmetry can also be seen
in the expression of Eq. (2.24) with a nave truncation,

A(ﬂ")(x“) = 0 for m > M and V,(f)(x“) =0 forn > N:

sy = Ny [ e K@) 030 s 0P

M
+ Ko(2) . At (2) uf AL (o) P

m=1

N
+ K>(2) Z Aon—1 3,1 (@) el (x#) — fo)(x“)]z

n=1

K0 Y Az,,flw%n_1<z)rr[au.|(xﬂ>]2}

n=N+1

1
- ENC [ dzd*xK,(z) ul (F5m)?], (2.33)

where FUi5' = a,A7"™ — 9,A7" — i[ AU, AY™]. It is ob-
vious that the last line is not invariant under HLS/chiral
symmetry —since F3' 4 h- Fi3 - ht  under HLS.
Similarly, one can easily see from Eq. (2.20) that the fourth
line also violates chiral symmetry as well as HLS.

Now we shall discuss a method [13] to integrate out KK
modes of the HLS gauge bosons, or to solve them away
through the equations of motion in an HL.S/chiral-invariant
manner. Equivalently, our method [13] involves nothing
but eliminating the mass-eigenstate fields Bgf) in Eq. (2.14)
through the equations of motion, Bﬁf) = 0, which may be
phrased as “‘neglecting the higher mass excitation modes”
[18]. Consider a low-energy effective theory below the
axial-vector-meson mass of the m = M + 1 level and the
vector-meson mass of the n = N + 1 level, where the
higher dimensional terms such as the kinetic terms may

be ignored. Then the equations of motion for Bﬁf"’) = ASI”)
with m > M and BV = (Vi) — ) with n > N read

>Some reflections of the violation of the HLS/chiral symmetry
will be discussed in Sec. III.
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B (xk) = A () = 0
(m=M+1,M+2,-, ),
B V) = (VD) = () = 0
(m=N+1LN+2- -, 0).

(2.34)

Note that the naive truncation is meant to eliminate the
HLS fields Vi = A/ = 0, in contrast to integrating them

out as Bﬁ’f) = (. Putting these solutions into Eq. (2.15), we
obtain

Aiﬁteg(xpd’ 7) = aﬁ(X"‘)q')R(Z) + aﬁ(x“)(bl(z)

M
+ Z A(l:n)(x'u)whn(z)

VI (R -1 (2)

m=1
N
n=1
[oe]
n=N+

@, () a1 (2). (2.35)
I
This A};"*® transforms under HLS as
AR (i 7) — h(xt) - AE(xk, 2) - hT(xk)
— iC™¢(2)a , h(x#) - ht(x*),  (2.36)

where C™°2(z) is identically unity from Eq. (2.29):
Cee(z) = ¢R(2) + pL(x) = D Yr1(x) =1, (2.37)
n=1

in comparison with C™"(z) # 1 in Eq. (2.32). This implies
that Ai,fleg transforms as the gauge field, in contrast to A"
in the naive truncation, and hence the action (2.2) remains
invariant under the HLS/chiral transformation after higher
KK modes are integrated out. The reason why Ai,‘}teg trans-
forms correctly is that the presence of the last term of
Eq. (2.35), consisting of a ) as a result of equations of
motion (2.34), keeps the transformation property of the
original higher KK fields, in contrast to A}}*" which lacks
the corresponding term. It is convenient to rewrite the
expression in Eq. (2.35) as [13]

AR (e, 2) = aR (") oR(2) + ak (x*) @ (2)

M
+ A &) Yo (2)
m=1
N
= > V) (), (2.38)
n=1
where
N
o@D+ D) = D (@ =1, (2.39)
n=1

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 076010 (2010)
R (2) — o1(2) = Yo(2). (2.40)

Note the crucial difference between the finite sum in
Eq. (2.39) and the infinite sum in Eq. (2.29). This point
will be discussed in Sec. IV and will be important for the
HLS/chiral invariance which includes the electromagnetic
gauge invariance when the system is coupled to the photon
as in the pion form factor.

The invariance can also be seen by the action (2.24),
with the condition of integrating out KK modes in
Eq. (2.34):

Sisnteg = NCMI%Kj‘dZd4x{K2(Z)l.p(Z)(Z) tfa g, (x*)]?

M
+ K@) Y Ay b3, ()t AL (k)P

m=1

N
+ K»(2) Z Aow1¥3,-1(2)

n=1

X trfa () — v}?(xﬂ)]z}

~ N, j dzd* K, (2) e[ (2], (2.41)

where
FUsB(xt, 2) = 9,40 — 8,AR" " — i[RI, AYE],
(2.42)

It is obvious that each term in Eq. (2.41) is invariant under
HLS.

C. Integrating out HQCD back to HLS

Let us next consider a low-energy effective model ob-
tained by integrating out all the higher vector and axial-
vector-meson fields in HQCD except the lowest vector-
meson field Vﬂ)(x") =V,(x*),ie. M =0and N = 1in
Egs. (2.38), (2.39), and (2.40). Such an effective model can
be described by the HL.S model having only the NGBs and
the lightest vector mesons denoted by p (p meson and its
flavor partners) plus the O(p*) terms coming from the last
term in Eq. (2.41). Given a particular HQCD we can
compute all the coefficients of O(p*) terms [13]: The
O(p*) terms include the effects from an infinite tower of
higher KK modes and are completely determined, as will
be explicitly seen in the next sections.

Substituting Egs. (2.39) and (2.40) into Eq. (2.38) with
M = 0 and N = 1, we obtain

ARk, 2) = G, | () o (2) + (ap(x#) + V, (x4)
+ by () ¢y (2), (243)

where

Q1 =3 (ExDuEh — D ED = @, 244
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) i
&, = E(fRDM‘f}; +&D,EN =V, +a,, (245)
with

D,éh=0,&h— iR, &b+ kv, (2.46)

D, Ef =a, ¢l —iL, el +iglv,

The resultant low-energy effective theory is given by put-
ting Eq. (2.43) into Eq. (241) with M =0 and N =1
through Eq. (2.42).

(2.47)

III. APPLICATION TO THE SAKAI-SUGIMOTO
MODEL

In this section, we apply our integrating-out method to
the SS model based on D8/D8/D4-brane configuration
[3,4]. As aresult of integrating out higher KK modes, other
than the lowest one (p and its flavor partners), we give a
complete list of the O(p*) terms of HLS at the large N,
limit, which was partially reported in the previous work
[13]. The anomaly-related (IP-odd) gauge-invariant terms
introduced in Ref. [17] are also completely determined by
integrating out higher KK modes in the CS term.

We shall first summarize the action of the SS model
relevant to our discussion, following Refs. [3,4]. The
model consists of two parts, the DBI part and the CS part.

The DBI part is given by

1
Sgs' = N.G f d4xdz(— EK*‘/3(Z) tu[F,, F*"]

+ K(z2)Miy tr[FMF“Z]), 3.1
where K(z) = 1 + z? is the induced metric of the five-
dimensional space-time. The overall coupling G is the
rescaled °’t Hooft coupling expressed as G =
N g%/ (10872), with gyy being the gauge coupling of
the U(N,.) gauge symmetry on the N, D4-branes. The mass
scale My is related to the scale of the compactification of
the N. D4-branes onto the S'. Comparing Eq. (3.1) with

Eq. (2.2), we read off
K,(z) = GK~13(z), K,(z) = GK(2). (3.2)

Referring to Eq. (2.16), furthermore, we can easily see that
Eq. (3.1) yields the eigenvalue equation

— K'"3(2)0,(K(2)3. ) = Ayt

with the eigenvalues A, and the eigenfunctions i, of the
KK modes of the five-dimensional gauge field A, (x*, z).
The CS action in the SS model is given by

3.3)

N,
CS =__¢
Sss (4) 2472 /;\/14 XR ws(A) (34)
where M* and R represent the four-dimensional

Minkowski space-time and the z-coordinate space, respec-

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 076010 (2010)

tively. In terms of five-dimensional differential forms, the
gauge field and the field strength are written as A =
Aydx™ = A, dx* + A dz, F = dA — iA?, where we use
the Hermitian gauge field instead of the anti-Hermitian one
used in Refs. [3,4]. Then the CS five-form ws(A) is ex-
pressed in terms of these five-dimensional differential
forms as

1 1
ws(A) = tr[AFZ + 5 iA3F — —AS]. (3.5)

10

It is crucial to notice that the CS action (3.4) is not gauge
invariant under the five-dimensional gauge symmetry:
Once the A, = 0 gauge is realized by the gauge trans-
formation A — A% = gAgt + igdg®, the CS five-form
ws(A) in Eq. (3.5) no longer takes the same form as in
Eq. (3.5) but is modified as

1
10

where ay is the four-form function given by
a,(V,A) = —%tr[V(iAdA + idAA + A%) — %VAVA — V3A],
(3.7)

ws(A) = ws(A%) — — t{gdg'P — day,(idgtg, A), (3.6)

and the modified CS five-form ws(A%) becomes

ws(A8) = u[AdASdA® — 3i(A%)3dAS], (3.8)

Putting Eq. (3.6) along with Eq. (3.8) into the CS action
(3.4), we have

i [ fautidg! (reo)glren), R)

— ay(idgt(—o0)g(—00), L)}
N,
+—= t[gdgtP
590,72 wa t[gdg™]
N 3
¢ f tr[AdigdAg - —i(A8)3dAg:|
M*XR 2

2442
= Fl + Fz + F3,

CS _
SSS -

(3.9

where we have introduced external gauge fields R and L
at the boundaries z = * oo, and

g(*o0) = g(xH, £o0). (3.10)

I') and I'5 in Eq. (3.9) exactly reproduce the covariantized
Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) term [19,20], while I'5 is
HLS gauge invariant, as shown in Appendix A, and pro-
vides the IP-odd interactions involving vector and axial-
vector mesons.

A. Dirac-Born-Infeld part

In this subsection, we shall integrate out higher KK
modes in the DBI part of the SS model given in Eq. (3.1):

SISDSBI(A) - S]s)%l integ(Aimeg)’ (31 1)

076010-7
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where A"°2 ig the integrated-out five-dimensional gauge
field given in Eq. (2.43). The integrated-out action
SPhrineg = J d*xL is expanded in terms of derivatives:
The leading order terms counted as O(p?) arise from the
(Fis%)? term, together with the kinetic term of the HLS

inieg)2 term. On the other hand,
1nteg)2

gauge field V,, from the (F,

the O(p*) terms come from the remainder of the (F
term. The Lagrangian L thus takes the form of the HLS

Lagrangian [10-12]:
|

o

£(4) =Yy tI‘[CAYMJ_CAYJ_

w

+ y5tr[&MLdlaV||aﬁ] + y6tr[a#la,,la

+ula, dja, &+ yould,

+ 73 tr[V VR T+ iz [V, ah ah ] + izstl

lZg tr[ﬂl ( ” "t a’” al)]

where the explicit form [12,15] of L; (i = 10-18) is
irrelevant to the discussions here, and

,uV = %(é‘:R ,u,Vf[E + §L£,u,v‘§:1t)’

"z 2(§R - §L£,uufz)-

In the SS model all the HLS parameters in L are calculated
as® (for details, see Appendix B)

) (3.14)
,u,vé:R

F2 = N.GM% [ dzK()[o(z) (3.15)

aF}, = NCGM%(K)\](M) (A; =0.669), (3.16)
1

?=Maﬁx (3.17)

yi=-y2=-NG-((1+ ¢ — 53, (318
y3 = =N.G - (Pi(1 + ¢1)%), (3.19)
ys = 2y8 = —yo = —2N.G - (Y743, (3.20)

Yo = Y5 ~ V1, (3:21)
y7 =2N.G - (P (1 + )+ ¢y — ¢5),  (3.22)
yi=0  (i=10-18), (3.23)

°In Ref. [13], the overall sign of z, and the expression of y,
should be corrected. In Eqs. (3.18) and (3.27) these corrections
have been made properly.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 076010 (2010)

A . 1
L=Frula, a1+ aF; tr[au||a|’|‘] — 2 [V, V*]
+ Lo, (3.12)

where a is a parameter and V,,, is the field strength of the
HLS gauge field defined as V,,=4d,V,—9,V,
i[V,. V,]. L4 includes the O(p*) terms [12,15] given by

ayl+yula, a,afal]+ysula,d)a, el + yaula,a,é)a)
al”l] +y, @, a, i&ﬁ&ll] + ysitr[d, & T &l’l’]

La||:| + Z yili+z tr[V,WVW] + 2z tr[le LA

i=10

Vw@ff“n] + lzﬁtr['V alfar ]+ iz tr[V a” af]

(3.13)

21 = —AN.G((1 + 1)), (3.24)

2 = —iN.G(Y}), (3.25)

23 = N.G(¢p (1 + ), (3.26)

24 = 2NG (1 + 41 = ), (3.27)

25 = —2N.G(3(1 + ), (3.28)

26 = —2N.G{(1 + ¢ — ¢ (1 + ), (3.29)
27 = 2N, G (1 + ¢ )%, (3.30)

75 = —2N.G{(, §2), (3.31)

where A; = 0.6609 is the eigenvalue obtained from Eq. (3.3)
[3,4] and we defined
W= [ 4k AR (3.32)

for a function A(z). In obtaining Eq. (3.16) we used the
following identity:

fde(z)tﬁ%(Z) =\ fde‘m(z)ﬁ(Z)-

Note that the result y; = 0 (i = 10-18) reflects the fact
that the SS model picks up only the large N, limit, since
L; such as Ly=tra,,a"ula,,al] are of
1/N_-subleading order.

The 't Hooft coupling G and the mass scale Mgy are free
parameters of the SS model to be fixed by physical inputs,
e.g., experimental values of F and m,,. In the holographic

(3.33)
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QCD the normalization of the eigenfunction ¢, is usually
taken to be N.G(i)}) = 1, corresponding to the canonical
normalization of the kinetic term of the HLS gauge field
V, in Eq. (3.12). In that case, the corresponding HLS
gauge coupling g is moved over to the expression &,
etc., such as C’i’p,” =-V, t Q= CA&’M” =—gV, + a,.
Thus the HLS gauge coupling g is not determined by the
holography. However, as far as the tree-level computation
including O(p*) terms is concerned, it turns out that physi-
cal quantities are independent of g, and thus of the nor-
malization of .

B. Chern-Simons part

We shall next turn to the CS part in the SS model. In this
subsection we integrate out higher KK modes of the HLS
gauge bosons in the CS part of the SS model to determine
the anomaly-related IP-odd terms in the HL.S model [10-
12,17]. In Refs. [3,4] it was shown that I'; and T'; in
Eq. (3.9) exactly reproduce the covariantized WZW term
[19,20]. On the other hand, the HLS gauge-invariant por-
tion I'; produces the IP-odd interactions involving vector
and axial-vector mesons. After integrating out higher KK
modes in I';, we obtain the four HLS gauge-invariant IP-
odd terms introduced in Refs. [1 1,12,17]8:

N,
HLS . c . A3 A _ A3 A
Ipog = = M4{clltr[aLaR aja;]

+ Czitr[dL&R&LdR]
+ eyt Fy(apag — aray)]

+ eyl Fy(apag — agay)l), (3.34)
where the normalization of ¢-c, terms followed Ref. [12],
and

&R,L:CAY” i&J_, FV:dV_iV2,

FL,R = fZ,R “Frr- fL,R, (3.35)

Fir = dL(R) — iL2(R?).

The coefficients of the IP-odd terms are determined as
(details of the derivation are given in Appendix B)

cr = (o1 G + L = D)), (3.36)

ey = (o (=343 + Lyt + 1y + D)), (3.37)

It has been shown [12,21] that some of the O(p*) terms can
be absorbed into the redundancy of g through the redefinition of
the HLS gauge field. This redundancy corresponds to the fact
that physical quantities in the holography do not depend on the
normalization of . This redundancy is no longer true at loop
level; i.e., physical quantities should depend on g, or on the
normalization of ¢ [13].

8The same result follows in a different approach at tree level;
see Ref. [22].
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c3 =Pt Gy ), (3.38)
o = (o1 (=3¢, — DY), (3.39)

where we have introduced, for a function A(z),
(A) = [_w dzA(z). (3.40)

Thus, after integrating out higher KK modes, the CS action
(3.9) is reduced to the covariantized WZW term I'"2V and
the IP-odd HLS gauge-invariant terms:

SESS - SESS integ = FXVO%W(U’ R’ ‘E) + Fflgl:gdd(&l’ &”’ V)
(3.41)

IV. APPLICATIONS

Given a concrete holographic model, our method pre-
sented in Sec. II enables us to deduce definite predictions
of the model for any physical quantity to be compared with
experimental data. In this section we demonstrate the
power of our method in the case of the SS model [3.4].
Physical quantities are written in terms of the generic HLS
model with O(p*) terms, with the Lagrangian parameters
being determined by the SS model. Since we have inte-
grated out the higher KK modes of the HLS gauge bosons,
keeping only the lowest one (the p meson and its flavor
partners), the applicable momentum range should be re-

stricted to 0 = 0? < {mi,, m/ZJ”’ -+ -}. We compute the mo-

mentum dependence of several form factors in the low-
energy region ( < 1 GeV), including the pion EM form
factor (Sec. IVA) and IP-odd form factors such as the 7%-y
and w-7 transition form factors (Sec. IV B). In Sec. IV B
we also calculate anomaly-related vertex functions such as
the y*-7r%-7r* -7~ vertex function. Such results were not
obtained in the original formulation of the SS model [4]
due to the complication of handling the infinite sum. We
further confirm that our method correctly incorporates
contributions from higher KK modes of the HLS gauge
bosons in a different way, starting with the original ex-
pressions of the form factors in the SS model written in
terms of the infinite sum of KK modes. We perform a low-
energy expansion of those form factors in a way consistent
with our formalism, which integrates out higher KK modes
into O(p*) terms of the HLS Lagrangian. This reproduces
the same results as those obtained from our integrating-out
method.

Hereafter, we will take Ny = 3, in which case the vector-
meson fields (pﬁ'o, ...) and the photon (A,) field are
embedded as follows:

076010-9
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Vi =28pPpu
7Pt o) P K,
= % Pu —5h —w) KD |
K kP b
2.0 0
V,=eA, |0 -1 0 (4.1)
0 0 —1

A. Pion electromagnetic form factor

We shall first derive an expression of the pion EM form
factor from the general HLS Lagrangian given in
Eq. (3.12). Taking the unitary gauge of HLS, we expand
@, and & ,, defined in Eqgs. (2.44) and (2.45), in terms of
the pion fields 7 as [12]

R 1 i

. i
a1,=-V,+V,— T [0 ma]+ . (43)

Substituting these expansion forms into the Lagrangian
(3.12), we have

1
Lop=—5ul@up, = d,p )+ ag?FZulp,p*]

L= 2ie(1 - g) ulA (0%, ]
iezg
+—=>tr[9, A, 047 0" 7]]
Fz,. # 4.4)
) iz
L, r = iagtlp,[o*m 7]] + F—; tr[d,p, [0" 7, 9" ]],
w
L,, = —2eagF%ulp, A*]

+ 2eagzy i[9 ,A, (04 p” — 9" p*)].

From these, we read off the p mass m s the direct y-7-7
vertex g.,,,(0%), the p-m-1r vertex g,,,(Q?), and the p-y
mixing strength g,(0?):

mf, = ag’F2, 4.5)
2 Q2
e @) = (1-5)+ 522 ae)
Y 2 4 my
m2 Q2
gp(Qz) = f(l + g2Z3 W)’ (47)
P
1 2 ' 2
8pmrn(02) = Eag(l +E4 %) (4.8)

p
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(a) at (b) at
/ /
A p A
¥ &/\/\Mgm(cf) g W%AQZ)
\ e
o N

FIG. 1. Diagrams relevant to the pion EM form factor F {,TI in
the general HLS Lagrangian (3.12).

The on-shell g, and g, couplings’ are

8o =8,(0° = —mp) = agF7(1 — g’z;),  (49)
8pmm = gp77'77-(Q2 = _m%) = %ag(l - %g224), (4.10)
where Q% = — p? is spacelike momentum squared.

The pion EM form factor F§ is thus constructed from
two contributions, as illustrated in Fig. 1: one from the
p-mediated diagram [graph (b)], and the rest [graph (a)].
By using quantities in Egs. (4.6), (4.7), and (4.8), ng(Qz)
can be written as

- 2,(07)8,77(0%)
F7(Q%) = gyn(0%) + W- 4.11)
We may rewrite this expression as
* 1 Q2 a m2
F7 (Q2)=(1 —751)—}-2—4——7’) , (4.12)
2 mf, 2 mf, + Q?
where
2 2 2
i a<1 _8U_ oy (g%23)(g 14)), @.13)
2 2
z = 1ta(g%z + (8%23)(8%2)) (4.14)

Note that our form factor (4.12) automatically ensures the
EM gauge invariance no matter what values @ and 7 may
take,

F7 (0) = (1 - %) g =1 (4.15)

Here we note that the *“p-meson dominance™ is defined
as

2

. m
FI (0% = ", 4.16
v (%) e + Q2 (4.16)

which is equivalent to taking
a=2, 7=0, 4.17)

and is different from taking g.,,,(0?) = 0in Eq. (4.6) [the

°In Ref. [13] the plus sign in front of the g%z, term in the
expression of g,.. should be a minus sign as in Eq. (4.10).
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absence of graph (a) of Fig. 1]. Were it not for the O(p*)
terms, the definition of the p-meson dominance would be
the same as g,,,(0%) = (1 — a/2) = 0.

Let us now evaluate the form (4.12) in the SS model.
By using Egs. (3.17), (3.26), (3.27), and (3.29), with
Egs. (3.15) and (3.16), @ and 7 are determined in the SS
model as

W — )

ass = Z/\l <¢%> 262, (418)
. (i )X (1 = )
Zss = §/\1< id d/<ll/j9 0~ —(1 - lﬁ%))
=g—g)\1<1 — 2) = 0.08, (4.19)

where we have used A; = 0.669 in Eq. (3.16). Substituting
the values in Egs. (4.18) and (4.19) into Eq. (4.12), we
evaluate the momentum dependence of FZ as a definite
prediction of the SS model for the pion EM form factor.
See Fig. 2 (black solid curve). Here we used the experi-
mental input of m,, m, = 775 MeV [23]. (We do not need
the experimental input of F'. for this quantity.) The experi-
mental data from Refs. [24-27] are also shown. The y? fit
results in good agreement with the data (y?/d.o.f =
147/53 = 2.8).

For comparison, we have also shown the best fit curve
(denoted by a red dotted line) resulting from fitting the
parameters (4, 7) in the general HLS model (4.12) to the
experimental data, which yields the best fit values of @ and
Z, Glpess = 2.44, Zlpese = 0.08 (x*/d.o.f = 81/51 = 1.6). It
is interesting to note that the best fit values of @ and 7 are
quite close to those in the predicted curve, which reflects
the fact that the predicted curve fits the experimental data
well. Comparison with the p-meson dominance with @ = 2

1.0 h

09

0.8F
k> 0.7F

0.6

0.5t 1

0.4} Titine ]

0.3 & : : :
00 02 04 06 08 10

0% (GeV?)

FIG. 2 (color online). The prediction (black solid curve) of the
pion EM form factor F (f fitting the experimental data [24-27]
with y?/d.o.f = 147/53 = 2.8. The red dotted curve corre-
sponds to the form factor in the p-meson dominance hypothesis
with @ =2 and 7 =0 (x?/d.o.f =226/53 = 4.3). The blue
dashed curve is the best fit to experimental data with @y =
2.44, 7ese = 0.08 (y%/d.o.f = 81/51 = 1.6).
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and 7 = 0 in Eq. (4.12) is also shown by a blue dashed
curve (y?/d.o.f = 226/53 = 4.3).

Given any holographic model, our method can make a
definite prediction of the model for the pion EM form
factor in terms of two parameters, @ and Z, of the general
HLS model which are determined by integrating out higher
KK modes of the HLS gauge bosons. The best fit values in
the above examples are the reference values to be com-
pared with those of the holographic models. In comparison
with the p-meson dominance, the deviation from @ = 2
and Z = O represents the contributions of higher KK modes
in the generic holographic model, as will be shown below.

We shall next discuss an implication of our method from
a different point of view. We start with the expression of the
form factor originally studied in the SS model, which takes
the form of the infinite sum of KK modes of the HLS gauge
fields:

(o]

+ 8p.8p,mm
Fy (09lss = z%-
mimp, T 0O

Our method is to integrate out the higher KK mode effects
into the O(p*) terms of the HLS Lagrangian having only
the p meson as a dynamical degree of freedom. To be
consistent with our method, we expand this form factor as

(4.20)

(oo}

Y A
mp k=2 M p;

8p8pmm ( - gpkgpm)
= °opPopPmTm 4 2PkO PRI
mf, + Q2 Z m?

F7 (0)lss

k=2 Pk
00 2

+ (— s Solprr O ) @.21)
k=2 mPk Pk

up to O(Q*/ms, ) (k = 2). Note that the O(p*) terms of the
Lagrangian correspond to the O(Q?) terms in the expan-
sion of the pion EM form factor. Using the sum rules [4],

o0

Y Eolnmr 4.22)
k=1 mﬂk
— 80,8 T
D ST — 8—2/\1<1 — ), (4.23)
=1 Mp, my
we have
i gpkgzpm _1— gpg,;m’ 4.24)
=2 My, mpy
— 808 8p8pm T
— ) 2Ll = 208 "—8 SA (L= ). (4.25)
=2 Mp, mp mp

10

From Ref. [4], we read off g, and g, as well as m,,

'%In Ref. [13] the expression corresponding to Eq. (4.28) has a
typo.
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m = A\ My, (4.26)
2 <¢1>2
8p = VN.GA My <¢’—2>’ 4.27)
1
_7 A [ (= g
gp7T7T - § \/m <l//%> y (428)

where we retained (/%) to make explicit the ambiguity of
the normalization of | in contrast to Ref. [4] where the
normalization of ¢ is fixed as N.G(i)3) = 1. Substituting
these into the right-hand sides of Eqs. (4.24) and (4.25), we
find

A

igpkgpkﬂ'ﬂ'zl_z <l//1><¢1(] _l//%))>

5 m, 8" (1) ,
- T 1—- 3
_zgpkgfk _ 77.2 )\1<<1‘r/ll><¢ll(2 lr//())>_<1_ w(2)>)
=2 Mpy 8 (D)
(4.29)
Comparing Eqgs. (4.18) and (4.19), we arrive at
igpkggkﬂ-W: 1 _@) _igpkgf“”T:Zizs,
=2 Mp, 2 k=2 Mp, mp
(4.30)

and hence at the same result as that obtained by our method
of integrating out higher KK modes [Eq. (4.15) with
Eqgs. (4.18) and (4.19)]:

+ 1~ - Q2 a m2
Fy (Q)lss = (1 - Eass> tlsoa %7’”2 _I_sz-
P P

4.31)

The deviation from the p-meson dominance is parame-
trized as
()
)

(z—0).

Aa

(4.32)

Az (4.33)

From Eq. (4.30) and referring to Ref. [4], we may numeri-
cally read off these quantities in the SS model as

7 = &SS — < ngngWT

Adgg = =5 — 1 =031 = — Y 22277
2 Z ",

= (0346)p/ + (_0.0505)p/r + (0.0128)/]/// + - °,

(4.34)
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00
- 8p:8
AZ _ m2 PrOPLTT
SS P 4
=2 My,

= (0.0806),/ + (—0.0051),» + (0.0007) , + - - -
(4.35)

This implies that the deviation from the p-meson domi-
nance (a = 2.62, 7=0.08) comes dominantly from the
p’-meson contribution.

Since the result is identical to that of our method,
which is manifestly EM gauge invariant by construction
[see Egs. (2.36), (2.37), and (2.41)], the resultant form
factor (4.31) should be EM gauge invariant. In fact, we
have

FZ(0)lss = (1 — @) p 98, (4.36)

In contrast, a naive truncation corresponding to the
Lagrangian in Eq. (2.33) would read

8p8pmm

F7 (02| = pr (4.37)

which corresponds to ignoring the last two terms in
Eq. (4.21) coming from higher KK modes. Since the
Lagrangian (2.33) is not gauge invariant, so is the form
factor above,

8p8pmm
2
n,

F7 (0)|mn = =8S 9311, 438)

where we used Eq. (4.18) together with Egs. (4.26), (4.27),
and (4.28). Note that the truncation (4.37) is different from
the p-meson dominance (4.16), which is gauge invariant.

B. Anomaly-related intrinsic-parity-odd processes

In this subsection we calculate the momentum depen-
dence of the IP-odd form factors, and the 7°-y and w-7°
transition form factors. We also study several [P-odd vertex
functions such as 7’-y*-y* (Sec. IVB1), w-7-y*
(Sec. IVB2), y*-#%-7*-7~ (Sec. IVB3), and w —
w7t 7~ decay (Sec. IVB4), and discuss the
p/w-meson dominance. In Appendix C we will
discuss an alternative method as shown in Sec. IVA [see
Eq. (4.21)] which leads to the same results as those ob-
tained in this subsection.

The IP-odd interactions in the general HLS model are
read off from Eq. (3.34), together with the WZW term, as
[12]
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2
_ _ &N, A
LVV’)T - 4772F C3EMV (rtr[a,u,pva)\ptrﬂ.]
= EgN nrAoc
£VA7T - 8772F (C4 - C3)E tr[{a,u,pw AAO'}W]
e’N.
‘£AA7T = 4772F (1 - C4)E’“’)‘”tr[6 A aAA 7T]
eN, 3(c; — et ¢3) 4
L = — — VAo (4.39)
Ax’ 13772F§,( 1 )e
X t[A,d,md )70, 7],
N,
Lve = _i‘jTTC%(cl —cy — c3)erN

X tlp,d,md,\md ]

Pt yu(an, vila)] = 2F
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For relevant Feynman graphs for each IP-odd process, see
Figs. 4, 5, 6, and 7 in Ref. [12].

1. The 7°-v*-y* vertex function and 7°-vy transition form
factor

We start with an expression of the effective 7%-y*-y*
vertex function from the general HLS Lagrangian
[Egs. (3.12) and (4.39)]:

e””“'gCIlanB[(l cq) + (4—){D (q )<1 ~8 ZB_) b (q )(1 e q_z)

p 1)

2
+ (g7 — fb)} {D (fﬁ)( 31 )D (‘12)(1 - g2z 12 ) +(q7 < CI2)H (4.40)
P w
where ¢, represent outgoing four-momenta of virtual photons y* and
2
m
D,,(p*) =—5"2"—, (4.41)
P, m%w — 2
m2 ., 2
gpolp?) =722 (1 - gz, L) (4.42)
8 mp,w
We further rewrite Eq. (4.40) as follows:
DR, Y0 Viae)] = T € gratzg]| @)+ Dola) + (¢} — )
T2y
D,(q) - Do) + (g} = q%)}], (4.43)
where we have used an identity for an arbitrary coefficient AT2Y 4+ BTV 4 C72Y = |, (4.48)
C,
, which reproduces the low-energy theorem:
P
D ,w(p2)(1 —c ) — (1= 0D, () +C, Ag=_ &N,
g m%,w g IR Y,L(%) vi(@)] — 1272F e“”“ﬁqquﬁ.
(4.44) (4.49)
and defined . . .
The p/w-meson dominance [28] for this process is defined
A™Y =1 —(1 — g?z3)(cy + ¢35 - g°23), (4.45)  in a way similar to Eq. (4.16) by taking A™Y = B™Y = (

B™Y = (1 = g%z3)l(cs + ¢35+ g723) — c3(1 — g%2z3)],
(4.46)

C™Y = c5(1 — g223)% (4.47)

Note that these parameters satisfy

(c™ = 1),

e, yiq)), vi(g)]
2

24772F

€*"Pq,,q:5(D,(q3) - D, (q3) + (g3 — ¢2)).

(4.50)
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The 7°-y transition form factor F 70y 18 obtained from
Eq. (4.43) by setting the photon-momentum squared (g2 or
q3) to zero:

Foy(QY) = (1= ) +5[D,(0%) + D,(@Y)] (451
where 02 = —¢? (or —g3), and we defined
&=1- (A" + B™Y), (4.52)

The p/w-meson dominance defined by Eq. (4.50) reads
mp e )

¢=1
e+ Q7 n + QP

1

2y = _
Fwoy(Q ) 2(
(4.53)

We shall now evaluate the parameters in Egs. (4.43) and
(4.51) in the SS model. Using Egs. (3.17), (3.26), (3.38),
and (3.39), we calculate A", B™7, and C™" to get

AT — | — |:<l//1><<izfo¢’1>> 1 <¢’1>2<<l]/0¢’%>>:|
. % 2 i’

~1—(0.61) = 0.39, (4.54)
my _ W) @)X o)
Bgg W) W2y 0.09,
(4.55)
2/(( ] 2
C3s" = %[—<”/'><%g‘”l>>] =~ 0.50. (4.56)

By using these values and Eq. (4.52), the value of ¢ of the
SS model is calculated as

Egs =131, (4.57)

which implies that the form factor F o, in the SS model
violates (by about 30%) the p/w-meson dominance.
Putting the value in Eq. (4.57) into Eq. (4.51), we evaluate
the momentum dependence of F 0., as a definite prediction
of the SS model for the 7°-y transition form factor. See
Fig. 3 (black solid curve). Here we use the experimental
inputs of m, and m,, m,=775MeV and m, =
783 MeV [23]. The experimental data are from Ref. [29],
which is the only experiment in the spacelike region.'’
Figure 3 shows that the momentum dependence of F o, in
the SS model disagrees with the experiment (y?/d.o.f =
63/5 = 13).

For a comparison, in Fig. 3 we plot a curve, drawn by a
blue dashed line, obtained by fitting the parameter ¢ of the
general HLS model to the experimental data, which yields
the best fit value of &, ¢lyey = 1.03 (y?/d.o.f =3/4 =

"The experiment of Ref. [29] yields the linear coefficient of
F 0, consistent with the current average value [23], ala,e =
0.032 = 0.004, within 1o error.
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2
|F7r°y|

0% (GeV?)

FIG. 3 (color online). The prediction (black solid curve) of the
70~y transition form factor F 0y With respect to the spacelike
momentum squared Q2. Comparison with the experimental data
[29] yields y?/d.o.f = 63/5 = 13. The blue dashed and red
dotted curves, respectively, correspond to the best fit curve
with e = 1.03  (¥*/dof=3.0/4=0.7) and the
p/w-meson dominance with & = 1 (y*/d.o.f = 4.8/5 = 1.0).

0.7). This best fit value is very close to ¢ =1 of the
p/w-meson dominance (red dotted curve in the figure).

2. The w-m°-y* vertex function and w-7° transition form
factor

We begin with an expression of the effective w-7°-y*
vertex function obtained from the general HLS Lagrangian
[Egs. (3.12) and (4.39)]:

I#w,(p), 7, v, (k)]

eN,
= 8r, < Peke g[(
o

k2
)
nm,

where p and k, respectively, denote the incoming four-
momentum of w and the outgoing momentum of y*. Using
the identity (4.44), we rewrite Eq. (4.58) into the following
form:

Cy — C3

) e D, ()

(4.58)

I#w,(p), 7, v, (k)]
eN,

= g2, PPk AT+ BUTD, () (459)

where
A“TY = Jel(cy + 37 g%23) — c3(1 — g%z3)],  (4.60)
Bw”TY = gc3(1 — g2Z3). (461)

Note that (A®™” 4+ B®™7) is not constrained, which is
consistent with the fact that there is no low-energy theorem
for Eq. (4.59) in the low-energy limit:

076010-14



HOLOGRAPHIC QCD INTEGRATED BACK TO HIDDEN ...

T w,(p), 7°, v, (k)]
=0 eN,

87T2F eﬂvaﬁpakﬁ . [Awﬂ'y + Bwﬂ'yl
T

(4.62)

in contrast to Eq. (4.48) for the 7°-y*-y* vertex function.

The w-7° transition form factor F, o can be extracted
from the @ — 7’1" [~ decay width I'(w — #°1717) (I7 =
e®, m”), which is calculated through the effective
w-70-y* vertex function as

[Nw— 7°0717)

(m,—m_o)? I — 770 2m?2
= [ g 2 o7y 7)(1 + ﬂ)
3T

am? q° q°
q> — 4m12|' q° 2 4m?2 g* 3/2
X 2| I+ — ) T2 _ 22
g w2 —m2,)  (md — )
“|F 0 (g%, (4.63)

where I'(@ — 7%) denotes the w — 7y decay width,'?

2 _ 02 3

64 P25\ o
with
_I_
gwﬂ'y = AYTY 4 BOTY = M (465)

The transition form factor F o is then expressed as

F,n(g*) =1 =7 +7D,(g, (4.66)
where
o Bem™Y
7= O T (4.67)

The p-meson dominance [28] for this transition form
factor is defined in a way similar to Eq. (4.16) by taking
F=1as

2
m
F,(q*) = 5", 7
T m% _ qz

1. (4.68)

Let us now evaluate the parameter 7 in Eq. (4.66) in the
SS model. Using Egs. (3.17), (3.26), (3.38), and (3.39), we
have

2The SS model predicts [4] gumy = 8pmr This leads to
J;S"%ﬂlss = (5.37 = 0.03) X 1073, iwhicoh is compared
with the experimental value [23] %hxp = (5.07*
0.12) X 1073, although values for each decay width deviate
(by about 40%) from the experimental values.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 076010 (2010)
25
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FIG. 4 (color online). The prediction (black solid curve) of the
w-7° transition form factor F, o(g%) with respect to the timelike
momentum ¢g. Comparison with the experimental data [30,31]
yields y?/d.o.f = 45/31 = 1.5. The best fit curve with F. =
2.08 (x*/d.o.f =24/30 = 0.8) and the curve corresponding to
the p-meson dominance with # = 1 (y?/d.o.f = 124/31 = 4.0)
are drawn by blue dashed and red dotted lines, respectively.

Awﬂ'y _ 1 |:<<¢0¢1>> _ <¢1><<¢0¢%>>

— , (4.69
ST ANGL [y b | oo

0Ty _ 1 <¢1><<¢0¢%>>
Bgg B ’_NCG[ (1,[/%)3/2 ], 4.70)
and calculate 7 to get
?SS = 153, (471)

which implies that the form factor F 0 in the SS model
violates (by about 50%) the p-meson dominance with 7 =
1. The predicted curve in the timelike momentum region is
shown in Fig. 4 as a black solid line, together with the
experimental data [30,31]. Figure 4 shows that the momen-
tum dependence of F, 0 in the SS model is consistent with
the experimental data (y?/d.o.f = 45/31 = 1.5).

The predicted curve is compared with a blue dashed
curve obtained by fitting the parameter 7 of the general
HLS model to the experimental data, which gives the best
fit value of 7, Fpeyq = 2.08 (x?/d.o.f =24/30=0.8).
Comparison with the p-meson dominance with 7= 1
(red dotted curve) is also given (y?/d.o.f = 124/31 =
4.0).

3. The y*-m°-7r* -7~ vertex function

We start with an expression of the effective
v*-m0-m" -7~ vertex function obtained from the general
HLS Lagrangian [Egs. (3.12) and (4.39)]:
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Ly (p), 7(qo), 7 (q+), 7 (q-)]
eN,

¢ ) a 3 3 P’
== meumﬁ%4+qﬁ[l - 1(61 —cy eyt Z(Cl —C¢— C3)Dw(P2)(1 - g%z m_z)

4
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w

2

Ccy— C c 2 1 *q-)
+ { L S wa(pz)(l - g’z p_z)} X {Dp((Q+ + qf)z)(l - 582 M)
m’, mp

+D,((g- + QO)Z)(I - %g z
P

2
5 4((17 +2qO) )

L (R |

4.72)

where p and g ¢, respectively, stand for the incoming four-momentum of y* and the outgoing four-momenta of 77 and
7°. By using the identity (4.44), the expression (4.72) may be rewritten as

Ly (p), 7(q0). 7" (q+), 7 ()]
_eN,
1272F €

y3m

+ D, l(go + 4. )} + 2

where

AT =1 =31 - g%z)(c; — ¢a + ¢3)
= 2¢;5(1 — g223)(1 — 1g%zy)

+ (1= 38%24)(c3 + c4)] 4.74)
B =3(1 - g%z3)(c; — ¢ + ¢3)
—2c3(1 — g%z3)(1 — 4g%z)]  (4.75)
CP7™ =Y =2c5(1 — g%z3)(1 — 1g%2y)
+ (1 = 38%z4)(c3 + c4)] (4.76)
D7 =302¢5(1 — g%z3)(1 — 38%24)] 4.77)
Note that these parameters satisfy
AV 4+ BT 4+ CV3T 4+ DVIT = |, (4.78)
which reproduces the low-energy theorem:
L[y (p), 7(qo). m* (), 7 (g-)]
7%y —0 eN. o
- - mr—ngeﬂvaﬁQ()qﬁ-qé' 4.79)

The p/w-meson dominance for this process is defined in a
way similar to Eq. (4.16) by taking AY3" = BY37 =
CY7™ =0 (D" =1)as

C
Wﬁnga%qé[m” - BT D (p) +

y3m

3

{D,((g+ +q-)°) + D,((g- + q0)*)

D, (p?) {D,((g+ + q-)*) + D,((q- + q0)*) + D,((go + 61+)2)}:|, (4.73)

Lulyi(p), 7 (q0). 7" (q+), 7 ()]
eN, m?,

= - < E rva 0% [j
36m2F pd09+4 m2, — p?

m2
(o g @m0+ = a0)

(4.80)

We shall now evaluate the parameters in Eq. (4.73) in the
SS model. Using Eqgs. (3.17), (3.26), (3.27), (3.36), (3.37),

(3.38), and (3.39), we have
_%[<¢1>(<¢0¢1(1 -
4 WD)
L Qo)X (1= 93
(WD)
LoD X (1 — df%)>]
Y1)y ’
BT — §[<¢1><<l]/0¢1(1 — o)
B4 ¥
B <<¢0‘//%>><ll/1><¢’1(1 - (2))>]
(Y1) ’
C’}/37T _ §[<<l[/0¢1>><¢1(1 - lr//(z))>
®4 (1)
LoD g (1 — Aﬁ%))]
(Y1) ’

- 3 ] 2 1 — 2
py :Z[«iﬂolﬂl»(lfli;;/;l( ‘ﬂo))}

o))

ART =1
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They are calculated in the SS model as
ART =1 - (1.03) = —0.03,
CR™ =051,

BL™ = 0.04,

; (4.85)
DI = 1.50,
in which DZ" # 1 implies that the effective
y*-m%-7* -7~ vertex function in the SS model violates
(by about 50%) the p/w-meson dominance.

0

4 o — 77t 7 decay

0

The w — 77" 7~ decay width is given by

Ot a™)
f dE-dE_(1G+21d- 2 = G - G| Fusnl?,

(4.86)

INw— =
__ mw
19273

where E. and g are, respectively, the energies and three-
momenta of 77~ in the rest frame of w. We construct the
w — 37 form factor F,_, from the general HLS
Lagrangian [Egs. (3.12) and (4.39)]:

N. 3ag ,
Fopzr = —W[Tg (c; — ¢y —¢3)
3 2 +a )2
+@c3{<1_g 24 (q+ ki ))
2 2 my,

D,((q+ + ) + (g4 < qo) + (g = qO)}],
(4.87)

where g« are the four-momenta of 7**, respectively.
Using the identity in Eq. (4.44) we may rewrite F,_s,
into the following form:

N..
F,. T 3 T
w3 47 F .m3 &
Bw377'
<[40+ i, (g + )
(g = a0+ - = a0} ] (4.88)
where
3 g%c; — ¢y +c3)
A0dm =22 70 = 07 352c. 4.89
2 1 — g224/2 87C3 ( )
B“3™ = 3g%c5. (4.90)

Note that (A“3™ + B“37) is not constrained because there
is no low-energy theorem for Eq. (4.88) in the low-energy
limit:
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‘12:,0_'0 N, c

F P R
2 2 Spmm
47 F zmy,

(A“37 + B937) (4.91)

w—3m

in contrast to Egs. (4.48) and (4.79) for the 7°-y*-y* and
v*-m0-m" -7~ vertex functions, respectively. The p-meson
dominance [28] for this process is defined in a way similar
to Eq. (4.16) by taking A“3™ = 0 in the form factor F,,_.3,,
as

N,

_73g . RW3T
2 2 Spmm
127°F ;my,

Fw—'377' =

mp
. +(q Hq)+(qu—>q)].
I:m% —(qs +q- 2 1T 0
(4.92)
We shall evaluate the parameters in Eq. (4.88) in the SS

model. Using Egs. (3.17), (3.27), (3.36), (3.37), and (3.38),
we have

w3T
ASS -

3 (<<¢1¢o(1— ) _ o)

NG\ (pi(1—9d) (D) ) (4.93)

posn _ 3 oy

= =17 (4.94)
59 2N.G (Y}
which are calculated in the SS model as
A§’33” ~ 23], Bg"g” =~ 81.01, (4.95)

where we used the experimental inputs of m, and F_,
m, =775 MeV and F, = 92.4 MeV [23], to determine
the value of N.G (N.G = 0.01). An amount of deviation
from the p-meson dominance is estimated independently
of the value of N.G as

w3
BSS

> =~(.97, 4.96
A+ B e

which implies that the form factor F,,_,5, in the SS model
is well approximated by the p-meson dominance.

Let us now calculate the decay width I'(w — 77" 77)
in the SS model. To do this, we first estimate the value of
8p== Which appears in Eq. (4.88) as the overall coefficient.
Using Eq. (C35) and the experimental values of m, and
F,., wegetg pm|ss =~ 4.84. Second, we evaluate the phase
space integral using experimental inputs for m -0 and m,,,
m,= = 140 MeV, m_o = 135 MeV, and m, = 783 MeV
[23]. Thus we obtain

INw— 77" 77)|gg = 2.78 MeV. 4.97)
This is the first full result obtained by our method which
includes effects from an infinite tower of higher KK modes.

076010-17



HARADA, MATSUZAKI, AND YAMAWAKI

The result is compared with the experimental value [23]
Nw — 77" 77 )|exp = 7.57 £ 0.09 MeV.

It is interesting to note that the estimate in Eq. (4.97) is
different by about 7% from the value obtained in Ref. [4],
where higher KK modes of the HLS gauge bosons are
truncated at the level of n = 4:

(w— 777 )= ~ 258 MeV.  (4.98)

In order to study this difference, let us discuss the original
form of the form factor [4]:

N, « 8uwpn8pym
Fw—» — _ c [ Pk Pk
srlss 4m°F, ,; ms — (g +q-)*

+@r*w+@—*%4 (4.99)

To be consistent with our method, which integrates out
higher KK modes into O(p*) terms of the general HLS
Lagrangian, we expand Eq. (4.99) as

2 0

F | _ _ N, 3 mp Swp w8 ppmm
w—37ISS 4 2F > 8pmm 2
R L) prm = Mp,

+ 3880, HD, (g1 + )

+ (g4 — q0) + (g- — qO)}], (4.100)

up to O(q2% ,/m3,) (k = 2) which corresponds to terms
higher than O(p*) in the Lagrangian. The coefficient of
the second term, g, is read off from Ref. [4] as

_ L oyt
Sorm TONG T (g

(4.101)

Note that 3g,,, is exactly the same as Bg’s3” in Eq. (4.94).
We may therefore write

2 00

F | _ _ Nc 3 m, Bwp w8 pmm
w—3mISS 4 2F 2 gp7777' 2
(L) prm k=2 My,

w3

+ 554D, (g1 +9)

+w+H%H4m~wm} (4.102)

Identifying the first term of Eq. (4.102) with A‘S’:’g” in
Eq. (4.93),

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 076010 (2010)

3 m;z) - g(upkﬂgpkﬁﬁ
2
8pmm k=2 Mp,
_ 3 wwWMLw%m_«%w%>
2N.G\ (¢,(1 — ) W)
_ 3 (o = gy
2MG<<%U—¢% ) uwpm

(4.103)

and using the expression of g, in Eq. (4.28) and that of
8wpn i1 Eq. (4.101), we may read off

- gwpkﬂ'gpkww — 1
,; m3, 2m%(N.G)*/>
ot X o(1 — Y

(VX (1= 4g)
(4.104)

This is a new sum rule which was not obtained in Ref. [4].
This sum rule shows that the form factor (4.102) includes
effects of the full set of the infinite tower of the vector
mesons. In contrast, in Ref. [4] some parts of the contri-
butions are examined by naively truncating the infinite
tower as in Eq. (2.33).

V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this paper, we developed our method of integrating
out higher KK modes of the HLS gauge bosons identified
as vector and axial-vector mesons in a class of HQCD
models including the SS model. Our method is to integrate
out higher KK modes through their equations of motion for
the HLS gauge bosons AEI") and V,(f) in Eq. (2.34): Aﬁl”) =0
and V,(f) = ). Thus the higher vector mesons are re-
placed by a, = ﬁ[m d,m + -+ (“pion cloud”)
which generates the O(p*) terms as well as the O(p?)
terms of the HLS Lagrangian. Since «, keeps the same
HLS transformation property as that of the fields of the
integrated-out KK modes, our method is manifestly invari-
ant under HLS and chiral symmetry, including external
gauge symmetry. On the contrary, a naive truncation cor-
responds to simply putting fields of higher KK modes to
zero, which does not reproduce the correct transformation
property as shown in Eq. (2.31); hence, this violates HLS
and external gauge symmetry.

Given a concrete HQCD not restricted to the SS model,
our method enables us to deduce definite predictions for
any physical quantity, which can always be written in terms
of the parameters of the general HLS model, and thus can
be compared with experimental data once those parameters
are determined from the HQCD.

To show the power of our method, we took the SS model
as an example. The SS model is thought to be valid only
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below the Mgk scale, so higher KK (mass-eigenstate)
fields should not contribute in the low-energy physics. In
our integrating-out method this was reflected by setting

higher mass-eigenstate fields BSf) = 0 through the equa-

tions of motion: In terms of the HLS basis Aﬁl") and fo‘) are
no longer independent degrees of freedom but simply
generate O(p*) terms and modify O(p?) terms as well.
We presented a full set of the O(p*) terms of the HLS
Lagrangian computed from the DBI part and the CS part at
the leading order of the 1/N, expansion. Once the parame-
ters of the HLS model are determined by the SS model, we
can compute the form factors which are always given in the
general framework of the HLS model. The EM gauge
invariance and the chiral invariance are automatically
maintained since our method is manifestly invariant under
external gauge symmetry as well as HLS. The result of the
pion EM form factor was compared with the experimental
data, together with the best fit within the general HLS
model and the result of the p-meson dominance (see
Fig. 2). It turned out that the SS model agrees with the
experiment.

In the same fashion, we evaluated the 7°-y (Fig. 3) and
w-m° (Fig. 4) transition form factors, which were com-
pared with experimental data, together with the best fit
within the general HLS model and the result of the
p/w-meson dominance. It turned out that in the SS model
the 77°-v transition form factor disagrees with the experi-
mental data, while the w-7 transition form factor is con-
sistent with the data. We also presented the results for the
related quantities such as y*-7’-7r* -7~ and w-70-7t -7~
vertex functions.

We further derived the same form factors by a different
method, dealing with the infinite sum explicitly without
using the general HLS Lagrangian. This confirms that our
formulation correctly includes contributions from an infi-
nite set of higher KK modes and that the infinite sum is
crucial for the gauge invariance. Actually, the EM gauge
symmetry and chiral symmetry (low-energy theorem) in
the form factors are obviously violated by a naive trunca-
tion, simply neglecting higher KK modes instead of taking
the infinite sum.

Our method was used to deduce predictions of the SS
model which were not available before. Below we sum-
marize the SS model prediction compared with the experi-
ment:

() The pion EM form factor (Fig. 2) agrees with the
experiment (y?/d.o.f = 147/53 = 2.8), compared
with the best fit of the general HLS model
(x*/d.o.f = 81/51 = 1.6) and the p-meson domi-
nance (y?/d.o.f = 226/53 = 4.3).

(II) The 7%y transition form factor (Fig. 3) disagrees
with the experiment (y?/d.o.f = 63/5 = 13), com-
pared with the best fit of the general HLS model

(x?/d.o.f =3/4 = 0.7) and the p/w-meson domi-
nance (y?/d.o.f = 4.8/5 = 1.0).
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(II) The w-7* transition form factor (Fig. 4) is consis-
tent with the experiment (y?/d.o.f =45/31 =

1.5), compared with the best fit of the general

HLS model (y?/d.o.f =24/30=0.8) and the
p-meson dominance (y?/d.o.f = 124/31 = 4.0).

Item (I) implies that there is no obvious need for cor-
rections as to spacelike momentum region, while in the
timelike region the DBI part of the SS model yields for the
Kawarabayashi-Suzuki-Riazuddin-Fayyazuddin relations

(4],

gP gp
P —— ~ 2.0, (7 ~ 1.0)
Q’gp7T7TF7T SS 2gp77.77.F%. exp
> ’ 5.1
" ~3.0 ( " ~2 0)
2 2 =Y 2 2 B 4
gp7T7TF7T SS gmeFﬂ exp
which would need some corrections such as

1/N_-subleading corrections [13]. Item (II) implies that
the SS model would need corrections for the CS term
which may arise as 1/N_-subleading terms. Our formula-
tion can also be used to test other HQCD and suggest
possible corrections.

Throughout this paper, we confined ourselves to the
leading order in the 1/N, expansion. We demonstrated
that as far as the 1/N -leading order form factors are
concerned, the same results as those of our method can
also be obtained by other methods using sum rules for an
infinite sum of KK modes instead of the HLS Lagrangian.
As far as the tree level is concerned, our method which sets

fields of higher mass eigenstates Bgf) to zero as in Eq.
(2.34) obviously gives the same results as those obtained

from a Lagrangian written in terms of Bif) [18] without
explicit use of the HLS basis. However, in our method
based on the HLS formalism, the systematic chiral
perturbation can straightforwardly incorporate the
1/N -subleading effects through loop calculations.
Further studies along this line will be done in the future.

Our focus in this paper has been on the 1/N,-leading
action and its derivative expansion. There could be another
source, which affects coefficients of O(p*) terms, arising
from the 1/A expansion. Further development of our
method incorporating such a source will be pursued in
the future.

Finally, we emphasize that our formulation can be ap-
plicable to several types of HQCD models [5,6,32] as well
as models including baryons [18,33]. It will also be inter-
esting to apply our method to HQCD models in hot and/or
dense matter [34], and furthermore, to so-called holo-
graphic (walking) technicolor models [35] and Higgsless
models [36].
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APPENDIX A: HLS GAUGE INVARIANCE OF T3

In this section we give a proof for the HLS gauge
invariance of the I'; term in Eq. (3.9).

We begin by decomposing the five-dimensional gauge
field A = Aydx™ (M = u, 2)"* in Eq. (2.18) into two
parts, including an infinite tower of vector and axial-vec-
tor-meson fields:

A=v+a, (A1)
v=vg+ 0 =ay+ > & ¥, (A2)
n
a=ag+a=aipy+ Y A"y, (A3)

n

where @ = Q| — V. They transform under HLS as

ay—h-ay-ht +h-d-hnt, (A4)
af’ —h-af’ -t (A5)
& —h-a)-ht, (A6)
AW S p A0 Lt (A7)

sothatv—h-v-ht+h-d-htanda— h-a-ht.
In A, = 0 gauge, the action I'; in Eq. (3.9) takes the
form
— NU
2472

s f tr[3advdv + adada
M*XR

+ 3(v2a + av? + a®)dv + [Bavadal,opern)  (AS)
which can be separated into two portions,
Iy =15 + Ty, (A9)

3In this section we take A, to be anti-Hermitian.
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I = [ tr(3advdv + 3(v2a + av?®)dv), (A10)
M*XR

Iy, = [ tr(adada + 3a*dv + 3[avadal,oyer)-
M*XR
(A11)
As to I'5;, we calculate it as
Iy = 3fdzf 4tr(—a(c’)zv)dv — adv(d,v)
M
— (v?a + av?)d.v)

=-3 [dz[ 4tr([dva + adv + (v’a + av?)]o,v)
M

— 3 f dz fw tw({dv + v2a + aldv + v2}0.v).
(A12)

From the transformation properties of v and a, and noting
that d,v = 9,0 transforms homogeneously under HLS, we
see that I';; is HLS gauge invariant.

As to I'5,, we first consider the first term

[ tr(adada) = [ tr(agdagday
M*XR M*XR

+ [adada]HOHZCI'O)' (A13)

The first term of Eq. (A13) is calculated to be zero:
[ tr(aodaodao)
M*XR
= - [dzf 4tr(ao(azao)dao + agdayd.ag)
M
= - de[ tr((daoao + Clodao)azao)
M4
1 o R T .
=~ [ ] wl@aa. + av@anian i

— _21_4 [dzaiz(%) [w tr(((da )a; + & (dé))]léay)

1
= -5 | ul@ay)ay +a(day)la))
M4
1
T tr((day)(@L)* — (dap)(@y)?) =0. (Al4)
M4

Thus we have

[ tr(adada)=f tr(ladadal,ongers)-  (A15)
M*XR M*XR

From this and noting that the second term in I'5, does not
include zero modes since d,v = 9,0, we may write

Ty = [ tr(adada + 3a*dv + 3avadal,onero)-
M*XR
(A16)

We further rewrite this I'5, as follows:
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Iy, =— f tr(ladad,a + ad.ada + 3a>d,v + 3avad,al,enser)

M*XR

= — / tr([{ada + daa + 3ava}d.a + 3a*9.v] onsero)
M*XR

= — f tr(({a(da + va + av) + (da + va + av)a + ava — a®>v — va®}d.a + 3a>9 V] onsero)
M*XR

= — f tr([{a(da + va + av) + (da + va + av)a}d.al,onsero)
M*XR

- f tr(fad.aav + d.aa’v + a*d.av + 3.V ] onzero)

M*XR

= — / tr([{a(da + va + av) + (da + va + av)a}d.a + 2a*9.v]onsero) — f trd.([a*v]honzero).  (A17)
M*XR M*XR

Note that the last term includes at least one nonzero mode/
normalizable mode which vanishes due to the boundary
condition at z = *oo. Thus we find it goes to zero after
integration with respect to z:

[ 5000 ) = 0 (AI8)

M*XR

On the other hand, we can easily see that the remaining
terms in the last line of Eq. (A17) are HLS gauge invariant.

Thus it has been proven that the action I'; is HLS gauge
invariant.

APPENDIX B: EXPANDING DIRAC-BORN-INFELD
AND CHERN-SIMONS PARTS IN TERMS OF HLS
BUILDING BLOCKS

In this section we derive Egs. (3.15)—(3.31) in the DBI

part and Egs. (3.36)—(3.39) in the CS part.
|

Fuy=0,A,—3,A, —i[A,,A,]

1. Dirac-Born-Infeld part
Taking into account the A, = 0 gauge and substituting
Eq. (2.44) into the field strength F ., we have

544
Fo.=0,A.—9.A, —i[A, A

nz
= _az(&yl lr//() + VM + a(,u,H(l + ¢l))

=0,(a, o+ V, + a1+ ¢y) —9,(@, o+ V, + a,+ ¢y))
—dla, ho+V,+a, A+ ) a, o+ V, + a0+ ¢y)]

= (D,u,&v_l_ - Dvdp,l){/jo + (D/.Ldll”

=i, ay] +[ayy a, DA+ ) g — i), ayl(l + )2

where we have defined

D,udVJ. = a/.L&I/J_ - l[V ’ dvl]’

(B3)
Dya, = d,a, —ilVy ayl
Using the identities
D,a, = Dby = ila,), a,l+ila,,, a,,]
+ Vo = Vi (B4)
D,U,&I/J_ - DI/&/,LJ_ = l[&,u,”’ &VJ_] + i[&,uj_: &V“] + ﬁ/u/;
(B5)

= —Q, 1o — Q. (B1)
Similarly for F,,,, one can calculate it as
- Dvd,u,ll)(l + l/jl) + V/.LV - i[d/_LJ_? dyL]lp%
(B2)
[
we obtain
Fup= =Vt + V(0 + )+ At
—ila,, a1 + )y,
+ila,,a,, )0+ ¢ — )
—ilayy, a, 1+ [a,., ay . (B6)

Substituting the final expressions in Egs. (B1) and (B6)
into the DBI part (3.1), we are readily led to Egs. (3.15)—
(3.31).
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2. Chern-Simons part: I';
We start with an expression of I'; given in Eq. (A8):

N,
Iy=—5 [ tr[3advdv + adada
247~ Js

3N,
- 247:2 [dz [M4 trlad, vdv + advd. v + v?ad,v

+ av?d. v + a®d.v + [avad.alonsero)

(B7)
|

_ 3N,
2477
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where vector (v) and axial-vector (a) fields are taken to be
anti-Hermitian, for convenience. After integrating out
higher KK modes in the CS part, v and a, respectively,
become

v=a+a¢), aq =4 +V, (BY)

a=a, o). (B9)

Substituting these expressions into Eq. (B7), we calculate
I'; as follows:

fM4 (o )aLdy — aya)day + af) + (Yo P )2ey@yaLéy + (a@Lay — ayaL)da

+(ara) — ajay)ag) + (ot yH2ayap) + (2o )2a)a3)]

3N,
2477

+ <¢0¢1¢%>(2dL&|3|) +{(P3bo)aad)]
3N,

fw al{oy )@ dy — @@ )@ + Day + Fy) + (o g (DG + 2a))(aLay — @pa )}

= fw ul(op Ny ay — qpa)(—a% + Fy) + (Yo, Y l(a) — @] —Fy + Fy)aya) — apay)}

2477
(Yo yDHRaLa) + (Yo N2y al)]

3N,
2472

. 1 . N
+(2ugin(1+ 0 = 308)Jandd + ol 1+ wNasdy - dyaufy |

where (A) = [ dzA(z) for an arbitrary function A(z), and
we have used the identity

DdH = d&” + V&H + &||V = —@? —

” &i_Fv'i_Fv,

(B11)
and defined

Fy=dV + V?, (B12)

. F, +F
F,="t "R (B13)

2

Frr=¢&k FrréLp (B14)
Fip=dAp g+ A} p (B15)

Moving on to four-dimensional Minkowski space-time
and rewriting one-forms in terms of Hermitian fields, we
obtain

—_— NC
3 2447

+ xﬂtl‘[d’”&i] + x4 tr[(dl&" - &Il&l)ﬁv]}: (B16)

L P 0l(&y dy — @)@y )Fy ]+ xaiul@, a7

where

xi = @ioiy), (B17)

[ (=5 w0t Yaray - aanry + Quodi 0+ wasa;
M

(B10)

Xy =64 Yot (1 + ), (B13)

x3 = Qo (=g + 3¢, +3)), (B19)
xg = (=3, + Dipoihy). (B20)

The IP-odd terms in the HLS model are given in terms of
Q), &, as [see Eq. (3.34)]

N, o
Tiboaa = 1672 [M4{(_4C1 - 402)ltr[ala|3|]

+ (4c) — 4cy)itfayad ]+ (—2c3)
X tr[(&ld” — dllal)FV] + (—2c¢y4)

X trl(ayay — aya)Fylh (B21)
Comparing this form with I'; in Eq. (B16), we find
1 1
L = — EXZ + EXS’ (B22)
1 1
Cy = — EXZ - EXS’ (B23)
c3 = —ixy, (B24)
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cy = —1xy (B25)

which readily lead to Eqgs. (3.36)—(3.39).

APPENDIX C: ALTERNATIVE DERIVATION OF
OUR RESULTS FOR IP-ODD PROCESSES AND
THEIR GAUGE/CHIRAL INVARIANCE

In this appendix, to see that our formalism correctly
incorporates contributions from higher KK modes of the
HLS gauge bosons in the IP-odd sector, we shall perform a
low-energy expansion of the original forms of the vertex
functions [4] for 70-y*-v*, w-70-y*, and y*-70-7 -7 to
be consistent with our integrating-out method as was done
in Sec. IVA [see Eq. (4.21)]. We also discuss a naive
truncation and violation of gauge/chiral invariance.

1. The 7'-y*-y* vertex function and 7°-y transition
form factor

We begin with the original form of the 77%-y*-y* vertex
function written in terms of an infinite sum of vector-
meson exchanges [4]:

I, yi(an). vi(g)llss

gkaIWgPlgwk
(mg,, + q})(my, + 43)

(ChH
where the coupling g, ,,~ is defined in the SS model as

N, >
—_ VAo a .
‘EkaﬂT o 877_;” gw,{p[ﬂ'(;:] et aﬂ(wk)va}\(p[)(r T
(C2)

Consistently with our method which integrates out higher
KK modes into O(p*) terms of the HLS Lagrangian, we
expand Eq. (C1) as

Terla®, vilan), vi(a)llss

62N Swpm8p 8w
:1277-2F Eﬂvaﬁql dp [(zz kPl P/ k)

o mm

1 8wprn8p8o
+{2z—ﬂ%i—gw<ﬁ»+nm
I\ 5 mwkmp

Swpn8p8w
(= a5 (255 YD, ) - D, )
wMp
+ (411 - Q2)}] (C3)
up to terms of O(q7 ,/m3_,,) (k = 2), which correspond to

terms higher than O(p*) in the Lagrangian. Using the sum
rules [4]
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ﬁ gw/Pkﬂ'gﬂk — i gwkpl'n'gwk —

= g ,
g m, &5 m, e (C4)
< gﬂkﬂ'ﬂ'gpk —
S gk,
=1 Mp,
we have
— < Cupm8p 8w, —1 28,7m8p | 8wpr8€p8w
Z Z 2 2 - P 2.2
k=21=2 MMy, mp m,nm,
(C5)
d Bwpr8p8w _ 8pmm8p Swpr8p8w
Z ;12 m2 = me m2m: (Co)
k=2 w,Mp P wMp
From Ref. [4] we have
g,m;gp _ Ly o)Xy 7
n, 2 () '
8wpm8p8w 1 3oy ih))? c3
mZ mZ - 5 <¢{—2>2 ( )
pMw 1

Substituting these into the right-hand sides of Egs. (C5)
and (C6), we have

i zgwkp,ﬂ'gp,gwk -1- |:<¢1><<¢0¢1>>

55 mm, ()
1 (o pd))
) ©
2 Z gw,\pﬂ'gpgwk _ <¢/1><<¢0¢1>> _ <¢1>2<<¢’0¢%»
& mim} (Y1) whr
(C10)
8wpm8p8w  1T{( 1Y {(Poh?)
Tt v S
The right-hand sides are identical to AZe”-CZe” in
Egs. (4.54), (4.55), and (4.56):
~ © "Jkplﬂ'gplgwk A7T27’ (C12)
Z Z mwkmpl %
Z kaW'ngwk _ B;TSZV’ (C13)
=2 m;,
Swpn8p8w
,fle% =, (C14)

and hence we arrive at the same result as that derived from
our method of integrating out higher KK modes [Eq. (4.43)
with Egs. (4.54), (4.55), and (4.56)]:

076010-23



HARADA, MATSUZAKI, AND YAMAWAKI

I [a®, yi(qn), vilga)llss
€N, ,, BITY
D) F. ’LM'BC]laC]zﬁ[AW Ty SS {D,(q})

+ D, (q}) + (¢ — ¢3)}

CaTZ'y
D, D G =] )
For the transition form factor F 0., we have
B7T2y B7r27 C772y
2
Fo0,(0%)ss = (ASS7 + 525 >+< ZS + 525 )
X[D,(Q*) + D,(0%)] (Cl6)

Because the resultant form (C15) is the same as that
obtained from our method, which is manifestly gauge
invariant by construction [see Egs. (2.36), (2.37), and
(2.41)], the low-energy theorem in Eq. (4.48) is actually
satisfied:

AT + BIY + CY = 1. (C17)

For a comparison, let us consider what would happen if
one had naively truncated a tower of the HLS gauge bosons
at the lowest level, as in Eq. (2.33). From Egs. (C12) and
(C13), one can easily see that such a naive truncation
corresponds to simply neglecting higher KK modes,

w2y __ pmly __
Ags” = Bgg” =0

(QZ)ltrun —

2
C;TS“/( m;, mg, ) C18)
2 mf, + 0> mi+ 0%

with CS27 ~ (.5 from Eq. (4.56). At Q> = 0 we have

2,05 = €337 = 0.5 # 1, (C19)

which breaks the EM gauge symmetry. Note again that the
naive truncation (C18) is different from the p/w-meson
dominance (4.50) which is gauge invariant. The violation
of gauge symmetry can also be seen in the vertex function
as

ez, i (qh), vi(g2) JIge
‘11’2_’0 ezNC
1272F

€N,
1277'2F

ra 2
et B g ,qrp5 + (C357)

fﬂm"g‘haéhﬁ, (C20)

which contradicts the low-energy theorem (4.49).
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2. The w-7"-y* vertex function and w-7* transition
form factor

We start with the form [4]
T#[w,(p), 7, v, (0)]lss

eN, — Swp, 78
— MVU‘:B k Pn Pn C21
8772F7T € Palp Zl m%," + k2 ( )

We expand this expression to be consistent with our
method of integrating out higher KK modes into O(p*)
terms of the general HLS Lagrangian:

I lw, (p), 7°, vy (k)]lss

J— eN va = ga)p,,wgp,,
82F#Bpk/3|:(z 2 )

n=2 mpn

o]

p

(C22)

up to terms of O(k*/m? ) (n = 2) which correspond to
terms higher than O(p*) in the Lagrangian. Using the first
sum rule displayed in Eq. (C4), we have

— 8wp,78p, 8uwpn8
Z “r ;T b = 8pmm — wpv; £ (C23)
=2 Mp, my

From Ref. [4] we have

L e
S TaNG\ b

(C24)
)
ests 1 <<¢<o$%l>>3>/<2¢1>‘ .
We then have
S Sumstn N}N_(_;[«tbowl» ) <¢1><<2¢3o/f%>>]_
n=2 Pn c m <¢1>
(C26)

Comparing Egs. (C25) and (C26) with Egs. (4.70) and
(4.69), respectively, we find

00
Z 8wp,m8p, = A9TY
2 SS

(C27)
= My,
Bwpw8p W
=B (C28)

and hence arrive at the same result as that derived from our
integrating-out method [Eq. (4.59) with Egs. (4.69) and
4.70)]:

e, (p), 7, vi(K)]lss
eN,

wT wT 2
87T2F e Pp kg [Asg” + Bgs "D, (k)]

(C29)
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For the transition form factor, we have

> Ass Bgs'”
F = +
wﬂ'o(q )ISS (Ag)sﬂ"y + Bg)sﬂ"y) (Ag)s‘n'y i Bg)sﬂ'y)
2
X M
m% - q2
m2
= (1 = Fss) + Fss —5——. (C30)
p

A naive truncation as in Eq. (2.33), which corresponds to

gwkp[wgp,wwgwk

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 82, 076010 (2010)

that of the p-meson dominance (4.68), although g, in
Eq. (4.65) yields a value about 1/(1.53)=~2/3 times
smaller (see footnote 12.). Unlike the case of the pion
EM and 77'0—7 transition form factors, the violation of
gauge symmetry is not manifest in the w-7° transition
form factor F o since there is no low-energy theorem
for this process.

3. The y*-7"-7r" -7~ vertex function

The original form [4] can be expanded consistently with
our integrating-out method:

setting Agg'” = 0, would lead to the same form of F, o as
|
L[y (p), 7 (qo), 7" (q+), 7 (g-)lss
eN. —
= T TaaE, Ceresdidtat Z Z[

eN,

(m%, + pH)(m> + (g +q-)%)

(s o qo) + (g o qo>]

= - 1277_26F3 e/LVQ,E'CIOq-%—qEI:( Z Z kﬂrln l;’[/l k) + <3F37'Z = 5 012 ) . Dw(pz)

w

=2 Mw My

W] =

w'tp

where we have neglected terms of O(p?, g% O/mpk wk) (k=
2) which correspond to terms higher than O(p*) in the
Lagrangian. Using the sum rules in Eq. (C4) and [4]

o 2
gpﬂTﬂ' 1
—_— = C32
2w, 3 2
we have
- w S0 ﬁg 778w
3F727 kP P k
kZg m sz
F2
=1—- 3(gp7r7; 77)(2 ga)pn'g(u )’ (C33)
mp gpam' w
3F2 PITS Py — F2 kPTO P k
3 fenjnaste —ap, 5t
F2
— 3<gp777; 77)(1 o gwpﬂ'gw)'
mp gp7777m
(C34)
From Ref. [4] we read off
SomrFyr _ 1oy OX¢r1(1 = 45)) (C35)
m?, 4 (D ’
8wpn8w o2
peby _ (o)), 36
8pmm (WD)

(3r38enm5emr YD (52) 4D, (g +4-7) + (g = q0) + (a- = a0} |

14 =2 WPy

1 — Zuwpr8prme
3 (308 3 Bemiorien) p (g + g )+ 0s = a0) + 0= = o)

(C31)

Putting these into the right-hand sides of Egs. (C33) and
(C34), we have

2

3F2 Z Zgwkp,wgp,ﬂ'ﬂ'gwk
55 m, M,

B é[(‘l’l)«'ﬁo‘/ﬁ(l — Y5
4 (Y1)
L o Xy (1 — y3))
Y1)
Ao X X (1 = )
T S
2 ga)pﬂTgpﬂTWga) :é <l//1><<¢0¢1(1 - l//(2))>>
o 3 ferpnaste MR
oI Xy, (1 — ¢%)>]
(Y1 ’
(C38)

3F2 Z gwkpn'gpﬂ'ﬂ'gwk _ %[<<¢0¢1>><¢1(1 - (p%))

mg, my, (¥}
Lo DX )y (1 — lﬁ%)}]
(1) ’
(C39)
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0 Bwpr8prr8ow :E <<¢0¢/%>><¢/1><¢1(1 - 17[/%))
352 SeenSom [ i ]

me,my, 4

(C40)

The right-hand sides are identical to AY”-DZ3" in
Egs. (4.81), (4.82), (4.83), and (4.84):

I . (T
k=21=2 Pi
3F%. Z g(upﬂrgpﬂﬂrg(u _ ngﬂ', (C42)
Pl
3F2 278 "’k‘;;’ g"n’;g o _ 37, (C43)
3p2 Seen8omnlo _ pyim (C44)
0y

and hence we arrive at the same result as that of our method
[Eq. (4.73) with Eqgs. (4.81), (4.82), (4.83), and (4.84)]:

Tulyi(p), 7(q0), m*(q+), 7 (g )]lss
eN « 3 3

== mTizCFge;Lvaﬁq(l)’q+qé[AgSW + Bgsw . Da)(pz)
y3m

+ AD,((q+ + q-)*) + D,((g- + q¢)*)

y3m

+D,((qo + g )} + - D, (p?)
AD,((g+ + q-)) + D,((g- + q0)?)

D, ((qo + q+>2)}]. (C45)
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Since the resultant form is equivalent to that obtained from
our method, which is manifestly gauge invariant by con-
struction [see Egs. (2.36), (2.37), and (2.41)], the low-
energy theorem (4.79) is actually satisfied:

Ay377

B'y377 Cy377

+ D" = 1. (C46)

In contrast, a naive truncation as in Eq. (2.33), which
corresponds  to taking AY” =Bl =CL" =0 in
Egs. (C41)—(C43), would prov1de us w1th

FM[)’Z(P) O(CIO) 7T+(q+) T (q )] trun
eN. m’,

e et gD e
36772F37 MvanOQ+q SS mz}_pz

2
m
X [ £ + (g4 = qo) + (- < 610)],
ms —(q+ +q-)? i

(C47)

with DI = 1.5 from Eq. (4.85). At the low-energy limit
p% g%, — 0, we have

L[y (p), m(qo). m* (), m (q-) 1|58

P*4q% =0 eN, 3
- 12772}3 €uvapdtqtqP (DY
eN,

- C48
127%F3 (C43)

EuvanSQi qé,

which contradicts the low-energy theorem (4.79) and hence
breaks EM gauge symmetry. It should be noted again that
the p/w truncation (C47) is different from the p/w-meson
dominance (4.80) which is gauge invariant.
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