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We present an analysis of the three-flavor holographic model of QCD associated to a D4=D8 brane
configuration, with symmetry breaking induced by a world sheet instanton associated to a closed loop
connecting D4 −D8 −D6 −D8. We calculate the electromagnetic and axial couplings of all octet and
decuplet baryons, as well as several negative parity excitations, with and without symmetry breaking
effects, and demonstrate qualitative and quantitative agreement with many available experimental
measurements, with marked improvement over the analogous two-flavor models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the hallmark of the holographic approach to QCD
is the model proposed originally by Sakai and Sugimoto
[1], realizing a framework for the nonperturbative dynam-
ics conceived by Witten [2], consisting of Nf probe
D8 −D8 branes in a background of Nc D4 branes.
Baryons emerge as chiral solitons in the five-dimensional
Yang Mills-Chern-Simons theory resulting from the KK
reduction on a circle. In the limit of large t’Hooft coupling,
the instanton size is stabilized to a value on the order of the
t’Hooft coupling to the inverse 1=2 power, by the com-
peting interaction of the outward-directed self-energy
resulting from the Chern-Simons term and the inward-
directed effects resulting from the curvature of theD4 color
background. At correspondingly small size, the solution
may be approximated by the flat space BPST instanton. The
holonomy in the holographic direction yields a Skyrmion,
following the Atiyah-Manton construction [3].
By contrast to the original model of Skyrme [4], which

neglects all mesons besides the massless pion, here an
infinite tower of massive vector and axial-vector mesons is
incorporated in a single 5d gauge field. The construction of
the resulting baryonic currents provides a theoretical
realization [5] of the empirically observed decomposition

of the photon-hadron interaction into vector meson
exchange (vector meson dominance).
The extension of the original models from Nf ¼ 2 [6] to

Nf ¼ 3 has been clouded for some time due to difficulty
constructing an appropriate Chern-Simons term that both
satisfies the requisite Wess-Zumino-Witten constraint,
required to correctly produce the baryon spectrum, as well
as the chiral anomaly. The first problem was solved by Hata
and Murata [7], at the expense of the second. Only recently,
[8], a solution has been presented that satisfactorily solves
both conditions.
The organization of the paper is as follows: in Sec. II we

detail the three flavor instanton construction and its quan-
tization in bulk, with particular emphasis on the role of the
new Chern-Simon term. In Sec. III we discuss the geomet-
rical set up for the breaking of chiral symmetry. In Sec. IV,
we construct the fully quantized vector and axial-vector
currents for the three flavor baryons and their respective
form factors. In Sec. V, we give detailed results for the
electric and magnetic bulk baryon parameters without and
with symmetry breaking effects. In Secs. VI and VII we
discuss the charge radii and masses predictions for the octet
and decuplet in this holographic set up with comparison to
existing models and lattice results. In Sec. VIII we analyze
the axial charges of the excited octet states, as well as their
magnetic moments. Our conclusions are in Sec. IX.

II. QUANTIZATION

In this section we review the key aspects of the semi-
classical quantization of the holographic baryon as a flavor
instanton in bulk for the case of three flavors and in the
chiral limit. A more thorough presentation for the case of
two flavors can be found in [7]. Our results for the massive
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three flavors are new. The method relies primarily on
identifying the moduli space of the classical instanton
configuration as a set of collective coordinates and their
pertinent Hamiltonian, and quantizing them using canonical
rules. Of particular importance in the tree versus two flavors
quantization is the role played by theChern-Simons term and
the emergence of the hypercharge as a quantum selection
rule. The result is a rich spectrum describing a tower of even
and odd parity baryonic multiplets in the chiral limit.
Subtleties of the precise definition of the Chern-Simons

term aside, the quantization of the flat space soliton, which
appropriately approximates the curved space solution in the
large t’Hooft coupling limit, is straightforward. We now
recapitulate the salient details, clearly presented in [7]. As
noted, the fixed-time solution (with a unit instanton
number) is the Belavin-Polyakov-Schwarz-Tyupkin instan-
ton. For Nf ¼ 3, we use the standard embedding

Acl
N ðxÞ¼−ifðξÞgðxÞ∂NgðxÞ−1 where fðξÞ¼ ξ

ξ2þρ2
; ð1Þ

with ξ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðxN − XNÞ2

p
and

g¼
�
gSUð2ÞðxÞ 0

0 1

�
; gSUð2Þ ¼ 1

ξ
ððz−ZÞIþ iðx−XÞjτjÞ;

ð2Þ

τi, i ¼ 1, 2, 3 are the Pauli matrices, normalized as
TrðτiτjÞ ¼ 2δij.
Following the moduli space approximation, the dynam-

ics of the system, assumed to be slowly rotating in flavor
space, is given by quantum mechanics on the instanton
moduli space, with coordinates given by the instanton
position XN ¼ ðX; ZÞ, size ρ, and SUð3Þ orientation V, all
assumed to be time-dependent, yet sufficiently slowly
varying such that the dependence of the gauge field on
the parameters is still given as in the static expression. The
resulting Lagrangian has ρ-dependent moments of inertia.
The principal difference of the Nf ¼ 3 case from Nf ¼ 2 is
the introduction of an additional moment of inertia for the
strange directions, with a ratio 1=2 to the moments
corresponding to the original SUð2Þ directions, as required
to satisfy the Gauss law constraint. Specifically, the
Hamiltonian H is given, up to corrections of the order
1=λ≡ 1=g2Nc, by

H ¼ M0 þHZ þHρ HZ ¼ 1

2mZ
P2
Z;

Hρ ¼ −
1

2mρ
P2
ρ þ

1

2
mρω

2
ρρ

2 þ K
mρρ

2
þ 1

2I1ðρÞ
X3
a¼1

ðJaÞ2

þ 1

2I2ðρÞ
X7
a¼4

ðJaÞ2; ð3Þ

where

P2
Z ¼ −

1

2mz

∂2

∂Z2
; P2

ρ ¼ −
1

2mρ

1

ρη
∂
∂η ðρ

η∂ρÞ: ð4Þ

The inertial parameters read

mZ ¼ 1

2
mρ ¼ 8π2aNc; K ¼ Ncmρ

40π2a
¼ 2

5
N2

c;

ωz ¼
ffiffiffi
2

3

r
; ωρ ¼

ffiffiffi
1

6

r
;

I1ðρÞ ¼
1

4
mρρ

2; I2ðρÞ ¼
1

2
I1ðρÞ; ð5Þ

and the component of the angular momentum is defined as

Ja ¼ −4π2iκTrðTaV−1 _VÞ; a ¼ 1;…; 7: ð6Þ

The effect of the Chern-Simons term is to impose the first-
class constraint

J8 ¼
Nc

2
ffiffiffi
3

p : ð7Þ

As noted in [8], this is accomplished by defining the Chern-
Simons action as

SCS ¼
Nc

24π2

Z
M5

Tr

�
AF2 −

1

2
A3F þ 1

10
A5

�

þ 2πα0μ8

Z
D8=D8

C7 ∧ TrðFÞ

þ 1

10

Z
N5

Trððh̃−1dh̃Þ5Þ þ
Z
∂N5

α4ðdh−1h; A−Þ; ð8Þ

where the expression for α is given in [8]. The effect of the
first class constraint that this generates, as noted, is
important in the construction of the resulting spectrum
of eigenstates, as we shall now review.
The procedure of diagonalization is facilitated by exam-

ining the operator algebra satisfied by Ja, as well as
Ia ≡ −4π2κTrðTaV _V−1Þ. As a consequence of the cano-
nical commutation relations, the operators Ja satisfy
½Ja; Jb� ¼ ifabcJc, and similarly Ia satisfy ½Ia; Ib� ¼
ifabcIc, where fabc are the antisymmetric structure con-
stants of SUð3Þ. By the completeness relation for SUð3Þ
generators,

½Ja; V� ¼ VTa ½Ia; V� ¼ −Ta:

Since I ¼ VJV−1, and hence
P

8
a¼1 I

2
a ¼

P
8
a¼1 J

2
a, the

generators Ia and Ja arise from identical SUð3Þ represen-
tations. Explicit examination of the Noether currents
reveals that Ja is in fact minus the spin, the quantity
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conserved by rotational invariance, and Ia is the flavor.
Thus in summary, the system is quantized by spin and
isospin generators in the same SUð3Þ representation, a
characteristic feature of Skyrme models.
The significance of the constraint induced by the Chern

Simons term can now be appreciated. This is widely known
and well-reviewed, but we recapitulate for completeness.
Following the standard ðp; qÞ parametrization of SUð3Þ
irreps (linear combinations of monomials with p indices of
one type and q of another, such that the contraction of both
is zero, graphically corresponding to polygonal weight
diagrams of which p and q are the side lengths), the value
of YR ≡ J8 at the top of a multiplet is equal to ðpþ 2qÞ=3,
and the maximum corresponding SUð2Þ eigenvalue occur-
ring for states with a given value of YR is equal to

mmax

� p
2
þ t

2
t ≤ q

p
2
− t

2
þ q t ≥ q

;

where t ≤ pþ q is an integer parametrizing the difference
between the YR value of the given state and that of the top
level. Substituting the constraint yields accordingly for
B ¼ 1 thatmmax is half-integer valued when NC is odd, and
integer-valued when NC is even, reproducing the properties
of the SUð6Þ quark model.
The diagonalization of the Hamiltonian is now trans-

parent. The baryon wave functions are simply appropriately
normalized SUð3Þ Wigner D-functions, with one index
equal to the flavor and the other equal to minus the spin,

ΨBðGÞ ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
dimðRÞ

p
ð−1ÞJ3þ1

2DðRÞ
I3;−J3ðGÞ: ð9Þ

The eigenenergies are dependent on all representation
indices and are given by

EðR; nρ; nZÞ ¼ M0 þ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðη − 1Þ2

24
þ N2

c

35
þmρρ

2

6I2

C2ðRÞ þmρρ
2

�
1

2I1

−
1

2I2

�
jðjþ 1Þ

s
þ

ffiffiffi
2

3

r
ðnρ þ nZ þ 1Þ; ð10Þ

where C2ðRÞ is the quadratic Casimir invariant. Before
proceeding, we pause however to note an immediate
observation and concurrence with nature, which is that,
notwithstanding subtleties to be noted regarding the ex-
traction of numerical values of the mass from this analysis,
the soliton mass formula above already produces an
important result, which is that the lowest mass baryon
multiplets are indeed the octet 8 ¼ ð1; 1Þwith spin 1=2, and
the decuplet 10 ¼ ð3; 0Þ with spin 3=2. Among the other
irreducible representations of particular importance for
present purposes are those other ones occurring in
8 ⊗ 8 and 8 ⊗ 10, for reasons to be noted. These are
10� ¼ ð0; 3Þ, 27 ¼ ð2; 2Þ, and 35 ¼ ð4; 1Þ.

III. SYMMETRY BREAKING

In this section we briefly discuss the role of chiral
symmetry breaking on the preceding massless spectrum. In
the present holographic set up, quark masses can be intro-
duced using world sheet instantons living in threeD6 branes
attached to D8 branes [9]. The world sheet instanton
amplitude induces a chiral symmetry breaking term through
their vertex attachment. This holographic breaking can be
shown to reproduce the expected chiral symmetry breaking in
QCD by separating the three D6 branes appropriately [9,10]
(see footnote 4). As a result, themoduli Hamiltonian acquires
a symmetry braking term, and a massive spectrum emerges
through standard perturbation theory in moduli space.
More specifically, the original model of Sakai and

Sugimoto [6] is one of zero mass pions and thus, zero

(bare) mass quarks. Hashimoto [9,10] subsequently
addressed this problem by introducing additional D6
branes, parallel to the original color branes, but with
nonzero separation, yielding massive W-bosons (with a
mass proportional to the separation distance, as is standard
in the hypermultiplet), which give mass to the quarks of the
original QCD via a vertex joining those quarks to a
condensate of the new quarks arising from the open strings
stretching between the D6 and D8=D8. The corresponding
interaction is mediated by a disk-shaped world sheet
connecting the D4 −D8 −D6 −D8, fixed at a single
value of the time coordinate (hence an instanton), with
chiral symmetry breaking mediated by the development of
a smooth throat connecting the D8 and D8.
The effect of this deformation is to introduce an addi-

tional amplitude given by

δS ¼ B
2

Z
d4xPTr

�
M

�
exp

�
−i

Z
zm

−zm
Az

�
− I3

��
þ c:c:;

ð11Þ

where zm parametrizes the location of theD6 on theD8=D8.
For the Belavin-Polyakov-Schwarz-Tyupkin (BPST)
solution, the evaluation of this expression is aided by the
observation that the Az component, −iðξ2=ξ2 þ ρ2Þg∂zg−1,
is proportional to a fixed element of suð3Þ for all values of z;
hence the coupled set of differential equations that would
otherwise have to be solved in order to evaluate the path
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ordered exponential [i∂zUU−1 ¼ Az] truncates to a single
integral. Therefore we have

δS ¼ B
2

Z
d4xTrðMðU þU† − 2I3ÞÞ; ð12Þ

with

U ≡ eiπhðrÞ ¼ exp

�
iπ

�
1 −

1ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
1þ ρ2=r2

p ��
: ð13Þ

Upon substituting the SUð3Þ Gell-Mann Oakes Renner
relations and writing the mass matrix as

M ¼ 1

3
ðmu þmd þmsÞI3 þ

1

2
ðmu −mdÞT3

þ 1

2
ffiffiffi
3

p ðmu þmd − 2msÞT8; ð14Þ

we then obtain that

δS ¼ B
2

16π

3
ρ3

Z
drr2ð1 − cos hðrÞÞðm2

π� · ð1þ 2Dð8Þ
88 Þ

þm2
K� · ð1þ

ffiffiffi
3

p
Dð8Þ

38 −Dð8Þ
88 Þ

þm2
K0

· ð1 −
ffiffiffi
3

p
Dð8Þ

38 −Dð8Þ
88 ÞÞ: ð15Þ

The introduction of quark masses on the dynamics of the
soliton reduces to a simple problem of the evaluation of a
quantum mechanical perturbation on the moduli space of
collective coordinates. By the elementary Rayleigh-
Schrödinger procedure, the perturbed energies are obtained
by appropriately weighted summations of the matrix ele-
ments of the perturbation, sandwiched between the unper-
turbed states; wave functions are obtained analogously, and
operators are obtained by sandwiching the unperturbed
expressions between the resulting wave functions.

jB; ki ¼ jB; ki þ
X
k≠k0

jB; k0i hB; k
0jH0jB; ki

Eð0Þ
k − Eð0Þ

k0
: ð16Þ

It is at this point that we utilize the observation noted
earlier, about the tensor products of the irreducible
representations. Since 8 ⊗ 8 ¼ 1 ⊕ 8S ⊕ 8A ⊕ 10 ⊕
10� ⊕ 27, the evaluation of the effects of the perturbation
on the octet involves the calculation of matrix elements of
the perturbation just defined, sandwiched between 8 and
intermediate states in 10� and 27. (The unperturbed part is
the matrix element between 8 and 8.) Likewise, since
8 ⊗ 10 ¼ 8 ⊕ 10 ⊕ 27 ⊕ 35, the evaluation of the effects
of the perturbation on the decuplet is reduced to the
evaluation of matrix elements of the perturbation, sand-
wiched between 10 and intermediate states among the
set 27; 35.

IV. CURRENTS, FORM FACTORS

In this section we analyze the electromagnetic properties
of the massive multiplet states emerging from the preceding
semiclassical quantization for mostly the octet and decuplet
ground states. We first recall the 4-vector and 4-axial-vector
currents as the boundary value of bulk currents using the
holographic correspondence, the details of which can be
found in [1] for the case of two flavors. These currents
involve boundary-to-bulk vector and axial-vector fields
sourced by the collectivized instanton in bulk. We will then
make explicit the corresponding magnetic moments, axial
charges and charge radii. Some electromagnetic properties
of the low-lying baryonic excitations will also be discussed.
With this in mind, a large number of static properties of

the baryonic states can be obtained from a study of the
electromagnetic and axial form factors. As observed [11],
perturbative QCD fail to properly reproduce experimental
measurements thereof. A study of the properties resulting
from the 2-flavor holographic framework is presented in
[1], and in the following, we extend this analysis to the
more realistic 3-flavor framework, with appropriate mod-
ifications. Underpinning their analysis and ours is the
holographic prescription for computing currents, via the
definition of external gauge fields (left and right), obtained
by the respective classical solutions evaluated at the
boundary values z → �∞. Accordingly, [1],

JVμ ¼ JLμ þ JRμ ¼ −ðkðzÞF cl
μzÞjz¼þ∞

z¼−∞ ; ð17Þ

and

JAμ ¼ JLμ − JRμ ¼ −ðkðzÞψ0ðzÞF cl
μzÞjz¼þ∞

z¼−∞ ; ð18Þ

where kðzÞ ¼ 1þ z2 is a warp factor describing the
curvature of the gravitational background, and ψ0ðzÞ ¼
2
π arctan z is the zero mode in the KK-reduction of the gauge
field, corresponding to the pion. To obtain the gauge field at
the boundary, we must gauge transform, since the BPST
solution is singular there as originally written. Then we
rewrite the resulting expressions for the boundary-valued
field strengths in terms of Green’s functions to the curved
space wave equation and expand these in a basis of the
meson wave functions, as in [1].
The analysis proceeds as for SUð2Þ, with the additional

fact that the modification of the Gauss law constraint results
in additional terms in the zero component of the gauge field
for the SUð3Þ generators Ta, a ¼ 4;…; 7. [7] The resulting
terms in the expressions for the field strengths simply
acquire an additional factor of 1=2 compared to the a ¼ 1,
2, 3 terms, as is the case for the respective moments of
inertia appearing in the collective coordinate Hamiltonian.
For completeness, we note that
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J0V=A ¼ 2π2κ

�
∂0ðρ2aTaa−1Þ∂aHV=A

− aTaa−1ρ2 _Xiðð∂a∂i − δai∂2
jÞHV=A − ϵiaj∂jGV=AÞ

− 2ρ2ðða8 _aa − aa _a8 þ aa1aa2ϵa1a2aÞTa

− i

��
1ffiffiffi
3

p ða1 _a8 þ a8 _a1 þ � � �Þ
�
þ � � �

�
· GV=A

− ρ2ðða8 _aã − aã _a8ÞTã þ � � �Þ ·GV=A

�
: ð19Þ

The spatial currents are identical in form to SUð2Þ [6],

JiV=A ¼−2π2κρ2aTaa−1ðð∂i∂a−δia∂2
jÞHV=A− ϵial∂lGV=AÞ;

ð20Þ
where

GV ¼ ðkðzÞ∂zGÞjz¼þ∞
z¼−∞ ;

GA ≡ ðψ0ðzÞkðzÞ∂zGÞjz¼þ∞
z¼−∞

Gðx⃗; z; X⃗; ZÞ ¼ κ
X∞
n¼1

ψnðzÞψnðZÞYnðjx⃗ − X⃗jÞ: ð21Þ

The expressions involvingH refer to the analogous Green’s
functions expanded in the basis ϕ0ðzÞ ¼ 1=ðκπkðzÞÞ,
ϕnðzÞ ¼ ∂zψn=

ffiffiffiffiffi
λn

p
.

The form factors are obtained by evaluating appropriate
combinations of the Fourier-transformed currents in the
basis of baryon wave functions. In particular, the elastic
(Sachs) electric form factor GE is obtained in Breit frame
(wherein the photon has zero energy) via the evaluation of
the matrix elements of J0V þ J8=

ffiffiffi
3

p
, and the magnetic GM

from the spatial part JiV þ J8=
ffiffiffi
3

p
. This combination

manifestly satisfies the Gell-Mann-Nishijima formula,
Q ¼ I3 þ Y=2. The axial form factors, meanwhile, are
obtained from JA. These carry a flavor index, and the
appropriate choice is dictated by the decay under consid-
eration, as will be clear. In terms of the Dirac and Pauli
form factors FD and FP, we have

GEðk⃗2Þ ¼ FDðk⃗2Þ −
k2

4m2
B
FPðk⃗2Þ

GMðk⃗2Þ ¼ FDðk⃗2Þ þ FPðk⃗2Þ: ð22Þ
When taking the requisite Fourier transforms, we note as in
[6] thatZ

d3xe−ikx⃗
→·

Ynðjx⃗ − X⃗Þ ¼ −e−ik→
→·

X 1

k⃗2 þ λnZ
d3xe−ikx⃗

→·

HAðjx⃗ − X⃗Þ ¼ −e−ik→
→·

X 1

k⃗2
X∞
n¼1

gan∂Zψ2nðZÞ
k⃗2 þ λn

:

ð23Þ

Accordingly, we find that for the positive-parity states,

GEðk⃗2Þ ¼ κhρ2iQ
X
n≥1

gvnψ2n−1ðZÞ
k⃗2 þ λ2n−1

;

GMðk⃗2Þ ¼ −8π2κhρ2i
�
Dð8Þ

33 þ 1ffiffiffi
3

p Dð8Þ
83

�X
n≥1

gvnψ2n−1ðZÞ
k⃗2 þ λ2n−1

;

ð24Þ
assuming unbroken SUð3Þ symmetry. We note that for
k⃗ ¼ 0, the expectation value of each respective expression,
with respect to the baryon states, simply reduces to the
quantity in parentheses, which is the electric charge in the
first case, and the magnetic moment in the second. This
follows from the fact that

X∞
n¼1

gnv
λ2n−1

hψ2n−1ðZÞi ¼ 1 with

gvn ¼ λ2n−1κ

Z
dzhðzÞψ2n−1ðzÞ; ð25Þ

and the completeness relation for the meson wave functions
ψnðzÞ. The analogous procedure for the axial currents
results in a factor of 2π h 1

kðZÞi. The symmetry-breaking effects

are obtained, as described earlier and to be done shortly, by
a quantummechanical perturbation theory calculation, with
the perturbation given before.
The indices of the Wigner D-functions refer to the

Cartesian basis. The mapping from this basis to Weyl-
Cartan is such that T3 ¼ ðY; I; I3Þ ¼ ð0; 1; 0Þ, T8 ¼
ð0; 0; 0Þ. The combinations T4 þ iT5 and T6 þ iT7 respec-
tively correspond to the isospin indices of p, n. Similarly,
T4 − iT5, T6 − iT7 correspond to the isospin indices of
Ξ−;Ξ0, and T1 − iT2, T1 þ iT2 to the isospin indices of Σ−,
Σþ. The identification of the spin states involves the minus
sign noted earlier. This identification of states is particu-
larly important when considering the axial currents. These
involve transitions between baryons, and the appropriate
corresponding indices are dictated, as noted earlier, by the
particular transition. For example, the transition n → p
involves the current carrying an index T1 þ iT2, corre-
sponding to an exchange of the meson π−. By contrast, the
transition Λ → p carries an index T4 þ iT5, corresponding
to an exchange of K−. The form factor for the first
transition in the case of unbroken flavor symmetry is
given by

ðGAÞn→p ¼ 8π2κhρ2Dð8Þ
1þi2;3i

X
n≥1

gan∂Zψ2nðZÞ
k⃗2 þ λ2n

; ð26Þ

and the corresponding result for the second transition is
given by the same expression, but with the matrix element
replaced with that of D4þi5;3 between the requisite states.
There are also flavor-neutral (i.e., diagonal) axial current
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elements, that do not change one baryon state to another.
For each baryon, there is one such element corresponding
to 3 (associated to the current ū T3

2
γμγ5u) and one corre-

sponding to 8 (associated to the current ū T8

2
γμγ5u). These

accordingly involve the matrix elements of Dð8Þ
3;3 and Dð8Þ

8;3.
In addition, there are axial transitions that send one

multiplet to another. Of particular note is the n → Δþ
transition, which can be used to infer the value of the πNΔ
coupling. These axial elements are calculated analogously
to those just noted, with the only difference being that for
the decuplet-to-octet transitions for example, the spin index
in the D-function must be taken to be 1þ i2 rather than 3.
The calculation of all such D-matrix elements is facilitated
by the basic observation that they are equal to a product of
SUð3Þ Clebsch-Gordan coefficients,

hDð8Þ
ab i ¼

X
R

�
8 R1 R

a μ1 μ

��
8 R1 R

b ν1 ν

�
: ð27Þ

V. RESULTS

A. Magnetic moments: Unbroken

We now collect the results for the unbroken magnetic
moments. We observe U-spin symmetry, as expected.
Namely the unbroken moments are equal for states of
equal electric charge. We have as follows:

μp ¼ μΣþ ¼ 16π2

15
κhρ2i8

μΣ− ¼ μΞ− ¼ −
4π2

15
κhρ2i8

μn ¼ μΞ0 ¼ −
4π2

5
κhρ2i8

μΣ0 ¼ −μΛ0 ¼ 4π2
ffiffiffi
5

p

15
κhρ2i8; ð28Þ

and

μΔþþ ¼ 2π2κhρ2i10;
μΔþ ¼ μΣ�þ ¼ π2κhρ2i10;
μΔ0 ¼ μΣ0 ¼ μΞ�0 ¼ 0;

μΔ− ¼ μΣ�− ¼ μΞ�− ¼ μΩ− ¼ −π2κhρ2i10; ð29Þ

where

hρ2i8 ≡ h8jρ2j8i ¼ 1

6

� ffiffiffi
5

6

r
þ 1

2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
689

6

r �
ρ2c; ð30Þ

and

hρ2i10 ≡ h10jρ2j10i ¼ 1

6

� ffiffiffi
5

6

r
þ 1

2

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
929

6

r �
ρ2c: ð31Þ

The numerical values are obtained in units of the Bohr
nuclear magneton by multiplying with the factor
2MN=MKK, where MKK is taken to be 949 MeV. The
results are summarized in Tables I and II.
A note is in order regarding the comparison of the

decuplet quantities to the empirical data. Due to the fact that
all decuplet particles other than Ω− undergo strong inter-
action decays and correspondingly have lifetimes on the
order of 10−23 s, the measurement of their properties is an
experimental challenge, and existing data sets, where
available, have large errors, with the corresponding excep-
tion of Ω−. We note a good concordance of our prediction
with this measured value in the last entry of Table II. For
this quantity and all others in the column, we also find
agreement with the results of lattice simulations [14].

B. Axial current elements: Unbroken

The matrix elements of the axial current display particu-
larly improved agreement with empirical measurements and
particularly notable improvement over SUð2Þ. Here we
present the expressions obtained for unbroken SUð3Þ and
later the results with symmetry breaking effects. The
unbroken results display the expected F and D parametri-
zation [16] in the case of the octet, and theC,H dependence
in the case of the decuplet and the decuplet-to-octet
transitions. The π− transitions for the octet are given by

gnpA ¼ 28
ffiffiffi
2

p
π

15
κ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

8
¼ F þD ¼ 1.1478

gΣ−Λ
0

A ¼ 4
ffiffiffi
3

p
π

5
κ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

8
¼ 2Dffiffiffi

6
p ¼ 0.60249

gΣ−Σ
0

A ¼ 4π

3
κ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

8
¼

ffiffiffi
2

p
F ¼ 0.57974

gΞ
−Ξ0

A ¼ 8
ffiffiffi
2

p
π

15
κ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

8
¼ D − F ¼ 0.8116; ð32Þ

TABLE I. Values of magnetic moment μ for the octet (in units
of the Bohr nuclear magneton, μN).

Q Y
SU(3)

symmetry
Broken

symmetry
Empirical
values [12]

N 0 1 −1.6667 −1.6292 −1.91
P 1 1 2.2224 2.2619 2.79287
Σþ 1 0 2.2224 2.2595 2.458� 0.010
Σ− −1 0 −0.5556 −0.5202 −1.16
Σ0 0 0 0.6211 0.6494
Λ0 0 0 0.6211 0.6454
Ξ0 1 −1 −1.6668 −1.6516 −1.25
Ξ− −1 −1 −0.5556 −0.5405 −0.69
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and the K− are given by

gΛpA ¼ 16
ffiffiffi
3

p
π

15
κ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

8
¼ 3F þDffiffiffi

6
p ¼ 0.8095;

gΣ
−n

A ¼ D − F ¼ 0.328;

gΞ
−Λ

A ¼
ffiffiffi
3

p
π

30
κ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

8
¼ 3F −Dffiffiffi

6
p ¼ 0.2008;

gΞ
−Σ0

A ¼ 7π

30
κ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

8
¼ F þDffiffiffi

2
p ¼ 0.8116: ð33Þ

These results are presented again in Table III, along with
the empirical data, with which there is an impressive
consistency. Analogously, for the decuplet, we obtain

ðgΔþþΔþþ
A Þ3 ¼ −3πκ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

10
¼ H ¼ −1.484

ðgΣ�þΣ�þ
A Þ3 ¼ −2πκ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

10
¼ 2

3
H

ðgΞ�0Ξ�0
A Þ3 ¼ −πκ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

10
¼ 1

3
H

gΔ
−Δ0

A ¼
ffiffiffi
6

p
πκ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

10
¼ −

ffiffiffi
6

p

3
H

gΔ
0Δþ

A ¼ 2
ffiffiffi
2

p
πκ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

10
¼ −

2
ffiffiffi
2

p

3
H

gΣ
�−Σ�0

A ¼ 2πκ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

10
¼ −

2

3
H

ðgΔþþΔþþ
A Þ8 ¼ −ðgΞ�0Ξ�0

A Þ8 ¼ −
1

2
ðgΩ−Ω−

A Þ8 ¼
ffiffiffi
3

p

3
H ð34Þ

for the strangeness-preserving transitions, and

gΞ
�−Ξ�0

A ¼1

2
gΔ

0Δþ
A ; gΣ

�−Δ0

A ¼gΞ
�−Ξ�0

A ; gΣ
�0Δþ

A ¼gΣ
�0Σ�þ

A ;

gΣ
�þΔþþ

A ¼gΔ
−Δ0

A ; gΞ
�0Σ�þ

A ¼gΔ
0Δþ

A ; gΩ
−Ξ�0

A ¼gΔ
−Δ0

A ð35Þ
for the strangeness-changing transitions. We also calculate
transition elements for decuplet-to-octet processes, which

as noted earlier can be obtained using similar arguments.
Our results are as follows:

gΔ
0p

A ¼ 8πκ

�
ρ2

kðZÞ
�

10
h8; pjD1þi2;1−i2j10;Δ0i

¼
ffiffiffi
2

3

r
C ¼ −0.9599

gΔ
−n

A ¼ 16
ffiffiffi
3

p

15
πκb ¼

ffiffiffi
2

p
C ¼ −1.6626

gΣ
�0Σþ

A ¼ 8
ffiffiffi
6

p

15
πκb ¼ −

Cffiffiffi
3

p ¼ 0.6788

gΣ
�−Λ0

A ¼ 8
ffiffiffi
2

p

5
πκb ¼ Cffiffiffi

2
p ¼ −1.1757

gΞ
�−Ξ0

A ¼ −gΔ
0p

A

gΔ
þn

A ¼ 8π2κhρ2i10h8njD1þi2;1þi2j10;Δþi ¼ gΔ
0p

A : ð36Þ

Of particular note is the last quantity, which is in fact in
good agreement with the value obtained from experimental
measurement of the πNΔ coupling constant, 0.88 [17].
A comparison of our results for decuplet axial charges to

empirical measurements is challenged by the lack of data,
just as for the magnetic moments. Accordingly, to sub-
stantiate our predictions, we perform a comparison with
predictions obtained using other methods. We find notable
agreement, in particular, with the results of a recent
perturbative chiral quark model analysis (PCQM), [18],
which also reproduces the measured octet axial charges,

TABLE II. Values of magnetic moment μ for the decuplet in units of μB.

Q Y SU(3) symmetry Broken symmetry Measurement Lattice predictions

Δþþ 2 1 4.7406 4.8189 � � � 4.52� 0.51� 0.45 [13], 4.91(61) [14]
Δþ 1 1 2.37028 2.4459 � � � 2.7� 1.5 [15], 2.46(31) [14]
Δ0 0 1 0 0.0729 � � � 0.00 [14]
Δ− −1 1 −2.37028 −2.3001 � � � −2.46ð31Þ [14]
Σ�þ 1 0 2.37028 2.4382 � � � 2.55(26) [14]
Σ�0 0 0 0 0.0233 � � � 0.27(5) [14]
Σ�− −1 0 −2.37028 −2.3095 � � � −2.02ð18Þ [14]
Ξ�0 0 −1 0 0.0567 � � � 0.46(7) [14]
Ξ�− −1 −1 −2.37028 −2.3185 � � � −1.68ð12Þ [14]
Ω− −1 −2 −2.37028 −2.2935 −2.02� 0.05 [12] −1.40ð10Þ [14]

TABLE III. Axial transition constants for the octet with and
without symmetry breaking, compared to measured values.

SU(3)
symmetry

Broken
symmetry

Empirical
values [19]

N → P 1.1578 1.1484 1.26
Σ− → Λ 0.6023 0.6031 0.61� 0.02
Ξ− → Ξ0 0.3279 0.3279
P → Λ −0.8125 −0.802 −0.92
Σ− → N 0.328 0.3284 0.39
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with better accuracy than either lattice methods, chiral
perturbation theory, or relativistic chiral quark models. Our
results for the octet charges are likewise in accord.

C. Magnetic moments with symmetry breaking

The effects of symmetry breaking exhibit some proper-
ties of V-spin symmetry—that is, symmetry along the right

diagonals in the weight diagrams, as opposed to the left
diagonals defining the U spins. As noted earlier, the
computation of the relevant quantities for the octet involves
the mixing of 8 with 10�; 27, and the computation of the
quantities for the decuplet involves the mixing of 10 with
27; 35. Accordingly, we parametrize the results as follows.
For the octet,

μM ¼ μð0ÞM þ δμM

¼ μð0ÞM þ h8jρ2j10�ih8jρ3j10�iðB10�
1 mK0;K0 þ B10�

2 m2
K� þ B10�

3 m2
π�Þ

þ h8jρ2j27ih8jρ3j27iðB27
1 mK0;K0 þ B27

2 m2
K� þ B27

3 m3
π�Þ; ð37Þ

and similarly for the decuplet,

μM ¼ μð0ÞM þ δμM

¼ μð0ÞM þ h10jρ2j27ih10jρ3j27iðB27
1 mK0;K0 þ B27

2 m2
K� þ B27

3 m2
π�Þ

þ h10jρ2j35ih10ρ3j35iðB35
1 mK0;K0 þ B35

2 m2
K� þ B35

3 m3
π�Þ: ð38Þ

In displaying the results, we list quantities for V-spin multiplets in successive order when possible, to exhibit the
approximate symmetry noted. The results for the decuplet are
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while for the octet they are
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D. Axial transition constants with symmetry breaking

We use a similar notation for the perturbative contributions to the axial couplings as for the perturbative contributions to
the magnetic moments above, only with Bi

R, replaced with A
i
R (R labels the representation, i the coefficient ofMi as above).

Our results for the octet to octet transitions are as follows:
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For the decuplet to decuplet transitions, the results are
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Finally, for the decuplet-to-octet transitions, we obtain
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In Table IV, we compare our results for the axial transition
constants for the decuplet with those from the perturbative
chiral quark model (PCQM) in Ref. [18]. In Table V, a
similar comparison is made for the axial couplings for
decuplet to octet transitions.

VI. CHARGE RADII

The electric and magnetic charge radius of each baryon
is defined, as usual, in terms of the first coefficient of the
electric/magnetic form factor, expanded in powers of k⃗2,

hr2iE;M ¼ −6
d

dk⃗2
lnGE;Mðk⃗2Þ

				
k⃗2¼0

: ð44Þ

Since the meson wave functions do not depend on flavor
(as argued in [20], the effect of the world sheet instanton
perturbation on the vector meson mass is subdominant in
the t’Hooft coupling), the expansion in question is the same
as for SUð2Þ, and since the perturbation does not depend on
the Z coordinate, it does not modify the result. However,
the analysis presented in [6] for these quantities does not
include the decuplet baryons. It is noted therein that the
results for the proton are in reasonable accord with
empirical data, with some deviation, although the neutron
is predicted to have vanishing radius on account of its
vanishing charge, at variance with the small negative value
that is measured. For the reasons just noted, this result does
not change under the present considerations. We extend the
analysis to the decuplet, however, and find an appealing
agreement with the predictions of many different models,
and in particular with field theoretical quark model
(FTQM) calculations [21] and with a 1=Nc analysis
[22]. Following the framework just described, charge radii
are expected to be the same for baryons with equal charge
and to differ for baryons of different charge, in proportion
to the charge ratio. Accordingly, as we find that hr2iE;p ≈
ð:784 fmÞ2, we find that hr2iE;Δþþ ≈ ð1.109 fmÞ2, com-
pared to the FTQM prediction of ð1.086 fmÞ2. The other
predicted radii of the decuplet baryons are likewise in good
accord with the predictions of the latter, which accordingly
reproduce the expectation of electric charge proportionality,
with small deviations therefrom in some cases. The results
are summarized in Table VI.

TABLE IV. Axial transition constants for the decuplet with and
without symmetry breaking.

SU(3) symmetry
Broken

symmetry PCQM [18]

Δ− → Δ0 1.2117 1.2132 1.521 13
Δ0 → Δþ 1.3991 1.4008 1.756 45
Σ�− → Δ0 0.6996 0.6989 0.87 823
Σ�0 → Δþ 0.9892 0.9884 1.242
Σ�þ → Δþþ 1.2117 1.2111 1.521 13
Σ�− → Σ�0 0.9892 0.991 1.242
Ξ�0 → Σ�þ 1.3991 1.3982 1.756 45
Ω− → Ξ�0 1.2117 1.2111 1.521 13

TABLE V. Axial couplings for decuplet to octet transitions.

SU(3) symmetry

Δ0 → P −0.9599
Δ− → N −1.6626
Σ�0 → Σþ 0.6788
Σ�− → Λ −1.1757
Ξ�− → Ξ0 0.9599

TABLE VI. Electric charge radii of decuplet baryons (fm).

Prediction
Field theoretical
quark model [21]

1=Nc analysis
[22]

hr2i1=2Δþþ 1.109 1.086 1.005

hr2i1=2Δþ 0.7844 0.9055 1.005

hr2i1=2Δ0
0 0.4 0

hr2i1=2Δ− 0.7844 0.9165 1.005

hr2i1=2Σ�þ 0.7844 0.9849 1.005

hr2i1=2Σ�− 0.7844 0.9165 0.9194

hr2i1=2Σ�0 0 0.5831 0.3563

hr2i1=2Ξ�0 0 0.7 0.494

hr2i1=2Ξ�− 0.7844 0.9055 0.8319

hr2i1=2Ω− 0.7844 0.8832 0.7436
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VII. MASS ANALYSIS

The model that we use shares with general SUð3Þ
Skyrme models the effect of generating the mass relations
of Gell-Mann-Okubo [23] for the octet and decuplet
baryons, as well as the relations of Coleman-Glashow
[24], and Guadagnini [25]. We start with an analysis up to
first order in the perturbation and treat the next-to-leading
order correction thereafter. From the evaluation of the

matrix elements hB; 8jDð8Þ
38 jB; 8i and hB; 8jDð8Þ

88 jB; 8i, we
find concurring with [10] that

MΛ ¼ M8 þ hΛ; 8jH0jΛ; 8i
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where M8 denotes the soliton mass in the 8 representation,
i.e., the corresponding energy eigenvalue of the collective
coordinate Hamiltonian,

M8 ¼ M0 þ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
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(it units of MKK), and c ¼ 1.104=3. Accordingly, elimi-
nating M8, we find that

3MΛþMΣ0 −2ðMN þMΞ0Þ¼ 3

5
ch8jρ3j8iðm2

K0;K0
−m2

K�Þ;
ð47Þ

which for the valuesmK0;K0¼498MeV,mK� ¼ 494 MeV,
mπ� ¼ 140 MeV, is numerically equal to 6.269 MeV,
compared to an empirically measured value of 26 MeV.
The decuplet equal spacing rule of Gell-Mann-Okubo, to
first order, is satisfied exactly. To wit,

MΔ− ¼ M10 þ h10jρ3j10ic
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hence
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where following the notation earlier, M10 denotes the mass
of the soliton in the 10 representation. The relation of
Coleman-Glashow for the baryon octet, MP −MN ¼
ðMΣþ −MΣ−Þ − ðMΞ0 −MΞ−Þ, is satisfied exactly as well
to first order. Namely,
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thus,

MP −MN ¼ ðMΣþ −MΣ−Þ − ðMΞ0 −MΞ−Þ

¼ 1

5
h8jρ3j8icðm2

K� −m2
K0;K̄0Þ: ð51Þ

Lastly, the relation of Guadagnini, MΞ� −MΣ� þMN ¼
1
8
ð11MΛ − 3MΣÞ, is satisfied with a small deviation.

Namely, by the same analysis as above, the difference of
the lhs from the rhs of the last equation is found to be
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40
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which numerically evaluates to −30.7 MeV.
We now consider the effects of the next-to-leading order

in the perturbation, For compactness, we write the results
only in terms of mK0;K0, mK�, mπ�. We obtain as follows
for the octet, suppressing a factor of 10−8:
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Numerically, these expressions evaluate to δð2ÞMΣ0 ¼ −361.752 MeV, δð2ÞMΞ0 ¼ −292.093 MeV, δð2ÞMΛ0 ¼
−302.549 MeV, δð2ÞMN ¼ −340.983 MeV, resulting in a net additional deviation from Gell-Mann-Okubo of
−3.249 MeV, considerably smaller than the first-order correction.
Likewise, for the decuplet, the second-order mass corrections are given by
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; ð54Þ

suppressing a factor of 10−3. Using these expressions, we
accordingly obtain the Okubo relation [26], MΩ −MΔ ¼
3ðMΞ� −MΣ� Þ, with a small violation. Namely, with the
meson masses quoted earlier, we find that the ratio of the
lhs to the rhs in this relation is 1.0636.
The results of this analysis—the generation of the

aforementioned sum rules with violations in accord
with empirical data—confirm the consistency of the quan-
tization. As noted in [9], however, this analysis is not

satisfactory for a prediction of numerical mass values, for
which it is anticipated that the effects of flavor symmetry
violation should not only include the leading-order disk
world sheet instanton considered above, but also world
sheets of higher instanton number. Higher-order string
loops are also expected to yield higher order corrections
in 1=Nc. Notwithstanding, it is noteworthy, as has been
remarked by [27], that the mass formula obtained at lowest
order has the same 1=Nc dependence that is expected from
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a diagrammatic expansion of QCD, [28]. Namely, the
leading mass difference between ground state baryons of
different spins is of order 1=Nc and is proportional to J2.

VIII. EXCITED STATES

Among the virtues of the Sakai Sugimoto formalism is
the simplicity with which it incorporates excited baryons of
both even and odd parity. The baryon states considered
heretofore in this paper are those corresponding to the zero
value of the principal quantum number nρ of the radial
coordinate in the collective coordinate Hamiltonian, as well
as the zero value of the quantum number nz corresponding
to the z-coordinate. The wave function for the z coordinate
is simply that of a harmonic oscillator, and it accordingly
has negative parity under z → −z, for odd nz. The effect of
nonzero nρ, meanwhile, is to multiply the result for nρ ¼ 0,
by the hypergeometric function,

1F1ð−nρ; βðp;qÞl; 16π2κ=
ffiffiffi
6

p
ρ2Þ; where

βðp;qÞl ¼ 1þ
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðη − 1Þ2

4
þ 2K

r
;

and K0 ¼ N2
c

15
þ 4C2ðRÞ − 2jðjþ 1Þ. Accordingly, the static

properties of the resulting states can be just as easily
calculated as those for the ground state baryons considered
earlier, simply with the suitable recalculation of the

expectation values hρ2i and hρ3i. The values of the axial
charges for some of these states are tabulated in Table VII,
and compared to predictions from a relativistic chiral quark
model, [29]. The states are identified with entries in the
Particle Data Group essentially according to [27]. As in [6],
the first positive parity excited state of the nucleon, with
quantum numbers ðnρ; nzÞ ¼ ð1; 0Þ, is identified with
the Roper excitation, Nð1440Þ. As in [6], we find that
the corresponding axial charge is larger than that of the
neutron; however we find a smaller relative ratio (1.29 vs
1.45), in better agreement with the predictions of [29].
Likewise as in [6], we find that the first negative parity
nucleon, with quantum numbers ðnρ; nzÞ ¼ ð0; 1Þ, has a
smaller charge, and the ratio is improved in comparison to
[29], yet the charge is larger. The next negative parity state,
(1,1), which we identify withN�ð1655Þ, has an axial charge
that is larger, yet significantly smaller than that of the
neutron, again in agreement with [29]. Provided we identify
the subsequent positive parity state (0, 2) as Nð1710Þ, we
again obtain a consistent result: the charge is smaller still
than the preceding, but not by much.
There is, however, a potential problem with the magnetic

moments. One feature of the Sakai-Sugimoto formalism,
observed in [6], although not remarked as a potential issue,
is a degeneracy of the values thereof for negative parity
baryons, with the ground state values. This is an intrinsic
feature for the following reason. As noted above, the only
difference between the (lowest) negative parity excitations
and the ground state wave functions is in the dependence on
the z-variable. The lowest positive parity excitation also
contains a change in the wave function ρ coordinate, as do
the higher excitations; however, this is not true for the
lowest negative parity state. The dependence on z factors
out of the expression for the magnetic moment, due to the
form of the expression for the vector meson decay con-
stants, gnv ¼ λ2n−1κ

R
dzhðzÞψ2n−1ðzÞ. To wit, recall that

GMðk⃗2Þ ∝ hρ2i
X
n≥1

gvnψ2n−1ðZÞ
k⃗2 þ λ2n−1

: ð55Þ

TABLE VII. Axial charges of excited nucleon states.

(nρ, nz)

Possible state
identification

[27]

gA with
SU(3)

symmetry RCQM [29,33]

(1,0) Nð1440Þ 1.482 1.16
(0,1) N�ð1535Þ 0.595 0.02 (EGBE), 0.13 (OGE)
(1,1) N�ð1655Þ 0.769 0.51 (EGBE), 0.44 (OGE)
(0,2) Nð1710Þ 0.5204 0.35
(2,1) N�ð2090Þ 0.942
(0,1) Ξð1690Þ −0.423 −0.23
(1,0) Σð1660Þ 0.529 0.69

TABLE VIII. Predictions for magnetic moments of negative parity octet baryon excitations, compared to octet
baryons.

State
Holographic value

(above)
Experimental value μ

(units of μN) FTQM [32]
Lattice prediction

[30] χPT [31]

P 2.26 2.79
P^*(1=2−) 2.26 � � � 1.89 −1.0 1.1
N −1.63 −1.91
N^*(1=2−) (1535) −1.63 � � � −1.28 −0.5 −0.25
Λ0 −0.65 −0.61
Λ�
0ð1=2−Þ −0.65 � � � þ0.28 −0.3 −0.29

Σ0 0.65 0.65
Σ0ð1=2−Þ 0.65 � � � −0.5 � � � � � �
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At k⃗2 ¼ 0, the sum, as noted before, becomes

X
n≥1

Z
dzhðzÞhψ2n−1ðzÞψ2n−1ðZÞi

¼
X
n≥1

κ

Z
dzhðzÞ 1

κhðzÞ δðz − ZÞ ¼ 1: ð56Þ

There is conflicting evidence as to whether, and to what
extent, the resulting degeneracy is a flaw. Lattice results for
the negative parity octets [30] suggest a different behavior.
However, both chiral perturbation theory [31] and field
theoretical quark models [32] suggest that the deviation
from degeneracy is not so severe. The results from these
various models are reproduced in Table VIII, adapted from
a talk by F. Lee and A. Alexandru at Lattice 2010 [30].

IX. CONCLUSIONS

We have analyzed the holographic model for the three-
flavor baryons using the newly proposed Chern-Simons

term [8] in the presence of symmetry breaking effects in
bulk. The new Chern-Simons term obeys all the strictures
required by the chiral anomaly and generates the key
hypercharge constraint in the collective quantization of
the baryon spectra. For the three-flavor under consider-
ation, the vector and axial-vector currents are also found to
obey strict vector dominance as originally noted for the
two-flavor case. The results for the many of the bulk
parameters of the octet and decuplet baryons are repro-
duced with marked quantitative improvement with respect
to the two-flavor case. We have also analyzed some bulk
properties of the excited octet baryons with comparison to
some existing models and lattice simulations, which maybe
accessible in future experiments.
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