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Electromagnetic transitions involving nucleons and their resonances are here presented

in the fermionic sector of the AdS/QCD soft-wall model, using the differential configura-

tional entropy (DCE) as a measure of information entropy. The DCE is employed to derive

adjustable parameters that define the minimal and nonminimal couplings in the nuclear in-

teraction with a gauge vector field, in the nucleonic γN → N∗(1535) transition. The values

obtained comply with phenomenological data with good accuracy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The differential configurational entropy (DCE) is a measure of information entropy inherent

to a physical system, accounting for correlations among wave modes, in momentum space, which

portrays the spatial-complexity of the physical system [1, 2]. The DCE evaluates the compression

rate of information into wave modes. For any physical system at a given macrostate, the DCE

precisely measures the degree of ignorance associated with microstates, in momentum space, by

reckoning the number of bits of additional information needed to specify it. The physical system

can be represented by a probability distribution in a compressed data form, also coding informa-

tion concerning the physical system. Higher values of DCE mean loss of information, therefore

establishing a suitable criterion for the most prevalent and dominant wave states occupied by the

physical system, also indicating domains of configurational stability attained at the DCE critical

points [3]. The DCE also measures the level of disorder of the physical system and is equivalent

to the Gibbs–Boltzmann entropy, when the information dimension vanishes [4–6]. The DCE has

been also applied to quantum systems, comprising an information entropic measure quantifying

quantum probability densities. The DCE evaluates the number of bits needed to designate the or-

ganization of a physical system. For computing it, a spatially-localized scalar field is required. One

typically uses the energy density operator, as the temporal component of the energy-momentum

tensor. Other choices, such as scattering amplitudes and cross-sections as well, are also suitable

when fundamental interactions in QCD are studied [7–12].
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The DCE has been systematically shown to be a very important criterion to examine some of the

most essential phenomenological features of AdS/QCD, which has sparked the way to a thorough

relevant set up to investigate the dynamics regulating strongly-coupled QFTs. It has also brought

a new formal and analytical understanding of the dynamics of confinement in QCD. Originally,

AdS/CFT states that pure gravity in an AdS bulk of codimension one is dual to a flat conformal

QFT at the AdS asymptotic boundary [13, 14]. Hence physical observables can be computed in a

strongly-coupled gauge field theory, simply using gravity in the bulk [15, 16]. When one studies

QCD as the gauge theory in the boundary, it is possible to emulate confinement when a soft

infrared cutoff is introduced along the bulk fifth dimension, constructing the so-called AdS/QCD

soft-wall models [17, 18]. The bulk additional dimension corresponds to the energy scale ΛQCD. The

AdS/QCD soft-wall model states that Regge trajectories rise from confinement in QCD when one

generally uses a dilaton in the action that regulates the AdS bulk fields. Besides the introduction

of a background dilaton, a warp factor in the AdS metric and the effective potential of the action

can be alternatively employed to generate soft-wall models [19]. Ref. [20] demonstrated that these

procedures are equivalent in generating AdS/QCD soft-wall models, which can shed some new

light on the mechanism of hadronic interactions, and the structure of nucleons, as well as the

fundamental features of the electromagnetic transitions between nucleons and their resonances.

Recently, several relevant new results involving the mass spectra of glueballs, baryons, mesons,

and their resonances, also at finite temperature, have been explained by the DCE, corroborating

experimental data and lattice QCD [21–30]. The mass spectra of higher-spin resonances in several

meson and baryon families were also predicted and addressed by DCE techniques, complying with

data in the Particle Data Group (PDG) [31]. In addition, nuclear reactions involving high-energy

hadronic states were studied in the context of the DCE [32, 33], also in the Color Glass Condensate

of saturated gluon matter in QCD [34–36]. Other important aspects of the DCE were investigated

in Refs. [37–41], also approaching important aspects of turbulence [42].

Nucleonic resonances were investigated in the AdS/QCD soft-wall model, comprising a power-

scaling effective account of helicity amplitudes at largeQ2, with reasonable compliance with existing

data at low and intermediate Q2. Nucleon resonances can be formulated in the AdS/QCD soft-wall

in the context of the nucleon-Roper transition [43]. To describe electromagnetic form factors of the

nucleon and the Roper resonance, an extended version of the effective action of AdS/QCD has been

implemented, when non-minimal terms are regarded in the action that governs the resonances [44].

The electroexcitation of the N∗(1535) resonance can be studied using the unitary isobar model

MAID [45]. Such an approach allows for determining the longitudinal amplitude in the low Q2
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regime, whose virtual photons are sensitive to the outer nucleonic structure, being responsible for

describing resonances in the paradigm of quark-core constituents. The γN → N∗(1535) comprises

a peculiar transition, since models that describe helicity transition amplitudes in the full range of

Q2 lack, still [46].

This work is devoted to the investigation of the electromagnetic transitions between the nucleon

and its resonances within the soft-wall AdS/QCD, particularly, to the study of the N∗(1535)

resonance. To accomplish it, the DCE will be employed, playing a fundamental role in deriving

adjustable parameters that define the minimal and nonminimal couplings in the nuclear interaction

with a gauge vector field, in the γN → N∗(1535) transition. The derived parameters will be

shown to corroborate experimental data with great accuracy, corresponding to the global minima

of the DCE in three possible analyses, presenting the dominant states of higher configurational

stability of the nucleonic system. This paper is organized as the following: Sect. II presents

nucleon resonances in the AdS/QCD soft-wall model, also describing the interactions between

the fermionic fields representing the nucleons and the gauge vector field, in the γN → N∗(1535)

transition. In Sect. III, after presenting the main features of the DCE computational protocol, the

DCE underlying the γN → N∗(1535) transition is computed for three possible cases, each time

as a function of two among five adjustable parameters, in the AdS/QCD setup, that define the

minimal and nonminimal couplings in the nuclear interaction. The derived parameters are shown

to corroborate experimental data with great accuracy, corresponding to the global minima of the

DCE, presenting the dominant states of higher configurational stability of the nucleonic system.

In Sect. IV the concluding remarks are presented, together with a more detailed discussion about

the important results obtained. Some perspectives are also addressed.

II. NUCLEON RESONANCES IN THE ADS/QCD SOFT-WALL

The soft-wall AdS/QCD can be employed to describe γN → N∗(1535) transitions. Ref. [44]

introduced the electromagnetic minimal coupling of the nucleon and its N∗(1535) resonance, based

on the gauge-invariant coupling of two fermionic AdS fields with suitable twist-dimension. A

satisfactory description of data regarding helicity amplitudes can be obtained, in the small-Q2

regime [44]. One of the key principles determining AdS/CFT is the isomorphism between the

conformal group to the isometry group of the AdS bulk. In the soft-wall AdS/QCD formalism, the

basic concept is the conformal Poincaré metric. Denoting by r the holographic coordinate along

the AdS bulk, one possible coordinate system equipping AdS5 is given, in the near-horizon limit,
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by

ds2 =
L2

r2
dr2 +

r2

L2
(−dt2 + dxidxi), i = 1, 2, 3, (1)

which covers a Poincaré patch of a global AdS bulk, for L being the radius of the AdS bulk, with

boundary located at r → ∞. Conformal Poincaré coordinates can be then defined by z = L2/r,

yielding

gAB x
AxB = εaA ε

b
B ηab x

AxB =
L2

z2
(
−dxµdxµ + dz2

)
, (2)

with g = |det(gAB)| = z−10 being the magnitude of the determinant of gAB, and εaA = δaA L/z is the

vielbein. The boundary of the AdS bulk is located at z = 0. The z →∞ limit defines the Poincaré

horizon, at which the warp factor L2/z2 approaches zero. One can immediately read off the scale

invariance of the metric. The 5-dimensional coordinate z encodes the energy scale of AdS/QCD.

The metric (2) yields physical processes in AdS bulk, having alike (proper) energies, at distinct

radial positions, to be related to energies that scale as 1/z. It means that a physical process, in the

boundary gauge theory, having a characteristic energy ΛQCD is associated with an AdS bulk physical

process located at z ∼ 1/ΛQCD. Hence the ultraviolet regime ΛQCD → ∞ regards z → 0, defining

the near-boundary sector, whereas the infrared regime ΛQCD → 0 corresponds to z → ∞, defining

the near-horizon sector [47]. Although QCD is not rigorously conformal, the QCD coupling slowly

varies at the small-momentum transfer regime. Hence, in the realm where the QCD coupling is

almost constant, the masses of the involved quark masses can be disregarded, yielding QCD as

a conformal gauge theory. Therefore confinement can be emulated when appropriate boundary

conditions are imposed in the bulk cutoff z = z0 u 1/ΛQCD. The AdS metric can be altered to

represent a potential determining confinement [48].

If one considers the nuclear resonances1 (N∗ = (N∗p , N
∗
n )) within the AdS/QCD soft-wall ap-

proach, the action can be determined by the spin-1/2 fermionic field and a gauge vector. The

dilaton background field φ(z) = k2z2, where k = 383 MeV is a universal scale parameter [49],

confines the vector fields in AdS space, also reproducing the Roper mass M = 1.440 GeV, as

well as the proton mass MProton = 938.272 MeV [49]. Refs. [50–52] scrutinized fermionic sectors of

AdS/CFT and derived the 2-point function for a fermionic spinor field operator of scaling dimension

∆ = 2 + |m|, where m is the 5-dimensional mass of the fermionic fields describing nucleons, which

holds for the s-wave, ` = 0, approach. When states with ` 6= 0 are analyzed, a twist-dimension τ

1 The p, n indexes refer to the proton and the neutron, respectively.
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must modify the conformal dimension as ∆ 7→ ∆+τ [17, 53, 54]. The twist-dimension endowing the

AdS fermionic field can be identified with the scaling dimension of the nucleon operator τ = N+L,

where N is the number of partons in the nucleon and L is the maximal value of the quark magnetic

angular momentum, in the light-front wave function [55].

The mechanism regulating the N∗(1535) resonance takes into account the inclusion of the

minimal coupling of the nucleon (` = 0) and the N∗(1535) resonance (` = 1). Twist-dimensions for

the nucleon and the N∗(1535) resonance are τ = 3 and τ = 4, respectively. The leading twists of

the nucleon and N∗(1535) are linked with the photon, described by the gauge vector field, through

the nonminimal coupling, since minimal couplings are forbidden by current conservation [44]. The

minimal coupling between the nucleon and the N∗(1535) resonance is realized for equal twists,

τN = τN∗(1535) = 4, for the leading electromagnetic coupling between nucleon and N∗(1535), and

supports to determine both the longitudinal and transverse helicity amplitudes, at low Q2 [44]. To

couple the nucleon N and the N∗(1535) resonance to the vector field, one can represent the action

S = Sfree + Sint (3)

as the sum of a free part, regulating AdS fields dynamics under confinement,

Sfree =

∫ √
g e−φ(z) (LN(xµ, z) + LN∗(x

µ, z) + LV (xµ, z)) d4xdz, (4)

and an action that governs interactions among the fermionic fields and the gauge vector field, given

by

Sint =

∫
√
g e−φ(z) Lint(x

µ, z) d4xdz. (5)

Besides, denoting by ψτ±(xµ, z) the bulk fermionic fields, which are eigenspinors of the chirality

operator, with eigenvalue + [−] corresponding to the right- and left-chirality operators in the 4-

dimensional boundary QCD, the LN , LN∗, LV respectively denote the free interaction Lagrangians

dictating the behavior of the nucleon, its associated resonance, and the gauge vector field, respec-

tively reading [44]

LN(xµ, z) =
∑
τ;α=±

cNτ ψ̄
N
α,τ(x

µ, z) /∂α(z)ψN
α,τ(x

µ, z) , (6)

LN∗(x
µ, z) =

∑
τ;α=±

cN
∗

τ+1 ψ̄
N∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z) /∂α(z)ψN∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z) , (7)

LV (xµ, z) = −1

4
VAB(xµ, z)V AB(xµ, z). (8)

The gauge vector field VA(xµ, z) determines the action (8), as its field strength is expressed as

VAB = ∂AVB − ∂BVA, (9)
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and the Dirac operator in Eqs. (6, 7) reads [43, 44]

/∂±(z) =
i

2
ΓA
↔
∂A −

i

8
ΓAωabA [Γa,Γb] ∓ φ(z)∓ L∓ 3

2
, (10)

with spin connection

ωabA =
1

z
δ
[a
Aδ

b]
z , (11)

The Lagrangian densities describing the nucleon and the nucleonic resonance, respectively given by

Eqs. (6) and (7) are the usual Dirac Lagrangian component, whereas the Lagrangian density (8)

regards the conventional pure gauge field strength Lagrangian. The Lagrangian density responsible

for the nuclear interaction with the vector field reads

Lint(x
µ, z) =

∑
τ;α=±

(
cN

∗N
τ+1 ψ̄

N∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z)FN

∗N
min (xµ, z)ψN

α,τ+1(x
µ, z)

+ dN
∗N
τ ψ̄

N∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z)FN

∗N
α,non-min(x

µ, z)ψN
α,τ(x

µ, z)
)
, (12)

which also contains Hermitian the respective conjugate terms, where cNτ , cN
∗

τ+1, c
N∗N
τ+1, and dN

∗N
τ

are adjustable parameters inducing a mixture for the contribution of AdS fields with different

twist-dimension τ ≥ 3. The sums account for the α = ± chiralities. The notation

FN
∗N

min (xµ, z) = QΓAVA(xµ, z) , (13)

FN
∗N
±,non-min(x

µ, z) = ± i

4
ηN

∗N
V σABVAB(xµ, z) + ζN

∗N
V z ΓA ∂BVAB(xµ, z) (14)

regards the Lagrangian density (12), with ΓA = εAa Γa and Γa = (γµ,γ0γ1γ2γ3), for γµ being the

gamma Dirac matrices, and σAB =
[
ΓA,ΓB

]
. In Eqs. (12, 13, 14) the subscripts min and non-min

respectively refer to minimal and non-minimal couplings, and Q = diag(1, 0) represents the charge

matrix of the nucleonic resonance N∗ [19, 20].

It is worth emphasizing that the relevant developments in the literature also take into account,

besides τ = 3 corresponding to nucleon with three quarks-component, the twist-4 Fock states

(τ = 4), with three quarks and one gluon, and also twist-5 Fock states (τ = 5), containing three

quarks and a qq̄ component [44, 49]. These are the three leading twist contributions to the N∗(1535)

resonance mass, corresponding to the twist-dimension τN∗ ∈ {4, 5, 6}. Their expression can be

derived when the equations of motion for the fermionic Kaluza–Klein modes are constructed, with

a consistent asymptotic behavior of the nucleon electromagnetic form factors at large Q2. The

values of the couplings ηV and ζN
∗N

V are fixed from the magnetic moments, slopes, and form factors

of the nucleons and their respective resonances, being derived in Refs. [43, 44] as

ηN
∗N

V = 4.28 , ζN
∗N

V = −0.47 . (15)
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There are some restrictions on the minimal coupling between the nucleon and its resonance. Re-

garding gauge invariance, the nucleon and its resonance have the same twist-dimension. In the case

of the nonminimal coupling, however, there are other options for the coupling modes, including the

coupling between the nucleon with a twist-dimension τN ∈ {3, 4, 5} and the N∗(1535) resonance

with the twist-dimension τN∗ = τN + 1.

The AdS bulk fermionic fields for the nucleon and its resonance have been denoted, respectively,

by ψN
τ±(xµ, z) and ψN∗

τ±(xµ, z). These fermionic fields are dual to the left-handed and right-handed

doublets representing the nucleon and the N∗(1535) resonance, where OL =
(
BL
p ,B

L
n

)ᵀ
and OR =(

BR
p ,B

R
n

)ᵀ
where Bp regards the proton and the protonic N∗p resonance, whereas Bn denotes the

neutron and its resonance N∗n . The fermionic fields can be determined as the products of the left-

and right-handed boundary spinor fields, respectively for the nucleon and resonances, as

ψL
N(xµ) =

1

2

(
I− γ5

)
ψ(xµ), ψR

N(xµ) =
1

2

(
I + γ5

)
ψ(xµ), (16)

and

ψL
N∗(x

µ) = −1

2

(
I + γ5

)
ψ(xµ), ψR

N∗(x
µ) =

1

2

(
I + γ5

)
ψ(xµ). (17)

The fermionic bulk profiles can be split into the pure boundary and pure bulk components, emu-

lating a Kaluza–Klein expansion as

ψN
τ±(xµ, z) =

√
2

2

[
±ψL

N(xµ) FL,R
τ (z) + ψR

N(xµ) FR,L
τ (z)

]
, (18)

ψN∗

τ±(xµ, z) =

√
2

2

[
∓ψL

N∗(x
µ) FL,R

τ (z) + ψR
N∗(x

µ) FR,L
τ (z)

]
, (19)

where the normalizable profile functions FR,L
τ (z) are the holographic counterpart of nucleonic wave

functions with specific twist-dimension and are given by

FL,R
τ (z) = z2e−k

2z2/2 fL,Rτ (z), (20)

and

fLτ (z) =
√

2(Γ(τ))−1/2 kτ zτ−1/2 , (21)

fRτ (z) =
√

2(Γ(τ− 1))−1/2 kτ−1 zτ−
3
2 . (22)

It is worth emphasizing that the ground state of the nucleon is characterized by n = ` = 0,

whereas the N∗(1535) resonance n = 0 consists of an excited state ` = 1. For the gauge vector
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field, the axial gauge Vz = 0 can be regarded. An inverse Fourier transformation with respect to

the boundary coordinates is implemented as

Vµ(xµ, z) =
1

(2π)2

∫
R1,3

eiq·x Vµ(q)V (q, z) d4q. (23)

Once the Fourier transform (23) of the gauge vector field is calculated, the equation of motion

that regulates the vector bulk-to-boundary propagator concerns the q2-dependent electromagnetic

current as

∂z

(
e−φ(z)

z
∂zV (q, z)

)
+
q2

z
e−φ(z)V (q, z) = 0, (24)

whose analytical solutions involve the gamma Γ(n) and Tricomi U(a, b, z) functions,

V (q, z) = Γ

(
1− q2

4k2

)
U

(
− q2

4k2
, 0, k2z2

)
. (25)

The bulk-to-boundary propagator V (q, z) obeys the normalization condition limq→0 V (q, z) = 1,

complying to gauge invariance, also satisfying the infrared and ultraviolet boundary conditions

lim
z→∞

V (q, z) = 0, lim
z→0

V (q, z) = 1. (26)

The last condition in (26) regards the local coupling of the electromagnetic field to fermionic fields,

whereas the first one reflects the vanishing vector field at z →∞. The integral representation for

the solution of Eq. (24) at the Euclidean mode (Q2 = −q2 > 0) is useful for deriving analytical

expressions, reading [48, 56]

V (Q, z) = k2z2
∫ 1

0

xa

(1− x)2
exp

(
−k2z2 x

1− x

)
dx, (27)

denoting the light-cone momentum fraction by x and a = Q2/(4k2). In the Lagrangian densi-

ties (6, 7), governing the 4-dimensional boundary fermionic fields, the parameters cNτ and cN
∗

τ+1

are normalized as
∑
τ c

N
τ = 1 and

∑
τ c

N∗

τ+1 = 1, arising from the consistent normalization of the

fermionic kinetic term in the Dirac equation and also from the electromagnetic U(1) gauge invari-

ance [19, 49]. As the normalization condition complies with gauge invariance, the nucleon mass,

and the N∗(1535) resonance mass can be written as a linear combination of the square root of the

twist-dimension,

MN = 2k
∑
τ

cNτ
√
τ− 1 , MN∗ = 2k

∑
τ

cN
∗

τ+1

√
τ . (28)

The coefficients cNτ and cN
∗

τ+1 of the linear combinations (28) are the same as the ones entering the

fermionic Lagrangian densities (6, 7), respectively. Regarding the mass of the N∗(1535) resonance,
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the model is limited by the three leading twist contributions, (τN∗ ∈ {4, 5, 6}). For the value of the

N∗(1535) mass equal to 1.510 GeV, Refs. [44, 49] derived the values

cN
∗

4 = 0.82, cN
∗

5 = −0.63, (29)

dictating the free Lagrangian density (7) for the nucleonic resonance. As the model includes the∑
τ c

N∗

τ+1 = 1 normalization, the parameters cN
∗

4 and cN
∗

5 are linearly independent, yielding

cN
∗

6 = 1− cN∗4 − cN
∗

5 = 0.81. (30)

The following parameters, entering the Lagrangian density (12) governing the nuclear fermionic

interaction with the gauge vector field, encoded in the Lagrangian density (12), were derived from a

fit involving the transversal and longitudinal helicity amplitudes of the γN → N∗(1535) transition

[44],

cN
∗N

4 = 25.52 , cN
∗N

5 = −26.90 (31)

and

dN
∗N

3 = −1.89 , dN
∗N

4 = 5.64 , dN
∗N

5 = −3.58 . (32)

In the next section, two among these parameters will be assumed free, fixing the other three

parameters, and the DCE will be employed to derive the values of the free parameters which

correspond to the maximal configurational stability of the nuclear system. In other words, the best

choice of the free parameters corresponds to the global minima of the DCE, for each case analyzed

involving a mixture of two parameters among the ones in Eqs. (31, 32).

To perform the computations using QFT methods together with the known form factors, in

the effective theories describing low energy limit of QCD, one can scrutinize the form factors and

helicity amplitudes of the γN → N∗(1535) transition. The electromagnetic form factors of the

γN → N∗(1535) transition are encoded by the gauge invariant object

Mµ(p1λ1, p2λ2) = ūN∗(p1λ1)

[
γµ⊥ F

N∗N
1 (−q2) + iσµν

qν
MN∗ +MN

FN
∗N

2 (−q2)
]
γ5 uN (p2λ2) , (33)

where uN∗(p1, λ1) and uN (p2, λ2) represent Dirac spinors describing the N∗(1535) resonance and

the nucleon, γµ⊥ = γµ − qµ 6q/q2 , q = p1 − p2, whereas λ1, λ2, and λ are the helicities of the final,

initial baryon and the photon, respectively, satisfying the identity λ2 = λ1−λ. The term FN
∗N

1 (Q2),

appearing in nonminimal terms of the actions (3, 5), includes the derivative with respect to the z
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coordinate, acting on the bulk-to-boundary propagator ∂zV (Q, z). Regarding minimal terms, one

can write

FN
∗N

1 (Q2) =
a

2

∑
τ

cN
∗N

τ+1

Γ(a+ 1)Γ(τ + 1)

Γ(a+ τ + 2)
, (34)

One can realize that the two parameters in Eq. (31) appear in Eq. (34). However, to assess the

other parameters in the model, exclusively using QFT techniques, one must introduce the nucleon-

Roper transition, as in Ref. [44]. Besides, Ref. [58] addressed the electromagnetic N → N∗ (1535)

transition in the relativistic constituent quark model, using two parameters, but the range of Q2 is

pretty limited. Ref. [59] introduced the way how electromagnetic properties yield useful insights

about the N∗(1535) transition form factors, which are dynamically generated from the strong

interaction regarding mesons and baryons. However, this QFT approach for the electromagnetic

N → N∗(1535) transition does not contain explicitly non-minimal terms. Other approaches in

the literature in Refs. [19, 43, 49] consider also the Roper resonance. Ref. [60] approaches

phenomenological and experimental aspects of electromagnetic properties of nucleon resonance

excitation and the number of parameters is lower, as long as non-minimal terms are not included.

Refs. [61, 62] also discuss nucleon electromagnetic form factors and electroexcitation of low-lying

nucleon resonances in a light-front relativistic quark model, using the same number of parameters

as the AdS/QCD approach. However, in the AdS/QCD setup, the inclusion of non-minimal terms

is more natural, as discussed in Ref. [44] and used in our work.

III. DCE UNDERLYING NUCLEON RESONANCES IN THE ADS/QCD SOFT-WALL

The DCE protocol consists, first, to consider a probability distribution, which is usually taken

as the localized energy density operator – the temporal τ00(r) component of the stress-energy-

momentum tensor, for r = (x1, . . . , xp) ∈ Rp. The 2-point correlation function,

Π(r) =

∫
Rp
τ00(~r)τ00(~r + r) d~r (35)

establishes the DCE as the information entropy of correlations among the wave modes composing

the nuclear system, since the correlation function measures order and the way how microscopic

variables vary with one another, on average [11, 28]. The 2-point correlation function (35) also

measures fluctuations of the energy density and the propensity of the nuclear system to homogenize

itself. Now denoting by q the spatial part of the 4-momentum q, the protocol to derive the DCE
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has a first step of computing the Fourier transform of the energy density operator [2],

τ00(q) =
1

(2π)p/2

∫
Rp
τ00(r)e

−iq·r dpx, (36)

representing the normalized spectral density per unit volume. It emulates the definition of collective

coordinates in statistical mechanics [5], as τ00(r) is the energy density operator. Now, wave modes

in a p-volume dpq, centered at q, can be related to a probability that encodes the spectral density

associated with the wave modes [2],

P (q |dpq) ∝ |τ00(q)|2 dpq. (37)

The Fourier transform (36) and the spectral density (37) motivate the definition of the modal

fraction [3],

τ00(q) =
|τ00(q)|2∫

Rp |τ00(q)|2 dpq
. (38)

It mirrors the concept of structure factor in statistical mechanics, encoding the relative weight

transported by each momentum wave mode q. The weight of each wave mode, representing infor-

mation in the nuclear system, that is demanded to express the energy density, can be computed

by the DCE [2],

DCEτ00 = −
∫
Rp

τ 	00(q) ln τ 	00(q) dpq, (39)

for

τ 	00(q) =
τ00(q)

τmax
00 (q)

, (40)

and τmax
00 (q) denoting the maximum value of the energy density in the momentum space Rp. Besides,

in the state τmax
00 (q) the spectral density is the highest one. DCE units are several, however, nat

(natural unit of information) is the most used, quantifying the amount of information underlying

a probability distribution, in which all outcomes are equally likely, in the interval [0, e]. The DCE,

in the context presented in Sect. II, is a global outspread measure of the nucleonic state density.

The DCE of the nucleonic system can be computed by fixing p = 1 in (36) – (39), since all the

integrations involved are calculated along the holographic coordinate z, due to the Kaluza–Klein

splitting. Regarding the Lagrangian densities (6) – (12) and denoting by

L = LN + LN∗ + LV + Lint, (41)
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one can substitute the Lagrangian density (41) into the expression for the energy density operator,

namely, the temporal component of the stress-energy-momentum tensor,

τ00=
2√
−g

∂(
√
−gL)

∂g00
− ∂

∂xρ
∂(
√
−gL)

∂
(
∂g00

∂xρ

)
+ ∂0ψ̄

∂L

∂
(
∂0ψ̄

) +
∂L

∂ (∂0ψ)
∂0ψ − g00L, (42)

where ψ accounts for any fermionic field entering in the Lagrangians (6), (7), and (12). Explicitly,

Eq. (42) can be written as

τ00 =
∑
τ;α=±

[
cNτ ψ̄

N
α,τ(x

µ, z) γ0
↔
∂α(z)ψN

α,τ(x
µ, z) + cN

∗

τ+1 ψ̄
N∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z)γ0

↔
∂α(z)ψN∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z)

+g00
(
cN

∗N
τ+1 ψ̄

N∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z)FN

∗N
min ψ

N
α,τ+1(x

µ, z) + dN
∗N
τ ψ̄

N∗

α,τ+1(x
µ, z)FN

∗N
α,non-minψ

N
α,τ(x

µ, z)
)]

−1

4
g00VAB(xµ, z)V AB(xµ, z) + V0A(xµ, z)V A

0 (xµ, z). (43)

Therefore, to numerically evaluate the energy density (43), for the fermionic fields Eqs. (19), with

the normalizable profile functions (20) and (22), were used, whereas for the part involving the

gauge field strength, Eq. (25), with the Fourier prescription (23), was employed.

Therefore one can compute its Fourier transform and, subsequently, the modal fraction, and

the DCE, respectively using Eqs. (36) – (39).

The Lagrangian densities are functions of the mixture parameters dN
∗N

3 , dN
∗N

4 , dN
∗N

5 , in (32),

as well as the parameters cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 in (31). Their values in (31, 32) were derived from

a fit to the helicity amplitudes of the γN → N∗(1535) transition [44]. Instead, we can derive

these parameters from first principles regarding information entropy, using the DCE. The strategy

hereon is to take, in each one of the following analyses, three fixed parameters among the ones

in Eqs. (31) and (32), leaving two free adjustable parameters to be determined out of the global

minima of the DCE. As the nuclear physical system attains microstates of maximum stability,

at the global minimum of the DCE, two among the mixture parameters, a priori free, will be

derived, corresponding to the preferred dominant state occupied by the nuclear physical system,

with maximal configurational stability. The lower the DCE is, the more localized the energy density

is and the lower the uncertainty involved. Also, the higher the DCE, the higher the accuracy in

determining the localization of the nuclear system, corresponding to the prevalent wave state

occupied in momentum space.

A. Deriving the mixture parameters cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5

The first analysis comprises taking the parameters dN
∗N

3 , dN
∗N

4 , and dN
∗N

5 , fixed as in (32), and

deriving the adjustable parameters cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 , taken as free parameters. The global minimum
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of the DCE computed as a function of cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 , can select the best choice of values for these

parameters, corresponding to the most dominant state occupied by the nuclear quantum system.

The DCE, employing Eqs. (36) – (39), as a function of cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 , is plotted in Fig. 1.

FIG. 1: DCE as a function of cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 . There is a global minimum DCEmin(c
N∗N
4 , cN

∗N
5 ) = 2.728 nat,

for cN
∗N

4 = 25.401 and cN
∗N

5 = −26.244.

The global minimum (gmin)

DCE
(
cN

∗N
4 gmin, c

N∗N
5 gmin

)
= 2.728 nat, (44)

at

cN
∗N

4 gmin = 25.401, cN
∗N

5 gmin = −26.244, (45)

matches data from the AdS/QCD soft-wall model in Ref. [44] within an accuracy of 0.57%

and 2.43%, respectively. The global minimum was derived through the routine NMinimize in

Mathematica 13.0.0.0. The range of the (cN
∗N

4 , cN
∗N

5 )-parameter space here analyzed suffices to

cover all the possibilities that are compatible to experimental nucleon masses and the Roper mass.

In addition, the nuclear system here studied has higher configurational stability at the global min-

imum, being this mode more prevalent and dominant among all possible quantum states defined

in the (cN
∗N

4 , cN
∗N

5 )-parameter space. In fact, the global minimum DCEmin(c
N∗N
4 , cN

∗N
5 ) = 2.728 nat,

at the point cN
∗N

4 gmin = 25.401 and cN
∗N

5 gmin = −26.244, corroborates respectively within an accuracy

of 0.57% and 2.43%, comparing to data from the AdS/QCD soft-wall model in Ref. [44]. This

result is far from a trivial one. Indeed, cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 were taken as completely free parameters

to compute the DCE depicted in Fig. 1. Nothing beacons for specific values of these parameters

but the fact that the global minimum of the DCE corresponds to the state attained by the nuclear

system for which the configurational stability is maximal. Also, the global minimum of the DCE
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indicates that the nuclear system presents a higher data compression rate of information into the

wave modes describing the spatial complexity of the system.

Numerical analysis reveals that beyond the range in the plot in Fig. 1 and 2, there is another

local minimum (lmin),

DCE
(
cN

∗N
4 lmin, c

N∗N
5 lmin

)
= 23.431 nat, (46)

at

cN
∗N

4 lmin = 23.838, cN
∗N

5 lmin = −27.582. (47)

The local minimum of the DCE (46) at the point (47) in the parameter space is the second most

stable point of the system, however, the value of the DCE (46) is 859% higher than the value of the

DCE (44) at the global minimum. There are also two maxima, as seen in Fig. 1. They represent

the values of

DCE
(
cN

∗N
4max1, c

N∗N
5max1

)
= 245.740 nat, (48)

at the global maximum

cN
∗N

4max1 = 23.558, cN
∗N

5max1 = −26.381, (49)

and

DCE
(
cN

∗N
4max2, c

N∗N
5max2

)
= 171.533 nat, (50)

at the local maximum

cN
∗N

4max2 = 25.089, cN
∗N

5max2 = −27.735. (51)

wherein the nuclear system is most unstable, from the configurational point of view.

The contour plot in Fig. 2 exhibits the DCE as a function of parameters cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 .
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FIG. 2: Contour plot of the DCE as a function of the parameters cN
∗N

4 and cN
∗N

5 .

Regarding Fig. 2, the dark center of the purple bundle of closed curves, in the first quadrant,

indicates the point (45) corresponding to the global minimum of the DCE (44). The center of the

white region in the second quadrant corresponds to the DCE global maximum (48) at the point

(49), whereas the light-yellow center of the most inner ellipsis-like curve in the fourth quadrant

refers to the local minimum (50) at the point (51). Besides, the purple center of the most inner

ellipsis-like curve in the third quadrant refers to the local minimum (47) at the point (46).

The (cN
∗N

4 , cN
∗N

5 )-parameter space undergoes a splitting into configurational isentropic subsec-

tors. The contour plot represents curves joining points of the parameter space attaining an equal

value of the DCE. The gradient of the DCE is orthogonal to the contour lines corresponding to

configurational isentropic curves. One can compare Figs. 1 and 2, realizing that when the contour

lines are close together, the variation of the DCE is steeper with respect to the parameters cN
∗N

4

and cN
∗N

5 . The outer [inner] isentropic subsectors, with hotter [colder] colors, regard higher [lower]

values of the DCE. The dark purple subsector encircles the global minimum DCEgmin(c
N∗N
4 , cN

∗N
5 ).

B. Deriving the mixture parameters dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5

Now, a second analysis regards assuming the parameters dN
∗N

3 , cN
∗N

4 , and cN
∗N

5 in (32) and letting

free the adjustable mixture parameters dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5 . Once the DCE is computed as a function

of. dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5 , the DCE global minimum will indicate the preferred values of dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5

which correspond to the point of higher configurational stability occupied by the nuclear system.
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We will show that the respective values of the mixture parameters dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5 corroborate to

phenomenological data with great accuracy. The DCE can be then computed, using the protocol

Eqs. (36) – (39), as a function of dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5 , is plotted in Fig. 3.

FIG. 3: DCE as a function of dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5 . There is a global minimum DCEmin(d
N∗N
4 , dN

∗N
5 ) = 98.733 nat,

for dN
∗N

4 = 5.634 and dN
∗N

5 = −3.531, respectively within an accuracy of 0.12% and 1.37%, comparing to

data from the AdS/QCD soft-wall model in Ref. [44].

The global minimum (gmin)

DCE
(
dN

∗N
4 gmin, d

N∗N
5 gmin

)
= 98.733 nat, (52)

at

dN
∗N

4 gmin = 5.634, dN
∗N

5 gmin = −3.531, (53)

matches data from the AdS/QCD soft-wall model in Ref. [44] within an accuracy of 0.12% and

1.37%, respectively. In addition, the nucleonic transition has higher configurational stability at

the global minimum, which is a dominant state also from phenomenological aspects. Numerical

analysis reveals that beyond the range in the plot in Fig. 3 and 4, there are other two local minima

(lmin). The first one has the associated DCE given by

DCE
(
dN

∗N
4 lmin1, d

N∗N
5 lmin1

)
= 227.009 nat, (54)

at the point of the (dN
∗N

4 , dN
∗N

5 )-parameter space

dN
∗N

4 lmin1 = 1.497, dN
∗N

5 lmin1 = −3.508. (55)
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The first local minimum of the DCE at the parameter space is the second most stable point of the

system, however, the value of the DCE (54) is 129.92% higher than the value of the DCE (52) at

the global minimum. Besides, the second local minimum has associated DCE given by

DCE
(
dN

∗N
4 lmin2, d

N∗N
5 lmin2

)
= 890.539 nat, (56)

at the point of the parameter space

dN
∗N

4 lmin2 = 3.589, dN
∗N

5 lmin2 = −1.677. (57)

The second local minimum of the DCE at the parameter space is the second most stable point of

the system, however, the value of the DCE (56) is 801.96% higher than the value of the DCE (52)

at the global minimum.

There are also two maxima, as seen in Fig. 3. They represent the values of

DCE
(
dN

∗N
4max1, d

N∗N
5max1

)
= 1167.845 nat, (58)

at the global maximum

dN
∗N

4max1 = 3.237, dN
∗N

5max1 = −5.412, (59)

and, for the local maximum,

DCE
(
dN

∗N
4max2, d

N∗N
5max2

)
= 1045.041 nat, (60)

at

dN
∗N

4max2 = 2.730, dN
∗N

5max2 = −3.599. (61)

wherein the nuclear system presents a higher configurational instability.

The contour plot in Fig. 4 exhibits the DCE as a function of parameters dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5 .
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FIG. 4: Contour plot of the DCE as a function of the parameters dN
∗N

4 and dN
∗N

5 .

Fig. 4 illustrates the center of the white inner region at the right corresponding to the global

minimum of the DCE (52). The local minimum of the DCE, (54), at the point (57), is illustrated

by the center of the white inner region at the left. The second local minimum of the DCE, (56),

at the point of the parameter space (57), is located at the center of the orange elliptic region inner

region. Besides, the global maximum of the DCE, (58), at the point (59), is represented by the dark

center of the purple bundle in the south region of Fig. 4, while the local maximum of the DCE (60)

is located at the point (61) in the (dN
∗N

4max2, d
N∗N
5max2)-parameter space depicted by the purple region

slightly dislocated off the center in Fig. 4. One can realize that the (dN
∗N

4 , dN
∗N

5 )-parameter space is

also split into differential configurational isentropic subsectors separated by inhomogeneous gaps,

with a variation ∆[DCE(dN
∗N

4 , dN
∗N

5 )] ∼ 3, in average.

C. Deriving the mixture parameters dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4

The third way to analyze the mixture parameters constituting the linear combination that

defines the interaction Lagrangian density (12), we assume the values of the parameters cN
∗N

4 , cN
∗N

5 ,

and dN
∗N

5 in (32) and letting free the adjustable mixture parameters dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 . Subsequently

computing the DCE as a scalar function of dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 , its global minimum will point to the

preferred values of the parameters dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 representing the point of higher configurational

stability occupied by the nuclear system, also complying with phenomenological data with good
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accuracy. Therefore the DCE can be computed, employing the procedure dictated by Eqs. (36) –

(39), as a function of dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 . The DCE is plotted in Fig. 5.

FIG. 5: DCE as a function of dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 . There is a global minimum DCEmin(d
N∗N
3 gmin, d

N∗N
4 gmin) = 168.755

nat, for dN
∗N

3 gmin = −1.857 and dN
∗N

4 gmin = 5.538, respectively within an accuracy of 1.74% and 2.01%, comparing

to data from the AdS/QCD soft-wall model in Ref. [44].

The global minimum (gmin)

DCEmin(d
N∗N
3 gmin, d

N∗N
4 gmin) = 168.755 nat, (62)

at

dN
∗N

3 gmin = −1.857 and dN
∗N

4 gmin = 5.538, (63)

matches data from the AdS/QCD soft-wall model in Ref. [44] within an accuracy of 1.74% and

2.01%, respectively. The range of the (dN
∗N

3 , dN
∗N

4 )-parameter space here analyzed suffices to cover

all the experimental possibilities. In addition, the nuclear system here studied has higher configu-

rational stability at the global minimum, being this mode more prevalent and dominant also from

the experimental point of view. In fact, the global minimum DCEmin(d
N∗N
3 gmin, d

N∗N
4 gmin) = 168.755 nat,

for dN
∗N

3 gmin = −1.857 and dN
∗N

4 gmin = 5.538, corroborates respectively within an accuracy of 1.74% and

2.01%, comparing to data from the AdS/QCD soft-wall model in Ref. [44]. Indeed, the parameters

dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 are, a priori, free parameters. Hence, the global minimum of the DCE, correspond-

ing to the state occupied by the nucleonic system has maximal configurational stability. Also, the

information underlying the nuclear system presents a higher data compression rate into the wave

modes describing the spatial complexity of the system.
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Numerical analysis reveals that beyond the range in the plot in Fig. 5, there are other local

minima (lmin). For the first one,

DCE
(
dN

∗N
3 lmin1, d

N∗N
4 lmin1

)
= 226.874 nat, (64)

at

dN
∗N

3 lmin1 = −1.719, dN
∗N

4 lmin = 2.908, (65)

and

DCE
(
dN

∗N
3 lmin2, d

N∗N
4 lmin2

)
= 5.780 nat, (66)

at

dN
∗N

3 lmin = −3.321, dN
∗N

4 lmin = 5.769. (67)

There are also three maxima, as seen in Fig. 5. They represent the values of

DCE
(
dN

∗N
3max1, d

N∗N
4max1

)
= 280.473 nat, (68)

at the first local maximum (max1)

dN
∗N

3max1 = −3.860, dN
∗N

4max1 = 5.416, (69)

the second local maximum (max2)

DCE
(
dN

∗N
3max2, d

N∗N
4max2

)
= 261.381 nat, (70)

at

dN
∗N

3max1 = −2.228, dN
∗N

4max1 = 2.578, (71)

whereas the global maximum (gmax) has differential configurational entropy given by

DCE
(
dN

∗N
3 gmax, d

N∗N
4 gmax

)
= 339.581 nat, (72)

at the parameter space point

dN
∗N

3 gmax = −3.713, dN
∗N

4 gmax = 2.675, (73)

wherein the nuclear system is most unstable, from the configurational point of view.

The contour plot in Fig. 6 exhibits the DCE as a function of parameters dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 .
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FIG. 6: Contour plot of the DCE as a function of the parameters dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 .

Fig. 6 explicitly shows the minima and maxima of the DCE, with respect to the parameters

dN
∗N

3 and dN
∗N

4 . Besides, the (dN
∗N

3 , dN
∗N

4 )-parameter space goes through a splitting into differential

configurational isentropic subsectors.

Since the Fourier transform of the energy density encoded in Eq. (42) represents a random

probability distribution, the DCE measures the shape of complexity underlying the nuclear system.

All the peaks and valleys of the DCE, respectively corresponding to maxima and minima in Figs.

1, 3, and 5, present kurtosis-like features. The region surrounding the peaks and valleys of the

DCE in Fig. 1 approaches a mesokurtic profile, whereas the two valleys of the DCE in Fig. 3

present a leptokurtic form. The DCE in Fig. 5 shows a platykurtic shape in the neighborhood

of the maxima and minima, producing less extreme outliers than the normal distribution if one

interprets the DCE itself as a distribution dependent on two parameters.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The soft-wall AdS/QCD model was used to study the γN → N∗(1535) transition, including

the coupling of two fermionic fields describing a nucleon and its respective resonance in the AdS

bulk. The DCE was shown to be a powerful tool for deriving adjustable mixture parameters

composing the Lagrangian density that expresses interactions between nucleons, their respective

resonances, and the gauge vector field in the γN → N∗(1535) transition. The DCE that underlies
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this quantum transition was computed in three possible analyses. Each analysis takes the DCE as a

function of two among five adjustable parameters (31, 32) that define the minimal and nonminimal

couplings in the nuclear interaction (12). It shows that the DCE can drive the choice of parameters

entering several aspects of phenomenological bottom-up approaches of AdS/QCD, complying with

experimental data with good accuracy. The critical points of the DCE match the corresponding

points in the domain of the parameter space for which information in the nuclear system has a

higher compression rate, with lower uncertainty and higher configurational stability. Therefore,

the points in the domain of the parameter space (45), (53), and (63), at which the respective global

minima of the DCE (44), (52), (62), are respectively attained, corroborate to the values (31) and

(32), obtained from a suitable fit involving to the transversal and longitudinal helicity amplitudes

of the γN → N∗(1535) transition [44]. It points to the DCE setup, in the context of AdS/QCD, as

a suitable technique to investigate nuclear interactions. One can use this procedure to evaluate and

predict feasible values for other free parameters that compose several phenomenological approaches

in AdS/QCD. In particular, as a feasible perspective, one can use the recent results in Ref. [57]

to emulate the results here obtained to deeper study the γ∗N → N(1440) transition. Also, other

electromagnetic transitions involving nucleons and their respective higher-spin resonances can be

investigated in this context.
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