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FIG. 35 The light hadron spectrum of QCD. Horizontal
lines and bands are the experimental values with their decay
widths. The lattice results are shown by solid circles. Vertical
error bars represent the combined statistical and systematic
error estimates. π, K, and Ξ masses input quantities.

The idea is to link, via the analytic properties, the
perturbative domain of QCD, where calculations can be
done exactly, and the non-perturbative domain, which
can be described in terms of a few basic constants. These
can be adjusted forming a few physical quantities, which
can be used to calculate other quantities.

i. Lattice QCD Here, QCD is reformulated as a field the-
ory in a discretized phase-space and solved using very
astute and powerful techniques which require, however,
expensive computing means. In the domain of hadron
spectroscopy, the best-known applications of lattice QCD
are those dealing with glueballs and hybrid mesons, and
also scalar mesons, but recently the physics of baryons
has also been studied. Figure 35 shows the remark-
able achievements of lattice QCD. Pion masses down to
190MeV were used to extrapolate to the physical point
and lattice sizes of up to 6 fm (Dürr et al., 2008).

Lattice techniques have also been applied to single-
charm baryons (Lewis et al., 2001) and even to double-
charm baryons (Brambilla et al., 2004; Flynn et al.,
2003).

C. Phenomenology of ground-state baryons

1. Missing states

Almost all ground-state baryons containing light or
strange quarks and at most one heavy quark are now
identified. Still missing are the isospin partners Σ0

b and
Ξ0
b and the spin excitations (S = 3/2) of the recently

discovered Ξb and Ωb.
The existence of Ξ+

cc(3519) is uncertain. Its predicted
mass (Fleck and Richard, 1989; Körner et al., 1994) is
about 100MeV larger and recent calculations give even
larger mass values. As compared to a naive equal-spacing
for p(940), Λ+

c (2286) and Ξcc, the first correction is that
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FIG. 36 Comparison of the excitation energy single-charm
and single-beauty baryons above the Λc (Λb mass. The
quantum numbers are deduced from the quark model (Wohl,
2008a). For the Ωb both DØ (top) and CDF (bottom) results
ares shown as dotted lines.

Ξcc is shifted down by the heavy–heavy interaction in the
chromoelectric sector, see Eq. (26). However, both p and
Λc are shifted down by the favorable chromomagnetic
interaction among light quarks.

As the (bc̄) meson has been observed, one should be
able to detect (bcq) baryons with charm and beauty, with
two S = 1/2 states in the ground state, and one S =
3/2 state. Next will come the double-beauty sector, and
ultimately, baryons with three heavy quarks.

2. Regularities

The masses exhibit a smooth behavior in flavor space,
which is compatible with the expectation based on po-
tential models incorporating flavor independence. More-
over, “heavy quark symmetry implies that all of the mass
splittings are independent of the heavy quark flavor”,
to quote (Isgur and Wise, 1991). A comparison is made
on Fig. 36 of the known single-charm and single-beauty
baryons. The comparison suffers from the small number
of beauty baryons but it is clearly seen that the cost of
single-strangeness excitation ΞQ − ΛQ is very similar for
Q = c and Q = b.

For the double-strangeness excitations, the Ωb(6165)0

of DØ is problematic. Most models predict Ωb with
mass of about 6050MeV, 110–120MeV lower than the
observed mass. The measurement by CDF, 6054MeV, is
in better agreement with the expectations.

3. Hyperfine splittings

The hyperfine splitting is also varying smoothly from
one configuration to another. Again, this is compati-
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Introduction

Light scalar mesons (0 ) don’t fit into the conventional meson spectrum:

Light meson spectrum (PDG):
grouped with J and flavor content
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0.5

1.0

But light scalar (0 ) mesons  don’t fit into the conventional meson spectrum: 

Why are ,  mass-degenerate?

Why are their decay widths so different?
     

Why are they so light?
Scalar mesons ~ p-waves, should have 
masses similar to axialvector & tensor mesons ~ 1.3 GeV 
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0.5

1.0

What if they were tetraquarks (diquark-antidiquark)?  Ja�e 1977,   Close, Tornqvist 2002,  Maiani, Polosa, Riquer 2004

( 980 MeV )

( 500 MeV )

( 800 MeV )

( 980 MeV )
, ...

, ...
 

Pelaez 2004,   Weinberg 2013,   Cohen, Llanes-Estrada, Pelaez, Ruiz de Elvira 2014, 
Londergan, Nebreda, Pelaez, Szczepaniak 2013,   Giacosa 2006,   Parganlija, Giacosa, Rischke 2010, . . . 

Large Nc, unitarized ChPT, quark models, ELSM, ...

Explains mass ordering: ,  have two strange quarks

     
Explains decay widths: 

 and  couple to KK,
large widths for , 

Alternative: meson molecules?
Weinstein, Isgur 1982, 1990,   Close, Isgur, Kumano 1993
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Bethe-Salpeter equations

Extract hadron properties from poles in , ,   scattering matrices:

defines onshell Bethe-Salpeter amplitude.  Simplest example: pion

           

           

2.2 Hadrons, poles and decay constants 41

2.2 Hadrons, poles and decay constants

We have mentioned the implications of various symmetry relations for hadrons, but we
have not yet developed the tools to actually extract hadron properties from QCD. In
principle, hadrons are contained in the state space of QCD. A self-adjoint Hamiltonian
has a complete set of orthogonal eigenstates which we will call |λ〉; they carry momenta p
plus further quantum numbers that reflect the symmetries of QCD (angular momentum,
parity, flavor, etc.). Their completeness relation is

1 =
∑

λ

1

(2π)3

∫
d4p θ(p0) δ(p2 − m2

λ) |λ〉〈λ| =
∑

λ

1

(2π)3

∫
d3p

2Ep
|λ〉〈λ| , (2.70)

where the Lorentz-invariant integral weight implements the condition that each hadron
is on its mass shell (p2 = m2

λ, or E2
p = p2 + m2

λ). You might understandably feel a
bit uncomfortable with all this: in principle, the state space can contain (unphysical)
colored states, colorless ’one-particle’ bound states like mesons and baryons, but also
glueballs, multiquark and multi-hadron states – also the C14 nucleus should be some-
where buried in the QCD state space. We will only be interested in qq̄ and qqq color
singlets, but whenever you encounter a sum over λ, keep in mind that the actual Fock
space of QCD is enormous.

Hadrons generate poles. A useful way to extract hadron properties, which is also
closely related to the experimental situation, is based on the fact that hadrons produce
poles in QCD’s Green functions, and hence in scattering amplitudes and cross sections.
The starting point is the Källén-Lehmann spectral representation which is usually de-
rived for the propagator of a theory. Inserting the completeness relation (2.70) between
the two field operators that appear in the propagator’s time-ordered vacuum expecta-
tion value yields a single-particle pole at p2 = m2

λ, and in principle also a multi-particle
continuum with branch cuts that start at p2 = 4m2

λ and extend to infinity. This prop-
erty will, however, not hold in QCD because such states would carry color. Since quarks
transform under the fundamental triplet representation of SU(3)C , a single quark field
operator cannot create colorless states, and one has to make sure somehow that those
are indeed absent from the physical state space. In fact, the absence of a Källén-
Lehmann representation can be used as a criterion for confinement: the elementary
quark and gluon propagators should not have timelike particle poles.

On the other hand, bound states are color singlets and can appear as poles in higher
n−point functions, which allows us to derive a spectral representation for those. Take
for example the quark four-point function

Gαβγδ(x1, x2, x3, x4) = 〈0|Tψα(x1) ψβ(x2) ψγ(x3) ψδ(x4)|0〉 . (2.71)

Inserting a complete set of states will produce bound-state poles because a composite
operator ψψ can produce color singlet quantum numbers (3 ⊗ 3̄ = 1 ⊕ 8). Instead of
working with the four-point function directly, we can simplify the problem by setting
x1 = x2 and x3 = x4 and contracting the resulting quark pairs with Dirac and flavor
matrices ta Γβα Γ′

δγ tb from Eq. (2.12). Then we obtain current correlators of the form

〈0|TPa(x)Pb(y)|0〉 , 〈0|TV µ
a (x) V ν

b (y)|0〉 , 〈0|TAµ
a(x) Aν

b (y)|0〉 , etc. (2.72)

2, x1x(χ

Use scattering equation (inhomogeneous BSE)
to obtain T in the first place:  

most general Dirac-Lorentz structure,
Lorentz-invariant dressing functions:

pion is made of s waves and p waves!
(relative momentum ~ orbital angular momentum)

Homogeneous BSE 
for BS amplitude:

= + =

⊗] )P/q,/[4f+q/3f+P/2f+1f)  =    (q, P(ψ Color ⊗ Flavor5γ

)2m−=2P, P·, q2q(if=if

T0K G+K=T
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Bethe-Salpeter equations

Kernel is closely related to quark Dyson-Schwinger equation:

:=
A(k2

+) + A(k2
−)

2
,

:=
A(k2

+) − A(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−
,

:=
B(k2

+) − B(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−

(73)

ined by the dressed fermion prop-
kinematic singularities.

n the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
that is not constrained by the

µ
BC(k, Q) + Γµ

T(k, Q) . (74)

independent tensor structures. An-
photon momentum requires Γµ

T to
= 0, either via appropriate mo-
of the basis elements, vanishing
kinematic relations between the

that limit. In order to find eight
ent dressing functions, we want
s that is free of kinematic singu-
with respect to its powers in the

Since the construction of the two-
related to the one-photon case,

m here in detail.
ion-photon vertex with quantum

ertex consists of 12 tensor struc-
hosen as

kµ

kµ/k

(−) Qµ

(−) Qµ/k
(75)

to the remaining elements from the first two columns of
Eq. (75) to obtain the basis decomposition

−iΓµ
T = g1γ

µ
T + g2 k ·Q i

2 [γµ
T , /k]

+ g3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + g4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ kµ
T ig5 + g6 /k + g7 k ·Q /Q + g8

i
2 [/k, /Q] ,

(79)

where

γµ
T = Tµν

Q γν , kµ
T = Tµν

Q kν . (80)

We have attached prefactors so that the scalar dressing
functions gi(k

2, k · Q, Q2) are even in k · Q and real for
k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R . However, since the projector (78) con-
tains a kinematic singularity at Q2 → 0, the resulting
dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
combinations

g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.

A basis decomposition where all dressing functions are
truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]

−iΓµ
T = f1 Q2 γµ

T + f2 k ·Q Q2 i
2 [γµ

T , /k]

+ f3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + f4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ if5 Q2 kµ
T + f6 Q2 kµ

T /k

+ f7 k ·Q (k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q)

+ f8
i
2 [k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q, /k].

(82)

It satisfies the requirements of Eq. (81) since

= . . . 
-1 -1 +=
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Bethe-Salpeter equations

Kernel is closely related to quark Dyson-Schwinger equation:

12

A. Fermion-photon vertex

We start with a discussion of the fermion-photon ver-
tex as it provides the template for the two-photon case.
It satisfies the Ward-Takahashi identity

Qµ Γµ(k, Q) = S−1(k+) − S−1(k−) , (70)

where Q is the photon momentum, k is the relative mo-
mentum of the quark, and k± = k ± Q/2 are the quark
momenta. The inverse dressed quark propagator reads

S−1(k) = i/k A(k2) + B(k2) , (71)

and the renormalization-point independent mass func-
tion of the fermion is given by M(k2) = B(k2)/A(k2).
Eq. (70) is solved by the Ball-Chiu vertex [52]

Γµ
BC(k, Q) = iγµ ΣA + 2kµ(i/k ∆A + ∆B), (72)

where the functions

ΣA(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) + A(k2
−)

2
,

∆A(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) − A(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−
,

∆B(k, Q) :=
B(k2

+) − B(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−

(73)

are completely determined by the dressed fermion prop-
agator and free of kinematic singularities.

The full vertex is then the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
and a transverse piece that is not constrained by the
WTI:

Γµ(k, Q) = Γµ
BC(k, Q) + Γµ

T(k, Q) . (74)

Γµ
T consists of eight independent tensor structures. An-

alyticity at vanishing photon momentum requires Γµ
T to

vanish in the limit Qµ = 0, either via appropriate mo-
mentum dependencies of the basis elements, vanishing
dressing functions, or kinematic relations between the
dressing functions in that limit. In order to find eight
kinematically independent dressing functions, we want
to express Γµ

T in a basis that is free of kinematic singu-
larities and ’minimal’ with respect to its powers in the
photon momentum. Since the construction of the two-
photon vertex is closely related to the one-photon case,
we illustrate the problem here in detail.

The general fermion-photon vertex with quantum
numbers JPC = 1−− vertex consists of 12 tensor struc-
tures which can be chosen as

(+) γµ

(−) [γµ, /k]

(+) [γµ, /Q]

(+) [γµ, /k, /Q]

(+) kµ

(+) kµ/k

(−) kµ /Q

(+) kµ[/k, /Q]

(−) Qµ

(−) Qµ/k

(+) Qµ /Q

(−) Qµ[/k, /Q].

(75)

To ensure definite charge-conjugation symmetry (indi-
cated by the signs in the brackets) we have used the

commutator for the product of two γ matrices and the
totally antisymmetric combination

[A, B, C] := [A, B] C + [B, C] A + [C, A] B (76)

for three γ matrices. If the odd basis tensors are multi-
plied with a factor k · Q, the full vertex satisfies

Γµ(k, Q) = C Γµ(−k,−Q)TCT = −Γµ(k,−Q) (77)

with scalar dressing functions that are even in k · Q.
The transverse part of the vertex consists of eight

tensor structures that are constructed from Eq. (75).
The two elements [γµ, /Q] and [γµ, /k, /Q] are transverse by
themselves. In principle one could apply the transverse
projector

Tµν
Q = δµν − QµQν

Q2
(78)

to the remaining elements from the first two columns of
Eq. (75) to obtain the basis decomposition

−iΓµ
T = g1γ

µ
T + g2 k ·Q i

2 [γµ
T , /k]

+ g3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + g4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ kµ
T

(
ig5 + g6 /k + g7 k ·Q /Q + g8

i
2 [/k, /Q]

)
,

(79)

where

γµ
T = Tµν

Q γν , kµ
T = Tµν

Q kν . (80)

We have attached prefactors so that the scalar dressing
functions gi(k

2, k · Q, Q2) are even in k · Q and real for
k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R. However, since the projector (78) con-
tains a kinematic singularity at Q2 → 0, the resulting
dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
combinations

g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.

A basis decomposition where all dressing functions are
truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]

−iΓµ
T = f1 Q2 γµ

T + f2 k ·Q Q2 i
2 [γµ

T , /k]

+ f3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + f4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ if5 Q2 kµ
T + f6 Q2 kµ

T /k

+ f7 k ·Q (k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q)

+ f8
i
2 [k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q, /k].

(82)

It satisfies the requirements of Eq. (81) since

f1 Q2 = g1 + (k · Q)2g7 ,

f2 Q2 = g2 − g8 ,

f3 = g3 ,

f4 = g4 ,

f5 Q2 = g5 ,

f6 Q2 = g6 ,

−f7 = g7 ,

f8 = g8 .

(83)

=  (   )2

-1 -1 +=
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Bethe-Salpeter equations

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Restricted by singularity structure in quark propagator (but no physical threshold!):
mesons:                  , baryons:                  , 

include residues (numerically difficult) or extrapolate eigenvalue

BS amplitude makes only sense onshell, but 
homogeneous BSE = eigenvalue equation, 
can be solved for offshell momenta:

Largest eigenvalue  ground state, smaller ones excitations

1iλ

0λ1λ2λ

2P

1

0
2m−1

2m−2
2m−

0λ 1λ 2λ

M

1

0m 1m 2m

Im 

Im 

Re 

Re 

Re ( )

pm2M < pm3M < MeV500∼pm

=

,iψ)2P(iλ=iK ψ
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Bethe-Salpeter equations

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann
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ables:

p2 = 2
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q2 = 2
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√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
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Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
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√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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with
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and
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Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
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4 ± iMη3
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√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Restricted by singularity structure in quark propagator (but no physical threshold!):
mesons:                  , baryons:                  , 

include residues (numerically difficult) or extrapolate eigenvalue

BS amplitude makes only sense onshell, but 
homogeneous BSE = eigenvalue equation, 
can be solved for offshell momenta:

Largest eigenvalue  ground state, smaller ones excitations
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Rainbow-ladder works well for
pseudoscalar & vector mesons:
masses, form factors, decays, ...

Mesons

200

0
0 2 4 6 8 10

400

600

800

1000

 [ ]

 [ ]

 [ ]

Pion is Goldstone boson, 
satisfies GMOR:   ~ 

Rainbow-ladder good for ‘s-wave’ dominated states

Bottomonium

Charmonium

 [ ]
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(1S)
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(1P)

/ (1S)
(1P)

(1S)

(1P)
(1P)

(1P)

Maris, Roberts, Tandy,  PRC 56 (1997), PRC 60 (1999); 
Bashir et al.,  Commun. Theor.  Phys. 58 (2012)

Fischer,  Williams   &   Chang, Roberts,  PRL 103 (2009)
Alkofer et al.,  EPJ A38 (2008),      . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

e.g.  meson: 600-700 MeV in RL                ?

Heavy mesons 
Blank,  Krassnigg, PRD 84 (2011),   
Hilger et al., PRD 91 (2015),
Fischer, Kubrak, Williams, 
EPJ A 51 (2015)

exp
calc

Need to go beyond rainbow-ladder for 
scalar & axialvector mesons, excited states, - ’, ...
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Mesons

Light meson spectrum beyond rainbow-ladder:  

Gluon propagator & three-gluon vertex consistent
with QCD, quark-gluon vertex solved in the process.
No need for model interaction!

Radial excitations and exotics 
now in the right ballpark. 
Scalars?

0
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

0 1 21 1

Sanchis-Alepuz, Williams,  1504.07776
Exp.  BSE  

data provided by R. Williams

M [GeV]  
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Baryons
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GE, Alkofer, 
Krassnigg, Nicmorus,  
PRL 104 (2010);         

GE,  PRD 84 (2011)

Nucleon:

Maris &  Tandy,  
PRC 60 (1999)

–meson:

Sanchis-Alepuz 
et al., PRD 84 (2011)

Delta:

Covariant Faddeev equation for baryons:
keep 2-body interactions & rainbow-ladder,
but no further approximations: 
GE, Alkofer, Krassnigg, Nicmorus, PRL 104 (2010),    GE, PRD 84 (2011), 
Sanchis-Alepuz, Fischer, PRD 90 (2014),  Sanchis-Alepuz, Fischer, Kubrak,  PLB 733 (2014)

Baryon form factors: 
nucleon and  FFs,  transition    

GE, PRD 84 (2011),   Sanchis-Alepuz, Williams, Alkofer, PRD 87 (2013),
Alkofer, GE, Sanchis-Alepuz, Williams,  1412.8413

Scattering amplitudes: 
Compton scattering 
GE & Fischer,  PRD 85 (2012) & PRD 87 (2013)

hadronic light-by-light for muon g-2 
GE, Fischer, Heupel 1505.06336

++= +

94 GeV.= 0NM

+ ++
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Tetraquarks: two-body equation

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0


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2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Use quark-diquark model as template:

Assumption: separable  scattering matrix 
Faddeev equation simplifies to quark-diquark BSE

All quark and diquark properties calculated from quark level, 
same rainbow-ladder interaction: 
scalar diquark ~ 800 MeV,  axialvector diquark ~ 1 GeV 

Quark exchange between quark & diquark binds nucleon

N and  masses & form factors very similar:
quark-diquark model is good approximation for three-body equation

Nucleon and  electromagnetic FFs,  decay,  transition
GE, Cloet, Alkofer, Krassnigg, Roberts,  PRC 79 (2009),    Nicmorus, GE, Alkofer, PRD 82 (2010),       
Mader, GE, Blank, Krassnigg, PRD 84 (2011),     GE, Nicmorus, PRD 85 (2012)        

Oettel, Hellstern, Alkofer, Reinhardt, PRC 58 (1998),
Cloet, GE, El-Bennich, Klahn, Roberts, Few Body Syst. 46 (2009)
. . .
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Tetraquarks: two-body equation

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann
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Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)
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6 (p + q − 2k)
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2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)
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]
,

T0 = T +
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M = 1
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6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Use quark-diquark model as template:

Assumption: separable ,  scattering matrices 
coupled diquark-antidiquark / meson-meson equations:

Coupled equations can be contracted into single meson-meson equation,
where diquarks appear only internally (not vice versa!)

Quark exchange between mesons and diquarks binds tetraquark

meson molecule with diquark-antidiquark admixture! 

So far: 

Heupel, GE, Fischer,  PLB 718 (2012)

0 isoscalar,  4 identical quarks:  nnnn, ssss, cccc, ....
     

keep only pseudoscalar meson and scalar diquark,
calculated in rainbow-ladder    

+
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Tetraquarks: two-body equation
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Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets
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with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets
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4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
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3 (p + q + k)
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6 (p + q − 2k)
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2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
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]
,
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M = 1
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with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Use quark-diquark model as template:

Assumption: separable ,  scattering matrices 
coupled diquark-antidiquark / meson-meson equations:

Coupled equations can be contracted into single meson-meson equation,
where diquarks appear only internally (not vice versa!)

Quark exchange between mesons and diquarks binds tetraquark

meson molecule with diquark-antidiquark admixture! 

So far: 

Heupel, GE, Fischer,  PLB 718 (2012)

0 isoscalar,  4 identical quarks:  nnnn, ssss, cccc, ....
     

keep only pseudoscalar meson and scalar diquark,
calculated in rainbow-ladder    
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Tetraquarks: two-body equation

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2
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,
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2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets
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4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
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3 (p + q + k)
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1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
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M = 1
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
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2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

The   is so light because it ‘feels’ 
Goldstone nature of the pion -
diquarks completely irrelevant!

Resolves problem with 
diquark-antidiquark interpretation:
‘ 2 x 800 MeV - binding energy ’ ~ 500 MeV?!

All-strange tetraquark:  ~ 1.2 GeV
all-charm tetraquark:     ~ 5.3 GeV 
(below 2  threshold)

Artifact of 2-body approximation or genuine result?
What about ,  /  ?

2

Tetraquark masses:
Heupel, GE, Fischer,  PLB 718 (2012)
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Tetraquarks: four-body equation

Start from four-quark bound-state equation:

Keep two-body interactions with rainbow-ladder kernel:
well motivated by many other studies, tetraquark is s-wave

Two-body interactions: Three-body 
interactions

(+ permutations)

Four-body 
interactions

K⊗K−K⊗I+I⊗K

plus permutations: 

(34)   (23)  

                                     structure 
necessary to prevent overcounting 
in T-matrix

)q̄q)(q̄q(,)q̄q)(q̄q(,)q̄q)(¯qq(

(13)(12) (14)  (24)

T0K G+K=T

Kvinikhidze & Khvedelidze, Theor. Math. Phys. 90 (1992)
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Structure of the amplitude

General structure of Bethe-Salpeter amplitude                      complicated:

256 Dirac-
Lorentz tensors

9 Lorentz invariants

⊗ ⊗)p, q, k, P(iτ),   . . .2, k2, q2p(if
i

∑
) =p, q, k, PΓ( Flavor2 Color tensors

3⊗3 6⊗6

1⊗1 8⊗8

or
,
,

(Fierz-equivalent)

)p, q, k, PΓ(

4

Keep s waves only: 
Fierz-complete, 16 tensors: 

e.g. in (12)(34)

automatically includes also
in (23)(14), (31)(24)

. . .

Tetraquark notes
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Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets
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with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes
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Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets
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pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0


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2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

= 02q

= 02k

= 02p

=2q 2k=2p
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Arrange Lorentz invariants into
multiplets of permutation group S4:
GE, Fischer, Heupel, Williams,  1411.7876

), , ,(if 0S⇒
C5γ⊗5γTC

Cµγ⊗µγTC

5γ⊗5γ

                           

‘s channel’ ‘u channel’ ‘t channel’
)4p−1p−3p+2p(2

1=p )4p−2p−1p+3p(2
1=q )4p−3p−2p+1p(2

1=k

4p+3p+2p+1p=P

4p−
3p−
2p

1p

4p−
3p−
2p

1p

4p−
3p−
2p

1p

Gernot Eichmann (Uni Giessen) July 21, 2015 16 / 21



Structure of the amplitude

General structure of Bethe-Salpeter amplitude                      complicated:

256 Dirac-
Lorentz tensors

9 Lorentz invariants

⊗ ⊗)p, q, k, P(iτ),   . . .2, k2, q2p(if
i

∑
) =p, q, k, PΓ( Flavor2 Color tensors

3⊗3 6⊗6

1⊗1 8⊗8

or
,
,

(Fierz-equivalent)

)p, q, k, PΓ(

4

Keep s waves only: 
Fierz-complete, 16 tensors: 

e.g. in (12)(34)

automatically includes also
in (23)(14), (31)(24)

. . .

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Doublet: 

2 Triplets:

Singlet: 
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Arrange Lorentz invariants into
multiplets of permutation group S4:
GE, Fischer, Heupel,  1505.06336
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BSE eigenvalue

), , ,(if 0S

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are
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masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
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So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
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So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
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too? Might be good to know as a check.
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and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2


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1√
3 (p + q + k)
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6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)
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Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
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M = 1
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2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets
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M = 1
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Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
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M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,
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M = 1
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with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑
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M = 1
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
 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
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[ √
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,
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M = 1
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2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)
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
 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2


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1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0


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2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Homogeneous BSE = 
eigenvalue equation, 
solve for offshell momenta:
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Pion poles in

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2


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1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
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
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2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2


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1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0


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2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2
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1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
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
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
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T1 = T +
M · SM = 1
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
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2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Tetraquark mass

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Evolution with 
current-quark mass: 

Resonance close to 
 threshold, becomes 

bound state in charm region

Same pattern for multiplet partners: 

 ~ 380 MeV,    ~ 700 MeV,    /  ~ 920 MeV   

strange charm
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Outlook?

Molecule: 
Hadro-
charmonium:

Diquark-
antidiquark:

)c̄n) (n c(¯

)c̄n) (¯n c(

)c̄c) (n̄n(
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Summary

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Dominated by pseudoscalar Goldstone bosons, diquarks irrelevant:
‘meson molecule’ (but resonance)

Extract widths? 
Maybe, not sure yet (look for poles in complex plane)

Tetraquarks in heavy-quark regime? 
Maybe, but rainbow-ladder problematic for heavy-light systems

First solution of genuine four-quark BSE (which is also a resonance!)

Two-body and four-body equations give consistent results,
suggest light scalar mesons are tetraquarks

 ~ 380 MeV,    ~ 700 MeV,    /  ~ 920 MeV   
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Backup slides

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0


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
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2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2
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1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
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1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0


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2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Structure of the amplitude
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Structure of the amplitude

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
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Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
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work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
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the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2




1√
3 (p + q + k)

1√
6 (p + q − 2k)

1√
2 (q − p)


 . (1)

Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
M · T +

M = 1
4 (p2 + q2 + k2) ,

D0 = T +
M ∗ T +

M = 1
4S0

[ √
3 (q2 − p2)

p2 + q2 − 2k2

]
,

T0 = T +
M ∨ T +

M = 1
4S0




2 (ω1 + ω2 + ω3)√
2 (ω1 + ω2 − 2ω3)√

6 (ω2 − ω1)


 , (2)

T1 = T +
M · SM = 1

4S0




2 (η1 + η2 + η3)√
2 (η1 + η2 − 2η3)√

6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Structure of the amplitude

Idea: use symmetries to figure out relevant momentum dependence:

cf. three-gluon vertex: angular variation in Mandelstam plane is negligible, 
only      relevant  GE, Williams, Alkofer, Vujinovic, PRD 89 (2014)

cf. photon four-point function hadronic LbL scattering contribution to muon g-2
GE, Fischer, Heupel, Williams,  1411.7876
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Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets
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Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
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with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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
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Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are

S0 = T +
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M = 1
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D0 = T +
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
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M · SM = 1
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6 (η2 − η1)


 ,

with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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Tetraquark mass

Tetraquark notes

Gernot Eichmann

Defining the momenta as in your notes, we have the
two momentum multiplets

SM =
4∑

i=1
pi = P , T +

M = 1
2


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1√
3 (p + q + k)
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
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Apart from the trivial singlet P 2, the resulting nine
Lorentz invariants are
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and
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We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
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p2 = 2
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√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
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√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).
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
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with

ω1 = q · k , ω2 = p · k , ω3 = p · q (3)

and

η1 = p · P̂ , η2 = q · P̂ , η3 = k · P̂ . (4)

We can express p2, q2, k2 in terms of the doublet vari-
ables:

p2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

q2 = 2
3 S0(2 + s −

√
3 a) ,

k2 = 4
3 S0(1 − s) .

(5)

Now let’s express the ‘pole variables’ in terms of these.
Let’s say Z+ = (p1 + p2)2 and Z− = (p3 + p4)2. Then

Z± =
(

k ± P

2

)2
= k2 − M2

4 ± iMη3

= k2 − M2

4 ± iM
√

k2 z3 ,

(6)

where z3 = k̂ · P̂ ∈ (−1, 1). This is the usual parabola in
the complex k2 plane with apex −M2/4. That is, a pole
at Z± = −m2

π (or along the contour of the parabola with
apex −m2

π) leads to the condition

16
3 S0(1 − s) = M2 − 4m2

π (7)

and therefore.

s = 1 + 3
16S0

(4m2
π − M2) . (8)

So it looks like above threshold M > 4mπ we have indeed
the situation that the poles cross over into the spacelike
region (s < 1). However, below threshold this cannot
happen. (The same analysis would work for the remain-
ing poles with X+ = (p2 + p3)2, etc.)

• Since you see a similar behavior at large quark
masses, but at the opposite side of the triangle:
Could it be that the Maris-Tandy scalar diquark
simply comes out very low, i.e., that the diquark
mass bends down at large quark masses and crosses
the threshold? Can you calculate scalar diquarks
too? Might be good to know as a check.

• This is all very interesting. I found a similar condi-
tion for the baryon, although the interpretation as
two-body poles at the border of the triangle doesn’t
work in that case (because it’s S3, the triangle is
bounded by the three quark momenta).

But dense eigenvalue spectrum: 
spurious states? 

Tetraquark mass driven by momentum dependence 
close to r = 1: visible from phase space cuts 
(larger eigenvalue   smaller mass)

Implement pion (and diquark) poles 
analytically: ground state unchanged,
but low-lying excitations disappear

No, just numerical artifact: 
pion poles at large       (UV!)  
not properly resolved
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Fig. 1. Quark-photon vertex and the ρ−meson poles it contains.

conservation for electromagnetic form factors, the Goldberger-Treiman relation for
axial form factors and so on, so that no ’fine-tuning’ is necessary.

In order to calculate nucleon form factors and polarizabilities, we must couple
photons to nucleons in a symmetry-preserving way [17–19]. To this end, we should
first understand how a photon microscopically interacts with a quark. Two of the
relevant Green functions that encode this interaction are the quark-photon vertex
and the quark Compton vertex. Here I will discuss some of their properties, the
role of electromagnetic gauge invariance in determining their structure, and their
implications for hadron properties.

2. Quark-photon vertex

Several well-known characteristics of form factors are reflected in the nonper-
turbative structure of the dressed quark-photon vertex. The vertex is defined as the
γµ−contraction of the qq̄ four-point function, see Fig. 1. The four-point function
contains all intermediate hadronic states that can be formed by a valence quark and
antiquark. Therefore, its singularity structure in the vector channel will be inher-
ited by the quark-photon vertex, i.e., ’vector-meson dominance’ is implemented by
construction. On the other hand, the definition allows to derive an inhomogeneous
Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) for the vertex; it depends on the qq̄ kernel where
the truncation to rainbow-ladder is made. Its numerical solution has been first
achieved in Ref. [20] and nowadays become almost a routine task. However, even
before solving the vertex dynamically one can gain some insight based on general
properties alone.

Electromagnetic gauge invariance entails that the quark-photon vertex can be
separated into a ’gauge part’ and a purely transverse part:

Γµ(k, Q) =
[
iγµ ΣA + 2kµ(i/k ∆A + ∆B)

]
+
[
i

8∑

j=1

fj τµ
j (k, Q)

]
. (1)

Here, Q is the photon momentum and k = (k+ + k−)/2 the average momentum
of the quark legs, see Fig. 1. The gauge part in the first bracket is the Ball-Chiu
vertex [21] that satisfies the vector WTI. It is completely determined by the dressed
fermion propagator. At large Q2 it reproduces the tree-level structure, whereas the
nonperturbative dressing effects are contained in ΣA, ∆A and ΣB. These are sums
and difference quotients of the quark dressing functions A(p2) and B(p2):

ΣF (k, Q) =
F (k2

+) + F (k2
−)

2
, ∆F (k, Q) =

F (k2
+) − F (k2

−)

k2
+ − k2

−
, (2)

with F ∈ {A, B}. A(p2) approaches the quark wave-function renormalization con-
stant Z2 at large p2 and is nonperturbatively enhanced. The quark mass function

=µΓ

+

Large 

Electric proton form factor 
at large momenta  Eichmann,  PRD 84 (2011)

Difference likely due to
two-photon corrections

Rosenbluth method suggested 
/  = const., in agreement 

with perturbative scaling

Polarization experiments at JLAB 
showed falloff in / , 
with possible zero crossing 

Faddeev result consistent with data:
OAM in nucleon amplitude

Underway: investigate two-photon effects
via Compton scattering amplitude

Guichon, Vanderhaeghen, PRL 91 (2003) 
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12

A. Fermion-photon vertex

We start with a discussion of the fermion-photon ver-
tex as it provides the template for the two-photon case.
It satisfies the Ward-Takahashi identity

Qµ Γµ(k, Q) = S−1(k+) − S−1(k−) , (70)

where Q is the photon momentum, k is the relative mo-
mentum of the quark, and k± = k ± Q/2 are the quark
momenta. The inverse dressed quark propagator reads

S−1(k) = i/k A(k2) + B(k2) , (71)

and the renormalization-point independent mass func-
tion of the fermion is given by M(k2) = B(k2)/A(k2).
Eq. (70) is solved by the Ball-Chiu vertex [52]

Γµ
BC(k, Q) = iγµ ΣA + 2kµ(i/k ∆A + ∆B), (72)

where the functions

ΣA(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) + A(k2
−)

2
,

∆A(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) − A(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−
,

∆B(k, Q) :=
B(k2

+) − B(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−

(73)

are completely determined by the dressed fermion prop-
agator and free of kinematic singularities.

The full vertex is then the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
and a transverse piece that is not constrained by the
WTI:

Γµ(k, Q) = Γµ
BC(k, Q) + Γµ

T(k, Q) . (74)

Γµ
T consists of eight independent tensor structures. An-

alyticity at vanishing photon momentum requires Γµ
T to

vanish in the limit Qµ = 0, either via appropriate mo-
mentum dependencies of the basis elements, vanishing
dressing functions, or kinematic relations between the
dressing functions in that limit. In order to find eight
kinematically independent dressing functions, we want
to express Γµ

T in a basis that is free of kinematic singu-
larities and ’minimal’ with respect to its powers in the
photon momentum. Since the construction of the two-
photon vertex is closely related to the one-photon case,
we illustrate the problem here in detail.

The general fermion-photon vertex with quantum
numbers JPC = 1−− vertex consists of 12 tensor struc-
tures which can be chosen as

(+) γµ

(−) [γµ, /k]

(+) [γµ, /Q]

(+) [γµ, /k, /Q]
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To ensure definite charge-conjugation symmetry (indi-
cated by the signs in the brackets) we have used the

commutator for the product of two γ matrices and the
totally antisymmetric combination

[A, B, C] := [A, B] C + [B, C] A + [C, A] B (76)

for three γ matrices. If the odd basis tensors are multi-
plied with a factor k · Q, the full vertex satisfies

Γµ(k, Q) = C Γµ(−k,−Q)TCT = −Γµ(k,−Q) (77)

with scalar dressing functions that are even in k · Q.
The transverse part of the vertex consists of eight

tensor structures that are constructed from Eq. (75).
The two elements [γµ, /Q] and [γµ, /k, /Q] are transverse by
themselves. In principle one could apply the transverse
projector

Tµν
Q = δµν − QµQν

Q2
(78)

to the remaining elements from the first two columns of
Eq. (75) to obtain the basis decomposition

−iΓµ
T = g1γ

µ
T + g2 k ·Q i

2 [γµ
T , /k]

+ g3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + g4
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i
2 [/k, /Q]
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,
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where

γµ
T = Tµν

Q γν , kµ
T = Tµν

Q kν . (80)

We have attached prefactors so that the scalar dressing
functions gi(k

2, k · Q, Q2) are even in k · Q and real for
k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R. However, since the projector (78) con-
tains a kinematic singularity at Q2 → 0, the resulting
dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
combinations

g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.

A basis decomposition where all dressing functions are
truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]
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It satisfies the requirements of Eq. (81) since

f1 Q2 = g1 + (k · Q)2g7 ,

f2 Q2 = g2 − g8 ,

f3 = g3 ,

f4 = g4 ,

f5 Q2 = g5 ,

f6 Q2 = g6 ,

−f7 = g7 ,

f8 = g8 .
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tion of the fermion is given by M(k2) = B(k2)/A(k2).
Eq. (70) is solved by the Ball-Chiu vertex [52]
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The full vertex is then the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
and a transverse piece that is not constrained by the
WTI:

Γµ(k, Q) = Γµ
BC(k, Q) + Γµ

T(k, Q) . (74)

Γµ
T consists of eight independent tensor structures. An-

alyticity at vanishing photon momentum requires Γµ
T to

vanish in the limit Qµ = 0, either via appropriate mo-
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dressing functions in that limit. In order to find eight
kinematically independent dressing functions, we want
to express Γµ

T in a basis that is free of kinematic singu-
larities and ’minimal’ with respect to its powers in the
photon momentum. Since the construction of the two-
photon vertex is closely related to the one-photon case,
we illustrate the problem here in detail.
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cated by the signs in the brackets) we have used the
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functions gi(k
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k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R. However, since the projector (78) con-
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dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
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g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.
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where Q is the photon momentum, k is the relative mo-
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and the renormalization-point independent mass func-
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Eq. (70) is solved by the Ball-Chiu vertex [52]

Γµ
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are completely determined by the dressed fermion prop-
agator and free of kinematic singularities.

The full vertex is then the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
and a transverse piece that is not constrained by the
WTI:

Γµ(k, Q) = Γµ
BC(k, Q) + Γµ

T(k, Q) . (74)

Γµ
T consists of eight independent tensor structures. An-

alyticity at vanishing photon momentum requires Γµ
T to

vanish in the limit Qµ = 0, either via appropriate mo-
mentum dependencies of the basis elements, vanishing
dressing functions, or kinematic relations between the
dressing functions in that limit. In order to find eight
kinematically independent dressing functions, we want
to express Γµ

T in a basis that is free of kinematic singu-
larities and ’minimal’ with respect to its powers in the
photon momentum. Since the construction of the two-
photon vertex is closely related to the one-photon case,
we illustrate the problem here in detail.

The general fermion-photon vertex with quantum
numbers JPC = 1−− vertex consists of 12 tensor struc-
tures which can be chosen as
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To ensure definite charge-conjugation symmetry (indi-
cated by the signs in the brackets) we have used the

commutator for the product of two γ matrices and the
totally antisymmetric combination

[A, B, C] := [A, B] C + [B, C] A + [C, A] B (76)

for three γ matrices. If the odd basis tensors are multi-
plied with a factor k · Q, the full vertex satisfies

Γµ(k, Q) = C Γµ(−k,−Q)TCT = −Γµ(k,−Q) (77)

with scalar dressing functions that are even in k · Q.
The transverse part of the vertex consists of eight

tensor structures that are constructed from Eq. (75).
The two elements [γµ, /Q] and [γµ, /k, /Q] are transverse by
themselves. In principle one could apply the transverse
projector
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Q2
(78)

to the remaining elements from the first two columns of
Eq. (75) to obtain the basis decomposition
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where
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We have attached prefactors so that the scalar dressing
functions gi(k

2, k · Q, Q2) are even in k · Q and real for
k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R. However, since the projector (78) con-
tains a kinematic singularity at Q2 → 0, the resulting
dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
combinations

g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.
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truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]
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are completely determined by the dressed fermion prop-
agator and free of kinematic singularities.

The full vertex is then the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
and a transverse piece that is not constrained by the
WTI:
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BC(k, Q) + Γµ
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Γµ
T consists of eight independent tensor structures. An-

alyticity at vanishing photon momentum requires Γµ
T to

vanish in the limit Qµ = 0, either via appropriate mo-
mentum dependencies of the basis elements, vanishing
dressing functions, or kinematic relations between the
dressing functions in that limit. In order to find eight
kinematically independent dressing functions, we want
to express Γµ

T in a basis that is free of kinematic singu-
larities and ’minimal’ with respect to its powers in the
photon momentum. Since the construction of the two-
photon vertex is closely related to the one-photon case,
we illustrate the problem here in detail.
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To ensure definite charge-conjugation symmetry (indi-
cated by the signs in the brackets) we have used the

commutator for the product of two γ matrices and the
totally antisymmetric combination

[A, B, C] := [A, B] C + [B, C] A + [C, A] B (76)

for three γ matrices. If the odd basis tensors are multi-
plied with a factor k · Q, the full vertex satisfies

Γµ(k, Q) = C Γµ(−k,−Q)TCT = −Γµ(k,−Q) (77)

with scalar dressing functions that are even in k · Q.
The transverse part of the vertex consists of eight

tensor structures that are constructed from Eq. (75).
The two elements [γµ, /Q] and [γµ, /k, /Q] are transverse by
themselves. In principle one could apply the transverse
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to the remaining elements from the first two columns of
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We have attached prefactors so that the scalar dressing
functions gi(k

2, k · Q, Q2) are even in k · Q and real for
k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R. However, since the projector (78) con-
tains a kinematic singularity at Q2 → 0, the resulting
dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
combinations

g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.

A basis decomposition where all dressing functions are
truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]
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are completely determined by the dressed fermion prop-
agator and free of kinematic singularities.
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Quark-photon vertex
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A. Fermion-photon vertex

We start with a discussion of the fermion-photon ver-
tex as it provides the template for the two-photon case.
It satisfies the Ward-Takahashi identity

Qµ Γµ(k, Q) = S−1(k+) − S−1(k−) , (70)

where Q is the photon momentum, k is the relative mo-
mentum of the quark, and k± = k ± Q/2 are the quark
momenta. The inverse dressed quark propagator reads

S−1(k) = i/k A(k2) + B(k2) , (71)

and the renormalization-point independent mass func-
tion of the fermion is given by M(k2) = B(k2)/A(k2).
Eq. (70) is solved by the Ball-Chiu vertex [52]

Γµ
BC(k, Q) = iγµ ΣA + 2kµ(i/k ∆A + ∆B), (72)

where the functions

ΣA(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) + A(k2
−)

2
,

∆A(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) − A(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−
,

∆B(k, Q) :=
B(k2

+) − B(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−

(73)

are completely determined by the dressed fermion prop-
agator and free of kinematic singularities.

The full vertex is then the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
and a transverse piece that is not constrained by the
WTI:

Γµ(k, Q) = Γµ
BC(k, Q) + Γµ

T(k, Q) . (74)

Γµ
T consists of eight independent tensor structures. An-

alyticity at vanishing photon momentum requires Γµ
T to

vanish in the limit Qµ = 0, either via appropriate mo-
mentum dependencies of the basis elements, vanishing
dressing functions, or kinematic relations between the
dressing functions in that limit. In order to find eight
kinematically independent dressing functions, we want
to express Γµ

T in a basis that is free of kinematic singu-
larities and ’minimal’ with respect to its powers in the
photon momentum. Since the construction of the two-
photon vertex is closely related to the one-photon case,
we illustrate the problem here in detail.

The general fermion-photon vertex with quantum
numbers JPC = 1−− vertex consists of 12 tensor struc-
tures which can be chosen as

(+) γµ

(−) [γµ, /k]

(+) [γµ, /Q]

(+) [γµ, /k, /Q]

(+) kµ

(+) kµ/k

(−) kµ /Q

(+) kµ[/k, /Q]

(−) Qµ

(−) Qµ/k

(+) Qµ /Q

(−) Qµ[/k, /Q].

(75)

To ensure definite charge-conjugation symmetry (indi-
cated by the signs in the brackets) we have used the

commutator for the product of two γ matrices and the
totally antisymmetric combination

[A, B, C] := [A, B] C + [B, C] A + [C, A] B (76)

for three γ matrices. If the odd basis tensors are multi-
plied with a factor k · Q, the full vertex satisfies

Γµ(k, Q) = C Γµ(−k,−Q)TCT = −Γµ(k,−Q) (77)

with scalar dressing functions that are even in k · Q.
The transverse part of the vertex consists of eight

tensor structures that are constructed from Eq. (75).
The two elements [γµ, /Q] and [γµ, /k, /Q] are transverse by
themselves. In principle one could apply the transverse
projector

Tµν
Q = δµν − QµQν

Q2
(78)

to the remaining elements from the first two columns of
Eq. (75) to obtain the basis decomposition

−iΓµ
T = g1γ

µ
T + g2 k ·Q i

2 [γµ
T , /k]

+ g3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + g4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ kµ
T

(
ig5 + g6 /k + g7 k ·Q /Q + g8

i
2 [/k, /Q]

)
,

(79)

where

γµ
T = Tµν

Q γν , kµ
T = Tµν

Q kν . (80)

We have attached prefactors so that the scalar dressing
functions gi(k

2, k · Q, Q2) are even in k · Q and real for
k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R. However, since the projector (78) con-
tains a kinematic singularity at Q2 → 0, the resulting
dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
combinations

g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.

A basis decomposition where all dressing functions are
truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]

−iΓµ
T = f1 Q2 γµ

T + f2 k ·Q Q2 i
2 [γµ

T , /k]

+ f3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + f4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ if5 Q2 kµ
T + f6 Q2 kµ

T /k

+ f7 k ·Q (k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q)

+ f8
i
2 [k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q, /k].

(82)

It satisfies the requirements of Eq. (81) since

f1 Q2 = g1 + (k · Q)2g7 ,

f2 Q2 = g2 − g8 ,

f3 = g3 ,

f4 = g4 ,

f5 Q2 = g5 ,

f6 Q2 = g6 ,

−f7 = g7 ,

f8 = g8 .

(83)
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A basis decomposition where all dressing functions are
truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]

−iΓµ
T = f1 Q2 γµ

T + f2 k ·Q Q2 i
2 [γµ

T , /k]

+ f3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + f4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ if5 Q2 kµ
T + f6 Q2 kµ

T /k

+ f7 k ·Q (k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q)

+ f8
i
2 [k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q, /k].

(82)

It satisfies the requirements of Eq. (81) since

f1 Q2 = g1 + (k · Q)2g7 ,

f2 Q2 = g2 − g8 ,

f3 = g3 ,

f4 = g4 ,

f5 Q2 = g5 ,

f6 Q2 = g6 ,

−f7 = g7 ,

f8 = g8 .

(83)

12

A. Fermion-photon vertex

We start with a discussion of the fermion-photon ver-
tex as it provides the template for the two-photon case.
It satisfies the Ward-Takahashi identity

Qµ Γµ(k, Q) = S−1(k+) − S−1(k−) , (70)

where Q is the photon momentum, k is the relative mo-
mentum of the quark, and k± = k ± Q/2 are the quark
momenta. The inverse dressed quark propagator reads

S−1(k) = i/k A(k2) + B(k2) , (71)

and the renormalization-point independent mass func-
tion of the fermion is given by M(k2) = B(k2)/A(k2).
Eq. (70) is solved by the Ball-Chiu vertex [52]

Γµ
BC(k, Q) = iγµ ΣA + 2kµ(i/k ∆A + ∆B), (72)

where the functions

ΣA(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) + A(k2
−)

2
,

∆A(k, Q) :=
A(k2

+) − A(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−
,

∆B(k, Q) :=
B(k2

+) − B(k2
−)

k2
+ − k2

−

(73)

are completely determined by the dressed fermion prop-
agator and free of kinematic singularities.

The full vertex is then the sum of the Ball-Chiu part
and a transverse piece that is not constrained by the
WTI:

Γµ(k, Q) = Γµ
BC(k, Q) + Γµ

T(k, Q) . (74)

Γµ
T consists of eight independent tensor structures. An-

alyticity at vanishing photon momentum requires Γµ
T to

vanish in the limit Qµ = 0, either via appropriate mo-
mentum dependencies of the basis elements, vanishing
dressing functions, or kinematic relations between the
dressing functions in that limit. In order to find eight
kinematically independent dressing functions, we want
to express Γµ

T in a basis that is free of kinematic singu-
larities and ’minimal’ with respect to its powers in the
photon momentum. Since the construction of the two-
photon vertex is closely related to the one-photon case,
we illustrate the problem here in detail.

The general fermion-photon vertex with quantum
numbers JPC = 1−− vertex consists of 12 tensor struc-
tures which can be chosen as

(+) γµ

(−) [γµ, /k]

(+) [γµ, /Q]

(+) [γµ, /k, /Q]

(+) kµ

(+) kµ/k

(−) kµ /Q

(+) kµ[/k, /Q]

(−) Qµ

(−) Qµ/k

(+) Qµ /Q

(−) Qµ[/k, /Q].

(75)

To ensure definite charge-conjugation symmetry (indi-
cated by the signs in the brackets) we have used the

commutator for the product of two γ matrices and the
totally antisymmetric combination

[A, B, C] := [A, B] C + [B, C] A + [C, A] B (76)

for three γ matrices. If the odd basis tensors are multi-
plied with a factor k · Q, the full vertex satisfies

Γµ(k, Q) = C Γµ(−k,−Q)TCT = −Γµ(k,−Q) (77)

with scalar dressing functions that are even in k · Q.
The transverse part of the vertex consists of eight

tensor structures that are constructed from Eq. (75).
The two elements [γµ, /Q] and [γµ, /k, /Q] are transverse by
themselves. In principle one could apply the transverse
projector

Tµν
Q = δµν − QµQν

Q2
(78)

to the remaining elements from the first two columns of
Eq. (75) to obtain the basis decomposition

−iΓµ
T = g1γ

µ
T + g2 k ·Q i

2 [γµ
T , /k]

+ g3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + g4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ kµ
T

(
ig5 + g6 /k + g7 k ·Q /Q + g8

i
2 [/k, /Q]

)
,

(79)

where

γµ
T = Tµν

Q γν , kµ
T = Tµν

Q kν . (80)

We have attached prefactors so that the scalar dressing
functions gi(k

2, k · Q, Q2) are even in k · Q and real for
k2 > 0, Q2 ∈ R. However, since the projector (78) con-
tains a kinematic singularity at Q2 → 0, the resulting
dressing functions are kinematically dependent: the four
combinations

g1 + (k · Q)2g7 , g2 − g8 , g5 , g6 (81)

must vanish with Q2 for Q2 → 0. Instead of the pro-
jector (78) one could equally apply Q2 Tµν

Q which has
no kinematic singularity; unfortunately this overcompen-
sates the problem since g1, g2, g7, g8 do not need to vanish
individually when Q2 goes to zero.

A basis decomposition where all dressing functions are
truly kinematically independent is given by [53–55]

−iΓµ
T = f1 Q2 γµ

T + f2 k ·Q Q2 i
2 [γµ

T , /k]

+ f3
i
2 [γµ, /Q] + f4

1
6 [γµ, /k, /Q]

+ if5 Q2 kµ
T + f6 Q2 kµ

T /k

+ f7 k ·Q (k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q)

+ f8
i
2 [k ·Q γµ − kµ /Q, /k].

(82)

It satisfies the requirements of Eq. (81) since

f1 Q2 = g1 + (k · Q)2g7 ,

f2 Q2 = g2 − g8 ,

f3 = g3 ,

f4 = g4 ,

f5 Q2 = g5 ,

f6 Q2 = g6 ,

−f7 = g7 ,

f8 = g8 .

(83)
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Electromagnetic form factors

Nucleon magnetic moments: 
isovector (p-n), isoscalar (p+n)
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