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The leading-twist parton distribution functions of the pion and kaon are calculated with the �rst full
implementation of the Rainbow-Ladder truncation of QCD’s Dyson-Schwinger equations. The gluonic dressing
of the quarks is accounted for by the solution of the integral equation for the quark vertex relevant to the de�ning
Deep-Inelastic Scattering process. At the model scale of 0.781 GeV, this approach immediately distinguishes
65% of the pion’s light-cone momentum as due to quarks and the remaining 35% as due to the dressing gluons.
For kaons, the momentum fractions are 70% and 30%. From scale evolution, these pion momentum fractions
link easily with those found recently by analysis of experiment, along with calculations within lattice-regulated
QCD. Separation of the gluon dressing tends to reshape the quark distribution by moving strength from low
quark x to high x, but the (1 − x)2 endpoint exponent of low scale QCD is preserved in this approach.

Introduction: In contrast to the early simple models of
baryons as three constituent quarks, and mesons as quark-
antiquark states, recent progress in understanding the struc-
ture of hadrons is marked by revelations of the separate roles
of quarks and gluons. A consensus is starting to emerge [1]
from experimental and theoretical work on integral prop-
erties such as the quark and gluon parton contributions to
the nucleon spin, angular momentum, and lightcone momen-
tum [2, 3]. For the pion meson, the gluon and quark parton
fractions of the lightcone momentum obtained from just a
few data analyses [4] are in qualitative agreement. A more
complete understanding requires experimental and theoret-
ical extraction of the probability distribution of the various
partons with longitudinal lightcone momentum fraction x
correlated with transverse momentum or position. Standard
lattice QCD techniques can achieve precision for just the �rst
few moments of parton distrbutions [1]. Promising spacelike
correlator and other methods to extend the reach are under
development [5–8].

Gluons have a dynamical role as part of a dressed quark or
via the mediation of interactions between two or more quarks
and gluons. It is possible that one of these roles dominates the
net gluon parton distribution, and even integrated quantities
like the gluon fraction of the nucleon spin and momentum
(roughly 50% [3] and 30% [4] respectively at scales 1-4 GeV).
The parton x distributions of quarks and gluons are certainly
correlated by the strong quark dressing in QCD.

To advance understanding in this area, we use a truncation
of QCD which implements a self-consistent Ladder-Rainbow
dressing of quarks to calculate the quark parton x distribution
as distinguished from the dressing gluons. Since the latter
emphasizes low x, the distinguished quark distribution will
tend to be stronger at high x than otherwise. This is a mech-
anism that can possibly bridge the gap between the recent
experimental analysis [4] that favored a high x �t (1 − x)b
with b ≈ 1 and an earlier analysis [9] that favored b ≈ 2.
Complicating this topic is the fact that a variety of theoreti-
cal approaches [10–15] produce a derivative at the endpoint
characterized by b = 2 at a low hadronic scale as driven

by the ultraviolet behavior of the 1-gluon exchange binding
mechanism.

The DSE-RL description of hadron physics has proven to
be very e�cient for ground state masses, decay constants,
and electromagnetic form factors [16–19]. It has been espe-
cially accurate for light quark pseudoscalar mesons because
their properties are strongly dictated by the dynamical break-
ing of chiral symmetry, which is built into the approach. It
has recently been applied to the nucleon spin-independent
PDFs [20] within a previously advocated approximation that
did not distinguish dressing quark partons from dressing glu-
ons.

Rainbow-Ladder Truncation of QCD: A central element
of this symmetry-preserving truncation [13–15, 21–23]. is the
gap equation for the dressed-quark propagator

S−1(k) = Z2 (i/k + Zmmr ) −
∫ Λ

p

λa

2
γµKµν(p − k) S(p) λ

a

2
γν ,

(1)

where mr is the renormalized current quark mass, and
∫ Λ
p

represents
∫ Λ d4p

(2π)4 with Λ indicating the ultraviolet regu-
larization mass scale. The general form of the solution is
S−1(k) = i 6 k A(k2, ζ2) + B(k2, ζ2), where ζ is the renormal-
ization scale where A→ 1 and B→ mr . The employed RL
kernel Kµν is described later.

Meson Parton Distribution Functions: At leading order
in the Bjorken hard-scattering limit, the PDF for meson M is
given by the correlator [24–27] :

qf (x) =
1

4π

∫
dλe−ixP ·nλ

× 〈M(P)|ψ f (λn) /n W(λ, n · A)ψf (0)|M(P)〉c, (2)

where qf (x) is the probability of quark parton with �avor
f having light-cone longitudinal momentum x P · n. In
Minkowski metric the light-like longitudinal basis vector is
given by nµ = (1, 0T , −1) in the target rest frame. The DSE
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Figure 1. Illustration of the Rainbow-Ladder quark vertex for the DIS
process. All quark propagators are dressed. k is the quark parton
light-cone momentum, and Bjorken x = k+/P+. The constituent
quark p can be treated as the parton only in the limit of zero momen-
tum carried by dressing gluons.

approach is based on equations that couple n-point Green
functions and does not easily accommodate the Wilson line
W(λ, n ·A) that enforces strict color gauge invariance in Eq. (2).
In light-cone gauge (n · A = 0), the Wilson line is formally
unity [26]; however, the established elements of the DSE ap-
proach are available in Landau gauge. The challenge of a
rigorous DSE-RL treatment of the Wilson line for PDFs is thus
postponed; however, we note that the numerical impact on
leading-twist PDFs has been estimated to be small – albeit in
a very di�erent approach [28].

In the RL truncation, the PDF moments
∫ 1

0 dx xm qf (x) can
be expressed as

〈xm〉 f = Nc trd

∫ Λ

p

ΓM (pr, P) S(p) Γ(m)n (p) S(p)

× ΓM (pr, P) S(p − P) , (3)

where ΓM (pr, P) is the Bethe-Salpeter bound state ampli-
tude in RL truncation having the qq̄ relative momentum
pr = p − P/2. The moments of the quark-parton PDF vertex
in Eq. (3) are Γ(m)n (p) =

∫ 1
0 dx xm Γn(p, x) where the vector

vertex Γn(p, x) = nν Γν(p, x) is de�ned by the Bethe-Salpeter
integral equation [14]

Γn(p, x) =Z2 i 6n δ(p · n − xP · n)

−
∫ Λ

k

γµKµν(p − k) S(k) Γn(k, x) S(k) γν . (4)

Every quark propagator required at this level is non-
perturbative and fully dressed by the same gap equation. The
perturbative description of the struck quark within the initial
handbag diagram of the forward Compton process has been
accounted for by the hard Bjorken kinematic limit of the DIS
probability that has produced the triangle diagram with the
hard vertex contribution having net Dirac matrix 6n [24–26].

The physical picture is clari�ed by the �rst iteration or

1-loop contribution to Γn(p, x):

−
∫ Λ

k

γµKµν(p − k) S(k) Z2 i 6n S(k) γν δ(k · n − xP · n) .

(5)

The parton momentum speci�ed by x is always that of the
(dressed) quark that connects to the gamma matrix 6n in a
diagrammatic sense, i.e., k and not p in Fig. 1. All succeed-
ing iterations provide more gluon dressing that carry more
of the dressed quark’s momentum. The �rst DSE-RL imple-
mentation [14] of the meson PDF quark triangle diagram, as
represented by Eq. (3), introduced an Ansatz for this vertex to
greatly simplify the calculation so that other physics issues
could be investigated. Since the DSE-RL kernel Kµν(p − k)
has strongest support in the infrared where k ≈ p, it was
assumed [14] reasonable to treat the integral term of Eq. (4)
by the substitution Γn(k, x) ≈ δ(p · n − xP · n) Γ(0)n (p). This
produces the Ward-Identity Ansatz for the quark PDF vertex

Γn(p, x) ≈ ΓnA(p, x) = δ(p · n − xP · n) nµ
∂S−1(p)
∂pµ

. (6)

This approximates the quark parton momentum fraction
x in terms of the quark momentum p o�ered by the hadron
state rather than the true parton momentum k revealed after
exchanged gluon are identi�ed as part of the spectator system.
See Fig. 1. It is exact for the 0th moment of the vertex, thus
conserving quark number or equivalently electromagnetic
current. All higher moments will be overestimated. To date,
this Ward-Identity Ansatz has been employed for all DSE-RL
studies. Its inability to distinguish the x support of quarks
from that of the dressing gluons is explored in this work.

Quark Parton Distribution Functions: To illustrate fur-
ther the light-cone momentum fraction content of the dressed
quark vertex, and how it bears upon that of the hadron x sup-
port, it is convenient to introduce z as the parton momentum
fraction with respect to the momentum p of the dressed quark
o�ered by the meson. That is, z = k .n/p.n = xP.n/p.n = x/y,
where y is the fraction of meson momentum carried by the
dressed quark it provides to the DIS process. Then vertex
Eqs. (4) and (5) become equations for the purely quark ampli-
tude Λn(p, z) de�ned by |p · n| Γn(p, x) = Λn(p, z) and given
by

Λn(p, z) = Z2 i 6n δ(z − 1)

−
∫ Λ

k

γµKµν(p − k) S(k) |p · n||k · n| Λn(k, z
p · n
k · n ) S(k) γν .

(7)

Analysis of the 1-loop contribution from the �rst iteration,
similar to Eq. (5), con�rms that parton momentum fraction z
is always that of the dressed quark that connects to the matrix
6n, internal to gluon dressings in a diagrammatic sense, and
measured relative to the external quark momentum p.
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The moments of the quark vertex Γn(p, x) have the invari-
ant form

Γ
(m)
n (p) =

1
|P · n|

(
p · n
P · n

)m (
i 6n f (m)1 + 2n · p

(
i 6 p f (m)2 + f (m)3

))
(8)

where the f (m)i (p2) =
∫ 1

0 dz zm fi(p, z) are moments of in-
trinsic quark parton distributions associated with the 3
Dirac structures. The Ward-Identity Ansatz is equivalent to
fi(p2, z) → δ(z − 1)

{
A(p2), A′(p2), B′(p2)

}
. The further limit

of a contact interaction, or NJL model [29], would produce
fi(p2, z) → δ(z − 1)

{
1, 0, 0

}
.

Figure 2. The vertex amplitudes fi(p2, z) describing the dressed quark
PDF. p is the dressed quark momentum and z is the momentum
fraction of the interior quark parton. Color depicts degenerate u-
and d-quarks; grey depicts the s-quark in the vertex relevant to the
kaon.

PDF Q (GeV) 〈x〉 〈x2〉 〈x3〉 〈x4〉

uπ DSE-RL 0.781 0.323 0.167 0.109 0.083
uπ WI-An 0.458 0.482 0.290 0.201 0.155

uK DSE-RL 0.781 0.297 0.148 0.092 0.065
uK WI-An 0.458 0.461 0.268 0.177 0.128
sK DSE-RL 0.781 0.402 0.221 0.143 0.101
sK WI-An 0.458 0.514 0.321 0.223 0.167
JAM [4] 1.3 0.268 0.127 0.074 0.048

uπ DSE-RL 1.3 0.268 0.125 0.076 0.054
uπ WI-An 1.3 0.268 0.114 0.059 0.037
ASV [9] 1.3 0.247 0.106 0.055 0.033

LQCD [33] 2.0 0.27 0.13 0.074

Table I. DSE-RL results for low moments compared to the most recent
experimental analysis JAM, the older ASV analysis, and unquenched
lattice-QCD. The di�erence between 〈x〉π using the DSE-RL vertex
and the Ward-Identity Ansatz illustrates that at least 30% of the
dressed-quark’s light-cone momentum is gluonic.

Quark Calculations and Analysis: In this work we em-
ploy a numerical implementation in Euclidean metric where
the model for the RL kernel has been well-constrained in
the form [30]Kµν(q) = Z2

2 G(q2)D f ree
µν (q) where G(q2) is the

e�ective running coupling whose ultraviolet form is 1-loop
renormalized QCD and its infrared form is a 1-parameter
representation of a large amount of hadron physics [16–19].

To illustrate some of the underlying dynamics, the quark
parton distributions fi(p2, z) are obtained from 9 moments
f (m)i (p2) via a �t to the form xα (1 − x)β (1 + c

√
x). The impor-

tant qualitative feature evident in Fig. 2 is the distributed z sup-
port as distinct from the Ward-Identity Ansatz result δ(z − 1).
Since f1 for p < 1 GeV is strongest at z ∼ 0.6 − 0.8, it is not
surprizing that the �rst moment yields f (1)1 (p

2) ∼ 0.65 A(p2)
at typical virtuality p2 ∼ (0.2 GeV)2. All higher moments
have slightly greater reduction factors compared to the Ward-
Identity Ansatz result.

This reduction is a direct consequence of the �nite mo-
mentum carried by the RL kernel Kµν(q) leaving less for the
dressed quark partons. Our �nal meson 〈x〉 results re�ect this.
E�ects of dynamical chiral symmetry breaking are evident in
Fig. 2 by the di�ering gray surfaces which apply to the strange
quark vertex; the heavier quark carries more momentum.
Meson Calculations and Analysis: The pseudoscalar me-
son solution for the Bethe-Salpeter bound state amplitude has
the general form [31, 32]

ΓM (k; P) =γ5
[
iEM (k; P) + γ · P FM (k; P)

+ γ · k GM (k; P) − σµνkµPν HM (k; P)
]
, (9)

where the EM (k; P), etc, are the invariant amplitudes. This is
employed in numerical evaluation of Eq. (3) for the meson PDF
moments. With 〈x0〉q = 1, the next 4 moments are presented
in Table I. The meson moments are �t to those of

qV (x) =N0
(
xα1 (1 − x)2(1 + c1

√
x

+ c2x2 + c3xα2 + c4xα3 ) + N1(1 − x)3
)
, (10)
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with the parameters provided in Table II. We impose an end-
point exponent of 2 [10–15] and allow the possibility of signif-
icant strength at otherwise large x. The model scale is �xed
so that 〈x〉πq evolves via NLO DGLAP to the result 0.268 from
the recent experimental analysis [4] at scale Q = 1.3 GeV.
This yields pion model scales Q0 = 0.781 GeV for the DSE-
RL result and Q0 = 0.458 GeV for the Ward-Identity Ansatz
result. 1 Without independent information, the kaon model
scale is taken to be the same in each case.

Figure 3. The pion’s valence-quark distribution at Q = 5.2 GeV
compared to data [36]. The solid red curve represents the DSE-RL
approach implemented fully here for the �rst time. The dashed curve
is from the Ward-Identity Ansatz used in previous DSE-RL works.
The green band is the recent JAM-JLab data analysis [4]; the yellow
curve is the earlier NLO soft-gluon-resummation analysis [9]. All
curves shown, except JAM, have end-point power behavior (1 − x)2,
consistent with current theory.

The DSE-RL approach, at its model scale, explicitly con-
tains two processes which permit gluons to carry a signi�cant
fraction of quark momentum. These are: gluon dressing of
the quark PDF vertex and the self-energy in the quark propa-
gators. Both are important in hadron physics, but the former
very directly impacts the x support of quark PDFs of hadrons.
Even a one-loop approximation to the quark vertex dimin-
ishes the quark parton momentum fraction by ∼ 30%, close
to the full result.

The DSE-RL recognition of the intrinsic x support provided
by the dressing glue cannot be totally o�set by a change in
model scale. Since the x support provided by glue is strongest
at small x, one can also expect a shift in the net quark x
distribution to stronger support at larger x. The only question
is the strength in this shift. In Fig. 3 the pion DSE-RL PDF
result at scale 5.2 GeV shows signi�cantly stronger high-x
support than the Ward-Identity Ansatz result at the same scale.
Table I con�rms that higher DSE-RL moments are larger at
the same scale. We note that mechanisms capable of shifting

1 Evolution is done at NLO using APFEL [34]; JAM grids are accessed with
LHAPDF [35].

PDF N1 αi ci

uπ DSE-RL 0.16 (2.82,6.69,26.07) (0.08,-0.81,2.62,7.99)
uπ WI-An 0.0025 (0.93,10.82,38.28) (-1.25,1.99,7.80,49.11)

uK DSE-RL 0.20 (2.87,4.76,7.85) (0.18,-0.90,0.14,2.74)

Table II. Parameters for �ts to the moments at the model scale, Q0 =
0.781 GeV for the DSE-RL vertex and Q0 = 0.458 GeV for the Ward
Identity Ansatz.

Figure 4. The ratio uK/uπ compared to data [37].

momentum to sea quarks, such as meson cloud dressing [20],
will raise the model scale for valence PDFs.

Table I shows that the DSE-RL description immediately
gives the valence (dressed) quark 〈x〉 results: 65% for the
pion and 70% for the kaon, at model scale. The remaining
momentum in the present dynamical approach is that carried
by the dressing gluons as illustrated in Fig. 1. In contrast, the
Ward-Identity vertex Ansatz ignores the dressing substructure
to produce 〈x〉π → 0.96, with the shortfall most likely due to
this vertex not being representative of a true DIS mechanism
compatible with Eq. (2).

Results in Table I demonstrate �avor symmetry breaking
in the kaon. Heavier quarks force gluon dressing dynamics to
take up a lesser momentum fraction and this is illustrated by
the s- and u-quark contributions to the kaon PDFs in Table
I. In the �avor symmetry limit, the pion results are 〈x〉u =
〈x〉d = 0.323. In the kaon, the average �avor shift is 16%
with the DSE-RL vertex, and 5.5% using the WI Ansatz vertex.
The former number is compatible with the estimate of 15%
from the di�erent peaks of the PDF distributions found in
Ref. [14] and the well-de�ned asymmetry of the leading kaon
Distribution Amplitude reported in Ref. [38]. The present es-
timate correlates well with the u and s quark dressed masses
where (Ms − Mu)/(Ms + Mu) = 7% at p2 = 0 or 11% for
Euclidean constituent masses. The quark current mass asym-
metry (∼ 66%) is overshadowed by the masses added by dy-
namical chiral symmetry breaking. Fig. 4 displays the ratio
uK/uπ compared to data [37] to illustrate the environmental
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e�ect. The di�erent treatments of the vertex largely cancel in
this ratio.

Summary and Outlook: In QCD, as in its DSE-RL trunca-
tion, the de�nition of the quark parton momentum fraction
applies to the in- and out- dressed quark momentum relative
to the Dirac matrix γ+ that arises in the hard Bjorken limit.
The quark momentum outside or prior to the in�nite number
of gluon exchange dressings of the hard DIS coupling has
a di�erent character of x support that does not distinguish
quark and gluon contributions. The dressed DSE-RL vertex
for the quark PDF automatically makes this distinction, and
identi�es 65% of the pion’s light-cone momentum fraction as
being carried by dressed quarks, in agreement with the recent
experimental analysis [4] at a correspondingly low hadronic
scales. The proportion is 70% for the kaon. The rest is gluons
in the DSE-RL organization. This is immediately within 5-10%
of experiment [4] without �ne tuning for sea quark e�ects
or scale evolution. The reshaping of the x distribution of the
quark PDF that naturally follows is an important element.
The obtained PDF description remains consistent with an end-
point exponent of 2 at low scale, but nevertheless produces
strength at high x consistent with the recent experimental
analysis. Our analysis suggests that a QCD model can produce
a hard power �t ∼ (1 − x)1 for large x < 1, while becoming
(1 − x)2 at the end point in agreement with the UV behavior
of 1-gluon exchange binding.
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