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Abstract

Working with proton and pion valence distribution functions (DFs) determined consistently at the same, unique hadron scale and
exploiting the possibility that there is an effective charge which defines an evolution scheme for DFs that is all-orders exact, we
obtain a unified body of predictions for all proton and pion DFs – valence, glue, and four-flavour-separated sea. Whilst the hadron
light-front momentum fractions carried by identifiable parton classes are the same for the proton and pion at any scale, the pointwise
behaviour of the DFs is strongly hadron-dependent. All calculated distributions comply with quantum chromodynamics constraints
on low- and high-x scaling behaviour and, owing to emergent hadron mass, pion DFs are the most dilated. These results aid in
elucidating the sources of similarities and differences between proton and pion structure.

Keywords: continuum Schwinger function methods, emergence of mass, pion structure, proton structure, parton distributions,
strong interactions in the standard model of particle physics

1. Introduction. Protons, neutrons, and pions are amongst the
most fundamental entities in Nature. From many perspectives,
these hadrons are the primary components of atomic nuclei; yet,
within the standard model of particle physics, they are bound-
states, built from the gluon and quark parton fields used to ex-
press the Lagrangian of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [1].
The light up (u) and down (d) quarks are key here. They were
the first quarks discovered [2] and provide the seeds for the
proton, p, which is comprised of one valence d and two va-
lence u quarks, hence a definitive baryon, and the pions, which,
considering the positive charge state, π+, is constituted from
one valence u quark and one valence d̄ quark (d antiquark) –
definitively, a meson. However, as highlighted by Fig. 1, va-
lence quark partons are only part of the explanation for proton
and pion structure. Owing to the character of strong interac-
tions in the standard model, the valence parton quanta are em-
bedded in a dense medium of gluons and sea quarks of their
own making [3]. Viewed from this position, the proton and
pion each contain an enumerably infinite number of QCD’s La-
grangian quanta; and ever since the formulation of QCD, phy-
sics has sought to measure and understand the distributions of
these quanta throughout bound-state volumes [4–7].

Using any framework that enables the reliable calculation of
Poincaré-covariant wave functions for the proton and pion, one
can obtain the light-front wave functions in terms of which the
gluon and quark parton distribution functions (DFs) can rigor-
ously be defined [8, 9]. One-dimensional DFs have been the
focus of experiment and theory for more than fifty years [10].
These quantities are probability densities, each of which de-
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Figure 1: Left panel – A. In terms of QCD’s Lagrangian quanta, the proton,
p, contains two valence up (u) quarks and one valence down (d) quark; and
also infinitely many gluons and sea quarks, drawn here as “springs” and closed
loops, respectively. The neutron, as the proton’s isospin partner, is defined by
one u and two d valence quarks. Right panel – B. The pion, π+, contains one
valence u-quark, one valence d̄-quark, and, akin to the proton, infinitely many
gluons and sea quarks. (In terms of valence quarks, π− ∼ dū and π0 ∼ uū−dd̄.)

scribes the light-front fraction, x, of the bound-state’s total mo-
mentum carried by the given parton species within the bound-
state [4]. Today, notwithstanding the enormous expense of time
and effort, much must still be learnt before proton and pion
structure may be considered understood in terms of DFs; even,
most simply, what are the differences, if any, between the dis-
tributions of partons within the proton and the pion.

The question of similarity/difference between proton and
pion DFs has particular resonance today as science seeks to
explain emergent hadron mass (EHM) [11–18]. Namely, how
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can a Lagrangian that possesses no mass-scale in the absence of
Higgs boson couplings produce both an absolutely stable proton
with mass mp ≈ 1 GeV and electric charge radius rE ≈ 0.84 fm,
and, simultaneously, a massless pion, the Nambu-Goldstone
boson associated with dynamical chiral symmetry breaking
(DCSB), of similar size? And supposing it does, how are these
macroscopic differences expressed in the structure of these two
bound-states? Modern experiments [19–28], at upgraded and
anticipated facilities, aim to provide data that can be used to
answer these and related questions.

Working with QCD, some predictions are available. For in-
stance, considering DFs measured in processes that do not in-
volve beam or target polarisation, then at some hadron scale,
ζH < mp, the valence-quark DFs in the proton and pion behave
as follows [29–32]:

d p(x; ζH ), u p(x; ζH )
x'1
∝ (1 − x)3 , (1a)

d̄ π(x; ζH ), uπ(x; ζH )
x'1
∝ (1 − x)2 ; (1b)

the exponent on the associated gluon DFs is approximately one
unit larger; and that for the sea quark DFs is roughly two units
larger. With increasing scale, ζ > ζH , all these exponents in-
crease logarithmically in a manner prescribed by the DGLAP
equations [33–36]. However, feeding controversy and leading
some to challenge the veracity of QCD [31, 32, 37], these con-
straints are typically ignored in fits to the world’s deep inelas-
tic scattering data [38–42]. Furthermore, proton and pion data
have not been considered simultaneously, largely because pion
data are scarce [17, Table 9.5].

Against this backdrop, we exploit recent progress made using
continuum Schwinger function methods (CSMs) [31, 32, 43–
46] in developing a unified set of predictions for all proton and
pion DFs. Crucially, their common origin enables meaningful
comparisons to be made between them.

2. Hadron scale and DF evolution. Using CSMs, the hadron
scale, ζH , is naturally identified with the resolving scale at
which dressed valence degrees-of-freedom carry all measurable
properties of the hadron, including its light-front momentum
[31, 32, 43–46], and ζH is the same for both the proton and the
pion. Defining the nth moment of a given DF as (H = p, π)

〈xn〉
ζ
pH

=

∫ 1

0
dx xn p(x; ζ) , (2)

then this identification of ζH entails

〈x〉ζHup
+ 〈x〉ζHdp

= 1 , 〈x〉ζHuπ + 〈x〉ζH
d̄π

= 1 ; (3)

further, that all glue and sea DFs vanish identically at ζH .
At this point, given hadron scale valence DFs for the proton

and pion, then predictions for all DFs at any scale ζ > ζH follow
immediately from the following proposition [31, 32]:

P1: There exists an effective charge, α1`(k2), that, when
used to integrate the one-loop perturbative-QCD DGLAP
equations, defines an evolution scheme for parton DFs
that is all-orders exact.

Charges of this type are discussed elsewhere [47–49]. They
need not be process-independent (PI); hence, not unique.
Nevertheless, a suitable PI charge is available: the coupling dis-
cussed in Refs. [44, 45, 50] has proved efficacious. On the other
hand, as highlighted elsewhere [31, 32], the pointwise form is
largely immaterial. In being defined by an observable – in this
case, structure functions, each such α1`(k2) is [51]: consistent
with the renormalisation group, independent of renormalisation
scheme, everywhere analytic and finite; and, further, provides
an infrared completion of any standard perturbative running
coupling.

Employing this approach and supposing that the evolution
kernels are independent of quark mass, explicit solutions of the
evolution equations are presented elsewhere [52, Sec. VII]. We
now introduce a simple generalisation that expresses salient ef-
fects of quark mass dependence in the evolution kernels. For
simplicity of presentation here, we focus on evolution equations
for DF moments.

Consider four quark flavours: the two light quarks, l = u, d,
treated as degenerate; strange, s; and charm, c. Regarding their
dynamically determined mass functions, one may define the
following quark infrared masses [17, Fig. 2.5] Mq = ζH + δq,
δl ≈ 0, δs ≈ 0.1 GeV, δc ≈ 0.9 GeV. The ζ > ζH scale depen-
dence of the moments of all the hadron’s DFs (valence, glue,
and singlet i.e., Σ

q
H = q + q̄ , q = u, d, s, c) are obtained by solv-

ing the following set of coupled differential equations, using the
nonzero valence DFs as initial values at ζ = ζH :

ζ2 d
dζ2 〈x

n〉
ζ
qH

= −
α1`(ζ2)

4π
γn

qq〈x
n〉
ζ
qH
, (4a)

ζ2 d
dζ2 〈x

n〉
ζ

Σ
q
H

= −
α1`(ζ2)

4π

[
γn

qq〈x
n〉
ζ

Σ
q
H

+ 2Pζqgγ
n
qg〈x

n〉
ζ
gH

]
, (4b)

ζ2 d
dζ2 〈x

n〉
ζ
gH

= −
α1`(ζ2)

4π

∑
q
γn

gq〈x
n〉
ζ

Σ
q
H

+ γn
gg〈x

n〉
ζ
gH

 , (4c)

where γn
qq, γn

qg, γn
gq, γn

gg are anomalous dimensions [52,
Sec. VII]. Moments of the sea quark DFs are readily obtained:

〈xn〉
ζ

S q
H

= 〈xn〉
ζ

Σ
q
H
− 〈xn〉

ζ
qH
. (5)

Notably, so long as ζH and the evolution equations are the same
for a given family of hadrons – herein, nucleons and pions, then
the light-front momentum fractions stored in each parton class
are also the same for these kindred hadrons at any scale, e.g.:

〈x〉ζup+dp
= 〈x〉ζ

uπ+d̄π
, 〈x〉ζgp

= 〈x〉ζgπ ,

〈x〉ζ
Σu+d

p
= 〈x〉ζ

Σu+d̄
π

, 〈x〉ζ
Σ

s,c
p

= 〈x〉ζ
Σ

s,c
π
.

(6)

These equations highlight the relevant four distinct parton
classes: collected valence degrees-of-freedom; associated sea
quarks; flavour-distinct sea quarks; and glue.

Eq. (4b) features a threshold function Pζqg ∼ θ(ζ − δq). This
factor ensures that a given quark flavour only participates in DF
evolution when the resolving energy scale exceeds a value de-
termined by the quark’s mass. Its effect can be anticipated. If
each quark flavour were light, then all would be emitted with
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equal probability at any ζ > ζH and evolution would lead to
a certain hadron gluon momentum fraction plus a sea-quark
fraction shared equally amongst all quark species. Account-
ing for mass differences between the quarks, with some heavier
than the light-quark threshold, then Eqs. (4) entail that at any
ζ > ζH , the gluon fraction is approximately as it was in the all-
light quark case, but the sea-quark momentum fraction is shared
amongst the quarks in roughly inverse proportion to their mass.
Reviewing Ref. [44, Sec. 7.3], one could also introduce a factor
multiplying γn

gq in Eq. (4c) that serves to suppress the emission
of gluons by heavier quarks, with a linked momentum-balance
correction to γn

qq. However, in the present context, our calcula-
tions show this subleading effect to be negligible.

We subsequently work with the integro-differential evolu-
tion equations from which Eqs. (4) are derived because they
are satisfied by the DFs themselves and directly yield their x-
dependence. Their forms are obtained by using the PI charge
described in Ref. [44, Sec. 3] to integrate the one-loop DGLAP
equations; and

P
ζ
qg = 1

2

(
1 + tanh[(ζ2 − δ2

q)/ζ2
H

]
)
. (7)

Notably, as explained elsewhere [31, 32, 43, 44], the value of
the hadron scale is a prediction: ζH = 0.331(2) . Nevertheless,
we report results with ζH → ζH (1 ± 0.05) in order to provide a
conservative indication of uncertainty.

3. DFs at ζ = mJ/ψ. Modern CSM analyses of hadron scale
valence DFs for the pion and proton are detailed elsewhere
[44, 46] and the results therein are drawn in Fig. 2A. In consid-
ering these DFs, the following remarks are worth recording. (a)
Each DF is consistent with the appropriate large-x scaling law
in Eq. (1). Hence, from the beginning, whilst the ζ = ζH mo-
mentum sum rules are saturated by valence degrees-of-freedom
for each hadron, Eqs. (3) –

〈x〉ζHup
= 0.687 , 〈x〉ζHdp

= 0.313 , 〈x〉ζHuπ = 0.5 , (8)

the pion and proton valence DFs nevertheless have markedly
different pointwise behaviour. (b) Owing to DCSB [54–59], a
corollary of EHM, QCD interactions simultaneously produce a
dressed l -quark mass function, Ml (k2), that is large at infrared
momenta, MD := Ml (k2 ' 0) ≈ ζH and a nearly massless
pion, m2

π/M
2
D . 0.2. (See the discussion in Ref. [17, Sec. 2].)

Consequently, uπ(x; ζH) is Nature’s most dilated hadron-scale
valence DF. This is exemplified in Fig. 2A and Refs. [43, 44],
and implicit in many other symmetry-preserving analyses, e.g.,
Refs. [60–63].

Employing the evolution scheme described in Sect. 2, one
obtains the ζ = mJ/ψ =: ζ3 DFs in Fig. 2B. Plainly, the indi-
vidual valence degrees-of-freedom in the pion possess signif-
icantly more support on the valence domain than those in the
proton. This feature is an observable expression of EHM.

The curves in Fig. 2B can usefully be interpolated using the
following functional form:

xp(x) = xα(1 − x)β
n0 + n1x + n2x2

1 + d1x + d2x2 , (9)
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Figure 2: Upper panel – A. Hadron scale valence parton DFs for the proton
and pion: xu p(x; ζH ) – solid red curve; xd p(x; ζH ) – dot-dashed blue curve;
and xuπ(x; ζH ) – dashed green curve. Middle panel – B. Valence DFs in panel
A evolved to ζ3 = mJ/ψ = 3.097 GeV. Lower panel – C. Isovector distribution
[u p(x; ζ3) − d p(x; ζ3)] (solid purple curve) compared with a lQCD result from
Ref. [53] (dashed grey curve). The band surrounding each CSM curve expresses
the response to a ±5% variation in ζH .

with the powers and coefficients listed in Table 1. (The powers
are measurable effective exponents, extracted from separate lin-
ear fits to ln[xp(x)] on the domains 0 < x < 0.005, 0.85 < x <
1.) Evidently, the valence distributions in the proton and pion
each have the same power-law behaviour on x ' 0; and on
x ' 1, βproton ≈ βpion + 1.6, viz. evolution to ζ > ζH preserves
the differences in large-x scaling behaviour described in Eq. (1).
Typical phenomenological fits to relevant scattering data yield
DFs that fail to meet many of these QCD-based expectations,
e.g., Refs. [39, 64, 65], something which increases the value of

3



Table 1: Used in Eq. (9), the listed powers and coefficients provide useful
interpolations of all ζ = ζ3 DFs calculated herein. For the endpoint powers, α,
β, uncertainties associated with ζH → ζH (1 ± 0.05) are also shown.
π α β n0 n1 n2 d1 d2

u 0.78(±1) 2.47(∓7) 1.56 35.7 26.6 18.7 −7.34
g −0.58(±2) 3.88(∓7) 0.43 2.70 0.51 9.46 −6.15
Su −0.49(±2) 4.90(∓8) 0.058 0.12 0.10 5.00 −2.97
Ss −0.51(±2) 4.90(∓8) 0.045 0.092 0.081 5.10 −2.94
Sc −0.56(±2) 4.96(∓8) 0.023 0.072 0.024 7.21 −4.68

p α β n0 n1 n2 d1 d2

u 0.78(±1) 4.11(∓6) 3.75 0.79 20.7 −4.56 12.3
d 0.78(±1) 4.11(∓6) 2.02 −1.47 4.88 −5.29 13.1
g −0.59(±2) 5.45(∓6) 0.46 −0.93 0.76 −1.01 1.63
Su −0.51(±2) 6.41(∓6) 0.063 −0.098 0.055 3.78 −2.82
Sd −0.51(±2) 6.41(∓6) 0.069 −0.12 0.12 −0.022 4.32
Ss −0.52(±2) 6.41(∓6) 0.051 −0.084 0.062 1.64 0.30
Sc −0.57(±2) 6.41(∓5) 0.025 −0.040 0.025 2.39 −1.04

our predictions. Additional discussion is provided elsewhere
[31, 32, 66].

Owing to difficulties in handling so-called disconnected con-
tributions, the calculation of individual valence DFs using
lattice-regularised QCD (lQCD) is problematic [74]; so, lQCD
results are typically only available for isovector distributions,
from which disconnected contributions vanish in the contin-
uum limit. Therefore, Fig. 2C displays the isovector distribution
[u p(x; ζ3) − d p(x; ζ3)], calculated from the curves in Fig. 2B,
along with a lQCD result from Ref. [53], extracted using large-
momentum effective theory and extrapolated to a continuum
limit and physical pion mass. The level of agreement is en-
couraging, especially because refinements of both calculations
may be anticipated.

When evolving singlet and glue DFs, we include a Pauli
blocking factor in the gluon splitting function, as discussed
elsewhere [46, Sec. 6]:

P f←g(x; ζ)→ P f←g(x) +
√

3(1 − 2x)
g f

1 + (ζ/ζH − 1)2 , (10)

where P f←g(x) is the standard one-loop gluon splitting func-
tion, gs,s̄ = 0 = gc,c̄, and gd,d̄ = 0.34 = −gu,ū =: g is a strength
parameter. This term preserves baryon number. It shifts mo-
mentum into d + d̄ from u + ū, otherwise leaving the total sea
momentum fraction unchanged, and vanishes with increasing
ζ, reflecting the waning influence of valence-quarks as the pro-
ton’s glue and sea content increases.

Our predictions for the ζ = ζ3 glue DFs in the proton and
pion are drawn in Fig. 3A. Regarding the glue-in-π DF, our re-
sult is straightforwardly connected via evolution to the form
in Ref. [45]; thus, as discussed therein, it agrees with a recent
lQCD calculation of this DF [75]. It is clear from Fig. 3A that
the glue-in-π DF possess significantly more support on the va-
lence domain than the kindred glue-in-p DF. This outcome is
also a measurable expression of EHM.

Useful interpolations of the curves in Fig. 3A are obtained
using Eq. (9) and the relevant powers and coefficients in Ta-
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Figure 3: Upper panel – A. Glue DFs – x2g , in the proton (solid purple curve)
and pion (dashed green curve) at ζ = ζ3. Middle panel – B. Light quark sea DFs
in the proton and pion: x2S p

u (x; ζ3) – solid red curve; x2S p
d (x; ζ3) – dashed blue

curve; and x2Sπ
u (x; ζ3) – dot-dashed green curve. Lower panel – C. c- and s-

quark sea DFs in the proton and pion: x2S p
s (x; ζ3) – solid red curve; x2S p

π (x; ζ3)
– dashed green curve; x2S p

c (x; ζ3) – dot-dashed blue curve; and x2Sπ
c (x; ζ3) –

long-dashed orange curve. (The band surrounding each curve expresses the
response to a ±5% variation in ζH .)

ble 1. The powers are interesting. On x ' 0, the proton and
pion glue DFs exhibit practically the same power-law growth;
and on x ' 1, confirming the QCD expectations reported in
connection with Eq. (1), βglue ≈ βvalence + 1.4 for both proton
and pion. The endpoint exponents on glue-in-p DFs are dis-
cussed in Ref. [76], from a lQCD perspective within the con-
text of Ioffe-time distributions. Lattice-QCD computations are
currently insensitive to low-x physics. On the other hand, a
meaningful estimate of the large-x exponent is reported [76]:
β(ζ = 2 GeV) = 4.9(1.2). Our approach delivers the follow-
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Table 2: Low-order Mellin moments, 〈xm〉
ζ3
pH

, of the DFs drawn in Figs. 2B – 3, measured in %. As an illustration of the numerical accuracy of our evolution

procedure, we note that 〈x〉ζ3
cπ and 〈x〉ζ3

cp differ by only 0.3%. Uncertainties associated with ζH → ζH (1 ± 0.05) are shown. To simplify comparisons with

phenomenological fits to relevant data, results for 〈xm〉
ζ2
pH

, ζ2 = 2 GeV, are also listed. The m = 1, 2, 3 moments of the proton isovector distribution, [u − d], are: ζ2

– 17.9(8)%, 5.1(3)%, 1.8(2)%; and ζ3 – 16.6(7)%, 4.5(3)%, 1.6(1)%

pion uπ d̄ π g π S u
π S d̄

π S s
π S c

π

〈x〉ζ2 24.0(1.1) 24.0(1.1) 41.0(1.2) 3.3(3) 3.3(3) 2.65(22) 1.33(5)
〈x2〉ζ2 9.5(7) 9.5(7) 3.7(1) 0.27(1) 0.27(1) 0.21(1) 0.092(2)
〈x3〉ζ2 4.7(4) 4.7(4) 0.92(6) 0.057(1) 0.057(1) 0.044(0) 0.018(1)
〈x〉ζ3 22.1(1.0) 22.1(1.0) 42.9(1.0) 3.7(3) 3.7(3) 3.0(2) 1.83(6)
〈x2〉ζ3 8.4(6) 8.4(6) 3.5(1) 0.27(1) 0.27(1) 0.22(1) 0.120(3)
〈x3〉ζ3 4.0(3) 4.0(3) 0.82(5) 0.056(0) 0.056(0) 0.044(0) 0.022(1)

proton u p d p g p S u
p S d

p S s
p S c

p
〈x〉ζ2 32.9(1.4) 15.0(0.7) 40.9(1.1) 2.9(2) 3.7(3) 2.64(22) 1.32(5)
〈x2〉ζ2 8.7(6) 3.6(2) 2.4(1) 0.14(1) 0.21(1) 0.13(0) 0.059(2)
〈x3〉ζ2 2.9(3) 1.1(1) 0.39(2) 0.019(0) 0.030(1) 0.019(0) 0.008(0)
〈x〉ζ3 30.4(1.3) 13.8(0.6) 42.8(1.0) 3.3(3) 4.1(3) 3.0(2) 1.82(6)
〈x2〉ζ3 7.7(5) 3.2(2) 2.2(1) 0.15(1) 0.21(1) 0.14(0) 0.075(2)
〈x3〉ζ3 2.5(2) 0.9(1) 0.35(2) 0.019(0) 0.028(0) 0.019(0) 0.010(1)

ing ζ = ζ2 values: αglue
proton = −0.56(2), βglue

proton = 5.33(5) and

α
glue
pion = 0.54(2), βglue

pion = 3.75(5).
Evolving the valence DFs in Fig. 2A to ζ = ζ3, one obtains

the light-quark sea DFs for the proton and pion depicted in
Fig. 3B. In keeping with the EHM-induced pattern already es-
tablished, the sea-in-π DF possess significantly more support
on the valence domain than the kindred sea-in-p DFs.

Interpolations of the curves in Fig. 3B are provided by Eq. (9)
and the relevant powers and coefficients in Table 1. Once again,
the low- and high-x exponents match QCD expectations: on
x ' 0, the proton and pion light-sea DFs exhibit approximately
the same power-law growth; and on x ' 1, βsea ≈ βvalence + 2.4
for both proton and pion.

Owing to the Pauli blocking factor, Eq. (10), an in-proton
separation between d̄ and ū is evident in Fig. 3B. This entails
a violation of the Gottfried sum rule [77, 78], which has been
found in a series of experiments [67, 79–82]. Using the DFs in
Fig. 3B, one obtains∫ 0.8

0.004
dx [d̄ (x; ζ3) − ū(x; ζ3)] = 0.116(12) (11)

for the Gottfried sum rule discrepancy on the domain covered
by the measurements in Refs. [79, 80]. This value may be com-
pared with that inferred from recent fits to a variety of high-
precision data (ζ = 2 GeV) [39, CT18]: 0.110(80). Evolved
to ζ2

SQ = 30 GeV2, the result in Eq. (11) becomes 0.110(11), a
value that is . 20% larger than that determined in Ref. [46],
which ignored quark mass effects in the evolution equations.
On the other hand, we implemented mass-dependent evolu-
tion via Eq. (7) and this increases the magnitudes of the pro-
ton’s light-quark sea DFs. Nevertheless, as revealed by Fig. 4A,
our result for the ratio d̄ (x; ζSQ)/ū(x; ζSQ) reproduces that in
Ref. [46, Fig. 2B] and matches modern data Ref. [67, E906].

Using the scheme described in Sect. 2, DFs for heavier sea
quarks are also generated via evolution. The predictions are

drawn in Fig. 3C. Evidently, the ζ = ζ3 s and c quark sea DFs
are commensurate in size with those of the light-quark sea DFs;
and, for s-and c-quarks, too, the pion DFs possess significantly
greater support on the valence domain than the kindred proton
DFs. Interpolations of the curves in Fig. 3C are provided by
Eq. (9) and the appropriate powers and coefficients in Table 1.
The low- and high-x exponents match QCD expectations: on
x ' 0, the proton and pion light-sea DFs exhibit very similar
power-law growth; and on x ' 1, one also finds βsea ≈ βvalence +

2.4 for both proton and pion.
Using our results for the valence and sea DFs, it is straight-

forward to calculate the neutron-proton structure function ratio:

Fn
2(x; ζ)

F p
2 (x; ζ)

=
U(x; ζ) + 4D(x; ζ) + Σ(x; ζ)
4U(x; ζ) + D(x; ζ) + Σ(x; ζ)

, (12)

where, in terms of quark and antiquark DFs, U(x; ζ) = u(x; ζ)+
ū(x; ζ), D(x; ζ) = d (x; ζ) + d̄ (x; ζ), Σ(x; ζ) = s(x; ζ) + s̄(x; ζ) +

c(x; ζ) + c̄(x; ζ). The ζ = ζ3 prediction is drawn in Fig. 4B:
in comparison with modern data [69, MARATHON], it yields
χ2/degree-of-freedom = 1.3. Notably, both data and calcula-
tion indicate the presence of a significant axial-vector diquark
component in the proton wave function [83, 84].

As remarked above, data on pion DFs is scarce and some
controversy attends interpretations of such data [31]. Notwith-
standing these things, the pion DFs calculated herein are viable,
as demonstrated elsewhere [17, 43–45].

Low-order Mellin moments of all proton and pion DFs are
listed in Table 2. As signalled above, our approach entails
that comparable momentum fractions in the proton and pion
are identical and the total sea-quark momentum fraction is
shared amongst the quarks in roughly inverse proportion to their
dressed-mass, Mq. Importantly, the calculated values of the
listed DF moments are in fair agreement with those computed
from phenomenological fits obtained using a variety of meth-
ods; see, e.g., Ref. [39, Table VI]: referred to the CT18 column,
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Figure 4: Upper panel – A. Ratio of light antiquark DFs. Data from Ref. [67,
E906]. Solid purple curve: result obtained from the valence-quark DFs in
Fig. 2B after evolution to ζ2 = ζ2

SQ = 30 GeV2. Lower panel – B. Neutron-to-
proton structure function ratio. Data: open grey squares [68, BoNuS]; and gold
asterisks [69, MARATHON]. Solid purple curve: result obtained from valence-
quark DFs in Fig. 2B after evolution to ζ = ζ3. Other predictions: green star –
helicity conservation in the QCD parton model [8, 29, 70]; red diamond – con-
tinuum Schwinger function methods [71]; and retaining only scalar diquarks in
the proton wave function, which produces a large-x value for this ratio that lies
in the neighbourhood of the filled circle [72, 73]. (Both panels: narrow band
bracketing each curve expresses response to ±5% variation in ζH ).

our results match at the level of 1.7(1.5)σ. This quantitative
similarity also extends to the c quark: we find 〈x〉ζ2

cp
= 1.32(5)%,

〈x〉ζ3
cp

= 1.82(6)%, which may respectively be compared with
the values 1.7(4), 2.5(4)% in Ref. [65, Fig. 60]. Such an ar-
ray of correspondences is noteworthy because our results are
predictions, derived from the pion and proton wave functions
in Refs. [43, 44, 46], using only one free parameter, viz. g in
Eq. (10) to introduce an asymmetry of antimatter in the proton.

Potentially drawing a line to the notion of intrinsic charm
[85], it is worth highlighting that our approach yields 〈x〉ζ=Mc

c =

0.64(3)% in both the pion and proton. Regarding the pion, noth-
ing is known about this momentum fraction; and in the proton,
phenomenological estimates are inconclusive, ranging from 0-
2% [65, Fig. 59]. Notwithstanding the size of these calculated
fractions, we stress that S c

π,p(x) have sea-quark profiles.
We have shown that contemporary CSM results for pro-

ton and pion ζ = ζH valence DFs, obtained from symmetry-
preserving analyses and used as initial values for evolution
according to proposition P1, yield predictions for the point-
wise behaviour of all proton and pion ζ > ζH DFs (valence,

sea, glue) that are consistent with QCD expectations, including
those described in connection with Eq. (1). In contrast, extant
phenomenological fits to relevant data are inconsistent with one
or more of these constraints. Consequently, such fits cannot
serve as a reliable foundation for evaluating the validity of evo-
lution schemes such as that described in Sect. 2. In large part,
this explains conclusions drawn elsewhere [86]. Future such
studies should be built upon improved DF fits and use an ef-
fective charge that excludes a Landau pole and so furnishes an
infrared completion of QCD.

4. Perspective. Beginning with hadron-scale proton and pion
valence distribution functions (DFs) obtained using symmetry-
preserving treatments of the continuum bound-state problem
and assuming only that there is an effective charge which de-
fines an evolution scheme for parton DFs that is all-orders ex-
act, we delivered a unified body of predictions for all proton and
pion DFs – valence, glue, and four-flavour-separated sea. No-
tably, within mesons and baryons that share a familial flavour
structure, this evolution approach entails that the hadron light-
front momentum fractions carried by identifiable, distinct par-
ton classes are the same at any scale. Notwithstanding that,
providing a measurable expression of emergent hadron mass,
the pointwise behaviour of the distributions is strongly hadron-
dependent: at any resolving scale, ζ, those in the pion are the
hardest (most dilated). The framework’s viability was illus-
trated by comparisons with the x-dependence of modern data,
results from lattice-regularised QCD, and also Mellin moments
computed using contemporary phenomenological DF fits.

Of particular significance is the result that all DFs calcu-
lated herein comply with QCD constraints on endpoint (low-
and high-x) scaling behaviour. In our view, only after impos-
ing these constraints on future phenomenological fits to rele-
vant scattering data will it be possible to draw reliable pic-
tures of hadron structure. This will be especially important
for attempts to expose and understand the differences between
Nambu-Goldstone bosons and seemingly less complex hadrons.

Although the Poincaré-covariant pion wave function used
herein is sophisticated, having been validated through numer-
ous applications, that of the proton is an Ansatz informed by
modern continuum Schwinger function analyses. It is therefore
worth repeating this study using a refined form. One may also
expect that, in the longer term, the analysis herein could be un-
dertaken using direct solutions of a three-body Faddeev equa-
tion for the proton [87, 88], raising the proton wave function to
the same level as that of the pion.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful for constructive comments
from D. Binosi, C. Chen, Z.-F. Cui, M. Ding, F. Gao, R. Sufian
and S. M. Schmidt. Work supported by: National Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China (grant no. 12135007); Spanish Min-
istry of Science and Innovation (MICINN) (grant no. PID2019-
107844GB-C22); and Junta de Andalucía (grant nos. P18-FR-
5057, UHU-1264517).

Declaration of Competing Interest. The authors declare that
they have no known competing financial interests or personal
relationships that could have appeared to influence the work
reported in this paper.

6



References

[1] W. J. Marciano, H. Pagels, Quantum Chromodynamics, Nature 279
(1979) 479–483.

[2] E. M. Riordan, The Discovery of quarks, Science 256 (1992) 1287–1293.
[3] S. J. Brodsky, C. D. Roberts, R. Shrock, P. C. Tandy, Confinement con-

tains condensates, Phys. Rev. C 85 (2012) 065202.
[4] R. J. Holt, C. D. Roberts, Distribution Functions of the Nucleon and Pion

in the Valence Region, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82 (2010) 2991–3044.
[5] J. Rojo, et al., The PDF4LHC report on PDFs and LHC data: Results

from Run I and preparation for Run II, J. Phys. G 42 (2015) 103103.
[6] O. Hen, G. A. Miller, E. Piasetzky, L. B. Weinstein, Nucleon-Nucleon

Correlations, Short-lived Excitations, and the Quarks Within, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 89 (4) (2017) 045002.

[7] C. Hadjidakis, et al., A fixed-target programme at the LHC: Physics case
and projected performances for heavy-ion, hadron, spin and astroparticle
studies, Phys. Rept. 911 (2021) 1–83.

[8] S. J. Brodsky, G. P. Lepage, Perturbative Quantum Chromodynamics,
Prog. Math. Phys. 4 (1979) 255–422.

[9] S. J. Brodsky, G. P. Lepage, Exclusive Processes in Quantum Chromody-
namics, Adv. Ser. Direct. High Energy Phys. 5 (1989) 93–240.

[10] R. K. Ellis, W. J. Stirling, B. R. Webber, QCD and collider physics, Cam-
bridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 1991.

[11] J. Papavassiliou, Unraveling the organization of the QCD tapestry, J.
Phys. Conf. Ser. 631 (2015) 012006.

[12] C. D. Roberts, Perspective on the origin of hadron masses, Few Body
Syst. 58 (2017) 5.

[13] T. Horn, C. D. Roberts, Pion and Kaon Structure Functions at the EIC,
URL https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4304547, 2020.

[14] D. Binosi, C. D. Roberts, J. Papavassiliou, A. C. Aguilar, Emergent mass
and its consequences in the Standard Model, URL https://indico.
ectstar.eu/event/23/timetable/?print=1&view=standard,
ECT∗ Workshop, Trento, Italy, Sept. 17-21, 2018.

[15] C. D. Roberts, Empirical Consequences of Emergent Mass, Symmetry 12
(2020) 1468.

[16] G. Krein, T. C. Peixoto, Femtoscopy of the Origin of the Nucleon Mass,
Few Body Syst. 61 (4) (2020) 49.

[17] C. D. Roberts, D. G. Richards, T. Horn, L. Chang, Insights into the emer-
gence of mass from studies of pion and kaon structure, Prog. Part. Nucl.
Phys. 120 (2021) 103883.

[18] O. Denisov, J. Friedrich, W.-D. Nowak, C. D. Roberts, C. Quintans, Per-
ceiving the Emergence of Hadron Mass through AMBER @ CERN - VI,
URL https://indico.cern.ch/event/1063883/, CERN telework-
shop, Sept. 27-30, 2021.

[19] C. Keppel, B. Wojtsekhowski, P. King, D. Dutta, J. Annand, J. Zhang et
al., Measurement of Tagged Deep Inelastic Scattering (TDIS) approved
Jefferson Lab experiment E12-15-006.

[20] K. Park, R. Montgomery, T. Horn et al., Measurement of Kaon Structure
Function through Tagged Deep Inelastic Scattering (TDIS) approved Jef-
ferson Lab experiment C12-15-006A.

[21] B. Adams, et al., Letter of Intent: A New QCD facility at the M2 beam
line of the CERN SPS (COMPASS++/AMBER) – arXiv:1808.00848
[hep-ex].

[22] A. C. Aguilar, et al., Pion and Kaon Structure at the Electron-Ion Collider,
Eur. Phys. J. A 55 (2019) 190.

[23] S. J. Brodsky, et al., Strong QCD from Hadron Structure Experiments,
Intern. J. Mod. Phys. E 124 (2020) 2030006.

[24] X. Chen, F.-K. Guo, C. D. Roberts, R. Wang, Selected Science Opportu-
nities for the EicC, Few Body Syst. 61 (2020) 43.

[25] D. P. Anderle, et al., Electron-ion collider in China, Front. Phys. (Beijing)
16 (6) (2021) 64701.

[26] J. Arrington, et al., Revealing the structure of light pseudoscalar mesons
at the electron–ion collider, J. Phys. G 48 (2021) 075106.

[27] R. Abdul Khalek, et al., Science Requirements and Detector Concepts
for the Electron-Ion Collider: EIC Yellow Report – arXiv:2103.05419
[physics.ins-det] .

[28] V. I. Mokeev, D. S. Carman, Photo- and Electrocouplings of Nucleon
Resonances – arXiv:2202.04180 [nucl-ex], 2022.

[29] S. J. Brodsky, M. Burkardt, I. Schmidt, Perturbative QCD constraints on
the shape of polarized quark and gluon distributions, Nucl. Phys. B 441
(1995) 197–214.

[30] F. Yuan, Generalized parton distributions at x → 1, Phys. Rev. D 69
(2004) 051501.

[31] Z. F. Cui, M. Ding, J. M. Morgado, K. Raya, D. Binosi, L. Chang, J. Pa-
pavassiliou, C. D. Roberts, J. Rodríguez-Quintero, S. M. Schmidt, Con-
cerning pion parton distributions, Eur. Phys. J. A 58 (1) (2022) 10.

[32] Z. F. Cui, M. Ding, J. M. Morgado, K. Raya, D. Binosi, L. Chang,
F. De Soto, C. D. Roberts, J. Rodríguez-Quintero, S. M. Schmidt, Emer-
gence of pion parton distributions – arXiv:2201.00884 [hep-ph] .

[33] Y. L. Dokshitzer, Calculation of the Structure Functions for Deep Inelastic
Scattering and e+ e- Annihilation by Perturbation Theory in Quantum
Chromodynamics. (In Russian), Sov. Phys. JETP 46 (1977) 641–653.

[34] V. N. Gribov, L. N. Lipatov, Deep inelastic electron scattering in pertur-
bation theory, Phys. Lett. B 37 (1971) 78–80.

[35] L. N. Lipatov, The parton model and perturbation theory, Sov. J. Nucl.
Phys. 20 (1975) 94–102.

[36] G. Altarelli, G. Parisi, Asymptotic Freedom in Parton Language, Nucl.
Phys. B 126 (1977) 298–318.

[37] M. Aicher, A. Schäfer, W. Vogelsang, Soft-Gluon Resummation and the
Valence Parton Distribution Function of the Pion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105
(2010) 252003.

[38] R. D. Ball, E. R. Nocera, J. Rojo, The asymptotic behaviour of parton
distributions at small and large x, Eur. Phys. J. C 76 (2016) 383.

[39] T.-J. Hou, et al., New CTEQ global analysis of quantum chromodynam-
ics with high-precision data from the LHC, Phys. Rev. D 103 (1) (2021)
014013.

[40] S. Bailey, T. Cridge, L. A. Harland-Lang, A. D. Martin, R. S. Thorne,
Parton distributions from LHC, HERA, Tevatron and fixed target data:
MSHT20 PDFs, Eur. Phys. J. C 81 (4) (2021) 341.

[41] I. Novikov, et al., Parton Distribution Functions of the Charged Pion
Within The xFitter Framework, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 014040.

[42] P. C. Barry, C.-R. Ji, N. Sato, W. Melnitchouk, Global QCD Analysis of
Pion Parton Distributions with Threshold Resummation, Phys. Rev. Lett.
127 (23) (2021) 232001.

[43] Z. F. Cui, M. Ding, F. Gao, K. Raya, D. Binosi, L. Chang, C. D. Roberts,
J. Rodríguez-Quintero, S. M. Schmidt, Higgs modulation of emergent
mass as revealed in kaon and pion parton distributions, Eur. Phys. J. A
57 (1) (2021) 5.

[44] Z.-F. Cui, M. Ding, F. Gao, K. Raya, D. Binosi, L. Chang, C. D. Roberts,
J. Rodríguez-Quintero, S. M. Schmidt, Kaon and pion parton distribu-
tions, Eur. Phys. J. C 80 (2020) 1064.

[45] L. Chang, C. D. Roberts, Regarding the distribution of glue in the pion,
Chin. Phys. Lett. 38 (8) (2021) 081101.

[46] L. Chang, F. Gao, C. D. Roberts, Parton distributions of light quarks and
antiquarks in the proton – arXiv:2201.07870 [hep-ph] .

[47] G. Grunberg, Renormalization Scheme Independent QCD and QED: The
Method of Effective Charges, Phys. Rev. D 29 (1984) 2315.

[48] G. Grunberg, On Some Ambiguities in the Method of Effective Charges,
Phys. Rev. D 40 (1989) 680.

[49] Y. L. Dokshitzer, Perturbative QCD theory (includes our knowledge of
α(s)) - hep-ph/9812252, in: High-energy physics. Proceedings, 29th
International Conference, ICHEP’98, Vancouver, Canada, July 23-29,
1998. Vol. 1, 2, 305–324, 1998.

[50] Z.-F. Cui, J.-L. Zhang, D. Binosi, F. de Soto, C. Mezrag, J. Papavassil-
iou, C. D. Roberts, J. Rodríguez-Quintero, J. Segovia, S. Zafeiropoulos,
Effective charge from lattice QCD, Chin. Phys. C 44 (2020) 083102.

[51] A. Deur, S. J. Brodsky, G. F. de Teramond, The QCD Running Coupling,
Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 90 (2016) 1–74.

[52] K. Raya, Z.-F. Cui, L. Chang, J.-M. Morgado, C. D. Roberts,
J. Rodríguez-Quintero, Revealing pion and kaon structure via generalised
parton distributions, Chin. Phys. C 46 (2022) 013107.

[53] H.-W. Lin, J.-W. Chen, R. Zhang, Lattice Nucleon Isovector Unpolarized
Parton Distribution in the Physical-Continuum Limit – arXiv:2011.14971
[hep-lat] .

[54] K. D. Lane, Asymptotic Freedom and Goldstone Realization of Chiral
Symmetry, Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) 2605.

[55] H. D. Politzer, Effective Quark Masses in the Chiral Limit, Nucl. Phys. B
117 (1976) 397.

[56] H. Pagels, Dynamical Chiral Symmetry Breaking in Quantum Chromo-
dynamics, Phys. Rev. D 19 (1979) 3080.

[57] K. Higashijima, Dynamical Chiral Symmetry Breaking, Phys. Rev. D 29
(1984) 1228.

7

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4304547
https://indico.ectstar.eu/event/23/timetable/?print=1&view=standard
https://indico.ectstar.eu/event/23/timetable/?print=1&view=standard
https://indico.cern.ch/event/1063883/


[58] C. D. Roberts, S. M. Schmidt, Dyson-Schwinger equations: Density, tem-
perature and continuum strong QCD, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 45 (2000)
S1–S103.

[59] D. Binosi, L. Chang, J. Papavassiliou, S.-X. Qin, C. D. Roberts, Natural
constraints on the gluon-quark vertex, Phys. Rev. D 95 (2017) 031501(R).

[60] F. Gao, L. Chang, Y.-X. Liu, C. D. Roberts, S. M. Schmidt, Parton distri-
bution amplitudes of light vector mesons, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 014011.

[61] D. Binosi, L. Chang, M. Ding, F. Gao, J. Papavassiliou, C. D. Ro-
berts, Distribution Amplitudes of Heavy-Light Mesons, Phys. Lett. B 790
(2019) 257–262.

[62] M. Ding, K. Raya, A. Bashir, D. Binosi, L. Chang, M. Chen, C. D. Ro-
berts, γ∗γ → η, η′ transition form factors, Phys. Rev. D 99 (2019) 014014.

[63] Y. Lu, D. Binosi, M. Ding, C. D. Roberts, H.-Y. Xing, C. Xu, Distribution
amplitudes of light diquarks, Eur. Phys. J A (Lett) 57 (4) (2021) 115.

[64] A. Accardi, L. T. Brady, W. Melnitchouk, J. F. Owens, N. Sato, Con-
straints on large-x parton distributions from new weak boson production
and deep-inelastic scattering data, Phys. Rev. D 93 (11) (2016) 114017.

[65] R. D. Ball, et al., Parton distributions from high-precision collider data,
Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (10) (2017) 663.

[66] A. Courtoy, P. M. Nadolsky, Testing momentum dependence of the non-
perturbative hadron structure in a global QCD analysis, Phys. Rev. D 103
(2021) 054029.

[67] J. Dove, et al., The asymmetry of antimatter in the proton, Nature
590 (7847) (2021) 561–565.

[68] S. Tkachenko, et al., Measurement of the structure function of the nearly
free neutron using spectator tagging in inelastic 2H(e, e’p)X scattering
with CLAS, Phys. Rev. C 89 (2014) 045206, [Addendum: Phys. Rev. C
90 (2014) 059901].

[69] D. Abrams, et al., Measurement of the Nucleon Fn
2/F

p
2 Structure Function

Ratio by the Jefferson Lab MARATHON Tritium/Helium-3 Deep Inelas-
tic Scattering Experiment – arXiv:2104.05850 [hep-ex], Phys. Rev. Lett.
(2022) in press.

[70] G. R. Farrar, D. R. Jackson, Pion and Nucleon Structure Functions Near
x = 1, Phys. Rev. Lett. 35 (1975) 1416.

[71] C. D. Roberts, R. J. Holt, S. M. Schmidt, Nucleon spin structure at very
high x, Phys. Lett. B 727 (2013) 249–254.

[72] F. E. Close, A. W. Thomas, The Spin and Flavor Dependence of Parton
Distribution Functions, Phys. Lett. B 212 (1988) 227.

[73] S.-S. Xu, C. Chen, I. C. Cloet, C. D. Roberts, J. Segovia, H.-S.
Zong, Contact-interaction Faddeev equation and, inter alia, proton ten-
sor charges, Phys. Rev. D 92 (2015) 114034.

[74] C. Alexandrou, M. Constantinou, V. Drach, K. Hatziyiannakou,
K. Jansen, C. Kallidonis, G. Koutsou, T. Leontiou, A. Vaquero, Nucleon
Structure using lattice QCD, Nuovo Cim. C 036 (05) (2013) 111–120.

[75] Z. Fan, H.-W. Lin, Gluon parton distribution of the pion from lattice QCD,
Phys. Lett. B 823 (2021) 136778.

[76] R. S. Sufian, T. Liu, A. Paul, Gluon distributions and their applications to
Ioffe-time distributions, Phys. Rev. D 103 (3) (2021) 036007.

[77] K. Gottfried, Sum rule for high-energy electron - proton scattering, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 18 (1967) 1174.

[78] R. Brock, et al., Handbook of perturbative QCD: Version 1.0, Rev. Mod.
Phys. 67 (1995) 157–248.

[79] P. Amaudruz, et al., The Gottfried sum from the ratio F2(n) / F2(p), Phys.
Rev. Lett. 66 (1991) 2712–2715.

[80] M. Arneodo, et al., A Reevaluation of the Gottfried sum, Phys. Rev. D 50
(1994) R1–R3.

[81] A. Baldit, et al., Study of the isospin symmetry breaking in the light quark
sea of the nucleon from the Drell-Yan process, Phys. Lett. B 332 (1994)
244–250.

[82] R. S. Towell, et al., Improved measurement of the anti-d / anti-u asymme-
try in the nucleon sea, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 052002.

[83] M. Y. Barabanov, et al., Diquark Correlations in Hadron Physics: Origin,
Impact and Evidence, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 116 (2021) 103835.

[84] Z.-F. Cui, F. Gao, D. Binosi, L. Chang, C. D. Roberts, S. M. Schmidt,
Valence quark ratio in the proton – arXiv:2108.11493 [hep-ph] .

[85] S. J. Brodsky, P. Hoyer, C. Peterson, N. Sakai, The Intrinsic Charm of the
Proton, Phys. Lett. B 93 (1980) 451–455.

[86] M. Diehl, P. Stienemeier, Gluons and sea quarks in the proton at low
scales, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 135 (2) (2020) 211.

[87] G. Eichmann, R. Alkofer, A. Krassnigg, D. Nicmorus, Nucleon mass
from a covariant three-quark Faddeev equation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104

(2010) 201601.
[88] Q.-W. Wang, S.-X. Qin, C. D. Roberts, S. M. Schmidt, Proton tensor

charges from a Poincaré-covariant Faddeev equation, Phys. Rev. D 98
(2018) 054019.

8


