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Entropy or information is a fundamental quantity contained in a system in statistical mechanics
and information theory. In this paper, a definition of classical information entropy of parton distri-
bution functions is suggested. The extensive and supper-additive properties of the defined entropy
are discussed. As an example, the classical information entropy of parton distribution functions of
the proton is presented. The evolution of the classical information entropy of independent quarks
with the Q2 scale is similar to the evolution of the average entropy of a subsystem. The relation be-
tween the quantum entanglement entropy and the classical information entropy of the measurement
outcome is also briefly discussed.

The hadrons are the composite particles made of
quarks and gluons, with complex inner structures. The
one-dimensional momentum distributions of quarks and
gluons are described with parton distribution functions
(PDFs) in the infinite momentum frame [1–4]. Thanks to
the collinear factorization theorem [5–7], the PDFs of a
hadron are the universal quantities in different scattering
processes involving the hadron at high energies. PDFs
are of the nonperturbative origin in quantum chromo-
dynamics (QCD) theory [8–10]. The PDFs at the high
energy scale is connected with the nonperturbative dy-
namics at the low energy scale, which is peculiarly hard to
be calculated. Nevertheless, PDFs can be well extracted
from the experimental measurements of high-energy re-
actions, such as the analyses of PDFs done by CT14 [11]
and NNPDF [12, 13]. Nowadays, the extracted PDF data
sets are an important tool for the calculations of high-
energy processes involving hadrons and the simulations of
high-energy hadron colliders or fixed-target experiments.

A quite clean way to get the proton PDFs is via lepton-
proton deep inelastic scattering (DIS) [14–19]. In DIS
process, the charged quarks are probed by the virtual
photon of high momentum Q2. In the kinematical region
of DIS, the cross sections and the scaling phenomenon are
well described with the quark-parton model [1–4, 20, 21].
In such model, the quarks (or the partons) can be viewed
as the quasi-real and non-interacting particles inside the
proton by the very high energy probe (� GeV). This as-
sumption in quark-parton model is actually guaranteed
by the asymptotic freedom phenomenon of the underly-
ing QCD theory [9, 10]. The partons inside the proton are
approximately treated like independent particles during
a short-time interval, and at the leading order, the DIS
cross section on the proton is the sum of the cross sec-
tions on all the partons incoherently. Hence, PDFs can
be easily extracted from the experimental measurements
of DIS process under this theoretical framework.

Entropy is an important quantity of a system in
thermodynamics. The second law of thermodynamical
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physics says that the entropy can not be reduced dur-
ing the spontaneous evolution of the system. Discov-
ered by Ludwig E. Boltzmann with the famous formula
S = kBlnW , the entropy is recognized as one fundamen-
tal property of a system which describes the disorder or
complexity of the system at the microscopic level. Here
W is the number of microstates that corresponds to the
same macroscopic thermodynamic state. The most gen-
eral formula in statistical mechanics is Gibbs entropy,
as S = −kB

∑
piln(pi). The Gibbs entropy turns into

the Boltzmann entropy if all the microstates have the
same probability. The entropy decreases to zero for a
perfectly sharp distribution. The defined entropy in sta-
tistical mechanics is the only entropy that is equivalent
to the classical thermodynamic entropy.

The information entropy in information theory was in-
troduced by C. Shannon, and it is defined as a measure of
how much “choice” or “surprise” is involved in the mea-
surement of a random variable [22]. It is a quantification
of the expected amount of information conveyed by iden-
tifying the outcome of a random variable. The definition
of Shannon entropy is similar in mathematical form to
that of the Gibbs entropy. Actually, the Gibbs entropy
can be seen as simply the amount of Shannon informa-
tion needed to define the microscopic state of the system,
given its macroscopic descriptions. Maxwell’s demon (hy-
pothetically) can reduce the thermodynamic entropy of
a system by using information about the states of indi-
vidual molecules. The information entropy is a useful
tool. It provides an important criterion for setting up
probability distributions on the basis of partial knowl-
edge, which leads to the maximum-entropy estimate of
statistical inference. The prescription to get the equilib-
rium distributions of statistical mechanics by maximizing
the Gibbs entropy subject to some constraints resembles
the maximum-entropy principle in statistical inference.
E. Jaynes argued that the statistical mechanics can be
taken as a form of statistical inference rather than as a
physical theory of which the additional assumptions are
not contained in the laws of mechanics (such as ergodic-
ity) [23, 24].

Entropy is an essential tool to quantify the level of
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disorder of a system, or the amount of “missing” infor-
mation needed to determine the microstate of the system
given the macrostate. We know that a hadron is a com-
plex system of many partons viewed by a probe at high
energy. Therefore the entropy concept can be applied to
the hadron, and it could be a useful quantity in charac-
terizing the hadron structure.

Investigating the internal structure of a hadron in a
statistical view is a novel approach. The maximum en-
tropy principle tell us that the system is at the maximum
entropy for the intestable distributions. The maximum
entropy method is successful in the study of valence quark
distributions of proton [25]. How to define an entropy of
the inner constituents inside a hadron in terms of PDFs
is an interesting question. The picture of the partons
inside a hadron is “frozen” during the short time of mea-
surement. For the DIS process in determining the PDFs,
the quarks probed by the high-energy virtual photon just
resemble the free and real particles: no strongly inter-
actions or collisions between partons, no appearing and
no disappearing during the short detecting time. Thus,
a definition of the classical entropy of the partons with
PDFs is the primary motivation of this work.

The hadron PDFs are the parton number density dis-
tributions in the x-space. To study the classical informa-
tion entropy of PDFs, a proper definition of the entropy
should be made with any given density distribution. To
ensure the extensive property of the classical entropy, I
find, the definition of the classical information entropy
can be given as,

S ≡ −
[∫

f(x)ln(f(x))dx−N ln(N) + αN

]
,

N ≡
∫
f(x)dx,

(1)

where f(x) is the given density distribution which de-
scribes a system and α is an arbitrary constant. With a
simple calculation by this definition, one finds that the
entropy of k times copy of a system equals k times the
entropy of the system, which is written as,

S [kf(x)] = kS [f(x)] . (2)

The extensity of the classical entropy is met. With the
definition in Eq. (1), the supper-additive property of the
entropy is given by,

S [f(x) + g(x)] ≥ S [f(x)] + S [g(x)] . (3)

The equality between S [f(x) + g(x)] and S [f(x)] +
S [g(x)] happens only if g(x) = kf(x). The detailed proof
of the supper-additive property is given in the appendix.

In information theory, for a discrete random variable
pi, the information entropy is defined as,

S = −
∑
i

piln(pi). (4)

Let us derive a proper definition of the information en-
tropy for a continuous random variable x, based on the
definition for discrete random variable. For any given
density distribution f(x), one can construct a probabil-

ity density distribution f̂(x) by doing the normalization,

as f̂(x) = f(x)/N and N =
∫
f(x)dx. Let us discretize

the continuous random variable x with tiny bin width h.
If h is small enough, one has the information entropy for

the probability density distribution f̂(x) as,

S[f̂(x)] = −
∑
i

f̂(x)hln
(
f̂(x)h

)
= −

∑
i

f̂(x)ln
(
f̂(x)h

)
h

= −
∫
f̂(x)ln

(
f̂(x)h

)
dx.

(5)

Replacing f̂(x) with f(x)/N , one has,

S[f̂(x)] = −
∫
f̂(x)ln

(
f̂(x)h

)
dx

= −
∫
f(x)

N
ln

(
f(x)

N
h

)
dx

= − 1

N

[∫
f(x)ln(f(x))dx−

∫
f(x)ln(N)dx

+

∫
f(x)ln(h)dx

]
= − 1

N

[∫
f(x)ln(f(x))dx−N ln(N) +N ln(h)

]
.

(6)

With the assumption of extensive property, one gets,

S[f(x)] = NS[f̂(x)] =

= −
[∫

f(x)ln(f(x))dx−N ln(N) +N ln(h)

]
.

(7)

One sees that ln(h) is actually the α parameter in
Eq. (1). Since the density distribution f(x) can
be greater than 1 in some regions of x, the term
“−
∫
f(x)ln(f(x))dx” in the definition can be a negative

value. Therefore the term “−N ln(h)” is important to
make sure the entropy is positive, as long as h is small
enough. In the derivation of the entropy, h should be a
very small quantity so that the integral equals the sum
(see Eq. (5)). In practice, h should be much smaller than
the resolution in a measurement.

In Ref. [25], the maximum entropy method was used to
determine the valence quark distributions of the proton,
achieved with some reasonable results consistent with the
experimental data. The valence quark distributions are
determined at the input Q2

0 scale where there are only
three valence quarks, and the number of valence quarks
at the scale is known and fixed. The information en-
tropy for the maximum entropy method in Ref. [25]
is defined as −

∫
f(x)ln(f(x))dx, which is different from

the definition in this work. However, the entropy differ-
ences from the variations of distributions are exactly the
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same for the definitions in this work and in Ref. [25], for
N ln(N) − N ln(h) is a constant if the number of quarks
does not change at the fixed Q2

0 scale. In the deter-
mination of quark distributions with maximum entropy
method, the entropy difference matters instead of the ab-
solute value of the entropy. Therefore the valence quark
distributions determined in Ref. [25] are still valid and
the same with the new entropy definition in this work.

Virtual photon (Q2) 

Proton
R

r ~ 1/Q

Electron

FIG. 1. An illustration of the DIS process. The proton ra-
dius is R. The electromagnetic interaction between the elec-
tron and the proton is mediated by the virtual photon of mo-
mentum scale Q2. The minimum resolution in the transverse
space by the virtual photon is around r ∼ 1/Q. The higher
the momentum Q2 of the virtual photon is, the smaller parton
inside the proton can be distinguished.

The average entropy of the smaller subsystem of a total
system is provided by D. Page [26]. Suppose a system
AB with Hilbert space dimension mn, is divided into two
subsystems, A andB, of dimensionm and n, respectively.
Let us take the first subsystem A to be the one with no
larger dimension, as m ≤ n. Then the average entropy
by the coarse graining is evaluated to be Sm,n = ln(m)−
m
2n [26]. Note that the average entropy by D. Page is
the quantum entanglement entropy. Although there are
multiple ways of decomposition of the mixed state into
different pure states, the quantum entanglement entropy
is equivalent to the information needed to tell which pure
state it is. In the case of DIS, the parton struck by the
virtual photon is the subsystem A, and the combination
of the rest partons in the proton is the subsystem B. In
the infinite momentum frame, the proton is viewed as a
“thin disk” due to the strong Lorentz contraction. The
minimum transverse resolution by the virtual photon of
Q2 is r = 1/Q. Therefore, in the transverse space, the
dimension needed to describe the state of the subsystem
A can be simply estimated as m ≈ (πR2)/(πr2) = R2Q2,
in which R denotes the proton radius here. We need m
degrees of freedom to locate where the parton is in the
“thin proton disk”. The proton radius R can be taken as
the charge radius of the proton measured in experiments,
which is about 4.3 GeV−1 in natural unit in average [27].
The subsystem B contains many more partons, and its

dimension can be estimated by comparing the transverse
areas of A and B. Hence the dimension of B is n ≈
mπR2−πr2

πr2 = Q2R2(Q2R2 − 1). With the discussions
above, the average entropy of probing a parton inside
the proton Sm,n is shown in Fig. 2, as a function of the
momentum of the photon probe.

Now let us calculate the classical information entropy
of the proton PDFs for an example. In order to com-
pare with the average quantum entanglement entropy
of probing a quark inside the proton, the classical in-
formation entropy of one quark is calculated, instead
of the classical entropy of all the quarks. Therefore
in the calculation, the normalized quark distribution

f̂ =
∑
q,q̄(fq + fq̄)/

∫ ∑
q,q̄(fq + fq̄)dx is used. The h pa-

rameter in Eq. (7) is kind of arbitrary in the definition.
h should be smaller than the resolution of a parton in a
measurement. In this work, h is set at four different val-
ues: h = δ, h = 0.1δ, h = 0.01δ, and h = 0.001δ, where δ
is the resolution of a parton by the virtual photon. The
resolution δ = (πr2)/(πR2) = 1/(Q2R2) depends on the
observer hence it is scale-dependent. At higher Q2, more
partons at small x can be resolved in the experiment.
The evolution of the classical information entropy of a
quark with the Q2 scale is shown in Fig. 2. The proton
PDFs in the entropy calculation are taken from the global
analysis by CT14 collaboration [11], and the x-range for
integral calculation is from 10−5 to 1. One finds that the
evolutions of classical information entropy and quantum
entanglement entropy have the similar pattern over the
Q2 scale of the virtual photon probe.

0 500 1000 1500 2000

)2 (GeV2Q

0
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S

FIG. 2. Some computed entropies of a quark are shown as
a function of the momentum scale (Q2) of the virtual photon
probe: quantum entanglement entropy by D. Page [26] (solid
curve), the classical information entropy with h = 0.001δ
(dashed curve), the classical information entropy with h =
0.01δ (dashed-dotted curve), the classical information entropy
with h = 0.1δ (dashed-dotted-dotted curve), the classical in-
formation entropy with h = δ (dotted curve).

The above results indicate that there are some correla-
tions between the quantum entanglement entropy of the
probed subsystem and the classical information entropy
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from the statistics of the measurement outcomes. Classi-
cal information is produced when measurements of quan-
tum systems are made. In classical physics, a macrostate
corresponds to a lot of different microstates. In quantum
physics, a mixed state is constructed with different pure
states. Observation is the only admissible way to obtain
the valid information about the real world, and the mea-
surement provides an ensemble of possible results [28].
At high Q2 the structure function is rather flat, and at
low Q2 the structure function is oscillating (peaks of res-
onances) [29]. With the classical information entropy de-
fined in this work, the flat distribution has larger entropy
than the sharp distribution with peaks. The parton-
hadron duality [29] at lowQ2 may be understood in a new
perspective with the quantum entanglement entropy of a
subsystem. Then the reduction of classical information
entropy due to the oscillations in the structure function
equals the information m/(2n) ∼ 1/(2Q2R2) in the cor-
relations within the probed subsystem by D. Page [26]
(kind like the higher-twist effects among the partons).

In this work, the entropy of the quark probed in an ex-
periment is calculated. The reason is that at the leading
order only the charged quarks are measured by the elec-
tromagnetic probe in DIS process. Therefore the gluon
part is not included in the calculation. Surely, the gluon
entropy shows up in the QCD corrections to the simple
parton model for DIS process, and it is important for the
small-x physics.

There are some great progresses on the entanglement
entropy of partons recently. The entanglement entropy
at small x is suggested to be S(x) = ln[xg(x)], and the
DIS probes a maximally entangled state [30, 31]. The en-
tanglement entropy is also studied with the CGC-Black
Hole correspondence [32]. The time evolution of the pro-
duced entanglement entropy can be described with Li-
patov’s spin chain model [33]. Within this model, the
gluon structure function should grow as xg(x) ∼ 1/x1/3.
The defined classical information entropy in this work is
different from the quantum entanglement entropy of the
partons at a given x and Q2 discussed in Refs. [30, 31].
In this paper, the Bjorken x is not fixed and treated as
a random variable. The classical entropy in this work
quantifies specifically the “choice” of the random vari-
able x in the measurements, while the quantum entangle-
ment entropy quantifies the “choice” of the parton den-
sity or the hadron multiplicity at a fixed x. Moreover, the
quantum entanglement entropy is the quantum informa-
tion entropy, which quantifies the degree of mixing of the
mixed state of a given finite system, or the “departure”
of the subsystem from a pure state. Different entropies
characterize the different complexities of the system in
different aspects. Therefore there is no contradiction be-
tween the classical information entropy in this work and
the recently proposed entanglement entropy.

There is also the semiclassical Wehrl entropy of parton
distributions defined with the Wigner distribution and
Husimi distribution [34]. The classical entropy in this
work is different from the semiclassical entropy mainly

in the following two aspects. (1) The entropy in Ref.
[34] quantifies the complexity of the multi-parton distri-
butions in transverse phase space (b⊥, k⊥) with x fixed,
while this paper focuses on the entropy of the probability
distribution of x. These two entropies should be applied
for different measurements of different variables. (2) The
entropy in Ref. [34] is the semiclassical entropy based on
the QCD Husimi distribution, while the entropy defined
in this work is a classical information entropy based on
probability density distribution.

In summary, many classical and quantum entropies of
the hadronic system are defined, and they are the basic
and new ways to characterize the complicated hadron
structure. Different entropies quantify the complexities
of the hadron structure from different angles, such as the
hadron multiplicity of parton “liberation”, the transverse
momentum distribution, and the longitudinal momentum
distribution. Therefore different entropies are applied to
different physical questions.
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APPENDIX:

A simple proof of the super-additive property of the
classical information entropy in Eq. (1) is provided here.
Nf , Ng and k are taken to denote respectively the def-
inite integrals of the density distributions and the ratio
between them, as,

Nf ≡
∫
f(x)dx,

Ng ≡
∫
g(x)dx,

k ≡ Ng/Nf .

(8)

Rewriting the formula of the supper-additive property,
we simply need to prove the inequality: S[f(x) + g(x)]−
S[f(x)] − S[g(x)] ≥ 0. According to the definition, one
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has,

S[f(x) + g(x)] − S[f(x)] − S[g(x)] =

−
∫

(f(x) + g(x))ln(f(x) + g(x))dx

+(Nf +Ng)ln(Nf +Ng)

+

∫
f(x)ln(f(x))dx−Nf ln(Nf )

+

∫
g(x)ln(g(x))dx−Ngln(Ng)

= Nf ln

(
Nf +Ng
Nf

)
+

∫
f(x)ln

(
f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

+Ngln

(
Nf +Ng
Ng

)
+

∫
g(x)ln

(
g(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

=

∫
f(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Nf

f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

+

∫
g(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Ng

g(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx.

(9)

For any given g(x), one can construct a function δ(x)
as,

δ(x) ≡ g(x) − kf(x),

g(x) ≡ kf(x) + δ(x),
(10)

in which the k is defined in Eq. (8). From a simple
calculation, one finds that

∫
δ(x)dx = 0. The function

δ(x) can be viewed as an oscillating function of x which
describes the variations of g(x) from kf(x). With the
constructed δ(x) function and the definition of k, one
has, ∫

f(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Nf

f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

=

∫
f(x)ln

(
(1 + k)Nf

Nf

f(x)

(1 + k)f(x) + δ(x)

)
dx.

(11)

The Taylor expansion of f(x)/[(1+k)f(x)+δ(x)] in terms
of δ(x) is written as,

f(x)

(1 + k)f(x) + δ(x)
=

f(x)

(1 + k)f(x)
− f(x)δ(x)

[(1 + k)f(x)]2
+ · · ·

=
1

(1 + k)
− δ(x)

(1 + k)2f(x)
+ · · ·

(12)

By taking the two leading terms of the Taylor expansion,
Eq. (11) is simplified as,∫

f(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Nf

f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

=

∫
f(x)ln

(
(1 + k)Nf

Nf

f(x)

(1 + k)f(x) + δ(x)

)
dx

=

∫
f(x)ln

(
1 − δ(x)

(1 + k)f(x)

)
dx.

(13)

Let us look at the Taylor expansion of ln
(

1 − δ(x)
(1+k)f(x)

)
,

which is written as,

ln

(
1 − δ(x)

(1 + k)f(x)

)
=

ln(1) − δ(x)

(1 + k)f(x)
+

1

2

δ2(x)

(1 + k)2f2(x)
+ · · ·

= − δ(x)

(1 + k)f(x)
+

1

2

δ2(x)

(1 + k)2f2(x)
+ · · ·

(14)

By taking the leading terms of the expansion, one has,∫
f(x)ln

(
1 − δ(x)

(1 + k)f(x)

)
dx =∫

f(x)

[
− δ(x)

(1 + k)f(x)
+

1

2

δ2(x)

(1 + k)2f2(x)

]
dx

= − 1

1 + k

∫
δ(x)dx+

1

2(1 + k)2

∫
δ2(x)

f(x)
dx.

(15)

Since
∫
δ(x)dx = 0 is provided by definition and

δ2(x)/f(x) is always non-negative, one has,∫
f(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Nf

f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

=

∫
f(x)ln

(
1 − δ(x)

(1 + k)f(x)

)
dx

= − 1

1 + k

∫
δ(x)dx+

1

2(1 + k)2

∫
δ2(x)

f(x)
dx

≥ 0.

(16)

Similarly, one also has,∫
g(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Ng

g(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

=

∫
g(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Ng

(
1 − f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

))
dx

=

∫
g(x)ln

(
1 +

δ(x)

k(1 + k)f(x)

)
dx.

(17)

By taking the leading term of the Taylor expansion of

ln
(

1 + δ(x)
k(1+k)f(x)

)
, one has,

∫
g(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Ng

g(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

=

∫
g(x)ln

(
1 +

δ(x)

k(1 + k)f(x)

)
dx

=
1

k(1 + k)

∫
g(x)δ(x)

f(x)
dx

=
1

k(1 + k)

∫ (
kδ(x) +

δ2(x)

f(x)

)
dx

=
1

k(1 + k)

∫
δ2(x)

f(x)
dx ≥ 0.

(18)
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Now I have proved that,∫
f(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Nf

f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx ≥ 0, (19)

and ∫
g(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Ng

g(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx ≥ 0. (20)

Therefore, the inequality is finally proved, as,

S[f(x) + g(x)] − S[f(x)] − S[g(x)] =

=

∫
f(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Nf

f(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

+

∫
g(x)ln

(
Nf +Ng
Ng

g(x)

f(x) + g(x)

)
dx

≥ 0.

(21)

Note that in the deduction, the function δ(x) is required
to be a small variation, i.e., δ(x) is required to be much

lower than f(x). Based on the definition in Eq. (8),
the requirement is met as long as both g(x) and k are
small. In principle, g(x) can be divided into a lot of

functions which are close to zero, as g(x) =
∑i=n
i=1 g(x)/n

with (g(x)/n)/f(x) < ε. Therefore, the supper-additive
property of the classical information entropy is proved,
as,

S[f(x) + g(x)] = S

[
f(x) +

i=n∑
i=1

g(x)/n

]

≥ S

[
f(x) +

i=n−1∑
i=1

g(x)/n

]
+ S[g(x)/n]

≥ S

[
f(x) +

i=n−2∑
i=1

g(x)/n

]
+ 2S[g(x)/n]

· · ·
≥ S[f(x)] + nS[g(x)/n] = S[f(x)] + S[g(x)].

(22)
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