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The high-x data from the ZEUS Collaboration are used to extract parton density distributions
of the proton deep in the perturbative regime of QCD. The data primarily constrain the up-quark
valence distribution and new results are presented on its x-dependence as well as on the momentum
carried by the up-quark. The results were obtained using Bayesian analysis methods which can
serve as a model for future parton density extractions.

INTRODUCTION

The inner structure of hadrons continues to be a sub-
ject of intense interest, with many teams pursuing quan-
titative studies [1–10]. Although theoretically motivated
expectations exist for some aspects of the structure, pre-
cise theoretical calculations remain challenging (see, e.g.,
[11]) so that the quantitative behavior is effectively de-
termined from data. The large-x behavior of parton dis-
tributions in the proton has received increased interest
in recent years [12, 13] and deviations from the expecta-
tions from the spectator counting rules of Brodsky and
Farrar [14] are a focus of attention.

Our work is based on the high-x e±p scattering data
from the ZEUS Collaboration [15, 16] which is unique
in providing measurements up to x = 1 in the high Q2

regime. The data are in a kinematic region where the
perturbative QCD evolution equations [17–21] are valid
so that a conceptually clean analysis can be performed.
Our results can furthermore serve as inputs for more
global analyses [22–24]. Novel techniques were developed
to carry out the present analysis [25].

The e±p cross section as x → 1 is dominantly from
scattering off the two up and one down valence quarks.
Here the contribution from the up quarks is about one
order of magnitude larger than that from down-quarks
because the up quark electric charge is twice that of the
down quark. We therefore focus on results on the va-
lence up-quark distribution and report, in particular, on
its power-law behavior as x → 1. We also extract the
total momentum carried by the valence up- and down-
quark distributions, as well as that of the gluon distri-
bution. These results are compared to the well-known
expectations that, at asymptotically high energies, the
gluons and quarks should carry approximately the same
momentum (see, e.g., [26]).

The kinematics of inclusive e±p scattering events are
defined from the four-momenta p of the incoming pro-
ton and k (k′) of the incoming (scattered) lepton. From
these are computed the scaling variables Q2 = −q2 =
−(k − k′)2 and x = Q2/(2p · q), and events are typi-
cally accumulated in bins of x and Q2. The ZEUS data

used in this analysis cover the range 0.03 ≤ x ≤ 1 and
650 ≤ Q2 ≤ 20000 GeV2.

Scattering at large values of Q2 probes the proton at
short (transverse) distance scales, with Q = 1 GeV corre-
sponding approximately to a scale of 0.2 fm. In a frame
where the proton has very large momentum the Bjorken-
x variable has an intuitive interpretation as the fractional
momentum carried by the struck parton (quark q, anti-
quark q̄ or gluon g) in the scattering process.

ANALYSIS PROCEDURE

The analysis was done in a forward modeling approach
where the e±p cross-sections are computed from the par-
ton distributions and, after correction for radiative and
detector effects, used to predict the event numbers in
the experimental set of x-Q2 bins. These predictions are
then compared to the measured number of events in a
Bayesian analysis of the data.

To compute the cross-sections, we parameterize a set
of quark, antiquark and gluon distributions xfi(x) at a
fixed value of Q2

0 = 100 GeV2, with free parameters to
be determined from the data. Here fi(x) is the number
density of partons of type i, and xfi(x) is the fractional
momentum density of these partons.

The QCDNUM [27] program is used to evolve these
distributions to larger values of Q2 in the MS-scheme
at NNLO in perturbative QCD [28–37]. Because the
data, and Q2

0, are well above (below) bottom (top) quark
mass thresholds, the evolution is carried out with 5 active
quark flavors i = (u, d, s, c, b).

In the analysis we impose the momentum sum rule and
the valence quark counting rules. The momentum sum
rule states that the fractional momenta of all partons in
the proton add-up to unity:

∑
i

∫ 1

0

xfi(x)dx =
∑
i

∆i = 1 . (1)

We introduce here the notation ∆i for the total momen-
tum fraction carried by the parton species i.
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The quark counting rules fix the net number of quarks
in the proton so that its quantum numbers are conserved:

∫ 1

0

[qi(x)− q̄i(x)] dx =

 2 for i = u ,
1 for i = d ,
0 for i = s, c, b .

(2)

Here and in the following we use the notation q, q̄ and g
to denote quark, antiquark and gluon densities.

It is important to point out that the QCD evolution
equations guarantee that sum rules which are imposed at
the starting scale Q2

0 will be satisfied at all scales.

PARAMETRIZATIONS

To parameterize the quark densities it is convenient to
write them as valence (qv) and sea (qs) distributions,

q + q̄ = (q − q̄) + 2q̄ = qv + qs.

We parameterize the valence momentum distributions as

xqv
i (x,Q2

0) =

{
Ai x

λi(1− x)Ki for i = u, d
0 otherwise,

(3)

where Ai, λi and Ki are to be determined from the data.
Replacing λi by λi − 1 above yields parametrizations for
the uv and dv number densities, needed to compute the
valence sum rules. The integral of this number density is
finite for λi > 0.

We choose a similar parametrization for the antiquark
distributions:

xq̄i(x,Q
2
0) = Ai x

λq̄ (1− x)Kq̄ for i = ū, d̄, s̄, c̄, b̄, (4)

where all antiquark flavors have the same x-dependence
but different normalizations. This is acceptable since we
are fitting data in a limited large-x range where there
is no sensitivity to the different quark flavors. We must
have −1 < λq̄ < 0 for xq̄ to be integrable and increasing
at low x.

We parameterize the gluon density as the sum of a
valence and sea component, with the valence (sea) gluon
dominating at large (small) values of x:

xg(x,Q2
0) = xgv(x) + xgs(x)

= Av
g x

λv
g (1− x)Kg +As

g x
λs
g (1− x)Kq̄ (5)

To obtain an integrable gluon density with a valence
(sea) term that decreases (increases) towards low x we
set λv

g > 0 and −1 < λs
g < 0. For the valence component,

we keep the power Kg of (1−x) as a free parameter, while
the (1− x) power of the sea component is set to the Kq̄

of the antiquark densities.
This choice of parametrizations yields densities that

are positive-definite. Furthermore, the sum rules are easy

and fast to evaluate as Beta functions, and are used to
restrict the number of free parameters as follows.

The valence sum rule (2) relates the valence normal-
izations to the shape parameters by

Ai = Nv
i

Γ(λi +Ki + 1)

Γ(λi)Γ(Ki + 1)
i = u, d , (6)

with Nv
u = 2 and Nv

d = 1.
Integrating the valence momentum densities and using

the property Γ(z+ 1) = zΓ(z) we find the following rela-
tion between the total momentum ∆ carried by the u or
d valence quarks and the shape parameters:

∆i = Nv
i

λi
λi +Ki + 1

i = u, d (7)

which allows us to fix the λi by fitting ∆i and Ki.
Likewise we can fix the normalizations of the antiquark

and gluon densities by fitting their momentum fractions
∆, subject to the momentum sum rule constraint

∆u + ∆d + 2
∑
q̄

∆q̄ + ∆v
g + ∆s

g = 1, (8)

where the sum runs over q̄ = {ū, d̄, s̄, c̄, b̄}. The 9 mo-
mentum fractions and 7 shape parameters

Ku, Kd, λq, λ
v
g , λ

s
g, Kq̄, and Kg

give in total 16 parameters to be fitted to the data. To-
gether with the constraint (8) this corresponds to 15 de-
grees of freedom in the fit.

PREDICTED NUMBER OF EVENTS

As mentioned above, the parton densities at Q2
0 =

100 GeV2 were evolved upward at NNLO in the fixed 5-
flavor scheme with the program QCDNUM. The strong
coupling constant was set to αs = 0.118 at M2

Z .
From the evolved densities the F2, FL and xF3 struc-

ture functions were evaluated at NNLO [38–43] and used
to compute the neutral current e±p cross-sections at the
Born level. Multiplying by the luminosity of the ZEUS
data sets then gives a vector ν of binned event expecta-
tions.

As described in [16] by the ZEUS collaboration, the
vector n of expected number of events is calculated from

n = RT ν

where R and T are transfer matrices that account for ra-
diative and detector/reconstruction effects, respectively,
and map the binning at the Born level to the coarser
binning at the observed level. This procedure yields the
expected number of events in the 153 bins defined by
ZEUS for each data set.
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The systematic uncertainties in the ZEUS event recon-
struction are given in [16] as deviations from the nominal
transfer matrix T . The total deviation is then a sum of
10 deviation matrices, weighted by a set of 10 systematic
parameters δi that are left free in the fit.

PARAMETER EXTRACTION

Assuming that the counts in a bin i are Poisson dis-
tributed with a mean equal to the expected number ni
of events, we can compute the probability of observing
the actual data, given the values of the parameters. Us-
ing Bayes’ theorem we then calculate the joint posterior
probability density of the parameters, given the data,
with as input the prior probabilities of the parameters.
Single-parameter distributions or correlations among the
parameters are evaluated by integrating over the other
parameters. The posterior is not only conditional on the
data, but also on all the assumptions made in the analy-
sis, such as the choice of parametrizations.

Sound prior knowledge and known physical constraints
are easily implemented in the Bayesian approach, but pri-
ors should be chosen with care to not introduce unwanted
effects in the posterior probability density. Comparing
the posterior and prior probability densities provides an
easy way to judge the information content of the data.

A 9-dimensional Dirichlet distribution [44] with 9
shape parameters αi was chosen for the prior of the mo-
mentum components ∆i. Note that a Dirichlet distribu-
tion Dir(α) of k independent variables xi ∈ [0, 1] lives on
a (k − 1)-dimensional manifold defined by

∑
xi = 1.1

With a Dirichlet prior the sum rule (8) is thus auto-
matically satisfied. The choice of the parameters αi was
guided by the expectation that, asymptotically, gluons
and quarks should carry approximately the same momen-
tum, that valence up quarks should carry about twice the
momentum of valence down quarks, and that the heavier
quarks should carry little momentum.

The parameters αi of the Dirichlet distribution are
given in Table I, together with the prior distributions
of all other parameters. Also listed in the table are the
parameter ranges imposed. Note that the λ ranges are
set such that all parton distributions are integrable and
either vanish, or increase at low x, as required.

The parameters Ku and Kd determine the behavior of
the valence quark distributions as x → 1, and their val-
ues are of great interest. As given in Table I, we choose
as prior a truncated Normal distribution that accommo-
dates a range of about K = 3 to 4 at Q2 = 10 GeV2,
as found by different global fitting groups [12]. At our

1 A Dirichlet distribution is a multivariate generalization of the
Beta distribution. For instance Beta(α1, α2) of one variable x is
the same as Dir(α1, α2) of two variables (x1, x2) with x1+x2 = 1.

Q2 we expect a somewhat larger value for K than at
10 GeV2. The Brodsky-Farrar counting rules predict that
Kq̄ ≈ Kg + 1 ≈ Ku,d + 2. Our priors are set to accomo-
date this expectation. Note that all our prior choices for
the K-parameters fulfill the requirement that the parton
densities, as well as their first derivatives, go to zero as
x→ 1 [12].

The extraction of the parameters of the parton dis-
tributions was performed using the Bayesian Analysis
Toolkit (BAT.jl) [45]. A Markov Chain Monte Carlo
technique was used to sample the posterior probability
distribution in the space of the parameters. The accuracy
of this data analysis setup was validated using simulated
data sets.

A comparison of the measured data to event numbers
predicted from the posterior probability distribution is
shown in Fig. 1. The predicted counts from the model
cover the observed counts well. We evaluated Pearson’s
χ2 for the two data sets using the global mode param-
eters to evaluate the predicted number of counts, with
resulting values of χ2

P = 322 from fitting the 306 event
numbers. Tests with simulated data yield a p-value of
0.23, indicating good agreement between the model and
the data.

RESULTS

As discussed in the introduction, the ZEUS high-x data
primarily set constrains on the valence distribution of the
up quark, and we focus on the relevant parameters here.
A summary of the full set of results is given in Table II.

We remind the reader that the parton densities are
defined in the MS scheme at NNLO and parameterized
at a scale of Q2

0 = 100 GeV2.
Not listed in Table II are the parameters ∆s̄,c̄,b̄, λ

v
g

and λs
g since no significant reduction of the prior range

was observed in the posterior. We find 68 % probability

TABLE I. Priors used in the parton density fit for all param-
eters. There are 9 parameters in the vector α and 10 in δ.
The normal distributions are truncated to the range indicated
and their mean and sigma are given in brackets.

Prior Range

α Dir(20, 10, 20, 20, 5, 2.5, 1.5, 1.5, 0.5) [0, 1]

Ku Normal(3.5, 0.5) [2, 5]

Kd Normal(3.5, 0.5) [2, 5]

λv
g Uniform [0, 1]

λs
g Uniform [−1,−0.1]

Kg Normal(4, 1.5) [2, 7]

λq̄ Uniform [−1,−0.1]

Kq̄ Normal(4, 1.5) [3, 10]

δ Normal(0, 1) [−5, 5]
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FIG. 1. Predictions of event numbers calculated from sampling the posterior probability distribution of the fitted parameters
(shaded bands) compared to the ZEUS data (filled dots) for e−p (left) and e+p scattering (right). The predictions and data
are displayed at the center of the bins in which events are recorded. For clarity the boxes at large x are shown enlarged in the
insets.

upper limits 2∆s̄ < 0.027, 2∆c̄ < 0.038 and 2∆b̄ < 0.007.
The prior ranges of λv

g and λs
g are given in Table I.

Figure 2 shows a comparison of the prior and poste-
rior probability contours for Ku and ∆u as well as their
marginal distributions. As is clear in the figure, the
data strongly constrains these parameters. The momen-
tum fraction carried by the valence up quark distribution
was found to be ∆u ≈ 0.22 with a credible interval of
{0.210–0.228} where, unless otherwise stated, we will in
the following always refer to the smallest intervals with
68% probability content. Such a high precision measure-
ment of ∆u has, to the best of our knowledge, not yet
been reported in the literature.

We obtained for the power of the up-valence (1 − x)
component a value of Ku ≈ 3.8 with a credible interval

TABLE II. Parameter values obtained from this analysis. For
each parameter is given the value of the mode of the joint
posterior and of its marginal distribution, with errors corre-
sponding to the 68% smallest credible interval. The fit does
not constrain the values of ∆s̄,c̄,b̄, λ

v
g and λs

g (see text).

Global Marginal Global Marginal

mode mode mode mode

∆u 0.225 0.219+0.009
−0.009 Ku 3.89 3.74+0.18

−0.13

∆d 0.084 0.092+0.023
−0.026 Kd 3.18 3.51+0.53

−0.42

λq̄ −0.50 −0.54+0.09
−0.09 Kq̄ 7.42 6.38+1.17

−1.42

Kg 4.69 5.02+1.21
−1.21

2∆ū 0.092 0.100+0.026
−0.024 2∆d̄ 0.032 0.022+0.022

−0.014

∆v
g 0.250 0.245+0.040

−0.044 ∆s
g 0.275 0.251+0.040

−0.045

of {3.61–3.92}. We subdivided the data into a set of bins
containing data with x ≥ 0.5 and the complement. The
resulting intervals were {3.40–4.03}({3.71–4.52}) for the
lower- (higher-)x data, indicating that the higher-x data
indeed provide valuable new information.

The summary of previously measured Ku values in [12]

FIG. 2. Joint probability contours of the up-valence param-
eters Ku and ∆u (lower left) and the marginal distributions
of Ku (top) and ∆u (lower right). Shown are the 68 and 95%
smallest credible intervals for both the prior (light shaded)
and posterior (dark shaded) distributions.
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FIG. 3. The valence distribution xuv and the effective (1−x)
power β from this analysis at a value of Q2 = 100 GeV2.
The 68% smallest probability contour is depicted. The ver-
tical range plotted in the inset summarizes the results on β
reported in [12].

includes results with stricter bounds than reported here.
However, these were determined from data at much lower
Q2 where higher-twist effects may play a role, and which
do not extend to the highest values of x, as do the present
data. Furthermore in [16] it is shown that different high-x
parton distributions do not overlap within their quoted
uncertainties.

We follow the suggestion given in [12] and calculate
the effective power of (1− x):

β(x,Q2
0) =

∂ ln[xuv(x,Q2
0)]

∂ ln(1− x)
(9)

and show the result in Fig. 3 where we also compare our
results to a summary of β-values at x = 0.9 reported in
[12]. Our analysis agrees well with these results, and pro-
vides a more constrained range of values. It should be
noted, however, that our result for β(x) is not only con-
strained by the data, but possibly also by the form of the
parametrization chosen and that such a parametrization
dependence is left for investigation in a future analysis.

Figure 3 also shows our result on the xuv distribution.
Although plotted down to a value of x = 0, we remind
the reader that our parametrizations are not meant to
describe the parton densities at very small values of x, as
we have only analyzed data in the range x > 0.03.

Using (7) to compute λu from ∆u and Ku gives a value
of λu ≈ 0.58 with a credible interval of {0.53–0.62}.

For the momentum fractions besides that of the valence
up-quark, we obtain

∆d ≈ 0.11 {0.07–0.12}
∆sea = 2

∑
q̄ ∆q̄ ≈ 0.17 {0.16–0.22}

∆g = ∆v
g + ∆s

g ≈ 0.50 {0.47–0.53}.

With the fitted data, there is little sensitivity to the gluon

density and the approximately equal momentum sharing
between the quarks and gluons is largely a consequence
of our prior choice on ∆g.

The (1 − x) powers for the valence down-quark and
the gluon were found to be Kd ≈ 3.5 and Kg ≈ 5.0 with
credible intervals {3.1–4.0} and {3.8–6.2}, respectively.
The sea densities had a power of (1−x) of Kq̄ ≈ 6.4 with
credible interval {5.0–7.6}. These values are in line with
the expectation that Kd ≈ Ku and that Kg > Ku,d and
Kq̄ > Kg.

SUMMARY

We have performed the first analysis of the ZEUS high-
x data set [15] and extracted precise information on the
momentum content and x dependence of the valence up-
quark distribution at the highest values of x. The anal-
ysis was based on a forward modeling approach, taking
parton distributions at a scale of Q2

0 = 100 GeV2 and
evolving them upward with the QCDNUM program at
NNLO in QCD perturbation theory. The evolved parton
distributions were then used to predict expected event
numbers in the measurement intervals used by the ZEUS
Collaboration, and a Poisson probability was evaluated
for the individual measurements. The full posterior prob-
ability distribution of the parameters of parton distri-
butions was then evaluated in a Bayesian fit using the
BAT.jl package. All systematic uncertainties associated
with the data were included in this analysis.

The high-x data from ZEUS primarily inform us on
the valence up-quark distribution. Given our simple
parametrizations, which are adequate for the data an-
alyzed, we obtain a precision of 1 % on the total momen-
tum carried by the up-valence quarks, while the power
of (1 − x) was found to be in the range 3.6 − 3.9 at
Q2 = 100 GeV2. These results, based on data at the
highest values of x, represent a significant step in our
understanding of the proton.
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