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We introduce the concept of the quark quasi-fragmentation function (qFF) using an equal-time
and spatially boosted form of the Collins-Soper fragmentation function (FF) where the out-meson
fragment is replaced by the current asymptotic condition. We derive the qFF for a fermion in
two-dimensional quantum electrodynamics (QED2) using the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian after a
mapping onto spin qubits in a spatial lattice with open boundary conditions. This form is suitable
for quantum computations. We compute the qFF by exact diagonalization of the spin Hamiltonian.
The results are compared to the qFF following from the Drell-Levy-Yan (DLY) result for QED2,
both at strong and weak coupling, and to two-dimensional quantum chromodynamics (QCD2) in
the lowest Fock approximation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Parton distribution and fragmentation functions
are central for the analyses of most high energy
data [1, 2]. On the light front, hadrons are com-
posed of frozen partons thanks to time dilatation
and asymptotic freedom [3–5]. As a result, a hard
process in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) can
be split into a perturbatively calculable hard block
times non-perturbative matrix elements like par-
ton distribution functions (PDFs) and fragmentation
functions (FFs).

The PDFs are valued on the light front and inher-
ently non-perturbative, which makes them inaccessi-
ble to standard Euclidean lattice formulations, with
the exception of the few lowest moments. This short-
coming is circumvented through the use of quasi-
distributions [6], and their variants [7, 8]. These
proposals have now been pursued by a number of
QCD lattice collaborations [9–14]. We have recently
shown how these concepts can be extended to quan-
tum computation [15].

The concept of quark fragmentation, originates
with the original work by Field and Feynman, who
put forth the quark jet model to describe meson pro-
duction in semi-inclusive processes [16]. The model
is essentially an independent parton cascade model,
where a hard parton depletes its longitudinal mo-
mentum by emitting successive mesons through a
chain process. This idea finds a natural realiza-
tion in the string breaking at the origin of the Lund
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model [17]. Jet fragmentation and hadronization are
vigorously pursued at current collider facilities both
at RHIC and LHC. They be sought at the future
EIC to extract the partonic structure of matter, the
gluon helicity in nucleons and the mechanism behind
the production of diffractive dijets [18, 19].

A first principle formulation of the FFs on the light
front was suggested by Collins and Soper (CS) [20].
They are fully gauge invariant but inherently non-
perturbative. Remarkably, the CS FFs are still not
accessible to first principle QCD lattice simulations,
due to their inherent light front structure, for a re-
view see [21]. A number of phenomenological and
nonperturbative constructions have exploited cross-
ing and analyticity symmetries, to approximate the
FFs from the PDFs [22–24], as initially suggested by
Drell-Levy-Yan (DLY) [25, 26].

This work is a follow up on our original work for
the qPDF using exact diagonalization of the spin
Hamiltonian [15]. We will show that a first principle
and non-perturbative analysis of the CS light front
FFs can be obtained through suitably boosted quasi-
FFs (qFFs) defined at spatial separation, where the
out-going meson fragment is replaced by the current
asymptotically. qFFs are readily implemented on
a quantum computer using massive two-dimensional
QED (QED2), the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian [27]
on a spatial lattice with open boundary conditions.
The fermion fields are eliminated by a standard
Jordan-Wigner transformation [28].

This paper contains a number of new results: 1)
an equal-time formulation of the FF for increasing
boosts or qFF, that asymptotes the CS FF in the
light-like limit; 2) explicit derivation of the DLY re-
lation for 2D gauge theories in the light-like limit;
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3) a qubit form of the qFF in QED2 for increasing
boosts; 4) a numerical evaluation of the spatial cor-
relator for the qFF in QED2 for increasing time and
boosts and its comparison to the luminal CS FF.
These new theoretical steps and checks are essential
in assessing the FFs in a gauge theory prior to their
implementation on quantum hardware.

The outline of the paper is as follows: in section II,
we briefly outline the essentials of massive QED2 for
this work. We introduce the concept of the quark
qFF by recasting the CS light-front FF into a spatial
correlator with properly boosted out-meson states.
In section III, we show how the approximate DLY
relation can be used to extract the qFFs from the
qPDFs for QED2. In section IV, we proceed to dis-
cretize the qFF in QED2 using the Kogut-Susskind
Hamiltonian on a spatial lattice with open boundary
conditions. The fermion fields are eliminated with
the help of a Jordan-Wigner transformation, and the
ensuing qFF is shown to asymptote the CS FF for
increasing boosts. Note that this formulation of the
qFF can be used to perform quantum simulations
on quantum hardware. Our conclusions are in sec-
tion V. In the Appendices, we review a numerical
algorithm for QED2 and discuss the DLY result for
QCD2.

II. MASSIVE QED2

Two-dimensional QED (QED2) also known as
the Schwinger model [29], exhibits a variety
of non-perturbative phenomena familiar from 4-
dimensional gauge theories. The extensive inter-
est in QED2 stems from the fact that it bears
much in common with two-dimensional QCD, with
Coulomb law confining in two dimensions. As a re-
sult, the QED2 spectrum involves only chargeless ex-
citations. Remarkably, the vacuum state is charac-
terized by a non-trivial chiral condensate and topo-

logically active tunneling configurations. The mas-
sive Schwinger model is not exactly solvable and has
recently received a lot of interest as a playground
for quantum computions on classical and quantum
hardware, see for example [30–42] and references
therein.

QED2 with massive fermions is described by [29,
43]

S =

∫
d2x

(
1

4
F 2
µν +

θF̃

2π
+ ψ(i /D −m)ψ

)
(1)

with /D = /∂ − ig /A. The bare fermion mass is m
and the coupling g has mass dimension. At weak
coupling with m/g > 1, the spectrum is composed of
heavy mesons, with doubly degenerate C-even and
C-odd vacuua at θ = π. At strong coupling with
m/g < 1, the spectrum is composed of light mesons
and baryons with a C-even vacuum independent of
θ. Moreover, as we recently discussed in [44], in the
strong coupling limit the squared rest mass may be
expressed as

m2
η = m2

S +m2
π =

g2

π
− m⟨ψψ⟩0

f2η
(2)

with the anomalous contribution to the squared
mass m2

S = g2/π and the η decay constant fη =

1/
√
4π. The vacuum chiral condensate is finite in

the chiral limit with ⟨ψψ⟩0 = − eγE
2π mS [45, 46].

At weak coupling, the squared mass is expected to
asymptote (2m)2.

A. Quark FF

On the light front, a gauge-invariant definition of
the QCD quark fragmentation Q→ Q+H was given
by Collins and Soper in [20]. When reduced to QED2
it reads

dηq (z, 1) =
1

z

∫
dz−

4π
e−iz−1P+z−

Tr

(
γ+γ5⟨0|ψ(0−)[0−,∞−]†a†out(P

+)aout(P
+)[∞−, z−]ψ(z−)|0⟩

)
, (3)

with a quark of longitudinal momentum k+ = P+/z

fragmenting into an on-shell H = η′ with longitudi-
nal momentum zk+ = P+. The out-η mode anni-
hilation operator is aout. The holonomy along the

light cone

[x−, y−] = P

(
exp

(
− ig

∫ y−

x−
dz−A+(z−)

))
(4)

can be omitted in the light-cone gauge. Eq. (3) can
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be regarded as the number of ηs of momentum P+ in
a fast moving quark (dressed by a gauge holonomy)
of momentum P+/z.

Using the “good” component of the fermionic field
in light front quantization, and setting the gauge
links to 1, (3) can be recast as

dqη(z) =
dP+

dz

⟨k+|a†out(P+)aout(P
+)|k+⟩

⟨k+|k+⟩
(5)

which is the light cone momentum distribution of the
meson η in the quark q (dressed by the holonomy).
It satisfies the momentum sum rule

∫ 1

0

dz zdqη(z) = 1 (6)

provided that the quark state is an eigenstate of the
mesonic momentum operator,(
P =

∫
dP+ P+ a†out(P

+)aout(P
+)

)
|k+⟩ = k+|k+⟩

(7)

In the absence of a conserved charge in massive
QED2,∫ 1

0

dz dqη(z) =
⟨k+|Q =

∫
dP+ a†out(P

+)aout(P
+)|k+⟩

⟨k+|k+⟩
(8)

is not normalized to 1, as the number of out-going
mesons is not fixed. The generalization to multifla-
vor QED2 would lead to conserved flavor charges.

B. Quark qFF

With this in mind, we introduce the qFF for QED2

dηq (z, v) =
1

z

∫
dZ

4π
e−i 1

zP (v)Z Tr

(
γ+γ5⟨0|ψ(0)[0,∞]†a†out(P (v))aout(P (v))[∞, Z]ψ(Z)|0⟩

)
(9)

or the equivalent but spatially symmetric form

dηq (z, v) =
1

z

∫
dZ

4π
e−i( 2

z−1)P (v)Z Tr

(
γ+γ5⟨0|ψ(−Z)[−Z,∞]†a†out(P (v))aout(P (v))[∞, Z]ψ(Z)|0⟩

)
(10)

where P (v) = γ(v)mηv is the momentum fraction
carried by the emitted η from a mother quark jet
with momentum P (v)/z. (9) is seen to reduce to
the light front FF (3) in the luminal limit v → 1.
Here the holonomies running along the temporal di-
rections can be omitted in the temporal gauge.

The out-η field canonical decomposition in normal
modes is given by

ηout(x)=

∫
dk

4πk0
(aout(k)e

−ik·x+a†out(k)e
+ik·x) (11)

with the on-shell energy k0 = Ek =
√
k2 +m2

η. The
asymptotic current condition

ψγµγ5ψ(x) → F∂µηout(x) x0 → +∞
(12)

with F =
√
2f , defines

Fiqµ
2q0

a†out(q) =

∫
dxe−iEqt+iqxψγµγ5ψ(t, x)|t→+∞

(13)

or equivalently

a†out(q) =
−2i

F
e−iEktψ†γ5ψ(t, q)|t→+∞. (14)

The asymptotic time limit implements the LSZ re-
duction on the source field. If we denote the (normal
ordered) Hamiltonian operator in temporal gauge by
H, then we find

a†out(P )aout(P ) =
4

F 2
eiHt|ψ†γ5ψ(0, P (v))|2e−iHt|t→+∞.

(15)

The symmetric qFF (10) can be recast in terms of
the spatial qFF correlator

dηq (z, v) =
1

z

∫
dZ

4π
e−i( 2

z−1)P (v)Z C(Z, v,∞) (16)
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with

C(Z, v, t)=
4

F 2
Tr

(
γ+γ5⟨0|ψ(0,−Z)[−Z,∞]†eiHteiχ(v)K|ψ†γ5ψ(0,mη)|2e−iχ(v)Ke−iHt[∞, Z]ψ(0, Z)|0⟩

)
.(17)

In QED2 in the temporal gauge A0 = 0, the Hamil-
tonian and boost operators associated to (1) are

H =

∫
dx

(
1

2
E2 + ψ†(iα∂x +mγ0)ψ

)
,

K =

∫
dxx

(
1

2
E2 + ψ†(iα∂x +mγ0)ψ

)
(18)

and satisfy the Poincare algebra

[K,H] = iP, (19)
[K,P] = iH, (20)

with the momentum operator P. The rapidity is

defined as

χ(v) =
1

2
ln

(
1 + v

1− v

)
. (21)

Note that under the combined boost and time evo-
lution, the equal-time fermion field is now lying on
the light cone, e.g.

e−iχ(v)Ke−iHtψ(0,±Z)eiHteiχ(v)K

= ψ(−γ(v)(t± vZ), γ(v)(t± vZ)) (22)

for which (17) in the temporal gauge reads

C(Z, v, t) =
4

F 2
Tr

(
γ+γ5⟨0|ψ(−γ(v)(t− vZ), γ(v)(t− vZ))|ψ†γ5ψ(0,mη)|2ψ(−γ(v)(t+ vZ), γ(v)(t+ vZ))|0⟩

)
.

(23)

III. DRELL-LEVY-YAN IN 2D

Crossing symmetry and charge conjugation allow
for an estimate of the CS FF in terms of the par-
ton distribution functions using the Drell-Levy-Yan
relation (DLY) [25]. This observation carries to the
primitive qFF with the DLY relation

dDLY (z, v) =
zd−3

de
pη

(
1

z
, v

)
(24)

where de is a pertinent degeneracy factor which is
1 in QED2 and Nc in QCD2. For QED2, the PDF
is briefly reviewed in Appendix A and the qPDF
in [15]. Inserting (24) into (16) and inverting yield
the DLY spatial correlator

CDLY (Z, v,∞) = 2

∫
dz eizZ

∣∣∣∣φη

(
z

P (v)
, v

)∣∣∣∣2. (25)

The DYL relation can be readily applied to QED2

using the PDFs or qPDFs in [15]. Since the qPDFs
were obtained using an expansion in Jacobi polyno-
mials of increasing powers, the substitution x→ 1/z

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5
φ2

FIG. 1: Solution to (A1) for β =
√
3/π (red) and

β = 10
√
3/π (black) using 13 Jacobi polynomials.

is increasingly singular. To circumvent this, we can
use the exact equation (A1) with the normalized so-
lution

∫
dxφ(x) = f , to re-write (24) as
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dDLY (z, 1) =
z̄2

z(z̄µ2 + z2ᾱ)2

(
f −

∫ 1

0

dx
φ(x)

(x− 1/z)2

)2

(26)

with µ2 = M2/m2
S and 1 + ᾱ = α = m2/m2

S . We
have dropped the principal part prescription since
0 ≤ z ≤ 1 with φ(x) vanishing at the end points. A
sample of the light front wavefunctions solution to
(A1) are shown in Fig. 1 for strong (solid-red line)
and weak coupling (solid-black line).

A. Light masses

In the massless limit, (26) simplifies to

dDLY (z, 1) →
1

z
(27)

following the substitutions φ(x) → θ(xx̄), f → 1,
µ2 → 1 and ᾱ → −1. The apparent singularity in
the denominator of (26) at z̄ = z2, is canceled by
the numerator. We also expect this cancellation to
happen in the massive case provided that the exact
wavefunctions are used. For small masses m/mS <

1, (26) scales as dη(z ∼ 0, 1) ∼ 1/z and vanishes as
dη(z ∼ 1, 1) ∼ z̄2β since(

f −
∫ 1

0

dx
φ(x)

(x− 1/z)2

)2

z→1

≈ z̄2(β−1)

(∫ ∞

0

ds
sβ

(1 + s)2

)2

(28)

following the variable shift x̄ = sz̄ in the integral.
A useful approximation for light quark masses is to

use the leading 0th Jacobi polynomial in (A6) (red-
solid line) which compares well with the solution ob-
tained using 13 Jacobi polynomials (blue-solid line)
for the ground state as shown in Fig. 2. When in-
serted in the DLY result, the approximated form is

dDLY (z, 1) →
Γ(2− 2β)

Γ(1− 4β)Γ(1 + 2β)

z̄2β

z1+4β
(29)

with the normalization adjusted to satisfy the mo-
mentum sum rule (6). The solution (29) also shows
the expected end-point behavior in the strong cou-
pling regime, with β satisfying

β =

√
3

π

m

mS
< βc =

√
3

π
√
π
.

In Fig. 3 we show the behavior of (29) for β = 0

(solid-blue) and β = 0.2 (solid-red) in the strong

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

φ2

FIG. 2: Lowest state wavefunction in QED2 using
the 0th Jacobi polynomial (red-solid line) and a
basis with 13 Jacobi polynomials (blue-solid line).

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

z

d
D
L
Y
(z
)

FIG. 3: DLY fragmentation function for light
quarks in the strong coupling regime: β = 0

(solid-blue) and β = 0.2 (solid-red) as in (29).

coupling regime. The fragmentation function van-
ishes in the forward direction z → 1, and diverges
as z → 0. The divergence in the m/mS → 0 limit
is in agreement with the exact bosonisation descrip-
tion in QED2 [47]. In this dual limit, the FF follows
from coherent emission from a classical field sourced
by light-like currents using bosonization.

B. Heavy masses

In the heavy quark limit m/mS ≫ 1, the
anomaly drops out which amounts of dropping the
f -contribution in the bracket in (26). In this limit,
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0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

0

1

2

3

4

z

d
D
L
Y
(z
)

FIG. 4: DLY fragmentation function for heavy
quarks in QED2 as in (30).

we have φ(x) → fHδ(x− 1/2), µ2 → 4α and ᾱ→ α,
with the result

dDLY (z, 1) →
16f2H
α2

z3z̄2

(z − 2)8
. (30)

The constant fH is fixed by the momentum sum rule∫ 1

0

dz zdDLY (z, 1) =
2f2H

105α2
→ 1. (31)

In Fig. 4, we show the result (30) with the vanishing
of the FF at both end points. For heavy fermions,
the FF is peaked in the forward (jet) direction, with
a strong suppression as z → 0.

To address the fragmentation for heavy but finite
mass in the 2-particle Fock space, a useful approx-
imation is to map the light-front equation for the
wavefunctions onto a standard Schrödinger equa-
tion. This is achieved by noting that (A1) follows
from the light-front quantization of a two dimen-
sional string with massive end-points much like in
QCD2 [48, 49], modulo the U(1) anomaly which
drops out in the heavy mass limit. With this in
mind, the equal-time quantization for large masses,
yields [48–50]

− 1

m
φ′′
n(r) + 2πm2

S |r|φn(r) = (En − 2m)φn(r)(32)

with r the relative separation between the heavy
pair. The solutions are Airy functions (r ≥ 1)

φ+
n (r) = Ai

(
(2πm2

Sm)
1
3 (r − (En − 2m)/(2πm2

S))

)
(33)

and φ−
n (r) = (−1)nφ+

n (−r) for r < 0, with eigen-
energies

En = 2m−
(
(2πm2

S)
2

m

) 1
3

rn (34)

where rn is the nth zero of the Airy function or its
derivative. The relationship to the DAs follows by
Fourier inverse

φn(ξ) =

∫ +∞

−∞

ds

2π
e−isξ (θ(s)φ+

n (s) + θ(−s)φ−
n (s))

(35)

after the rescaling s = mSr, with the symmetric
parton fraction ξ = 2x− 1.

IV. LATTICIZED KOGUT-SUSSKIND
HAMILTONIAN

In this section, we explain how we discretize the
Hamiltonian (1) on a lattice of length L = Na. Us-
ing staggered fermions, the discretization of the two-
dimensional massive Schwinger model and gauge fix-
ing is standard [51].

A. Details of the lattice

Using the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian formula-
tion, the staggered fermions are mapped onto a spa-
tial lattice by assigning the upper component of the
bispinor to even sites and the lower component to
odd sites, respectively,

ψ(0, z = na)=
1√
a

(
ψe(n)

ψo(n)

)
=

1√
a

(
φn:even

φn+1:odd

)
(36)

with 0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1. The chiral fermions map onto
ψe(n) = φn (even sites) and ψo(n) = φn (odd sites),
with

φn =
∏
m<n

[+iZm]
1

2
(Xn − iYn),

φ†
n =

∏
m<n

[−iZm]
1

2
(Xn + iYn). (37)

The boost operator maps onto

K → 1

2
g2a

N−1∑
n=0

nL2
n

+
1

4

N−1∑
n=0

n (XnXn+1 + YnYn+1)

+
ma

2

N−1∑
n=0

(−1)nn (1 + Zn). (38)
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Z

5

10

Re(C(Z))

(a)

-10 -5 5 10
Z

-5

5

10

15
Re(C(Z))

(b)

-10 -5 5 10
Z

-10

-5

5

10
Im(C(Z))

(c)

-10 -5 5 10
Z

-10

-5

5

10

Im(C(Z))

(d)

FIG. 5: Re C(Z) in a,b and Im C(Z) in c, d for m/mS = 0.177 (left panel) and m/mS = 0.806 (right panel)
for a boost with v = 0.925 at times t = 0.1 (blue dots), t = 13 (green dots), t = 25 (red dots). The solid
line (solid-orange line) is light front result with v = 1 in (25) using the solution to (A1) with 19 Jacobi
polynomials. The orange line is rescaled to match the maximum of the real part at Z = 0 (for t = 13). For
the lattice data, we fixed N = 22 and g = 1. The data is shown in units of a = 1.

Moreover, the lattice Hamiltonian reads [51]

H → 1

4a

N−1∑
n=1

(XnXn+1 + YnYn+1)

+
ma

2

N∑
n=1

(−1)nZn +
ag2

2

N−1∑
n=1

L2
n,

(39)

where Ln is the local electric field operator

Ln =

n∑
j=1

Zj + (−1)j

2
. (40)

B. Lattice qFF from Exact Diagonalization

The discretization of the qFF in QED2 follows
the same line of arguments as the one of the qPDFs
in [15]. The only new element is

|ψ†γ5ψ(0,mη)|2 =

1

a2

∣∣∣∣∑
n

einamη (σ+
n σ

−
n+1 − σ+

n+1σ
−
n )

∣∣∣∣2, (41)

where σ±
n = 1

2 (Xn ± iYn). With this in mind, the
discretized form of the symmetric spatial qFF (17)
reads

C(n, v, t) =
4

aF 2

∑
i,j=e,o

⟨0|ψi(−n)eiHteiχ(v)K |ψ†γ5ψ(0,mη)|2 e−iχ(v)Ke−iHtψ†
j (n)|0⟩. (42)
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In Fig. 5, we show the numerical results for the
real (Re) and imaginary (Im) parts of the spatial
correlator qFF (42) in the strong coupling regime
with m/mS = 0.177 (left panel) and the weak cou-
pling regime with m/mS = 0.806 (right panel) us-
ing the improved lattice mass [52] as discussed in
[15]. The results for the correlators are at time
t = 0.1 (blue dots), t = 13 (green dots) and t = 25

(red dots) for a fixed boost velocity v = 0.925 and
N = 22, g = a = 1. The solid curve (orange-solid
line) is the light-front result with v = 1, for the
spatial correlator (25) following from the solution to
(A1), in the lowest Fock approximation. Note that
the spatial correlator (42) is evaluated for large times
t≫ mS ∼ g/

√
π. We have checked that our numer-

ical results converge sufficiently fast above this time
scale.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that the CS FFs can be obtained
through equal-time and properly boosted qFFs de-
fined at spatial separation, with the out-going meson
fragment sourced by a pertinent current condition at
large times. This construction was explicitly imple-
mented in massive QED2, where the FF follows from
a combination of boosts and large time evolution.

We have used the DLY result for the FF in QED2,
to derive explicit forms for the FFs and to ana-
lyze their behavior in the strong and weak coupling
regimes. In the 2-Fock space approximation, the
QED2 results readily extend to QCD2 with minor

changes.
Using the Kogut-Susskind Hamiltonian on a spa-

tial lattice with open boundary conditions, we dis-
cretized massive QED2 using a spin formulation suit-
able for quantum computations. The qFF is reduced
to a Fourier transform of a spacial correlator at fixed
boost and large time, on a spatial lattice with open
boundary. We have shown that for increasing boosts
and large times the results from exact diagonaliza-
tion for the qFF are in fair agreement with the cor-
responding DLY correlator light-like.

The spin formulation we used, readily maps onto
qubits for a full quantum computation. More impor-
tantly, our suggested qFF can be evaluated in full
QCD using the gauged fixed Kogut-Susskind lattice
Hamiltonian formulation with continous time [27].
We plan to report on some of these issues next.
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Appendix A: η DA and PDF

In the 2-particle Fock-space approximation, the
light front wavefunctions distribution amplitudes
(DAs) φn(x) for QED2 follow from [53]

µ2φ(x) =

∫ 1

0

dy φ(y) +
α

xx̄
φ(x)− PP

∫ 1

0

dy
φ(y)− φ(x)

(x− y)2
(A1)

with xP the momentum fraction of the partons.
Here PP is short for the principal part, and the
masses are rescaled

µ2 =M2/m2
S , α = m2/m2

S .

The longitudinal kinetic contribution (second term
on the RHS) is singular at x = ±1, forcing the light
front wavefunction to vanish at the edges φn(±1) =

0.

In the massless limit with m→ 0, the spectrum is

that of a single massive boson

φη(x) = φ0(x) → θ(xx̄), M2
0 → m2

S . (A2)

For small m, the lowest solution vanishes at the end-
points as powers of m, φn(x) ∼ (xx̄)β with β fixed
by [54]

m2

m2
S

= 1− πβcotan(πβ). (A3)

In the massive limit with m ≫ mS , the solution is
peaked around x = 1

2 , with M ≈ 2m. The lowest
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state parton distribution function is of the form

qη(x) = |φη(x)|2. (A4)

The general solution to (A1) can be obtained
though numerical diagonalization, using the basis
expansion [55]

φ(x) =
∑
n

c̄nf̄n(x) (A5)

with Jacobi polynomials

f̄n(x) = C̄n(xx̄)
βP (2β,2β)

n (x− x̄) (A6)

normalized through

C̄n =

(
n!(1 + 2n+ 4β)

Γ(1 + n+ 4β)

Γ2(1 + n+ 2β)

) 1
2

.

The matrix form of (A1) is

(Āmn + B̄mn + C̄mn) c̄n = µ2 c̄m (A7)

with the matrix entries

Āmn =

∫ 1

0

dxdy f̄m(x)f̄n(y)

B̄mn = α

∫ 1

0

dx
f̄m(x)f̄n(x)

xx̄

C̄mn = −PP

∫ 1

0

dxdy
f̄m(x)(f̄n(y)− f̄n(x))

(x− y)2
.

(A8)

The procedure for the diagonalization was recently
detailed in [15] (and references therein).

Appendix B: DLY in QCD2

Given the similarity between (A1) in the 2-Fock
space approximation, and the ’t Hooft equation for
QCD2 in the large Nc limit on the light front (sup-
pressed vacuum contributions), we conclude that the

DLY fragmentation of a quark Qf → Qf + n in
QCD2 gives

dnDLY (z, 1) →
1

Nc

z̄2

z(z̄µ2 + z2ᾱ)2

(∫ 1

0

dx
φn(x)

(x− 1/z)2

)2

(B1)

and m2
S → λ/2π with fixed ’t Hooft coupling

λ = g2Nc. Recall that in QCD2 there is no U(1)

anomaly, so the f -contribution drops out from the
squared bracket in (B1). This result is in agreement
with the one recently derived in [56], using the 1/Nc

counting in light front perturbation theory.
In the massless limit, the ’t Hooft equation ad-

mids a massless mode with φ0(x) = θ(xx̄) and µ = 0

(would-be Goldstone mode), for which (B1) simpli-
fies

d0DLY (z, 1) →
1

Ncz
(B2)

and normalizes to 1/Nc for each quark color. In
the massive but strong coupling case, the massless
mode turns massive with φ0(x) ≈ (xx̄)β and µ2 ≈
m/mS . (B1) is apparently singular, but reverting to
the original DLY form

dnDLY (z, 1) →
1

Ncz

∣∣∣∣φn

(
1

z
, 1

)∣∣∣∣2 (B3)

yields a similar result to QED2 under the substitu-
tion φ0(x) ≈ (xx̄)β for light quark masses. In the
heavy mass limit, the DLY fragmentation function
for QCD2 is in total agreement with QED2, once the
momentum sum rule is enforced.

The result (B1) is of order 1/Nc for each quark
color and flavor, and sums up to N0

c at variance with
expectations from duality where it should reduce to
the famed R-ratio of order Nc. Indeed, in [57] it was
argued that the DLY relation in QCD2, does not
yield the expected R-ratio scaling in the ’t Hooft
limit. In this limit, the annihilation e+e− → nX

in terms of planar diagrams proceeds solely through
meson decays. For a meson decay to a pair of mesons
V → V + n, the result is [57]

dlnσn
dz

= (dnV (z) + dnV̄ (z)) =
Cn

z

(∣∣∣∣1z
∫ 1

z

dy

∫ 1

0

dx
φn(x)

(x− y/z)2

∣∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣∣1z
∫ z̄

0

dy

∫ 1

0

dx
φn(x)

(x− (y − z̄)/z)2

∣∣∣∣2).
(B4)

It is of order N0
c as well for each meson state lying on the radial Regge trajectory (see below). Here Cn
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is fixed by the momentum sum rule∫ 1

0

dz
dlnσn
dlnz

= 1. (B5)

For small quark masses, we can substitute the ap-
proximation φ(x) → (xx̄)β , and carry the integra-
tion in (B4) with the result

dV (z) = C
z̄

z
Γ[2β]Γ[1 + 2β] 2F̃1[1, 1 + 2b, 1 + 4b, z]

(B6)

where F̃ is the regularized confluent hypergeometric
function, and with the normalization fixed through

4CβΓ[2β]Γ[1 + 2β]
(1 + 1/(1− 4β) + ψ(2β)− ψ(4β − 1))

(−1 + 2β)Γ[1 + 4β]
= 1, (B7)

where ψ(z) is the digamma function.
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FIG. 6: Fragmentation function for light quarks
from QCD2, following from the leading planar
contribution in (B4) from [57].

Remarkably, (B4-B7) exhibit scaling with the end-
point behavior dnV (z ∼ 1) ∼ z̄2β and dnV (z ∼ 0) ∼
1/z, as per the QCD2 DLY result (B1), and also
in agreement with QED2. In Fig. 6 we show the
light quark fragmentation functions in QCD2 fol-
lowing from (B4-B5), for β = 0 (blue-solid line) and

β = 0.2 (red-solid line), which is to be compared to
Fig. 3 for QED2. The behaviors are comparable but
not identical.

Additional planar contributions from splittings of
the fragmented mesons to additional mesons, con-
tribute to the same order. They correspond to a
hadronic out-in cascade of mesons in the large num-
ber of colors limit [57].

For the meson pair decay, the total inclusive cross
section in QCD2 in the ’t Hooft limit, yields the
expected R-ratio scaling, when the sum over all in-
termediate meson resonances with width 1/Nc, is
carried out for fixed

√
s [57],

σe+e− =
∑
n,f

e2fσn → R =
∑
f

Nce
2
f (B8)

The R-ratio is dominated by the short distance UV
physics. The same observation was made for the F2
structure function [57]. The scaling laws in QCD2
are recovered from free field theory, when the ’t
Hooft limit is carried carefully. In QCD4 they follow
from asymptotic freedom at weak coupling.
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