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The elementary fragmentation function that describes the process q → π is predicted applying
crossing and charge symmetry to the cut diagram of the pion valence quark distribution function.
This elementary probability distribution defines the ladder-kernel of a quark jet fragmentation equa-
tion, which is solved self-consistently to obtain the full pion fragmentation function. The hadroniza-
tion into a pion employs the complete Poincaré invariant Bethe-Salpeter wave function, though the
overwhelming contribution to the fragmentation function is due the leading Bethe-Salpeter ampli-
tude. Compared to a Nambu–Jona-Lasinio model prediction, the fragmentation function we obtain
is enhanced in the range z ≲ 0.8 but otherwise in good qualitative agreement. The full pion frag-
mentation function is overall greater than the elementary fragmentation function below z ≲ 0.6.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many high-energy scattering processes can be treated
perturbatively in Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)
within the framework of factorization theorems. The lat-
ter allow for a separation the perturbatively calculable
part of a given cross section from the nonperturbative
component at a given energy scale, which are frequently
codified in parton distribution functions and are essential
for calculating cross-sections. They also are fundamental
tools in understanding the internal structure of protons
and other hadrons.

Likewise, quark jet fragmentation functions describe
how the energy and momentum are distributed amongst
highly energetic hadrons that form a jet with nearly
parallel longitudinal momenta and negligible transverse
momenta [1]. Such jets are produced in high-energy
collisions where reaction and decay processes produce
gluon and quark partons that fragment into a cascade of
hadrons once they escape the interaction region. Besides
being of fundamental interest in their own right, their
knowledge is essential for the extraction of the transver-
sity quark distribution functions [2, 3]. At the heart of
quark jet fragmentations functions are elementary frag-
mentation functions of quarks and gluons [4], which de-
scribe the probably for such a parton to fragment into
a single hadron with a given fraction of its light-front
momentum.

In here, we obtain the elementary q → π fragmentation
function from the corresponding cut diagram [5–7] using
a functional approach to QCD modeling. In doing so,
we solve the Dyson-Schwinger equation (DSE) for a light
quark, while the solution of the Bethe-Salpeter equation
(BSE) in the pseudoscalar channel yields the pion wave
function. The q → π fragmentation function for a physi-
cal light-front momentum fraction z and the parton dis-

tribution function of a quark in a pion for unphysical
x > 1 obey a Drell-Levy-Yan (DLY) relation [8–10] due
to charge conjugation and crossing symmetry. However,
in a single step fragmentation process, such as q → π,
momentum and isospin sum rules cannot be satisfied [7]
and one must consider the possibility that the fragment-
ing quark produces a cascade of mesons. The infinite
fragmentation tower can in principle involve any hadrons,
though we here limit ourselves to the hadronization into
a cascade of pions described by jet functions, much alike
the original quark jet-model of Fields and Feynman [1].
Our approach satisfies momentum and isospin sum rules
and represents a systematic extension of a Nambu–Jona-
Lasinio (NJL) model calculation [7] where the Poincaré
invariant Bethe-Salpeter amplitude is not point-like but
possesses a spatial extension and the quark masses are
momentum dependent.

In Section II we present the theoretical framework,
namely the DSE and BSE that describe the quark and
the bound state wave function of the pion, respectively.
The elementary fragmentation function we obtain is dis-
cussed in Section III and our prediction is compared to
that of a NJL model [7]. We emphasize that while the lat-
ter is about 10–12% suppressed compared with the frag-
mentation function obtained in the DSE-BSE approach,
the qualitative behavior of both functions is very simi-
lar. This is chiefly due to the fact that the fragmentation
function is dominated by the contribution of the leading
Bethe-Salpeter amplitude, which mirrors the NJL cal-
culation where the wave function is a single, point-like
Lorentz covariant. We then discuss the quark-jet frag-
mentation equations from which we obtain full fragmen-
tation function that describes the infinite tower of quark
hadronization into pions of different isospin. We wrap up
with concluding remarks in Section IV.
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II. FROM QUARK TO PION: GAP AND
BOUND-STATE EQUATIONS

A. Dressed quark propagators

In a nonperturbative approach to the quark fragmen-
tation function, the fully dressed quark propagator is a
crucial ingredient. We obtain this propagator from the
corresponding DSE of a dressed quark,

S−1(p) = Z2(i γ · p+mbm)

+Z1 g
2

∫ Λ d4k

(2π)4
Dab

µν(q)
λa

2
γµ S(k) Γ

b
ν(k, p) , (1)

whose solutions are Euclidean Schwinger functions [11,
12]. In Eq. (1), mbm is the bare current-quark mass,
Z1(µ,Λ) and Z2(µ,Λ) are the vertex and wave-function
renormalization constants at the renormalization scale µ,
respectively. The integral describes the self-energy of the
quark and involves the dressed-quark propagator S(k),
the dressed-gluon propagator Dµν(q) with q = k− p and
the quark-gluon vertex, Γa

µ(k, p) =
1
2 λ

aΓµ(k, p) [13–16],
where λa are SU(3) color matrices. The regularization
scale Λ ≫ µ can be taken to infinity. For a given flavor,
the general covariant form of the dressed propagator is,

S(p) = −iσV (p
2)γ · p+ σS(p

2) =
Z(p2)

iγ · p+M(p2)
, (2)

where Z(p2) is the wave renormalization function and
M(p2) is the mass function of the quark, and the func-
tions σS(p

2) and σV (p
2) can be related to them. In a

subtractive renormalization scheme one imposes the con-
ditions,

Z(µ2) ≡ 1 , (3)

S−1(µ2) ≡ iγ · p +m(µ) , (4)

where m(µ) is the renormalized current-quark mass re-
lated to the bare mass by,

Z4(µ,Λ)m(µ) = Z2(µ,Λ)mbm(Λ) , (5)

and Z4(µ,Λ) is the mass-renormalization constant in the
QCD Lagrangian.

The leading rainbow truncation of the DSE (1) and
the ladder truncation of the corresponding BSE kernel
has proven to be a robust approximation that preserves
the axialvector Ward-Green-Takahashi identity and al-
lows for the description of light ground-state mesons in
the isospin-nonzero pseudoscalar and vector channels. In
essence, the fully dressed quark-gluon vertex is reduced
to the perturbative vertex, Γν → Z2γν . Therefore, the
DSE kernel becomes [17],

Z1g
2Dµν(q) Γν(k, p) = Z2

2 G(q2)Dfree
µν (q)

λa

2
γν . (6)

This truncation is characterized by an Abelianized Ward
identity and, as in QED, implies Z1 = Z2 [11] due to
the omission of the three-gluon interaction in Γµ(k, p).
The additional factor Z2 in Eq. (6) ensures multiplicative
renormalizability of the DSE and consequently M(p2) is
a renormalization-point invariant quantity [18].
The free-gluon propagator is transverse in Landau

gauge,

Dfree
µν (q) = δab

(
δµν − qµqν

q2

)
1

q2
, (7)

and the dressing function G(q2) is composed of two pieces,

G(q2)
q2

= GIR(q
2) + 4πα̃PT(q

2) , (8)

where we deliberately absorb a factor 1/q2 of the gluon
propagator (7). The first term in Eq. (8) dominates
in the infrared domain, q2 < Λ2

QCD, and is suppressed
at large momenta, while the second term describes a
bounded and monotonically decreasing continuation of
the perturbative coupling that dominates at large mo-
menta: GIR(q

2) ≪ α̃PT(q
2)∀ q2 ≳ 2 GeV2. In here, we

use the infrared-finite dressing model of Ref. [19] which
reads,

GIR(q2) =
8π2

ω4
De−q2/ω2

(9)

4πα̃PT(q
2) =

8π2γm E(q2)
ln
[
τ +

(
1 + q2/Λ2

QCD

)2] , (10)

where γm = 12/(33 − 2Nf ) is the anomalous mass di-
mension and Nf is the active flavor number, ΛQCD =
0.234 GeV, τ = e2 − 1, E(q2) = [1 − exp(−q2/4m2

t )]/q
2,

mt = 0.5 GeV, ω = 0.5GeV and κ = (ωD)1/3 = 0.8GeV.
In solving the DSE (1), we determine the renormaliza-

tion constants Z2 and Z4 with the conditions A(2GeV) =
1 and m(2GeV) ≡ B(2GeV) = 0.018 GeV [20].

B. Pion wave function

The pions produced in the fragmentation of a quark are
described by a Poincaré-covariant Bethe-Salpeter ampli-
tude (BSA), Γπ(k, p). The latter is the solution of the
homogeneous BSE for pseudoscalar mesons,

Γπ(k, p) =

∫ Λ d4q

(2π)4
K(k, q, p)χπ(q, p) , (11)

where k is the relative quark-antiquark momentum, p is
the on-shell pion momentum, p2 = −m2

π, and K(k, q, p)
is the fully amputated scattering kernel. The Bethe-
Salpeter wave function of the pion, χπ(k, p) is defined
by attaching the quark propagators to the BSA,

χπ(k, p) ≡ S(kη) Γπ(k, p)S(kη̄) , (12)
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with the momentum-partition parameters η + η̄ = 1 and
the quark and antiquark momenta kη = k + ηp and
kη̄ = k − η̄p. The ladder truncation compatible with
the rainbow truncation of the DSE in Eq. (6) reads,

K(k, q, p) = −Z2
2

G(l2)
l2

Dfree
µν (l)

λa

2
γµ

λa

2
γν , (13)

and l = k−q is the gluon momentum exchanged infinitely
many times between the quark and antiquark.

The BSA is composed of Dirac matrices and the
relative and total momenta consistent with the quan-
tum numbers JPC = 0−+. Its most general Poincaré-
covariant form is given by [21],

Γπ(k, p) = γ5

[
iEπ(k, p) + γ · pFπ(k, p)

+ γ · k k · pGπ(k, p) + σµνkµpν Hπ(k, p)
]
, (14)

in which Eπ, Fπ, Gπ, Hπ are Lorentz-invariant scalar am-
plitudes. In the calculation of the elementary fragmen-
tation function dπq (x) (16), we employ the BSE solution
of Ref. [20] for the pion.

III. FRAGMENTATION FUNCTIONS

A. Elementary quark fragmentation function

Fragmentation functions describe the hadronization of
highly energetic partons with nearly longitudinal mo-
menta, though the transverse momentum dependence
can be included [3]. The original parton model of frag-
mentation [1] is nowadays understood as the process of
very energetic quarks and gluons escaping the initial col-
lision region and then fragmenting into jets of hadrons.

The elementary fragmentation function of the pro-
cess q → qπ for physical light-front momentum fraction
z = 1/x < 1 can be related to the parton distribution
function for unphysical x > 1 using crossing and charge-
conjugation symmetry,

dπq (z) =
z

6
fπ
q (x) , (15)

which is the DLY relation [8–10], and x = k+/p+ is the
fraction of light-front momentum transferred from a va-
lence quark to a pion. This elementary fragmentation
function represents a probability density and can be for-
mulated with a cut diagram whose evaluation leads to
the expression [7]:

dπq (z) =
NcC

π
q z

6

∫
d4k

(2π)4
2πi δ

(
k+ − p+

z

)
δ
(
ℓ2 +M2(ℓ2)

)
× TrD

[
S(k)γ+S(k) Γ̄π

(
− k + p

2 ,−p
)

×
(
− iγ · ℓ+M(ℓ2)

)
Γπ

(
k − p

2 , p
)]
. (16)

In Eq. (16), Nc = 3, k and ℓ = k − p are the incoming
and outgoing four-momenta of the quark, S(k) is the fully

dressed quark propagator (2), p and Γπ(k− p
2 , p) are the

momentum and the BSA (14) of the pion, respectively,
while Cπ

q = (1 + τqτπ)/2 is an isospin factor. The light-

front momenta are defined as k+ = n · k, p+ = n · p and
γ+ = γ · n, where n is a light-like four-vector: n2 = 0.
In order to calculate the fragmentation function (16)

in light-front variables, a suitable algebraic representa-
tion of the BSA and quark propagators is indispens-
able1, as the dressing functions and scalar amplitudes are
only available as numerical functions of their momentum
squared and angles between the relative and total mo-
mentum of the meson [20, 22–25]. As discussed in more
detail in appendix A, the generalized Nakanishi integral
representation we use for the BSA and the complex-
conjugate pole parametrization of the quark propagators
depend on squared momenta and scalar products of mo-
menta which we define in the following.
We follow Ref. [26] and define light-front variables in

Euclidean metric:

p± = −ip4±p3 , p3 =
p+ − p−

2
, p4 = i

p+ + p−

2
, (17)

where pE = (pT , p3, p4). In the rest frame of the pion,
p = (0, 0, imπ), and therefore p± = mπ. Evaluating the
trace in Eq. (16) leads to scalar products which in light-
front coordinates read,

kE · pE = kT · pT − 1

2

(
k−p+ + k+p−

)
, (18)

k2E = k 2
T − k+k−, p2E = p 2

T − p+p− = −m2
π , (19)

while the four-momentum integral is:∫
d4k =

1

2

∫
dkT dk+dk− . (20)

As discussed in Refs. [2, 27], Eq. (16) refers to the frame
where the produced meson has no transverse momentum,
pT = 0, whereas the fragmenting quark is characterized
by non-zero kT . In order to interpret this fragmentation
function as a distribution of the pion in the quark, the
quark has to be boosted to the frame where k⊥ = 0.
This can be achieved with a Lorentz transformation and
it follows that one may simply substitute,

kT = −p⊥
z

. (21)

Note that we distinguish between both frames with the
subscripts T and ⊥, that is kT ̸= 0 but k⊥ = 0.

1 Alternatively, we can compute moments ⟨xm⟩ =
∫ 1
0 xmdπq (x)dx

of the fragmentation function, which implies an integration over
the Dirac function δ(k+ − p+x) in Eq. (16) followed by an inte-
gration over d4k without resorting to light-front variables. With
an adequate amount of moments the fragmentation function can
then be reconstructed analogously to the case of Light Front
Distribution Amplitudes [20, 22]. On the other hand, the recon-
struction introduces an uncertainty due to the fitting procedure
we here eschew.
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0.0

0.1

0.2
zd

h q
(z
)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
z

DSE − zdπ
+

u (z)

NJL− zdπ
+

u (z)

FIG. 1. The elementary u → π+ fragmentation function

dπ
+

u derived from the expression inEq. (16) compared with
a prediction in the NJL model [7]. The red-shaded error
band stems from the systematic error in fitting the gener-
alized Nakanishi integral representation (A7), as discussed in
in Ref. [20].

Note that the quarks described by a running mass func-
tions (2) are confined and therefore there is no solution
of the mass-shell equation ℓ2 + M2(ℓ2). On the other
hand, ℓ2 = M2(ℓ2), provides a working definition for
a Euclidean-quark mass, and therefore a realistic esti-
mate of the quark’s active constituent mass. We here
use: |ℓ| = ME = 0.41 GeV [17]. With this, the second
Dirac function in Eq (16), using Eqs. (18), (19), (21) and
pT = 0, becomes,

δ
(
ℓ2 +M2(ℓ2)

)
=

δ
(
p 2
⊥/z

2 − k+k− + k+p− + k−p+ −m2
π +M2

E

)
. (22)

The first Dirac function in Eq (16) leads to k+ = p+/z
after integration over k+ which modifies the second Dirac
function to,

zδ

(
k− − 1

(1− z)p+

[
p2
⊥
z

+ (1− z)m2
π + zM2

E

])
p+(z − 1)

. (23)

Integrating over k−, k2E and kE · pE become:

kE · pE =
p2
⊥ −m2

π

(
z2 − 1

)
+ z2M2

E

2z(z − 1)
, (24)

k2E =
p2
⊥ −m2

π(z − 1) + zM2
E

z(z − 1)
. (25)

With this, the integral over dkT = −dp⊥/z can be cal-
culated numerically and normalized according to,∑

m

∫ 1

0

d̂mq (z) dz = 1 , m = π+, π0, π−, (26)

0.0

0.1

0.2

z
d
h q
(z
)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
z

Eπ − zdπ
+

u (z)

Fπ − zdπ
+

u (z)

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Eπ − zdπ
+

u (z)

0.0

0.0025

0.005

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

Fπ − zdπ
+

u (z)

FIG. 2. Eπ(k, p) and Fπ(k, p) contributions (14) to the u →
π+ fragmentation function. The contributions of Gπ(k, p) and
Hπ(k, p) are not plotted, as they are negligible.

which satisfies isospin and momentum sum rules. We
have used the isospin notation (τu, τd) = (1,−1) and
(τπ+ , τπ0 , τπ−) = (1, 0,−1) in Eqs. (16) and (26).
The elementary fragmentation function dπq (z) is com-

pared to that obtained with a NJL model [7] in Fig. 1.
Both predictions are qualitatively in good agreement,
though the fragmentation function obtained in the
present work is clearly enhanced up to x ≃ 0.8 and
slightly softer for larger x. In order to understand the
similarity of both predictions, we plot the contributions

of Eπ(k, p) and Fπ(k, p) (14) to d
π+

u in Fig. 2. Clearly, the
fragmentation function is dominated by the leading am-
plitude, not unlike the single covariant however point-like
pion wave function employed in the NJL calculation [7].
Since we use a gluon-model interaction in Eq. (8), the

renormalization scale of the quark propagators Sf (k) is
not that of a given scheme in perturbation theory. Fol-
lowing Ref. [7, 28], we also compute in the present ap-
proach the pion’s PDF. We then match the first mo-
ment of the valence quark extracted from a πN Drell-
Yan analysis, 2⟨x⟩v = 0.47(2) [29, 30], by using next-to-
leading order DGLAP evolution [31] including strange-
and charm quark-mass thresholds from the experimental
scale, Q = 2GeV, to our model scale. For the latter we
find Q0 = 0.56GeV.

B. Quark-jet functions

There is no reason to assume the quark fragments into
a single pion described by the amplitude in Eq. (16). On
the contrary, one must consider the possibility that the
fragmenting quark produces a cascade of mesons. In the
quark-jet model formulated by Field and Feynman [1],
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0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2
zD

π
+

u
(z
)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
z

zdπ
+

u (z)

zd̂π
+

u (z)

zDπ+
u (z)

FIG. 3. The elementary fragmentation functions dπ
+

u and

d̂π
+

u [normalized as in Eq. (26)] and the pion fragmentation

function Dπ+

u at the scale Q0 = 0.56GeV, where error bands
are as in Fig. 1.

the meson observed in a semi-inclusive process is one
amongst many others which form a jet of hadrons. The
probability for finding a pion with light-front momentum
fraction z in the jet is described by the full fragmentation
or jet function Dπ

q (z), obtained via an iterative resum-
mation of all possible fragmentations.

With the convenient isospin decomposition [7],

Dπ
q (z) ≡

1

3

[
Dπ

0 (z) + τqτπD
π
1 (z)

]
, (27)

one can distinguish between favored, unfavored and neu-
tral fragmentation functions:

Dπ+

u = Dπ−

d = Dπ−

ū = Dπ+

d̄ =
1

3

(
Dπ

0 +Dπ
1

)
, (28)

Dπ−

u = Dπ+

d = Dπ+

ū = Dπ−

d̄ =
1

3

(
Dπ

0 −Dπ
1

)
, (29)

Dπ0

u = Dπ0

d = Dπ0

ū = Dπ0

d̄ =
1

3
Dπ

0 . (30)

The unfavored functions denote those fragmentation
functions where the hadronizing quark or antiquark is
not a valence quark of the pion. The functions Dπ

0 (z)
and Dπ

1 (z) of Eq. (27) are obtained by solving the set of
Volterra integral equations [7],

Dπ
0 (z) = d̂πq (z) +

∫ 1

z

d̂πq (1− z/y)
Dπ

0 (y)

y
dy , (31)

Dπ
1 (z) = d̂πq (z)− 1

3

∫ 1

z

d̂πq (1− z/y)
Dπ

1 (y)

y
dy , (32)

which are normalized as
∫ 1

0
zDπ

0 (z)dz = 1 and∫ 1

0
Dπ

1 (z)dz = 3/4. In the limit z → 1 the full frag-
mentation function reduces to the elementary one,

Dπ
u(z)

z→1−−−→ d̂πq (z) , (33)

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

zD
π
+

q
(z
)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
z

zDπ+
g

zDπ+
u

zDπ+
d

zDπ+
s

zDπ+
c

FIG. 4. The Dπ+

q fragmentation functions evolved from the
model scale Q0 to 2GeV and the evolution-generated gluon,
d, s and c quark fragmentation functions. In the latter, the
momentum fractions are of dd̄, ss̄ and cc̄ pairs generated by
the initial u-quark in the DGLAP evolution [32].

since in this case the quark gives all its momentum to the
initial pion, leaving no momentum left for a jet. The solu-
tion of Eqs. (31) and (32) is plotted in Fig. 3 for the pion

fragmentation function Dπ+

u along with the elementary

fragmentation function. We observe that Dπ+

u is over-
all enhanced and greater than elementary fragmentation
function in the range z ≲ 0.7.
The moments of the fragmentation functions are de-

fined as,

⟨z⟩µDπ
q
=

∫
zDπ

q (z, µ) dz (34)

and at the model scale µ = Q0 = 0.56 GeV we find:

⟨z⟩Q0

Dπ
0
= 0.91 , ⟨z⟩Q0

Dπ
1
= 0.51 , ⟨z⟩Q0

Dπ
u
= 0.47 . (35)

After leading order DGLAP evolution of the fragmen-
tation functions [32] including Nf = 4 thresholds, their
moments at a scale µ = 2 GeV are:

⟨z⟩µDπ
u
= 0.31 , ⟨z⟩µDπ

u,dd̄
= 0.009 , (36a)

⟨z⟩µDπ
u,ss̄

= 0.009 , ⟨z⟩µDπ
u,cc̄

= 0.003 . (36b)

The moments in Eqs. (36a) and (36b) describe the mo-
mentum fractions of the dd̄, ss̄ and cc̄ pairs generated in
the evolution equations from the original u-quark. The
corresponding pion fragmentation functions evolved to
the scale µ = 2 GeV are drawn as functions of z in
Fig. 4. Notably, as seen from comparison of Figs. 3 and

4, the fragmentation function Dπ+

u is strongly enhanced
at small z, while the hump structure persists even though
the original maximum is considerably lower. In the evo-
lution we assume that the pion is made of u and d̄ quarks
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only at the model scale. It has been advocated [33] that
a singlet jet equation in QCD should involve gluon con-
tributions to the cascade because of gluon and qq̄ mix-
ing, which implies that Dπ

g (z,Q0) ̸= 0 and contributes to
momentum conservation. Doing so would obviously lead

to an enhancement of Dπ+

g (z, µ) in Fig. 4 if we assumed
some model for that fragmentation function at our model
scale Q0.

IV. CONCLUSIVE REMARKS

We present the first calculation of the elementary
q → π fragmentation function in the DSE-BSE frame-
work employing a cut-diagram representation of the frag-
mentation process and a convenient algebraic represen-
tations of the pion’s BSA and quark propagators. The
latter allows us to analytically integrate over the light-
front variables k+ and k− while the transverse momen-
tum can be integrated numerically. The fragmentation
function we obtain is in qualitative agreement with an
earlier calculation in the NJL model, but is about 10–
12% enhanced for momentum fractions z ≲ 0.8.

This elementary fragmentation function feeds into the
kernel of a quark jet fragmentation equation, which is
solved to obtain the full pion fragmentation function.

The resulting functions Dπ+

u and Dπ−

u , amongst others,
describe the probability that a u quark escaping the col-
lision region produces a positively or negatively charged
pion, respectively, thereby transferring a fraction of its
light-front momentum z.

The present approach is readily applicable to light
and heavy pseudoscalar and vector meson fragmenta-
tion functions and calculations are underway. As a light
quark can fragment in a cascade of mesons (and baryons)
other than pions, this leads to a set of coupled quark
jet fragmentation functions that must be solved self-
consistently [41]. Future improvements must also con-
sider gluon contributions to the isospin-singlet fragmen-
tation function Dπ

0 at the initial hadronic scale, as one
expects gluon and qq̄ mixing. The fragmentation of a
gluon poses a more daunting challenge, as the topol-
ogy of their hadronization involves higher-order diagrams
and a robust ansatz for the quark-gluon vertex. Never-
theless, their calculation will reveal unknown aspects of
hadronization and shed light on the underlying confine-
ment mechanism.
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Appendix A: Algebraic representation of
propagators and Bethe-Salpeter amplitudes

Since we work with light-front variables, we need a
suitable algebraic representations for the propagators
and bound-state amplitudes that enter the fragmenta-
tion function (16). A sum of complex conjugate mass
poles [34, 35] provides an adequate reproduction of the
numerical solution of the scalar and vector dressing func-
tions of the quark propagator S(k) = −iσV (k

2)γ · k +
σS(k

2):

σS(k
2) =

2∑
n=1

[
znmn

k2 +m2
n

+
z∗nm

∗
n

k2 +m∗
n
2

]
, (A1)

σV (k
2) =

2∑
n=1

[
zn

k2 +m2
n

+
z∗n

k2 +m∗
n
2

]
, (A2)

(A3)

wheremn are complex-valued light-quark mass scales and
zn are complex coefficients which are fitted to the DSE
solutions for σS and σV . Their values are found in Table 2
of Ref. [20].
The Lorentz-invariant amplitudes of the BSA (14) are

expanded in terms of Chebyshev moments, Fim(k, P ),

Fi(k, P, zk) =

∞∑
m=0

Fim(k, P )Um(zk) , (A4)

which results in a faster convergence in solving the BSE.
We consider m = 3 Chebyshev polynomials Um(zk) of
the second kind, where zk = k · P/|k∥P | is an angle be-
tween k and P . The eigenvalue problem for the vector
F := {F1,F2,F3,F4} = {Eπ, Fπ, Gπ, Hπ} that describes
the pseudoscalar meson is solved by means of Arnoldi fac-
torization implemented with the ARPACK library [36]. For
details we refer, for instance, to Refs. [37, 38].
One can separate the BSA in even and odd compo-

nents,

Fi(k, P ) = F0
i (k, P ) + k · P F1

i (k, P ) , (A5)

where F0,1
i (k, P ) are even under k · P → −k · P and

F1
i (k, P ) ≡ 0 for flavorless pseudoscalar mesons, as they

are eigenstates of the charge-conjugation operator de-
fined as,

ΓM (k, P )
C−→ Γ̄M (k, P ) := C ΓT

M (−k, P )CT . (A6)

In here, we assume SU(2) isospin symmetry with mu =
md. The constraint that the covariant basis (14) must
satisfy Γ̄M (k, P ) = λcΓM (k, P ) with λc = +1 for pseu-
doscalar mesons is the reason that F0

i (k, P ) is even.
The four scalar amplitudes Fi(k, P ) = F0

i (k, P ) are
parametrized with a generalized Nakanishi integral rep-
resentation [39, 40],

Fi(k, P ) =

N∑
j=1

∫ 1

−1

dα ρj(α)
UjΛ

2nj

∆nj (k, α,Λ)
, (A7)
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where ∆ = k2 + αk · P + Λ2, N = 3 and the spectral
density ρj(α) is given by,

ρj(α) =
1
2

(
C

1/2
0 (α) + σjC

1/2
2 (α)

)
. (A8)

C
1/2
0 (α) and C

1/2
2 (α) are Gegenbauer polynomials of order

1/2. The parameters Uj , Λ, nj and σj for the pion are
listed in Table IV of Ref. [24]. The amplitudes Fi(k, P )
are fitted to the sum of the 0th and 2nd Chebyshev mo-
ments.
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