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Functions and Valence Distribution Functions in Proton
Teruo Kurai¶*
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Abstract

We attempt to show a possible relationship between sea quarks distribution functions and valence quark distribution

functions in proton by considering Atlas experiment results, We obtain similar behavior of valence u quark and valence

d quark distribution functions by considering that sea quarks is unbound state and by assuming that its distribution

functions is described as a close state of our unbound pion distribution functions.

Keywords: distribution amplitude, distribution functions, sea quarks, valence quark

Correspondence: Teruo Kurai

1 Introduction

A
fter Gell-Mann succeeded to predict the existence of Ω− by estimating its mass by his eight-fold way model [1], people had believed that
baryons including nucleons are consisted by three quarks. However, New Muon Collaboration (NMC) [2], NA51 Collaboration [3] and E866

Collaboration [4] reported ̄𝑑−𝑢̄ asymmetry in proton. These results has stimulated people’s concern for the structure of proton. As results, H1
and Zeus (DESY) [5] and Atlas (CERN) [6] have reported sea quarks (quark-antiquark system) distribution functions, valence quark distribution
functions and gluon distribution functions in proton. These results show that proton has more profound structure than that composed by simple
three quarks. H1 and Zeus results are obtained by electron-proton collision, while Atlas results are obtained by proton-proton collision. Especially,
Atlas results show the following very interesting properties. Besides they found 𝑠 ̄𝑠 sea quarks distribution functions denoted as 𝑥 ̄𝑠, 𝑥 ̄𝑑 value at
𝑥 = 1 × 10−3 looks like equal to the peak value of 𝑥 ̄𝑑 and 𝑥𝑢̄ value at 𝑥 = 1 × 10−3 looks like one half of the peak value of 𝑥𝑢. In addition, 𝑥 ̄𝑑 value
at 𝑥 = 1 × 10−3 looks like equal to 𝑥 ̄𝑢 value at 𝑥 = 1 × 10−3. Note that Atlas group denote each sea quarks distribution functions as 𝑥𝑢, 𝑥𝑑 and 𝑥𝑠,
respectively, and also denote valence u quark and valence d quark distribution functions as 𝑥𝑢 and 𝑥𝑑, respectively [6]. These properties indicate that
it is possible or rather probable that there are some relationship between sea quarks distribution functions and valence quark distribution functions.
In Atlas experiment, there is no valence s quark distribution functions. We try to explain the possibility of existence of sea quark distribution
functions and valence u and d quark distribution functions. Pions are composed of 𝑢 ̄𝑑, 𝑢 ̄𝑢 and 𝑑 ̄𝑑 only. Thus, we use pion distribution functions as
basis. In this paper, we attempt to show behavior of 𝑢̄ and ̄𝑑 sea quarks distribution functions and that of valence u quark and valence d quark
distribution functions starting from our charged pion distribution amplitude and functions shown in ref. [7] and ref. [8], respectively. Even in
Lattice QCD calculation, recently, Francis et al. shows asymptotic limit of charged pion distribution function is close to 1, ie, (1 − 𝑥)𝛽, 𝛽 ≈ 1 [9].
This supports our asymptotic form of charged pion distribution functions.

2 Formulation

We proposed for description of baryons as composition of bound and unbound state of sea quarks [10]. By following those descriptions, proton
is described as composition of a charged pion 𝜋+(𝑢 ̄𝑑) and a neutral pion 𝜋0 (mix of 𝑢 ̄𝑢 and 𝑑 ̄𝑑 ((𝑢𝑢̄ − 𝑑 ̄𝑑)/√2))) besides s unbound sea quarks.
Important point is that 𝜋+ and 𝜋0 can take either bound state or unbound state repeatedly. For an example of numerical calculation, we showed
proton and neutron electromagnetic form factors using pion pair consideration [11]. Note that we used 𝜋+ wave function for 𝜋0 wave function in
proton case in that paper because we had not obtained 𝜋0 wave function yet at that paper’s publication date. In addition, we obtained a charged
pion distribution amplitude [7] and its distribution function [8]. Using those arguments, we attempt to explain the behavior of Atlas experiment
results [6].

Although we proposed that proton is composed as 𝜋+ and 𝜋0 besides s ̄𝑠 in ref. [10], in reality, the distribution functions of u ̄𝑑 , uu and d ̄𝑑
should be slightly different from those of 𝜋+ and 𝜋0 because there is no evidence that shows to exist exact 𝜋+ and 𝜋0 in proton. Thus, we use our
distribution amplitude and functions of charged pion as basic forms but we deviate slightly to describe the distribution amplitude and functions of
u ̄𝑑 , u ̄𝑢 and d ̄𝑑 in proton. Here, we use our approximate forms for distribution amplitude and functions of charged pion. Note that, as we mentioned
in ref. [7], our approximate forms are sufficient to compare to other proposed distribution amplitude, thus, also to other proposed distribution
functions from the definition as shown in later. Our approximate form of distribution amplitude of charged pion is described as [7]

1
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𝐹3(𝑥) =
1 − 𝑥
𝑥 (1 − 𝑒−𝜌

𝑥
1−𝑥 (𝑠𝑖𝑛 (𝜌 𝑥

1 − 𝑥 ) + 𝑐𝑜𝑠 (𝜌 𝑥
1 − 𝑥 ) )) (1)

where 𝜌 = ᵆ
√2|𝛼|

, |𝛼| = 𝑔2

16
, 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1]

Note that 𝐹3(𝑥) is actually |𝐹3(𝑥)| .
From Eq. (1), our approximate form of the charged pion distribution functions is described as [8]

𝑓3(𝑥) = const 𝑥|𝐹3(𝑥)|

= const (1 − 𝑥) (1 − 𝑒−𝜌
𝑥

1−𝑥 (sin (𝜌 𝑥
1 − 𝑥 ) + cos (𝜌 𝑥

1 − 𝑥 ))) (2)

We consider that sea quarks states correspond to unbound state. Here, we define unbound state as follows:
Definition:
Unbound state is a state corresponding to a distribution amplitude, that is, exponential 𝑒−𝜌

𝑥
1−𝑥 becomes negligibly small because the coupling

constant 𝑔2 is sufficiently small.
Thus, Eq. (1) gives our distribution amplitude of sea quarks ̄𝑑 that come from 𝜋+ as

𝐹𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
3 (𝑥) = 1 − 𝑥

𝑥 (3)

Thus, our distribution functions of ̄𝑑 become

𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥) = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡𝑥𝐹𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

3 (𝑥) = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡(1 − 𝑥) (4)

Notation of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥)means sea quarks ̄𝑑 distribution functions come from 𝜋+ .

The behavior of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥) in Eq. (4) shows a little bit larger than that of sea quarks distribution functions 𝑥𝑑 shown in Atlas experiment results

[6]. Therefore, we deviate distribution amplitude slightly from Eq. (1). For this point, we compare above sea quarks distribution functions to our
view point of sea quarks distribution functions due to gluon splitting in Appendix A.

To achieve this purpose, we return to the exact form of our distribution amplitude shown in Eq. (40) in ref. [7] as:

𝐹3(|𝑞|) = Γ (1 + 𝑖
𝜋) 𝑒

−𝑖 𝜋
4

1
√|𝛼|

∫
∞

0
𝑑𝑧𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 − 𝑖)) 𝑒
1
4
𝑧2 ( 12𝑧)

− 1
2 𝑊− 1

4
− 𝑖

𝜋
,− 1

4
( 12𝑧

2)

− Γ (1 − 𝑖
𝜋) 𝑒

−𝑖 𝜋
4

1
√|𝛼|

∫
∞

0
𝑑𝑧𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 + 𝑖)) 𝑒
1
4
𝑧2 ( 12𝑧)

1
2 𝑊− 1

4
+ 𝑖

𝜋
,− 1

4
( 12𝑧

2) (5)

To evaluate the integral in Eq. (5), we again divide the integral as ∫∞
0 𝑑𝑧 = ∫ᵆ

0 𝑑𝑧 + ∫∞
ᵆ 𝑑𝑧 and use the argument for large |q| case shown in ref.

[7]. Then, our distribution amplitude is represented by following equation.

𝐹3(|𝑞|) = Γ (1 + 𝑖
𝜋) 𝑒

−𝑖 𝜋
4

1
√|𝛼|

∫
ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑧𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 − 𝑖)) 𝑒
1
4
𝑧2 ( 12𝑧)

− 1
2 𝑊− 1

4
− 𝑖

𝜋
, 1
4
( 12𝑧

2)

− Γ (1 − 𝑖
𝜋) 𝑒

−𝑖 𝜋
4

1
√|𝛼|

∫
ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑧𝑒𝑥𝑝 (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 + 𝑖)) 𝑒
1
4
𝑧2 ( 12𝑧)

− 1
2 𝑊 1

4
+ 𝑖

𝜋
,− 1

4
( 12𝑧

2) (6)

Recalling that we obtained our approximate form of pion distribution amplitude using only the first term of 𝑀𝜅,𝜇(𝑧) to evaluate the integral
in the case of large |𝑞| and also recalling that𝑊𝜅,𝜇(𝑧) is defined as𝑊𝜅,𝜇(𝑧) =

Γ(−2𝜇)
Γ( 12−𝜇−𝜅)

𝑀𝜅,𝜇(𝑧) +
Γ(2𝜇)

Γ( 12+𝜇−𝜅)
𝑀𝜅,−𝜇(𝑧) [12], a slight deviation can be

considered by adding the first term of 𝑀𝜅,−𝜇(𝑧) because actual form of 𝑊𝜅,𝜇(𝑧) in Eq. (6) is𝑊𝜅,𝜇 (
1
2
𝑧2).

The definition of 𝑀𝜅,𝜇(𝑧) is described as [12]

𝑀𝜅,𝜇(𝑧) = 𝑧𝜇+
1
2 𝑒−

𝑧
2 1𝐹1 (𝜇 − 𝜅, 2𝜇 + 1; 𝑧)

where 1𝐹1 is the confluent hypergeometric series defined as [12]

1𝐹1 (𝜂, 𝜁; 𝑧) =
∞
∑
𝑛=0

𝜂(𝜂 + 1)⋯ (𝜂 + 𝑛 − 1) 𝑧𝑛

𝜁(𝜁 + 1)⋯ (𝜁 + 𝑛 − 1)

= 1 +
∞
∑
𝑛=1

𝜂(𝜂 + 1)⋯ (𝜂 + 𝑛 − 1)
𝜁(𝜁 + 1)⋯ (𝜁 + 𝑛 − 1)

𝑧𝑛
𝑛!

Thus, the first term of 𝑀𝜅,−𝜇 (
1
2
𝑧2) in the case of 𝜅 = − 1

4
∓ 𝑖

𝜋
and 𝜇 = − 1

4
becomes 1. Thus, Eq. (6) becomes
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𝐹3(|𝑞|) = 𝑒−𝑖
𝜋
4 2

1
4

1
√|𝛼|

∫
ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑧 exp (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 − 𝑖)) [Γ (12 ) +
Γ (1 + 𝑖

𝜋
)

Γ ( 1
2
+ 𝑖

𝜋
)
Γ (−12 ) (

1
2 )

3
4 𝑧]

− 𝑒−𝑖
𝜋
4 2

1
4

1
√|𝛼|

∫
ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑧 exp (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 + 𝑖)) [Γ (12 ) +
Γ (1 − 𝑖

𝜋
)

Γ ( 1
2
− 𝑖

𝜋
)
Γ (−12 ) (

1
2 )

3
4 𝑧]

= 𝑒−𝑖
𝜋
4 2

1
4√𝜋[ 1

√|𝛼|
∫

ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑧 exp (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 − 𝑖)) [1 − 2 cosh(1)
𝜋√sinh(1)

( 12 )
3
4 𝑧]

− 1
√|𝛼|

∫
ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑧 exp (−

|𝑞|
√2|𝛼|

𝑧(1 + 𝑖)) [1 − 2 cosh(1)
𝜋√sinh(1)

( 12 )
3
4 𝑧]] (7)

In Eq. (7), we use the facts that Γ (1 ± 𝑖
𝜋
) = [𝜋 (±1

𝜋
) / sinh (𝜋 (±1

𝜋
))]

1
2 = ( 1

sinh(1)
)
1
2 and Γ ( 1

2
± 𝑖

𝜋
) = 𝜋

cosh(𝜋( ±1𝜋 ))
= 𝜋

cosh(1)
, Γ ( 1

2
) =

√𝜋, Γ (− 1
2
) = −2√𝜋 (Γ (−𝑛 + 1

2
) = (−1)𝑛2𝑛

(2𝑛−1)!!
√𝜋[11]) as shown in ref. [7].

Integral of ∫ᵆ
0 𝑑𝑧 exp(−𝜇∓𝑧)𝑧 becomes

∫
ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑧𝑒−𝜇∓𝑧𝑧 = −𝑒

−𝜇∓ᵆ

𝜇∓
+ 1
𝜇2∓

[1 − 𝑒−𝜇∓ᵆ] (8)

where 𝜇∓ =
|𝑞|

√2|𝛼|
(1 ∓ 𝑖)

By following our definition of unbound state, sea quarks states (unbound state), are defined as follows.
Definition: √|𝛼| ∝ √𝑔2 is sufficiently small so that the exponential term becomes negligibly small in entire x domain.

Thus, this part gives √|𝛼|
|𝑞|2

⟶√|𝛼| (1−𝑥)
2

𝑥2
term.

Important point is that the first term of Eq. (8) is the same order of |𝑞| as the first terms of the first and the second terms of Eq. (7). However,
including terms that come from this integral breaks the constraint condition of our distribution amplitude, such as 𝐹3(|𝑞|)⟶ 𝑥 when 𝑥⟶ 0 as
shown in ref. [7] (We obtain this condition by using the integral representation of 𝑊𝜅,𝜇(𝑧)) when coupling constant 𝑔2 is not sufficiently small (√|𝛼|
is not smal) so that the exponential term remains. Breaking the constraint condition means that including only the first term of 𝑀𝜅,−𝜇 (

1
2
𝑧2) does

not describe the exact pion state. This is plausible because there is no evidence which shows to exist the exact pion in proton.
Recalling that our pion distribution amplitude and functions correspond to the charged pion 𝜋± , we also need those of neutral pion 𝜋0 for

further consideration. Looking at Eq. (7) and Eq. (8) in ref. [7] and recalling that we are considering the chiral limit case (massless quark case), our
equation for 𝜒0 , which corresponds to 𝜋0 , becomes

(𝑃20 − 𝑃2𝑖 )𝜒0 = 0 (9)

In rest frame, that is 𝑃1 = 0, 𝑃0 becomes equal to𝑊0 so that Eq. (8) becomes

𝑊 2
0 𝜒0 = 0 (10)

Thus, for the pion case, that is𝑊0 = 0 , 𝜒0 cannot be determined.
However, Dlamini et al. [13] shows, for the neutral pion 𝜋0, that t dependence (𝑡 = (𝑞 − 𝑞′)2, q is virtual photon momenta and 𝑞′ is 𝜋0

momenta) usually parametrized by Regge-like functions is no longer valid when (−𝑡) is larger than 1 GeV2 and that cross section is represented as
𝑑𝜎 = const𝑄−6 exp(−𝐵𝑡′) (𝑡′ = 𝑡𝑚𝑖𝑛 − 𝑡) when 𝑄2 = 5.49 and 8.31 GeV2 shown in Fig. 3 of ref. [13].

The results of Dlamini et al. means that when 𝑄2 is smaller than those values and 𝜋0 momenta is small, 𝜋0 behaves as Regge-like function
(cross section is described by omitting form of exponential term). In addition, Horn [14] shows, for the charged pion 𝜋±, that cross section is
represented as 𝑑𝜎 = const𝑄−6. Considering the results of Dlamini et al. together with the results of Horn leads to the fact that cross section of
𝜋0 becomes same description of that of 𝜋± when 𝑄2 or 𝜋0 momenta is small. Recalling that 𝑄2 of Atlas experiment is 𝑄2 = 1.9 GeV2 and 𝑄2 of
H1 and Zeus experiment is 𝑄2 = 10 GeV2 and that main range of the distribution functions of sea quarks is less than 𝑥 = 0.4, we can consider
that 𝜋0 (actually close state of 𝜋0) behaves as Regge-like function in both experiment cases. Therefore, we assume that the distribution amplitude
and functions of 𝜋0 in Atlas experiment case are represented as the similar forms that described by our charged pion distribution amplitude and
functions. From Eq. (7) and Eq. (8) and using our definition of sea quarks, distribution amplitude of sea quarks is described as:

|𝐹𝑠𝑒𝑎3 (𝑥)| = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡 [ 1 − 𝑥
𝑥 − 2

3
4 cosh(1)

𝜋√sinh(1)
√|𝛼| (1 − 𝑥)2

𝑥2 ] (11)

Recalling that the distribution functions is proportional to X times the distribution amplitude. Thus, our sea quarks distribution functions
𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎(𝑥) are described as

𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎(𝑥) = 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡 [(1 − 𝑥) − 𝛽√|𝛼| (1 − 𝑥)2
𝑥 ] (12)

where 𝛽 = 2
3
4 cosh(1)

𝜋√sinh(1)
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Recalling that our definition of sea quarks is that the coupling constant 𝑔2 is sufficiently small so that the exponential term becomes negligibly
small for entire X domain, √|𝛼| is sufficiently small for entire x domain because |𝛼| is proportional to 𝑔2 as shown in Eq. (1). Here, we use the
following ansatz to satisfy this condition.

Ansatz:
Coupling constant 𝑔2 depends on momentum. The property of the coupling constant 𝑔2 is that 𝑔2 becomes smaller as momentum is larger and

also 𝑔2 becomes smaller when momentum is smaller.
The first part of property is not so peculiar but the second part is technical. However, the exponential term is multiplied by (sin 𝜌 𝑥

1−𝑥
+ cos 𝜌 𝑥

1−𝑥
)

when calculating integral in Eq. (7) (refer to ref. [7]). Thus, the second term of Eq. (8) becomes const when x goes to 0 so that, for the distribution
functions, this term becomes const when x goes to 0. Therefore, in the case of using only the first part of property in the ansatz, the second term of
Eq. (8) goes to 0 when x goes to 0 even though 𝑔2 becomes constant when x goes to 0. Actually, we need only this property for the adding term
(deviation term). In addition, the first term of Eq. (8) becomes constant for the distribution functions when x goes to 0 because of multiplication of x.
Thus, the adding term changes only constant value when x goes to 0 because constant term in parenthesis of the integral in Eq. (7) becomes 0 when
x goes to 0. In Sec. 4, we check the magnitude of the exponential in the case of using ansatz. According to the argument in Sec.4, the exponential is
sufficiently small in most of all region of x except for the region that X is very close to 0 even though√|𝛼| is constant. The previous paragraphs
indicate that the behavior of sea quarks distribution functions would be different form, that is not uniquely decreasing, in the neighbor of x = 0 in
spite of starting from constant value at ⋅ if we use only the first part of property in the ansatz. Recalling that x domain of Atlas experiment results is
_ , it is possible that x domain of Atlas experiment results is outside of the region in which possible improper behavior occurs. Thus, it is meaningful
to remove this possible improper behavior simply, by adding the second part of property in the ansatz. Thus, we use the ansatz here.

Using this ansatz,√|𝛼| is represented as

√|𝛼| = 𝛾𝑥1+𝑝1(1 − 𝑥)𝑝2 (13)

where 𝛾 , 𝑝1 and 𝑝2 are positive constant.
The reason we use this representation is as follows.
Exponent of exponential is, − 𝑥

1−𝑥
ᵆ

√2|𝛼|
, thus, to satisfy the condition that this becomes −∞ when x goes to 0,√|𝛼|must be a function of 𝑥1+𝑝1

(𝑝1 is positive) and to satisfy the condition that√|𝛼| becomes smaller when x goes to 1,√|𝛼|must also be a function of (1 − 𝑥)𝑝2(𝑝2 is positive) and
this keeps the condition that exponent becomes −∞ when x goes to 1.

This representation satisfies the condition that the exponential term becomes negligibly small in the entire x domain because we later show that
the value of the constant 𝛾 is less than 4 and ̄𝑢 (𝑢̄ = ᵆ

√2
) value in 𝜌 for 𝜋+ case is larger than 10 because a pion (actually close state of pion) in the

proton must be considered as a state after evolution. We define valence quark distribution functions of proton (valence u quark and valence d
quark) as

𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙(𝑥) = upper value − our defined sea quarks

where 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1],
the upper value = 0.4 (0 ≤ 𝑥 ≤ 𝑥 value of the first extrema of our sea quarks)
= our u or d quark distribution functions (one half of our pion distribution functions) of which the x value of peak is the same as the x value of

the first extrema of our sea quarks (𝑥 value of the first extrema of our sea quarks ≤ 𝑥 ≤ 1)
We consider that valence u quark distribution functions of proton are the sum of valence u quark distribution functions come from charged

pion 𝜋+ (close state of 𝜋+ )and that come from neutral pion 𝜋0 (close state of 𝜋0 ) and also consider that valence d quark distribution functions is
the same as valence u quark distribution functions come from neutral pion 𝜋0 (close state of 𝜋0 ).

Following our definition and consideration, we show how to obtain valence u and d quark distribution functions denoted as 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) and
𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥) , respectively, as follows.

From Eq. (11) and Eq. (12), and recalling that upper vale is 0.4 at x=0 , our sea quarks distribution functions is described as

𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎(𝑥) = 0.4 [(1 − 𝑥) − ̄𝛾𝑥𝑝1(1 − 𝑥)2+𝑝2] (14)

For 𝑝1 and 𝑝2, we set 𝑝1 = 0.55, 𝑝2 = 0.43 for all our sea quarks distribution functions, i.e., 𝑥 ̄𝑑 come from 𝜋+ denoted as 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥), 𝑥 ̄𝑑 come

from 𝜋0 denoted as 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋0 (𝑥) and 𝑥 ̄𝑢 come from 𝜋0 denoted as 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ

𝜋0 (𝑥). From now on, we call those as temporal sea quarks distribution functions.
First, we show the process to obtain valence u quark distribution functions come from 𝜋+. As we recall sea quarks 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋+ (𝑥) come from 𝜋+. For
this case, we set ̄𝛾 = 2.57 in Eq. (14). The reason for choosing this ̄𝛾 value is as follows. We consider that temporal sea quarks distribution functions
𝑥 ̄𝑑 denoted as 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥) is mean value of temporal sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋+ (𝑥) come from 𝜋+ and neutral pion 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋0 (𝑥) come from 𝜋0

and also consider that temporal sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋0 (𝑥) come from 𝜋0 is same as temporal sea quarks distribution functions

𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ
𝜋0 (𝑥) come from 𝜋0. According to Atlas experiment results, the value of sea quarks distribution functions 𝑥 ̄𝑢 at 𝑥 = 0.1 is a little bit larger than
0. Thus, 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ

𝜋0 (𝑥) = 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋0 (𝑥) at 𝑥 = 0.1must be around 0.1. Then, recalling that 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥) is the mean value of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋+ (𝑥) and 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋0 (𝑥), 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋+ (𝑥) at
𝑥 = 0.1must be around 0.13 because the value of sea quarks distribution functions 𝑥 ̄𝑑 at 𝑥 = 0.1 of Atlas experiment results is around 0.12 and 0.13.
To satisfy this condition, we choose ̄𝛾 = 2.57.
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Figure 1. Temporal sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥).

Fig. 1 shows temporal sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥).

Note that 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥) has two extrema but that important one is extrema of which x value is smaller one. In this case, x=0.32 .

Our pion distribution functions of which the x value of the peak point is x=0.32 can be obtained by taking ⋅ value as 𝜌 = 5 in Eq. (2). Fig. 2
shows our u quark distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 5 , that is one half of our pion distribution functions of which 𝜌 value is 𝜌 = 5 .

Figure 2. 𝑢(𝑑) quark distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 5.

Note that we adjust the constant of Eq. (2) so that peak value becomes 0.4. Using the adjustment of the constant means removing the
requirement of normalization condition that is necessary to obtain the distribution functions of pion as shown in ref. [8]. The fact that we need to
remove the requirement of normalization condition may also reflect the situation that u ̄𝑑 system in proton is not exact pion but only close state.
However, this adjustment is not so large as shown in the following paragraph.
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Actual peak value of pion distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 5 is 0.6217 and peak value of pion distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 3
is 0.7359 as shown in Fig. 1 of ref. [8]. Recalling that u quark distribution functions is obtained by multiplying 1

2
to pion distribution functions as

shown in ref. [8], actual peak value of u quark distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 5 is 0.31085.
Recalling that our definition of valence quark distribution functions, for this case, upper value is 0.4 when range of X is x ∈ [0, 0.32] , and

upper value corresponds to down slope of u quark distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 5 when range of x is ⋅ . Then, we obtain the following
figure for valence u quark distribution functions fvl( come from 𝜋+ .

Figure 3. Valence quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋+ (𝑥) come from 𝜋+.

Fig. 3 shows valence u quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋+ (𝑥) come from 𝜋+. Note that the shape of down slope becomes similar to that of
valence u quark distribution functions of Atlas experiment results. Comparing the shape of down slope of 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋+ (𝑥) in Fig. 3 to that of u quark
distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 5 in Fig. 2, this point is very clear. Although we need to add up valence u quark distribution functions
𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) come from 𝜋0 to obtain our final valence u quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥), the shape of down slope changes only slightly. Thus, over
all shape of 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) becomes similar to that of Atlas experiment results using subtraction of the temporal sea quarks distribution functions in
entire 𝑥 domain. Therefore, the temporal sea quarks distribution functions must have some meaning which we have not figured out yet. Using the
same procedure, we show valence quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) come from 𝜋0 in Fig. 4. 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) has peak at 𝑥 = 0.243.
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Figure 4. Valence quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) come from 𝜋0.

Note that, in our consideration, valence 𝑑 quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥) is same as 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) as mentioned before. Thus, Fig. 4 shows
valence 𝑑 quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑𝜋0 (𝑥).

To obtain 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥), we use temporal sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ
𝜋0 (𝑥) as shown in Fig. 5.

Figure 5. Temporal sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ
𝜋0 (𝑥).

Note again that, in our consideration, temporal sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋0 (𝑥) is same as that of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ

𝜋0 (𝑥).
To obtain 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ∶ᵆ

𝜋0 (𝑥) ,we take ̄𝛾 as ̄𝛾 = 2.8 to satisfy the condition tht 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ∶ᵆ
𝜋0 (𝑥) at X = 0.1 must be around 0.1. This ̄𝛾 value gives that 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ∶ᵆ

𝜋0 (𝑥)
at x = 0.1 is 0.1156, actually little bit larger, and generates that the X value of the first extrema point is x = 0.243 . Thus, the X value of peak point of
𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) is x = 0.243We do not show the figure of u quark distribution functions of which the x value of peak point is x = 0.243 here, however,
corresponding u quark distribution functions is obtained by setting 𝜌 value as 𝜌 = 7.8 .
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Recalling that valence 𝑢 quark distribution functions in proton, 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥), are the sum of 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋+ (𝑥) and 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥), we show 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) in Fig. 6.

Figure 6. Valence u quark distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥).

Note that the x value of peak point of 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) is x = 0.258 This X value of peak point is a little bit larger than that of Atlas experiment results (x
is around 0.24).

For actual sea quarks distribution functions corresponding to 𝑥 ̄𝑢 and 𝑥 ̄𝑑 denoted as 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥) and 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥), we simply use the shape of down
slope of 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) when 𝑥 is larger than the 𝑥 value of the first extrema of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ

𝜋0 (𝑥) (𝑥 = 0.243) for 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥), and use the shape of down slope of
𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) for 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋0 (𝑥) and 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋+ (𝑥) for 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥) when 𝑥 is larger than each 𝑥 value that represents the first extrema point (𝑥 = 0.243 for 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋0 (𝑥) and
𝑥 = 0.32 for 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋+ (𝑥)), respectively. Then, Fig. 7 and Fig. 8 show our actual sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥) and 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥), respectively.
Note that 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥) is the mean value of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋0 (𝑥) and 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋+ (𝑥).

Figure 7. Sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥).
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Figure 8. Sea quarks distribution functions 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥).

Because 𝛾 in Eq. (13) is represented as 𝛾 = ̂𝛾/𝛽 , 𝛾 = 3.373 for 𝜋+ and 𝛾 = 3.675 for 𝜋0 . Thus, we can use the form of √|𝛼| as
√|𝛼| = 4𝑥1.55(1 − 𝑥)0.43 for checking the magnitude of the exponential term. For the 𝜋+ case, form of exponent becomes − ᵆ

4𝑥0.55(1−𝑥)1.43
where

̄𝑢 = 𝑢/√2 when considering sea quark distribution functions.
Because 𝜌 = 5 for 𝜋+ distribution functions case, that is, 10 times larger than 𝜌 = 0.5 corresponding to initial scale (rest frame) distribution

functions as shown in ref. [8]. That the ⋅ value is 10 times larger means the ̄𝑢 value in 𝜌 is 10 times larger. Thus, for sea quarks distribution of 𝜋+

we can take ̄𝑢 as ̄𝑢 = 10 when we take ̄𝑢 = 1 for initial scale (rest frame) and for example 𝑥 = 1/2. In this case, the exponential almost becomes
maximum of about exp(−10) = 4.54 × 10−5 . Actually, even in rest frame (initial scale), proton has sea quarks state. The reason is as follows.
The initial scale (rest frame) distribution functions corresponds to the distribution functions before evolution. The distribution functions before
evolution must be non-zero, otherwise, sea quarks distribution functions become zero by considering evolution equation, for an example, DGLAP
evolution equation [15]. Because we consider that sea quarks state is unbound state, the exponential must be sufficiently small even in rest frame
because of our definition of unbound state so that the 𝑢̄ value for initial scale (rest frame) is not 1 but much larger value. For the 𝜋0 case, 𝜋0

distribution functions corresponds to the distribution functions in the case of 𝜌 = 7.8 , that is, 15.6 times larger. Thus, we can confirm that the
magnitude of exponential term, of which exponent is − ᵆ

4𝑥0.55(1−𝑥)1.43
,is negligibly small in entire x domain for both cases.
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3 Results

We obtain valence 𝑢 quark distribution functions and valence 𝑑 quark distribution functions as follows.

Figure 9. Comparison of valence 𝑢 distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) and valence 𝑑 distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥); upper panel is 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) of which the 𝑥 value of the
peak is 𝑥 = 0.258 and lower panel is 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥) of which the 𝑥 value of the peak is 𝑥 = 0.243

We also obtain sea quarks distribution functions as follows.

10 LJRS JOURNALS PRESS



POSSIBLE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SEA QUARKS DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS AND VALENCE DISTRIBUTION …

Figure 10. Comparison of sea quarks distribution functions of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥) and 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥); upper panel is 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥), and lower panel is 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥)
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Figure 11. Comparison of valence 𝑢 distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) and valence 𝑑 distribution functions 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥) in logarithmic vertical axis (horizontal axis is
linear); upper panel is 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥), lower panel is 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥)
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Comparing 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) and 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥), described in Fig. 9 to Fig. 11, to those of Atlas experiment results, over all shape are similar for both cases
and Fig. 11 shows that even value itself is close up to 𝑥 = 0.6 for 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) and up to 𝑥 = 0.7 for 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑑(𝑥), respectively.

Figure 12. Comparison of sea quarks distribution functions of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥) and 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥) in logarithmic vertical axis (horizontal axis is linear); upper panel is 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥),
and lower panel is 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥)

Comparing 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥) to that of Atlas experiment results, over all shape is similar and even value itself is close if we compare it to upper limit
of that of Atlas experiment results. Comparing 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥) to that of Atlas experiment results, 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥) is similar only up to the 𝑥 value of the first
extrema point. In the range of larger than the 𝑥 value of the first extrema point, Atlas experiment results decrease much faster than 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥).
However, recalling that we adopt the shape of down slope of valence quark distribution functions corresponding to that in the range larger than the
𝑥 value of the first extrema point, we can compare 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑(𝑥) and 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ(𝑥) to those of Atlas results only up to the 𝑥 value of the first extrema.
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4 Conclusion and Discussion

We obtain similar behaviors of valence u quark and valence d quark distribution functions to those of Atlas experiment results using the close states
described by starting from our charged pion distribution functionswith evolution and together with using the ansatz. Actually, this ansatz is technical,
however, in reality, systems of 𝑢 ̄𝑢 and 𝑑 ̄𝑑 are not exact 𝜋+ or 𝜋0 but only close states of these. We think that this ansatz reflects this situation.In
addition, this ansatz generates two extrema in each temporal sea quarks states. In addition, x value of the first extrema 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋0 (𝑥) (𝑥 = 0.243) is very
close to x value of peak of valence 𝑑 quark of Atlas experiment results (𝑥 is around 0.2) and for valence u quark distribution functions, x value
of the first extrema of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄ᴂ

𝜋0 (𝑥) (same as 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑
𝜋0 (𝑥)) (𝑥 = 0.243) and 𝑥 value of the first extrema of 𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎 ̄𝑑

𝜋+ (𝑥) (𝑥 = 0.32) which are same x values of
peak points of 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋0 (𝑥) and 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ𝜋+ (𝑥), respectively, and 𝑥 value of peak point of sum of these, i.e., 𝑓𝑣𝑎𝑙ᵆ(𝑥) (𝑥 = 0.258) is also very close to valence u
quark distribution functions of Atlas experiment results (𝑥 is around 0.24).Thus, this ansatz is meaningful. However, as mentioned in Sec. 2, we
have not figured out its real meaning yet. Using the shape of down slope of valence u quark or that of 𝑑 quark distribution functions to obtain
sea quarks distribution functions is really technical because we do not know how to estimate this part. Except for this process, we think that our
process is reasonable. As a final comment, we consider behavior of 𝑢 ̄𝑑, 𝑢𝑢̄ and 𝑑 ̄𝑑 inside proton as following way. Exact pions decay very quickly so
that inside proton pions must be unbound state, however, when x is very small that corresponds to very surface of proton ( r is large), by absorbing
gluons, quark and antiquark pair becomes bound state so that confinement potential reappears. Thus, free quarks or antiquarks cannot be observed
from proton.

Actually, gluon distribution functions becomes decreasing when x is smaller than 0.003. we think this behavior is reflection of above mentioned
mechanism.

5 Appendix A

According to standard QCD, sea quarks appears by gluon splitting. In this case, quarks is described as 𝑞 ̄𝑞 state that corresponds to exactly coupling
constant 𝑔2 = 0 case of our definition of [7]. In our case, these are obtained from following two parts.

One is from our solution 𝜒3(𝑟) (𝜎1 component) [7] which gives to Eq. (1) and Eq. (2). The other one comes from vacuum expectation value
𝑆(𝑟) = 1

2𝜋
𝑃𝑟 1

𝑟
(𝑖𝜎3 component)[7]. To obtain wave function, we use NJR’s Word Identity, especially, in our case, as shown in Appendix A in ref. [16].

This gives this part represents 𝜒0(𝑟) (Unit component). For distribution amplitude, we use one dimensional Fourier transform that becomes

𝑞∫
∞

0
𝑑𝑟𝐽 1

2
(𝑞𝑟) = 𝑞 (∫

ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑟𝐽 1

2
(𝑞𝑟) +∫

∞

ᵆ
𝑑𝑟𝐽 1

2
(𝑞𝑟)) (15)

Again we consider only First term integral because of considering large 𝑞 case [7]. Then the first term integral becomes [17]

𝑞∫
ᵆ

0
𝑑𝑟𝐽 1

2
(𝑞𝑟) = −12𝑞𝑢𝐽 12

(𝑞𝑢) + 𝑆−1,− 1
2
(𝑞𝑢) − 𝑞𝑢𝐽− 1

2
(𝑞𝑢)𝑆0, 1

2
(𝑞𝑢) + 1 (16)

where 𝑆𝜇,𝜈(𝑧) denotes Lommel function defined as [18]

𝑆𝜇,𝜈(𝑧) =
1𝐹2 (1;

1
2
(𝜇 − 𝜈 + 3), 1

2
(𝜇 + 𝜈 + 3); 1

4
𝑧2)

(𝜇 + 1)2 − 𝜈2
𝑧𝜇+1

+ 2𝜇−1𝜋2 csc(𝜋𝜈)

Γ ( 1
2
(−𝜇 − 𝜈 + 1)) Γ ( 1

2
(−𝜇 + 𝜈 + 1))

(𝐽−𝜈(𝑧) sec (
1
2𝜋(𝜇 + 𝜈))

−𝐽𝜈(𝑧) sec (
1
2𝜋(𝜇 − 𝜈)))

(17)

Recalling that domain of above 𝑞 is [0,∞], 𝑞 becomes 𝑥
1−𝑥

, 𝑥 ∈ [0, 1]. In addition, these terms are for distribution amplitude so that this part of

distribution functions is obtained by multiplication of 𝑥. In our case, 𝜇 = 0, 𝜈 = 1
2
explicit description of this term becomes for small 𝑥

𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎2𝑔𝑙ᵆ𝑜𝑛(𝑥) ≈ 𝑥 (1 + 𝑎√
1 − 𝑥
𝑥 − 𝑏) (18)

where 𝑎 = 1
Γ( 3

4
)Γ( 3

4
)

𝜋2

2√ᵆ
, 𝑏 = 4 + 1

Γ( 3
4
)Γ( 3

4
)
𝜋2

√2
.

Recalling that, chiral limit case,𝑚𝜋 → 0 and that Renner relation such as 𝑀
𝑚𝜋

→ ̄𝜌 constant, we can consider √2
𝑓𝜋

̄𝜌 as parameter [𝐶]. Therefore,
we can choose this parameter to cancel out −𝑥 term of Eq. (2) obtained by considering 𝜒3(𝑟). In addition, we can also use 𝑢 as parameter. Thus, for
small 𝑥 case, sea quarks distribution functions by gluon splitting up to 𝑥 = 0.07 is described as

𝑓𝑠𝑒𝑎𝑔𝑙ᵆ𝑜𝑛(𝑥) = 2 (1 − ̄𝑎√𝑥(1 − 𝑥) + 𝑏𝑥) (19)

(0.001 ≤ 𝑥 ≤ 0.07)
For 0.07 ≤ 𝑥 ≤ 1, we use the shape of down slope of sum of valence 𝑢 and valence 𝑑 quark distribution functions. We choose the shape of

down slope to satisfy the condition both curves are smoothly connected at 𝑥 = 0.07.
This gives following figure for sea quarks distribution functions splitting by gluons (Fig. 1).
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Figure 13. Gluon distribution functions of 𝑥 ̄𝑔

Fig. 1 gluon distribution functions of 𝑥 ̄𝑔.
This is similar to gluon distribution functions of Atlas experiment except range 𝑥 = [0.001, 0.003]. This is understood by considering that

distribution functions of 𝑞 ̄𝑞 corresponds to that of gluons because we can consider that just after splitting momentum keeps that of just before
splitting.

From this consideration, we think sea quarks described in Atlas experiment are not generated by gluon splitting. We cannot really clarify the
boundary of coupling constant 𝑔2 value, however, definitely not exactly zero. This also gives why we use our ansatz besides our argument in Sec. 2.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Gell-Mann; Eight-fold way, OSTI. Gov. Report No. TID-12608, CTSL-20 (1961)

[2] M. Areneodo et al. (NMC Collaboration); Reevaluation of the Gottfried sum, Phys. Rev. D50 R1 (1994)

[3] A. Baldit et al. (NA51 Collaboration); Study of the isospin symmetry breaking in the light quark sea of the nucleon from the Drell-Yan process,
Phys. Lett. B332, 244 (1994)

[4] E.A. Hawker et al. (E866 Collaboration); Measurement of the Light Antiquark Flavor Asymmetry in the Nucleon Sea, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 3715
(1998)

[5] H. Abramowicz et al. (H1 and ZEUS Collaboration); Combination of Measurements ofInclusive Deep Inelastic 𝑒±𝔭 Scattering Cross Sections
and QCD Analysis of HERA Data, Euro. Phys. Journal C75, 580

[6] G. Aad et al. (Atlas); Determination of the parton distribution functions of the proton using diverse ATLAS data from pp collisions at√𝑠 = 7, 8
and 13𝑇𝑒𝑉 , Euro. Phys. Journal C82, 438

[7] T. Kurai; New Approach to Pion Distribution Amplitude, Journal of Modern Physics (JMP), Vol. 16, No. 6 (2025)

[8] T. Kurai; Pion Distribution Functions and Kaon Distribution Amplitude and Functions as a Bound System in 1 + 1 Dimensional QCD, JMP,
Vol. 17, No. 1 (2026)

[9] A. Francis, P. Fritzsch, R. Kaurur, J. Kim, G. Pederiva, D. A. Pefkou A. Rago, A. Shindler, A. Walker-Loud and S. Zafeiropoulos; Moment of
parton distribution functions of the pion from lattice QCD using gradient flow, Phys. Rev. D113, 074520 (2026)

[10] T. Kurai; Describing a Baryon as a Composition of Bound Stated and Unbound Stated Sea-Quarks, JMP, Vol. 15, No.10 (2024)

[11] T. Kurai; Proton and Neutron Electromagnetic Form Factors Based on Bound System in 3+1 Dimensional QCD, JMP, Vol. 11, No.5 (2020)

[12] S. Moriguchi, K. Udagawa and S. HItitsumatsu; Table of Mathematica III (Special functions), Iwanami, 1975

London Journal of Research In Science: Natural and Formal VOL. 26 · ISSUE 4 · 2026 15



KURAI

[13] M. Dlamini et al. (Jefferson Lab Hall A Collaboration); Deep Exclusive Electroproduction of 𝜋0 at High 𝑄2 in the Quark Valence Regime, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 127 , 152301 (2021)

[14] T. Horn; Experimental Overview on Experiments for Pion/Kaon structure, CFNSWorkshop on Elucidating the Structure of Nambu-Goldstone
Bosons, New York, 24-28 June 2024 (2024)

[15] V. N. Gribov and L.N. Lipatov: Deep in elastic electron scattering in perturbation theory, Phys. Lett. B37 (1), 78, (1971)

[16] T. Kurai; Pion wave-function as a bound system in 3 + 1 dimensional QCD, Result in physics vol. 7, 2066, (2017)

[17] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhic; Table of integrals, series and products (corrected and enlarged edition), Academic Press (1980)

[18] E. W. Weisstein; Lommel Function – fromWolfram MathWorld, Wolfran MathWorld (2003)

16 LJRS JOURNALS PRESS


	Possible Relationship Between Sea Quarks Distribution Functions and Valence Distribution Functions in Proton
	Introduction
	Formulation
	Results
	Conclusion and Discussion
	Appendix A

