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The parton distribution functions (PDFs) provide process-independent information about the
quarks and gluons inside hadrons. Although the gluon PDF can be obtained from a global fit to
experimental data, it is not constrained well in the large-x region. Theoretical gluon-PDF studies
are much fewer than those of the quark PDFs. In this work, we present the first lattice-QCD
results that access the x-dependence of the gluon unpolarized PDF of the nucleon. The lattice
calculation is carried out with nucleon momenta up to 2.16 GeV, lattice spacing a ≈ 0.12 fm, and
with valence pion masses of 310 and 690 MeV. We use reduced Ioffe-time distributions to cancel the
renormalization and implement a one-loop perturbative pseudo-PDF gluon matching. We neglect
mixing of the gluon operator with the quark singlet sector. Our matrix-element results in coordinate
space are consistent with those obtained from the global PDF fits of CT18 NNLO and NNPDF3.1
NNLO. Our fitted gluon PDFs at both pion masses are consistent with global fits in the x > 0.3
region.

I. INTRODUCTION

The unpolarized gluon parton distribution functions
(PDFs) g(x) and quark PDFs q(x) are important inputs
to many theory predictions for hadron colliders [1–8].
For example, both g(x) and q(x) contribute to the deep
inelastic scattering (DIS) cross section, and g(x) enters
at leading order in jet production [9, 10]. To calculate
the cross section for these processes in pp collisions, g(x)
needs to be known precisely. Although there are exper-
imental data like top-quark pair production, which con-
strains g(x) in the large-x region, and charm production,
which constrains g(x) in the small-x region, g(x) is still
experimentally the least known unpolarized PDF because
the gluon does not couple to electromagnetic probes. The
Electron-Ion Collider (EIC), which aims to understand
the role of gluons in binding quarks and gluons into nu-
cleons and nuclei, is at least in part intended to address
this gap in our experimental knowledge [11]. In addition
to experimental studies, the theoretical approaches to de-
termining gluon structure by calculation are continually
improving.

Lattice quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is a theoret-
ical method that has full systematic control in calculating
QCD quantities in the nonperturbative regime and can
provide useful information for improving our knowledge
of the gluon structure of the nucleon. However, there are
much fewer lattice calculations of gluon structure than
calculations of the nucleon isovector structure due to no-
torious noise-to-signal issues and complicated mixing in
the renormalization. The few existing gluon-structure
calculations were mostly done for the leading moments,
such as the gluon momentum fraction [12–14], and nu-
cleon gluon spin contribution [15, 16], or at heavy quark
mass, such as the gluon gravitational form factors of the
nucleon and the pion [17]. There has not been much
effort to extract the x-dependent PDF for many decades.

In recent years, there has been an increasing number
of calculations of x-dependent hadron structure in lat-

tice QCD, following the proposal of Large-Momentum
Effective Theory (LaMET) [18–20]. The LaMET method
calculates on the lattice quasi-distribution functions, de-
fined in terms of matrix elements of equal-time and spa-
tially separated operators, and then takes the infinite-
momentum limit to extract the lightcone distribution.
The quasi-PDF can be related to the Pz-independent
lightcone PDF through a factorization theorem. The first
part can be factorized into a perturbative matching co-
efficient, and the remaining part includes the corrections
suppressed by the hadron momentum [19]. This factor-
ization can be calculated exactly in perturbation the-
ory [21, 22]. Alternative approaches to lightcone PDFs
in lattice QCD are “good lattice cross sections” [21, 23–
26] and the pseudo-PDF approach [27–37]. There has
been much progress made on the theoretical side since
the first LaMET paper [20, 26, 35, 38–89], on the
lattice-calculation side, nucleon and meson parton dis-
tribution functions (PDFs) [37, 53, 59, 60, 62, 86, 90–
107]; for more details, we refer readers to a few re-
cent reviews [87, 108, 109] and their references. Al-
though there are limitations of finite volume and rela-
tively coarse lattice spacing, the latest nucleon isovector
quark PDFs determined from lattice data at the physi-
cal point have shown reasonable agreement [94, 95, 98]
with phenomenological results from global fits to the ex-
perimental data [1–3, 110, 111]. However, the theoretical
uncertainties and lattice artifacts need to be carefully
studied to obtain fully reliable results. The latest efforts
include an analysis of finite-volume systematics [102] and
exploration of machine learning [106, 112].

The unpolarized gluon PDF is defined as the Fourier
transform of the lightcone correlation of the nucleon,

g(x, µ2) =

∫
dξ−

πx
e−ixξ

−P+

× 〈P |F+
µ (ξ−)U(ξ−, 0)Fµ+(0)|P 〉, (1)

where ξ± = 1
2 (ξ0 ± ξ3) are the spacetime coordinates
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along the lightcone direction, the nucleon momentum
Pµ = (P0, 0, 0, Pz) and P± = 1

2 (P0 ± Pz), |P 〉 is
the hadron state with momentum P with normaliza-
tion 〈P |P 〉 = 1, µ2 is the MS renormalization scale,

U(ξ−, 0) = P exp
(
−ig

∫ ξ−
0

dη−A+(η−)
)

is the lightcone

Wilson link from ξ+ to 0 with A+ as the gluon po-
tential in the adjoint representation, Fµν = T aGaµν =

T a(∂µA
a
ν − ∂νA

a
µ − gfabcAbµA

c
ν) is the gluon field ten-

sor in the adjoint representation, g is the coupling con-
stant of the strong interaction, and fabc are the struc-
ture constants of SU(3). A straightforward way to cal-
culate the gluon PDFs directly on the lattices would be
to use LaMET. This was attempted when the first unpo-
larized gluon quasi-PDF matrix element was calculated
in Ref. [99]; however, not all the operators used in the
calculation can be multiplicatively renormalized, and the
largest momentum used is only 1.3 GeV, where noise al-
ready dominated the signal. Since then, there has been
new development of the general factorization formula for
the quasi-PDFs with the corresponding one-loop match-
ing kernel calculated in Refs. [78, 101] for the unpolarized
and polarized gluon quasi-PDFs. In their papers, the
authors also provide the multiplicatively renormalizable
unpolarized and polarized gluon operators and the cor-
responding renormalization condition that would allow
us to match the nonperturbatively renormalized gluon
quasi-PDFs to the lightcone PDFs from lattice simula-
tions. However, calculating the gluon renormalization
nonperturbatively suffers worse signal-to-noise than the
corresponding nucleon calculation, making it harder to
apply the strategies proposed in Refs. [78, 101].

In this work, we adapt the pseudo-PDF approach. It
uses Ioffe-time distributions (ITDs) which are functions
of Ioffe time ν = zPz and the squared spacetime in-
terval z2. The pseudo-PDF approach uses “reduced”
ITDs [27], where the renormalization constants are can-
celed by taking ratios of the matrix element with cor-
responding that of the nucleon at rest. This approach
is compared with the nonperturbative renormalization
strategy in Refs. [107, 113]. This ratio not only removes
Wilson-line–related UV divergences but also part of the
higher-twist contamination. Recently, a methodology for
determining the gluon PDFs within the pseudo-PDF ap-
proach was proposed in Ref. [114], allowing us to explore
the gluon PDF without facing the noisy nonperturbative
renormalization. There have been a number of successful
pseudo-PDF calculations of nucleon and pion PDFs. Ta-
ble I shows a summary of the lattice parameters used in
calculations of x-dependent PDFs using the pseudo-PDF
method.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we present the numerical setup of lattice simu-
lation and discuss the procedure to extract bare gluon
ground-state matrix elements from the lattice data. Sec-
tion III shows the numerical details to extract the phys-
ical pion mass unpolarized gluon distribution from the
reduced Ioffe time pseudo-distribution and compares our

results with the phenomenological global-fit gluon PDFs.
We summarize the final result and discuss future planned
calculation in Sec. IV.

II. LATTICE SETUP AND MATRIX ELEMENTS

This calculation is carried out using the Nf = 2+1+1
highly improved staggered quarks (HISQ) [115] lattices
generated by the MILC collaboration [116] with space-
time dimensions L3 × T = 243 × 64, lattice spacing
a = 0.1207(11) fm, and M sea

π ≈ 310 MeV. We apply
1 step of hypercubic (HYP) smearing [117] to reduce
short-distance noise. The Wilson-clover fermions are
used in the valence sector where the valence-quark masses
is tuned to reproduce the lightest light and strange sea
pseudoscalar meson masses (which correspond to pion
masses 310 and 690 MeV, respectively), as done by
PNDME collaboration [118–121]. As demonstrated by
PNDME and through our own calculation, we do not ob-
serve any exceptional configurations in our calculations
caused by the mixed-action setup. Since our strange and
light pion masses are tuned to match the corresponding
sea values, we do not anticipate lattice artifacts other
than potential O(a) effects. Since this is at the same level
as typical corrections to LaMET-type operators [61], it
requires no special treatment. Such effects will be studied
in future work.

We first calculate two-point nucleon (N) correlator

C2pt
N (Pz; t) = 〈0|Γ

∫
d3y e−iyPzχ(~y, t)χ(~0, 0)|0〉, (2)

where Pz is the boosted nucleon momentum along the
spatial z-direction, the nucleon interpolation operator

χ is εlmn[u(y)l
T
iγ4γ2γ5d

m(y)]un(y) (where {l,m, n} are
color indices, u(y) and d(y) are the quark operators),
projection operator is Γ = 1

2 (1 + γ4), and t is lattice
Euclidean time. Gaussian momentum smearing [122] is
used for the quark field,

SmomΨ(x) =
1

1 + 6α

(
Ψ(x) + α

∑
j

Uj(x)eikêjΨ(x+ êj)
)
,

(3)

where k is the momentum-smearing parameter and α is
the Gaussian smearing parameter. In our calculation,
we choose k = 2.9, α = 3 with 60 iterations to help us
getting a better signal at a higher boost nucleon momen-
tum. These parameters are chosen after carefully scan-
ning a wide parameter space to best overlap with our
desired boost momenta. We use 898 lattices in total and
calculate 32 sources per configuration for a total 28,735
measurements. In the previous gluon-PDF work [99], the
nucleon two-point function was calculated with overlap
fermions using all timeslices with a 2-2-2 Z3 grid source
and low-mode substitution [123, 124], which has 8 times
more statistics and best signal at zero nucleon momen-
tum. Even though the number of measurements in this
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Reference PDFs Sea quarks Valence quarks Pmax (GeV) a (fm) Mπ (MeV) MπL µ (GeV)

JLab/W&M’17 [27] nucleon valence PDF clover clover 2.5 0.09 601 8.8 {1, 2}
JLab/W&M’19-1 [31] nucleon valence PDF clover clover 2.44 0.094–0.127 390–415 4.5–8.6 2

JLab/W&M’19-2 [32] pion valence PDF clover clover 1.22 0.127 415 6.4–8.6 2

JLab/W&M’20 [36] nucleon valence PDF clover clover 3.29 0.09 172–358 4.0–5.2 2

ETMC’20 [37] nucleon valence PDF twisted-mass twisted-mass 1.38 0.09 130 2.8 2

MSULat’20 (this work) gluon PDF clover HISQ 2.16 0.12 310–680 4.5–10 2

TABLE I. The lattice parameters used in pseudo-PDF calculations of x-dependent PDFs. Most of these works set the MS
renormalization scale µ to 2 GeV (JLab/W&M’17 [27] also look at µ at 1 GeV). z2µ2 is chosen such that the logarithm term
in Eq. 14 vanishes.

work is smaller than the previous work, we see significant
improvement in the signal-to-noise at large boost mo-
menta with our momentum smearing, which allow us to
extend our calculation to momenta as high as 2.16 GeV.
We studied the (ap)n discretization effects on the nucleon
two-point correlators using ensembles of different lattice
spacing a ≈ 0.6, 0.9, 0.12 fm, and the results indicate that
these effects are not significant on the two-point correla-
tors. We anticipate the discretization effects to be small
in our calculation, based on the observation in the two-
point correlators; a study using multiple lattice spacings
for the gluon three-point correlators will be needed for
future precision calculations.

The nucleons two-point correlators are then fitted to a
two-state ansatz

C2pt
N (Pz, t) = |AN,0|2e−EN,0t + |AN,1|2e−EN,1t + ..., (4)

where the |AN,i|2 and EN,i are the ground-state (i = 0)
and first excited state (i = 1) amplitude and energy,
respectively. In this work, we use Ns to denote a nucleon
composed of quarks such that Mπ ≈ 690 MeV and Nl
to denote a nucleon composed of quarks such that Mπ ≈
310 MeV. Figure 1 shows the effective-mass plots for the
nucleon two-point functions with Pz = [0, 5] 2πL for both
masses. The bands show the corresponding reconstructed
fits using Eq. 4 with fit range [3, 13]. The bands are
consistent with the data except where Pz and t are both
large. The error of the effective masses at large Pz and
t region is too large to fit. However, our reconstructed
effective mass bands still match the the data points for
the smaller t values even for the largest Pz = 5 × 2π/L.
We check the dispersion-relation E2 = E2

0 + c2P 2
z of the

nucleon energy as a function of the momentum, as shown
in Fig. 2, and the speed of light c for the light quark is
consistent with 1 within the statistical errors.

We use the unpolarized gluon operator defined in
Ref. [114],

Og(z) ≡
∑
i 6=z,t

O(F ti, F ti; z)−
∑
i,j 6=z,t

O(F ij , F ij ; z), (5)

where the operator O(Fµν , Fαβ ; z) =
Fµν(z)U(z, 0)Fαβ(0), z is the Wilson link length

and the field tensor Fµν is defined as,

Fµν =
i

8a2g0
(P[µ,ν] + P[ν,−µ] + P[−µ,−ν] + P[−ν,µ]), (6)

where the a is the lattice spacing, g0 is the strong
coupling constant, the plaquette Pµ,ν = Uµ(x)Uν(x +
aµ̂)U†µ(x + aν̂)U†ν (x) and P[µ,ν] = Pµ,ν − Pν,µ. The op-
erator Og is chosen because its corresponding matching
kernel appears in Ref. [114]. An alternative operator,∑
i 6=z,tO(F ti, F zi; z), vanishes at Pz = 0 for kinematic

reasons, which would cause additional difficulty in ob-
taining the distributions from this operator. We find the
bare matrix elements to be consistent with up to 5 HYP-
smearing steps, and the signal-to-noise ratios do not im-
prove much with more steps. For the gluon operator used
in this paper, we use 4 HYP smearing steps to reduce the
statistical uncertainties, as studied in Ref. [99].

We obtain the three-point gluon correlator by combin-
ing the gluon loop with nucleon two-point correlators,

C3pt
N (z, Pz; tsep, t)

= 〈0|Γ
∫
d3y e−iyPzχ(~y, tsep)Og(z, t)χ(~0, 0)|0〉, (7)

where t is the gluon-operator insertion time, tsep is the
source-sink time separation, and Og(z, t) is the gluon op-
erator. The matrix elements of gluon operators can be
obtained by fitting the three-point function to its energy-
eigenstate expansion,

C3pt
N (z, Pz, t, tsep)

= |AN,0|2〈0|Og|0〉e−EN,0tsep

+ |AN,0||AN,1|〈0|Og|1〉e−EN,1(tsep−t)e−EN,0t

+ |AN,0||AN,1|〈1|Og|0〉e−EN,0(tsep−t)e−EN,1t

+ |AN,1|2〈1|Og|1〉e−EN,1tsep + ...,

(8)

where the amplitudes and energies, AN,0, AN,1, EN,0 and
EN,1 are obtained from the two-state fit of the 2-point
correlator. 〈0|Og|0〉, 〈0|Og|1〉 (〈1|Og|0〉), and 〈1|Og|1〉 are
the ground state matrix element, ground-excited state
matrix element, and excited state matrix element re-
spectively. The ground state matrix element 〈0|Og|0〉
is obtained from either a “two-sim” fit, a two-state si-
multaneous fit on multiple separation times with the
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FIG. 1. Nucleon effective-mass plots for Mπ ≈ 690 MeV (left) and Mπ ≈ 310 MeV (right) at z = 0, Pz = [0, 5] × 2π
L

on the
a12m310 ensemble. The bands are reconstructed from the two-state fitted parameters of two-point correlators. The momentum
Pz = 5 2π

L
is the largest momentum we used, and it is the noisiest data set.

c=0.9661(46)
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FIG. 2. Dispersion relations of the nucleon energy from the two-state fits for Mπ ≈ 690 MeV (left) and Mπ ≈ 310 MeV (right)

〈0|Og|0〉, 〈0|Og|1〉, 〈1|Og|0〉 terms, or a “two-simRR” fit,
which also includes the 〈1|Og|1〉 term.

Figure 3 shows example correlator plots from the ratio

RN (Pz, t, tsep) =
C3pt
N (Pz, t, tsep)

C2pt
N (Pz, tsep)

. (9)

as a function of the t−tsep/2 for multiple source-sink sep-
arations for at Pz = 2× 2π/L and tsep = {6, 7, 8, 9} × a.
The reconstructed ratio plot, using the fitted parameters
obtained from Eqs. (8) and (4) are plotted for each tsep,
and the gray band indicates the reconstructed ground-
state matrix elements 〈0|Og|0〉. The left-two plots in
Fig. 3 show the two-simRR fits and two-sim fits using
the tsep = {6, 7, 8, 9}a, while the remaining two plots
show individual two-state fits to the smallest and largest
source-sink separations (tsep = {6, 9}a). The plots of
pion mass Mπ ≈ 690 MeV and Mπ ≈ 310 MeV are shown
in the first row and second row respectively. The recon-
structed ground state matrix elements (gray bands) for
Og are consistent for the fits with individual tsep = {6, 9},
the two-sim fit results and the two-simRR fit within one
sigma error. Therefore, the two-sim fits describe data
from tsep = {6, 7, 8, 9} well for operator Og. Thus, we
use the two-sim fits to extract the ground-state matrix

element 〈0|Og|0〉 of different z, Pz for the rest of this
paper.

Our extracted bare ground-state matrix elements are
stable across various fit ranges. Figure 4 shows example
results from Mπ ≈ 690 MeV and Mπ ≈ 310 MeV nucle-
ons with nucleon momentum Pz ∈ [1, 5]×2π/L as the fit
ranges for two- and three-point varies. In this case, the
two-point correlator fit ranges are [tmin, 13] and the three-
point correlators fit ranges are [tskip, tsep − tskip]. All the
matrix elements from different fit ranges are consistent
with each other in one-sigma error. The fit range choice
t3ptskip = 1, t2ptmin = 2 are not used, because the χ2/dof of the

2-point correlator fits with t2ptmin = 2 are much larger than

the t2ptmin = 3 cases. For the rest of this paper, we use the
fitted matrix elements obtained from the fit-range choice
t3ptskip = 1, t2ptmin = 3. The extracted bare matrix elements

are fitted for Pz ∈ [0, 5]×2π/L and z ∈ [0, 5]×a to obtain
the Ioffe-time distributions in pseudo-PDF calculation.
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FIG. 3. The three-point ratio plots for Mπ ≈ 690 MeV (top row) and Mπ ≈ 310 MeV (bottom row)nucleons z = 1 as functions
of t− tsep/2, as defined in Eq. 9. The results for nucleon momentum Pz = 2× 2π/L are shown. The gray bands in each panel
indicate the extracted ground-state matrix elements of the operator Og. In each column, the plots show the fitted ratio and the
extracted ground-state matrix elements from two-simRR and two-sim fits with all 4 source-sink separations, and the two-state
fits using only the smallest and largest tsep from left to right, respectively. The second column, which are the two-sim extracted
ground-state matrix elements, are used in the subsequent analysis. The ground-state matrix elements extracted are stable and
consistent among different fitting methods and three-point data input used.
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FIG. 4. The fitted bare ground-state matrix elements without normalization by kinematic factors as functions of z obtained
from the two-sim fit using different two- and three-point fit ranges for nucleon momentum Pz ∈ {0, 2, 4} × 2π/L from left to
right, respectively, for Mπ ≈ 690 MeV (first row) and Mπ ≈ 310 MeV (second row) nucleons. The green points, which represent
the fit-range choice t3ptskip = 1, t2ptmin = 3 are used in the following analysis, because the errors of the matrix elements of this fit

range are relatively smaller than the error of the red points. The orange points, which represent the fit-range choice t3ptskip = 1,

t2ptmin = 2, are not used because the χ2/dof of the 2-point correlator fits with t2ptmin = 2 are much larger than t2ptmin = 3 cases.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the previous section, we obtained the gluon ground-
state bare matrix element 〈0|Og(z)|0〉 at different z and
Pz. The Ioffe-time distribution (ITD) M(ν, z2) is

M(ν, z2) = 〈0|Og(z)|0〉, (10)

where Ioffe time ν = zPz. We construct the reduced
ITD, where we take the ratio of the ITD with its value
at ν = 0, to eliminate ultraviolet divergences. We then
further normalize the ratio by the reduced ITD at z2 =
0 to cancel out the kinematic factors and improve the
signal-to-noise ratios. The resulting double ratio [27] is

M (ν, z2) =
M(ν, z2)/M(ν, 0)

M(0, z2)/M(0, 0)
. (11)
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Dividing up the matrix elements by their corresponding
boost momentum at z = 0 also has the advantages of re-
ducing the statistical and lattice systematic errors, and
has been done since the first Bjorken-x–dependent PDF
calculation [90] in 2013. One of the reasons we use oper-
ator Og is that unlike other nonperturbatively renormal-
izable operators, it gives nonzero results at Pz = 0. This
makes it a better choice to form the reduced pseudo-ITD
by taking a double ratio, as discussed in Ref. [114]. The
reduced-ITD double ratios used here have no additional
explicit normalization [27], and one can apply the pseudo-
PDF matching condition [114] to obtain the unpolarized
gluon PDF,

M (ν, z2) =

∫ 1

0

dx
xg(x, µ2)

〈xg〉µ2

R(xν, z2µ2), (12)

where µ is the renormalization scale in MS scheme and

〈xg〉µ2 =
∫ 1

0
dx xfg(x, µ) is the gluon momentum fraction

of the nucleon. The matching kernel, R(y = xν, z2µ2), is
composed of two terms to deal with the effects of evolu-
tion and scheme conversion [125],

R(y, z2µ2) = R1(y, z2µ2) +R2(y), (13)

R1(y, z2µ2) = −αs(µ)

2π
Nc ln

(
z2µ2 e

2γE+1

4

)
RB(y),

(14)

R2(y) = cos y − αs(µ)

2π
Nc (2RB(y) +RL(y) +RC(y)) ,

(15)

where R1(y, z2µ2) is the term related to evolution,
R2(y, z2µ2) is the term related to scheme conversion, αs
is the strong coupling at scale µ, Nc = 3 is the num-
ber of colors, γE = 0.5772 is Euler-Mascheroni constant,
and RB(y), RL(y) and RC(y) are defined in Eqs. 7.21–
23 in Ref. [114]. The z in R1(y, z2µ2) is chosen to be
e−γe−1/2/µ so that the log term vanishes, suppressing
the residuals that contain higher orders of the log term,
as discussed in Ref. [33].

The lightcone PDF at physical pion mass is obtained
from the reduced ITDs by the following procedure. First,
we extrapolate the reduced ITDs to physical pion mass.
Second, we evolve the reduced ITDs. Finally, we assume
a functional form for the unpolarized gluon PDF and use
the matching kernel to match it to the evolved ITDs to
fit with the lattice simulation data. In order to deter-
mine the gluon PDF at physical pion mass, we extrapo-
late our reduced ITD results at Mπ = 690 and 310 MeV
to Mphys

π = 135 MeV using the following simple naive
ansatz:

M (ν, z2,Mπ) = M (ν, z2,Mphys
π )

+K(ν, z2)(M2
π − (Mphys

π )2), (16)

where Mphys
π is the physical pion mass. We fit the re-

duced ITDs for each jackknife sample at each Pz and
z value. The slope K is about −0.05 GeV−2 in our

fit. Then, the jackknife samples of the reduced ITDs
at physical pion mass are reconstructed from the fit
parameters from each jackknife sample fit. Figure 5
shows the extrapolation results for the reduced ITDs at
Pz ∈ {1, 5} × 2π/L.

The evolved ITD G is obtained by using the evolution
term R1(y, z2µ2) in Eq. 14,

G(ν, z2, µ,Mπ) = M (ν, z2,Mπ)

+

∫ 1

0

duR1(u, z2µ2)M (uν, z2,Mπ).

(17)

To obtain the evolved ITD, we interpolate the reduced
ITD M (ν, z2) to be a continuous function of ν, using “z-
expansion”1 fit [126, 127] (also adopted by past pseudo-
PDF calculations [32])

M (ν, z2,Mπ) =

kmax∑
k=0

λkτ
k, (18)

where τ =
√
νcut+ν−

√
νcut√

νcut+ν+
√
νcut

. Then, we use the fitted

M (ν, z2) in the integral in Eq. 17. The z-dependence
in the M (uν, z2) term in the evolution function comes
from the one-loop matching term, which is a higher-order
correction compared to the tree-level term; thus, the z-
dependence can be neglected in M (ν, z2). We choose the
dimensionless cutoff νcut = 1 as used in the past pseudo
PDF calculation [32]. We also vary νcut between [0.5,2]
and the results are consistent with each other. We fix
the λ0 = 1 because of the normalization we have for the
reduced ITD M (ν, z2) in Eq. 11. The maximum term
kmax = 3 is used, because we can fit all the data points
Pz ∈ [1, 5] and z ∈ [1, 5]×a with small χ2 using a 4-term
z-expansion.

As shown in Fig. 6, the reduced ITDs of different z2

from our lattice calculation show very little z dependence,
because the z dependence cancels out when dividing out
the ITD at P = 0 in the ratio defining the reduced ITD.
Our fitted bands from the z-expansion fit match the re-
duced ITDs at different pion masses within the error
bands. In Fig. 6, we can see that the fitted bands are
mostly controlled by the small-z reduced ITDs, because
the error grows significantly with increasing z. The re-
duced ITDs at physical pion mass are extrapolated from
the pion masses at Mπ = 690 and 310 MeV and are
closer to the smaller pion mass at Mπ = 310 MeV. As
ν grows, the reduced ITDs decrease from M(0, z2) = 1.
The decrease becomes faster when we go to smaller pion
masses, but this trend is slight because the pion-mass de-
pendence is weak in our case, as seen in Fig. 6, where the
data and the fitted bands from 3 different pion masses
are consistent within one sigma error.

1 Note that the z in the “z-expansion” is not related to the Wilson
link length z we use elsewhere.
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FIG. 5. The reduced ITDs M (ν, z2) as functions of ν and their extrapolation to the physical pion mass at Pz = 1 × 2π/L
(left) and Pz = 5 × 2π/L (right). The blue bands represent the fitted results of the reduced ITDs at the physical pion mass
Mπ = 135 MeV.
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FIG. 6. The reduced ITDs M (ν, z2) as functions of ν at pion masses Mπ = 690, 310 and extrapolated 135 MeV from left
to right, respectively. The points of different colors represent the reduced ITDs M (ν, z2) of different z2 and the red band
represents the z-expansion fit band.

The evolved ITDs at Mπ = 690, 310 and extrapolated
135 MeV are obtained from Eq. 17. In the evolution,
we choose µ = 2 GeV and αs(2 GeV) = 0.304. The z
dependence of the evolved ITDs should be compensated
by the ln z2 term in the evolution formula, which is con-
firmed in our evolution results. The evolved ITDs from
different z ∈ [1, 5]× a are shown in Fig. 7 as points with
different colors and are consistent with each other within
one sigma error. Similar to the reduced ITDs, the evolved
ITDs show small pion-mass dependence, because the data
points from 3 different pion mass are consistent within
one sigma error. According to the evolution function in
Eq. 14, we can obtain the evolved ITD G by adding the
reduced ITD M and an integral term related to M . Due
to the cancellation between the two terms, this can re-
duce the error in the evolved ITDs. This phenomenon is
also seen in other pseudo-PDF calculations [31, 37].

We assume a functional form for the lightcone PDF to
fit the evolved ITD,

fg(x, µ) =
xg(x, µ)

〈xg〉µ2

=
xA(1− x)C

B(A+ 1, C + 1)
, (19)

for x ∈ [0, 1] and zero elsewhere. The beta function

B(A + 1, C + 1) =
∫ 1

0
dxxA(1 − x)C is used to nor-

malize the area to unity. The xg(x, µ) can be recon-
structed by multiplying the gluon momentum fraction

〈xg〉µ2 = 0.411(8) [109] back to the fit form. Then, we
apply the matching formula to obtain the evolved ITD,

G(ν, µ) =

∫ 1

0

dx fg(x, µ)R2(xν). (20)

We then fit the evolved ITD G from the functional form
PDF to the evolved ITD G from the lattice calculation.
The fits are performed by minimizing the χ2 function,

χ2 =
∑
ν,z

(G(ν, µ)−G(ν, z2, µ,Mπ))2

σ2
G(ν, z2, µ,Mπ)

. (21)

The fit is performed on the evolved ITDs forMπ = 690,
310 and extrapolated 135 MeV separately. The fitted
evolved ITD represented by the red band shows a de-
creasing trend as ν increases. The fit results for three
pion masses are consistent with each other, as well as the
evolved ITD from CT18 NNLO and NNPDF3.1 NNLO
gluon unpolarized PDF, within one sigma error. How-
ever, the rate at which it decreases for smaller pion mass
is slightly faster. The fit parameters and the goodness
of the fit, χ2/dof, are summarized in Table II. From the
functional form, it is obvious that parameter A constrains
the small-x behaviour and parameter C constrains the
large-x behaviour. However, the small-x results obtained
from the lattice calculation are not reliable. This is be-
cause the Fourier transform of the Ioffe time ν is related
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FIG. 7. The evolved ITDs G as functions of ν at pion masses Mπ ≈ 690, 310 and extrapolated 135 MeV from left to right,
respectively. The points of different colors represent the evolved ITDs G(ν, z2) of different z values. The red band represents
the fitted band of evolved ITD matched from the functional form PDF using the matching formula Eq. 20. The yellow and pink
bands represent the evolved ITD matched from the CT18 NNLO and NNPDF3.1 NNLO unpolarized gluon PDF, respectively.
The evolution and matching are both performed at µ = 2 GeV in the MS scheme.

to the region around the inverse of the x and the large-
ν results of evolved ITDs as shown in Fig. 7 have large
error, which leads to poor constraint on the small-x be-
haviour of xg(x, µ). In contrast, the large-x behaviour
of xg(x, µ) is constrained well because of the small error
in the evolved ITDs in the small-ν region. Therefore, we
have a plot that specifically shows the large-x region of
x2g(x, µ) in Fig. 8.

Mπ (MeV) A C χ2/dof

690 −0.622(14) 2.5(13) 0.35(45)

310 −0.611(8) 2.3(23) 0.19(36)

135 (extrapolated) −0.611(9) 2.2(24) 0.19(38)

TABLE II. Our gluon PDF fit parameters, A and C, from
Eq. 19, and goodness of the fit, χ2/dof, for calculations at two
valence pion masses and the extrapolated physical pion mass.

A comparison of our unpolarized gluon PDF with
CT18 NNLO and NNPDF3.1 NNLO at µ = 2 GeV in
the MS scheme is shown in Fig. 8. We compare our
xg(x, µ)/〈xg〉µ2 with the phenomenological curves in the
left panel. The middle panel shows the same comparison
for xg(x, µ). Our xg(x, µ) extrapolated to the physical
pion mass Mπ = 135 MeV is close to the 310-MeV re-
sults and there is only mild pion-mass dependence com-
pared with the 690-MeV results. We found that our gluon
PDF is consistent with the one from CT18 NNLO and
NNPDF3.1 NNLO within one sigma in the x > 0.3 re-
gion. However, in the small-x region (x < 0.3), there
is a strong deviation between our lattice results and the
global fits. This is likely due to the fact that the largest
ν used in this calculation is less than 7, and the errors
in large-ν data increase quickly as ν increases. To bet-
ter see the large-x behavior, we multiply an additional x
factor into the fitted xg(x, µ) and zoom into the range
x ∈ [0.5, 1] in the rightmost plot of Fig. 8. Our large-
x results are consistent with global fits over x ∈ [0.5, 1]
though with larger errorbars, except for x ∈ [0.9, 1] where
our error is smaller than NNPDF, likely due to using
fewer parameters in the fit. With improved calculation

and systematics in the future, lattice gluon PDFs can
show promising results.

To demonstrate the influence of the large-ν data on the
fit results, we perform fits to the evolved ITDs with νmax

of 3 and 4, comparing with the original fits with νmax =
6.54. The fits with the νmax cutoff are implemented on
the lattice-calculated evolved ITDs and the evolved ITDs
created by matching the CT18 NNLO gluon PDF. We
show the evolved ITDs from the Mπ = 310 MeV lattice
data and the fitted bands on the left-hand side of Fig. 9.
The errors of the fit bands become smaller as larger-νmax

data are included even though the errors in the input
points increases. As a result, we can see in the middle of
Fig. 9 that the lattice gluon PDF errors shrink when the
large-ν data help to constrain the fit.

Since our ability to accurately determine the PDFs in
the small-x region is limited by the νmax calculated on
the lattice, we study the effect of the ν cutoff on our ob-
tained x-dependent gluon PDF. To do so, we took the
CT18 NNLO gluon PDF to construct a set of evolved
ITDs using the same cutoffs νmax = {3, 4, 6.54} used on
the 310-MeV PDF. The right-hand side of Fig. 9 shows
that when νmax increases, the region the reconstructed
PDF can recover extends to smaller x. Based on this ob-
servation, we estimate that with νmax = 6.54, the small-
est x at which our lattice PDF can be trusted is around
0.25. We use the difference between the original CT18
input and the one reconstructed with a ν cutoff to esti-
mate the systematic due to this cutoff effect on the higher
moments.

We summarize our predictions for the second and third
moments 〈x2g〉µ2 and 〈x3g〉µ2 at µ = 2 GeV with their sta-
tistical and systematic errors in Table III, together with
the ones from CT18 NNLO and NNPDF3.1 NNLO re-
sults. The first error on our number corresponds to the
statistical errors from the calculation, while the second
error comes from combining in quadrature the system-
atic errors from four different sources: 1) The normaliza-
tion of the global-PDF determination of the moment used
in our calculation; 2) The finite-ν cutoff in the evolved
ITDs, as discussed above. 3) The choice of strong cou-
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FIG. 8. The unpolarized gluon PDF, xg(x, µ)/〈xg〉µ2 (left), xg(x, µ) (middle), x2g(x, µ) in the large-x region as a function
of x (right), obtained from the fit to the lattice data at pion masses Mπ = 135 (extrapolated), 310 and 690 MeV compared
with the CT18 NNLO (red band with dot-dashed line) and NNPDF3.1 NNLO (orange band with solid line) gluon PDFs. Our
x > 0.3 PDF results are consistent with the CT18 NNLO and NNPDF3.1 NNLO unpolarized gluon PDFs at µ = 2 GeV in the
MS scheme.
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FIG. 9. Left: The evolved ITDs G as functions of ν at Mπ ≈ 310 MeV with fits performed using different νmax cutoff in the
evolved ITDs. As we can see from the tightening of the fit band, the evolved ITDs at larger ν are still useful in constraining
the fit despite their larger errors. Middle: The unpolarized gluon PDF obtained from the fits to the evolved ITDs at 310-MeV
pion mass with different νmax. The evolution and matching are both performed at µ = 2 GeV in the MS scheme. The larger
the ν input, the more precise the PDF obtained. Right: The 2-GeV MS renormalized unpolarized gluon PDF obtained from
a fit to the evolved ITDs generated from the CT18 NNLO PDF with νmax ∈ {3, 5, 6.54}, compared with the original CT18
NNLO unpolarized gluon PDFs. As ν increases, we can see the gluon PDF is better reproduced toward small x. Using this
exercise, we can see that our lattice PDF is only reliable in the x > 0.25 region. By taking the moments obtained from CT18
with a cutoff of νmax = 6.54 compared to those from the original PDF, we can estimate the higher-moment systematics in our
lattice calculation.

pling constant. To estimate this error, we vary αs by
10%. Like previous pseudo-PDF studies [32], we find
that the changes are no more than 5%; 4) The mixing
with the quark singlet sector. We implement the gluon
pseudo-PDF full matching kernel including the quark
mixing term on CT18 NNLO unpolarized gluon PDF.
The contribution of quark is about 4%, which is smaller
than systematic errors from other sources. A more pre-
cise study of the effects of quark mixing on the unpolar-
ized gluon PDF can be done when we have better control
of statistical errors and other systematic errors. Over-
all, our moments are in agreement with the global-fit
results. Future work including lighter pion masses and
finer lattice-spacing ensembles will further help us reduce
the systematics in the calculation.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we present the first lattice calculation of
the gluon parton distribution function using the pseudo-

PDF method. The current calculation is only done on one
ensemble with lattice spacing of 0.12 fm and two valence-
quark masses, corresponding to pion masses around 310
and 690 MeV. In contrast to the prior lattice gluon cal-
culation [99], we now use an improved gluon operator
that is proved to be multiplicatively renormalizable. The
gluon nucleon matrix elements were obtained using two-
state fits. The use of the improved sources in the nu-
cleon two-point correlators allowed us to reach higher
nucleon boost momentum. As a result, we were able
to attempt to extract the gluon PDF as a function of
Bjorken-x for the first time. There are systematics yet
to be studied in this work. Future work is planned to
study additional ensembles at different lattice spacings
so that we can include the lattice-discretization system-
atics. Lighter quark masses should be used to control
the chiral extrapolation to obtain more reliable results
at physical pion mass.
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moment MSULat (690 MeV) MSULat (310 MeV) MSULat (extrapolated 135 MeV) CT18 NNPDF3.1

〈x2g〉µ2 0.040(15)(3) 0.043(26)(4) 0.045(30)(4) 0.0552(76) 0.048(13)

〈x3g〉µ2 0.011(6)(2) 0.013(14)(3) 0.014(17)(3) 0.0154(37) 0.011(9)

TABLE III. Predictions for the higher gluon moments from this work and the corresponding ones obtained from CT18 NNLO
and NNPDF3.1 NNLO global fits. The first error in our number corresponds to the statistical errors from the calculation and
the second errors are the systematic errors.
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