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We present the state-of-the-art lattice QCD calculation of the pion and kaon light-cone distribution
amplitudes (DAs) using large-momentum effective theory. The calculation is done at three lattice
spacings a ≈ {0.06, 0.09, 0.12} fm and physical pion and kaon masses, with the meson momenta
Pz = {1.29, 1.72, 2.15} GeV. The result is non-perturbatively renormalized in a recently proposed
hybrid scheme with self renormalization, and extrapolated to the continuum as well as the infinite
momentum limit. We find a significant deviation of the pion and kaon DAs from the asymptotic
form, and a large SU(3) flavor breaking effect in the kaon DA.

Introduction: Light pseudoscalar mesons play a funda-
mental role in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) as they
are the (pseudo) Nambu-Goldstone bosons associated
with dynamical chiral symmetry breaking (DCSB) [1],
an important non-perturbative phenomena in the stan-
dard model (SM). Their internal structure and its impact
on experimental measurements have been actively inves-
tigated for many years.

Among others, the leading-twist pion and kaon light-
cone distribution amplitudes (DAs) are the simplest
physical quantities to describe such internal structure,
and provide a probability amplitude interpretation on
how the longitudinal momentum of the pion/kaon is dis-
tributed among quarks in its leading Fock state. They are
critical inputs for the description of hard exclusive reac-
tions, such as the B meson weak decays [2, 3] which pro-
vide useful information on CP violation and the Cabibbo-
Kobayashi-Maskawa matrix, and play a crucial role for
probes of new physics [4]; they are also important for the
study of the pion elastic form factors [5], the pion-photon

transition form factor [6], and of hard exclusive meson
production which may give access to nucleon generalized
parton distributions [7, 8].

In the high energy limit, it is well-known that these
DAs follow a simple asymptotic form φ(x) = 6x(1−x) [9].
However, their shapes at lower scales have been long
debated. For example, the CZ model [10] proposed a
“double-humped” shape for the pion DA which allowed
a consistent description of the experimental data at that
time, while other models (see, e.g., [11–15]) do not fa-
vor such a structure. In addition, the measured elec-
tromagnetic form factors of pion/kaon at relatively large
momentum transfer also exhibit some puzzling feature
that might be connected to their non-asymptotic behav-
ior [16, 17]. Theoretical calculations from lattice QCD
will be able to shed more light on the shape of these
DAs.

There have been a lot of lattice studies on the
pion/kaon DA using the traditional moments ap-
proach [18–24]. The recently proposed large-momentum
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effective theory (LaMET) [25–27] allows to access the
entire x-dependence of the DAs from first principle lat-
tice calculations, instead of only the first few moments
(for other proposals with applications to the DAs, see
Refs. [28–31]). Using LaMET, several calculations of the
x-dependence of meson DAs have been carried out [32–
34]. However, a recent analysis [35] showed that the
nonperturbative renormalization of the quasi-light-front
(quasi-LF) correlation in LaMET could be highly non-
trivial, especially when off-shell quark matrix elements
are used. In such a case, even after renormalization there
may still be residual linear divergences rendering the con-
tinuum extrapolation problematic. To resolve this issue,
a self renormalization strategy [36] has been proposed,
where one fits the divergence structure to a quasi-LF
correlation and uses it for renormalization. The present
work provides the first full implementation of this strat-
egy, and shows that it indeed gives promising results.

Lattice simulation: The leading-twist light-cone DA of
a pseudoscalar meson is defined as∫

dξ−

2π
eixp

+ξ−〈0|ψ̄1(0)n/γ5U(0, ξ−)ψ2(ξ−)|M(P )〉

= ifM (p · n)φM (x), (1)

where U(0, ξ−) = P exp
[
igs
∫ 0

ξ−
ds n ·A(sn)

]
is the path-

ordered gauge link defined along the minus light-cone di-
rection n (n2 = 0). To extract this quantity, we calculate
the following quasi-LF correlation on the lattice with mo-
mentum ~P along the z-direction [32]:

Cm2 (z, ~P , t) =

∫
d3ye−i

~P ·~y

× 〈0|OΓ1
(z; ~y, t)ψ̄2(0, 0)Γ2ψ1(0, 0)|0〉,

where OΓ1(z; ~y, t) ≡ ψ̄1(~y, t)Γ1U(~y, ~y−zẑ)ψ2(~y−zẑ, t) is
the quasi-LF operator with ẑ being the unit vector in
the z-direction, U(~x, ~x−~z) is the spatial Wilson line con-
necting lattice sites ~x and ~x − ~z, ψ2Γ2ψ1 is the inter-
polating field of the meson m, and Γ1,2 are chosen as
Γ1 = γzγ5, Γ2 = γ5 for the pseudoscalar meson. The
ground-state matrix elements can be extracted from the
following two-state fit formula:

Cm2 (z, ~P , t)

Cm2 (z = 0, ~P , t)
=
HB
m(z)(1 + cm(z)e−∆Et)

(1 + cm(0)e−∆Et)
, (2)

where HB
m(z) is the normalized ground-state matrix el-

ement, cm and ∆E are free parameters accounting for
(one or more) excited state contamination, which are ex-
ponentially suppressed in the large time limit. Based on
the comparison of one- and two-state fits (see supple-
mental material [37]), we use the one-state fit results in
the analysis below with tmin = 0.72, 0.54, 0.42 fm (for
Pz = 1.29, 1.72, 2.15 GeV) which is large enough to elim-
inate the excited states contamination.

In this work, the simulation is done using the clover
fermion action on three ensembles with 2+1+1 flavors of

TABLE I. Details of the simulation setup. The light and
strange quark mass (both valence and sea quark) of the clover
action are tuned such that mπ=140 MeV and mηs=670 MeV.

Ensemble a(fm) L3 × T cSW mu/d ms

a06m130 0.057 963×192 1.03493 -0.0439 -0.0191
a09m130 0.088 643× 96 1.04239 -0.0580 -0.0174
a12m130 0.121 483× 64 1.05088 -0.0785 -0.0191

highly improved staggered quarks (HISQ) generated by
the MILC collaboration [38, 39], at physical pion mass
with three lattice spacings 0.057, 0.088 and 0.121 fm. Hy-
percubic (HYP) smeared fat links [40] are used in both
the fermion action and the quasi-LF operators in Cm2
to improve the signal-to-noise ratio. The rest of the
simulation setup is summarized in Table I. In addition,
we use momentum smeared 2-2-2 grid sources, repeat
the calculation at several time slices, and average the
forward and backward correlation functions to improve
statistics. In total, we have 570 (cfg.)× 8 (grid source)×
8 (source time slices)× 2 (forward/backward), 730× 8×
6×2 and 970×8×4×2 measurements at three ensembles
with a = 0.057, 0.088 and 0.121 fm, respectively.

Hybrid scheme with self renormalization: The bare
quasi-LF correlation calculated above contains both lin-
ear and logarithmic ultraviolet (UV) divergences which
have to be removed by renormalization. On the lat-
tice, the numerical subtraction of linear divergences is ex-
tremely delicate. In particular, such divergences may not
be fully removed if the RI/MOM renormalization scheme
is used [35]. Here we adopt the self renormalization pro-
posed in Ref. [36], which amounts to fitting the bare
quasi-LF correlation and subtracting the relevant UV di-
vergences. To be more precise, one fits the bare quasi-
LF correlation at given hadron momentum and multi-
ple lattice spacings with a perturbative-QCD-dictated
parametrization that contains a linear divergence, a log-
arithmic divergence, and discretization effects. After re-
moving all the UV divergences and discretization effects,
one is left with the renormalized quasi-LF correlation en-
coding the intrinsic non-perturbative physics.

As suggested in Ref. [36], the UV divergences in the
quasi-LF correlator can be determined by using, e.g., the
pion PDF matrix elementsM(z) ≡ 〈π|Oγt |π〉 in the rest
frame at multiple lattice spacings, and fitting the bare
data MB to the following form [36]

MB(z, a) = Zself(z, a)MR(z), (3)

with the renormalization factor parametrized as [36]

Zself(z, a) ≡ exp
{

kz
a ln[aΛQCD] +m0z + f(z)a

+ 3CF

b0
ln
[

ln[1/(aΛQCD)]
ln[µ/ΛQCD]

]
+ ln

[
1 + d

ln(aΛQCD) )
]}
, (4)

where the first term in the curly bracket is the lin-
ear divergence, m0 denotes a finite mass contribution
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arising from renormalon ambiguity, etc., and f(z)a ac-
counts for the discretization effects (The O(a) correc-
tion here arises from the mixed action effect in using
clover valence fermions on HISQ sea ones). The last two
terms come from the resummation of leading and sub-
leading logarithmic divergences, which only affect the
overall normalization at different lattice spacings. To
partially account for higher-order perturbative effects as
well as remaining lattice artifacts, we also treat d and
ΛQCD as fitting parameters [36]. The renormalized ma-
trix element is required to be equal to the continuum
perturbative MS result at short distances (chosen to be
z ∈ zs = [0.06, 0.18] fm as defined in [41]),

MR(z)|z∈zs =MMS, 1−loop(z)

≡ 1 +
αMS
s CF
4π

[
3 ln

z2µ2

4e−2γE
+ 5

]
+O(α2,MS

s ), (5)

which helps the determination of m0 and d. In the cal-
culation we use the MS renormalization scale µ = 2 GeV
and ΛMS = 0.24 GeV.

In the present case, we follow the same strategy as
above, except that the renormalized matrix element in
the MS scheme

HMS
m (z) = HB

m(z, a)/Z̃self(z, a), (6)

is now required to be matched to the continuum per-
turbative MS result of the normalized quasi-DA matrix
element at short distances in the rest frame, which reads
at one-loop

HMS, 1−loop
m (z) ≡ 1 +

αMS
s CF
4π

[
3 ln

z2µ2

4e−2γE
+ 7

]
. (7)

Z̃self turns out to be the same as Zself except for the
value of d.

In Fig. 1, we show a comparison between the self renor-

malized quasi-LF correlations Re[e
izPz

2 HMS
m (z)] (after

linear O(a) continuum extrapolation and phase rotation)

with the perturbative one-loop result HMS, 1−loop
m (z). As

can be seen from the figure, all quasi-LF correlations
agree well with the perturbative result for small z, in-
dicating a mild Pz dependence in that region.

It is worth pointing out that the self renormalization
strategy above does not apply at very small z due to
finite lattice spacing artifacts in the data. In the ratio
scheme [42], some degree of cancellation happens in the
bare correlations between large momentum states and
non-perturbative lattice renormalization factors. How-
ever, in the present case, the agreement of the self-
renormalized LF-correlation with the perturbative result
extends down to z ∼ 0.06 fm which is our smallest lattice
spacing. Thus, we only need to supplement it with the
renormalized quasi-LF correlation at z = 0 which is nor-
malized to 1. In this way, we obtain the fully renormal-
ized quasi-LF correlation. To facilitate the subsequent

matching procedure, we define a modified renormalized
correlation by further dividing out the perturbative fac-

tor HMS, 1−loop
m (z) so that the ratio scheme matching ap-

plies,

HR
m(z) =

HB
m(z, a)

Z̃self(z, a) ·HMS, 1−loop
m (z)

=
HMS
m (z)

HMS, 1−loop
m (z)

.

(8)

Note that this is equivalent to using the hybrid renor-
malized quasi-LF correlation and matching, as the per-
turbative difference in the quasi-LF correlation is exactly
compensated by that in the matching.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4
z(fm)

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Re[e izPz
2 H (z)]

ZMS-bar
a 0, Pz = 1.29GeV
a 0, Pz = 1.72GeV
a 0, Pz = 2.15GeV

FIG. 1. Comparison of self-renormalized quasi-LF

correlationRe[e
izPz

2 HMS
m (z)] of the pion with different mo-

menta (bands), and the perturbative result in the MS scheme

HMS, 1−loop
m (z) (red curve).

From Fig. 1, we can see that the uncertainty of the
renormalized quasi-LF correlation grows rapidly at large
distance. A brute-force truncation of the correlation in-
troduces unphysical oscillations [34] in momentum space
after Fourier transformation. To resolve this issue, we
adopt a physics-based extrapolation form [41] at large
quasi-LF distance (λ = zPz):

HR
m(z, Pz) =

[ c1
(iλ)a

+ e−iλ
c2

(−iλ)b

]
e−λ/λ0 , (9)

where the algebraic terms in the square bracket account
for a power law behavior of the DAs in the endpoint re-
gion and the exponential term comes from the expecta-
tion that at finite momentum (~P ) the correlation function
has a finite correlation length (denoted as λ0), which be-
comes infinite when the momentum goes to infinity. In
this work, the Lorentz boost factor γ for the pion at
the physical point is very large {9.21, 12.29, 15.36}, and
thus the correlation length is very large. We therefore
drop the e−λ/λ0 factor, and directly perform a polyno-
mial extrapolation as suggested in [41]. The details of
this extrapolation can be found in the supplemental ma-
terial [37].
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0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
= zPz

0.2

0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

Im[e izPz
2 H (z)]

a 0
a:0.06fm

a:0.09fm
a:0.12fm

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
= zPz

0.2

0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

Im[e izPz
2 HK(z)]

a 0
a:0.06fm

a:0.09fm
a:0.12fm

FIG. 2. The imaginary part of the quasi-LF correlation func-
tion (eizPz/2HR

m(z)) for the pion (top) and kaon (bottom)
in the continuum limit a → 0. The hadron momentum is
Pz = 2.15 GeV.

Numerical results: In Fig. 2 we show, as an example,
the imaginary part of eizPz/2HR

m(z) for the pion (upper
panel) and kaon (lower panel) at different lattice spac-
ings with Pz = 2.15 GeV. It reflects the SU(3) flavor
breaking effects between the valence quarks in the light
meson. For the pion it is consistent with zero within er-
rors as expected, since we have used degenerate valence
u/d quark masses in the ensembles. While in the case of
kaon there is a non-vanishing imaginary part. Such an
imaginary part increases slightly with Pz, as observed in
previous DA studies using LaMET [34, 41], and a com-
parison of the results at different momenta can be found
in the supplemental material [37].

The factorization can be done either in momentum
space [43, 44] or in coordinate space. Here we choose
the latter, which results in

HR
m(z, λ, µR) =

∫ 1

0

dxdy θ(1− x− y)

× C(x, y, z2, µR, µ)hR
m(x, y, λ, µ)

+O
(
Λ2
QCDz

2,M2z2
)
, (10)

where we take renormalization scale and factorization
scale to be the same and set µ = µR = 2 GeV in this

paper. hRm is the LF correlation related to the light-cone
DA through the following Fourier transformation

hR
m(x, y, λ, µ) =

∫ 1

0

du eiu(x−1)λ−i(1−u)yλφ(u, µ). (11)

0.50 0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50
x

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25 Quasi
Light-cone

FIG. 3. Quasi-DA and LCDA for the pion in momentum
space in the continuum limit a→ 0, Pz = 2.15 GeV.

The perturbative matching kernel C up to the next-to-
leading order is given in the supplemental material [37].

The impact of the perturbative matching is illustrated
in Fig. 3, where a Fourier transformation to momentum
space has been performed. As can be seen from the fig-
ure, the matching broadens the quasi-DA in the physical
region. Outside the physical region (x < 0 or x > 1),
there still exists a non-vanishing tail, indicating poten-
tial effects of higher-order matching and higher-twist con-
tributions. Nevertheless, in the unphysical region, the
results are consistent with zero within ∼ 2 standard de-
viations.

With the results for Pz = 1.29, 1.72, 2.15 GeV above,
we can perform an extrapolation to Pz → ∞ using the
functional form:

φ(x, Pz) = φ(x, Pz →∞) +
c2(x)

P 2
z

+O
( 1

P 4
z

)
. (12)

The final results of the π,K DAs are given in Fig. 4,
where systematic uncertainties from renormalization
scale, algebraic extrapolation, continuum and infinite
momentum extrapolation have been taken into account.
As the endpoint regions can not be reliably predicted by
LaMET, we adopt a phenomenological xa(1−x)b extrap-
olation in this region (taken as 0 < x < 0.1 & 0.9 < x <
1). For comparison, we also plot the asymptotic form
6x(1 − x) and results from QCD sum rules [45], Dyson-
Schwinger equations (DSE) [46], and reconstructed from
moments calculations (OPE) [24]. As can be seen from
the figure, both π and K DAs deviate significantly from
the asymptotic form, but are close to the results from
DSE and OPE calculations. The shape of π DA is much
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broader than the asymptotic form which could be ex-
plained as a direct expression of DCSB, as discussed
in [14]. The relatively large uncertainties in Fig. 4 are
expected to be reduced if the analysis of higher-order
and higher-twist effects becomes available in the future.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

DSE
This work
Asymptotic
Sum rule
OPE

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
x

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

DSE
This work
Asymptotic
Sum rule
OPE

FIG. 4. LCDAs for π(top) and K(bottom), extrapolated to
the continuum (a → 0) and infinite momentum limit (Pz →
∞). For the kaon, x is the momentum fraction carried by the
light quark.

Summary: We present a state-of-the-art lattice calcu-
lation of π and K DAs using LaMET. The renormaliza-
tion is done in the hybrid scheme with self renormaliza-
tion proposed recently. Based on the results at physical
light and strange quark masses with three lattice spac-
ings and momenta, we perform an extrapolation to the
continuum and infinite momentum limit. The final re-

sults exhibit a significant deviation from the asymptotic
form, while they are close to the DSE and OPE results,
especially in the middle x region where our method is
reliable. However, there are still some significant dif-
ferences in the endpoint regions. This could be due to
missing higher-power/ high-order corrections in LaMET
which can be improved in future calculations, or due to
effects of higher moments ignored in the OPE and DSE
calculations.
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Additional information on the data analyses

Dispersion relation: The effective mass can be ex-
tracted by the two-point correlation function at z=0
through a two-state fit. The dispersion relation of π and
K can be derived from the parametrized form :

E2 = m2 + c2(Pz)
2 + c3(Pz)

4a2. (13)

Here C3,π = −0.178(19), C3,K = −0.151(13) param-
eterize the discretization effects. C2,π = 0.9921(61),
C2,K = 1.0210(62) are consistent with the speed of light
within 3σ.

Excited state contamination: The common approach
to extract the ground-state matrix elements HB

m(z) is
the two-state fit in Eq.(2) of the main text. However,
to correct for excited state contaminations in this way
requires high precision. An alternative solution is to use
a one-state fit. As the excited state contaminations get
suppressed when t becomes large, we can eliminate them
by using a large enough t range.

As shown in Fig. 5, the excited state introduces a slight
bend to the two-state fitted curve, especially in the small
t region. However, with current accuracy, the excited
state contaminations cannot be fitted effectively, and the
one-state fit result is consistent with the two-state fit ones
within statistical uncertainties.

2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5
t

0.30

0.35

0.40

0.45

0.50

0.55

0.60 2(z = 4, t)/ 2(z = 0, t)
Two state fit 1
Two state fit 2

One state fit
Data

FIG. 5. Comparison of two-state fit (fit 1 & fit 2) and one-
state fit. Fit 1 has free parameters while fit 2 is constrained
by our dispersion relation.

Large λ extrapolation: In the hybrid scheme, we adopt
a physics-based extrapolation [41] at large quasi-LF dis-
tance (λ = zPz). Depending on the hadron momentum,
two extrapolation forms have been proposed:

HR
m(z, Pz) =

[ c1
(iλ)a

+ e−iλ
c2

(−iλ)b

]
e−λ/λ0 ,

HR
m(z, Pz) =

c1
(iλ)a

+ e−iλ
c2

(−iλ)b
. (14)

where the exponential term comes from the expectation
that at finite momentum the correlation function has a

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Pz (GeV)

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

E(
Ge

V)

a=0.12fm
a=0.09fm
a=0.06fm

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Pz (GeV)

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

E(
Ge

V)

a=0.12fm
a=0.09fm
a=0.06fm

FIG. 6. Dispersion relation for the π (top) and K (bottom)
meson.

finite correlation length (denoted as λ0), which goes to
infinity when the momentum goes to infinity. In this
work, for light π,K meson at the physical point, the
Lorentz boost factor is very large, so is the correlation
length. We therefore use the formula in the second row
in Eq.(14) for the extrapolation. For the pion, one can
choose c1 = c2, a = b due to isospin symmetry, and fit
them using available lattice results in the large λ region.
The pion result at Pz = 2.15 GeV is shown in Fig. 7. We
can see that the polynomial fit (blue/green diamonds)
agrees with the original lattice data (red dots) well. The
situation is similar in the case of the kaon. To estimate
the modification effects of extrapolation form, we take
two extrapolation regions(λL1 > 8.2, λL2 > 11 in Fig. 7
case) and treated their difference as an estimate of sys-
tematic error from extrapolation.

Renormaliation scheme dependence: In this work, we
have used a hybrid renormalization scheme based on self
renormalization, where the renormalization factors are
determined by fitting to the bare hadron matrix ele-
ment. In a previous work [52], a hybrid scheme based
on RI/MOM was used, where the fitting was done for
the off-shell quark matrix element. As the lattice spac-
ings used there are not very small, the linear divergences
appear to be canceled up to numerical uncertainty. How-
ever, the fitting form is not well justified theoretically.
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0 5 10 15 20
= zPz

0.25

0.00

0.25

0.50

0.75

1.00
cxn(1 x)n, n = 0.18

L1
L2

Lattice data, Pz=2.15 GeV
Polynomial fit 1
Polynomial fit 2

FIG. 7. The polynomial extrapolation of the pion quasi-LF
correlation in the regions(λL1 > 8.2) and (λL2 > 11), for the
case with Pz = 2.15 GeV.

Nevertheless, here we make a comparison between the
two schemes, and show the results in Fig. 8. As can be
seen from the figure, the renormalized matrix elements
in the two schemes deviate less than 1σ in most regions.
Thus, the scheme from [52] still yields consistent results
with the hybrid scheme based on self renormalization,
although the latter is theoretically more self-consistent.

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
z(fm)

0.25
0.00
0.25
0.50
0.75
1.00

Re[e izPz
2 H (z)]

Hyrbid on self_R
Hybrid on RI/MOM

FIG. 8. Comparison of renormalized DA matrix elements
with Pz = 2.15 GeV, a = 0.06 fm for the hybrid scheme based
on RI/MOM used in [52] and based on self renormalization
used in this work.

Observations from the data

Phase rotation in coordinate space: We perform a
phase rotation eizPz/2 for the renormalized π,K corre-
lations HR

m(z, Pz), so that the imaginary part directly
reflects the SU(3) flavor breaking effect. As shown in the
real part (upper panel) of Fig. 9, the linear divergences
have been canceled by the self renormalization, and the
renormalized data for different lattice spacings are al-

most consistent with each other with only small residual
discretization effects.

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
= zPz

0.25
0.00
0.25
0.50
0.75
1.00

Re[e izPz
2 H (z)]

a 0
a:0.06fm
a:0.09fm
a:0.12fm

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
= zPz

0.2

0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2

Im[e izPz
2 H (z)]

a 0
a:0.06fm

a:0.09fm
a:0.12fm

FIG. 9. The quasi-LF correlation function eizPz/2HR
m(z) for

the pion in coordinate space after the continuum limit a→ 0.
We performed a phase rotation by a factor eizPz/2 with Pz =
2.15 GeV.

For comparison purposes, we also show the original
renormalized π correlation without phase rotation in
Fig. 10.
Pz dependence of Kaon DA in momentum space: The

momentum dependence of the continuum extrapolated
results is shown in Fig. 11 for the kaon. Since the end-
point region behavior cannot be reliably predicted by
LaMET, we shade the regions x < 0.1 and x > 0.9.
As shown in the plot, the kaon DA is asymmetric around
x = 1/2 with the strange quark having on average a
larger momentum fraction (x is the momentum carried
by the u/d quark). This asymmetry increases slightly
with Pz in agreement with our expectation, since s quark
is heavier than u/d quark. A similar asymmetry has also
been observed in previous DA studies in LaMET [34, 41].

Prediction of the moments: In phenomenological re-
search, the DAs are usually expanded in terms of the
Gegenbauer polynomials:

φ(x) = 6x(1− x)

[
1 +

∞∑
n

anC
3/2
n (2x− 1)

]
, (15)
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0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
= zPz

0.25
0.00
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0.50
0.75
1.00

Re[H (z)]
a 0
a:0.06fm
a:0.09fm
a:0.12fm

0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0
= zPz

1.00

0.75

0.50

0.25

0.00

0.25

Im[H (z)]

a 0
a:0.06fm
a:0.09fm
a:0.12fm

FIG. 10. The real part (top) and imaginary part (bottom) of
renormalized pion matrix elements HR

m(z) for different lattice
spacings at Pz = 2.15 GeV.

0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
x

0.00
0.25
0.50
0.75
1.00
1.25
1.50

a 0, Pz = 1.29GeV
a 0, Pz = 1.72GeV
a 0, Pz = 2.15GeV

FIG. 11. Momentum dependence of continuum extrapolated
results for the kaon.

where ans are Gegenbauer moments and Cns are Gegen-
bauer polynomials. One can extract Gegenbauer mo-
ments from our results with this equation:

an =
2(2n+ 3)

3(n+ 1)(n+ 2)

∫ 1

0

dxC3/2
n (2x− 1)φ(x). (16)

and the moments up to a4 are given in Table. II. The
odd moments of π are identically zero due to the charge-
conjugation invariance. The second moments from our
calculation are ξπ2 = 0.300(41), ξK2 = 0.258(32) (ξn =∫ 1

0
dx(2x− 1)nφ(x)), which agree better with a previous

OPE calculation [19] rather than the recent one [24].

Matching in Coordinate Space

The matching in coordinate space in the MS scheme can be expressed as:

HMS
m (λ, Pz) =

∫ 1

0

dxdyθ(1− x− y)C
(
x, y, (λ/Pz)

2, µ
)
e−iyλhm((1− x− y)λ, Pz), (17)

with

C
(
x, y, z2, µ

)
= δ(x)δ(y) +

αsCF
2π

{
−
(
f
(
z2, µ2

)
+ 1
) [

1 +

[
1− x
x

]
+

δ(y) +

[
1− y
y

]
+

δ(x)− 2δ(x)δ(y)

]
(18)

+4− 2

[
lnx

x

]
+

δ(y)− 2

[
ln y

y

]
+

δ(x)

}
,

f
(
z2, µ2

)
= ln

[
z2µ2 exp (2γE)

4

]
, (19)

where µ is the factorization scale, x, y are the Feynman integral parameters, z is the non-local separation, λ = zPz
is the quasi-LF distance for the quasi-DA. hm is the LF correlation related to the light-cone DA φ(u, µ) through the
following Fourier transformation (hm here has a different convention from hRm in Eq. (10) of main text)

hm((1− x− y)λ, Pz) =

∫ 1

0

du e−iu(1−x−y)λφ(u, µ). (20)
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TABLE II. The Gegenbauer moments extracted from LCDAs, the numbers in the two brackets following the central value are
the statistical error and the systematic error from the renormalization scale, large-λ extrapolation, and continuum as well as
infinite momentum extrapolation.

Gegenbauer moments a1 a2 a3 a4
π — 0.258(70)(52) — 0.122(46)(31)
K -0.108(14)(51) 0.170(14)(44) -0.043(06)(22) 0.073(08)(21)

Such a matching is related to the matching in momentum space [43, 44] by Fourier transformation.
In practice, we extract the DA by applying an inverse matching on the quasi-DA in the ratio scheme, with the

matching kernel being given by

Cratio

(
x, y, z2, µ

)
=

C
(
x, y, z2, µ

)
HMS, 1−loop
m (z)

. (21)

After some manipulations, the final matching in coordinate space can be expressed as:

HR
m (λ, Pz)=

∫ 1

0

dxdyθ(1− x− y)Cratio

(
x, y, (λ/Pz)

2, µ
)
e−iyλhm((1− x− y)λ, Pz) (22)

=

∫ λ

0

dλ′M(λ, λ′, µ)hm(λ′, Pz),

where λ′ is the LF distance for the DA and:

M(λ, λ′, µ) =δ(λ− λ′) +
αsCF

2π
δ(λ− λ′)

[
1

2
f(z2, µ2)− 3

2

]
(23)

+
αsCF

2π

[
λ′

λ− λ′

]
+

· 1

λ

[
−(f(z2, µ2) + 1)(1 + e−i(λ−λ

′))
]

+
αsCF

2π

[
ln(1− λ′

λ )

1− λ′

λ

]
+

· 1

λ

[
−2(1 + e−i(λ−λ

′))
]

+
αsCF

2π

1− e−i(λ−λ′)

iλ2

[
3− f(z2, µ2)

]
.

Fig. 12 shows a comparison between the coordinate and momentum space matching implementations. The results
agree within errors in the physical region. The slight difference is due to different extrapolation choices, as in the
former case we can do the large λ extrapolation after the matching, while in the latter the large λ extrapolation
has to be done before Fourier transform and matching. The results from momentum space matching suffer from an
oscillation at the endpoints which causes a more significant tail in the unphysical region. Such a behavior comes from
artifacts related to the discontinuity of the momentum space matching kernel at the endpoints.

0.50 0.25 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50
x
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Mom Matching
Coor Matching
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FIG. 12. The comparison of matching in coordinate space and momentum space for the pion (left) and kaon (right).
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Lett. B 774, 91 (2017), arXiv:1705.10236 [hep-lat].

[24] G. S. Bali, V. M. Braun, S. Bürger, M. Göckeler, M. Gru-
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