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Abstract

Recently, a theoretical framework was set up in [1], which allows for the symmetry-preserving

inclusion of full quark-gluon vertices in the description of the meson dynamics. In the present

work, we develop a special truncation within this approach, which leads to a tractable set of func-

tional equations that satisfy the fundamental chiral Ward-Takahashi identities. Specifically, the

truncation allows us to simplify considerably the quark-gluon Schwinger-Dyson equation, without

significant loss of quantitative accuracy. Importantly, this implies a substantial reduction of com-

plexity of the renormalized Bethe-Salpeter equation: it is composed by a pair of one-loop diagrams

that contain the full quark-gluon vertex, and a single two-loop diagram that is instrumental for the

masslessness of the pion in the chiral limit. A detailed numerical analysis reveals that the incor-

poration of the aforementioned two-loop diagram is instrumental for the corresponding eigenvalue

to reach unity. The key relation between the quark mass function and the pion wave function is

shown to be satisfied to within the numerical precision of the loop integrals, which is at the level

of about one percent or better. The field-theoretic ingredients required for the extension of this

analysis beyond the chiral limit are briefly discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The self-consistent incorporation of QCD correlation functions into the dynamical equa-

tions that govern the physics of hadrons is particularly challenging, requiring the develop-

ment of sophisticated truncation schemes, see, e.g., [2–23]. Recently, a theoretical framework

was developed, which allows for the self-consistent inclusion of non-trivial quark-gluon ver-

tices in the dynamical equations describing the physics of mesons [1]. In particular, the set

of Schwinger-Dyson equations (SDEs) satisfied by the quark propagator, S, the quark-gluon

vertex, Γµ, and the (non-singlet) axial-vector vertex, Γµ
5 , [24–34] are completely compati-

ble with the constraints imposed by the chiral symmetry, in the form of Ward-Takahashi

identities (WTIs).

The analysis of [1] singles out a practically unexplored correlation function [7, 35], de-

nominated “gluon-axial-vector vertex”, and denoted by Gµν
5 . The rôle of this vertex is

instrumental, because its inclusion in the SDE of Γµ
5 allows for a symmetry-preserving de-

parture from the confines of the rainbow-ladder (RL) approximation [36–58]. Note that the

symmetry-restoring action of Gµν
5 hinges on the WTI that connects it to the quark-gluon

vertex Γµ. However, as illustrated in [1], the dynamical equation that determines Gµν
5 has

a rather complicated structure, being composed by graphs that contain Gµν
5 explicitly (“G-

dependent ”), and those containing Γµ
5 instead (“G-independent ”). Therefore, a truncation

that reduces the complexity of this equation without compromising its symmetry properties

would be particularly useful, allowing for a preliminary numerical exploration of this novel

approach.

In the present work we show that such a truncation is indeed feasible, as long as the

corresponding quark-gluon vertices are also appropriately modified. In particular, one may

drop theG-dependent diagrams entirely, by settingGµν
5 = 0 inside them, such that the gluon-

axial-vector vertex is exclusively computed from the G-independent graphs. The symmetry

remains intact (i.e., the key WTIs are still satisfied) provided that, at the same time, a

simplified version of the SDE that governs the quark-gluon vertex is used [12, 59, 60]. In

particular, denoting by q the momentum of the gluon, one sets Γµ(q, r,−p) = V (q)γµ inside

the relevant diagrams, where the function V (q) corresponds to the classical form factor

of the quark-gluon vertex in the so-called “symmetric” kinematic configuration defined as

q2 = r2 = p2.
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We stress that, although the aforementioned SDE takes V (q) as input, it returns a quark-

gluon vertex that displays the full kinematic content. It possesses eight transverse form

factors, and in the Landau gauge the longitudinal ones do not take part in the dynamics.

These form factors depend non-trivially on three kinematic variables. We also note, that a

variant of this approximation has been used in the detailed study of the quark-gluon vertex

presented in [61].

Within this truncation, the dynamical equation for Gµν
5 is drastically simplified, and

we readily obtain the Bethe-Salpeter equation (BSE) that controls the formation of the

bound states (pions) [2, 62–66]. This BSE consists of four diagrams, one corresponding to

the standard RL graph, but now with dressed vertices, and three additional graphs that

originate precisely from the vertex Gµν
5 . Once the multiplicative renormalization has been

carried out, see [67–69], the final BSE is described by three diagrams, two that are “one-loop

dressed” and one that is “two-loop dressed”. The full quark-gluon vertex enters both in the

quark gap equation and the one-loop dressed diagrams of the BSE.

Importantly, the numerical solution of the BSE for massless pions in the chiral limit

reveals that the dominant term of the pion amplitude satisfies the axial WTI [70, 71] within

the numerical accuracy of the loop integrals, see Fig. 10.

The article is organized as follows. In Sec. II we review the theoretical framework, in-

troducing the key quantities, together with the most salient relations. Next, in Sec. III, we

discuss in detail the symmetry-preserving truncation of the dynamical equation satisfied by

Gµν
5 . In Sec. IV the truncation is employed to obtain the BSE that controls the formation of

pions. In Sec.V the multiplicative renormalization of the SDE-BSE system is carried out.

Then, in Sec.VI we solve the system to obtain the Bethe-Salpeter amplitude (BSA) of the

massless pion. In Sec.VII we present our discussion and conclusions. Finally, in App.A

we offer a diagrammatic demonstration of the WTI satisfied by the vertex Gµν
5 within the

truncation employed, while in App.B we discuss an interesting integral identity connecting

the chirally symmetric and chiral symmetry breaking terms of the quark-gluon vertex.

II. REVIEW OF THE THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In this section we present a brief account of the main ingredients, key relations, and

general notation employed in the present work.
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We start by pointing out that the calculations will be carried out in Minkowski space,

and the final results will be passed to Euclidean space, in order to implement the numerical

treatment. The main elements of our analysis may be summarized as follows.

(i) The central component of this approach is the axial-vector vertex, Γaµ
5 = taΓµ

5 , where

ta are the generators of the flavour SU(Nf ) algebra; for Nf = 2, ta = σa/2, while for Nf = 3,

ta = λa/2, where σa and λa are the Pauli and Gell-Mann matrices, respectively. Note that

this vertex is associated with the flavour non-singlet current jaµ5 (x) = ψ̄(x)γ5γ
µtaψ(x), see

discussion in Appendix B of [1].

In the limit of vanishing current quark masses (m = 0), the vertex Γµ
5 satisfies the well-

known WTI [70, 72]

−PµΓ
µ
5 (P, p2,−p1) = S−1(p1)γ5 + γ5S

−1(p2) , (2.1)

where S−1(p) is the inverse quark propagator.

(ii) According to the usual decomposition,

S−1(p) = A(p)/p−B(p) , (2.2)

where A(p) and B(p) are the dressings of the (Dirac) vector and scalar structures, respec-

tively, and M(p) = B(p)/A(p) is the constituent quark mass.

The momentum evolution of A(p) and B(p) is controlled by the gap equation, shown in

Fig. 1A, given by

S−1(p) = /p−m+ ig2Cf

∫

q

γνS(q)Γµ(q − p, p,−q)∆µν(q − p) , (2.3)

which involves the fully-dressed quark-gluon vertex, denoted by Γµ(q, r,−p), as its main

ingredient. In Eq. (2.3), g is the QCD gauge coupling, Cf = 4/3 the Casimir eigenvalue of

the fundamental SU(3) representation, and ∆µν stands for the full gluon propagator in the

Landau gauge,

∆µν(q) = Pµν(q)∆(q) , Pµν(q) = gµν −
qµqν

q2
. (2.4)

The term m denotes the current quark mass; throughout this analysis it will be considered

to be vanishing, m = 0 (chiral limit). Moreover,
∫

q

:=

∫

R
4

d4q

(2π)4
, (2.5)
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where the use of a symmetry-preserving regularization scheme is implicitly assumed.

After taking appropriate traces, the quark gap equation in Eq. (2.3) is reduced to a set of

coupled nonlinear integral equations that determine the dressing functions A(p) and B(p).

In particular, we have in Minkowski space

B(p) = − ig2Cf

4

∫

q

a(q)Tr
[
γν/qΓ

µ
2 (q − p, p,−q)

]
∆µν(q − p)

− ig2Cf

4

∫

q

b(q)Tr [γνΓµ
1 (q − p, p,−q)]∆µν(q − p) ,

p2A(p) = p2 +
ig2Cf

4

∫

q

a(q)Tr
[
/pγ

ν
/qΓ

µ
1 (q − p, p,−q)

]
∆µν(q − p)

+
ig2Cf

4

∫

q

b(q)Tr
[
/pγ

νΓµ
2 (q − p, p,−q)

]
∆µν(q − p) , (2.6a)

with

a(p) := c(p)A(p) , b(p) := c(p)B(p) , c(p) :=
1

A2(p)p2 −B2(p)
. (2.6b)

In Eq. (2.6) we have separated the quark-gluon vertex into the “odd” (Γ1) and “even” (Γ2)

components,

Γµ(q, r,−p) = Γµ
1 (q, r,−p)︸ ︷︷ ︸
odd#of γ

+ Γµ
2 (q, r,−p)︸ ︷︷ ︸
even#of γ

. (2.7)

(iii) In the Landau gauge, it is natural to consider the “transversely projected” quark-

gluon vertex, Γµ(q, r,−p) = Pµν(q)Γ
ν(q, r,−p). In general kinematics, Γµ(q, r,−p) can be

spanned by eight independent tensors, τ̄i, namely

Γ
µ
(q, r,−p) =

8∑

i=1

λi(q, r,−p)τ̄µi (r,−p) , τ̄µi (r,−p) = P µ
ν (q)τ

ν
i (r,−p) , (2.8)

where the τ νi in Minkowski space are given by [61, 73–75]

τ ν1 (r,−p) = γν , τ ν2 (r,−p) = (p+ r)ν ,

τ ν3 (r,−p) = (/p+ /r)γν , τ ν4 (r,−p) = (/p− /r)γν ,

τ ν5 (r,−p) = (/p− /r)(p+ r)ν , τ ν6 (r,−p) = (/p+ /r)(p+ r)ν ,

τ ν7 (r,−p) = −1

2
[/p, /r]γ

ν , τ ν8 (r,−p) = −1

2
[/p, /r](p+ r)ν , (2.9)
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A : (
p

)-1 = (
p

/p−m

)-1 − i

p

Γµ

B :

q

r p
Γµ

µ

=

q

r p

γµ

µ

+

r p

q

µ

+

r p

q

µ

FIG. 1. Panel A: Diagrammatic representation of the SDE (gap equation) that determines the

quark propagator S(p). White circles denote full propagators, red circles stand for full quark-gluon

vertices, while small black circles indicate tree-level quark-gluon vertices. Panel B: The SDE of

the quark-gluon vertex (red circle) obtained within the 3PI formalism. The gray circle denotes the

fully-dressed three-gluon vertex.

and the λi(q, r,−p) denote form factors that depend on three Lorentz scalars. Within this ba-

sis, the component Γ
ν
1 is spanned by the elements {τ̄ ν1 , τ̄ ν5 , τ̄ ν6 , τ̄ ν7 }, while Γ

ν
2 by {τ̄ ν2 , τ̄ ν3 , τ̄ ν4 , τ̄ ν8 }.

Within the three-particle-irreducible (3PI) scheme [12, 59, 60], the one-loop dressed SDE

that controls the evolution of the form factors λi(q, r,−p) is shown diagrammatically in

Fig. 1B.

(iii) Instrumental in this entire analysis is the SDE satisfied by the vertex Γµ
5 , shown

in Fig. 2A. Note that the diagram (a5) contains the fully-dressed quark-gluon vertex Γν ,

depicted as the red circle; this graph provides the standard RL description, after the substi-

tution Γν → γν . A key component of this SDE is the “gluon-axial-vector” vertex [1, 7, 35],

Gabµν
5 = igta λ

b

2
Gµν

5 , represented by the yellow circle in diagram (b5) of Fig. 2A. Crucially,

Gµν
5 is related to the quark-gluon vertex by the WTI [1, 7]

−iPµG
µν
5 (P, q, p2,−q1) = Γν(q, p1,−q1)γ5 + γ5Γ

ν(q, p2,−q2) , (2.10)

where qi := pi+q. By virtue of Eq. (2.10), when the diagrams contributing to the SDE of Γµ
5

are contracted by Pµ, the axial WTI of Eq. (2.1) emerges precisely, with the inverse quark

propagators satisfying the gap equation with the full quark-gluon vertex.

(iv) When the chiral symmetry is dynamically broken, a nonvanishing mass function B(p)

is generated as a solution of Eq. (2.3). As a result, in the limit P → 0, p1 = p2 := p, the

6



A:
p2 p1

P

Γµ
5

µ

= γ5γ
µ

µ

+

µ

a5

+

µ

Gµν
5

b5

B:
p2 q1

P

q

Gµν
5

µ

ν

=

µ

ν

d1

+

µ

ν

d2

+

µ

ν

d3

+

µ

ν

g1

+

µ

ν

g2

+

µ

ν

g3

+

µ

ν

h1

+

µ

ν

h2

FIG. 2. Panel A: The SDE of the axial-vector vertex, Γµ
5 (blue circles). The graph (b5) contains

the “gluon-axial-vector” vertex, Gabµν
5 (yellow circle), which is crucial for the preservation of the

axial WTI. Panel B: The one-loop dressed representation of the gluon-axial-vector vertex; we

refer to the graphs d1, d2, d3 as G-independent, while to the g1, g2, g3, h1, h2 as G-dependent.

WTI of Eq. (2.1) yields

lim
P→0

PµΓ
µ
5 (P, p2,−p1) = 2B(p)γ5 . (2.11)

This result forces Γµ
5 to contain a pole term, Γµ

5 (P, p2,−p1)|pole, associated with the attendant

Nambu-Goldstone boson (pion), of the form

Γµ
5 (P, p2,−p1)|pole =

P µ

P 2 χ(P, p2,−p1)γ5 . (2.12)

The quantity χ(P, p2,−p1) is the BSA of the pion, which, in the limit P → 0, is composed

by two form factors [70],

χ(0, p,−p) = χ1(p) + χ3(p)/p . (2.13)

The comparison of Eqs. (2.12) and (2.13) furnishes the well-known symmetry-induced rela-

tions

χ1(p) = 2B(p) , χ3(p) = 0 . (2.14)
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The first relation is particularly powerful, connecting the dominant component of the pion

amplitude to the quark mass function.

(v) In the limit P → 0, the SDE that governs the vertex Γµ
5 furnishes the BSEs for both

χ1(p) and χ3(p). Quite importantly, as was explicitly shown in [1], these BSEs admit the

relations given by Eq. (2.14) as their exact solutions. In that sense, symmetry and dynamics

are harmoniously intertwined. Crucial in the demonstration of this key property is the WTI

of Eq. (2.10), which, in the limit P → 0, becomes

lim
P→0

PµG
µν
5 (P, q, p2,−q1) = 2iΓν

2 (q, p,−p− q)γ5 . (2.15)

(vi) The one-loop dressed approximation ofGµν
5 is given by the diagrams shown in Fig. 2B.

It turns out that the contraction of this set of diagrams by Pµ generates the r.h.s. of the WTI

in Eq. (2.10), where the corresponding quark-gluon vertices Γν(q, p1,−q1) and Γν(q, p2,−q2)
satisfy the SDE shown in Fig. 1B [1].

III. SYMMETRY-PRESERVING TRUNCATION

There is a practical difficulty associated with the truncation described in item (vi) of

the previous section. Specifically, a subset of the diagrams that define the vertex Gµν
5 in

Fig. 2B contain the Gµν
5 itself as their ingredient (second row, G-dependent graphs), thus

converting the dynamical equations for Γµ
5 and Gµν

5 into a coupled system. Even though such

a system is in principle tractable, it is certainly useful to introduce an operationally simpler

approach, which does not compromise the validity of the essential WTIs. In particular, as

we demonstrate in this section, one may omit the aforementioned subset of graphs entirely,

at the expense of introducing a compensating adjustment at the level of the quark-gluon

SDE in Fig. 1B.

The starting point of our truncation is to set Gµν
5 = 0 on the r.h.s. of the equation

shown in Fig. 2B, thus eliminating the G-dependent graphs. After doing so, the equation

that furnishes Gµν
5 reduces to the three diagrams in the first row of Fig. 2B (G-independent

graphs). However, these remaining diagrams no longer reproduce the WTI of Eq. (2.10),

with the full quark-gluon vertices (red circles) satisfying the SDE shown Fig. 1B.

Nonetheless, it turns out that a simplification implemented on the Γµ appearing inside all

one-loop dressed diagrams in Fig. 1B and Fig. 2B restores the key WTI. Specifically, upon
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inspection, one recognizes that the global replacement

Γµ(q, r,−p) → Vµ(q) , Vµ(q) := γµV (q) =

q

r p

µ

, (3.1)

gives rise to a symmetry-preserving approximation, defined by the system of equations de-

picted diagrammatically in the two panels of Fig. 3.

As will become evident from the demonstration leading to Eq. (3.13), the WTI is pre-

served regardless of the precise form chosen for V (q); the only formal requirement is that

V (q) be function of a single kinematic variable, namely the momentum carried by the gluon.

This need arises because, in going from to Eq. (3.13) to Eq. (3.7), certain key cancellations

take place among various terms upon shifting appropriately the integration variable; these

cancellations go through provided that the V (q) has the aforementioned momentum depen-

dence. The actual expression used for V (q) in the numerical analysis will be discussed in

Sec.VIB.

We emphasize that even though the Vµ(q) used as input in the r.h.s. of the SDE in

Fig. 3B contains only the classical tensor, the output obtained, represented by the cyan circle,

displays the full kinematic structure associated with a quark-gluon vertex. In particular, in

the Landau gauge, the resulting vertex Γµ(q, r,−p) is composed by eight tensorial structures,

see Eq. (2.8), multiplied by the corresponding nonvanishing form factors, λi, which depend

on three kinematic variables, e.g., q2, r2 and q · r. Note that this full vertex will enter in the

graph (a5) of the SDE for the axial-vector vertex, thus effectuating the departure from the

RL approximation.

Given the above discussion, the closed form of the dynamical equation displayed in Fig. 3B

is given by

Γµ(q, r,−p) = γµ + cµ1 + cµ2 , (3.2)

with

cµ1 = ca

∫

k

V β(k)S(p+ k)V µ(q)S(r + k)V α(k)∆αβ(k) , (3.3)

cµ2 = cb

∫

k

V β(k − q)S(r + k)V α(k)∆ρβ(k − q)∆αδ(k)Γ
µδρ(q,−k, k − q) , (3.4)
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A:

P

p2 p1+q

q

µ

ν,b

=

P

k

p2

k2

k1+q

p1+q

q

µ

ν,b

d1

+

P

k

k2

k1

k1+q

p2 p1+q

q

µ

ν,b

d2

+

P

k

k2 k1

p2 p1+q

q

µ

ν,b

d3

B:

q

r p
Γµ

µ

=

q

r p

γµ

µ

+

q

k

r+k p+k

r p

µ

c1

+

q

r+k

k−qk

r p

µ

c2

Γµ
Q (q, r,−p)

FIG. 3. Panel A: The truncated version of the SDE for the vertex Gµν
5 , composed only by G-

independent graphs. The green circles denote the component Vµ, defined in Eq. (3.1). Panel B:

The SDE of the quark-gluon vertex (cyan circle), which is compatible with the truncation of the

Gµν
5 shown in the panel above.

where Γµδρ is the full three-gluon vertex, ca = −ig2(Cf − CA/2), cb = −ig2CA/2, and CA is

the Casimir eigenvalue of the adjoint representation [N for SU(N)].

It is convenient for what follows to introduce the “quantum” part, Γµ
Q(q, r,−p), of the

quark-gluon vertex, defined and diagrammatically represented as

Γµ
Q(q, r,−p) = cµ1 + cµ2 , Γµ

Q(q, r,−p) :=

q

r p

Γµ
Q

µ

. (3.5)

Having set the stage, we next derive the WTI satisfied by the vertex Gµν
5 , given by the

diagrams d1, d2 and d3 in Fig. 3A,

Gµν
5 (P, q, p2,−q1) = dµν1 + dµν2 + dµν3 . (3.6)

Contracting the first two graphs by Pµ, and employing Eq. (2.1) under the integral sign, we
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get

Pµd
µν
1 = −Lν

1 − Lν
3, Pµd

µν
2 = −Lν

2 − Lν
4 , (3.7)

with

Lν
1 = g2κa

∫

k

V β(k)γ5S(p2 + k + q)V ν(q)S(p2 + k)V α(k)∆αβ(k) ,

Lν
2 = g2κa

∫

k

V β(k)S(p1 + k + q)V ν(q)S(p1 + k)γ5V
α(k)∆αβ(k) ,

Lν
3 = g2κa

∫

k

V β(k)S(p1 + k + q)γ5V
ν(q)S(p2 + k)V α(k)∆αβ(k) ,

Lν
4 = g2κa

∫

k

V β(k)S(p1 + k + q)V ν(q)γ5S(p2 + k)V α(k)∆αβ(k) , (3.8)

where κa = Cf − CA/2. Clearly, since V
ν(q)γ5 + γ5V

ν(q) = 0, the contributions Lν
3 and Lν

4

cancel upon addition, giving

−Pµ (d
µν
1 + dµν2 ) = g2κa

∫

k

V β(k)γ5S(p2 + k + q)V ν(q)S(p2 + k)V α(k)∆αβ(k)

+ g2κa

∫

k

V β(k)S(p1 + k + q)V ν(q)S(p1 + k)γ5V
α(k)∆αβ(k) , (3.9)

or, in terms of the Abelian diagram (cν1) shown in Fig. 3B and given by Eq. (3.3),

−iPµ (d
µν
1 + dµν2 ) = cν1(q, p1,−q1)γ5 + γ5c

ν
1(q, p2,−q2) . (3.10)

Similarly, for dµν3 we obtain

−Pµd
µν
3 = ig2κb

∫

k

V β(k′)S(p1 + k)V α(k)Γνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)∆δβ(k
′)γ5

+ ig2κb

∫

k

γ5V
β(k′)S(p2 + k)V α(k)Γνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)∆δβ(k

′) , (3.11)

where κb = iCA/2 and k′ = k − q. As before, we may express the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.11) in

terms of the non-Abelian diagram (cν2) in Fig. 3B, given by Eq. (3.4), namely

−iPµd
µν
3 = cν2(q, p1,−q1)γ5 + γ5c

ν
2(q, p2,−q2) . (3.12)
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Adding up the results of Eqs. (3.10) and (3.12), and using the definition of Γµ
Q in Eq. (3.5),

we find

−iPµG
µν
5 (P, q, p2,−q1) = Γµ

Q(q, p1,−q1)γ5 + γ5Γ
µ
Q(q, p2,−q2) . (3.13)

Since γµγ5+γ5γ
µ = 0, the tree-level terms of the two quark-gluon vertices may be added for

free, leading precisely to the WTI of Eq. (2.10), with the quark-gluon vertex defined through

the SDE in Eq. (3.2).

Given that the vertex Gµν
5 satisfies Eq. (3.13), the resulting Γµ

5 (P, p2,−p1) fulfils the axial
WTI of Eq. (2.1), where the quark propagator is given by the gap equation in Fig. 1A. Of

course, the fully-dressed quark-gluon vertex of the gap equation is now given by Fig. 3B,

i.e., the red circle in Fig. 1A must be replaced by the cyan one.

IV. PION BSE WITH DRESSED QUARK-GLUON VERTICES

In this section we derive the BSE of the pion by taking the limit P → 0 of the SDE for

Γµ
5 (P, p2,−p1), and then equating the residues of the pole parts appearing on both sides.

The axial-vector vertex Γµ
5 (P, p2,−p1) arising from the truncation put forth in the previ-

ous section may be determined by substituting the Gµν
5 of Fig. 3A into the SDE of Fig. 2A,

thus leading to the diagrammatic expansion shown in Fig. 4A. In particular,

Γ5µ(P, p2,−p1) = γ5γµ + a5µ + b15µ + b25µ + b35µ , (4.1)

with

a5µ = cd

∫

q

γσS(q1)Γ5µ(P, q2,−q1)Γν(q, p2,−q2)∆νσ(q) ,

bi5µ = −icd
∫

q

γσS(q1)d
ν
iµ(P, q, p2,−q2)∆νσ(q) , i = 1, 2, 3, (4.2)

where we defined cd = −ig2Cf and qi = pi + q. The terms dµνi are those composing the

vertex Gµν
5 , shown in Fig. 3A.

After contracting the SDE in Eq. (4.1) by Pµ, taking the limit P → 0 to isolate its

pole contribution, and finally eliminating γ5 from both sides of the resulting equation, the

pion BSE shown in Fig. 4B emerges. Specifically, using that S(p)S(−p) = −c(p), with c(p)
defined in Eq. (2.6b), the BSE assumes the form

χ(p) = aχ + b1χ + b2χ + b3χ , (4.3)
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A :

P

p2 p1

µ

= γ5γ
µ

µ

+

a5

µ

+

b
1
5

µ

+

b
2
5

µ

+

b
3
5

µ

B :
p p

χ(p)

=

aχ

+

b
1
χ

+

b
2
χ

+

b
3
χ

FIG. 4. Panel A: The SDE for the axial-vector vertex, emerging once the truncation for the

Gµν
5 shown in Panel A of Fig. 3 has been implemented. Panel B: The pion BSE, obtained after

contracting the SDE in the panel above with Pµ and then taking the limit P → 0.

with

aχ = −cd
∫

q

γσc(q′)χ(p)
[
Γν
2 (q, p,−q′)− Γν

1 (q, p,−q′)
]
∆νσ(q) ,

b1χ = −cdca
∫

q,k

γσS(q′)V β(k)c(q′ + k)χ(q′ + k)V ν(q)S(−k − p)V α(k)∆αβ(k)∆νσ(q) ,

b2χ = cdca

∫

q,k

γσS(q′)V β(k)S(q′ + k)V ν(q)c(p+ k)χ(p+ k)V α(k)∆αβ(k)∆νσ(q) ,

b3χ = cdcb

∫

q,k

γσS(q′)V β(k′)c(p+ k)χ(p+ k)V α(k)Γνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)∆δβ(k
′)∆νσ(q) ,

(4.4)

where q′ = p+ q, k′ = k − q.

Clearly, the terms aχ and b(i)χ in the BSE of Eq. (4.3) are in one-to-one correspondence

with the diagrams a5 and bi5 of the axial-vector vertex SDE in Eq. (4.1).

In particular, we can now project out the dynamical equation for χ1, by simply taking

the trace in Eq. (4.3), namely

χ1(p) =
1

4
Tr

[
aχ + b1χ + b2χ + b3χ

]
. (4.5)

The traces on the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.5) can be evaluated using the expressions collected in
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Eq. (4.4), yielding

Tr(aχ) = cd

∫

q

c(q′)χ1(q
′)Tr

[
γσΓν

1 (q, p,−q′)
]
∆νσ(q) ,

Tr(b1χ) = −cdca
∫

q,k

c(t2)χ1(t2)Tr
[
γσS(q′)γβγνS(−t1)γα

]
V 2(k)V (q)∆αβ(k)∆νσ(q) ,

Tr(b2χ) = cdca

∫

q,k

c(t1)χ1(t1)Tr
[
γσS(q′)γβS(t2)γ

νγα
]
V 2(k)V (q)∆αβ(k)∆νσ(q) ,

Tr(b3χ) = cdcb

∫

q,k

c(t1)χ1(t1)Tr
[
γσS(q′)γβγα

]
V 2(k)Γνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)∆δβ(k

′)∆νσ(q) ,

(4.6)

where t1 = p+ k and t2 = t1 + q.

We note that the cyan vertex enters into the standard diagram a5, thus effectuating the

transition beyond the RL approximation. In that sense, the remaining three diagrams, b
(1)
5 ,

b
(2)
5 , and b

(3)
5 are required precisely for restoring the symmetry.

V. RENORMALIZATION OF THE SDE-BSE SYSTEM

The final system that one must solve consists of three dynamical equations, namely (a)

the SDE of the quark propagator (gap equation) given in Eq. (2.3), with m = 0, (b) the

SDE of the quark-gluon vertex in Eq. (3.2), and (c) the pion BSE in Eq. (4.5).

Before proceeding with the numerical treatment, this set of equations must be properly

renormalized. The renormalization proceeds in the standard way, by means of the following

relations

∆R(q) = Z−1
3 ∆(q) , SR(q) = Z−1

2 S(q) ,

Γµ
R(r, p, q) = Z1Γ

µ(r, p, q) , χR

1 (q) = Z4 χ1(q) ,

gR = Z−1
1 Z2Z

1/2
3 g , (5.1)

which connect bare and unrenormalized quantities by means of the corresponding (cutoff-

dependent) renormalization constants Zi, with i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Note that the requirement that

the fundamental WTI of Eq. (2.1) should maintain its form intact after renormalization,
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imposes the constraint Z4 = Z2. In any case, due to the linearity and homogeneity of the

BSE in Eq. (4.5), see Fig. 4B, the constant Z4 drops out automatically from both sides.

For the renormalization scheme, we adopt a variant of momentum subtraction (MOM) [76],

denoted M̃OM [60, 77–79]. This scheme is defined by prescribing that at the renormalization

point µ, the propagators reduce to their tree-level forms,

∆(µ) = µ−2 , A(µ) = 1 , (5.2)

and that the classical form factor, λ1(q, r,−p), attains its tree-level value in the soft-gluon

limit, i.e.,

λ1(0, p,−p)|p2=µ
2 = 1 . (5.3)

We emphasize that although this is an exceptional kinematic configuration, λ1(0, p,−p) is

infrared finite [80], thus defining a valid scheme for the subtraction of ultraviolet divergences.

Employing the above relations, it is straightforward to show that the renormalized gap

equation is given by

S−1
R (p) = Z2/p+ ig2RCfZ1

∫

q

γνSR(q) Γ
µ
R(q − p, p,−q)∆R

µν(q − p) . (5.4)

Similarly, the renormalized SDE of the quark-gluon vertex reads

Γµ
R(q, r,−p) = Z1γ

µ + cµ1R + cµ2R , (5.5)

where the index “R” on c1,2 indicates that all quantities appearing in the expressions given

in Eqs. (3.3) and (3.4) have been replaced by their renormalized counterparts. Finally, the

renormalized BSE has the form

χR

1 (p) =
1

4
Z1Tr

[
aR

χ + b1,Rχ + b2,Rχ + b3,Rχ

]
, (5.6)

where, again, the index “R” on the r.h.s. denotes that renormalized ingredients have been

inserted in the relations of Eq. (4.4). In what follows we suppress the index “R”, in order to

simplify the notation.

We note that, in both Eqs. (5.4) and (5.6), the Z1 appears multiplicatively, essentially due

to the fact that there is a tree-level quark-gluon vertex in each of the diagrams defining these

contributions. The presence of Z1 is crucial for the cancellation of overlapping divergences

[81–86].
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In what follows we will implement the multiplicative renormalizability by relying on an

expedient often utilized in the literature, mainly in the context of the quark gap equation [67–

69]. In particular, denoting the kernel of the gap equation by Kgap(p, q, t), with t = q − p,

one carries out the effective replacement

Z1Kgap(p, q, t) → C(t)Kgap(p, q, t) , (5.7)

where, for large momenta, the function C(t), evolves as the classical form factor of the quark-

gluon vertex [i.e., the anomalous dimension of λ1 in the symmetric limit (q2 = r2 = p2)].

Adopting this procedure, the gap equation reads

Z1

∫

q

γνS(q)Γµ(q−p, p,−q)∆R

µν(q−p) →
∫

q

γνC(q−p)S(q)Γµ(q−p, p,−q)∆R

µν(q−p) . (5.8)

Importantly, Eqs. (3.1) and (5.9) imply that V (t) and C(t) scale as the quark-gluon ver-

tex under a change of the renormalization point. Therefore, the combination g2CSΓ∆ is

guaranteed to be renormalization-group-invariant.

It is clear that if the substitution in Eq. (5.7) is carried out at the level of the gap

equation, the preservation of the WTI in Eq. (2.1) requires a similar replacement at the level

of the SDE for Γµ
5 (P, p2,−p1), see Fig. 4A, and, finally, of the pion BSE derived from it. In

particular, a factor C(t) is introduced in all terms of Eq. (4.6), and the Z1 is removed from

Eq. (5.6). Note that the argument of C(t) coincides with the momentum of the gluon that

enters in the tree-level vertex of each diagram.

While the asymptotic form of C(t) is fixed by resorting to renormalization-group argu-

ments, its infrared completion remains undetermined. In the related studies [67–69], appro-

priate Ansätze have been used for the infrared part of C(t), which have the additional effect

of increasing the required strength of the gap equation kernel. Given that a function with

these characteristics, namely the V (q) in Eq. (3.1), has already been introduced, in what

follows we opt for the natural choice

C(t) → V (t) , (5.9)

thus obtaining for the quark gap equation

S−1(p) = Z2/p+ ig2Cf

∫

q

γνV (q − p)S(q) Γµ(q − p, p,−q)∆µν(q − p) . (5.10)
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Similarly, the pion BSE becomes

χ1(p) =
1

4
Tr

[
ãχ + b̃1χ + b̃2χ + b̃3χ

]
, (5.11)

with

Tr(ãχ) = cd

∫

q

c(q′)χ1(q
′)Tr

[
γσΓν

1 (q, p,−q′)
]
V (q)∆νσ(q) ,

Tr(b̃1χ) = −cdca
∫

q,k

c(t2)χ1(t2)Tr
[
γσS(q′)γβγνS(−t1)γα

]
V 2(k)V 2(q)∆αβ(k)∆νσ(q) ,

Tr(b̃2χ) = cdca

∫

q,k

c(t1)χ1(t1)Tr
[
γσS(q′)γβS(t2)γ

νγα
]
V 2(k)V 2(q)∆αβ(k)∆νσ(q) ,

Tr(b̃3χ) = cdcb

∫

q,k

c(t1)χ1(t1)Tr
[
γσS(q′)γβγα

]
V 2(k)V (q)Γνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)∆δβ(k

′)∆νσ(q) .

(5.12)

It turns out that the multiplication of the terms given in Eq. (5.12) by V (t) leads to a

considerable simplification in the form of the BSE. In particular, as one may appreciate in

Fig. 5A, the sum of b̃2χ and b̃3χ generates precisely the quantum part Γµ
Q of the quark-gluon

vertex, as defined in Eq. (3.5) and in Fig. 3B. Therefore, the BSE assumes the final form

shown in Fig. 5B, namely

4χ1(p) = (a) + (b) + (c) , (5.13)

with

dressed RL: (a) = cd

∫

q

c(q′)χ1(q
′)Tr

[
γσΓν

1 (q, p,−q′)
]
V (q)∆νσ(q) ,

quantum: (b) = cd

∫

q

c(q′)χ1(q
′)Tr

[
Γσ
Q,1(−q, q′,−p)γν

]
V (q)∆νσ(q) ,

crossed: (c) = −cdca
∫

q,k

c(t2)χ1(t2)Tr
[
γσS(q′)γβγνS(−t1)γα

]
V 2(k)V 2(q)∆αβ(k)∆νσ(q) ,

(5.14)

where Γσ
Q,1 denotes the quantum part of the vertex with an odd number of Dirac γ matrices.

We note that the tensorial structures associated with the form factors λ5 and λ7 drop out

from the above equations for the same reason described in Sec.VIC, in connection with the

equation for B(p); thus the only active components are λ1 and λ6.
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A:

b̃
2
χ

+

b̃
3
χ

=

B:

χ1(p)

=

1

(a) dressed RL

+

1

(b) quantum

+

(c) crossed

FIG. 5. Panel A: The diagrammatic formation of ΓQ, once the effective renormalization has

been carried out. Panel B: The final form of the BSE after renormalization. Diagram (a) is

denominated “dressed RL” because it corresponds to the standard RL diagram, but now dressed

with a full quark-gluon vertex, diagram (b) is called “quantum” because it contains the quantum

part of the same vertex, while diagram (c), which is named “crossed” due to its geometry, contains

only the V .

VI. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section we carry out the numerical analysis required for the solution of the system

of dynamical equations, consisting of the quark-gap equation, the SDE of the quark-gluon

vertex, and the BSE of the pion.

A. Inputs

We begin with a presentation of the inputs used in this work, namely the gluon propaga-

tor, the leading form factor of the three-gluon vertex, the value of the strong coupling, and

the form of the function V (q).
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FIG. 6. The input functions employed in the numerical solution of the SDE-BSE system. Upper

left : The gluon propagator, corresponding to the lattice data of [87, 88], and the corresponding

dressing function (inset); Upper right : The form factor Lsg(s) of the three-gluon vertex, given

in Eq. (A1) of [79]; Lower left : The classical form factor of the quark-gluon vertex obtained in

[60], for θrp = π/3; the orange line indicates the diagonal r2 = p2, corresponding to the symmetric

configuration, and Lower right : The function V (q), identified with the diagonal of the previous

panel, plotted in isolation.

1. Gluon propagator

All integral equations entering in our analysis share as common ingredient the Landau-

gauge gluon propagator ∆µν(q), defined in Eq. (2.4). For its scalar part, ∆(q), we use a fit

to the lattice data of [87, 88], where the gluon propagator was simulated with two active

quark flavours, Nf = 2. The ∆(q) employed is displayed in the upper left panel of Fig. 6,

renormalized at µ = 2 GeV. The functional form of the fit is described in Eq. (A1) of [79],

and has been employed in the computation of the quark-gluon vertex presented in [60].

19



Note that the dynamical quarks entering in this propagator possess non-vanishing current

masses, since the chiral limit may not be simulated on the lattice. Even though our analysis

is carried out in the chiral limit, this discrepancy has no practical consequences. This may

be clearly seen from the work of [74], where the gluon dressing function, 1/ZA(q) = q2∆(q)

with Nf = 2 quark flavours was obtained for a variety of pion masses. As is evident from

Fig. 4a therein, the 1/ZA(q) is essentially insensitive to the value of the pion masses, within

the range mπ ∈ [285, 60] MeV. This lack of sensitivity persists until the chiral limit, mπ = 0,

as one may deduce from the right panel of Fig. 2 in [89]. Specifically, the lowest pion mass

reached in [74], namelymπ = 60 MeV, corresponds to a current quark mass of approximately

m ≈ 1 MeV. Between this value and the chiral limit, m = 0, the pion mass drops rather

abruptly from mπ = 60 MeV down to mπ = 0. However, varying m within the narrow

interval [0, 1] MeV at the level of the quark gap equation leaves the functions A(p) and

M(p) practically unchanged. Given that the dependence of the gluon propagator on the

quark parameters is fairly mild, of the type ln[p2 +M2(p)], see e.g., [61], no appreciable

effects are induced into the 1/ZA(q) until the chiral limit has been reached.

2. Three-gluon vertex

The three-gluon vertex, Γαβγ(q, r, p), enters in the non-Abelian graph, c2, of the quark-

gluon vertex SDE, shown in Fig. 3B, as well as in the BSE of Eq. (5.13), through the “quan-

tum” diagram shown in Fig. 5A. Since, in the Landau gauge, the three-gluon vertex is con-

tracted by the three projection operators associated with each one of its legs, it is natural

to introduce the transversely-projected vertex Γ
µνρ

(q, r, p) = P µ
α (q)P

ν
β (r)P

ρ
γ (p)Γ

αβγ(q, r, p).

As was shown in a series of works [34, 90–94], one may capitalize on the key property of

“planar-degeneracy”, and achieve a very accurate description of Γ
µνρ

(q, r, p) by retaining

only its tree-level structure Γ
µνρ
0 (q, r, p), namely

Γ
µνρ

(q, r, p) = Lsg(s)Γ
µνρ
0 (q, r, p) , s2 =

1

2
(q2 + r2 + p2) , (6.1)

where

Γµνρ
0 (q, r, p) = gνρ(r − p)µ + gµρ(p− q)ν + gµν(q − r)ρ . (6.2)

A fit for the form factor Lsg(s) is given in Eq. (A1) of [79]; the resulting curve is shown

in the upper right panel of Fig. 6. Note that in the M̃OM scheme, defined by Eqs. (5.2)
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d κ2 b20 b21 [GeV2] b22 [GeV2] b23 [GeV2] e20 [GeV2] e21 [GeV2]

1.154 1.774 0.0145 126.113 217.268 4.766 3.916 2.079

TABLE I. Best fit parameters for V (q) to reproduce the symmetric slice (q2 = r2 = p2) of λ3PI

1 as

obtained in [60].

and (5.3), Lsg(µ) ̸= 1. The conversion between the M̃OM scheme and the asymmetric MOM

scheme [92, 95], wherein Lasym

sg (µ) = 1, amounts to a finite rescaling Lsg(s) = 1.16Lasym

sg (s)

for µ = 2 GeV (see App. B of [79]).

3. Strong coupling

For the value of the coupling in the M̃OM scheme, we adopt the estimate αs(µ) = 0.55

at µ = 2 GeV. This value was estimated in [60] by adjusting the solution of the one-

loop dressed SDE for the quark-gluon vertex to the lattice data of [78] for the soft-gluon

λ1(0, p,−p), computed with Nf = 2 dynamical quarks.

4. The function V (q)

The last ingredient needed for our study is an expression for V (q). In order to maintain

a close connection to the full quark-gluon vertex, we identify V (q) with the symmetric limit

of the classical form factor obtained in the analysis of [60].

In that study, the SDE shown in Fig. 1B was solved iteratively, having full quark-gluon

vertices inside the defining integrals instead of a V (q). In Euclidean space, we will express

all form factors as functions of r2, p2 and θrp,

λi(q, r,−p) → λi(r
2, p2, θrp) . (6.3)

In particular the form factor associated with τ̄µ1 = P µ
ν (q)γ

ν is denoted by λ3PI

i (r2, p2, θrp).

The solution for the special value θrp = π/3 is shown in the lower left panel of Fig. 6. The

orange curve marked on that plot is the diagonal, p2 = r2, which coincides with the so-called

“symmetric limit”. When expressed in terms of the three momenta, this limit corresponds

to q2 = r2 = p2, in which case, given that q = p− r, one finds indeed that θrp = π/3.
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In what follows we identify V (q) with the orange curve corresponding to the symmetric

limit in Fig. 6, namely (r2, p2 → q2)

V (q) := λ3PI

1 (q2, q2, π/3) . (6.4)

For this particular curve we employ the fit

V (q) =
d

U(q)
9

4β0 +R(q)
, (6.5)

where β0 = 11− 2Nf/3, and

U(q) = 1 + κ log

(
q2 + η(q)

µ2 + η(q)

)
, R(q) =

b20 +
q
2

b
2
1

1 + q
2

b
2
2

+
(

q
2

b
2
3

)2 , η(q) =
e20

1 + q
2

e
2
1

, (6.6)

are functions adjusted to reproduce the λ3PI

1 (q2, q2, π/3) from [60], at the renormalization

scale of µ = 2 GeV. The optimal values for the fit parameters are collected in Tab. I, and

the resulting curve for V (q) is displayed in the lower right panel of Fig. 6. Note that in the

M̃OM renormalization scheme, V (µ) = 1.12.

B. Quark-gluon vertex

In order to treat the SDE of Eq. (3.2) numerically, one must first implement the transition

to Euclidean space; we do so by following the conversion rules exposed in detail in [60], see

in particular Section IV. B and Appendix A therein.

Substituting into the Euclidean SDE the relevant ingredients discussed in Sec.VIA, one

may obtain the form factors λi through simple integration.

The corresponding results for the chirally symmetric form factors λ1,5,6,7, which compose

the Γ
ν
1 , are shown in Fig. 7. The chiral symmetry breaking form factors λ2,3,4,8, which

compose Γ
ν
2 , are displayed in Fig. 8.

In the upper left panel of Fig. 7 we present a direct comparison between the λ1 acquired

using the V (q) as input and the λ3PI

1 obtained from the full treatment of [60]; the latter

quantity is also shown in the lower left panel of Fig. 6, where its diagonal is identified

with the V (q). We note that the two form factors compare rather well through the entire

kinematic range, showing relatively mild deviations in the infrared region.
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FIG. 7. The chirally symmetric form factors λi, i = 1, 5, 6, 7, of the quark-gluon vertex, plotted as

functions of the momenta r and p, for a fixed value of the angle θrp formed between them, θrp = π/3.

In the upper left panel we include a comparison with the form factor λ3PI

1 (blue surface), also shown

in the lower left panel of Fig. 6.

C. Gap equation

After passing to Euclidean space following standard conventions, the discretization of

the momentum dependence using Gaussian quadratures transforms the integral equations

into a system of non-linear algebraic equations. These equations are solved by fixed-point

iteration: starting from an initial guess for A(p) and B(p), the loop integrals are evaluated

numerically, and the dressing functions are updated until convergence is achieved [96]. The

corresponding results are shown in Fig. 9. In the left panel, we show the result for the

function B(p), while the function A(p) is displayed in the inset.
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FIG. 8. The chiral symmetry breaking quark-gluon vertex form factors λi, i = 2, 3 (upper panel)

and i = 4, 8 (lower panel) plotted as functions of the quark-momenta r and p for a fixed value

θrp = π/3.

The numerical solution for the corresponding constituent quark mass,M(p) = B(p)/A(p),

is displayed in the right panel of Fig. 9 as a continuous blue curve. In that figure, we also

show, as a dashed orange curve, the mass obtained if we solve the gap equation with a

quark-gluon vertex that contains only the classical component, i.e., Γ
µ → λ1τ̄

µ
1 . As we see,

the two results are relatively close, which indicates that the bulk of the mass originates

from the classical tensor structure. The rôle of the remaining form factors is to enhance

the mass by about 7% at the origin and 30% at p = 1 GeV. We find that the second most

important component is the one associated with the form factor λ4, in agreement with

earlier observations presented in [61].

Lastly, we point out that the form factors λ5 and λ7 do not contribute to the equation for
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FIG. 9. Results of the quark gap–equation solution. Left panel : The quark dressing function

B(p), with the corresponding dressing A(p) displayed in the inset. Right panel : The constituent

quark mass function M(p) = B(p)/A(p), shown together with the result obtained when retaining

only the classical part of the quark–gluon vertex.

FIG. 10. Numerical confirmation of the relation χ1(p) = 2B(p), Eq. (2.14), which follows from the

axial WTI. The relation is satisfied within the numerical accuracy of the (two-) loop integrals, i.e.,

one percent or better.

B(p); their accompanying tensors, τ̄µ5 and τ̄µ7 , are annihilated in the projection appearing in

the first line of Eq. (2.6). Nevertheless, these form factors contribute to M(p) through A(p).
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D. BSE

For the numerical solution of the BSE given by Eqs. (5.13) and (5.14) we adopt stan-

dard techniques, discretizing the momentum integrals using Gauss-Legendre and Gauss-

Chebyshev quadratures, and reformulating the equation as an eigenvalue problem of the

form [31, 89, 96, 97]

λ(P 2)χ1(p) = K(P 2)χ1(p) . (6.7)

K(P 2) denotes the interaction kernel, which in our case is composed of the three diagrams

shown in Fig. 5. In general, the eigenvalue λ(P 2) depends continuously on the total momen-

tum, and the massM of the bound state is determined from the condition λ(P 2 = −M2) = 1.

The dominant eigenvalue and its corresponding eigenvector are obtained numerically using

iterative eigensolvers, such as the “power method” or the “Arnoldi iteration”, which ensure

stable convergence [96, 98, 99]. As already mentioned, in the present analysis we restrict

ourselves to the case of the chiral limit, where the current quark mass m vanishes, and

consequently, the pion is exactly massless, corresponding to the condition λ(P 2 = 0) = 1.

As may be seen in Fig. 10, the pion BSA, χ1(p), obtained from this analysis, satisfies at a

high degree of accuracy (better than 1%) the symmetry-induced relation given in Eq. (2.14).

This result is of central importance, because it constitutes a clear numerical confirmation of

the symmetry-preserving nature of the entire approach.

The individual contributions of the three diagrams to the eigenvalue λ are displayed in

the left panel of Fig. 11: the “dressed RL” diagram provides approximately 66% of the

total value, the “quantum” diagram accounts for about 33%, while the “crossed” diagram

contributes around 1%. However, even though the “crossed” contributes slightly, its rôle

is crucial in maintaining the exact realization of the chiral solution. In particular, given

that the BSE is an eigenvalue problem, even a small deviation from unity, for example,

λ(0) = 0.99 instead of λ(0) = 1 would correspond to a large mass shift, thus invalidating

the masslessness of the pion. Therefore, all three diagrams are indispensable: the precise

value λ(P 2 = 0) = 1 arises only when their combined contributions are taken into account.

Neglecting any of them distorts this delicate balance, thwarting the proper emergence of the

Nambu-Goldstone boson associated with the dynamical breaking of the chiral symmetry.

As a consistency check, once the amplitude χ1(p) is obtained from the eigenvalue problem

in Eq. (6.7), we substitute it back into the full integral equation Eq. (5.14). This allows us
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FIG. 11. Left panel : Individual eigenvalue contributions from each diagram entering into the

full BSE solution in Eq. (5.14). Right panel : Full pion BSA, χ1(p), together with the individual

contributions stemming from each diagram.

to evaluate separately the contribution of each diagram to the total BSA (right panel of

Fig. 11). We find that the sum of these three individual contributions reconstructs the

original solution with high numerical accuracy, confirming the internal consistency of our

implementation.

E. Varying the V (q)

In order to probe the robustness of our results and the internal consistency of the trunca-

tion underlying the coupled SDE-BSE framework, we have implemented variations around

the central fit of V (q), shown in the left panel of Fig. 12, and have tested the persistence

of the key relation χ1(p) = 2B(p), see Eq. (2.14). As explained earlier, from the theoretical

point of view, the validity of this relation does not hinge on the specific form of the function

V (q); the only requirement is that the latter depends on a single variable, which is identified

with the gluon momentum entering into the specific quark-gluon vertex.

The variations implemented on V (q) induce corresponding changes to the vertex form

factors λi, which then propagate to the quark gap equation and the BSE. Importantly, in all

cases considered, the corresponding eigenvalue λ(P 2) remains stable and continues to satisfy

the condition λ(P 2 = 0) = 1. As a result, one obtains a sequence of pairs {χ1(p), B(p)},
which, even though they are different from one another, have a key property in common:
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FIG. 12. Left panel : Variations around the central parametrization of V (q) employed to assess the

robustness of the calculation. Right panel : Resulting pion BSAs obtained from these variations,

shown together with 2B(p). The blue and red curves correspond to the upper and lower variations

of the fit V (q), respectively.

they fulfil the WTI-induced constraint χ1(p) = 2B(p) at a high level of accuracy (1%

discrepancy), see right panel of Fig. 12. We therefore conclude that the resulting massless

pion is not a contingent feature of a particular parametrization, but a robust consequence

of the self-consistent SDE-BSE truncation.

VII. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We have presented a detailed numerical treatment of the dynamical equations within the

recently developed approach to the physics of mesons [1]. We concentrated on the special case

of the chiral limit with a massless pion. The analysis goes significantly beyond the standard

RL treatments, employing fully-dressed quark-gluon vertices in both the gap equation and

the pion BSE. This quark-gluon vertex is obtained from an approximate form of the standard

SDE within the 3PI formalism, and contains all eight transverse form factors with their full

momentum dependence. The respective truncation and subsequent renormalization of the

BSE kernel leads to a dynamical equation for the pion amplitude that consists of three

special diagrams, two one-loop dressed, denominated as “dressed RL” and “quantum”, and

a two-loop dressed graph, coined “crossed”. The symmetry-preserving character of the

truncation was confirmed explicitly by checking of the pivotal relation χ1(p) = 2B(p). It is

satisfied exactly within the numerical precision of the respective (two-) loop integrals, that
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is, a precision of <∼ 1% in the entire range of momenta, see Fig. 10.

The numerical error originates mainly from the treatment of the two-loop contribution

(“crossed” diagram) in the BSE kernel, whose evaluation is considerably more demanding

than the one-loop terms. In particular, the resolution of the integration grid and the need

to balance numerical cost with stability introduce a controlled uncertainty at very small

momenta. A refined grid sampling would systematically reduce this effect, and will be

implemented in the near future. In any case, the present level of agreement already confirms

that the truncation preserves the axial symmetry.

In addition, the BSE eigenvalue was found to be equal to unity to four significant figures,

and the individual contributions of the aforementioned three graphs to its composition (66%,

33%, and 1%, respectively) was ascertained. From the technical point of view, it is worth

stressing that the present study deals for the first time with the evaluation of the two-loop

diagram (“crossed”); in particular, even though the relevance of this graph had been briefly

alluded in [8], its numerical treatment has never been reported.

In order to extend the above analysis beyond the chiral limit, and obtain the physical

masses of the pion and other mesons, the general theoretical framework developed in [1]

must be generalized to the case of nonvanishing quark masses. In addition, and more impor-

tantly, several of the key equations must be evaluated for complex values of the momenta.

The need for such a generalization may already be seen at the level of the meson BSE,

whose incoming momentum must satisfy the condition P 2 = −M2, where M is the mass of

the meson in question. Therefore, according to the standard parametrization [96], one sets

P µ = (0, 0, 0, iM) inside the BSE, and, as a result, knowledge of the BSE ingredients beyond

the real Euclidean axis is needed. The need to extend the treatment of the gap equation

to accommodate complex momenta is already known from the standard RL studies, see,

e.g., [31, 37–46, 48, 53–55, 96]; however, the present formulation requires, in addition, the

corresponding generalization on the complex plane of the form factors that compose the

quark-gluon vertex. The study of the structure of the quark-gluon vertex for complex mo-

menta is naturally integrated in the general exploration of QCD correlation functions on the

complex plane, which is being implemented using a variety of approaches, such as [100–114].

We hope to report progress in this direction in the near future.
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Appendix A: Diagrammatics of Eq. (2.15).

In this appendix we demonstrate the validity of Eq. (2.15) when the approximations and

truncations described in the main text are implemented; the demonstration proceeds directly

at the level of the diagrams that compose both sides of Eq. (2.15).

When the vertex Gµν
5 is approximated by the sum of the graphs d1, d2, and d3 in Fig. 3A,

the l.h.s. of the WTI in Eq. (2.15) is given by

lim
P→0

PµG
µν
5 (P, q, p2,−q1) = d ν

1χ + d ν
2χ + d ν

3χ , (A1)

with (see Fig. 13)

dν1χ = −ica
∫

k

γβc(p+ k + q)χ1(p+ k + q)γνS(−p− k)γα∆αβ(k)V
2(k)V (q)γ5 ,

dν2χ = ica

∫

k

γβS(p+ k + q)γνc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γα∆αβ(k)V
2(k)V (q)γ5 ,

dν3χ = icb

∫

k

γβc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαΓνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)V (k)∆δβ(k
′)V (k′)γ5 .

(A2)

Since the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.15) is given by the even component of the quark-gluon vertex

graphs cν1 and cν2 in Fig. 3B, equating both sides yields

d ν
1χ + d ν

2χ + d ν
3χ = 2i (cν1,2 + cν2,2)γ5 , (A3)

where the rightmost subscript “2” in cν1,2 and cν2,2 indicates the part of the diagrams that

contain an even number of Dirac γ matrices. In fact, the obvious separation of graphs into
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FIG. 13. Diagrammatic representation of the three contributions to the pole part of Gµν
5 .

Abelian (no three-gluon vertex) and non-Abelian (three-gluon vertex) reduces Eq. (A3) to

two simpler relations, namely

d ν
1χ + d ν

2χ = 2icν1,2γ5 , d ν
3χ = 2icν2,2γ5 , (A4)

which we proceed to prove.

We now introduce the following diagrammatic representation for the components of the

quark propagator, see Eq. (2.6b),

a(p)/p = c(p)A(p)/p =

p

,

b(p) = c(p)B(p) =

p

, (A5)

which is useful in the ensuing analysis.

We start considering the non-Abelian diagram cν2, Eq. (3.3), and determine its even com-

ponent,

cν2,2 = cb

∫

k

[
γβS(p+ k)γα

]
even

Γνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)V (k)∆δβ(k
′)V (k′)

= cbκb

∫

k

γβb(p+ k)γαΓνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)V (k)∆δβ(k
′)V (k′)

=
cb
2

∫

k

γβc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαΓνρδ(q,−k, k′)∆αρ(k)V (k)∆δβ(k
′)V (k′)

= − i

2
dν3χγ5 , (A6)
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FIG. 14. Diagrammatic realization of Eq. (A6).

i.e., the relation given in Eq. (A4). With the aid of the symbols introduced in Eq. (A5), this

identity may be expressed diagrammatically as shown in Fig. 14.

The Abelian case proceeds in the same way, but is algebraically slightly more involved.

To begin with, an important cancellation takes place when d1,χ and d2,χ are summed. In

particular, defining

Tαβ(k, q) = ∆αβ(k)V
2(k)V (q) , ℓ = p+ k + q , (A7)

we have

d1χ + d2χ = ica

∫

k

γβS(ℓ)γνc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)γ5

− ica

∫

k

γβc(ℓ)χ1(ℓ)γ
νS(−p− k)γαTαβ(k, q)γ5

= ica

∫

k

γβS(ℓ)γνc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)γ5

− ica

∫

k

γβc(ℓ)χ1(ℓ)γ
νS(−p− k)γαTαβ(k, q)γ5

= ica

∫

k

γβa(ℓ)/ℓγνc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)γ5

+ ica

∫

k

γβc(ℓ)χ1(ℓ)γ
νa(ℓ)/ℓγαTαβ(k, q)γ5

+ ica

∫

k

γβb(ℓ)γνc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)γ5

− ica

∫

k

γβc(ℓ)χ1(ℓ)γ
νb(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)γ5 . (A8)
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FIG. 15. Diagrammatic realization of Eq. (A10).

The announced cancellation takes place between the last two terms, once the first relation

in Eq. (2.14), 2b(p) = c(p)χ1(p), has been invoked, leaving us with

d1χ + d2χ = ica

∫

k

γβa(ℓ)/ℓγνc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)

+ ica

∫

k

γβc(ℓ)χ1(ℓ)γ
νa(ℓ)/ℓγαTαβ(k, q)γ5 . (A9)

Consider now the even part of the diagram cν1, namely

cν1,2 = ca

∫

k

[
γβS(ℓ)γνS(p+ k)γα

]
even

Tαβ(k, q)

= ca

∫

k

γβa(ℓ)/ℓγνb(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)

+ ca

∫

k

γβb(ℓ)γνa(p+ k)(/p+ /k)γαTαβ(k, q)

=
ca
2

∫

k

γβa(ℓ)/ℓγνc(p+ k)χ1(p+ k)γαTαβ(k, q)

+
ca
2

∫

k

γβc(ℓ)χ1(ℓ)γ
νa(p+ k)(/p+ /k)γαTαβ(k, q)

= − i

2

(
dν1χ + dν2χ

)
γ5 , (A10)

which is the first relation in Eq. (A4); in the last step, Eq. (A9) was used. The final result

may be depicted as shown in Fig. 15.

Appendix B: An interesting identity

In this appendix we derive an approximate integral constraint relating the odd and even

components of the quark-gluon vertex, Γµ
1 (q, r,−p) and Γµ

2 (q, r,−p), respectively. This con-

33



p

Γµ(nab)
Q,1

=

p

Γµ(nab)
Q,2 Γµ(nab)

Q,1

=

p
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FIG. 16. Diagrammatic demonstration of the identity Eq. (B2).

straint stems from an identity relating the odd and even parts of the non-Abelian diagram

in the quark-gluon vertex SDE of Fig. 3B.

To derive the identity of interest, consider the expression

i

∫

q

b(q′)Tr
[
Γ
σ(nab)
1 (−q, q′,−p)V ν(q)

]
∆νσ(q) , (B1)

corresponding to the diagram on the l.h.s. of Fig. 16. The superscript “nab” labels de

non-Abelian contribution to the quark-gluon vertex. Note that, up to an overall prefactor,

this diagram is a contribution to the renormalized gap equation. Then, using for Γ
σ(nab)
1

the explicit SDE diagram (c2 in Fig. 3B), we obtain the two-loop diagram in the center of

Fig. 16. At this point, the loop on the left part of the two-loop diagram, highlighted by

a double-dashed line, is immediately recognized as Γ
ν(nab)
2 . Thus, we obtain the following

identity for the non-Abelian contribution

t
(nab)
1 (p) = t

(nab)
2 (p) , (B2)

where

t
(nab)
1 (p) := i

∫

q

b(q′)Tr
[
Γ
σ(nab)
1 (−q, q′,−p)V ν(q)

]
∆νσ(q) ,

t
(nab)
2 (p) := i

∫

q

a(q′)Tr
[
V σ(q)/q

′Γ
ν(nab)
2 (q, p,−q′)

]
∆νσ(q) . (B3)

Evidently, repeating this argument but placing Γ
σ(nab)
1 on the quark leg instead of the

antiquark in Fig. 16, leads to another identity

t̃
(nab)
1 (p) = t̃

(nab)
2 (p) , (B4)

with

t̃
(nab)
1 (p) := i

∫

q

b(q′)Tr
[
V ν(q)Γ

σ(nab)
1 (q, p,−q′)

]
∆νσ(q) ,

t̃
(nab)
2 (p) := i

∫

q

a(q′)Tr
[
Γ
ν(nab)
2 (−q, q′,−p)/q′V σ(q)

]
∆νσ(q) . (B5)
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FIG. 17. Diagrammatic representation of the integral in B7.

Invoking the charge conjugation transformation of the vertex (see, e.g., Eq. (2.7) of [60])

and elementary properties of the trace, it is straightforward to show that

t̃
(nab)
1 (p) = t

(nab)
1 (p) . (B6)

Note that a similar result does not hold for the Abelian contribution, as shown diagram-

matically in Fig. 17. In this case, the integral analogous to the l.h.s. of Eq. (B2), namely

i

∫

q

b(q′)Tr
[
Γ
σ(ab)
1 (−q, q′,−p)V ν(q)

]
∆νσ(q) , (B7)

with “ab” labeling the Abelian part of the quark-gluon vertex, corresponds to the diagram

on the left of Fig. 17. Using the SDE diagrams of Fig. 3B for Γ
σ(ab)
1,Q , we get the two-loop

diagrams on the right of that figure. There, the first diagram on the right can be seen to

furnish a contribution to Γ
ν(ab)
2 . However, the second diagram generates a contribution to

Γ
ν(ab)
1 instead. Thus, the sum of the two terms enclosed in the blue boxes does not furnish

the full Γ
ν(ab)
2 .

Nevertheless, the quark-gluon vertex is known to be dominated by its non-Abelian dia-

gram [12, 60]. Consequently, Eq. (B2) should hold approximately for the quantum part of

the vertex, i.e.,

t1(p) ≈ t2(p) , (B8)

where

t1(p) := i

∫

q

b(q′)Tr
[
Γσ
Q,1(−q, q′,−p)V ν(q)

]
∆νσ(q) ,

t2(p) := i

∫

q

a(q′)Tr
[
V σ(q)/q

′Γν
Q,2(q, p,−q′)

]
∆νσ(q) . (B9)

Then, using the inputs described in Sec.VI for a(p), b(p), and V (p), we compute the

Γ
σ(nab)
i , for i = 1, 2, and use the latter to evaluate the t

(nab)
i (p) through Eq. (B3). The results

are shown on the left panel of Fig. 18. There, the relative error, [t
(nab)
1 (p)−t(nab)2 (p)]/t

(nab)
1 (p),
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FIG. 18. Left panel : Integrals t
(nab)
1 (p) (orange continuous) and t

(nab)
2 (p) (blue dashed), appearing

in the identity of Eq. (B2), and the relative difference between them (inset). Right panel : Analo-

gous terms, t1(p) (orange continuous) and t2(p) (blue dashed), including the Abelian contribution.

In this case, the relative difference is not compatible with zero. Nevertheless, Eq. (B8) holds within

2.5%.

which is less than 10−4, is shown as an inset. Since the numerical precision of our numerical

calculations is known to be of that same order, this error is compatible with zero. Thus,

Eq. (B2) is verified.

Next, we quantify the precision to which Eq. (B8) is satisfied when both Abelian and non-

Abelian contributions are included in the vertex SDE. The results for the ti(p) are shown

on the right panel of Fig. 18, and are barely distinguishable from each other, as well as from

the t
(nab)
i shown on the left panel, confirming that the non-Abelian contribution dominates

the quark-gluon vertex. As a result, Eq. (B8) is satisfied within 2.5%, as seen on the inset.
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