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Pions in proton structure and everywhere else
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The pion cloud is important in nuclear physics and in a variety of low-energy hadronic phenomena. We
argue that it is natural to expect it to also be important in lepton-proton deep inelastic scattering and Drell-
Yan studies of proton structure. We compute the necessary consequences of the pion cloud in connection
with the recent SeaQuest data. The effects are detailed by using the exact kinematics of the experiment.
Good agreement with the measurements is obtained. Thus, the universality of pionic effects is understood.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevD.105.114054

The recent striking experimental finding [1] that anti-
down quarks are more abundant in the proton than antiup
quarks for all observed values of the Bjorken x variable
demands an interpretation and assessment of the conse-
quences. This paper is aimed at providing such.

The results of [1] provide definitive experimental mea-
surements of the ratio d/i. Although our early prediction
[2] using a pion cloud model is in qualitative agreement
with that experiment, it is necessary to update the calcu-
lation by providing results for the specific kinematics of the
experiment that are known only since the publication [1].

We begin by explaining why it is natural to expect that
the pion cloud would play a role in probes of proton
structure. Pion exchange between nucleons provides in the
one pion exchange potential (OPEP) the longest-ranged
component of the strong force. It is an element of all
models, from the ancient to the newest, of the nucleon-
nucleon interaction. The OPEP is crucially responsible for
the binding of nuclei [3,4]. Moreover, the presence of the
pion as a significant component of the nuclear wave
function is reinforced by the dominance of the pion in
meson exchange corrections to a variety of nuclear proper-
ties. This was discussed long ago [5,6] and recently [7].

If a nucleon emits a virtual pion that is absorbed on
another nucleon, as in the OPEP, it can emit a pion that is
absorbed by itself. This is because nucleons are identical
particles and a pion can be absorbed on any nucleon. Thus,
the nucleon must consist, at least part of the time, of a
nucleon and a virtual pion. The very significant contribu-
tions of pions to nucleon and baryon properties have
been well documented for a long time [8—12]. Particular
examples in which the pion-cloud effects are prominent
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are the neutron charge distribution [9] and baryon
magnetic moments [11].

Given that the proton wave function has nz*(ud) and
pn® components, with a two to one ratio of probabilities,
there should be more antidown quarks than antiup quarks in
the nucleon. This means that the textbook description that
nucleons are composed of u and d valence constituent
quarks, cannot be the whole story. Furthermore, the gluons
inherent in QCD generate quark-antiquark pairs via per-
turbative interactions. Thus, one is led to the question; Do
the pairs arise only from perturbative evolution at high
momentum scales, or do they have a nonperturbative origin
as in the pion cloud? A definitive answer would provide
great help in understanding the nature of confinement and
also the fundamental aspects of the nucleon-nucleon force.
Perturbative QCD predicts a sea that is almost symmetric in
light flavor. However, the discovery of the violation of the
Gottfried sum rule told us that d quarks are favored over i
quarks [13]. This highlighted the importance of the pion
cloud of the nucleon [14,15]. Reviews are presented in
[16—19]. More recent calculations of the difference d — i,
the isovector component of the proton sea, have been
published in [20-23]. We focus on the ratio d/ii, deter-
mined by the SeaQuest experiment. The ratio has been a
greater challenge for theory, since it depends on both the
isoscalar and isovector components of the sea.

The concept of a component of a nucleon wave function
makes sense only within a light front description of the
nucleon. Our previous formalism [2] provided a light cone
perturbation theory approach capable of making predic-
tions with known uncertainties. Previous calculations had
noted ambiguities related to the dependence of the pion-
baryon vertex function on momentum transfer and on
the possible dependence upon the square of the four-
momentum of intermediate baryons, and much discussion
ensued [16,24-34]. Another more fundamental issue
involving the loss of relativistic invariance occurs when
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the vertex function is treated as depending on only three of
the four necessary momentum variables. Our formalism
resolved both of these problems by using a four-
dimensional formalism and by using experimental con-
straints on the pion-baryon vertex function.

In a light-front formalism the proton wave function can
be expressed as a sum of Fock-state components [35-38].
Our hypothesis is that the nonperturbative light-flavor
sea originates from the bare nucleon, pion-nucleon (zN)
and pion-Delta (xA) components. The interactions are
described by using the relativistic leading-order chiral
Lagrangian [39,40]. Displaying the interaction terms to
the relevant order in powers of the pion field, we use
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where v is the Dirac field of the nucleon, z¢ (a = 1, 2, 3) is
the chiral pion field, and M is the nucleon mass. In Eq. (1)
g4 denotes the nucleon axial-vector coupling and f, the
pion-decay constant. The second term is the Weinberg-
Tomazowa term which describes low-energy z-nucleon
scattering. In the third term g,y, is the ZNA coupling
constant, and the AL field is a vector in both spin and
isospin space.

The light-front Hamiltonian operator is constructed
from the 77~ component of the energy momentum tensor
[35,36,38,41,42]. The Hamiltonian can be written in terms
of a sum of kinetic energy operators, M3 and interaction
terms, denoted as V, see Fig. 1. The first two terms are
standard interactions, and the third is an instantaneous
term that enters only at higher orders in the coupling
constant. The Hamiltonian forms of the single-pion emis-
sion or absorption terms (Fig. 1) are expressed as matrix
elements evaluated between on-shell free nucleon spinors.
The light-front Schrodinger equation for the proton, p, is
given by (M} + V)|p) = M3|p). To the desired second
order it is

p) ~ VZ|p)o + VIp)o. (2)

1
2 2
M, — M;
where | p), represents the nucleon in the absence of the pion
cloud, the bare nucleon, and Z is a normalization constant.
Given Eq. (2), the wave function can be expressed as a sum
of Fock-space components given by

FIG. 1. Terms in the light-front Hamiltonian.

P =VZp+ 3 / d9,5|7B) (xB|p)y.  (3)

B=N.A

where f dQ,p is a phase-space integral [37,38]. In this
formalism the pion momentum distributions f,z(y), which
represent the probability that a nucleon will fluctuate into a
pion of light front momentum fraction y and a baryon of
light front momentum fraction 1 —y, are squares of wave
functions, |(zB|¥)|* integrated over k.

The Lagrangian of Eq. (1) is incomplete because it is not
renormalizable. We tame divergences using a physically
motivated set of regulators, depending on four-momenta,
that are constrained by data. If chiral symmetry is main-
tained, one finds that the zN vertex function g,y(f)
and the nucleon-axial form factor are related by the
generalized Goldberger-Treiman relation [43] (obtained
with m,; = 0),

Mg, (t) = frgun (1), (4)

94 (1) = g4 (0)/(1 + (t/M3))?, (5)

where 7 is the square of the four-momentum transferred to
the nucleon. Equation (4) follows from partial conservation
of the axial-vector current (PCAC) and the pion pole
dominance of the pseudoscalar current. It is obtained from
a matrix element of the axial vector current between two
on-mass shell nucleons. The ¢ dependence of g, is
determined for ¢ > 0 by low-momentum transfer experi-
ments [43], with M, being the single parameter.
Equation (4) relates an essentially unmeasurable quantity
9 (t) with one g, () that is constrained by experiments.
The major uncertainty in previous calculations is largely
removed. Some models, see e.g., [44], find differences
between the ¢ dependence of g, () and g,y(¢), which is
allowed because m, # 0. Uncertainties in the parameter
M, are discussed in [2], where it is also shown that very
large values of ¢ are not important in the calculations of
this paper.

In evaluating the nucleon wave function Eq. (3) the
necessary vertex function must be applicable to situations
when either the pion or the baryon or both are off their mass
shells. We use frame-independent pion-baryon form fac-
tors, in which a nucleon of mass M and momentum p emits
a pion of mass ¢ and momentum k and becomes a baryon of
mass Mp and momentum p — k,

A? A?
I —p? = N +ieps ((p—k)* = Mp) — A +ie”

(6)

F(k,p.y)=

where y = k' /p™.
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Using F(k, p,y) allows us to obtain a pion-baryon
light front wave function. The pion-nucleon component
is given by

Mg, y_a(p=k)irzu(p)

Y, 1r(k.p.s)= Fa(1),
a,LF( pS) 2f;;(275)3/2 l—y l+ﬂ2 A()
2A*

F,(t)= s 7
alt) (A2 +1t+u2) 2N + 14 p?) )

with s and a the spin and isospin labels for the proton.
Expanding F4(t) to first order in ¢, then comparing the
result to the same expansion of g, (7)/g,(0) and matching
the results determines the value A = /3/2M ,. Using this,
F(k, p,y) is equivalent to using a form factor of the form
of Eq. (4) in computing f,y(y) [2]. The parameter-
independence of this approach is maintained.

The pion 2D-momentum distribution function f (v, t)
is obtained by squaring |¥, g(k, p.s)| and summing
over a, s. The result is

gA ! 2
) F4(1), 8
fﬂN(y ) 167 2f2 ( () ()
with = (M?y?>+k3)/(1—y). The pion longitudinal-
momentum distribution function f,y(y) is then

Fan(y) = / ® dtfn(r.1), (9)

In

where ty = M?y?/(1 —y). Using Eq. (4) or Eq. (7) yields
the same f,y because the integrand is dominated by the
region of low values of ¢. The pionic effects were shown to
be of long range [2] by studying the resulting three-
dimensional light front structure of the pion-baryon wave
function.

The intermediate A contribution is important because it
is sizable and tends to favor i over d. We found [2] that

1 9zNA 2 o F,24(t)
2 y dt 272
127° \ 2M o (t+p?)
1
X | t4—=(M* = M3 +1)* | (M +My)*+1),
4M+

(10)

fn'A(y) =

with 14 = (?M> + y(M3 - M?))/(1 - y).

Next we use the Fock-space wave function of Eq. (3) to
compute the light-flavor sea component of the nucleon wave
function. Consider the role of the pion cloud in deep inelastic
scattering (DIS) (see Fig. 2). One needs to include terms in
which the virtual photon hits: (a) the bare nucleon, (b) the
intermediate pion [45], and (c) the intermediate baryon B of
the (zB) Fock-state component. The key assumption of the
present model is that quantum interference effects involving

(@) (b) ©

FIG. 2. (a) External interaction, X, with bare nucleon (solid
line), (b) External interaction, X, with the pion, (c) External
interaction, X, with the intermediate baryon. Here X represents
the deep inelastic scattering operator.

different Fock-space components are negligible because the
different final states obtained from deep inelastic scattering
by the pion and by the nucleon are expected to be
orthogonal.

The effects of the Weinberg-Tomazowa (WT) term
vanish because the deep inelastic scattering operator,
represented by X in the figure is diagonal in the pion-
flavor index [2].

Given the lack of interference effects, one can represent
at any Q7 the quark distribution functions of flavor
f = (i1, d) in the nucleon sea as

q[{/(x’ Qz) = ZC]‘]];O(X, Q2) + anB ® q; + ZfBﬂ ® Q;}v
B B
(11)

in which B=N.A, and f,3 ® s = [ 2 f,p(y)qh (. 0?).

The first symbol in the subscript represents the struck
hadron, and the phase-space factor in Eq. (3) ensures that
fz8(y) = fB:(1 =), so that momentum is conserved. The
quark distributions of the hadrons in the cloud are given by

g4 (x, Q%) and g} (x, Q%), and the bare nucleon distributions

are given by qf\,o(x, 0?). The model is defined by the Fock-
state expansion [Eq. (3)] using meson-baryon states.
The functions f,z(y) give the probability that the proton
fluctuates into a pion-baryon component as a function
of the pion-momentum fraction y. This defines the non-
perturbative proton wave function that depends on the pion-
baryon relative momentum and is necessarily independent
of the momentum of any probe. This wave function is to be
used to compute observables measured in reactions in
which the probe interacts with the hadrons in the Fock-state
expansion of the proton. Pionic components make their
presence known in a variety of processes such as the
computation of charge densities, magnetic moments, and
the nucleon-nucleon interaction.

Next comes the issue of computing the structure func-
tions obtained in deep inelastic scattering and in the Drell-
Yan process. This involves the photon-quark interaction. At
the high momentum transfers relevant for those processes,
the photon interacts with the quarks, not with the hadrons.

114054-3



ALBERG, EHINGER, and MILLER

PHYS. REV. D 105, 114054 (2022)

The quark-structure functions g(x) are given in terms of the
number of quarks in the hadron wave function at ¢(£) and a
function C that incorporates the dynamics of the photon-
quark interaction, in the schematic formula g(x, Q%) =
[ déq(E)C(x/&, Q%) [46]. The function C can be regarded
as an effective photon-quark cross section [47]. Thus the
content of the model is that the evolution of the proton is
contained in the evolution of the quarks that exist within the
component hadrons.

Evolution of the quark parton distribution functions (pdfs)
decreases the momentum fraction of the valence quarks as
the momentum fractions of the sea quarks and gluons
increase, but the momentum sum of all partons is still one.

We assume that pionic fluctuations are the only source of
the flavor asymmetry of the proton sea. This is because all
quark-gluon processes are flavor independent if the quarks
have the same mass. We have dominant u, & and d, d
quarks that are essentially massless. The bare proton and
the intermediate A and nucleon pdfs have no contribution
from pionic fluctuations, so they are flavor symmetric and
we set ‘1'1};0 = q£ = qf;. We have suppressed the Q2
dependence of ¢/, . qf,', and q{; to simplify the notation.

Contributions to the antiquark sea of the proton
come from the valence and sea distributions of the pion
gy and g5 and the sea distributions ¢} and g}, of the
intermediate baryons and the bare proton. The use of
these distributions to describe deep inelastic scattering
from a bound pion follows from the light front Fock-
space expansion, Eq. (3), which involves only on-mass-
shell constituents. With f .+, =5 fan f20, =3 ans frars =
2fans fooas =3 fans frrno =& fza, the antiquark distri-
butions are

- 5 1
@) = (3o + 3008 @ 42+ Gumlh (12

1 2
1) = (gfon + 3ma) @ 42+ Ayml (13

where 6sym(x)EZBfﬂB ®_Q§I+ZBan®qSB+ZQISV(x)
The nN terms favor the d, but the mA terms favor
the .

For comparison with SeaQuest results, Eqs. (11)—(13)
require pion and baryon pdfs, q,’;(x, 0%), q,’;(x, 0?), and
q{\,o(x, Q?), at the scale of the SeaQuest experiment,
Q% =25.5 GeV?. We use pdfs determined by different
groups from their fits to experimental data. We evolve these
pdfs to the SeaQuest scale before using them in Eqs. (12)
and (13). This approach has been used in meson-cloud
models for many decades. e.g., [24,25,32]. We describe our
evolution procedures below.

Two pion parton distributions were used; those of
Aicher, Schifer, and Vogelsang (ASV) [48], and the more

recent pion pdfs of the xFitter Collaboration [49], which are
consistent with the pion pdfs of the JAM Collaboration
[23], which have challenged the high-x behavior of the
ASYV valence pdfs. We evolved the ASV pion valence pdfs
at next-to-leading order (NLO) from their starting scale of
Q03 = 0.40 GeV? to Q? = 25.5 GeV?; the scale relevant
for SeaQuest. Our fit to the evolved valence distribution is
given by gZ(x) = 1.38x79320(1 — x)392(7.40x% + 1). The
ASYV analysis used the pion sea-quark pdfs of Gluck, Reya,
and Schienbein [50] at their starting scale. After NLO
evolution to 25.5 GeV?, ¢S(x) = 0.113x719(1 — x)>10x
(1 —=2.31y/x + 4.08x). We used the xFitter pdf paramet-
rization from the LHAPDF6 Library with ApfelWeb
[51,52] to evolve their pdfs at NLO to the SeaQuest scale.

Holtmann et al. [24] explained that the bare-proton sea
cannot be determined directly from experimental data,
which includes contributions from the pion cloud. Their
model for bare-proton parton distributions [53] used a fit to
DIS data that included corrections to remove contributions
from the pion cloud. In our updated calculation we used the
program QCDNUM [54] to evolve, at NLO, their bare
proton pdfs (valence, gluon, and sea) from the starting scale
of Q3 = 4 GeV? to the SeaQuest scale of 0> =25.5GeV>.
This is the only change to our previous calculation of the
bare sea. We used the resulting bare-sea distribution for the
contributions of the proton in Fig. 2(a) and the intermediate
baryons of Fig. 2(c).

Other input parameters must be described before pre-
senting numerical results. The pion-nucleon splitting func-
tion f,y(y) depends on the coupling constant g,y and the
form factor cutoff A. The lower limit for g,y is 12.8, taken
from the Goldberger-Treiman relation g,y = fM” ga, With

ga = 1.267 £0.04, M =0.939GeV, and f, = 92.6 MeV.
The upper limit is g,y = 13.2, consistent with the scatter-
ing data analysis of Perez et al. [55] and the muon-based
determination of g, by Hill et al. [56]. As noted above the

cutoff parameter of Eq. (7), A = v/3/2M, is obtained at
very low ¢ The two resulting splitting functions are
identical for all values of y, demonstrating that only small
values of ¢ are important in the present calculations. In the
initial calculations we used the value M, = 1.03 £+
0.04 GeV [43]. This early review result was confirmed
by many authors [57-61], all obtaining results within the
stated uncertainty. We have increased the uncertainty in our
cutoff A to £10% to allow for a difference between the
cutoffs in the zNN form factor and the axial form factor.
Although one early estimate, based on the cloudy bag
model, suggested that the difference might be +20% [44],
later work using dispersion relations found consistency
between the axial form factor cutoff and a zZNN monopole
cutoff of A = 0.80 GeV £ 10% [62,63]. A monopole value
of A = 0.8 GeV corresponds to a dipole value of 1.1 GeV.

The splitting function f,(y) for a range of parameters
bounded by the maximum and minimum values of g,y and
A is shown in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 3. Pion-baryon splitting functions f,5(y), B = N, A, are
shown in the upper two panels. The solid lines are found using
the central values of our coupling constants and cutoffs. The
upper (blue) and lower (red) dashed lines are obtained using the
maximum or minimum values, respectively, of these parame-
ters. The lowest panel shows the contribution of the splitting
functions to the integrated asymmetry, D — U, Eq. (14). The
smaller spread between the dashed lines is due to the corre-
lation between the coupling constants and the use of the same

cutoff in f,y(y) and f,a(y).

The value of the #NA coupling constant plays an
important role in our calculations. Both the upper limit

(;’ﬁ)z =2 g,a=1.7g,y and the lower limit, obtained

from the large N limit of g,, = 1.5¢,y, are much smaller
than the value g 5 = 2.2¢,y extracted from the K-matrix
analysis of [64]. This difference is important because the
contribution of the intermediate A is proportional to ¢2,.
The K-matrix analysis obtained g,, from the width of the A
computed for the dominant s-channel diagram. This analy-
sis is incomplete because it neglects the influence of the

iteration of the crossed pion-nucleon Born term that makes
a substantial contribution to the width. The importance of
that diagram was explained in the textbook [65]. A detailed
calculation of the pion-nucleon scattering in the (3,3)
channel was made in [8], which found a good description
of the phase shift using quark-model values of the coupling
constant. That work used a static approximation, but
Niskanen [66] included higher-order effects which showed
that the quark-model values of the coupling constants can
be consistent with the experimental width. The definitive
coupling-constant compilation [67] found values consistent
with the large N limit. All of this early work was
confirmed by recent calculations [68—70] that find values
of g, in accord (within errors) of the large N . calculations.
Such values are consistent with the value extracted from the
covariant A width at full one-loop order [69] and with the
extraction from NN scattering [70]. Moreover, our range of
values of g, are used routinely in calculations of the
nucleon-nucleon potential [71]. The net result is that the
range of values of g,, that we use is consistent with
the width of the A.

The splitting function f,,(y) depends on the coupling
constant g,, and the form factor cutoff A. We use the same
form factor and cutoff for f,y(y) and f,(y). The ratio
Fea()/ frn(y) is less than unity for the important regions
of y. It does increase as y increases above 0.5, and becomes
greater than unity at about y = 0.8, where both splitting
functions are vanishingly small. Reference [2], showed in a
detailed discussion that the splitting functions arise from
the long-range structure of the nucleon.

Finally, it has been known for a long time that the use of
soft form factors (similar in range to those of the present
study) leads to a convergent perturbation series [8—10,72]
in the pion-baryon coupling constants. Having justified the
model, let us turn to the observations. The integrated
asymmetry D — U is the difference in number of d and
ii quarks in the proton sea. With D = [} d(x)dx, U =
Jo i@(x)dx, the asymmetry is determined from Eq. (12)
and Eq. (13) as

1 1
=03 [ asfant) -5 [ drfmt). (14
0 0
The experiment E866 [73] measured D — U = 0.118 +
0.012. Our splitting functions predict 0.098 <D — U <
0.131, in excellent agreement with the experimental result.
The computed values of d(x) — it(x) are compared to the
E866 results in Fig. 4, with bands obtained using minimum
and maximum values of the splitting functions shown in
Fig. 3, in convolution with ASV or xFitter pion pdfs. The
band includes the sum of the two contributions; p — zN
and p — #A. The width of the band is narrow because of
the correlation between the coupling constants, g, = rg,y
with 1.5 < r < 1.7, and the use of the same cutoff A for
both terms. This band is a definitive prediction of the
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FIG. 4. d(x) — ii(x). Blue symbols from E866 [73]. The bands
are computed using minimum and maximum values of the
splitting functions shown in Fig. 3 in convolution with ASV
or xFitter pion pdfs.

present model. We stress that in any model, i and d are
correlated so that errors in each are partially cancelled in the
ratio. We find that a 15% uncertainty in d, u, at x =03
translates to 7% in the ratio.

Calculations of the ratio d(x)/i(x) are compared with
experimental data in Fig. 5. The results for values of x less
than about 0.15 arise from a combination of pion-cloud
effects and the symmetric sea of the bare nucleon. For
larger values of x, terms of Fig. 2(b) dominate, with the zN
contribution rising with increasing x until x ~ 0.34. The
ratio then drops because of the enhancement of i [Eq. (13)]
provided by the zA contribution, which becomes relatively
more important as x increases.

Good agreement with experimental data is obtained for
x < 0.2, but the decrease in the ratio d(x)/ii(x) found
by E866 for higher values of x is not reproduced.

3.0

25¢- q

e mm =
-
-
-

2.0}

(ks + ]IHH
1.0fF + ]

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

FIG. 5. d(x)/i(x) Blue symbols from E866 [73]. Red symbols
are from SeaQuest [1]. The solid band is computed using
minimum and maximum values of the splitting functions shown
in Fig. 3 in convolution with ASV or xFitter pion pdfs, plus the
bare sea of [53]. All pdfs were evolved to the SeaQuest scale of
0? = 25.5 GeV?. The dashed lines include the effects of varying
the bare sea by a factor of 0.75 or 1.25.

Our calculations are in agreement with the new results of
SeaQuest, which show a slight rise in the ratio d(x)/ii(x) in
the x domain covered by the experiment, with a slight hint of
a downturn as x — 0.4. Our calculation predicts that this
would signal the increasing influence of the 7A contribution.
The prediction of Kofler and Pasquini for d/i [20] lies well
above ours because it does not include the zA.

The present results for the ratio d/ii are a bit smaller
than those of our earlier calculation [2], but have a wider
uncertainty band because we considered two pion pdfs. The
lower ratio is caused by several factors, each of which
increases d and 7. The dominant contribution to the proton
sea comes from the valence antiquark distribution of the
pion. The number of valence antiquarks is constant, but
evolution increases g%(x) for x < 0.2 and decreases it for
x > 0.2. In the latter domain, our evolution to the SeaQuest
Q? =25.5 GeV? yields higher ¢%(x) than our earlier
evolution to the E866 Q2 = 54 GeV?2, increasing the
contributions of the first terms of Eqs. (12)—(13). The second
terms of these equations make equal contributions to d and i
from the symmetric sea quark pdfs of the pion and of the
bare baryons. Evolution increases the total number of sea
quarks. After convolution, the pion sea makes a small
contribution to the proton sea, and its evolution has a small
effect. In our earlier work we did not evolve the bare sea, so
both d and # are increased in our present work. These
increases in both numerator and denominator decrease the
d/ i ratio, and bend our prediction band lower, improving its
agreement with experiment.

Our 2019 paper said “The pion-baryon form factors of
our model are essentially model independent, and the
coupling constants are reasonably well determined. For
values of x greater than about 0.15, the pion cloud effects
dominate. The rise and then fall of the ratio d/i are
unalterable consequences of our approach. Significantly
changing any of the input parameters would cause severe
disagreements with other areas of nuclear physics, and
would be tantamount to changing the model. If the high-x
E866 results were to be confirmed by the SeaQuest
experiment, the model would be ruled out”.

It turned out that our predictions were in agreement with
the SeaQuest data, even though we did not know the exact
values of the kinematics. The present paper updates the
earlier calculation by including evolution of the bare
nucleon sea and using the now known SeaQuest kinemat-
ics. The present calculations show that the changes produce
small effects, and further that our earlier prediction is
improved to a good reproduction of the data.

The formalism presented here shows how to properly
obtain pion-baryon vertex functions in a four-dimensional
treatment that includes the effects of the uncertainties in the
input parameters in a controlled fashion. Our result is a
chiral light front perturbation theory calculation of the wave
function that successfully describes the flavor content of
the nucleonic light-quark sea.
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This shows that pionic effects are here, there, and
everywhere.
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