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Abstract
Taking into account only the quark part of the energy-momentum tensor, the gravitational form-

factors of the π and K mesons are calculated within the light-cone sum rules method using the

distribution amplitudes of these pseudoscalar mesons. The Q2-dependence of the relevant form-

factors are obtained. Moreover, the mean square mass radii of π and K mesons are calculated and

we find that
√
〈r2
π〉 = 0.31 fm and

√
〈r2
K〉 = 0.24 fm, respectively. We compare our results for

gravitational form-factors with the existing literature results. We obtain that our results on
√
〈r2
π〉

are in good agreement with the predictions of NJL model, AdS/QCD model, and other models as

well as with the existing experimental data.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The energy-momentum tensor (EMT) of hadrons became a more popular object for a deeper

understanding of the structure of the hadrons [1, 2]. The gravitational form-factors (GFFs)

are defined through the matrix element of the EMT between hadronic states [3, 4]. The

GFFs have been defined for spin-0 and spin-1 mesons and spin-1/2 baryons in many works

(see for example [5–12].) The GFFs of spin-1 particles have been comprehensively studied

in a lot of works [6–10, 13, 14]. One should remark that the study of the GFFs for hadrons

began with [15].

The GFFs of the π meson were studied in the chiral limit of a hard-wall AdS/QCD [14], in

the NJL model [10], by using the generalized distribution amplitudes [16], and in the lattice

QCD [17]. The GFFs of the K meson were studied in the light-cone quark model [18].

In this work, we investigate the GFFs of the π and K mesons within the method of

light-cone sum rules (LCSR). In Section II, we derive the sum rules for the aforementioned

GFFs. In Section III, we perform the numerical analysis for the sum rules obtained in the

previous section. In Section IV, we conclude.

II. LCSR FOR THE GRAVITATIONAL FORM-FACTORS OF THE LIGHT PSEU-

DOSCALAR MESONS

We start the construction of the LCSR for the calculation of the light pseudoscalar mesons

by introducing the following correlation function:

Πµνλ = i

∫
d4x eiq·x〈P(p)|T{T qµν(x)jλ(0)}|0〉 (1)

where P is a pseudoscalar meson of momentum p, jλ(0) = ūγλγ5d is its interpolating current,

and T qµν(x) is the EMT including only the contribution of the quark fields, given by

T qµν =
i

4

[
ψ̄
(↔
Dµγν +

↔
Dνγµ

)
ψ − gµν

i

2
(
↔
D −mq)ψ

]
(2)

where we have defined
↔
Dµ :=

↔
∂µ± igAaµ λ

a

2
. The term in the EMT proportional to the metric

can be rewritten as gµν(
↔
/D − mq)ψ ≈ gµν(1 + γm)mq q̄q where γm denotes the anomalous

dimension of the mass operator. We are considering the chiral limit in this work, namely

mq → 0, and thus the second term in the EMT can be safely ignored.

Let us start our analysis by calculating the correlation function from the phenomeno-

logical side. We obtain the representation of the correlation function in the hadronic side
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by inserting a complete set of mesons carrying the same quantum numbers as the light

pseudoscalar meson P and isolating the contribution of the ground state as follows:

Πµνλ =
〈P(p)|T qµν |P(p′)〉〈P(p′)|jλ|0〉

p′2 −m2
P

+ · · · (3)

where · · · indicates the contributions from higher states and the continuum. The matrix

elements in Eq. (3) are given as

〈P(p′)|jλ|0〉 = fPp
′
λ (4)

where fP is the decay constant of the pseudoscalar meson P and p′λ is its 4-momentum. The

most general form of the matrix element between spinless particles can be written in the

following way:

〈P(p)|T aµν |P(p′)〉 = 2PµPνF
a
0 (q2) +

1

2
(qµqν − q2gµν)F

a
1 (q2) + 2m2

PF
a
2 (q2)gµν (5)

where P = 1
2
(p+p′) and q = p′−p. The superscript a in Eq. (5) means quarks or gluons. In

the present work, we restrict ourselves by considering only the quark part of the EMT. The

first two form-factors are individually EMT-conserving and the last one is non-conserving.

The conservation of the EMT leads to the following constraints:∑
a=q,g

F a
2 (q2) = 0 (6)∑

a=q,g

F a
0 (q2) = 1 (7)

Another constraint follows from the low-energy pion theorem [19–21]:

lim
mπ→0

∑
a=q,g

F a
1 (q2) = −1 (8)

Using Eqs. (4) and (5), from Eq. (3) for the phenomenological part of the correlation

function, we get

Πµνλ =
fP

p′2 −m2
P

[
2F a

0 PµPνPλ +
1

2
F a

1 qµqνPλ + other structures
]

(9)

Next, we move on to the computation of the correlation function from the theoretical side.

Using the explicit forms of the interpolating currents jλ and T qµν and making use of the Wick

theorem, we obtain

Πµνλ = −1

4

∫
d4x eiq·x〈P(p′)|ū(x)γµ

↔
DνS(x)γλγ5d(0) + ū(0)γλγ5

↔
DµS(x)γνd(x)

+ ū(x)γν
↔
DµS(x)γλγ5d(0) + ū(0)γλγ5

↔
DνS(x)γµd(x)|0〉 (10)
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Here, one can see that the light quark propagator in the presence of an external background

field is needed, which is given by [22]

S(x) =
i/x

2π2x4
− igs

16π2x2

∫ 1

0

du [ūσαβ/x+ u/xσαβ]Gαβ − ieq
16π2x2

∫ 1

0

du [ūσαβ/x+ u/xσαβ]Fαβ

(11)

where Gαβ and Fαβ are the gluon and photon field strength tensors, respectively. Performing

the calculations involved for the correlation function from the QCD side, we obtain

Πµνλ = −1

4

{ i

2π2

∑
i

∫
du
[1

4
〈P|ūΓid|0〉 tr

{
Γiγν

(
γµ
x4
− 4xµ/x

x6

)
γλγ5

}
+

1

4
〈P|ūΓid|0〉 tr

{
Γiγλγ5

(
γµ
x4
− 4xµ/x

x6

)
γν

}
+ (µ↔ ν)

]
− igs

16π2

∑
i

∫
du
[1

4
〈P|ūΓiG

αβd|0〉

× tr

{
Γiγλγ5

[
ū

(
γµ
x2
− 2xµ/x

x4

)
σαβ + uσαβ

(
xµ
x2
− 2xµ/x

x4

)]
γν

}
+

1

4
〈P|ūΓiG

αβd|0〉 tr
{

Γiγν

[
ū

(
xµ
x2
− 2xµ/x

x4

)
σαβ + uσαβ

(
γµ
x2
− 2xµ/x

x4

)]
γλγ5

}
+ (µ↔ ν)

]}
(12)

In Eq. (12), the {Γi} is the complete set of Dirac matrices,

Γ1 = 1, Γ2 = γ5, Γ3 = γµ, Γ4 = iγµγ5, Γ5 =
1√
2
σµν (13)

The matrix elements 〈P|ūΓid|0〉 and 〈P|ūΓiGαβd|0〉 are given in terms of the pseudoscalar

meson distribution amplitudes (DAs) of different twists. In the LCSR, these DAs are the

primary non-perturbative parameters [23, 24]:

〈P(p)|ū(x)γ5d(0)|0〉 = −iµP
∫ 1

0

du eiūp·xφP (u) (14)

〈P(p)|ū(x)γϕγ5d(0)|0〉 = −ifPpϕ
∫ 1

0

du eiūp·x
[
φP(u) +

m2
Px

2

16
Â(u)

]
− i

2
fPm

2
P
xµ
p · x

∫ 1

0

du eiūp·xB̂(u) (15)

〈P(p)|ū(x)σξhγ5d(0)|0〉 =
i

6
µP(1− µ̃2

P)(pξxh − phxξ)
∫ 1

0

du eiūp·xφσ(u) (16)

〈P(p)|ū(x)γµgsGαβ(ux)d(0)|0〉 = ipµ(pαxβ − pβxα)
1

p · x
fPm

2
P

∫
Dαi ei(α1+uα3)p·xV‖(αi)

+ i
{
pβ

[
gµα −

1

p · x
(pµxα + pαxµ)

]
4



− pα
[
gµβ −

1

p · x
(pµxβ + pβxµ)

]}
× fPm2

P

∫
Dαi ei(α1+uα3)q·xV⊥(αi) (17)

〈P(p)|ū(x)γµγ5gsGαβ(ux)d(0)|0〉 = pµ(pαxβ − pβxα)
1

p · x
fPm

2
P

∫
Dαi ei(α1+uα3)p·xA‖(αi)

+
{
pβ

[
gµα −

1

p · x
(pµxα + pαxµ)

]
− pα

[
gµβ −

1

p · x
(pµxβ + pβxµ)

]}
× fPm2

P

∫
Dαi ei(α1+uα3)p·xA⊥(αi) (18)

〈P(p)|ū(x)σξhγ5gsGλτ (ux)d(0)|0〉 = iµP

{
pλpξ

[
ghτ −

1

p · x
[phxτ + pτxh]

]
− pλph

[
gξτ −

1

p · x
(pξxτ + pτxξ)

]
− pτpξ

[
ghλ −

1

p · x
(phxλ + pλxh)

]
+ pτph

[
gξλ −

1

p · x
(pξxλ + pλxξ)

]}
×
∫
Dαi ei[p+(α1+uα3)q]·xT (αi) (19)

where G̃αβ = 1
2
εαβµνG

µν is the dual gluon field strength tensor and
∫
Dαi =

∫
dα1 dα2 dα3 δ(1−

α1 − α2 − α3). We give the explicit forms of the only the relevant DAs in Section III. Per-

forming a Fourier transformation on the QCD part and a Borel transformation on both sides

of the correlation function with respect to the variables −p′2 and choosing the coefficients

of the structures PµPνPλ and qµqνPλ, we obtain the following sum rules for the relevant

form-factors F0(q2) and F1(q2):

F q
0 (Q2) = −1

2
em

2
P/M

2

(I1[ū2, φP(u), 1] + I2[u2φP(u), 1]) (20)

F q
1 (Q2) = −1

2
em

2
P/M

2

(I1[u(1 + u)φP(u), 1] + I2[ū(1 + ū)φP(u), 1]) (21)

where Q2 := −q2 and the Ik[f(u), n] are defined as

I1[f(u), n] = (−1)n
∫ u10

0

du
F1n(u)

(n− 1)!(M2)n−1
e−s1(u)/M2

−
[(−1)n−1

(n− 1)!
e−s1(u)/M2

n−1∑
`=1

1

(M2)n−`−1

1

s′1(u)

( d
du

1

s′1(u)

)`−1

F1n(u)
]
u=u10

(22)

I2[f(u), n] = (−1)n
∫ 1

u20

du
F2n(u)

(n− 1)!(M2)n−1
e−s2(u)/M2
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−
[(−1)n−1

(n− 1)!
e−s2(u)/M2

n−1∑
`=1

1

(M2)n−`−1

1

s′2(u)

( d
du

1

s′2(u)

)`−1

F2n(u)
]
u=u20

(23)

with

s1(u) = m2
Pu−

u

ū
q2 (24)

s2(u) = m2
P ū−

ū

u
q2 (25)

and

F1n(u) =
f(u)

ūn
(26)

F2n(u) =
f(u)

un
(27)

u10 is a solution of the equation m2
Pu − uq2/ū = s0 and u20 is a solution of the equation

m2
P ū− ūq2/u = s0. To keep the expressions short, we do not present the terms proportional

to m2
P but in our numerical analysis, we take their contributions, as well.

III. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

In this section, we present the numerical analysis of the LCSR for the GFFs of the π and K

mesons by using Package X [25]. In the LCSR, we take the mass and the decay constant of the

aforementioned pseudoscalar mesons to be mπ = 135 MeV, mK = 497 MeV, fπ = 131 MeV,

and fK = 160 MeV, respectively. Another set of the fundamental input parameters of the

LCSR is the pseudoscalar meson DAs of different twists. Even though the only DA that

survives in the analytical results is φP(u), we would like to give all the relevant DAs [23, 24]:

φP(u) = 6uū
[
1 + aP1 C1(ξ) + aP2 C

3/2
2 (ξ)

]
(28)

φP (u) = 1 +

(
30η3 −

5

2

1

µ2
P

)
C

1/2
2 (ξ) +

(
−3η3w

P
3 −

27

20

1

µ2
P
− 81

10

1

µ2
P
aP2

)
C

1/2
4 (ξ) (29)

φσ(u) = 6uū

[
1 +

(
5η3 −

1

2
η3w

P
3 −

7

20
µ2
P −

3

5
µ2
Pa
P
2

)
C

3/2
2 (ξ)

]
(30)

T (αi) = 360η3α1α2α
2
3

[
1 + wP3

1

2
(7α3 − 3)

]
(31)

The Ck
n(x) are the Gegenbauer polynomials and ξ = u or ū, depending on the position of the

quarks in the matrix elements in Eqs. (14) – (19). The values of the parameters that appear

in the DAs at the renormalization scale of µ = 1 GeV are as follows: aπ1 = 0, aπ2 = 0.44,

aK1 = 0.06, aK2 = 0.25, η3 = 0.015, wπ3 = −3, and wK3 = −1.2.
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From the LCSR for the GFFs, one can see that in addition to the above-mentioned in-

put parameters, they include two auxiliary parameters, i.e. the Borel mass parameter, M2,

and the continuum threshold, s0. Physically measurable quantities should be independent

of these auxiliary parameters. The working region of M2 and the continuum threshold s0 for

the pseudoscalar mesons is determined from the analysis of two-point correlation function

and the results are

0.6 GeV2 < M2 < 1.4 GeV2, s0 = 0.7 GeV2 (32)

for the pion and

1.0 GeV2 < M2 < 1.5 GeV2, s0 = 1.05 GeV2 (33)

for the kaon, respectively.

The LCSR can give reliable predictions at sufficiently large negative values of Q2 and

we can determine the form-factors reliably for Q2 ≥ 1 GeV2. However, one cannot apply the

LCSR method for the values of Q2 smaller than 1 GeV2. By looking for a suitable fitting

function, we may extend the results for the form-factors to the point Q2 = 0 such that the

fitting curve coincides with the LCSR predictions at Q2 ≥ 1 GeV2 region. Our numerical

analysis reveals that the best fitting curve for the form-factors is given by

a

(
1 +

Q2

b

)c
(34)

We present the values of the parameters a, b, and c obtained for the GFFs of the pion and

kaon in Table I. In Figs. 1 – 4, we plot the Q2-dependence of each said form-factor. In Figs.

1 and 2, we also present the Q2-dependence of the form-factors F0(Q2) and F1(Q2) obtained

within the NJL model [10], by using the generalized parton distribution [16], in the chiral

quark model [26], and in the AdS/QCD theory [14].

Table I: The fitting parameters for the GFFs of the pion and kaon.

π K

Parameter F0 F1 F0 F1

a 0.876 0.932 0.770 0.703

b 2.457 1.951 3.798 5.198

c −1.704 −2.636 −1.879 −3.957
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By looking at Figs. 1 and 3, recalling the fact that we consider only the quark part of the

EMT, and in the light of Eq. (7), we conclude that the quark contributions make up nearly

90% (70%) of the form-factor F0 for the pion (kaon). Examining Figs. 2 and 4 and referring

to Eq. (8), one can see that the gluon contributions to the form-factor F1 should be large

and negative.

At the end of this section, we calculate the mean squared mass radii for π and K mesons in

the light-cone frame. It is determined with the help of F0 as

〈r2〉LC = −4
dF0(Q2)

dQ2

∣∣∣
Q2=0

(35)

Using the Q2-dependence of the F0 form-factor for the pion and kaon, for mean squared mass

radii we obtain √
〈r2
π〉 = 0.31 fm (36)√

〈r2
K〉 = 0.24 fm (37)

For comparison, we present the results of the works where 〈r2
π〉 is calculated within the NJL

model, the AdS/QCD theory, and in different models [27]. The results are

√
〈r2
π〉 =


0.27 fm [10]

0.29 fm [8]

0.34 fm [27]

(38)

The empirical value for
√
〈r2
π〉 extracted from KEKB data is between 0.26 and 0.32 fm [16].

From the presented results for
√
〈r2
π〉, we find that our result is in good agreement with the

predictions of other approaches.

We also see that our result on mass radius is smaller than the charge radius which is

equal to 0.51 fm for the pion [28].

IV. CONCLUSION

In the present work, we calculate the GFFs appearing in the matrix element of the EMT

between light pseudoscalar mesons, the pion and kaon states, within the LCSR. Furthermore,

we calculate the mean squared mass radii of these mesons and compare our results with

predictions of NJL, AdS/QCD, and other approaches. Our results for the pion mean squared

mass radius is in good agreement with the predictions of other approaches. We also obtain
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that the mean square mass radius is smaller than the charge radius for the pion.
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Figure 1: The GFFs of the π meson: F0(Q2) at s0 = 0.7 GeV2. Our results are compared

to the ones in the chiral quark model [26], in the NJL model [10], in the AdS/QCD theory

[14], and obtained by using the generalized distribution amplitudes [16].
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Figure 2: The same as Fig. 1 but for F1(Q2).
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Figure 3: The GFFs of the K meson: F0(Q2) at s0 = 1.05 GeV2.
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Figure 4: The GFFs of the K meson: F1(Q2) at s0 = 1.05 GeV2.
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