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The gravitational form factors (GFFs) of pions has been calculated from a top-down holographic
QCD approach with momentum transfer dependence for the first time. It is important because the
GFFs of hadrons have information on the internal stress distribution that may provide insight into
the mechanism of how QCD forms hadrons. The forward limit value of this GFFs, i.e. the D-term,
was also obtained. Furthermore, in this approach, we observe the so-called glueball dominance, in
which pions have gravitational interactions via infinite glueball spectra.

Introduction.— How forces act inside hadrons to con-
fine quarks and gluons forming hadrons has not been
solved. Addressing this question is inseparable from de-
veloping an insight into the non-perturbative properties
of quantum chromodynamics (QCD), such as confine-
ment and spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking, which
is a crucial problem in modern physics.

Recently, the stress inside hadrons has attracted at-
tention (see a recent review [1, 2]) due to the fact that
experimentally it has been measured. The stress distri-
bution inside nucleons, extracted from the matrix ele-
ments of the nucleon energy-momentum tensor (EMT),
is obtained from deeply virtual Compton scattering [3–5].
The form factors that characterize the matrix elements
are called gravitational form factors (GFFs), which are
calculated theoretically from their coupling with gravity.

The forces inside nucleons were analyzed experimen-
tally in Ref. [6] for the quark part (2018) and in Ref. [7]
for the gluon part (2022). Experimental results show
that around the center of the nucleon, the force pushes
the quarks outwards, while around the surface it reverses
into a confining force, indicating an extremely anisotropic
behavior. As a result, the pressure near the center of the
nucleon may reach the highest value currently observed
in nature. The pion GFFs have also been analyzed exper-
imentally in Ref. [8–10]. The GFFs of nucleons [11–18]
and pions [13, 17, 19–23] have also been measured by lat-
tice QCD analysis, a first-principles numerical simulation
of QCD.

In this letter, we are the first to calculate the mo-
mentum transfer dependence of the pion GFFs from a
top-down holographic QCD approach. We use the Sakai-
Sugimoto model, a top-down holographic QCD model
based on the D4-D8 brane construction [24, 25]. With
this approach, the spectroscopy [24, 26–37], decay widths
and electromagnetic form factors [25, 38–60] of mesons,
baryons and glueballs have been investigated with strong
coupling and large Nc limit. Recently, using the same
approach, nucleon GFFs have been formulated and D-
terms have been estimated [61]. The GFFs of pions [62]
and other hadrons [63–68] have also been calculated us-
ing bottom-up holographic QCD, which has no direct

connection with QCD through string theory.
It is interesting that stress distributions and GFFs of

pions[69–87], which are the focus of this letter, show
anomalous behavior. The stress distribution inside
hadrons is very sensitive to interactions in the system.
The forward limit of the GFFs giving the stress distribu-
tion is called the D-term, which takes the value −1 for
spin-zero particles in the free Klein-Gordon theory. On
the other hand, even an infinitesimally small interaction
causes a significant deviation from −1 [75].
However, the D-term of the Nambu-Goldstone (NG)

bosons in the strongly coupled system becomes −1 like
the free particles, in the soft pion limit because of the
restriction by chiral symmetry [69, 75, 88]. This fact
may provide some insight into the role of chiral symmetry
breaking in hadron formation since the D-term carries in-
formation about the forces inside hadrons. These insights
are expected to be validated in more detail via analysis
of hadron GFFs from future hadron experiments [89–93].

Formulation.— In this section, we provide the method
to derive the GFFs of pions in the top-down holographic
QCD [24, 25]. The method for calculating the GFFs of
nucleons with spin 1/2 has been formulated in Ref. [61]
and will be applied in the following.
The matrix elements of EMT of a spin-0 particle are

expressed as〈
πa(p2)|T̂µν(x)|πb(p1)

〉
= δab

[
2PµP νA(t) +

1

2
(∆µ∆ν − ηµν∆2)D(t)

]
eix·∆,

(1)

where a, b are the indices for isospin and the kinematic
variables are defined as Pµ = (pµ1 + pµ2 )/2, ∆µ =
pµ2 − pµ1 and t = ∆2 with Lorentz indices µ, ν [1, 94,
95]. In this paper, we employ the mostly plus metric
ηµν = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1) and the normalization condition

as
〈
p⃗2|p⃗1

〉
= 2E(2π)3δ(3)(p⃗1 − p⃗2), E =

√
p⃗1

2 +m2.
The method for calculating the matrix elements of

the EMT by holographic QCD is as follows. Within
the framework of holographic QCD, perturbations to the
metric caused by matter fields in the bulk propagate
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to the boundary, allowing us to extract the expectation
values of the EMT in the boundary theory from these
perturbations. The top-down holographic QCD used in
this study, the Sakai-Sugimoto model, consists of Nf

D8 branes embedded as a probe in black 4-brane back-
ground [96], a holographic dual of Nc D4 branes. This
background is a 10-dimensional curved spacetime of type
IIA supergravity, derived from 11-dimensional supergrav-
ity related to M-theory on doubly Wick rotated AdS7
black hole ×S4,

ds2 =
r2

L2

[
f(r)dτ2 − dx2

0 + dx2
1 + dx2

2 + dx2
3 + dx2

11

]
(2)

+
L2

r2
dr2

f(r)
+

L2

4
dΩ2

4,

f(r) =1− R6

r6
, R =

L2MKK

3
, L3 = 8πgsNcl

3
s ,

R11 =
λ

2πNcMKK
, λNc =

L6MKK

32πgsl5s
= 216π3κ,

where MKK is the Kaluza-Klein mass in the τ direction,
gs string coupling, ls string length, λ ’t Hooft coupling,
and R11 the radius of the circle compactified in the x11

direction.
The expectation values of EMT on the boundary,〈

Tµν

〉
, can be extracted from the boundary values of the

metric fluctuations in the bulk in the background space-
time (2) propagated to the boundary as follows,∫

x11,τ

δgµν ∼ 2κ2
7L

5

6

〈
Tµν

〉
r4

+ ..., (3)

where κ2
7 is related to the 11-dimensional gravitational

constant as κ2
11 = Vol(S4)κ2

7 = 8π2/3(L/2)4κ2
7. Note

that, to obtain the above, we need to apply the holo-
graphic renormalization, developed by Ref. [97, 98].
The metric fluctuations δgMN of the bulk obey the

following linearized Einstein equations:

H̄MN =HMN − gMN

2
HP

P = −2κ2
7TMN , (4)

HMN ≡∇2δgMN +∇M∇NδgPP

−∇P (∇MδgNP +∇NδgMP )−
12

L2
δgMN ,

where M , N and P are the Lorenz indices of the 7-
dimensional space-time after integration over S4, as in
M,N,P = 0, 1, 2, 3, τ, r, 11, and the source TMN is the
EMT of the matter fields which here considered only
the pion field. We solve Eq. (4) under the axial gauge,
δgMr = 0.
In order to examine the EMT TMN in the bulk, we

embed the D8 branes into the 11-dimensional space, con-
sidering the action as

SD8 =

− C

2πR11gs

∫
dτdx11d

4xdrdΩ4(δ(τ) + δ(τ − π/MKK))

×
√
−G(11)√
Gττ

1

4
GMNGPQtr[FMPFNQ] + ..., (5)

with C = (64π6l5s)
−1 and the metric tensor GMN in

Eq. (2). We define the EMT as

TMN = − 2√
−G(11)

δSD8

δGMN
(11)

Vol(S4), (6)

which leads to the following expression:

TMN (∆⃗, r) ≡ 2πR11

∫
dτ ′TMN (τ ′, k⃗, r),

Tµν(∆⃗, r) =
L5

r5
π2Cr2L2

3gs
√
f(r))

tr
[
FµρFν

ρ + (1 + z2)4/3M2
KKFµzFνz −

ηµν
4

(
FρσF

ρσ + 2(1 + z2)4/3M2
KKFρzF

ρ
z

)]
,

T11,11(∆⃗, r) =
L5

r5
π2CrL2

3gs
√

f(r)
tr
[
− 1

4
FρσF

ρσ − (1 + z2)4/3M2
KK

2
FρzF

ρz
]
,

Tµz(∆⃗, r) =
L5

r5
π2CrL2

3gs
√
f(r)

tr
[
FµρFz

ρ
]
, Tzz(∆⃗, r) =

L5

r5
π2CrL2

3gs
√

f(r)
tr
[1
2
FzρFz

ρ − 1

4(1 + z2)4/3M2
KK

FρσF
ρσ
]
, (7)

where the radial coordinate r (R ≤ r < ∞) is related
to z (−∞ < z < ∞) as z = ±

√
r6/R6 − 1. In this

study, we consider the case where the pion field is the
only matter field as the source of the gravitational waves

and decompose AM (xν , z) as follows

Aµ(x
ν , z) = 0, Az(x

ν , z) = π(xµ)ϕ0(z), (8)

ϕ0(z) = c0(1 + z2)−1,

where c−2
0 = 2M2

KKκ
∫
dz(1 + z2)ϕ0(z)

2 is the normal-
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ization constant of the eigenfunction ϕ0(z) [24]. Since
the pion field is an external line, it can be replaced by a
plane wave as π(xν) ∼ eipνx

ν

with incoming momentum
pν .

Since we are interested in the EMT of QCD at the
boundary such as to satisfy ∆µ

〈
Tµν

〉
= 0, we consider

the metric fluctuations that are transverse ∆µδgµν ∼
0 near the boundary, which can be parametrized as
δgij ∼ δgTT

ij +(δij−∆i∆j/∆⃗
2)/5δgαα with the transverse-

traceless (TT) part δgTT
ij , i, j = 1, 2, 3 and α = µ, τ, 11.

Under the axial gauge, the Einstein equation requires
the six-dimensional traceless condition δgαα ∼ 0 in the
asymptotic AdS region (r → ∞) labeled by (xµ, τ, x11).
Therefore, we consider TT modes in the metric fluctua-
tion, which is nothing but glueball spectra. Among the
14 TT modes named in Ref. [27] (see also Ref. [26]),
only T4 and S4 contribute to the EMT. Actually, sub-
stituting the pion field (8) into equation (15), we confirm
that δgotherµν falls faster than T4 and S4 mode at r → ∞.

By decomposing the metric fluctuations into each mode,

δgµν = δg
T(2)
µν + δg

T(0)
µν + δg

S(0)
µν + δgotherµν , the Einstein

equations reduce to

r2

L2

[ 1

L2r5
∂r
(
(r7 − rR6)∂r

)
− L2∆2

r2

]L2

r2
δgTµν = −2κ2

7T T
µν ,

(9)

r2

L2

[ 1

L2r5
∂r

(
(r7 − rR6)

(
∂r +

144r5R6

(5r5 − 2R6)(r6 + 2R6)

))
− L2∆2

r2

]L2

r2
δgS(0)µν

∣∣∣
r→∞

= −2κ2
7T S(0)

µν ,

(10)

where the source of each mode is decomposed as Tµν =

T T
µν + T S(0)

µν + T other
µν (T T

µν ≡ T T(2)
µν + T T(0)

µν ), and the two

T4-modes are combined as δgTµν = δg
T(2)
µν + δg

T(0)
µν , since

they obey the same equation.
Following the same manner as in Ref. [61], each part

of EMT is written as

2κ2
7T T

µν = 2κ2
7Tµν − 2κ2

7T S
µν − 2κ2

7T other
µν , (11)

2κ2
7T S

µν =
r6 + 2R6

4(r6 −R6)

(
ηµν − ∆µ∆ν

∆2

)[ 1

L4r3
∂r
(
r(r6 −R6)∂r(a+ b)− 3R6(a+ b)

)
−∆2b

]
, (12)

2κ2
7T other

µν =
1

L4r3
∂r

[(
ηµν − ∆µ∆ν

∆2

)
r(r6 −R6)∂ra− 3R6ηµνb

]
, (13)

∂ra = − 3R6

(5r6 − 2R6)
b+

9r11

(5r6 − 2R6)R6
2κ2

7Tzz, b = −i
∆µ

∆2

r6
√
r6 −R6

R9
2κ2

7Tµz, (14)

with the ansatz,

δgotherµν (∆⃗, r) =
r2

L2

∆µ∆ν

∆2
a(r,∆),

δgother11,11(∆⃗, r) =
r2

L2
b(r,∆),

δgotherττ (∆⃗, r) =
r2f(r)

L2
(−b(r,∆)). (15)

We determine the perturbation to the metric caused
by the pion field as the bulk EMT source using Green’s
function method as follows,

δgT/S
µν (∆⃗, r) ∼ r2

L2

∫
dr′

√
−G(7)(r′)G

T/S(∆⃗, r, r′)

× L2

r′2
2κ2

7T T/S
µν (∆⃗, r′), (16)

where, for S4 mode, we can write as this form in the
r → ∞ limit, and ∼ implies this point. The Green’s
function GT/S is written as

GT/S(∆⃗, r, r′) =

∞∑
n=1

Ψ
T/S
n (r)Ψ

T/S
n (r′)

(m
T/S
n )2 + ∆⃗2

, (17)

by expanding in the complete system {ΨT/S
n (r)} which

obeys the eigenvalue equation,

1

r3L4
∂r
(
(r7 − rR6)∂rΨ

T
n

)
= −(mT

n )
2ΨT

n , (18)

1

r3L4
∂r

(
(r7 − rR6)

(
∂r +

144r5R6

(5r6 − 2R6)(r6 + 2R6)

)
ΨS

n

)
= −(mS

n)
2ΨS

n, (19)

where m
T/S
n is n’th glueball mass of T/S mode and

Ψ
T/S
n (r) satisfy the completeness conditions,

r3

L3

∞∑
n=1

ΨT/S
n (r)ΨT/S

n (r′) = δ(r − r′),∫ ∞

R

dr
r3

L3
ΨT/S

n (r)ΨT/S
m (r) = δmn. (20)

Results.— Substituting the pion field into the EMT of
the bulk, we read off the matrix elements of the boundary
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EMT from Eq. (3) with the dictionary Eq. (16) as follows,

A(t) =
6

L7

∫ ∞

R

dr′
∞∑

n=1

αT
nΨ

T
n (r

′)

(mT
n )

2 + ∆⃗2

r′
3

L3
Pµν
t Tµν(∆⃗, r′),

(21)

D(t) =

− 6

L7

∫ ∞

R

dr′
∞∑

n=1

αT
nΨ

T
n (r

′)

(mT
n )

2 + ∆⃗2

r′
3

L3
Pµν
s (Tµν + T S

µν + T other
µν )

+
6

L7

∫ ∞

R

dr′
∞∑

n=1

αS
nΨ

S
n(r

′)

(mS
n)

2 + ∆⃗2

r′
3

L3
Pµν
s T S

µν , (22)

αT/S =
(m

T/S
n )2L4

6

∫ ∞

R

drr3ΨT/S
n (r), (23)

where Pµν
t and Pµν

s are defined as Pµν
t = (3PµP ν/P 2 −

ηµν)/P 2 and Pµν
s = (PµP ν/P 2 − ηµν)/∆2.

To calculate infinite sums, we expand as

6

L7

∫ ∞

R

dr′
∞∑

n=1

α
T/S
n Ψ

T/S
n (r′)

(m
T/S
n )2 + ∆⃗2

=

∞∑
k=0

F
T/S
k (r′)(−∆⃗2)k,

F
T/S
k (r′) =

∫ ∞

R

dr
r3

L3

∞∑
n=0

Ψ
T/S
n (r)Ψ

T/S
n (r′)

(mn)2k
. (24)

From the eigenvalue equations (19), F
T/S
k (r) satisfies the

following equations:

1

r3L4
∂r
(
(r7 − rR6)∂rF

T
k

)
= −FT

k−1, (25)

1

r3L4
∂r

(
(r7 − rR6)

(
∂r +

144r5R6

(5r6 − 2R6)(r6 + 2R6)

)
F S
k

)
= −F S

k−1, (26)

where we can prove F
T/S
0 = 1 by using Eq. (20). We

determine F
T/S
k (r) by solving it as the recurrence for-

mula with boundary conditions on ∂rF
T/S
k (r)|r→R =

1, F
T/S
k (r)|r→∞ = 0.

We show the results of GFFs that truncate the ex-
pansion at k = 10 using Eq. (24) in FIG. 1 (also in-
cluding results that truncate at k = 8, 9), where we set
κ = 0.00745 and MKK = 949MeV which are determined
by ρ meson mass 776 MeV and the pion decay constant
fπ = 92.4MeV [25]. In the current calculation, D(t) be-
gins to deviate from around t ∼ 0.5 GeV2 while A(t)
converges well in the range 0 < t < 0.8 GeV2 on the
expansion up to k = 10 with momentum transfer. The
current approach begins to deviate from QCD in the re-
gion where t is close to the MKK , so further efforts are
unnecessary.

In the top-down holographic QCD approach, the am-
plitude of D(t) dumps more rapidly than that of A(t),
which is qualitatively consistent with the results of lat-
tice QCD [23]. These differences are due to the contri-
bution of S4 modes to D(t), which is not observed in

D
(t)

A(t
)

t [GeV2]

k=10

k=9

k=8

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

t [GeV2 MKK2]

A
(t)

 
 

k = 10
k = 9
k = 8

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
-1.0

-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

t

D
(t) HQCD

Latice

HQCD

Lattice

Lattice

FIG. 1. The pion GFFs A(t) and D(t) with the lattice
data [23].

the bottom-up holographic QCD framework [62]. Also
in this approach, as in previous studies [61], we observe
the so-called glueball dominance, in which pions have
gravitational interactions via infinite glueball spectra.

As you can see in FIG. 1, our result shows D(0) = −1.
Note that this is a result of our calculations with loop
effects in the large Nc limit, unlike the fact A(0) = 1,
given by the general constraints. This is consistent
with the low-energy theorem obtained in the soft pion
limit [69, 75, 88]. The result is as expected since in
our present work we consider the Sakai-Sugimoto model,
which is the holographic dual of QCD in the chiral limit.
Several methods have been proposed on how to introduce
quark masses into this model [99–105], thus analysis be-
yond the chiral limit is a future work.

Summary and outlook.— We calculated the GFFs of
pions from the top-down holographic QCD. We solve the
Einstein equations in bulk theory with pion fields as mat-
ter fields and derived the GFFs using the dictionary (3).
Our results are qualitatively compatible with those from
lattice QCD [23] and successfully reproduce the feature
where the behaviors of A(t) and D(t) are different, which
is distinct from bottom-up holographic QCD [62]. Ad-
ditionally, we obtained the D-term as D(0) = −1 in the
chiral limit.

Finally, this study opens up several avenues for fu-
ture research. First, it is possible to generalize to other
hadrons, such as nucleons and vector mesons with non-
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zero spin. Also, it is very interesting to investigate be-
yond the chiral limit, because the connection between
the Gell-Mann–Oakes–Renner relation and the stability
of the stress distribution has been discussed in Ref. [73].
It is also important to investigate the behavior of the
GFFs and the stress distribution inside hadrons under
finite temperatures, densities, and magnetic fields, which
change the nature of the interaction in the system.
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J. Rodŕıguez-Quintero, and S. M. Schmidt, Pion and
kaon electromagnetic and gravitational form factors,
Eur. Phys. J. C 84, 191 (2024), arXiv:2311.14832 [hep-
ph].

[84] Y. Li and J. P. Vary, Stress inside the pion in holo-
graphic light-front QCD, Phys. Rev. D 109, L051501
(2024), arXiv:2312.02543 [hep-th].

[85] W. Broniowski and E. Ruiz Arriola, Gravitational form
factors of the pion and meson dominance, (2024),
arXiv:2405.07815 [hep-ph].

[86] W.-Y. Liu, E. Shuryak, C. Weiss, and I. Zahed, Pion
gravitational form factors in the QCD instanton vacuum
I, (2024), arXiv:2405.14026 [hep-ph].

[87] W.-Y. Liu, E. Shuryak, and I. Zahed, Pion gravitational
form factors in the QCD instanton vacuum II, (2024),
arXiv:2405.16269 [hep-ph].

[88] J. F. Donoghue and H. Leutwyler, Energy and momen-
tum in chiral theories, Z. Phys. C 52, 343 (1991).

[89] V. D. Burkert, Jefferson Lab at 12 GeV: The Science
Program, Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 68, 405 (2018).

[90] R. Abdul Khalek et al., Science Requirements and De-
tector Concepts for the Electron-Ion Collider: EIC
Yellow Report, Nucl. Phys. A 1026, 122447 (2022),
arXiv:2103.05419 [physics.ins-det].

[91] D. P. Anderle et al., Electron-ion collider in
China, Front. Phys. (Beijing) 16, 64701 (2021),
arXiv:2102.09222 [nucl-ex].

[92] F. Georges et al. (Jefferson Lab Hall A), Deeply Virtual
Compton Scattering Cross Section at High Bjorken xB,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 252002 (2022), arXiv:2201.03714
[hep-ph].

[93] G. Christiaens et al. (CLAS), First CLAS12 Measure-
ment of Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering Beam-Spin
Asymmetries in the Extended Valence Region, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 130, 211902 (2023), arXiv:2211.11274 [hep-
ex].

[94] I. Y. Kobzarev and L. B. Okun, GRAVITATIONAL IN-
TERACTION OF FERMIONS, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 43,
1904 (1962).

[95] H. Pagels, Energy-Momentum Structure Form Factors
of Particles, Phys. Rev. 144, 1250 (1966).

[96] E. Witten, Anti-de Sitter space, thermal phase transi-
tion, and confinement in gauge theories, Adv. Theor.
Math. Phys. 2, 505 (1998), arXiv:hep-th/9803131.

[97] S. de Haro, S. N. Solodukhin, and K. Skenderis, Holo-
graphic reconstruction of space-time and renormaliza-
tion in the AdS / CFT correspondence, Commun. Math.
Phys. 217, 595 (2001), arXiv:hep-th/0002230.

[98] I. Kanitscheider, K. Skenderis, and M. Taylor, Precision
holography for non-conformal branes, JHEP 09, 094,
arXiv:0807.3324 [hep-th].

[99] R. Casero, E. Kiritsis, and A. Paredes, Chiral symme-
try breaking as open string tachyon condensation, Nucl.
Phys. B 787, 98 (2007), arXiv:hep-th/0702155.

[100] K. Hashimoto, T. Hirayama, and A. Miwa, Holo-
graphic QCD and pion mass, JHEP 06, 020, arXiv:hep-
th/0703024.

[101] O. Bergman, S. Seki, and J. Sonnenschein, Quark
mass and condensate in HQCD, JHEP 12, 037,
arXiv:0708.2839 [hep-th].

[102] A. Dhar and P. Nag, Sakai-Sugimoto model, Tachyon

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.086003
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.04707
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.113011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.04215
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.094010
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.03186
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.086004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.086004
https://arxiv.org/abs/2204.08857
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.114017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.60.114017
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9902451
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.094011
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.1744
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.054021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.80.054021
https://arxiv.org/abs/0907.5566
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.87.014005
https://arxiv.org/abs/1210.0760
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.111901
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.111901
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.1420
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4101-1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-016-4101-1
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.04598
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.114013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.114013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1712.05316
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.015201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.100.015201
https://arxiv.org/abs/1903.09222
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.014029
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.11640
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.054028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.054028
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.06169
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.114005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.01231
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/ac3071
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.11686
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.11686
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136751
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2021.136751
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.02395
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.054013
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.04991
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-024-12518-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.14832
https://arxiv.org/abs/2311.14832
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.L051501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.L051501
https://arxiv.org/abs/2312.02543
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.07815
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.14026
https://arxiv.org/abs/2405.16269
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01560453
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nucl-101917-021129
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2022.122447
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05419
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11467-021-1062-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.09222
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.128.252002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.03714
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.03714
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.211902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.130.211902
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.11274
https://arxiv.org/abs/2211.11274
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.144.1250
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n3.a3
https://doi.org/10.4310/ATMP.1998.v2.n3.a3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9803131
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200100381
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002200100381
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0002230
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/09/094
https://arxiv.org/abs/0807.3324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.07.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2007.07.009
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0702155
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/06/020
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0703024
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0703024
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/12/037
https://arxiv.org/abs/0708.2839


8

Condensation and Chiral symmetry Breaking, JHEP
01, 055, arXiv:0708.3233 [hep-th].

[103] K. Hashimoto, T. Hirayama, F.-L. Lin, and H.-U. Yee,
Quark Mass Deformation of Holographic Massless QCD,
JHEP 07, 089, arXiv:0803.4192 [hep-th].

[104] A. Dhar and P. Nag, Tachyon condensation and quark

mass in modified Sakai-Sugimoto model, Phys. Rev. D
78, 066021 (2008), arXiv:0804.4807 [hep-th].

[105] R. McNees, R. C. Myers, and A. Sinha, On quark masses
in holographic QCD, JHEP 11, 056, arXiv:0807.5127
[hep-th].

https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/01/055
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/01/055
https://arxiv.org/abs/0708.3233
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/07/089
https://arxiv.org/abs/0803.4192
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.066021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.78.066021
https://arxiv.org/abs/0804.4807
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/11/056
https://arxiv.org/abs/0807.5127
https://arxiv.org/abs/0807.5127

	Gravitational form factors of pion from top-down holographic QCD
	Abstract
	 References


