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Employing a symmetry-preserving contact-interaction formulation of the Dyson-Schwinger equa-
tions in quantum chromodynamics (QCD), we examine the identity of the σ meson and its impli-
cations for the gravitational structure of hadrons. In this framework, the scalar meson emerges as
the chiral partner of the pion, with both states’ properties tightly connected to the mechanisms
of mass generation in QCD. We find that, above a critical coupling that triggers dynamical chi-
ral symmetry breaking, the D-terms of the constituent quark, the pion, and σ saturate at fixed
values Dq,π,σ = −1/3,−1,−7/3. By examining the coupling strength evolution of the D-terms,
this pattern follows naturally once a dual nature for the σ meson is recognized: it behaves both
as a quark–antiquark composite and as a dilaton arising from spontaneous scale symmetry break-
ing. This unified picture yields the prediction DN ∼ −3 for the nucleon D-term, consistent with
contemporary lattice-QCD, continuum, and dispersive studies.

1. Introduction—A central challenge in contemporary
hadron physics is to understand how mass is generated
within the strong-interactions sector of the Standard
Model, quantum chromodynamics (QCD). Strong mass
generation accounts for nearly 99% of the mass of visible
matter, most of which resides in protons and neutrons.
The proton stands out as the most fundamental compos-
ite state produced by QCD, and, arguably, its mass sets a
characteristic dynamical scale of the theory [1–3]. Never-
theless, a comprehensive picture begins with the analysis
of the lightest hadron in Nature: the pion. Its signifi-
cance trascends beyond the role as an effective mediator
of the nuclear strong force. The pion can be understood
as conventional quark–antiquark bound state and as the
(pseudo) Nambu–Goldstone (NG) boson associated with
dynamical chiral symmetry breaking (CSB) [4–6]. This
dual nature makes the pion indispensable in providing a
valuable understanding of the origin of mass in the SM,
e.g. [7–9]. The picture is expanded by also considering
the scalar meson σ := f0(500). Such a state remains a
long-standing enigma in strong interaction physics [10–
12], one whose resolution may offer further insights into
the emergence of mass [13–16].

In conventional quark models that account for dynamical
CSB, such as the Nambu–Jona–Lasinio framework, [4, 5],
the scalar–isoscalar channel arises naturally as the chi-
ral partner of the pion, interpreted as a correlated ex-
change of pairs in the scattering process by Nambu.
Nevertheless, in the real world, its exceptionally large
width, [10, 17], and its prominent role in ππ scatter-
ing, e.g. [18–20], challenge a simple quark–antiquark in-
terpretation. Furthermore, like the pion, the σ is un-
usually light, with mσ ∼ 400 − 500 MeV. These fea-
tures raise the question of whether this state might be

a (pseudo) NG boson associated with a broken symme-
try, [21–25]. The answer may lie in chiral effective theo-
ries, where the σ emerges as the lightest scalar–isoscalar
excitation and naturally connects to the trace anomaly
and the gravitational form factors (GFF), e.g. [26–28].
The latter are actual probes of the energy-momentum
tensor and thus scale symmetry [29–32]. Closely related
near-conformal scenarios similarly predict a light dila-
tonic scalar whose mass is controlled by the smallness of
the QCD β-function in the infrared [33–35]. Moreover,
recent lattice QCD explorations of the pion and nucleon
GFFs, [36, 37], are found compatible with scalar meson
dominance and a dilatonic view of the σ meson [28, 38].
Altogether, these developments support a description of
the σ as the (pseudo)–NG boson associated with sponta-
neous scale symmetry breaking (SSB).

In light of the above, we investigate the gravitational
properties of the pion and the σ meson, specifically the
so-called D-term, and we also take a look at the nu-
cleon case. The nucleon D-term is considered the last
unknown global property, yet across hadrons it may be
characterized as the least known global property. Herein
we discuss hadron D-terms from two perspectives: one
from bound state viewpoint which is realized through a
symmetry-preserving Dyson-Schwinger equation (DSE)
framework characterized by a vector-vector contact in-
teraction (CI) [39, 40]. This framework captures the di-
chotomous nature of the pion, both as a quark–antiquark
bound state and as the NG mode of dynamical CSB. The
other standpoint is dilaton theory [27]. Notably, a strik-
ing level of consistency between the two perspectives is
achived once the σ meson is identified as dilaton. Such
consistency further allows us to provide a simple but
promising estimation for the nucleon D-term.
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2. Setting the stage—The hadron GFFs follow from the
matrix elements of the QCD energy–momentum tensor,
e.g. [32]. For a spinless meson of mass M0, the relevant
matrix element reads:

⟨P+|Tµν |P−⟩ =
δTµν
2

D(Q2)+PµPνA(Q2)+ 2M2
0 δµν c̄(Q

2)

(1)
where δTµν = QµQν − δµνQ

2, and P± = P ±Q/2 denote
the outgoing (+) and incoming (-) meson momenta. The
scalar functions A(Q2), D(Q2), c̄(Q2), define the corre-
sponding GFFs. This work focuses on the D-term, which
is defined by D := D(Q2 = 0). To investigate pion and
σ meson GFFs, with particular emphasis on the D-term,
we build upon the framework developed in Ref. [41, 42].
All components are determined explicitly using the CI
model, which incorporates the leading-order symmetry-
preserving kernels, the so-called rainbow-ladder trunca-
tion [43, 44], and a momentum-independent gluon prop-
agator. Accordingly, the interaction kernel governing the
quark, meson and the meson-meson scattering amplitude
assumes the form:

K =
4παeff

m2
G

γα ⊗ γα ; (2)

here mG = 0.5 GeV plays the role of an effective
gluon mass, and αeff denotes the dimensionless coupling
strength. This choice is motivated by the observed sat-
uration of the QCD coupling in the infrared region [45],
where the interaction becomes effectively momentum-
independent, signaling a conformal-like region at low-
energies. Such a minimalistic framework preserves es-
sential non-perturbative facets of QCD, while also offer-
ing significant calculational advantages. In particular, by
focusing on the zero momentum-transfer, it provides an
ideal setting for evaluating form factors [46–48].

A key element to compute the GFFs is the proper identi-
fication of the meson-meson scattering amplitude, which
can be splitted naturally into contributions from intrin-
sic quark degrees of freedom and those associated with
intermediate bound states, most notably the scalar chan-
nel [41, 42]. This decomposition is particularly valu-
able for understanding the D-term, as the scalar chan-
nel is essential for reproducing the characteristic chiral-
limit value Dπ = −1, expected from the soft-pion the-
orem [49–51]. Furthermore, despite being important in
the description of electromagnetic form factors, vector
meson poles are found to contribute nothing directly to
the GFFs [41, 42, 52, 53]. This observation reinforces the
notion that scalar dynamics play a central role in con-
straining the D-term of hadrons.

By identifying the meson–meson scattering amplitude,
we avoid the conventional route of evaluating hadron
GFFs via the dressed quark–graviton vertex (QGV) [52,
53]. Even so, the dressed-quark GFFs remain accessible

through the dressed QGV, which in the CI framework is
given by:

ΓGµν(k+, k−) = γGµν(k+, k−)+

[
δTµν
4Mq

Dq(Q
2) + δµν c̄q(Q

2)

]
(3)

where γGµν(k+, k−) is identifiable form QCD’s EMT and
guarantees the fulfillment of the relevant Ward-Green-
Takahashi identities [54]. This same structure appears
as the inhomogeneous term in the BSE for ΓGµν , which
can be solved in close analogy with the treatment of the
meson–meson scattering amplitude,[41, 42]. Also in anal-
ogy, γGµν(k+, k−) carries the contribution from intrinsic
quark degrees of freedom, while the expression in square
brackets reveals the presence of the scalar bound–state
pole.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
-0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

αeff

M
as
s
[G
eV

]

Mq
Mπ

Mσ

FIG. 1. Dependence of the dressed-quark, pion, and σ meson
masses on the effective coupling αeff . The vertical dotted line
marks the critical coupling αc. Below this threshold, pion and
σ are degenerate states.

3. Phase transition and σ’s dichotomy —It is well-
established that QCD’s strong interactions possess a crit-
ical coupling strength αc that governs the onset of dy-
namical CSB [15, 55–59]. When αeff exceeds a criti-
cal value αc, the system transitions from the symmetric
Wigner mode to the symmetry-broken NG phase, dy-
namically generating a characteristic quark mass scale
Mq (see Fig. 1). To be specific, let us express the DSE
of the quark propagator in the chiral limit as follows:

[1−K]Mq = 0 . (4)

Here Mq is the quark mass function, which in principle
depends on the quark momentum, and K is the one-body
kernel, generally expressed in terms of the external and
internal momenta, as well as the mass function itself. Al-
though the mass function is momentum-independent in
the CI model , and so the operator [1 − K] is merely
a multiplicative factor, the form in the Eq. (4) remains
fully general and does not affect our subsequent discus-
sion on criticality. That said, the solution of the quark
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DSE has three possible configurations depending the cou-
pling strength αeff:

αeff > αc : 1−K = 0&Mq ̸= 0 , (5a)

αeff < αc : 1−K ̸= 0&Mq = 0 , (5b)

αeff = αc : 1−K = 0&Mq = 0 . (5c)

Above the critical strength, the physical solution of
Eq. (4) is the positive Nambu mode Mq > 0, determined
by the dynamical part of the gap equation, 1 − K = 0.
This condition not only generates a dynamical quark
mass, thereby breaking chiral symmetry, but also ensures
the emergence of a massless pseudoscalar bound state in
the associated BSE [60]. In other words, it triggers the
appearance of the pion as the NG boson of dynamical
CSB [43, 44].

Below the critical strength, the condition 1−K ̸= 0 holds
for any real Mq, so the quark DSE admits only the triv-
ial solution Mq = 0. Chiral symmetry is therefore not
dynamically broken and the two Nambu solutions van-
ish rather than merging smoothly into the Wigner mode,
e.g. Refs. [57–59]. In addition, while 1−K ̸= 0 prevents
a massless solution for the corresponding BSE, a massive
pseudoscalar bound state would still exist, and would be
degenerate with its chiral partner. This pattern is evi-
dent from Fig. 1. The physical interpretation of such a
pseudoscalar is unclear, but it cannot be associated with
a NG boson: in the absence of dynamical CSB, no mass-
less NG mode can emerge.

Finally, interesting phenomena occur at the exact crit-
ical coupling αeff = αc. First of all, the two Nambu
modes collapse to the Wigner mode because the solu-
tion of the 1 − K = 0 condition is just Mq = 0. Chiral
symmetry (Mq = 0), and the condition that drives its
dynamical breaking (1 − K = 0), are thus realized si-
multaneously, allowing the formation of a massless pseu-
doscalar bound state. If this state is identified as the
NG boson of dynamical CSB, the theory appears to re-
tain and break chiral symmetry at once. This situation
is reminiscent of a coexistence point, much like water
and ice exist simultaneously at the critical temperature.
Moreover, at the critical point, the σ meson and the pion
become mass-degenerate. This behavior has been previ-
ously observed, [61], suggesting a more general pattern
rather than an artifact of the present model.

The very existence of the pion as a (pseudo) NG boson
requires working in the regime where the effective cou-
pling is strong enough to trigger dynamical CSB. Once
this condition is met, our framework automatically re-
produces the chiral-limit condition Dπ = −1 (see Fig. 2),
thereby confirming both its symmetry-preserving con-
struction and its ability to capture the essential infrared
dynamics of QCD. Remarkably, the same setup that en-
codes the dual nature of the pion also generates an ac-

companying scalar quark–antiquark bound state [62]. Al-
though this state cannot account for the broad scalar
resonance observed experimentally, it can nonetheless be
identified with the σ meson, endowing it with a distinct
physical interpretation. To delve into the properties of
the scalar mode and, in particular, its connection to the
pion, as well the associated symmetries and breaking pat-
terns, we now analyze how key quantities evolve as a
function of the effective coupling, including the dressed
quark, pion and σ meson masses, and corresponding D-
terms.
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FIG. 2. Dependence of the dressed-quark, pion, and σ meson
D-terms on the effective coupling αeff . At the critical point,
corresponding to the vertical dotted line, one finds: Dq =
0, and Dπ = Dσ = −1/3. Below αc, pion and σ become
degenerate states.

Our investigation reveals a striking universal behavior in
the gravitational response of these composite systems.
As illustrated in Fig. 2, once the coupling exceeds the
critical value and so the system enters the Nambu phase,
the D-terms of all three objects saturate to constant val-
ues: the constituent quark settles at Dq = −1/3, the
pion retains its characteristic Dπ = −1, and the σ meson
acquires the larger value Dσ = −7/3. The fact that these
results remain unchanged as the coupling varies suggests
that they may represent fundamental properties of these
entities in the symmetry-broken phase. While the pion’s
D-term invariance at −1 is naturally understood through
the soft-pion theorem, a reflection of its NG boson char-
acter and independent of interaction details in the chi-
ral limit, the parallel invariance exhibited by the dressed
quark (−1/3) and σ meson (−7/3) leads us to our cen-
tral question: why do these quantities freeze out into
seemingly universal values while other structural proper-
ties, like masses, decay constants, in-hadron condensates,
evolve significantly with the coupling?

Furthermore, as revealed by Fig. 2, the D-term behavior
exhibits a visible discontinuity exactly at the critical cou-
pling αc. When this value is approached as αeff → α−

c ,
the dressed-quark, whose mass is driven to zero at αc,
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retains a vanishing D-term. In contrast, both the pion
and the σ meson approach the common value −1/3, de-
spite also being massless and degenerate at the transition
point. This behavior naturally leads to a further concep-
tual question: in the vicinity of chiral restoration, where
these objects are massless yet the interaction strength re-
mains finite, how should we understand the emergence of
different D-term values for fermionic and bosonic states?
Such a situation situation resembles a soft version of
fermion–boson duality [63]: their masses align at criti-
cality, yet the internal structure encoded in the D-term
keeps track of their distinct spin and structure.

A possible resolution to these interrogants arise once the
σ meson’s dual role is recognized: both as a qq̄ bound
state and as a (pseudo) NG boson of spontaneous SSB.
As addressed below, this would be in accordance with the
σ meson phase transition, as well as scale symmetry and
its breaking, thereby motivating a dilaton-based picture.

We now remark that above the critical point, beyond
ensuring dynamical CSB and therefore the emergence of
a massless pseudoscalar meson, the present framework
also produces:

mσ = 2Mq . (6)

This chiral limit mass relation is another invariant re-
lation that persists in the symmetry-broken Nambu
phase [4, 5, 13–15, 62]. Analogously to the pion ampli-
tude in the Goldberger-Treiman relation Γπ(P

2 = 0) ∼
iγ5Mq, [60], the scalar amplitude exhibits the behavior
Γσ(P

2 = −4M2
q ) ∼ Mq. This parallelism indicates that

both the pion and its chiral partner are strongly tied by
the dynamical piece of the gap equation, 1 − K = 0.
The relation in Eq. (6) reveals another important aspect
of scale symmetry in this framework: above the criti-
cal strength, where the quark acquires a non-zero con-
stituent mass, scale symmetry is explicitly broken by the
dynamical CSB-triggered Mq. This entails that the σ
meson is massless only if chiral symmetry is not broken,
either dynamically or explicitly. Consequently, in the
Nambu phase, the σ meson is generated by dynamical
SSB (embodied in 1 − K = 0), along with an explicit
source (Mq ̸= 0). In this sense, it is most naturally inter-
preted as a pseudo NG boson of spontaneous SSB. More-
over, Eq. (6) corresponds to a situation of zero binding
energy: the mass of the bound state is exactly the sum
of the masses of its two dressed-quark constituents, with
no negative binding energy in the usual sense. A rela-
tion this rigid (completely independent of the coupling
strength) is unlike what one expects from ordinary dy-
namical binding mechanisms. Instead, it resembles the
behavior of a state sitting at a symmetry-imposed crit-
ical point, or the manifestation of a deeper underlying
identity in the theory. At a greater extent, this behav-
ior cannot be easily accommodated with a purely bound
state interpretation.

As the coupling reaches its critical value, the system
reaches a transition where the correlation length diverges,
signalling the emergence of scale invariance. Since no
dynamical mass is generated at this point, there is no
term that would explicitly violate scale symmetry. In
close analogy with chiral symmetry, the onset of dynam-
ical SSB becomes visible exactly at criticality through
the appearance of a massless scalar bound state. Such
a system would play the role of a dilaton, the NG mode
associated with spontaneous SSB, providing a consistent
interpretation of the scalar channel within the CI model.

Below the critical coupling, the scale symmetry remains
intact because of the massless constituent quark. How-
ever, instead of massless NG bosons due to the spon-
taneous breaking of scale and chiral symmetry, a pair of
massive degenerate bound states emerge in this phase, re-
sulting from the failure of satisfying the dynamical equa-
tion 1 − K = 0. The physics in this phase needs further
investigation and is beyond the scope of this work.

With these observations in mind, we now consider the
D-term from the perspective of dilaton theory. For clar-
ity, we adopt an alternative but equivalent expressions to
those derived in Ref. [27], at leading-order within dilaton
chiral perturbation theory. The D-terms of the pion, the
dilaton, the generic scalar state, and the spin-1/2 fermion
thus read:

Dπ(q
2) = − 1

d− 1
+

2(dφm
2
D + (∆qq̄ − 2dφ)m

2
π)

(d− 1)(q2 −m2
D)

, (7a)

DD(q
2) = − 1

d− 1
+

2(c3 − 3dφ)m
2
D

(d− 1)(q2 −m2
D)

, (7b)

Dφ(q
2) = − 1

d− 1
+

2(2m2
φ + dφm

2
D)

(d− 1)(q2 −m2
D)

, (7c)

Dψ(q
2) = 0 +

4m2
ψ

(d− 1)(q2 −m2
D)

. (7d)

Here d is the spacetime dimension, dφ = (d− 2)/2 is the
dimension of a free scalar field φ, and c3 denotes coef-
ficient of the cubic term in the dilaton potential. The
quantity ∆qq̄ represents the scaling dimension of the op-
erator qq̄, determined as ∆qq̄ = d − 2 to ensure the soft
pion theorem, [27]. Expressed in this way, the −1/(d−1)
and 0 terms on the the right hand side coincide precisely
with the intrinsic quark contribution to the meson and
quark D-terms at the critical coupling, while the remain-
ing components arise from the dilaton pole contributions.
One may even speculate that, in analogy with the quark
case, that the nucleon D-term likewise receives no intrin-
sic contribution and is instead saturated by pole terms
alone. This would align with the view that the fermion
D-term is of purely dynamical origin [31, 32, 64].

By identifying the σ meson as a dilaton, the consistency
between Eq. (7b) and Eq. (7c) requires c3 = 2(d − 1).
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Considering then a four-dimensional spacetime, and em-
ploying the chiral limit relation from Eq. (6), the D-terms
for the massless and massive dilaton are found to be:

(Dq, Dπ, Dσ) =

(
0,−1

3
,−1

3

)
(massless dilaton)

, (8)

and

(Dq, Dπ, Dσ) =

(
−1

3
,−1,−7

3

)
(massive dilaton)

. (9)

These results are in perfect alignment with the expecta-
tions of the CI model. A key technical point in the mass-
less regime is the sequence of limits: one must first im-
pose mD = mφ = 0 and only then take the limit q2 → 0.
With this prescription in place, once the σ is interpreted
as the dilaton and the improved energy–momentum ten-
sor is consistently incorporated, the formerly enigmatic
frozen D-term values acquire a transparent interpreta-
tion. In this manner, the present framework not only
reproduces the universal constants found in the Nambu
phase, but also naturally accounts for the discontinuity
at the critical coupling αc.

4. Nucleon’s D-term—Building on Eq. (7d), which is ap-
plicable to all spin-1/2 fermions, we can now address the
nucleon D-term. As noted earlier in this manuscript, the
bulk of the nucleon mass is generated dynamically, as
a reflection of the emergent facets of QCD. Given that
this mass is approximately the sum of the constituent-
quark masses, it is natural to adopt MN ∼ 3Mq as a
first approximation. This simple observation leads to the
following result:

DN ∼ −4

3

(3Mq)
2

(2Mq)2
= −3 . (10)

Notably, this seemingly naive estimate aligns with con-
temporary results from lattice QCD [37], continuum ap-
proaches [52], and dispersive analyses [65]. In particular,
lattice QCD yields DN = −3.87(97) and −3.35(58) from
dipole and z-expansion fits, respectively; continuum stud-
ies report DN = −3.114(10) and dispersive methods find
DN = −3.38+0.34

−0.35.

The remarkable consistency between our direct evalua-
tion and sophisticated assessments highlight the reliabil-
ity of our approach. This agreement is not accidental as it
follows from a framework that faithfully encodes essen-
tial aspects of symmetries and their breaking patterns,
together with the identification of the σ meson as a dila-
ton. As a result, even with its apparent simplicity, the
present framework reproduces the correct infrared behav-
ior of QCD, with remaining deviations attributable only
to subleading interaction details.

5. Conclusions—In this work we investigated the gravi-
tational structure of the pion, σ meson, and the nucleon,

capitalizicing on their D-terms. Our analysis roots on the
CI model, which features a rainbow-ladder truncation of
QCD’s DSEs, and a zero-range effective interaction. De-
spite its relative simplicity, this framework captures cru-
cial non-perturbative characteristics of QCD, including
the appearance of a massless pion as the NG boson of dy-
namical CSB, and the chiral limit prescription Dπ = −1.
This same approach naturally places the σ meson as the
chiral partner of the pion, and closely defines its mass as
the sum of those of its constituent quarks. Consequently,
the mass of the scalar meson would be set at a great
extent by the strength of dynamical CSB.

A notable feature of our analysis is that once the effec-
tive coupling surpasses the critical value αc and dynami-
cal CSB sets in, the D-terms of the quark, the pion, and
the σ meson lock onto universal constants: Dq = −1/3,
Dπ = −1, Dσ = −7/3. Below this threshold, the pion
and the σ meson become degenerate states, and their
D-terms acquire a dependence on the coupling strength.
Interestingly, exactly at the critical point, chiral sym-
metry behaves like both preserved and broken: it is
retained with vanishing quark mass, however, massless
pseudoscalar and scalar states are produced, and these
share the common D-term value −1/3 at α−

c , while the
D-term splits at α+

c . This observation suggests that the
scalar meson may emerge as a NG boson associated with
the breaking of some symmetry. Adopting a dilaton view-
point supports this intuition and a transparent expla-
nation for the fixed D-term values identified earlier. In
this sense, and in close analogy to the pion, the σ meson
adopts a dual character, and may be regarded simultane-
ously as a quark-antiquark bound state and the (pseudo)
NG boson of spontaneous SSB. Thus, at the exact critical
coupling, the pion and σ meson are massless and behave
as true NG boson modes of their associated symmetries.
Above this point, the strength of dynamical CSB sets the
mass of the scalar meson, and so the explicit source of
SSB.

By keeping the dual interpretation of the scalar me-
son, and noting that the nucleon mass is approximately
the sum of its constituent-quark masses, we arrive at
the prediction DN = −3. Remarkably, this seemingly
rudimentary estimate aligns with state-of-the-art calcu-
lations from different backgrounds. Thus, the dichoto-
mous character of the σ meson arises as a natural bridge
between spontaneous SSB and the gravitational struc-
ture of hadrons, in particular the part encoded within
the D-term. Ultimately, the validity of this picture must
be settled empirically. High-precision determinations of
the nucleon D-term at the forthcoming Electron-Ion Col-
lider, [66, 67] will play a valuable role.
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