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Momentum conservation in the nucleon is examined in terms of continuous flow of the momentum density
current (or in short, momentum flow), which receives contributions from both kinetic motion and interacting
forces involving quarks and gluons. While quarks conduct momentum flow through their kinetic motion and
the gluon scalar (anomaly) contributes via pure interactions, the gluon stress tensor has both effects. The quarks
momentum flow encodes the information of the force density on them, and the momentum conservation allows
to trace its origin to the gluon tensor and anomaly (“negative pressure”). From state-of-the-art lattice calculations
and experimental fits on the form factors of the QCD energy-momentum tensor, we exhibit pictures of the
momentum flow and forces on the quarks in the nucleon. In particular, the anomaly contributes a critical
attractive force with a strength similar to that of a QCD confinement potential.

I. INTRODUCTION

Translational symmetry of the physical space leads to the
momentum conservation law for isolated systems. By intro-
ducing the momentum density ki (⃗r, t) and momentum den-
sity current (MDC) T i j (⃗r, t) (i, j = 1, 2, 3 are spatial indices),
one can examine the conservation law through the continuity
equation,

∂ki (⃗r, t)
∂t

+ ∇ jT i j (⃗r, t) = 0 , (1)

where ∇i is the spatial differential operator. From the above,
the total momentum K⃗ =

∫
d3r⃗ k⃗(⃗r, t) is simply a constant of

motion. The advantage of the continuity equation is that it de-
picts a dynamical picture of momentum conservation through
continuously flowing its density over space.

For hadrons like the proton or neutron, the energy-
momentum tensor (EMT) of quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) [1, 2], T µν (µ, ν = 0, i), includes energy density, T 00,
energy-current or momentum density, ki = T 0i, and the MDC,
T i j (sometimes called the stress tensor). The nucleon form
factors of the EMT have been found measurable in deep-
exclusive processes [3–6] such as deeply virtual Compton
scattering or meson production through sum rules of gener-
alized parton distributions [3, 4]. This provides a phenomeno-
logical approach to study the mass and spin structure of the
nucleon [2, 3], as well as the momentum flow continuity. In
the last few years, we have seen an increasing interest in un-
derstanding the connection between the form factors of the
space components of the EMT and the so-called mechanical
properties of the nucleon [7–21].

In this paper, we study the physics of momentum flow and
related forces in the nucleon through the EMT form factors.
We find that quarks carry the momentum density through “col-
lective” motion both in the radial and angular directions. The
gluon tensor flows momentum both as momentum carriers and
as a mediator of forces among quarks, while the gluon scalar
(trace anomaly) contributes through the pure force effect, re-
sulting in a “negative pressure” due to a change in the QCD
vacuum in the presence of valence quarks. Inspired by the

example of hydrogen atom (H-atom), we study the force den-
sity acting on quarks through the divergence of their MDC,
and relate it to the forces from the gluon tensor and anomaly.
Using the recent fits of EMT form factors to lattice and exper-
imental data [22], we exhibit the pattern of the quark momen-
tum flow, and the “negative pressure” inside the proton. More
interestingly, we find the attractive force on quarks with a
strongly confining component of the trace anomaly. The aver-
age strength of the anomaly force is approximately 1 GeV/fm,
similar to the well-known QCD string tension. To simplify
the illustration, we consider a limit in which the nucleon is
heavy [23, 24] but quarks are massless.

The QCD EMT and its renormalization has been worked
out previously [1, 25] T µν = T

µν
+ T̂ µν, where both trace T̂ µν

and traceless parts T
µν
= T

µν

q + T
µν

g are scale and scheme-
independent. It is gauge-invariant and symmetric in µν, and is
believed to be the gravitational charge. The matrix element of
the above operators in the nucleon can be described in terms of
the form factors Aq,g(q2), Bq,g(q2), Cq,g(q2), where q = P′ − P
is the four-momentum transfer between the initial and final
states with momenta P and P′, respectively [3, 26]. Special-
izing to the space components of the EMT, one obtains three
contributions to the MDC,

T
i j
q =

1
2
ψiD(iγ j)ψ ,

T
i j
g = −

1
4
δi jF2 − F iαF j

α , (2)

T̂ i j
a = −

1
4
δi j β (g)

2g
F2 .

where the subscripts q, g, a represent quark kinetic, gluon ten-
sor and trace anomaly contributions, respectively. Therefore,
we can express their matrix elements in the nucleon as,

〈
P′
∣∣∣∣T µν

i

∣∣∣∣ P〉 =U
(
P′
) Ai

(
q2
)
γ(µP

ν)
+ Bi

(
q2
) P

(µ
iσν)αqα
2M

+Ci

(
q2
) qµqν − q2gµν

M
−

M
4

Gs,i

(
q2
)

gµν
]

U (P) ,

(3)
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2

〈
P′
∣∣∣T̂ µν

a

∣∣∣ P〉 = U
(
P′
) [M

4
Gs

(
q2
)

gµν
]

U (P) . (4)

where i = q, g represent quarks and gluons, Gs = Gs,q + Gs,g

is the scalar form factor [27], M is the proton mass, P ≡
(P′ + P) /2, and the scalar form factors Gs,i arise from non-
conserving contributions [27],

Gs,i

(
q2
)
= Ai

(
q2
)
+ Bi

(
q2
) q2

4M2 −Ci

(
q2
) 3q2

M2 , (5)

The spinor normalization is given by U(P)U(P) = 2EP with
EP being the energy. In going to the coordinate space, we
choose the Breit frame [23, 24] and make a Fourier trans-
formation of the above matrix elements, with the caveat that
it is only physically meaningful when q⃗2 ≪ M2. Mean-
while, the B-form factor is relatively small and has been ne-
glected in the rest of the paper. For simplicity, we will denote
⟨T i j⟩ =

〈
P′
∣∣∣T i j
∣∣∣ P〉 /2EP and ignore the scale dependence in

the form factors due to renormalization.

II. MOMENTUM FLOW THROUGH QUARK KINETIC
MOTION

The physics of the quark contribution to the momentum
flow is through its kinetic motion seen in the classical and
non-relativistic limits,

T i j (⃗r, t) =
∑

a

pi
a(t)v j

a(t)δ(3) (⃗r − r⃗a(t)) , (6)

where p⃗a = mav⃗a, ma and v⃗a(t) are the mass and velocity
of particle a, respectively. For an ideal gas with velocity of
particles vi

a = V i (⃗r) + δvi
a, where V i (⃗r) and δvi

a represent the
macroscopic and thermal motions, respectively, the statistical
average yields ⟨T i j (⃗r)⟩ = δi j p(⃗r) + ρ(⃗r)V i(⃗r)V j(⃗r), where p(⃗r)
and ρ(⃗r) are the local pressure and density of the gas, or in
general cases, a fluid.
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FIG. 1. Contributions to momentum flow in H-atom: electron kinetic
motion T ii

e−kin (black), interference stress tensor from the electron and
proton fields T ii

int−E (green), their self-MDCs T ii
self−E (brown dashed),

and the total electric stress tensor (blue).

In a ground state of quantum systems, the quantum average
usually does not result in an isotropic motion of particles, ex-
cept in cases such as a degenerate Fermi gas, like electrons in

a metal or neutrons in a neutron star. Rather, quantum expec-
tations generate ordered flows of particles. For example, in
the ground state of H-atom, the MDC for the kinetic motion
of the electron is [12],

⟨T i j
e−kin⟩(⃗r) =

ℏ2

2πmea5
0

1
r

e−2r
(
êi
θ ⊗ ê j

θ + êi
ϕ ⊗ ê j

ϕ

)
, (7)

where me is the electron mass, length r has been scaled in
terms of the Bohr radius a0, and êθ and êϕ are unit vectors
in the spherical coordinates. The electron transports the mo-
mentum density through an isotropic flow in the angular di-
rections, but none in the êr-direction. Thus the momentum
flow is sheared, as in the classical circular motion of a parti-
cle. The kinetic energy of the flow T ii

e−kin is shown in Fig. 1 as
the positive-definite black solid line.
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FIG. 2. Quark kinetic radial (dotted) and angular (dashed) MDCs,
with the trace given as a sum (solid). The estimated errors from the
fitting parameters in [22] add in quadrature, displayed as light-gray
shaded area as shown.

For proton in QCD, the quark kinetic MDC is,

⟨T
i j
q ⟩(q⃗) =

M
4

Gs,q

(
q⃗2
)
δi j +Cq

(
q⃗2
) qiq j − δi jq⃗2

M
, (8)

Clearly, the quark momentum flow is in both radial and angu-
lar directions, and sheared. The momentum flow in the radial
direction indicates that the average quark motion is analogous
to an elliptical orbit in classical mechanics. Taking the recent
phenomenological quark form factors from fitting to both lat-
tice QCD and experimental data [22, 28–33], we plot the ra-
dial (black dots) and angular flow (black dash) as a function
of r in Fig. 2. We also indicate the total momentum flow in
the solid black line which is positive everywhere.

The ordered momentum flow is proportional to the quark
kinetic energy density, but is not readily related to the pres-
sure/force, as in the pressure-volume work, unless the quark
motion is altered by an external probe, resulting in a momen-
tum transfer.

III. MOMENTUM FLOW THROUGH STRESS TENSOR
OF GLUONS

The gluon part of the MDC is the standard “stress tensor” of
gauge fields. Physicists in the 18th century had tried to find a
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mechanical interpretation of electromagnetic stress by invent-
ing a medium called Aether. It is well-known that the idea was
ultimately abandoned to embrace Einstein’s theory of special
relativity. Therefore, a pressure/force-based interpretation of
the electromagnetic stress tensor permeating space does not
exist (unless it is in a beam of light in which the momentum
flow is carried by photons, similar to the quark case described
in the previous section).

A case in point is the Coulomb field of a static charge which
has a non-zero stress tensor throughout the space. In the H-
atom, MDCs from the proton and electron’s self electric fields
have been computed in [13]. The total self-MDC is shown
as the brown dashed line in Fig. 1. Other than generating
the space-time curvature through Einstein’s general relativ-
ity [12, 34], this self-MDC has no other effect. The crucial
contribution to the MDC is from the interference term be-
tween electron and proton’s fields. Although derived from
the attractive Coulomb force, no direct mechanical effect can
be associated with the current. This is because the forces di-
rectly act on charges, whereas the momentum flow through
the fields exists in the inter-particle space. The trace of the
interference MDC is shown as the green solid line in Fig. 1,
which flows inward. The total MDC of the electric fields in
H-atom is shown as the blue line in Fig. 1. At large r, it
decays like 1/r6 due to the fluctuating electric dipole contri-
bution, which is clearly unrelated to any material mechanics
of the local electron probability density decaying like ∼ e−2r.
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FIG. 3. Negative pressure from the anomaly contribution (red
dashed), the trace of the gluon tensor MDC (green), quarks kinetic
MDC (black) and total MDC (blue dashed). The errors estimate is
the same as before, displayed as shaded area as shown.

In the nucleon, the quark dynamics is ultra relativistic and
can generate gluon radiation that is an integral part of the sys-
tem, whereas the analog in H-atom is a higher-order pertur-
bative effect. Radiative gluons can carry the momentum flow
through its kinetic motion like quarks and a laser beam. How-
ever, there is no frame and gauge-independent separation of
these radiations from the static gluonic interactions. There-
fore, the gluonic MDC T

i j
g flows the momentum through a

mix of kinetic motion and interacting force. The gluon tensor
MDC is,

⟨T
i j
g ⟩(q⃗) =

M
4

Gs,g

(
q⃗2
)
δi j +Cg

(
q⃗2
) qiq j − δi jq⃗2

M
, (9)

Again, using the results from Ref. [22], we show the trace
contribution as a green solid line in Fig. 3. It is a positive def-
inite quantity, proportional to the gluon energy density, which
might indicates that the radiative gluons effects are predomi-
nant.

IV. MOMENTUM FLOW THROUGH TRACE ANOMALY
AND NEGATIVE PRESSURE

The anomalous T̂ i j
a contributes an MDC without corre-

sponding momentum density, and therefore reflects a pure in-
teracting effect. Since T̂ i j

a ∼ δi j in the vacuum, it has been
interpreted as the “pressure” [19, 25]. However, it is unclear
at this point what the pressure is acting on without a specific
context. One could imagine a fictitious wall separating the
perturbative and non-perturbative vacuum, and the wall exert-
ing a pressure on the false vacuum. This, of course, is the
main idea behind the MIT bag model for the nucleon [35, 36].

We can work out the anomalous MDC in the nucleon,

⟨T̂ i j
a ⟩(q⃗) = −

M
4

Gs

(
q⃗2
)
δi j , (10)

The above matrix element automatically subtracts off the
QCD vacuum contribution and is scale-independent. After
Fourier transformation, we obtain a position-dependent MDC
T̂ i j

a (r) ≡ δi j pa(r) (scalar field expectation [37]) inside the nu-
cleon, which integrates to −M/4. We plot pa(r) in Fig. 3
as a red dashed line. The negative pressure pa(r) indicates
that the quarks “sweep” out the true QCD vacuum and lower
the expectation of gluon condensate, as in the instanton liquid
model [38], consistent with the bag model phenomenology.

In terms of momentum flow, the negative pa(r) shows that
the anomaly flows momentum toward the “center”. This in-
ward flow of momentum accounts for the total MDC trace T ii

(blue dashed curve in Fig. 3) being negative at large r, as
noted before [28, 39, 40]. However, as we explain below, a
negative pa(r) does not readily indicate an attractive force.

V. FORCES ON QUARKS

As we have discussed earlier, momentum flow can arise
from interacting forces, but they are not directly forces them-
selves, even though the momentum flux T i jdS j through a sur-
face element dS i does have the unit of force. To interpret the
MDC as (shear) pressure, one at least needs an answer to the
question: what is exerting a force on what?

It turns out that we can learn about the internal forces inside
the nucleon if one has the separate MDC T i j

q,g,a distributions.
In the example of H-atom, it is easy to show that the electron’s
kinetic MDC satisfies,

∂i⟨T
i j
e−kin
(⃗
r
)
⟩ = −

∂V
(⃗
r
)

∂r j

∣∣∣φ (⃗r)∣∣∣2 = F j
∣∣∣φ (⃗r)∣∣∣2 ≡ F j (⃗r) , (11)

where φ(⃗r) is an electron wave function, V (⃗r) the electric po-
tential, F⃗ (⃗r) the Coulomb force, and F⃗ (⃗r) the force density
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(weighted by the electron probability distribution). Therefore,
the force can be learned from divergence of the kinetic MDC,
or classically the momentum change of a moving particle (see
also [41–43]). Therefore, we may define the force density on
quarks (weighted by the quark probability density) as,

F i
q (⃗r) ≡ ∂ j⟨T

i j
q ⟩ = (M/4)∇iGs,q (⃗r) . (12)

The simplification in the second equality is likely due to the
spherical symmetry of the problem. We plot the radial com-
ponent as a black solid line in Fig. 4, and the negative value
indicates an attractive force towards the “center”. One previ-
ous model estimation has found a value an order of magnitude
smaller [41].

On the other hand, Eq. (1) allows us to trace the force on
quarks to the divergences of the gluon tensor and anomaly
MDCs,

∂ j⟨T
i j
q ⟩(⃗r) = −∂ j⟨T

i j
g ⟩(⃗r) − ∇i pa (⃗r) ≡ F i

g (⃗r) + F i
a (⃗r) , (13)

which is analogous to Euler’s equation for a fluid [44]. The
anomaly contribution −∇i pa is similar to a “pressure term”
(but is rather a scalar potential [37]), and the gluon tensor
contributes force density like the electron-proton interaction
in Eq. (11). However, we strongly warn against taking the
comparison with a fluid too literally: While the above quan-
tum mechanical average is universally correct as an Ehren-
fest theorem, fluid dynamics requires further assumptions to
turn the above into a dynamical equation for infrared degrees
of freedom (fluid elements containing many particles in lo-
cal thermal equilibrium) through averaging over the ultravio-
let ones (scales much smaller than fluid elements), which is
inapplicable for the nucleon [44].

The force densities on the quarks from the separate gluon
tensor and anomaly contributions are shown in Fig. 4. With
this, we can calculate the average forces on the quarks by in-
tegrating over r⃗,∫

d3r⃗ Fa (⃗r) = −1.00+0.36
−0.37 GeV/fm , (14)∫

d3r⃗ Fg (⃗r) = +0.51+0.22
−0.26 GeV/fm . (15)

It is interesting to see that the force from the gluons is posi-
tive, indicating perhaps radiation dominance. The force from
the anomaly is large and attractive, with a magnitude simi-
lar to the confinement string tension [45, 46], a concrete evi-
dence that the anomaly plays an important role in quark con-
finement [11, 47–49].

VI. COMMENTS

Taking stock of all contributions to the momentum flow, we
have the total MDC in the Breit frame,

⟨T i j⟩(q⃗) = T
i j
q (q⃗) + T

i j
g (q⃗) + T̂ i j

a (q⃗)

=
1
M

(
qiq j − δi jq⃗2

)
C(q⃗2) , (16)
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FIG. 4. Forces from anomaly (red) and gluon tensor (green) con-
tributions acting on quarks (black). The strong negative force from
anomaly may indicates its role in confinement. The errors estimate
is the same as before, displayed as shaded area as shown.

where Aq,g and Bq,g drop out, only C = Cq + Cg remains. It is
manifestly divergence-free, which directly leads to,

∫
⟨T ii (⃗r)⟩d3r⃗ = 0 , (17)

independent of C(q⃗2), and therefore the average positive and
negative momentum flows cancel exactly in equilibrium. This
is true for any system with a conserved momentum, be it clas-
sical or quantum, single-particle, or many-body ones, and the
positive and negative sign is not related to the directions of
force as commonly asserted in the literature.

The exact overall pattern of momentum flow described by
form factor C does not seem to have any overarching mechan-
ical significance. In particular, it does not provide any force
information other than mechanical balance everywhere. In
terms of momentum continuity, the specific form of C is not
that significant: Any transformation, C → C + ∆C, makes the
momentum conservation unchanged. In fact, it is well known
that Noether’s theorem does not generate a unique conserved
current [50]. There is no way to know a priori which ver-
sion has more mechanical significance than the other. The
only way to favor a special one is through its coupling to new
interactions beyond QCD. Here the option is clearly gravity.
The physical effect of the gravity coupled MDC is to gener-
ate spacetime metric perturbation and tensor monopole mo-
ment [12].

Finally, the physics of the MDC in the infinite momen-
tum frame is simplified: only T++ component (V+ = (V0 +

V3)/
√

2) is leading and has a density interpretation (others are
higher twists), which represents the momentum flow carried
by unpolarized partons along the direction of proton motion.
It is just the velocity (speed of light) multiplied by momentum
density, similar to that of a beam of particles, as expected. In
this case, form factor C drops out, which together with other
subleading MDC components does not have simple density
interpretation. Thus a force discussion in such a frame is be-
yond the scope of this paper.
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