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We study the quantum backflow problem of a relativistic charged Dirac fermion constrained to
move on a ring of radius R. Using the relativistic current operator we compute the probability
flux through a generic time interval to show emergence of quantum backflow. We also discuss the
limiting case when the particle moves along a line.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum backflow (QB) is a phenomenon in which
the probability density of a quantum mechanical particle
may flow in a direction opposite to the momentum [1, 2].
One of the most interesting results in this context is that
there is a limit on the maximum amount of backflow. It
essentially means that although backflow may increase
with time, the increase is bounded by a dimensionless
number cbm ≈ 0.04 [2]. Later, improved estimates of
the number cbm were found [3, 4]. QB has been stud-
ied in the context of various nonrelativistic systems e.g.,
optical systems [5, 6], elementary quantum systems [7],
particle in a constant magnetic field [8], correlated quan-
tum states [9], many-particle systems [10], systems with a
scattering potential [11, 12], noncommutative plane [13],
open quantum systems [14], dissipative systems [15]. In-
terestingly, quantum backflow has also been found to be
related to nonclassicality [16], superoscillations [17], de-
cay of quasi stable systems [18] and classically forbidden
probability flow [19], transmitting defects [20], negative
flow of probability [21] etc. It is thus natural to inquire
whether or not the concept of QB can be extended to rel-
ativistic systems which are by nature more complicated
than the nonrelativistic ones. The answer to this ques-
tion is in the affirmative and it was shown that, despite
the localization problem of Dirac particles, the QB effect
does take place for a Dirac particle described by the one
particle Dirac equation [22–25]. It has also been shown
that, for a free Dirac particle, the probability that flows
in a direction opposite to the momentum in a time inter-
val of length T depends on a dimensionless parameter ϵ
which is a function of massm, velocity of light c, Planck’s
constant and T [22]. Later, backflow eigenfunctions were
determined numerically over a range of values of ϵ and
an explicit expression for relativistic backflow was found
[24]. Also, backflow of a free Dirac particle in a super-
position consisting of various energies and helicities [26],
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in electron wave packets [25] and for spin-orbit coupled
particles [27] have been studied. Interestingly QB has
also been studied recently within the context of Dirac
equation, Maxwell equations and linearized gravity [28].
Although there have been formulations of quantum

backflow more amenable to experimental verification [29–
32], this effect, whether in the nonrelativistic domain or
in the relativistic domain, is an as yet unobserved phe-
nomenon. The main reason for the non observation of
QB is that the net backflow through a point over a fi-
nite time interval is a very small quantity [22]. However,
it has been shown that, when a nonrelativistic particle
is constrained to move on a ring [33], the chances of
observing quantum backflow increase manyfold as com-
pared to when the particle moves on a line. In the present
paper our aim is to examine whether or not this strat-
egy works for a relativistic quantum mechanical system.
More precisely, we shall consider a Dirac fermion on a
ring of radius R in the presence as well as in the absence
of a constant magnetic field B and for this system we
shall compute the quantum backflow as a function of the
aforementioned parameter ϵ and B. Finally, we shall also
compare our results in the c→ ∞ limit with those of the
nonrelativistic backflow problem.
The rest of the paper is organised as follows: in Sec. II

we set up the problem of the relativistic fermion on a
circular ring of radius R; Sec. III discusses the quantum
backflow of the relativistic fermion; Sec. III B discusses
the full numerical analysis of the corresponding homoge-
neous Fredholm integral equation to which the quantum
backflow problem on the ring is reduced. Finally Sec. V
presents the discussion and conclusions.

II. PROBLEM SETUP

The Hamiltonian of a charged Dirac fermion con-
strained on a plane (a two-dimensional system) reads:

H = cσ · P +mc2σ3, (1)

where σ = (σ1, σ2), and σi, (i = 1, 2, 3) are the Pauli
matrices and the coupling to the electromagnetic field is

ar
X

iv
:2

20
1.

12
91

6v
2 

 [
qu

an
t-

ph
] 

 1
1 

A
ug

 2
02

3

https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8799-6127
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4262-894X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9842-2268
mailto:valentindaniel.paccoia@studenti.unipg.it
mailto:orlando.panella@pg.infn.it 
mailto:pinaki.roy@tdtu.edu.vn


2

introduced via the minimal prescription:

P = p− q

c
A , (2)

where p = −iℏ (∂x, ∂y) and A is the vector potential.
In this work we will consider the dynamics of a charged

fermion in a constant magnetic field directed along the z-
axis, B = Bez, perpendicular to the (x, y) plane, which
we describe in the so-called symmetric gauge with the
following potential:

A =

(
−By

2
,
Bx

2

)
. (3)

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) becomes:

H =

(
mc2 cP−

cP+ −mc2

)
, (4)

where we have defined:

P± = Px ± iPy . (5)

The operators P± are conveniently written in polar co-
ordinates:

P± = −i e±iφ
[(

ℏ ∂r ± i
ℏ
r
∂φ

)
± qBr

2c

]
. (6)

In the following we will be interested specifically in the
quantum backflow of the Dirac fermion on the plane when
it is constrained to move on a circle of radius R. The
circle is assumed to be centered at the origin O = (0, 0)
of the (x, y) coordinate system. Therefore, imposing the
constraint r = R, the operators P± in Eq. (5) are given
by:

c P± = −i ℏc
R
e±iφ

(
±i ∂φ ± qBR2

2ℏc

)
. (7)

We now introduce the dimensionless quantity

β =
qBR2

2ℏc
. (8)

This gives the flux Φ of the magnetic field across the circle
of radius R, Φ = πBR2, in units of the flux-quantum
Φ0 = hc/e (assuming the charge q to be measured in
units of e). The P± are then written as:

c P± = ± ℏc
R
e±iφ (∂φ − iβ) , (9)

so that the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) becomes:

H =

(
mc2 −ℏc

R e
−iφ (∂φ − iβ)

ℏc
R e

+iφ (∂φ − iβ) −mc2

)
. (10)

The time dependent Dirac equation with the 2-
dimensional Hamiltonian in Eq. (1):

iℏ
∂ψ

∂t
= Hψ, (11)

admits a continuity equation which, for a generic two-
component spinor state ψ = (χ1, χ2)

T , can be written
as:

∂ρ

∂t
+∇ · J = 0, (12)

where the probability density is given by:

ρ = ψ† ψ = χ∗
1χ1 + χ∗

2χ2, (13)

and the current J is

J = c ψ†σ ψ . (14)

The explicit expression of the current in Eq. (14) is the
usual U(1) current of the Dirac equation minimally cou-
pled to the electromagnetic field. The two-dimensional
time dependent Dirac equation in Eq. (11) is written in
manifestly covariant form by introducing a set of two-
dimensional gamma matrices γµ as γ0 = σ3, γi = σ3σi,
(i = 1, 2) which satisfy the Clifford algebra. Then, a
straightforward application of Noether’s theorem to the
global phase symmetry provides the well known U(1)
current jµ = ψ̄γµψ with ψ̄ = ψ†γ0 which is conserved
∂µj

µ = 0. This last condition, when written out explic-
itly in terms of its time and space components, repro-
duces exactly Eqs. (12,13,14). We have also checked that
the same result is obtained by combining the time depen-
dent equation with its adjoint using the explicit form of
the Hamiltonian in Eq. (10).
We now proceed to compute the explicit form of the

current in terms of its azimuthal (Jφ) and radial (Jr)
components J = Jφeφ + Jrer, with eφ and er being
respectively the unit vectors of the azimuthal and radial
directions: eφ = − sinφ ex+cosφ ey, and er = cosφ ex+
sinφ ey. We also compute the divergence of the current
∇ · J for the Dirac fermion constrained to move on the
ring of radius R for which system the gradient operator
is simply ∇ = (eφ/R)∂φ. A straightforward calculation
shows that:

∇ · J =
1

R
Jr +

1

R

∂Jφ
∂φ

, (15a)

Jr = c(e−iφχ∗
1χ2 + c.c.), (15b)

Jφ = c(−ie−iφχ∗
1χ2 + c.c.). (15c)

The spectrum and corresponding eigenfunctions can be
easily obtained and are given by (positive energy branch):

Eℓ =

√
m2c4 +

(
ℏc
R

)2

(ℓ− β)(ℓ− β + 1)

= εℓmc
2 ℓ = 0,±1,±2 · · · (16a)

εℓ =

√
1 +

(
λC
R

)2

(ℓ− β)(ℓ− β + 1) (16b)
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with λC = ℏ/(mc) the reduced Compton wavelength of
the particle of mass m. The eigenstates of the Hamilto-
nian are:

ψℓ = Nℓ

(
eiℓφ

ℏc/R
Eℓ+mc2

i (ℓ− β) ei(ℓ+1)φ

)
(17)

with Nℓ a normalization constant which, without loss of
generality, can be taken to be real. It can be easily veri-
fied that the eigenstates are orthogonal and the normal-
isation constant Nℓ can be obtained from the standard
condition∮

CR

dz ψ†
ℓ′ψℓ =

∫ 2π

0

R dφψ†
ℓ′(φ)ψℓ (φ) = δℓ′ℓ , (18)

CR being the ring of radius R. The result for the normal-
isation constant Nℓ can be cast as:

Nℓ =
1√
R
Aℓ ; (19a)

Aℓ =
1√
2π

[
1 +

(
ℏc
R

)2
(ℓ− β)2

(Eℓ +mc2)2

]−1/2

. (19b)

It may be pointed out that the eigenstates (17) are also
eigenstates of Jz = Lz +

ℏ
2σz with eigenvalues ℏ(ℓ + 1

2 ).
Note that in the nonrelativistic limit (c → ∞) we have

Eℓ → mc2 and λC → 0 and Aℓ → 1/
√
2π. On the other

end in the ultra-relativistic limit (Eℓ ≫ mc2) we obtain:

Aℓ −→
1√
2π

(
1 +

ℓ− β

ℓ− β + 1

)−1/2

. (20)

The eigenstate ψℓ in Eq. (17) has a constant azimuthal
current:

J (ℓ)
φ =

A2
ℓ

Eℓ +mc2
2ℏc2

R2
(ℓ− β) . (21)

Note that, denoting by ⌈x⌉ the Ceiling function of x,
if ℓ ≥ ⌈β⌉ then the azimuthal current is positive semi-

definite, J
(ℓ)
φ ≥ 0. The nonrelativistic limit of the az-

imuthal current in Eq. (21) reduces to

J (ℓ)
φ → ℏ

2πmR2
(ℓ− β) (22)

which coincides exactly with the nonrelativistic current
discussed in [33]. On the other end it is worthwhile point-
ing out that for the eigenstate ψℓ the corresponding radial

current J
(ℓ)
r vanishes identically.

III. RELATIVISTIC QUANTUM BACKFLOW ON A
RING

In this section we discuss the quantum backflow of the
relativistic fermion constrained on the ring of radius R.
We follow closely the approach discussed in [33] for the

nonrelativistic particle highlighting differences and simi-
larities.
We consider a generic physical state given by a linear

combination of the energy eigenstates ψℓ(φ, t) with ℓ ≥
⌈β⌉:

Ψ(φ, t) =

+∞∑
ℓ=⌈β⌉

cℓ ψℓ(φ, t) (23)

which we assume to be normalized, and thus the coeffi-
cients cℓ satisfy:

+∞∑
ℓ=⌈β⌉

|cℓ|2 = 1 . (24)

Before proceeding further, let us mention that as the par-
ticle is constrained to move on the circumference of a
circle of fixed radius R, we shall consider only the az-
imuthal current Jφ and we will investigate the azimuthal
backflow in line with what was done in ref. [8]. In this
context it may also be noted that, although the radial
current does not vanish in general, the total radial flux
across the ring can be shown to always be zero. This is
easily understood since the radial current turns out to be
a periodic function of φ, see the Appendix for details.

The azimuthal probability current J
(Ψ)
φ (φ, t) corre-

sponding to the state Ψ in Eq. (23) through Eq. (15c)
reads:

J (Ψ)
φ =

ℏc2

R2

∞∑
ℓ,ℓ′=⌈β⌉

c∗ℓAℓ

[
ℓ− β

Eℓ +mc2
+

ℓ′ − β

Eℓ′ +mc2

]
Aℓ′cℓ′

×e i
ℏ (Eℓ−Eℓ′ )te−i(ℓ−ℓ

′)φ . (25)

For the state Ψ the integrated probability flowing
through a fixed point (say φ = 0) in the azimuthal direc-
tion (PΨ) in a time window [−T/2, T/2] is :

PΨ =

∫ +T
2

−T
2

dt J (Ψ)
φ (0, t) , (26)

and for the state in Eq. (23) given the time dependence
of the current in Eq. (25) we just need the time integral:

∫ +T
2

−T
2

e
i
ℏ (Eℓ−Eℓ′ )tdt =


T ℓ = ℓ′

ℏ
e

i
ℏ (Eℓ−Eℓ′ )t

i (Eℓ − Eℓ′)

∣∣∣∣∣
+T

2

−T
2

ℓ ̸= ℓ′

= T sinc

[
T (Eℓ − Eℓ′)

2ℏ

]
so that we finally obtain PΨ in the form:

PΨ =

+∞∑
ℓ,ℓ′=⌈β⌉

c∗ℓ Kℓ,ℓ′ cℓ′ (28)
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with

Kℓ,ℓ′ =
ℏc2T
R2

Aℓ

(
ℓ− β

Eℓ +mc2
+

ℓ′ − β

Eℓ′ +mc2

)
Aℓ′ ×

sinc

[
T (Eℓ − Eℓ′)

2ℏ

]
. (29)

Defining the dimensionless quantity:

α =
ℏT

4mR2
(30)

the kernel Kℓ,ℓ′ can be rewritten:

Kℓ,ℓ′ =
(α
π

)
4π Aℓ

(
ℓ− β

1 + εℓ
+
ℓ′ − β

1 + εℓ′

)
Aℓ′ ×

sinc

[
2α

(
R

λC

)2

(εℓ − εℓ′)

]
. (31)

We begin the study of the relativistic backflow on the ring
by considering a quantum state with only two eigenstates,
ψℓ1 and ψℓ2 with ⌈β⌉ ≤ ℓ1 < ℓ2. Thus in Eq. (23) we
parametrize the coefficients cℓ as:

cℓ =


cos δ2 ℓ = ℓ1 ≥ ⌈β⌉
eiγ sin δ

2 ℓ = ℓ2 > ℓ1

0 ℓ ̸= ℓ1, ℓ2

(32)

with 0 ≤ δ ≤ π and 0 ≤ γ < 2π. This choice of pa-
rameters will ensure that the normalization condition in
Eq. (24) is satisfied. Inserting Eq. (32) into Eq. (28) using
either Eq. (29) or Eq. (31) we obtain:

P
(ℓ1,ℓ2)
Ψ =

α

π

[
A−B cos δ + C sinc(D) cos γ sin δ

]
(33)

where the quantities A,B,C and D are given by:

A = 4π

(
A2
ℓ2

ℓ2 − β

1 + εℓ2
+A2

ℓ1

ℓ1 − β

1 + εℓ1

)
B = 4π

(
A2
ℓ2

ℓ2 − β

1 + εℓ2
−A2

ℓ1

ℓ1 − β

1 + εℓ1

)
C = 4πAℓ2Aℓ1

(
ℓ2 − β

1 + εℓ2
+
ℓ1 − β

1 + εℓ1

)
D = 2α

(
R

λC

)2

(εℓ2 − εℓ1) .

(34)

We then perform a minimisation procedure over the pa-
rameters δ, γ:

P(ℓ1,ℓ2)(α, β) = min{δ,γ} P
(ℓ1,ℓ2)
Ψ (δ, γ) (35)

and, similarly to what is found in [33], the result is:

P(ℓ1,ℓ2)(α, β) =
α

π

(
A−

√
B2 + C2 sinc2(D)

)
. (36)

Note however that the coefficients A,B,C and D have a
different definitions with respect to that of the nonrela-
tivistic problem. In Fig. 1 we show the backflow proba-
bility P(0,1) for different values of the parameter β and
for λC/R = 0.05. Fig. 1 shows clearly that the probabil-
ity can indeed become negative. We see that the lowest
value, min(α,β)P(0,1) ≈ −0.0508602 is attained for β = 0
at α/π ≈ 0.195067.

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

FIG. 1. Plot of the backflow probability P(0,1) at φ = 0 for the
relativistic fermion on the ring for λC/R = λC/(2πR) = 0.05.

The solid (blue) line is the backflow probability P(0,1) cor-
responding to a vanishing magnetic field (β = 0). The

orange, green and red lines are the probabilities P(0,1) for
the relativistic problem corresponding respectively to β =
−0.025,−0.05,−0.075.

A. General Formulation

Here we shall consider a more general superposition
of eigenstates, and study the corresponding problem of
maximizing the integrated probability flux through φ =
0, given in Eq. (28), i.e. maximize the quantum backflow
considering a generic state as in Eq. (23) subject to the
normalization constraint Eq. (24). A comment is in order
here about a symmetry of our system. Indeed it can
easily be checked that the eigenvalues, cf. Eq. (16a),
satisfy the following relation:

E
(β)
ℓ = E

(β−1)
ℓ−1 (37)

and the same is true for the normalization constants,
Eq. (19b). This in turn implies that the quantity Pψ
as given in Eq. (28) is invariant under the transforma-
tion β → β− 1 and cℓ → cℓ+1 (or equivalently β → β+1
and cℓ → cℓ−1). Therefore, it will be enough to consider
β in the interval:

β ∈ (−1, 0] with ⌈β⌉ = 0 . (38)

Hereafter we shall therefore assume ⌈β⌉ = 0.
As also discussed in [33] the maximal backflow can be

found defining a real-valued functional of the set of coef-
ficients {cℓ} by:

I [cℓ] =

∞∑
ℓ,ℓ′=0

c∗ℓKℓℓ′cℓ′ − λ

∞∑
ℓ=0

c∗ℓcℓ (39)
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and performing an unconstrained minimization where λ
plays the role of a Lagrange multiplier. The variation of
the functional I[{cℓ}] with respect to independent varia-
tions δcℓ and δc

∗
ℓ produces the corresponding eigenvalue

problem (Euler-Lagrange equations):

∞∑
ℓ′=0

Kℓℓ′cℓ′ = λ cℓ (40)

so that the maximal amount of quantum backflow is at-
tained when the value of PΨ, Eq. (28), reaches its infi-
mum and this coincides with the lowest eigenvalue of the
spectrum {λ} of the unconstrained variational problem:

P(α, β,
λC
R

) ≡ inf
Ψ
PΨ = inf{λ} . (41)

We note that the minimisation procedure leading to
Eq. (40) and Eq. (41), i.e. that the maximal amount
of backflow is related to the lowest (negative) eigenvalue
of the kernel in Eq. (31) is a simple application of the
min-max (Rayleigh quotient) theorem [34].

We conclude this subsection with a comment regarding
the fact that the presence of a nonvanishing radial cur-
rent does not affect at all the analysis of the azimuthal
backflow presented here. First of all, we note that since
the kernel Kℓ,ℓ′ is real and symmetric the eigenvectors of
the eigenvalue problem in Eq. (40) are real. This means
that the state Ψ maximising the azimuthal backflow is
given by Eq. (23) with all coefficients cℓ real. For a state
Ψ built with real coefficients the integral of the radial
current at φ = 0, Jr(0, t), over a symmetric time inter-
val always vanishes, see Eq. (A.4), whereas the corre-
sponding time integrated azimuthal current (cf. PΨ in
Eq. (23)) reaches its infimum value (its absolute value
is maximised). Therefore any worry that a nonzero ra-
dial component of the current might affect the azimuthal
backflow analysis presented here should be discarded at
once. At last, we also note that φ = 0 is just one point
on the ring and therefore given the axial symmetry of the
problem at hand, the above conclusion will hold as well
at any other point.

In the next subsection we will discuss the numerical
solution of the eigenvalue equation in Eq. (40), then in
the next section we will address the line limit of backflow
on a ring which is obviously reached when R→ ∞.

B. Numerical analysis

Following the procedure described in [33], we truncate
the sum in Eq. (40) at a large value ℓ′ = N , and find the

minimum eigenvalue λ
(N)
min of this finite-dimensional prob-

lem. By repeating this for a sequence of increasing N we

obtain a numerical estimate for P(α, β) = limN→∞ λ
(N)
min

by plotting the data as a function of 1/N with a quadratic
polynomial and extracting the value at 1/N = 0. The
choice of a quadratic polynomial is justified by the values

of the sum of squared residuals, with orders generally less
than or equal to 10−10. P(α, β) is also a function of the
parameter λC/R, which is shown in Fig. 2, by plotting
it as a function of α for different values of β and λC/R.
A detailed numerical analysis reveals that the absolute
maximal amount of backflow is found for λC/R = 0.730:

inf
α,β

P
∣∣∣∣
λC/R=0.730

= −cDring, cDring ≃ 0.091999 (42)

with the minimum attained for β = 0 and α/π ≃ 0.36252.
This was obtained by evaluating the infimum separately
for different values of λC/R which results in Fig. 3.
We have estimated the large λC/R → ∞ limit (which

corresponds to the massless fermion case (m→ 0). While
further investigation of the massless case will be the ob-
ject of a future work, the preliminary results of these
estimates are shown in Table I where we can see that
the value of the quantum backflow approaches 0.074 for
large λC/R. This limiting value is shown in Fig. 3 as a
horizontal (dashed) line.
Using the complete numerical results of the eigensys-

tem in Eq. (40), i.e. the eigenvector corresponding to
the most negative eigenvalue, we can find a numeri-
cal approximation to the current corresponding to the
backflow-maximizing state for this system. We set α, β
and λC/R to the values corresponding to P ≃ −cDring,
truncate the sum in Eq. (40) at N = 2000, and compute
the eigenvector corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue.
This will provide the approximate coefficients cℓ up to
ℓmax = N = 2000 of the backflow-maximizing state, as
defined in Eq. (23).
We shall now examine the backflow in the nonrelativis-

tic regime i.e., (c → ∞) and λC/R → 0. To do this let
us first note that in the nonrelativistic limit the Hamil-
tonian, spectrum and kernel are given by

HNR =
ℏ2

2mR2

[
(ℓ̂z − β)2 + ℓ̂z − β

]
(43a)

(Eℓ)NR = mc2 +
ℏ2

2mR2

[
(ℓ− β)2 + ℓ− β

]
(43b)

where ℓ̂z = −i∂φ, ℓ = 0,±1,±2 ... ... and

(Kℓ,ℓ′)NR =
α

π
(ℓ+ℓ′−2β) Sinc [α(ℓ− ℓ′)(ℓ+ ℓ′ − 2β + 1)] .

(44)
Now from Fig. 3 we see that our system in the non
relativistic limit exhibits a maximal quantum backflow
(cDring)non rel. ≈ 0.07 for λC/R = 0.05 (the smallest value
represented in Fig. 3). To see the origin of this value we
have computed the maximal backflow for several values
of λC/R smaller than 0.05 and the results are shown in
Table II. These numerical findings indicate that the non
relativistic limit of the maximal backflow on the ring is
(cDring)non rel. ≈ 0.069. The actual non-relativistic limit
of quantum backflow on the ring (λC/R → 0) can how-
ever also be obtained by studying the eigenvalue problem
leading to the maximal quantum backflow, c.f Eq. (40),
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FIG. 2. P(α, β) for a fermion of mass m, on the ring of radius R for various values of the parameter β and for different values
of λC/R = λC/(2πR): top left panel (a) λC/R = 0.05, top right panel (b) λC/R = 0.73, bottom left panel (c) λC/R = 1 ,
bottom right panel (d) λC/R = 2. We observe a quite different structure depending on the value of the parameter λC/R.

TABLE I. Numerical estimate of the quantum backflow for large values of the parameter λC/R. This corresponds to estimating
the QBF for a massless particle since λC/R → ∞ is equivalent to the massless limit (m → 0).

λC
R

20 500 1000 10000 100000

infψPψ -0.074726 -0.074061 -0.074047 -0.074034 -0.074034

but using the reduced kernel in Eq. (44) which is itself
derived by using the non-relativistic reduced spectrum in
Eq. (43b). The result of this modified eigenvalue study

is:

(cDring)non rel. = 0.069418 . (45)

perfectly in line with expectations from what is suggested
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TABLE II. Numerical estimate of the quantum backflow for small values of the parameter λC/R. This corresponds to estimating
the QBF in the non relativistic limit since λC/R → 0 is equivalent to (c → ∞).

λC
R

0.05 0.01 0.001 0.0001 0.00001

infψPψ -0.070001 -0.069560 -0.069416 -0.069417 -0.069418

0 1 2 3 4 5
-0.095

-0.090

-0.085

-0.080

-0.075

-0.070

FIG. 3. (Color online) Numerical results of the mini-
mum eigenavule of the Kernel as a function of the param-
eter λC/R = λC/(2πR). We can appreciate an important
structure with respect to this parameter. We observe a max-
imal amount of backflow for λC/R = 0.730. The small-
est value of the parameter λC/R investigated in the plot
is λC/(2πR) = 0.05. See Table. II for smaller values of
λC/(2πR).

The dashed line (orange) represent the preliminary result for
the limiting value of the backflow as λC/R → ∞ as we have
checked values from 20 up 100.000 that are shown in Table I.

by the numerical study of computing the maximal back-
flow at increasingly smaller values of λC/R reported in
Table II. Note that for the same quantity in a study [33]
of a non relativistic particle on a ring of radius R, a
value of cring ≈ 0.116816 is found. The difference be-
tween these two values can be understood in terms of the
fact that the Hamiltonian and the spectrum in Eq. (43),
and consequently the kernel in Eq. (44), are different from
the corresponding quantities in the nonrelativistic model
[33].

Finally we can compute the corresponding probability
current, Eq. (25), at φ = 0 as a function of time. It turns
out that it is convenient to put the azimuthal probability
current in the form:

J (Ψ)
φ (0, t)T = 4α

N∑
ℓ,ℓ′=0

c∗ℓAℓ

[
ℓ

1 + εℓ
+

ℓ′

1 + εℓ′

]
Aℓ′cℓ′ e

i

(√(
R
λC

)2
+ℓ(ℓ+1)−

√(
R
λC

)2
+ℓ′(ℓ′+1)

)
4αR
λC

t
T

(46)

so that it is written in terms of quantities whose val-
ues are known for the backflow-maximizing state. The
result is shown in Fig. 4a where it is clear that in the in-

terval t ∈ [−T/2,+T/2] the azimuthal current J
(Ψ)
φ (0, t)

corresponding to the maximizing state is always nega-
tive. Fig. 4b shows an enlargement of the neighborhood
t/T ≈ −1/2 obtained by computing the current. While
from Fig. 4a one might think that at t = −T/2 there
is a discontinuity the zoom proposed in Fig. 4b shows
that in reality the current changes without discontinuity.
This behaviour of the current is similar to what has been

found in other one dimensional systems on the line [24]
as well as in the nonrelativistic problem of a particle on
a ring [33].

IV. LINE LIMIT

We discuss here the line limit of the quantum backflow
on the ring. Let us consider the limitR→ ∞ of the eigen-
value equation, Eq. (40), withKℓ,ℓ′ given in Eq. (31). We
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FIG. 4. (a) Probability current JΨ(0, t)T as a function of time t, in units of 1/T , for the backflow-maximizing state. (b) We
show a zoom in the neighborhood of t/T = −0.5 where the current changes sign.

note that:

εℓ =

√
1 +

ℏ2
m2c2R2

1

α

√
α(ℓ− β)

√
α(ℓ− β + 1) . (47)

The line limit is reached when α → 0 with
√
αβ → 0

so that using α = ℏT/(4mR2) we have:

εℓ →
√
1 +

4ℏT−1

mc2
(
√
αℓ)2 (48)

and with the definitions:

ϵ =

√
4ℏT−1

mc2
, z =

√
α ℓ (49)

the line limit of the quantity εℓ is:

εℓ →
√

1 + ϵ2z2 ≡ γ(z) . (50)

A little algebra shows, with the same reasoning, that the
coefficients Aℓ in eq. (19b) reduce to:

Aℓ →
1√
2π

√
γ(z) + 1

2γ(z)
. (51)

With this in mind, the eigenvalue equation, Eq. (40), can
be first manipulated by distributing

√
α in the numera-

tors of the two terms in the round brackets in Eq. (31).
We thus find:

1

π

∞∑
ℓ′=0

4π Aℓ

[√
α(ℓ− β)

1 + εℓ
+

√
α(ℓ′ − β)

1 + εℓ′

]
Aℓ′ ×

Sinc

[
2

ϵ2
(εℓ − εℓ′)

]
cℓ′ = λ

cℓ√
α

(52)

so that taking the limit α → 0 by defining the variables
z =

√
α ℓ, z′ =

√
α ℓ′, the function f(z) = cℓ/

√
α, using

the results in Eqs. (49,50,51) and replacing the discrete
sum over ℓ′ by an integral over the variable z′ one finds:

1

π

∫ ∞

0

dz′

√
γ(z) + 1

γ(z)

[
z

1 + γ(z)
+

z′

1 + γ(z′)

]√
γ(z′) + 1

γ(z′)

× sinc

[
2

ϵ2
(γ(z)− γ(z′))

]
f(z′) = λ f(z) (53)

that can be straightforwardly rearranged into

1

π

∫ ∞

0

dz′
z(γ(z′) + 1) + z′(γ(z) + 1)√
γ(z)(γ(z) + 1) γ(z′)(γ(z′) + 1)

× sinc

[
2

ϵ2
(γ(z)− γ(z′))

]
f(z′) = λ f(z) (54)

which coincides exactly with the integral eigenvalue equa-
tion for a relativistic spin-half fermion on the line dis-
cussed in [22, 24] (cf. see their equation 14).

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have presented a study of the quantum
backflow of a charged relativistic massive fermion in a
plane within a perpendicular, constant magnetic field and
constrained to move on a ring of radius R. The same
problem for a charged nonrelativistic spinless particle has
also been studied [33]. We use the same approach to
the problem presented in [33] highlighting differences and
similarities with the results of the nonrelativistic analysis.
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In this context it may be noted that an experimental
realization of the setup could be possible in a ring of a
two dimensional material like gapped graphene where the
quasiparticles are massive [35, 36].

Before recalling our main results we note that con-
straining the particle in 2+1 dimensions into a ring of
radius R reduces the system to one which is effectively
1+1 dimensional. If we were to start from a 3+1 di-
mensional Dirac equation and fix the radial coordinate
at r = R we would make the system effectively 2+1 di-
mensional (a relativistic particle moving on a sphere of
radius R). This would somehow parallel previous stud-
ies, [8, 13], (where a non-relativistic particle moves on a
plane) where some issues were discussed such as that of
a proper definition of the QB probability [13]. The treat-
ment of the relativistic Dirac particle on a fixed radius
sphere (again a two-dimensional system) could perhaps
be addressed as well but it certainly goes beyond the
scope of the present work.

The main finding reported here is that the maximal
amount of backflow for the relativistic Dirac fermion on
the ring is obtained when the radius of the ring is of the
order of the reduced Compton wavelength of the particle,
λC/R = 0.730 (with β = 0 and α/π ≃ 0.36252) and it
amounts to cDring = 0.092. We have then discussed the
line limit showing that the eigenvalue problem reduces
to the integral equation for the quantum backflow of a
relativistic particle on a line previously studied in the
literature [24].

We have also computed the probability current flow-
ing through the point φ = 0 as a function of time for
the state that maximises the net flow in the time inter-
val [−T/2,+T/2], finding, as expected, that it is always
negative in this interval.
It is also interesting to compare the result in Eq. (42)

with the corresponding result obtained in [33] for the non-
relativistic problem on the ring cring non-rel = 0.116816.
We note that the amount of backflow for the Dirac
fermion on a ring is about 20% smaller than that of a
nonrelativistic particle but still larger than the backflow
value on the line cline = 0.0389.
It is interesting to find out how our results look in the

nonrelativistic limit. To this end we refer the reader to
Eqns.(43)-(44) which were used to compute the backflow.
The results of this computation differ from those of [33]
and this difference is due to the fact that the nonrela-
tivistic limit of a constrained spin 1/2 Dirac system does
not necessarily reduce to the Schrödinger equation for a
spin 0 particle.
Finally, we provide preliminary estimates of the

amount of backflow in the limit λC/R → ∞ which cor-
responds to the massless fermion case (m → 0). While
we intend to study the massless case comprehensively in
a separate work, these preliminary results in our opin-
ion show that there is definitely quantum backflow for a
massless Dirac fermion on a ring.

Appendix: Radial current

The radial probability current J
(Ψ)
r as in Eq. (15b) corresponding to the general state Ψ in Eq. (23), is

J (Ψ)
r (φ, t) =

ℏc2

R2

∞∑
ℓ,ℓ′=⌈β⌉

Re i c∗ℓ′Aℓ′

[
ℓ− β

Eℓ +mc2
− ℓ′ − β

Eℓ′ +mc2

]
Aℓcℓ e

− i
ℏ (Eℓ−Eℓ′ )t ei(ℓ−ℓ

′)φ . (A.1)

The probability flux over the ring CR along the radial direction is given by:∮
CR

dz J (Ψ) · er =
∫ 2π

0

R dφJ (Ψ)
r (φ, t) . (A.2)

Integrating φ over the interval [0, 2π] results in∮
CR

dz J (Ψ) · er = 2π
ℏc2

R

∞∑
ℓ,ℓ′=⌈β⌉

Re i c∗ℓ′Aℓ′

[
ℓ− β

Eℓ +mc2
− ℓ′ − β

Eℓ′ +mc2

]
Aℓ cℓ e

− i
ℏ (Eℓ−Eℓ′ )t ei(ℓ−ℓ

′)π Sinc [(ℓ− ℓ′)π] .

(A.3)
In the expansion in Eq. (A.3) each term is equal to 0 both for ℓ = ℓ′ and ℓ ̸= ℓ′, which means that the total radial
probability flux over the ring always vanishes for the most general state Ψ given by Eq. (23). It is interesting to note
that in a non-relativistic setting results similar to ours can be observed. For example, it can be shown that in the
framework of ref [8] the radial current for an individual eigenstate vanishes while it is non vanishing for a general
superposition state and the total radial flux is zero. It can also be easily shown that if the state Ψ given by Eq. (23)
is chosen with general complex coefficients cℓ = |cℓ|eiγℓ than the integral of JΨ

r (0, t) over a symmetric time integral
can be cast as:∫ +T/2

−T/2
dtJΨ

r (0, t) = −ℏc2

R2
T

∞∑
ℓ,ℓ′=⌈β⌉

|cℓ′ |Aℓ′
[

ℓ− β

Eℓ +mc2
− ℓ′ − β

Eℓ′ +mc2

]
Aℓ|cℓ|Sin (γℓ − γℓ′) Sinc

[
(Eℓ − E′

ℓ)T

2ℏ

]
(A.4)

and vanishes identically when all the coefficients cℓ are real i.e. γℓ = 0 or π. The fact that with real coefficients



10

the integral of Jr(0, t), over a symmetric time interval,
vanishes is to be compared with what happens for the
corresponding azimuthal component of the current which
defines PΨ, defined in Eq. (26), whose absolute value is
instead maximised in the quantum backflow analysis by
a state characterised by real coefficients. We notice that
in [32] the authors discuss the azimuthal quantum back-
flow of a non relativistic particle confined in a disk of
radius R punctured in the center by a magnetic flux line

perpendicular to the disk, i.e. the particle moves in a
Aharonov-Bohm like potential. We point out that the
azimuthal backflow analysis in this truly two-dimensional
system is carried out notwithstanding the presence of a
radial current [32]. This radial current, while vanishing
for the eigenstates, is non vanishing for a general super-
position with complex coefficients similarly to what hap-
pens in the analysis of ref. [8] and in the present work as
well.
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