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We revisit Minkowski’s lost legacy on relativistic electromagnetism in order to resolve long-
standing puzzles over the charge distribution of relativistic systems like hadrons. Hadrons are
unique relativistic electromagnetic systems characterized by their comparable size and Compton
wavelength rh ∼ λC . As such, it was recently realized that the traditional Sachs definition of
the charge distribution based on a non-relativistic formula is invalid. We explain that this is the
same problem pursued by Lorentz, Einstein and others, on the electromagnetism of a moving body.
We show how various charge distributions proposed in hadronic physics naturally emerge as the
multipole moment densities in the macroscopic theory of relativistic electromagnetism.

INTRODUCTION

At the turn of the 20th century, some of the greatest
minds, Sir Thomson, Lorentz and Einstein along with
many others were pursuing – what now might be regarded
as a “wrong” – problem: the electromagnetic structure of
the electron [1, 2]. Later research revealed that the elec-
tron is a point-like particle without internal structures
[3]. Nevertheless, relativity, a pillar of modern physics,
was born from these endeavors. The relativistic theory
of macroscopic electromagnetism was fully established by
Minkowski, Einstein and Laub in 1908 [4]. The final ex-
pressions Einstein, Minkowski and Laub derived for mov-
ing media are identical to the macroscopic Maxwell equa-
tions applicable to media at rest. Therefore, it is then not
a surprise when the right kind of problem finally arrived
in the 1950s, the investigation of the proton electromag-
netic structure [5, 6], their work was largely forgotten.
The proton charge distribution was then defined based
on the non-relativistic formula [7, 8],

ρ
(Sachs)
ch (~x) ≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
e−i~q·~xGE(−~q2). (1)

In this formula, proposed by Sachs et al., GE(q2) is the
charge form factor obtained from the covariant decompo-
sition of the hadron matrix element, 〈p′|Jµ(0)|p〉, which
can be measured in elastic electron-proton scatterings.
This expression is usually understood as defined in the
Breit frame q0 = 0, ~p + ~p′ = 0. It is known to be am-
biguous at large Q2 = |q2|. For example, the Dirac form
factor F1 is an equally good choice as the charge form
factor. It is probably an ad hoc expression, since at that
time, the accessible Q2 was quite limited. Nevertheless,
this has become the textbook definition of the charge
distribution [9–13].

Only recently, the Sachs charge distribution was crit-
icized as unphysical [14–20]. Miller et al. argued that
a physically measurable charge distribution should be

obtained from the quantum expectation value ρΨ(x) =
〈Ψ|J0(x)|Ψ〉, which depends on the hadron wavepacket
Ψ(~p) = 〈p|Ψ〉. In relativistic quantum mechanics (includ-
ing quantum field theories), the Lorentz boosts are dy-
namical [21]. As a result, the intrinsic charge distribution
of the hadron cannot be separated from the c.m. motion.
For example, with a Gaussian wavepacket of a width
Rw, the r.m.s. charge radius 〈r2

ch〉Ψ = −6G′E(0) + 3R2
w

diverges as the wavepacket approaches the plane wave
Rw →∞, which is the implicit wavepacket adopted in the
Sachs definition [19]. Similarly, a localized wavepacket is
not possible, either, since particles in relativistic quan-
tum mechanics cannot be localized [22–27]. One could
give up the 3D description in favor of a 2D light-front
distributions [28] with all its peculiarities [14]. Indeed,
the majority of the works in hadron structure are devoted
to this formulation [29]. To resolve these issues, Lorcé
applied the Weyl-Wigner quasi-distributions defined in
a special reference frame, the elastic frame q0 = 0. The
Sachs distribution and the light-front distribution appear
as two slices of the quasi-distributions [30]. Epelbaum
et al. provided a definition based on sharply localized
wavepackets with a spherical symmetry [31].

Jaffe further clarified that, in order for the Sachs defini-
tion to be valid, a chain of inequalities have to be satisfied
[18] (cf. Refs. [32–34])

rh � λγ � λh ≥ λC, (2)

where, rh is the hadron radius, λγ ∼ Q−1 is the wave-
length of the probing photon; λh is the de Broglie wave-
length of the hadron, which is bounded by its Compton
wavelength λC = M−1

h . Here, Mh is the hadron mass
and we have adopted the natural units ~ = c = 1. Unfor-
tunately, the above inequalities do not hold, since for rel-
ativistic systems like hadrons, their size and their Comp-
ton wavelength are comparable rh ∼ λC. For example,
the proton charge radius is rp ' 0.84 fm, while its Comp-
ton wavelength is M−1

p ' 0.2 fm [35]. The mass radius
of the proton is even smaller rmass

p ' 0.55 fm [37, 57].
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Similarly, the pion charge radius is rπ ' 0.67 fm whereas
its Compton wavelength is M−1

π ' 1.4 fm [35].

An immediate implication of Jaffe’s argument is that a
proton is a relativistic matter wave, as far as the electro-
magnetic probe (λγ . λh) is concerned. This view takes
us back to Einstein and Minkowski’s problem, now with
the right kind of system to investigate. Minkowski, Ein-
stein and Laub’s theory of relativistic electromagnetism
tells us what kind of quantities can be extracted from
the measurements. For example, the matter wave as a
medium is characterized by an antisymmetric medium
polarization tensor Mαβ whose components give the po-
larization vector ~P i = M0i and the magnetization vector
~M i = − 1

2ε
ijkM jk. The full current is the sum of the

free current – the current of a poin-like source – and the
polarized current, jβ = jβf + ∂αM

αβ . The coupling to
the classical electromagnetic field is determined by the
Minkowski-Maxwell equations ∂αH

αβ = jβf , where the
field induction tensor Hαβ = Fαβ −Mαβ .

The macroscopic charge and current densities are asso-
ciated with these quantities, e.g. the polarization charge
density ρpol = −∇ · ~P , the effective magnetic charge

density ρmag = −∇ · ~M , and the magnetization cur-

rent ~jmag = ∇× ~M . One interesting consequence of this
formalism is that a magnetized but unpolarized hadron,
e.g. the neutron, will acquire an electric dipole moment
under relativistic motion [4, 14, 30]. For media in mo-
tion, it is useful to introduce the co-moving polariza-
tion 4-vector and the co-moving magnetization 4-vector:
Mαβ = uαPβ − uβPα + εαβρσuρMσ, and the associ-
ated macroscopic densities, %pol(x) = −∂αPα, %mag(x) =
−∂αMα, where uα is a timelike unit frame vector, whose
definition, however, is not unique [50, 54, 55].

For electromagnetic media comprised of composite par-
ticles, the multipole moment densities describe the inter-
nal electromagnetic structures of these composite parti-
cles [38, 39]. We will see that these multipole moment
densities bridge the macroscopic observables and the con-
ventional quantities like the Sachs distribution. On the
other hand, they also lead to new characterizations of the
system. It is worth mentioning that what we discuss in
this work has nothing to do with the proton radius puzzle
[40–42].

While we focus on the electromagnetic structures here,
the formulation can be readily generalized to hadron
structures under the weak, gravitational and Higgs
probes, e.g. [56, 57]. In particular, the gravitational form
factors have been analyzed using similar frameworks as
we proposed here [58–60].

DENSITIES IN QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

Consider a relativistic quantum system, whose internal
dynamics is described by an underlying relativistic quan-
tum field theory. For simplicity, we start with a spin-0
hadron. The full current is given by,

jµ(x) = 〈Φ|Jµ(x)|Φ〉 =

∫
d3p

(2π)32p0

∫
d3p′

(2π)32p′0

× Φ̃∗(~p′)Φ̃(~p)2PµFch(q2)eiq·x, (3)

where p and p′ are on-shell momenta with p0 =√
~p2 +M2, q = p′ − p and P = 1

2 (p′ + p). The charge
form factor Fch(q2) is defined from the hadron matrix
element of the current operator Jµ, viz. 〈p′|Jµ(0)|p〉 =
(p + p′)µFch(q2). The hadron state vector is normalized
as 〈Φ|Φ〉 = 1 and 〈p′|p〉 = 2p0(2π)3δ3(p − p′). As such,

the wavepacket Φ̃(~p) = 〈p|Φ〉 is also normalized as,∫
d3p

(2π)32p0
Φ̃∗(~p)Φ̃(~p) = 1. (4)

We can introduce a Lorentz covariant “coordinate space
wave function” as the Fourier transform of the momen-
tum space wave function,

Φ(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)32p0
Φ̃(~p)e−ip·x, (5)

which satisfies the Klein-Gordon (KG) equation. In con-
trast to their momentum space counterpart, the KG wave
function cannot be normalized, since it is not a true wave
function. Instead, it is normalized as a current,∫

d3xΦ∗(x)i∂
↔
tΦ(x) = 1, (6)

where, f ∂
↔
g ≡ f∂g − (∂f)g. This fact is closely related

to the non-existence of the coordinate operator in rela-
tivistic quantum theory. Using the KG wave function,
we define the free current as the convective current of
a point-like particle [43], jµf (x) = Φ∗(x)i∂

↔
µΦ(x). The

medium polarization tensor can be constructed as,

Mµν(x) =

∫
d3P

(2π)3

∫
d3q

(2π)3
Φ̃∗(~P + 1

2~q)Φ̃(~P − 1
2~q)

× qµP ν − qνPµ

2p0p′0
Fch(q2)− 1

iq2
eiq·x. (7)

From this expression, we obtain the macroscopic charge
and current densities ρpol, ρmag and ~jmag. For example,

ρpol(x) =

∫
d3P

(2π)3

∫
d3q

(2π)3
Φ̃∗(~P + 1

2~q)Φ̃(~P − 1
2~q)

× P 0

2p0p′0
(
Fch(q2)− 1

)
eiq·x. (8)
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For the co-moving densities, we need to define the frame
vector uα first. Different schemes exist. A very simple

choice is uα = i∂
↔
α/

√
−∂
↔
· ∂
↔

= 2Pα/
√

4M2 − q2. The
corresponding polarization charge density is,

%pol(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)32p0
Φ̃(~p)

∫
d3p′

(2π)32p′0
Φ̃∗(~p′)

×
√

4M2 − q2
(
Fch(q2)− 1

)
eiq·x. (9)

Similarly, for a spin-1/2 particle, the full current is,

jµ(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)32p0

∫
d3p′

(2π)32p′0
Ψ̃∗s′(~p

′)Ψ̃s(~p)

× ūs′(p′)
[
γµF1(q2) +

iσµνqν
2M

F2(q2)
]
us(p)e

iq·x, (10)

where, F1, F2 are the Dirac and Pauli form factors, re-
spectively. The free current is obtained from taking the
point particle limit,

jµf (x) =
qN
2M

Ψ(x)i∂
↔
µΨ(x) +µN∂ν

[
Ψ(x)σµνΨ(x)

]
, (11)

where, M is the spinor mass, qN = F1(0) is its charge
number and µN = [F1(0) + F2(0)]/2M is its magnetic
moment. The Lorentz covariant “wave function”

Ψ(x) =
∑
s

∫
d3p

(2π)32p0
Ψ̃s(~p)us(p)e

−ip·x (12)

satisfies the Dirac equation. The medium polarization
tensor can be constructed as,

Mµν =

∫
d3r1

∫
d3r2 Ψ(~r1, t)

∫
d3P

(2π)3
ei
~P ·(~r1−~r2)

×
∫

d3q

(2π)3

{
(qµγν − qνγµ)

F1(q2)− F1(0)

iq2

− σµν

2M

[
F2(q2)− F2(0)

]}
e−i~q·(~x−

~r1+~r2
2 )Ψ(~r2, t). (13)

Figure 1 shows the charge density of the pion with se-
lected Gaussian wavepackets as compared with the Sachs
distribution (1). Neither the localization limit (Rw → 0)
or the plane wave limit (Rw →∞) reproduces the Sachs
distribution. This comparison may reinforce the tradi-
tional impression that the Sachs distribution is only an
approximation valid in the nonrelativistic limit. How-
ever, as we will see later, the Sachs distribution is in fact
an exact quantity, the electric monopole density.

HADRONIC MULTIPOLE MOMENT DENSITIES

The macroscopic densities depend on the wavepacket
of the hadron. A central goal in hadronic physics is to

4π
r2
ρ
(r
)
(f
m

-
1 )

Rw=0.02fm

Rw=1fm

Sachs (monopole)

Pion

0.0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2.0
0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

2.0

r (fm)

FIG. 1. Charge distribution ρ(r) = j0(r) with Gaussian

wavepackets Φ̃(~p) = N exp(− 1
2
R2

w~p
2), as compared with the

Sachs distribution. We adopt a dipole ansatz for the pion form
factor. The dependence on the wavepacket is shown. For the
pion, the charge distribution in neither the localization limit
(Rw → 0) or the plane wave limit (Rw →∞) reproduces the
Sachs distribution which, as we explain later in the paper, is
in fact the electric monopole density.

FIG. 2. The full current can be viewed as the convolution of
the hadronic multipole density and the wavepacket. ~r and ~P
are the coordinate and the momentum of the hadron (shown

as a Lorentz contracted ellipsoid), respectively. ~b is the coor-
dinate of the internal charge, conjugate to ~q.

extract the intrinsic information of the subatomic parti-
cles in 3D. In Minkowski’s relativistic electromagnetism,
the internal distribution of the composite particles are
characterized by the multipole moment densities [39].
Schematically, the classical current may be written as a
convolution of the convective current and the multipole
density Θ(~r) (see Fig. 2),

jµ(x)
·
=

∫
d3r Θ(~x− ~r)jµf (~r, t). (14)



4

From Eqs. (3–5), we obtain,

jµ(x) =

∫
d3r1Φ∗(~r1, t)

∫
d3r2i∂

µΦ(~r2, t)

∫
d3P

(2π)3

× ei ~P ·(~r1−~r2)

∫
d3q

(2π)3
Fch(q2)ei~q·(

~r1+~r2
2 −~x) + H.c. (15)

Recall, q2 = (q0)2 − ~q2, which depends on ~P as,

q0 =

√
(~P + 1

2~q)
2 +M2 −

√
(~P − 1

2~q)
2 +M2. (16)

Comparing to the classical case (14), we need to evaluate
the

∫
d3P integral in Eq. (15) to obtain a Dirac-δ, pro-

vided ~P in the remainder of the expressions is replaced

by (−i/2)
↔
∇~r. The resulting expression is,

jµ(x) =

∫
d3rΦ∗(~r, t)Θ(~x− ~r)i∂µΦ(~r, t) + H.c. (17)

where,

Θ(~b) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
Fch(q2)e−i~q·

~b. (18)

Again, it depends on ~P = (−i/2)
↔
∇~r via q0. This de-

pendence has to be defined through a power series. For
example, the Taylor series of Fch(q2) around |~P | = 0 is,

q2 = − ~q2 +
(~q · ~P )2

M2 + ~q2/4
+O(|~P |4), (19)

Fch(q2) =Fch(−~q2) +
F ′ch(−~q2)

M2 + ~q2/4
(~q · ~P )2 +O(|~P |4).

Then, the multipole densities mi1i2···inn are defined as,

Θ(~b) =
∑
n

(−i)n

2nn!
mi1i2···inn (~b)

↔
∇i1
↔
∇i2
↔
∇i3 · · ·

↔
∇in . (20)

With (19), the first two multipole densities are,

m0(~r) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
Fch(−~q2)e−i~q·~r, (21)

mij2 (~r) = 2

∫
d3q

(2π)3

F ′ch(−~q2)

M2 + ~q2/4
qiqje−i~q·~r. (22)

The monopole density (21) is just the Sachs charge dis-
tribution (1) – no special frame is chosen here. Moreover,
in addition to the monopole moment, the scalar hadron
also possesses higher moments – an effect of purely rel-
ativistic origin: the hadron is Lorentz contracted in the
direction of motion within the wavepacket (see Fig. 2).

Note that the series expansion is not unique. A closely
related issue is the convergence of the series. Since both
the wavepacket and the hadron density span over the
entire space, there will always be regions outside the
radius of absolute convergence. The hope is that the

convoluted density is sufficiently suppressed in those re-
gions. Roughly speaking, |~P | corresponds to the inverse

of the de Broglie wavelength, |~P | ∼ λ−1
h and similarly,

|~q| ∼ λ−1
γ . Therefore, the series in (19) converge if the

width of the wavepacket is sufficiently large, approach-
ing a plane wave. Similarly, convergence of the series in
terms of 1/|~q| requires a localized intrinsic charge density
– not a viable choice for hadrons since rch ∼M−1.

An interesting alternative is the Taylor expansion in
terms of 1/|~P |, which requires a wavepacket sufficiently
localized in at least one spatial direction. In this case,

q2 = −~q2
⊥ −

q2
‖(M

2 + 1
4~q

2
⊥)

~P 2
+O(|~P |−4), (23)

where, q‖ = ~q · ~P/|~P |, and ~q⊥ = ~q − (~q · ~P/~P 2)~P . The
resulting monopole density is the light-front distribution,

m0(~r) = δ(r‖)

∫
d2q⊥
(2π)2

Fch(−~q2
⊥)e−i~q⊥·~r⊥ . (24)

We emphasize that the convergence of this multipole ex-
pansion does not require a fully localized (i.e. localiza-
tion in 3D) hadron, which is physically problematic in
relativistic quantum field theory (cf. [31, 48, 49]).

For spinors the multipole densities are not uniquely de-
fined since they are not Lorentz scalars and electric and
magnetic quantities may be converted into each other.
This point is reflected in various choices of the electric
and magnetic form factors. One of the conventional
choices is to associate the electric part with the point-
like free Dirac particle, i.e. ψγµψ and to associate the
magnetic part with the spin ∂ν(ψσµνψ),

jµ(x) =

∫
d3rΨ(~r, t)Θ1(~x− ~r)γµΨ(~r, t)

+

∫
d3rΨ(~r, t)

σµν

2M
∂νΘ2(~x− ~r)Ψ(~r, t). (25)

Here, Θ1,2 are the multipole densities associated with the
Dirac and Pauli form factors F1,2, respectively.

Alternative partition of the electricity and magnetism

is based on the convection Ψ(x)i∂
↔
µΨ(x) and non-

convection (i.e. spin) parts of the current [30], which
leads to the following multipole expansion,

jµ(x) =
1

2M

∫
d3rΨ(~r, t)ΘE(~x− ~r)i∂µΨ(~r, t)

+
iεµναβ

2M

∫
d3rΨ(~r, t)γβγ5Σν(~x− ~r)i∂αΨ(~r, t)

+ H.c. (26)

where, ΘE and Σµ = i∂µΘM are the multipole (current)
densities associated with the Sachs form factors GE and
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GM , respectively. In this scheme, magnetic effects in-
duced by charged particle motion should vanish in its
local rest frame. These different choices are in parallel to
the various choices of the fluid frames in spin relativis-
tic hydrodynamics [46, 50–53], notably Landau-Lifshitz’s
energy frame [54] and Eckart’s particle frame [55].

SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this work, we revisited the macroscopic field theory
description of the electromagnetic structures of hadrons
(e.g. proton, pion). This description emerges because
of the relativistic quantum nature of hadrons: rh ∼ λC .
The macroscopic fields are obtained from the quantum
average while the underlying dynamics is still dictated
by quantum field theory. Thus, they are physically mea-
surable quantities.

The field description brings a salient yet fundamen-
tal viewpoint in the quest of hadron structures in 3D.
Minkowski, Einstein and Laub’s theory bridges the
macroscopic densities with the microscopic observables.
The Sachs charge distribution and the light-front charge
distributions are clarified as two types of the multipole
moment expansion. These quantities can be measured
from any frame – no special frames are needed – provided
the convergence conditions of the corresponding multi-
pole expansions are met. Of course, the inverse problem
of Eq. (14), known as deconvolution in signal process-
ing, is highly non-trivial even for Gaussian wavepackets
[62]. In this regard, the light-front formalism, exploiting
(partially) localized wavepackets, has a clear advantage
in accessing the intrinsic structures of hadrons.

As we have mentioned, hadrons are distorted in phase
space due to the Lorentz contraction. This effect is
dynamical. However, one may introduce a rotationless
Lorentz boost Ω with Ω · P = (M,~0) to define “intrin-

sic” multipole densities ϑ(~r) = Θ(~Ω · ~r) in a momentary
rest frame. As such, the kinematical part of the Lorentz
contraction may be removed. However, the choice of
Ω is not unique [47], leading to different intrinsic mo-
ments. One can show that with the canonical boost,
only the monopole density, i.e. the Sachs charge distri-
bution, survives for scalar particles in Eq. (18). N.B.
both the spin and the current components will change
under the Lorentz boost. Indeed, Rinehimer and Miller
showed that boosting the current to the infinite momen-
tum frame converts the Sachs form factor GE to the Pauli
form factor F1 [61].

An immediate generalization of the present formalism
is to the energy-momentum tensor (EMT), which is the
conserved Noether current of the diffeomorphism invari-
ance [63]. Using the same techniques, the full EMT
current can be written as two parts as well, tαβ ≡

〈Φ|Tµν(x)|Φ〉 = tαβf + ∂σχ
µνσ, where the free EMT,

tαβf = ∂αΦ∗∂βΦ + ∂βΦ∗∂αΦ +Dgαβ
(
∂σΦ∗∂σΦ

−M2
∣∣Φ∣∣2)− 1

2
(D + 1)∂α∂β

∣∣Φ∣∣2, (27)

and the polarization tensor χαβσ,

χαβσ(x) =

∫
d3p

(2π)32p0

∫
d3p′

(2π)32p′0
Φ̃∗(~p′)Φ̃(~p)

×
{

2Pα(P βqσ − Pσqβ)
A(q2)− 1

iq2

− 2i
(
gαβqσ − gασqβ

)
(D(q2)−D)

}
. (28)

Here, D = D(0) is a less known global charge, the druck
term (or the D-term), sometimes dubbed as the “cos-
mological constant” of the hadron. Since the EMT is
obtained from a gauge symmetry, it is defined up to a
total derivative term whose contributions vanishes upon
coupling to the gravitational field. We can choose the
total derivative to be −∂σχαβσ, as such the EMT can al-
ways be taken to be the free EMT current tαβf . Similarly,
for spinors, the EMT can be written as the point-like
particle EMT plus a total derivative term irrelevant for
gravitational coupling. Hence we obtain a remarkable
conclusion: the gravitational coupling does not distin-
guish between elementary and composite particles. This
is the equivalence principle (EP) applied to relativistic
quantum systems, and is closely tied to the low-energy
theorems of graviton [64–67] which underlines Teryaev’s
argument for the vanishing of the anomalous gravitomag-
netic moment [68].

Note that Eq. (27) differs from the free KG the-
ory (D = −1) by some D-dependent terms. Since
the wavepacket is more or less arbitrary, we can con-
sider a static homogeneous wavepacket. In this setting,
t00
f = −DM2|Φ|2. The positivity of the energy t00

f > 0
immediately leads to D < 0, which has been speculated
for some time as the necessary condition for the stability
of matter [57]. Unfortunately, the terms associated with
D are non-minimal coupling total derivatives [69].
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[5] D.R. Yennie, M.M. Lévy, D.G. Ravenhall Rev. Mod.
Phys. 29 (1957) 144;

[6] R. Hofstadter, F. Bumiller, M.R. Yearian Rev. Mod.
Phys. 30 (1958) 482.

[7] F. J. Ernst, R. G. Sachs and K. C. Wali, “Electromag-
netic form factors of the nucleon,” Phys. Rev. 119, 1105-
1114 (1960) doi:10.1103/PhysRev.119.1105

[8] R. G. Sachs, Phys. Rev. 126, 2256-2260 (1962)
doi:10.1103/PhysRev.126.2256

[9] S. S. M. Wong, “Introductory nuclear physics,”, 2nd Ed.,
Wiley-VCH, (2004)

[10] J. J. Kelly, Phys. Rev. C 66, 065203 (2002)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.66.065203 [arXiv:hep-
ph/0204239 [hep-ph]].

[11] C. F. Perdrisat, V. Punjabi and M. Vander-
haeghen, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 59, 694-764 (2007)
doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2007.05.001 [arXiv:hep-ph/0612014
[hep-ph]].

[12] J. Suhonen, “From Nucleons to Nucleus: Concepts of
Microscopic Nuclear Theory,” Springer, Berlin (2007)
doi:10.1007/978-3-540-48861-3

[13] S. Pacetti, R. Baldini Ferroli and E. Tomasi-
Gustafsson, Phys. Rept. 550-551, 1-103 (2015)
doi:10.1016/j.physrep.2014.09.005

[14] G. A. Miller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 112001 (2007)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.112001 [arXiv:0705.2409
[nucl-th]].

[15] G. A. Miller, Phys. Rev. C 80, 045210 (2009)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.80.045210 [arXiv:0908.1535
[nucl-th]].

[16] G. A. Miller, Phys. Rev. C 79, 055204 (2009)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.79.055204 [arXiv:0901.1117
[nucl-th]].

[17] G. A. Miller, Phys. Rev. C 99, no.3, 035202 (2019)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.99.035202 [arXiv:1812.02714
[nucl-th]].

[18] R. L. Jaffe, Phys. Rev. D 103, no.1, 016017 (2021)
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.016017 [arXiv:2010.15887
[hep-ph]].

[19] A. Freese and G. A. Miller, Phys. Rev. D 103,
094023 (2021) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.094023
[arXiv:2102.01683 [hep-ph]].

[20] A. Freese and G. A. Miller, Phys. Rev. D 105,
no.1, 014003 (2022) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.105.014003
[arXiv:2108.03301 [hep-ph]].

[21] P. A. M. Dirac, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21, 392-399 (1949)
doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.21.392

[22] There is a long history on the localization of elemen-
tary particles, starting as early as Pryce [Proc. Roy. Soc.
Lond. A 150, no.869, 166-172 (1935)]. In short, the lo-
calization of relativistic particles in quantum theory is
known to be problematic. For example, Currie, Jordan
and Sudarshan [Rev. Mod. Phys. 35, 350-375 (1963)]
proved that localized particles must be non-interacting.
Hegerfeldt [Phys. Rev. D 10, 3320 (1974)] showed that
particle localization is incompatible with causality, which
is known to be the case for the famous Newton-Wigner
operator [23]. See Refs. [24–27] and the references therein
for some recent reviews.

[23] T. D. Newton and E. P. Wigner, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21,
400-406 (1949) doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.21.400

[24] A. S. Wightman, Rev. Mod. Phys. 34, 845-872 (1962)
doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.34.845

[25] R. Haag, 1996, Local Quantum Physics: Fields, Particles,
Algebras (Springer, Berlin).

[26] P. Busch, Phys. A: Math. Gen. 32 (1999) 6535-6546
[27] A. P. Balachandran, Int. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys. 14,

no.08, 1740008 (2017) doi:10.1142/S0219887817400084
[arXiv:1609.01470 [hep-th]].

[28] M. Burkardt, Phys. Rev. D 62, 071503 (2000)
[erratum: Phys. Rev. D 66, 119903 (2002)]
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.62.071503 [arXiv:hep-
ph/0005108 [hep-ph]].

[29] M. Burkardt, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 18, 173-208 (2003)
doi:10.1142/S0217751X03012370 [arXiv:hep-ph/0207047
[hep-ph]].
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