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I. INTRODUCTION

While the hadron form factors of the energy-momentum tensor (EMT) have been considered as academic quanti-
ties [1, 2] for decades, the modern concept of the form factors based on the generalized parton distributions (GPDs) [3–
8] shed light on the novel understanding of the EMT form factors [9, 10]. The EMT makes it possible to couple the
gravity to matter, which is the reason why the EMT form factors are also called the gravitational form factors (GFFs).
The hadronic matrix elements of the EMT show how the mass and spin of the hadron are distributed, and moreover
provide critical information on how the corresponding hadron acquires the mechanical stability (see recent review [13]).
The conservation of the EMT yields a stability condition for a hadron. This stability condition, also known as the
von Laue condition, is a nontrivial one, since it plays a role of the touchstone to disclose the validity of any theo-
ries or models of hadrons. The global stability condition constrains the 3D integral of the pressure inside a hadron
should vanish. In fact, the stability conditions of hadrons are deeply rooted in chiral symmetry and its spontaneous
breakdown. For example, the pressure inside the pion may hold a clue on understanding the chiral symmetry and
its spontaneous breakdown [14, 15]. Yet another form factors, which are called the D-term form factors D(t) and
are related to the spatial components of the EMT, are given in terms of the pressure and shear force, indicating that
the D-term form factors characterize the mechanical properties of the hadrons [10]. The first measurement of the
nucleon GFF D(t) in deeply virtual Compton scattering was reported in Ref. [11]. See also Ref. [12] for discussion of
subtleties in extraction of GFFs from DVCS data.

A singly heavy baryon consists of the light-quark pair and a singly heavy quark. In the limit of the infinite heavy-
quark mass (mQ → ∞), the heavy quark spin is preserved. This leads also to the conservation of the spin of the
light-quark degrees of freedom. This is often called heavy-quark spin symmetry. In this heavy-quark mass limit,
the physics becomes independent of the flavor of a heavy quark, which is called heavy-quark flavor symmetry. In
the nonstrange sector, we have two different representations: the isospin singlet and triplets. Since the spin state of
the light-quark pair is either a spin singlet or a spin triplet, the isospin singlet that consists of a single member Λc
becomes naturally a spin singlet. On the other hand, the isospin triplets have degeneracy between the spin-1/2 and
-3/2 states, which correspond to Σc with spin 1/2 and Σ∗c with spin 3/2, respectively. The chromomagnetic hyperfine
interaction is responsible for the removal of this degeneracy. In the present work, we will consider the GFFs of Σc
with spin 1/2. Since the light-quark pair inside Λc is in spin-zero state and Σ∗c has spin 3/2, it is more instructive to
consider the GFFs of Σc in order to compare them with those of the nucleon.

The GFFs of the nucleon have been extensively investigated within various approaches [16–41]. The nucleon GFFs
have been also examined within nuclear matter [42, 43]. In the present work, we want for first time to study the
GFFs of the singly heavy baryon Σc that contains a charm quark and two light quarks, emphasizing the comparison
with those of the nucleon [19], based on the chiral quark-soliton model (χQSM). The model was successfully extended
to the description of the singly heavy baryons [44], being motivated by Ref. [45]. The model reproduced well the
masses of the singly heavy baryons [44, 46, 47]. A singly heavy baryon within the χQSM is viewed as a bound state
of Nc − 1 level quarks. The presence of Nc − 1 level quarks creates the vacuum polarization or the pion mean fields
that affects self-consistently the Nc − 1 level quarks. On the other hand, a heavy quark can be regarded as a mere
static color source in the limit of the infinitely heavy quark mass (mQ →∞). In a recent work [47], it was found that
the presence of Nc− 1 valence quarks produces weaker pion mean fields in comparison with the case of a light baryon
that consists of the Nc valence quarks. While Refs. [44, 46] have assumed that this modification of the pion mean
fields can be neglected and a simple strategy was taken, in which the color factor Nc is replaced merely by Nc − 1
for the valence contributions to the mass spectra of the singly heavy baryons. However, as we will describe later, the
modification of the pion mean fields is crucial in computing the GFFs of a singly heavy baryon, since the stability
condition is otherwise not satisfied. Therefore, we will adopt in the present work the modified pion mean fields to
study the GFFs of the heavy baryon. The chiral soliton that consists of Nc − 1 valence quark has either spin 0 or
spin 1. The soliton with spin 0 will construct Λc by combining itself with a heavy quark, whereas that with spin 1
will produce Σc and Σ∗c together with a heavy quark. Since we are interested in comparing the GFFs of the singly
heavy baryon with those of the nucleon, we will concentrate in the present work on the GFFs of Σc.

We sketch how the present work is organized: In Section II and III, we recapitulate the general formalism for the
GFFs and the stability condition for spin 1/2 baryons briefly and explain how the GFFs of the singly heavy baryons
can be computed within the framework of the χQSM. In Section IV, we present the numerical results for the GFFs
of the heavy baryon Σc, emphasizing the comparison of them with those for the nucleon. We first discuss the energy
densities of the Σc. Then we proceed to describe the densities of the angular momentum. Since the pressure and
shear force are the essential quantities to reveal the mechanical stability of the Σc, we discuss them in detail. We
also discuss the mechanical equation of states, i.e. a functional relation between the energy density and the pressure.
Finally, we present the main results for the GFFs of the charmed baryon Σc. In the final Section we make summary
of the present work, draw conclusions, and give outlook.
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II. GRAVITATIONAL FORM FACTORS AND STABILITY CONDITIONS

A. Gravitational form factors of a baryon with spin 1/2

The unpolarized GPDs Hq(x, ξ, t) and Eq(x, ξ, t) parametrize the matrix element of nonlocal two-quark operators
on the light-cone. In the leading twist order, it can be decomposed in terms of the unpolarized GPDs as follows∫

dλ

2π
eiλx〈p′, σ′|ψq

(
−λn

2

)
/nψq

(
λn

2

)
|p, σ〉

= Hq(x, ξ, t)u(p′, σ′)/nu(p, σ) + Eq(x, ξ, t)u(p′, σ′)
iσµνnµ∆ν

2MB
u(p, σ), (1)

where ψq is the quark field with flavor q on the light cone. σµν is defined by σµν = i[γµ, γν ]/2. MB is the corresponding
mass of a baryon. σ(σ′) denotes the helicity of the initial (final) baryon state. The baryon states and Dirac spinors are
normalized by 〈p′, σ′|p, σ〉 = 2p0δσ′σ(2π)3δ(p′ − p) and u(p)u(p) = 2MBδσ′σ, respectively. The average of the baryon
momenta and the momentum transfer are respectively defined by P = (p+ p′)/2 and ∆ = (p′ − p). t designates the
square of the momentum transfer, t = ∆2. We leave out the gauge connection between the quark operators because
it becomes unity in the light-cone gauge. Note that we have suppressed the renormalization scale dependence for
simplicity. The light-like vector n satisfies n2 = 0 and n · (p′+ p) = 2. x denotes the longitudinal momentum fraction
of a baryon carried by a parton whereas the ξ stands for the skewedness, defined as n ·∆ = −2ξ.

Form factors of a baryon can be defined by the Mellin moments of the GPDs with respect to x. The first Mellin
moments of the unpolarized GPDs given in Eq. (1) yield the electromagnetic form factors of a baryon with spin 1/2
as follows:∫ 1

−1

dx
∑
q

Hq(x, ξ, t) = F1(t),

∫ 1

−1

dx
∑
q

Eq(x, ξ, t) = F2(t), (2)

where F1(t) and F2(t) are the well-known Dirac and Pauli form factors of a baryon respectively. These two form
factors are traditionally defined by the baryonic matrix element of the electromagnetic current

〈p′, σ′|ψq(0)γµψq(0)|p, σ〉 = u(p′, σ′)

[
F q1 (t)γµ + F q2 (t)

iσµν∆ν

2MB

]
u(p, σ). (3)

The first Mellin moments of the unpolarized GPDs for the singly heavy baryons, i.e., the electromagnetic form factors
of the singly heavy baryons, were already investigated in Ref. [48]. The second Mellin moments of the GPDs are as
equally important as the first Mellin moments, because they provide the GFFs of a baryon, which reveal mechanical
properties of a baryon. Thus, the GFFs of a baryon can be defined as the second Mellin Moments as follows:∫ 1

−1

dx x
∑
q

Hq(x, ξ, t) = AQ(t) +DQ(t)ξ2,

∫ 1

−1

dx x
∑
q

Eq(x, ξ, t) = 2JQ(t)−AQ(t)−DQ(t)ξ2, (4)

where JQ(t), AQ(t) and DQ(t) are respectively defined by JQ =
∑
q J

q, AQ =
∑
q A

q and DQ =
∑
qD

q. The
superscript Q emphasizes the quark part of the GFFs. Note that a GPD should satisfy a polynomiality, which means
that the nth Mellin moment of a GPD can be expressed in terms of a polynomial given by only even power of the
skewedness ξ. The GFFs of a baryon with spin 1/2 can be also defined by the matrix element of the EMT current

〈p′, σ′|T̂ aµν(0)|p, σ〉 = u(p′, σ′)

[
Aa(t)

PµPν
MB

+ Ja(t)
i(Pµσνρ + Pνσµρ)∆

ρ

2MB

+Da(t)
∆µ∆ν − gµν∆2

4MB
+ ca(t)MBgµν

]
u(p, σ), (5)

where T̂
a=Q(G)
µν stands for the quark (gluon) part of the QCD EMT current. Aa, Ja, and Da represent respectively

the mass form factor, the angular momentum form factor, and the D-term form factor. Once these quark and gluon
GFFs are separate from each other, the corresponding currents are not anymore conserved, since

∂µT̂µν = 0, T̂µν = T̂Qµν + T̂ gµν =
∑
q

T̂ qµν + T̂ gµν . (6)
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Thus, the quark or gluon part of the GFFs should only depend on a specific scale µ. However, we will suppress
the scale dependence of the form factors for brevity. Actually, Eq. (6) constrains the non-conservation term ca(t)
to be ca(t) =

∑
q=Q,G c

a(t, µ) = 0, and the total GFFs turn out to be renormalization scale invariant, i.e, D(t) =∑
aD

a(t, µ). In fact, since the gluon degrees of freedom have been already integrated out in the present effective
approach, for example, through instantons, we do not have any contributions from the gluon EMT current.

In the Breit frame, both the quark and gluon parts of the GFFs are defined by

T aµν(r, σ′, σ) =

∫
d3∆

(2π)32E
e−i∆·r〈p′, σ′|T̂ aµν(0)|p, σ〉. (7)

The temporal component T a00 is related to the energy density of partons inside a baryon

1

MB
T a00(r, σ′, σ) =

∫
d3∆

(2π)3
e−i∆·r

[
Aa(t) + ca(t)− t

4M2
B

(Aa(t)− 2Ja(t) +Da(t))

]
δσ′σ. (8)

By Integrating T a00 over space, one gets the mass of a spin-1/2 baryon in the rest frame∫
d3r

∑
a=Q,G

T a00(r, σ′, σ) = MBA(0) = MB , (9)

with the normalized mass form factor A(0) = 1, where the contribution of ca to T00 is found to be zero by Eq. (6).
The mixed components T a0i are relevant to the linear momentum and total angular momentum (spin + orbital

angular momentum) densities, carried by the partons inside a baryon. According to the angular momentum operator
in QCD, we define the total angular momentum distributions inside a baryon as

Ja,iσ′σ(r) = εijkrjT
a
0k(r, σ′, σ) = 2Sjσ′σ

∫
d3∆

(2π)3
e−i∆·r

[(
Ja(t) +

2

3
t
Ja(t)

dt

)
δij +

(
∆i∆j − 1

3
∆2δij

)
Ja(t)

dt

]
.

(10)

Integrating Ja,iσ′σ(r) over space gives the spin of the baryon as follows∫
dr3

∑
a=Q,G

Ja,iσ′σ(r) = 2Ŝiσ′σJ(0) = Ŝiσ′σ, (11)

which is just the spin operator of a baryon.
The spatial components T aij charaterize mechanical properties of a baryon such as the pressure p(r) and shear force

s(r) distributions inside a baryon. T aij is decomposed in terms of the irreducible tensors, so that the pressure and
shear force distributions are expressed as

T aij(r, σ
′, σ) = pa(r)δijδσ′σ + sa(r)

(
rirj

r2
− 1

3
δij
)
δσ′σ. (12)

where the pressure and shear force distributions are defined as

pa(r) =
1

6MB

1

r2

1

dr
r2 d

dr
D̃a(r)−MB

∫
d3∆

(2π)3
e−i∆·rca(t), sa(r) = − 1

4MB
r
d

dr

1

r

d

dr
D̃a(r), (13)

with

D̃a(r) =

∫
d3∆

(2π)3
e−i∆·rDa(t). (14)

Equivalently, the form factor D(t) can be obtained by the Fourier transform

D(t) = 4MB

∫
d3r

j2(r
√
−t)

t
s(r) = 12MB

∫
d3r

j0(r
√
−t)

2t
p(r). (15)

Note that the shear force distributions of the gluon and quark separately are independent of ca(t) whereas one should
know it to determine the pressure distributions. In addition, we introduce a new form factor F (t) that is defined by
the matrix element of the trace of the total EMT operator

〈p′, σ′|T̂µµ (0)|p, σ〉 = MBF (t)u(p′, σ′)u(p, σ), (16)
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where F (t) contains all the GFFs, given by

F (t) = A(t) +
t

4M2
B

(
2J(t)−A(t)

)
− 3t

4M2
B

D(t). (17)

Then, the mean square radius 〈r2
F 〉 is obtained to be

〈r2
F 〉 = 6

dF (t)

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= 6

(
dA(t)

dt
− 3D(t)

4M2
B

) ∣∣∣∣
t=0

. (18)

B. Stability conditions for a baryon with spin 1/2

In the static case, the spatial part of the EMT current satisfies the following conservation law

∂iTij =
rj
r

[
2

3

∂s(r)

∂r
+

2s(r)

r
+
∂p(r)

∂r

]
= 0. (19)

Thus, the shear force and pressure distributions are related each other by the differential equation given in Eq. (19).
By integrating Eq. (19) over space, we have one of the most important stability conditions, that is, the so-called von
Laue stability condition,∫ ∞

0

dr r2p(r) = 0, (20)

which implies that the pressure distribution has at least one node. In addition to the condition of the global stability
given by Eq. (20), one can consider the conditions of the local stability [34, 49, 50] by introducing a concept of strong
force field. Given the EMT densities, strong force fields can be defined as

dF i(r,θ,φ) = T ijdS(r,θ,φ)e
j
(r,θ,φ), (21)

where the normal and tangential pressure densities corresponding to1 F i are defined respectively by

pr(r) :=
dFr
dSr

=
2

3
s(r) + p(r), pθ(r) :=

dFθ
dSθ

= −1

3
s(r) + p(r), pφ(r) :=

dFφ
dSφ

= −1

3
s(r) + p(r), (22)

where pθ = pφ. Using Eq. (21), Perevalova et al. [49] examined a local criterion for the stability and found that at
any distance r the normal force should be directed outwards. This is often called the mechanical stability of a hadron.
This leads to the explicit local criterion for the mechanical stability formulated as

pr(r) > 0. (23)

This condition allows one to introduce the mechanical radius of a hadron

〈r2〉mech =

∫
d3r r2pr(r)∫
d3r pr(r)

=
6D(0)∫ 0

−∞D(t)dt
. (24)

Meanwhile, one can establish an additional stability condition by interpreting the tangential force as a two-dimensional
(2D) subsystem of the whole three-dimensional (3D) system [13]. Then the 2D von Laue stability condition can be
derived as∫ ∞

0

dr r pφ = 0. (25)

1 The normal and tangential force fields Fr and Fφ are respectively defined as 4πr2pr(r) and 4πr2pφ(r) acting on the spherical shell of
the radius r in a hadron.
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III. GRAVITATIONAL FORM FACTORS OF Σc WITHIN THE SU(2) CHIRAL QUARK-SOLITON
MODEL

We will now briefly show how to compute the GFFs of the singly heavy baryon Σc within the framework of the
SU(2) χQSM. We begin from the low-energy effective QCD partition function in Euclidean space

Zeff =

∫
DψDψ†DUexp

[
−
∫
d4xψ†D(U)ψ

]
=

∫
DUexp[−Seff ], (26)

where Seff is the effective chiral action

Seff(U) = −NcTr ln D(U). (27)

Nc denotes the number of colors. The Dirac operator D(U) in Eq. (27) is defined by

D(U) = i/∂ + im̂+ iMUγ5 , (28)

where Uγ5 is called the chiral field, defined as

Uγ5 = U
1 + γ5

2
+ U†

1− γ5

2
, (29)

with

U = exp [iπaτa] = exp [iP (r)n · τ ] . (30)

πa represents the pseudo-Nambu-Goldstone field and m̂ is the flavor matrix of the current quark masses, written as
m̂ = diag(mu, md). We assume in the present work isospin symmetry, i.e. m = mu = md. Note that we introduce the
hedgehog ansatz πa = P (r)na with the profile function of the chiral soliton P (r), which will be determined by solving
the classical equation of motion. n is the normal unit vector along the radial direction. The Dirac Hamiltonian h(U)
is defined as

h(U) = iγ4γi∂i − γ4MUγ5 − γ4m. (31)

The corresponding eigenenergies and eigenfunctions are obtained by diagonalizing the Dirac Hamiltonian as follows

h(U)Φn(r) = EnΦn(r), (32)

where En denote the eigenenergies of the Hamiltonian h(U) and Φn(r) stand for the quark eigenfunctions. Similarly,
Likewise, the free Dirac Hamiltonian h0 can be defined by replacing the chiral field by the unity. The eigenvalues of
h0 are expressed as En0 . The classical soliton for singly heavy baryons consist of Nc − 1 discrete level quarks bound
by the pion mean field. Thus, the classical equation of motion can be derived by minimizing the energy of the classical
Nc − 1 soliton

δ

δU(r)
[(Nc − 1)Elev + Econ]

∣∣∣∣
Uc

= 0. (33)

where Elev stands for the energy of the discrete bound level, and Econ is the sum of the lower Dirac continuum
energies. Here, Uc is the solution of the classical equation of motion, so that it is identified as the pion mean field.
Thus, the Nc − 1 soliton mass is finally derived as

Msol = (Nc − 1)θ(Elev)Elev(Uc) + Econ(Uc). (34)

The detailed calculations are presented in Ref. [47]. Note that as discussed in Ref. [19], the stability condition is
secured by the solution of the classical equation of motion.

The EMT current can be written as

T̂ (eff)
µν =− i

4
ψ†(x)

(
iγµ
−→
∂ ν + iγν

−→
∂ µ − iγµ

←−
∂ ν − iγν

←−
∂ µ
)
ψ(x)

− i

4
Ψ†(x)

(
iγµ
−→
∂ ν + iγν

−→
∂ µ − iγµ

←−
∂ ν − iγν

←−
∂ µ
)

Ψ(x), (35)
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where Ψ denotes the heavy-quark field. Since we are interested in the GFFs of the singly heavy baryons, we need to
explain how the heavy quark inside in them is treated. In the limit of the infinitely heavy-quark mass, i.s., mQ →∞,
the heavy quark can be regarded as a mere static color source. Thus, it does not play any important role in computing
the heavy baryon GFFs for which the light quarks govern dynamics of quarks inside a singly heavy baryon.

The matrix element of the EMT current given in Eq. (35) can be computed by considering the following baryonic
correlation function

〈B, p′|T̂µνeff (0)|B, p〉 =
1

Zeff
lim
T→∞

exp

(
ip4

T

2
− ip′4

T

2

)∫
d3xd3y exp (−ip′ · y + ip · x)

×
∫
DψDψ†DUJB(y, T/2)T (eff)

µν (0)J†B(x,−T/2)exp

[
−
∫
d4ψ†D(U)ψ

]
, (36)

where JB denotes the Ioffe-type baryonic current for the Nc − 1 discrete level quarks, which is expressed as

JB(x) =
1

(Nc − 1)!
εi1···iNc−1

Γ
α1···αNc−1

JJ3TT3
ψα1i1(x) · · ·ψαNc−1iNc−1

(x). (37)

Here, α1 · · ·αNc−1 represent spin-flavor indices whereas i1 · · · iNc−1 color indices. The matrices Γ
α1···αNc−1

JJ3TT3
are projec-

tion operators that will pick up a light-quark component of the singly heavy baryon with proper quantum numbers

JJ3TT3. The creation operator J†B can be constructed in a similar way. The baryon states |B, p〉and 〈B, p| are,
respectively, defined by

|B, p〉 = lim
x4→−∞

exp(−ip4x4)
1√
Zeff

∫
d3x exp(ip · x)J†B(x, x4)|0〉,

〈B, p| = lim
y4→∞

exp(−ip′4x4)
1√
Zeff

∫
d3y exp(−ip′ · y)〈0|JB(y, y4). (38)

As for a detailed formalism of the zero-mode quantization and the techniques of computing the baryonic correlation
function given in Eq. (36), we refer to Ref. [51]. The final form of the collective wave functions should be constructed
by combining the Nc − 1 light-quark component of the singly heavy baryon with a singly heavy quark according to a
standard algebra of the angular momentum addition.

The collective baryon wave functions are finally obtained by coupling the collective Nc−1 light-quark wave functions
ψJλTT3

(A) with the heavy quark spinor χmm3
, as

Ψ 1
2σTT3

(A) =
∑

Jλmm3

C
1
2σ

Jλmm3
ψJλTT3

(A)χmm3
, (39)

where ψJλTT3
(A) are expressed as

ψJλTT3(A) = (−1)T+T3
√

2T + 1DJ=T
−T3,λ(A). (40)

σ in Eq. (39) denotes the third component of the singly heavy baryon spin. The T and T3 stand for the isospin and
its third component, respectively. The J and λ represent respectively the total spin of the Nc − 1 light-quark and its
third component. The m and m3 designate the heavy-quark spin and its third component, respectively.

The matrix elements of the temporal, spatial, and mixed components of the EMT current are expressed in the large
Nc limit in terms of the GFFs

〈p′, σ′|T̂ 00
eff |p, σ〉 = 2M2

B

(
A(t)− t

4M2
B

D(t)

)
δσ′σ,

〈p′, σ′|T̂ ikeff |p, σ〉 =
1

2

(
∆i∆k − δik∆2

)
D(t)δσ′σ,

〈p′, σ′|T̂ 0k
eff |p, σ〉 = −2iMBε

klmŜmσ′σ∆lJ(t). (41)
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The matrix elements of the light-quark part of the current are obtained in the χQSM as

〈p′, λ′|T̂ 00
eff |p, λ〉 = 2MBδλ′λ

(
(Nc − 1)Elev〈lev|ei∆·x|lev〉+Nc

∑
n

R1(En,Λ)〈n|ei∆·r|n〉

)
,

〈p′, λ′|T̂ ikeff |p, λ〉 =
MB

2
δλ′λ

(
(Nc − 1)〈lev|{ei∆·r, γ0γipk}|lev〉+Nc

∑
n

R2(En,Λ)〈n|{ei∆·r, γ0γipk}|n〉

+ (i↔ k)

)
,

〈p′, λ′|T̂ 0k
eff |p, λ〉 =

MB

4I
Ŝlλ′λ

(
(Nc − 1)

∑
j 6=lev

〈lev|τ l|j〉
Elev − Ej

〈j|
{
ei∆·r, pk

}
+ (Elev + Ej)γ

0γkei∆·r|lev〉

+Nc
∑
m6=j

R3(Em, Ej ,Λ)〈m|τ l|j〉〈j|
{
ei∆·r, pk

}
+ (Em + Ej)γ

0γkei∆·r|m〉
)
, (42)

where R1(En,Λ), R2(En,Λ) and R3(Em, Ej ,Λ) denote the regularization functions with a cutoff mass Λ for the
Dirac-continuum contributions. The corresponding expressions can be found in Appendix A. The expression for the
moment of inertia I can be found in Ref. [51]. Here, we restrict ourselves to take σ′ = σ = 1/2 without loss of any
generality. Then, the expressions for the GFFs of the light-quark part are simplified to be

A(t)− t

4M2
B

D(t) =

∫
dΩ∆

4π

1

MB

(
(Nc − 1)Elev〈lev|ei∆·r|lev〉+Nc

∑
n

R1(En,Λ)〈n|ei∆·r|n〉

)
,

D(t) =

∫
dΩ∆

4π

MB

t

(
(Nc − 1)〈lev|{ei∆·r, γ0γ · p}|lev〉+Nc

∑
n

R2(En,Λ)〈n|{ei∆·r, γ0γ · p}|n〉

)
,

J(t) =

∫
dΩ∆

4π

iεk3m∆k

2It

(
(Nc − 1)

∑
j 6=lev

〈lev|τ3|j〉
Ej − Elev

〈j|
{
ei∆·r, pm

}
+ (Elev + Ej)e

i∆·rγ0γm|lev〉

+Nc
∑
m 6=j

R3(Em, Ej ,Λ)〈m|τ3|j〉〈j|
{
ei∆·r, pm

}
+ (Em + Ej)e

i∆·xγ0γm|m〉
)
. (43)

When it comes to the heavy-quark part in Eq. (35) in the limit of mQ → ∞, the heavy quark can be regarded as
a mere static color source as discussed in Ref. [52]. Therefore, we will adopt a naive quark model to evaluate the
heavy-quark part. In this regard, one can obtain the following contributions of the singly heavy quark to the GFFs

A(t) = 1, J(t) =
1

2
, D(t) = 0. (44)

We want to emphasize that this heavy-quark contribution to each form factor satisfies the constraints on the form
factors. That is, A(0) and J(0) should yield 1 and 1/2 as they should be, and the contribution to the D-term should
vanish since the heavy quark is regarded as a free quark in the limit of mQ →∞. Thus, we are able to introduce the
heavy-quark mass, angular momentum and pressure distributions as the Dirac delta-function types

εQ(r) = mQδ(r), ρQ
J (r) = −1

6
δ(r), pQ(r) = 0, (45)

which are coupled with the light-quark pair2. Based on these assumptions, the expressions for the GFFs are obtained
as follows:

A(t)− t

4M2
B

D(t) =
1

MB

∫
d3r ε(r)j0(r

√
−t),

D(t) = 6MB

∫
d3r p(r)

j0(r
√
−t)

t
,

J(t) = 3

∫
d3r ρJ(r)

j1(r
√
−t)

r
√
−t

, (46)

2 The angular momentum of the singly heavy baryon JΣc is decomposed into the soliton Jsol and heavy-quark JQ contributions, and the
corresponding angular momenta for J3,Σc = 1/2 are found to be 2/3 and −1/6, respectively.
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where

ε(r) = (Nc − 1)Elevφ
∗
lev(r)φlev(r) +Nc

∑
n

R1(En,Λ)φ∗n(r)φn(r) +mQδ(r),

p(r) = (Nc − 1)
1

3
φ∗lev(r)(γ0γp̂)φlev(r) +Nc

1

3

∑
n

R2(En,Λ)φ∗n(r)(γ0γp̂)φn(r),

ρJ(r) = −(Nc − 1)
1

6I

∑
j 6=lev

εab3raφ∗j (r)

(
2p̂b + (Elev + Ejγ

0γb)

)
φlev(r)

〈lev|τ3|j〉
Ej − Elev

− Nc
6I

∑
n 6=j

R3(En, Ej ,Λ)εab3raφ∗j (r)

(
2p̂b + (En + Ejγ

0γb)

)
φn(r)〈n|τ3|j〉 − 1

6
δ(r). (47)

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Before we present the numerical results for the GFFs of the singly heavy baryons, we first explain how the parameters
are fixed. The dynamical quark mass M is the only free parameter in the χQSM. Its value was already determined
by computing various properties of the proton, so we use the same value M = 420 MeV. The current quark mass m
and cut-off mass Λ are fixed by reproducing the experimental data on the pion mass mπ = 140 MeV and the pion
decay constant fπ = 93 MeV. The detailed procedure for fixing these parameters can be found in Ref. [53].

A. Energy density

We start with examining the energy density for the mass form factor. The energy density ε(r) arises from the
temporal component of the EMT T 00. The integration of ε(r) over space will give the mass of a singly heavy baryon
as follows∫

d3r ε(r) = Msol +mQ = MB , (48)

where MB stands for the mass of a singly heavy baryon. The mass form factor A(t) is usually normalized by Eq. (48)

A(0) =
1

MB

∫
d3r ε(r) = 1, (49)

This normalization condition coincides with the constraint on the nucleon mass form factor from Ref. [19]. Obviously,
the entire momentum of the singly heavy baryon is carried by quarks and antiquarks, since there are no gluons within
the χQSM.

In the left panel of Fig. 1, we compare the results for the light-quark energy density of the singly heavy baryon
Σc with that for the full energy density of the nucleon. As shown in Fig. 1, the result for Σc is narrower than that
for the nucleon. This indicates that Σc is more compact than the nucleon. A similar tendency was already found
in the case of the electromagnetic form factors of the singly heavy baryons in a previous work [48] where the singly
heavy baryons turn out electromagnetically compact objects. Integrating the density over space yields the mass of the
Nc − 1 light-quark contribution to the Σc mass, which is around 1 GeV. Note that we find the value of the density in
the center of Σc to be ε(0) = 2.54 GeV · fm−3, whereas its value of the nucleon is found to be ε(0) = 1.89 GeV · fm−3,
which is smaller than that for Σc by about 30 %. On the other hand, the Σc energy density falls off faster than that
of the nucleon as r increases, which results in the narrower shape of the Σc energy density.

In the right panel of Fig. 1, we compare the weighted Σc energy density by the usual factor 4πr2 with that of the
nucleon. The energy density of Σc tends to be more centered in comparison with that of the nucleon. This implies
again that Σc is more compact than the nucleon. The calculation of the radius squared will explicitly show that the
Σc is more compact than the nucleon. The radius squared of the Σc for the mass distribution is obtained by

〈r2
E〉 =

∫
d3r r2ε(r)

Msol +mQ
=

1

MB

∫
d3r r2ε(r), (50)

which is identical to the derivative of the A(t) form factor with respect to the momentum squared

〈r2
E〉 =

6

A(0)

∂A(t)

∂t

∣∣∣∣
t=0

. (51)



10

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
r[fm]

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

ε(
r)

[G
eV

 fm
−

3
]

Nucleon
Σc

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
r[fm]

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

2.0

4π
r

2
ε(
r)
/M

B
[fm

−
1
] Nucleon

Σc

FIG. 1. The comparison of the Nc − 1 light-quark energy density for the singly heavy baryon Σc with the full energy density
for the nucleon. The left panel depicts the energy densities as functions of radius r whereas the right panel shows the energy
densities multiplied by 4πr2 as functions of r. The solid and dashed curves draw respectively ε(r) for Σc and for the nucleon.

The results for the A(t) form factor will be presented soon. The corresponding result for the mass radius squared is
evaluated as follows 〈r2

E〉Σc
= 0.21 fm2. On the other hand, that for the nucleon is 〈r2

E〉Σc
= 0.54 fm2. Thus, we find

that Σc is indeed more compact than the nucleon.

B. Angular momentum density

The density ρJ(r) refers to the total angular momemtum density which arises from the mixed component of the
EMT current, T 0i(r, σ′, σ), and is normalized as

J(0) = Jsol(0) + JQ(0) =

∫
d3rρJ(r) =

1

2
. (52)

The total angular momentum for the constituents of a baryon comes from the spin and orbital angular momenta
of quarks and antiquarks, so that it should be the same as the spin of a baryon 2J(0) = 1. Concerning the heavy
quark inside a singly heavy baryon, it is assumed to be static. Thus, its total angular momentum is identified as its
spin. The distribution for the total angular momentum is again governed by the light-quark pair inside a singly heavy
baryon.

In the left panel of Fig. 2, we depict the numerical result for the spin distribution of Σc in comparison with that of
the nucleon. At first sight, the result seems peculiar, since the result for the spin distribution of Σc turns out larger
than that of the nucleon. However, as noted previously, the Nc−1 light-quark density corresponds to the spin 1. The
spin of the Σc baryon, which is 1/2, will be obtained by coupling that of the Nc − 1 light-quark or the soliton with
the singly heavy quark spin 1/2. Thus, it is natural for the spin distribution of the Nc − 1 light quarks to be larger
than that of the nucleon. The right panel of Fig. 2 draws the spin distribution wighted by 4πr2. One can make a
quantitative comparison by considering the mean radius squared for the spin distribution, which is defined by

〈r2
J〉 =

∫
d3r r2ρJ(r)∫
d3r ρJ(r)

=
1

J(0)

∫
d3r r2ρJ(r). (53)

The results are obtained to be 〈r2
J〉Σc

= 1.56 fm2 for Σc and 〈r2
J〉N = 1.02 fm2 for the nucleon, respectively. This

indicates that the spin distribution of Σc is spreaded more widely than that of the nucleon. Note that in the chiral
limit the angular momentum density is proportional to r−4 at large r, so the radius diverges, which is very similar to
the isovector radius of the nucleon [54, 55].
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FIG. 2. The comparison of the Nc − 1 light-quark density for the total angular momentum of the singly heavy baryon Σc with
that for the nucleon. The left panel depicts the total angular-momentum densities as functions of radius r whereas the right
panel shows the total angular-momentum densities multiplied by 4πr2 as functions of r. The solid and dashed curves draw
respectively ρJ(r) for Σc and for the nucleon.

C. Strong force fields and stability conditions

Using the conservation of the EMT current, we can derive the global stability condition for Σc in Eq. (20) within
the framework of the χQSM∫

dr r2 p(r) =
Nc − 1

12π

∫
d3r φ∗val(r)(γ0γp̂)φval(r) +

Nc
12π

∫
d3r

∑
n

R2(En)φ∗n(r)(γ0γp̂)φn(r) = 0. (54)

In Ref. [46], the pion mean field was not newly computed but the Nc factor was simply replaced by Nc − 1 for the
level parts. This brings about violation of the stability condition. To make this condition satisfied, we have to modify
the pion mean field in the presence of Nc − 1 light quarks, which was performed in Ref. [47]. In the present work,
thus, we employ the improved pion mean field derived in Ref. [47] to compute the GFFs and the pressure density
that complies with the von Laue condition. The shear force is obtained by solving the differential equation given in
Eq. (19) with the boundary conditions s(r) = 0 at r → 0 and r →∞ imposed.
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FIG. 3. The comparison of the pressure distributions for Σc with those for the nucleon. The numerical results for the pressure
densities of the nucleon and Σc are drawn as functions of radius r. The solid and dashed curves depict respectively those for
Σc and for the nucleon.

In Fig 3, we evaluate the pressure density for Σc in comparison with that for the nucleon. As expected, the
magnitude of the Σc pressure density becomes smaller than that of the nucleon one, because the Nc − 1 pion mean



12

field is weaker than the Nc pion mean field. To satisfy the global stability condition, the densities must have at least
one node as shown in Fig 3. The pressures at the center of the Σc and nucleon were estimated as p(0)

∣∣
Σc

= 0.282 GeV

fm−3 and p(0)
∣∣
N

= 0.352 GeV fm−3, respectively.
We examine numerically the pressure densities of the Σc and nucleon satisfy the following global stability conditions∫

dr r2p(r) =
Nc − 1

12π
〈ṽal|γ0γ · p|ṽal〉+

Nc
12π

∑
n

R2(En,Λ)〈ñ|γ0γ · p|ñ〉 = 0 for Σc,∫
dr r2p(r) =

Nc
12π
〈val|γ0γ · p|val〉+

Nc
12π

∑
n

R2(En,Λ)〈n|γ0γ · p|n〉 = 0 for the nucleon, (55)

where |ṽal〉 and |ñ〉 emphasize the level and Dirac continuum eigenstates under the influence of the Nc− 1 pion mean
field.
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FIG. 4. The left panel presents decomposition of the level and Dirac continuum contributions to the pressure. The right panel
shows r2-weighted pressures for both the light and singly heavy baryons.

In the left panel of Fig 4, we show the level and Dirac continuum contributions to the pressure density of the Σc,
weighted by r2. As in the case of the nucleon, the level quarks contribute dominantly the core part of the pressure
density and are positive over the whole region of r, while the Dirac continuum becomes dominant in the outer part
and negative. This implies that while the level quarks tend to be driven away from the center, the Dirac continuum
keeps them bound in the core part. This picture is the very same as in the case of the nucleon. This gives a possible
conjecture that the level quarks inside a hadron may be confined by strong vacuum fluctuations.

In the right panel of Fig 4, we compare the present results for the pressure density of Σc with that of the nucleon.
This shows that the pressure density for Σc is overall weaker than that for the nucleon. Moreover, the comparison
tells us that the size of Σc is more compact than that of the nucleon. It can be shown clearly by introducing r0 where
the pressure density vanishes. We find r0 = 0.46 fm for Σc and r0 = 0.57 fm for the nucleon. Indeed, Σc is a more
compact object than the nucleon.

The left panel of Fig. 5 illustrates the result for the shear-force density of Σc in comparison with that for the
nucleon. The result for s(r) of Σc is closer to its center than that for the nucleon. The magnitude of s(r) of the Σc
is smaller than that of the nucleon. The D-term form factor, of which the expression is given in Eq. (15), gives a
clue on the signature of the shear-force density. Since D(0) should be negative to comply with the stability condition,
the shear-force density should be positive for all values of r. If we take the limit of t → 0 in Eq. (15), D(0) has the
following expression

D(0) = − 4

15
MB

∫
d3r r2 s(r). (56)

Indeed, the results for s(r) of both the nucleon and Σc satisfy the condition s(r) > 0. In the right panel of Fig. 5,
we draw the results for pr(r) of the nucleon and Σc. Being similar to the case of s(r), pr(r) is also positive for all
the values of r. pr(r) > 0 is just a local mechanical stability condition given in Eq. (23). As shown in Fig. 5, pr(r) is
positive definite. Note that the result for the stability density of Σc is again weaker than that of the nucleon. This
can be explained by the weaker pion mean field for singly heavy baryons. The mechanical radius is defined in terms of
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the results for the shear-force density s(r) and pr(r) of Σc with those for the nucleon. The solid curves
depict those of Σc whereas the dashed ones draw those of the nucleon.

the stability density, which is given in Eq. (24). The numerical results for the mechanical radii of Σc and nucleon are

obtained as 〈r2〉Σc

mech = 0.45 fm2 and 〈r2〉Nmech = 0.55 fm2. This indicates that Σc is also mechanically a more compact
object than the nucleon. The size of Σc is reduced by approximately 25 % in comparison with that of the nucleon.

We now discuss the normal and tangential force fields defined in Eq. (21), since they shed light on how a baryon
acquires its stability microscopically. In fact, the normal force field is the same as the condition of the mechanical
stability except the spherical areal factor as shown in Eq. (22). We first examine the numerical results for the normal
and tangential force fields as functions of r, which are illustrated in Fig. 6. Concerning the normal force fields in the
nucleon and Σc, which are drawn in the left and right upper panels of Fig. 6 respectively, the level-quark contributions
are positive definite whereas the Dirac continuum parts are negative definite. However, the magnitude of the level
parts is stronger than that of the Dirac continuum parts, which leads to the fact that the normal force fields are
positive definite. This implies that Fr are directed outwards. On the other hand, the tangential force fields exhibit
more complicated structures. First of all, the tangential force fields are symmetric in θ and φ as shown in Eq. (22).
Thus, we do not need to distinguish Fφ from Fθ. This interesting feature will be explicitly shown in three dimensional
figures soon. To guarantee the stability of a baryon, the tangential force field should have at least one nodal point.
The reason comes from Eq. (25) that is called the 2D von Laue stability condition. Indeed, the numerical results for
Fφ in the nucleon and Σc reveal one node as shown in the lower panel of Fig. 6. Interestingly, the behavior of the
level-quark contributions is opposite to the Dirac continuum-quark ones, which is similar to the case of the normal
force fields. This means that the direction of the tangential force field arising from the level quarks is also opposite to
that from the Dirac continuum quarks. As a result, the inner part of the total tangential force fields inside both the
nucleon and Σc rotates counterclockwise from any viewpoint, whereas the outer part of Fφ does clockwise. We will
show this feature more explicitly later. In Fig. 7. we compare the numerical results for the normal and tangential
force fields in Σc with those in the nucleon. We find that both Fr and Fφ in Σc are weaker and more compact than
those in the nucleon. As discussed previously, the upper panel of Fig. 8 explicitly visualizes the fact that the normal
force fields are directed outwards. On the other hand, the lower panel of Fig. 8 demonstrates how the tangential force
fields rotate inside both the nucleon and Σc. The inner part of 4πr2T ijejφ rotates counterclockwise, whereas the outer
part of that does in the opposite direction.

Before illustrating the 3D visualization of the strong force fields, we first define each strong force field acting on an
infinitesimal area. In the upper panel of Fig 9, the infinitesimal force fields dF(r,θ,φ) defined in Eq. (21) are visualized
as the arrows, which will be used in the 3D visualization of the strong force fields. In the upper left and right panels
of Fig 9, we exhibit the 3D visualization of the strong force fields (F ) for the nucleon and Σc, respectively. In Fig. 10
we illustrate how the strong force field inside a nucleon undergoes the changes as the distance from its center varies
from 0.2 fm to 1 fm. We want to emphasize that the force field acts locally on each point of a 3D surface or a shell
with a given value of the distance. As shown in the upper left panel of Fig. 10, the radial component of the strong
force field dominates over the tangential one. When the distance from the center reaches 0.45 fm, the tangential force
field vanishes as already shown in Fig. 6. As a result, the strong force field is directed normally outwards at 0.45 fm
as displayed in the upper right panel of Fig. 6. As r further increases, however, the signature of the tangential force
field is changed, which indicates that the direction of Fφ is reversed. This can be easily understood by comparing the
upper left panel of Fig. 10 with the lower left one. When r becomes larger, then Fφ dominates over Fr as exhibited in
the lower right panel of Fig. 10. In Fig. 11, we depict the 3D visualization of the strong force field in the case of Σc.
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FIG. 6. Results for the normal and tangential force fields in the nucleon and Σc. In the upper left panel, the results for the
level and Dirac-continuum contributions to the normal force field in the nucleon is drawn in the short-dashed and long-dashed
curves, respectively. In the upper right panel, those in Σc are drawn in the same notation. In the lower left (right) panel, we
depict the results for the tangential force field in the nucleon (Σc) in the same notation.

The general behavior of the strong force field inside Σc is very similar to the nucleon case except that the magnitude
of the strong force field inside Σc is weaker than that inside a nucleon.

Recently, the equation of state (EoS) inside a nucleon has been conjectured in the hope that it may give a certain
clue in understanding the EoS inside compact stars [34, 50]. Thus, we examine the EoS inside a nucleon and Σc.
In the upper left panel of Fig. 12, we depict the pressure densities of the nucleon and Σc as functions of the energy
density, ε. The pressure density of the nucleon increases faster than that of Σc. This result may arise from the fact
that the pion mean field for the nucleon is stronger than that for Σc. As we have discussed the results for the energy
densities in Fig. 1 and those for the pressure densities in Fig. 3, the energy density of Σc is stronger in the core
part than that of the nucleon, which originates from the different pion mean fields. On the other hand, the pressure
density of Σc is overall weaker than the nucleon one by the same reason. This leads to the fact that the EoS inside
the nucleon is stiffer than that inside Σc again due to the different pion mean fields. Interestingly, p(ε) of both the
nucleon and Σc become negative and are saturated, as ε increases. Then p(ε) starts to rise monotonically as ε further
increases. A similar behavior is also found in the results of pφ(ε) drawn in the lower right panel of Fig. 12.

Using the EoS for the nucleon and Σc, we can recapitulate the stability conditions for the baryons. As already
discussed in Fig. 1, the energy density decreases, as r increases, being concentrated mainly on the inner part of the
baryons. This means that the region of smaller values of ε corresponds to the outer region of the baryons, in which the
pressure densities are negative. As discussed previously, the contribution of the Dirac continuum is attractive whereas
that of the discrete level is repulsive. One can understand this feature from the results for the EoS drawn in both the
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FIG. 7. Comparison of the normal and tangential force fields in the nucleon with those of Σc. The solid curves depict those of
Σc whereas the dashed ones draw those of the nucleon.

upper left panel and lower right panel of Fig. 12. It is natural that in the region of the lower energy density below
approximately ε ≈ 0.5 GeV · fm−3 the pressure densities should be negative. As ε increases, which means that we go
into the inner part of the baryons, the pressure density should become positive. As a result, the pressure density has
a saturation point where p(ε) starts to increase, as ε increases. This observation implies that the compliance with
the von Laue conditions for the stability of a baryon given in Eqs. (20) and (25) is related to the existence of the
saturation point for p(ε). In the upper right panel of Fig. 12, we depict the results for the shear-force densities as
functions of ε. As discussed already in Fig. 5, s(r) turns out positive for all the values of r. Note that the energy
density is also positive definite over all the regions. As a result, s(ε) turns out positive as shown in the upper right
panel of Fig. 12. This indicates again that the stabilities of the nucleon and Σc are secured. In the lower left panel
of Fig. 12, we illustrate the results for pr(ε). Since ε is positive definite over all the values of r, the results for pr(ε)
imply the local stability conditions pr(r) > 0. Interestingly, they exhibit behaviors similar to the EoS for compact
stars [56–61].

D. Results for the gravitational form factors

In Fig. 13 we present the numerical results for the gravitational form factors of Σc in comparison with those of the
nucleon. In the upper left panel of Fig. 13, the results for A(t) show that the nucleon form factor falls off faster than
that of Σc. This means that Σc is more compact object than the nucleon. A similar feature was found in the case of
the electric form factors of Σc [48]. The upper right panel depicts the results for the D-term form factors of Σc and
the nucleon. Both the nucleon and Σc form factors are negative, which ensures the stabilities of both the baryons.
In the lower panel, we illustrate the results for the J(t) form factors. In contrast to A(t), the result for J(t) of Σc
falls off faster than that for the nucleon. As we have mentioned previously already, the main contribution to J(t) of
Σc comes from the solitonic part that has spin 1, so that the total angular-momentum density of Σc becomes larger
than the proton one, as shown in Fig. 2. This leads to the results given in the lower panel of Fig. 13. In Table I, we
list the results for various observables for the nucleon and Σc.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In the present work, we aimed at investigating the stability conditions and strong force fields for the nucleon and
the singly heavy baryon Σc, emphasizing the differences between them. In the chiral quark-soliton model, the pion
mean field for Σc is weaker than that for the nucleon, since the presence of the Nc − 1 level quarks inside a singly
heavy baryon create the pion mean field, whereas the nucleon arises as a bound state of the Nc level quarks that are
bound by the stronger Nc pion mean field. This difference will be inherited into the results for Σc. We found that
the Nc − 1 pion mean fields should be evaluated self-consistently. Otherwise, the stability conditions for Σc will be
broken. Starting from the matrix elements of the energy-momentum tensor current for the nucleon and Σc, we were
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FIG. 8. Visualization of the normal force fields 4πr2T ijejr and tangential force fields 4πr2T ijejφ. In the upper panel, we

visualize the normal force fields in the nucleon (left) and Σc (right), respectively. In the lower panel, we show the tangential
force fields in the nucleon (left) and Σc (right), respectively. The radius of the disc is taken to be 1.5 fm, the color legend gives
the absolute value of the force fields in GeV/fm.

TABLE I. Various observables for the nucleon and Σc: The energy densities at the center ε(0), the mean square radii 〈r2
E〉,

〈r2
J〉,the pressure densities p(0) at the center of the nucleon, the pressure densities p(r0) = 0 at the point r0 where they vanish,

the D-term values D, the mean squared radii of the trace of the EMT, and the mechanical radii 〈r2
mech〉. We compare the

results using mπ = 140 MeV with those in the chiral limit. The heavy quark mass is taken to be mc = 1.27 GeV.

mπ ε(0) 〈r2
E〉 〈r2

J〉 p(0) r0 D(0) 〈r2
F 〉 〈r2

mech〉

[MeV] [GeV/fm3] [fm2] [fm2] [GeV/fm3] [fm] [fm2] [fm2]

N
0 1.66 0.65 ∞ 0.305 0.59 -3.07 0.71 0.72

140 1.89 0.54 1.02 0.352 0.57 -2.55 0.58 0.55

Σc
0 2.39 0.24 ∞ 0.242 0.45 -1.79 0.28 0.64

140 2.54 0.21 1.56 0.282 0.46 -1.52 0.25 0.45
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FIG. 9. In the upper panel, the infinitesimal force fields dF(r,θ,φ) defined in Eq. (21) are visualized as the arrows, which will
be used in the 3D visualization of the strong force fields in Fig. 10, Fig. 11 and the lower panel of Fig. 9. In the lower left and
right panels, the 3D visualization of the strong force fields (F ) for the nucleon and Σc are respectively illustrated, respectively.
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FIG. 10. 3D visualization of the strong force field (F ) as a vector field inside a nucleon. We display the 3D force field exerting
locally at each point in given shells with the distance from the center varied from 0.2 fm, 0.45 fm, 0.6 fm, and 1 fm. Note that
at 0.45 fm the tangential force field vanishes.
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FIG. 11. 3D visualization of the strong force field (F ) as a vector field inside Σc. We display the 3D force field exerting locally
on each point in given shells with the distance from the center varied from 0.2 fm, 0.35 fm, 0.6 fm, and 1 fm. Note that at 0.35
fm the tangential force field vanishes.
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FIG. 12. The results for p(ε), s(ε), pr(ε), and pφ(ε). The solid curves depict those of Σc whereas the dashed ones draw those
of the nucleon.

able to derive the four different densities: the energy densities, the total angular-momentum densities, the pressure
densities, and the shear-force densities. The energy density of Σc is narrower than that of the nucleon, which indicates
that the singly heavy baryon Σc is a more compact object than the nucleon. The total angular-momentum density of
Σc is wider and stronger than the nucleon one. This can be understood by the fact that the spin distribution of Σc is
dominated by the Nc − 1 soliton that is formed as a spin 1 state whereas the spin distribution of the nucleon arises
from the Nc soliton with spin 1/2. We found that the present results for the pressure and shear-force densities satisfy
both the global and local stability conditions. As already shown in the previous work in the chiral quark-soliton
model [19], the global stability condition for the nucleon is also secured by the balance between the leavel-quark and
Dirac-continuum contributions. The results for Σc also satisfy the stability conditions in the same manner. The
shear-force densities turned out positive definite over all the values of the distance from the center of the baryons.

The strong force fields are defined in terms of the pressure and shear-force densities, which are exerted on the shell
of Σc and the nucleon, given a distance from the center of the baryons. The strong force fields can be decomposed
into the normal and tangential components, which are expressed by the normal and tangential densities. These two
densities are written in terms of the pressure and shear-force ones. In particular, the positivity of the normal pressure
density is identified as the local stability condition. The results for the normal pressure densities of the nucleon and
Σc fulfill the local stability condition for them. The tangential components of the strong force fields for the nucleon
and Σc have at least one nodal point as in the case of the pressure densities. This indicates that the tangential force
fields should change the direction. Thus, they swirl counterclockwise in the inner parts of both the nucleon and Σc,
whereas they circulate around oppositely in the outer regions of the nucleon and Σc. We also examined the equations
of state with the conjecture that the results for them may shed light on the inner structure of compact stars.
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FIG. 13. Results for the gravitational form factors A(t), D(t), and J(t). The solid curves depict those of Σc whereas the dashed
ones draw those of the nucleon.

Finally, we presented the results for the gravitational form factors of the nucleon and Σc. The mass form factor of
the Σc falls off slower than that of the nucleon, which implies that Σc is a more compact object than the nucleon.
As expected from the discussion of the stability conditions, the D-term form factors of both the nucleon and Σc
turn out to be negative. The total angular-momentum form factor of Σc falls off faster than that for the nucleon in
contrast to the case of the energy form factors. The reason comes from the fact that the main contribution to the
total angular-momentum form factor of Σc is governed by the solitonic part with spin 1.

The present work can be extended to the grativational form factors of the baryon sextet and decuplet. To do that,
we need to consider explicitly the strange-quark contributions and to see how the strange quarks come into play in
understanding the stabilities of the baryons with spin 3/2. The corresponding investigations are under way.
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Appendix A: Regularization functions

The proper-time regularization functions used in Eq. (42), Eq. (43) and Eq. (47) are defined by

R1(En,Λ) =
1

4
√
π

∫ ∞
Λ−2

du

u3/2
e−uE

2
n ,

R2(En,Λ) =
1

4
√
π

∫ ∞
Λ−2

du

u1/2
Ene

−uE2
n ,

R3(En, Em,Λ) =
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− Ene

−uE2
n − Eme−uE

2
m

u1/2(Em + En)

)
.

(A1)

[1] I. Kobzarev and L. Okun, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 43 (1962), 1904-1909
[2] H. Pagels, Phys. Rev. 144 (1966), 1250-1260
[3] D. Müller, D. Robaschik, B. Geyer, F.-M. Dittes and J. Hořeǰsi, Fortsch. Phys. 42, 101 (1994).
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