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We study the problem of the definition of the energy-momentum tensor of light in general moving
non-dispersive media with linear constitutive law. Using the basic principles of classical field the-
ory, we show that for the correct understanding of the problem, one needs to carefully distinguish
situations when the material medium is modeled either as a background on which light propagates
or as a dynamical part of the total system. In the former case, we prove that the (generalized)
Belinfante-Rosenfeld (BR) tensor for the electromagnetic field coincides with the Minkowski tensor.
We derive a complete set of balance equations for this open system and show that the symmetries
of the background medium are directly related to the conservation of the Minkowski quantities. In
particular, for isotropic media, the angular momentum of light is conserved despite of the fact that
the Minkowski tensor is non-symmetric. For the closed system of light interacting with matter, we
model the material medium as a relativistic non-dissipative fluid and we prove that it is always pos-
sible to express the total BR tensor of the closed system either in the Abraham or in the Minkowski
separation. However, in the case of dynamical media, the balance equations have a particularly
convenient form in terms of the Abraham tensor. Our results generalize previous attempts and
provide a first principles basis for a unified understanding of the long-standing Abraham-Minkowski

controversy without ad hoc arguments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The proper definition and interpretation of the energy-
momentum tensor of the electromagnetic field in material
media is an old physical problem. In the literature, it is
often refered to as the Abraham-Minkowski (AM) contro-
versy which dates back to the beginning of the last cen-
tury when Abraham [1, 2] postulated an ad hoc symmet-
ric energy-momentum tensor for the electromagnetic field
in matter to replace the asymmetric Minkowski tensor [3].
Historically, the controversy has been mainly focused in
studying light in simple media, for instance, isotropic and
homogeneous media at rest, described uniquely by its re-
fraction index m. In the simplest case of a plane wave
propagating in these media, the Minkowski and Abra-
ham momentum densities read [4, 5]

7 1U .
oM =n"k, at ="k, (1)
nc

where U is the energy density of light inside the medium,
k the propagation direction unit vector and c the velocity

of light in vacuum.
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The first attempts to understand the controversy, both
theoretically [6-14] and experimentally [15-22], were
mainly directed to find which of the two expressions (1)
was the correct one to describe the momentum of light in
matter. The discussion brought more contradictory argu-
ments and confusion than clarifications, delaying the un-
derstanding of the problem. A remarkable step towards
resolution of the controversy was the theoretical work of
Penfield and Haus in 1966 [23, 24], who treated the ma-
terial medium interacting with the electromagnetic field
as a dynamical part of the total system and used a vari-
ational approach to derive an expression for the total
energy-momentum tensor of the closed system. Soon it
was recognized that the Abraham and Minkowski ten-
sors both provide valid decompositions of the same total
tensor into field and matter parts [25-28], however this
idea was somehow under-appreciated in the literature.
In the past few years the discussion of the optical mo-
mentum in media has been revisited mainly due to the
increasing interest in the study of optical forces in nan-
otechnology [29-31] and metamaterials [32, 33]. A large
number of new theoretical papers on the AM controversy
were written [34-49] and also new experiments were re-
ported [50-53], but most authors unfortunately did not
take into account the ideas of Penfield and Haus and
continued to look for the “correct” momentum of light in
matter. Exceptions were the review by Pfeifer et al. [54]
in 2007 and our work in 2008 [55], where we developed
a relativistic variational model for simple moving media
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using a Penfield-Haus type approach. In 2010 Barnett
and Loudon [56, 57] also reanalysed the AM controversy
in the spirit of Penfield and Haus and argued that both
the Minkowski and Abraham momenta are correct, in
the sense that both can be measured, but in different
situations. They identify the Abraham momentum as
the “kinetic” momentum of light in matter based mainly
on the Einstein box thought experiment [5, 11] and the
Minkowski momentum as the “canonical” momentum be-
cause it is related to the generator of translations in the
medium at rest. This way of understanding the problem
has been recently popularised as “the final” resolution
of the AM controversy and the original ideas of Penfield
and Haus have become more accepted [4, 5, 58-65]. For
more historical details of the AM controversy, see the re-
view [54]; for a more accessible presentation of the work
of Penfield and Haus, see [55].

In this work we develop a field-theoretical approach to
provide a more fundamental understanding of the res-
olution of the AM controversy, and extend the earlier
results to the case of the general linear anisotropic and
moving non-dispersive material media. Our model rep-
resents a generalization of the theory of Penfield and
Haus [23, 24], and it is a natural extension of our pre-
vious works [55, 66, 67]. We assume the validity of the
macroscopic Maxwell equations with a general linear con-
stitutive relation and use the principles of relativistic
fluid dynamics to derive a complete Lagrangian model
that describes the electromagnetic field in matter in two
situations: (a) when the medium is a non-dynamical
background for light and (b) when the medium is dy-
namically coupled to light forming a closed system. In
each case from the corresponding field equations we de-
rive the balance equations for the physically meaning-
ful and predictive quantities. The use of the Minkowski
or Abraham tensors for the description of light in ma-
terial media is a matter of choice and interpretation.
Nevertheless, by introducing a generalized Belinfante-
Rosenfeld (BR) energy-momentum tensor we are able to
find simple and intuitive arguments to explain why the
Minkowski “canonical” tensor is more convenient in case
(a), whereas for case (b) the Abraham “kinetic” tensor
turns out to be the best choice. We argue that the La-
grangian model developed here provides a fully consistent
framework to understand the long-standing AM contro-
versy in a general and unified way, without unjustified ad
hoc arguments.

The structure of the paper is as follows. Sec. II sum-
marizes the general field-theoretical framework for the
study of open and closed systems, and also presents the
definition of the generalized BR energy-momentum ten-
sor. In Sec. IIT we turn to the description of the electro-
magnetic field in a background medium. We show that
the Minkowski tensor arises as the BR tensor of such an
open system. In Sec. IV we derive the balance equations
for the Minkowski and Abraham tensors and analyse the
conditions under which one obtains conservation laws.
In Sec. V we introduce a Lagrangian model describing

the dynamics of the medium as a relativistic fluid with
microstructure. Finally, in Sec. VI we derive the total
BR tensor for the closed system of light plus dynami-
cal medium and establish its general decompositions in
terms of the Minkowski and Abraham tensors. The last
Sec. VII presents the discussion and summary of the re-
sults obtained.

Our notation follows [55] and the book [68]. In partic-
ular, the indices from the middle of the Latin alphabet
i,7,k,... = 0,1,2,3 label the 4-dimensional spacetime
components, the Latin indices from the beginning of the
alphabet a,b,c,... = 1,2,3 refer to the 3-dimensional
spatial objects and operations (the 3-vectors are also dis-
played in boldface). The Minkowski metric is defined as
Gij = diag(c?, —1,—1,—1). In the 4-dimensional frame-
work spatial components of tensor must be raised or low-
ered by gap = —dap, but when we are working only with
3-dimensional tensors, we use the convention of using just
the Euclidean metric d,p to rise and lower spatial indices.

II. LAGRANGIAN FORMALISM FOR OPEN
AND CLOSED SYSTEMS

A. Canonical energy-momentum, spin and angular
momentum tensors

We consider a system of N physical fields, which we
collectively denote as ®4(x), with A = 1,...,N in the
four-dimensional flat Minkowski spacetime. Given a La-
grangian density £ = £(®(x),9;®“(z)), the canonical
energy-momentum tensor of the system reads

oL

G
= 50,00

;4 — 61 L. (2)

Let us assume that the action of the system S :=
(1/c) [ £ d*z is invariant under spacetime translations,
described in terms of local coordinates as ! — x? + &
with the four infinitesimal parameters €. As a result, the
canonical energy-momentum Y,/ satisfies the Noether
identity, which has the meaning of the energy-momentum
balance equation:

OL oA, 3)

8j2i] = — —6(I>A 0

The variational (Euler-Lagrange) derivative is defined as
usual by

5L oL oL
504~ goa O (a(a@f*)) ' @)

In addition, let the action S be invariant under in-
finitesimal Lorentz transformations z* — x4 da?, 4 —
A + 504, with

) o 1
bxt =Nt 00 = iz\kl(skl)AB@B. (5)



Here, the infinitesimal parameters A9 are skew-
symmetric, \¥ = —\?, and (sy;)?p are the Lorentz gen-
erators [69] for the fields ®*. The Noether theorem then
implies the angular momentum identity:

; oL
3jSk1J - QE[M] = — W(Skl)AB(I)B, (6)
where the canonical spin current density is defined by
; oL
Sk’ = s ApdB, 7
kl (0,04 (sk)" B (7)

It is convenient to introduce the canonical orbital angular
momentum density of the system

Lk[j =X Elj — Xy Ekj. (8)
In accordance with the Eq. (3), it satisfies the identity
, oL
8ij1J + 22[1@[] = — W(lkl)AB(I)B, (9)

with (I)*p = 645 (zx 0, — 21 O)) being the usual or-
bital angular momentum generators. Taking the sum of
the Eqgs. (6) and (9), we obtain the total angular momen-
tum balance equation:

. oL .
9w’ = — W(]kl)AB(I)B- (10)

Here we introduced the canonical total angular momen-
tum density of the system by

i = Ly? + Sii?, (11)

and the total angular momentum generators (jx;)” 5 for
the fields ®4 read

) )5+ (s12)" B (12)
Equations (3) and (10) describe the energy-momentum
and angular momentum balance equations, respectively,
satisfied by the canonical energy-momentum tensor (2)
and the canonical spin tensor (7). In subsection IIC we
will study the conditions under which these two identities
(3) and (10) reduce to the conservation laws of the to-
tal energy-momentum and the total angular momentum,
respectively.

(k)" B = (lu

B. Belinfante-Rosenfeld tensor as a relocalization
of the canonical tensor

There is a certain freedom in the definition of the
dynamical currents. Namely, it is possible to redefine
the energy-momentum and spin tensors without chang-
ing the balance (and conservation) laws using the proce-
dure called a relocalization, see e.g. [70, 71]. The original
canonical energy-momentum tensor ;7 and spin tensor
S’ can be replaced by the relocalized ones:

iij = Eij —81 Xijl, (13)
§klj = Syt — 2X[kl]j + 0; Yiu'?, (14)

3

where the tensors X, and Y57t are arbitra_ry, except _for
the sk_(_ew symmetry X = — XY and Y7t = — Y Y =
—Yi?". One can check straightforwardly that

8jiij = 8j2ij, (15)
8j§klj - 22[;@” = 8jSklj - 22[1@!], (16)

and accordingly the relocalized energy-momentum and
spin satisfy the same balance laws (3), (6) and (10).

A specially useful relocalization is defined by the condi-
tion that the relocalized spin Sy’ vanishes. Then the re-
localized total angular momentum turns out to be purely
orbital fkﬂ = Zklj = xkilj —:vlikj. From Eq. (14), this
is achieved when X[kl]j = (Sp? + 0; Yi¥) /2. Combin-
ing this with the two equations obtained by the cyclic
permutation of indices, we find

X9 = 2 (574 5 - 57

This very special relocalization brings us to the definition

of the BR energy-momentum tensor o;7 [72-74],
, 1 4 , ,
o =27 + §8k (S]kz + Sikj — Sijk) . (18)

Note that Y3;* does not contribute. By construction,
(18) satisfies

8j0’ij = 8j2ij, 2U[ij] = 22[1-]-] — 8kSijk. (19)
Replacing Eq. (19) into Egs. (3), (6) and (10), we see that
the canonical spin density S;;” has been absorbed in the
new definitions and therefore the BR balance equations
turn out to be particularly simple:

oL

j — A
; oL
il = — W(]kl)AB(I)Bv (21)
oL
QU[M] = W(Skl)AB‘I)B. (22)

By construction, the total BR angular momentum den-
sity

lklj = :EkO'lj - xlakj, (23)
is purely orbital. Interestingly, the spin terms contained
in the BR tensor (18) produce observable torques, as it
has been recently predicted for the interaction of evanes-
cent optical fields with a spinning Mie particle [75].

An additional very remarkable feature of the BR
energy-momentum tensor (18) is that it is invariant un-
der canonical transformations, i.e. under a shift of the
Lagrangian by a total derivative of the form £ — £48;¢7,
with ¢ = &(®4(x)). From the definition (18) it is
straightforward to show that the BR tensor correspond-

ing to the Lagrangian £ := ;&' vanishes identically,



whereas the canonical one (2) is nonzero. As a result,
the BR tensors constructed from £ and £ + 9;£° are the
same, whereas the canonical energy-momentum (2) and
spin (7) tensors are different in the two cases. In this
sense, and in the same way as the equations of motion,
the BR tensor is uniquely defined for a given dynamical
system.

In contrast to the standard literature [76, 77] where
the BR tensor is introduced mainly as a symmetrization
procedure for a canonical energy-momentum tensor in
vacuum, here we show that the BR tensor can always be
introduced, independently if the system is open or closed.
This is a key point that allows us to better understand
the structure underlying the electrodynamics in moving
material media and the Abraham-Minkowski controversy
in particular.

C. Open and closed systems

We say that a system is closed if it is not influenced by
physical fields from the outside of the system. In a La-
grangian field theory, a closed system is the one in which
the dynamics of all the fields is completely determined
by the fields of the system through the Euler-Lagrange
equations derived from the action principle (i.e. it is
a “self-interacting” system, not coupled to the external
world). The fields that satisfy Euler-Lagrange equations
oL/ (5<I>A = 0 are called dynamical fields <I>Ay and there-
fore a closed system is one where all its fields are dynam-
ical. On the other hand, a system is said to be open, if
its dynamics is not only determined by dynamical fields,
but also by external fields, which are given functions of
space and time whose values are not affected by the evo-
lution of the system. The external fields do not satisfy
Euler-Lagrange equations and therefore they can also be
understood as non-dynamical or “background” fields.

It is important to notice that in the discussion above,
the set ®4 includes in general both dynamical and exter-
nal fields. It is then convenient to explicitly distinguish
between them by splitting the set of all matter fields into
o4 = {of, 05, }, with A = 1, Nayn

two subsets: o

and o = 1, ..., Next, such that Nqyn + Next = N. Con-
sidering th1s separatlon of the fields in the balance equa-
tions (20)-(22) and using the fact that fIden are solutions
of the Euler-Lagrange equations, 55/6<I>dyn =0, VA, the
balance equations reduce to

) oL
8jUiJ - 5(1)3,(*5 8 (I)cxta (24)
) oL
1) = — o’ 2
3] kl 5(1)3)“ (]kl) B¥exts ( 5)
oL o
2000 = 5‘1)—3“(%) PLI. (26)

In Egs. (24)-(26) we also assumed that (sx;)®4 = 0, since
the separation of fields into dynamical and external ones
must be preserved under Lorentz transformations. Note

also that the metric must be excluded from the dynam-
ical/external field discussion, since it is a field invari-
ant under Lorentz and translational transformations; and
therefore it has no contribution on the right hand side of
the balance equations (24)-(26).

1. Closed system

For a closed system, the Lagrangian density £ does
not depend on external fields and hence the right hand
sides of the BR balance equations (20)-(22) vanish. As a
consequence, the BR energy-momentum tensor ;7 and
the BR orbital angular momentum density {7 are always
conserved in closed systems:

Do) =0,  0jl’ =0, (27)

and, in addition, o7 is symmetric:
k) = 0. (28)

In a closed system, also the right hand side of the
canonical balance equations (3), (6) and (10) vanish, and
therefore the canonical energy-momentum tensor ¥;°, to-
gether with the total canonical angular momentum den-
sity Jgi? = Ski? + Lg? are conserved as well:

0,57 =0,  9;Ju? =0. (29)
However, and in contrast to the BR tensor, the canonical
tensor of a closed system is not symmetric, in general:

28y = 0; Sk’ # 0. (30)

The asymmetry of the canonical energy-momentum ten-
sor of a closed system is a consequence of the tensorial
nature of the dynamical fields. This is completely consis-
tent in the Lagrangian formalism with the conservation
of energy-momentum and total angular momentum (29).
In the literature one can sometimes find a ‘proof’ that an
energy-momentum tensor must be symmetric in closed
systems in order to be consistent with the conservation
of angular momentum, see [78, 79], for example. How-
ever, in such a proof one tacitly assumes that the system
does not have microstructure, in other words that all
the dynamical fields are scalars. In the latter case the
canonical tensor of a closed system must indeed be sym-
metric, since the spin density in Eq. (30) vanishes. This
is well known in classical field theory; see for instance
Refs. [70, 71, 80].

2. Open system

When the system is open, we have to keep the corre-
sponding terms on the right hand sides of the balance
equations and therefore the canonical energy-momentum
tensor ;7 and the BR tensor o,/ are neither sym-
metric nor conserved, in general. The non-vanishing



terms in the balance equations are proportional to the
variational derivatives of £ with respect to the exter-
nal or non-dynamical fields, present in the open sys-
tem. They describe forces and torques which result from
the interaction of the system with the external fields
and hence the asymmetry and non-conservation of the
energy-momentum tensors in open systems is necessary
for the correct and consistent description of these sys-
tems within the Lagrange-Noether formalism. For a
coordinate-free analysis of this issue see [81].

It is important to mention that conserved quantities
like energy, momentum and angular momentum do ex-
ist for certain classes of open systems. These conserved
quantities are related to the symmetries presented by the
specific external fields ®4, that act on the open system.

ext
Let us now recall the physical interpretation of the com-

ponents of the BR energy-momentum tensor o;7. Follow-
ing [55], we make a (1 + 3) decomposition:

o :_< u Sab>, (31)

—Ta —Pa

where U is the energy density, S the energy flux density,
7, the momentum density and p,® the momentum flux
density of the open system. The inspection of Egs. (24)-
(26) shows that under certain symmetry conditions con-
served quantities do exist. In particular, suppose that
all the external fields are time-independent, i.e. that
0P8, /0t = 0, for all values of @. Then from Eq.(24)
with ¢ = 0, and using Eq. (31), we find an energy conti-
nuity equation:

ou u

B + 0,5 = 0. (32)
Similarly, if all the external fields are invariant under
spatial translations in the x® direction, i.e. 0,9¢, = 0,
for all values of «, then Eq.(24) with ¢ = a yields the
momentum continuity equation of the open system,

o7,
ot

+ Oppa’ = 0. (33)

The Lorentz transformations around spatial axes corre-
spond just to spatial rotations. Suppose that all external
fields are invariant under spatial rotations in some plane
[a,b], with a,b = 1,2, 3, such that (jus)* P2, = 0, for all
values of a. Then we find the orbital angular momentum
continuity equation in the plane [a, b]:

alabo
ot

In Sec.IVB we will see that [,,° and 1,,¢ in Eq.(34)
are related to the vector angular momentum density
l := x x 7 and the angular momentum flux density K,°
of the open system, respectively. Integrating the continu-
ity equations (32), (33), and (34) over a 3-spatial region
V', we obtain that the rate of temporal change of the to-
tal energy, momentum, and angular momentum inside V'

+ Oulap® = 0. (34)

is compensated by the corresponding fluxes through the
boundary V. Therefore, when there is no flux through
0V, conserved quantities are found (constants of motion).

Finally, let us assume that all the external fields are
invariant under boosts described by the Lorentz trans-
formations in the time-space plane corresponding to \°?,
such that (joa)®3®2, = 0, for all values of a. Then we
obtain the continuity equation

000 | dhloa® = 0 35
7 + bl0a — Y. ( )
It is more difficult to find a physical interpretation of
Eq. (35), since it is not easy to find an example of an
external field that is invariant under boosts (besides the
ones constructed only with the Minkowski metric). In
this work, i.e. the case of the electromagnetic field in ma-
terial media, we will see in Sec. IV B that the very pres-
ence of the medium breaks the symmetry under boosts
and therefore [y, are never conserved quantities in that
open system. The exception is of course the case of light
in vacuum, when the system is actually a closed one.
With regard to the vanishing of the antisymmetric part
of the BR tensor in open systems oy;;1, we clearly see from
Eq. (26) that it is also determined by properties of the
external fields ®¢,. In particular, in a system where all
the external fields are scalars, we have (sy)%g = 0, and
thus Eq. (26) trivially yields oy = 0. Nevertheless, it is
important to stress here, the symmetry of the full energy-
momentum 4-tensor is not a restriction for the conserva-
tion of the angular momentum, as it is sometimes stated
in the literature. In fact, only the antisymmetric part of
the spatial components o[, plays a role in this, as can
be inferred from Egs. (12), (25) and (26). For example,
in Sec.IV B we discuss the case of light propagating in-
side an homogeneous and isotropic medium at rest, for
which the BR 4-tensor is not symmetric, but its spatial
components form a 3-dimensional symmetric tensor and
the corresponding BR orbital angular momentum is a
conserved quantity.

IIT. ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD IN MATTER
AS AN OPEN SYSTEM

We begin our discussion by considering the electromag-
netic field in matter as an open system, in which only
the electromagnetic field is assumed to have dynamics
described by the macroscopic Maxwell equations. This
is the case if the influence of the electromagnetic field on
the macroscopic dynamics of the medium is negligible or
if an external agent keeps the medium in a predetermined
state of motion, independently of the values of the elec-
tromagnetic field. The validity of this approach is the
same as the usual macroscopic electromagnetic theory
[68, 77, 82] with the continuum hypothesis assumed; no
atomic systems will be studied in this framework.

The continuous material medium is considered as a
fized “background”, whose optical and electromagnetic



properties are specified by non-dynamical constitutive re-
lations. The latter are phenomenological equations that
describe the macroscopic response of a material medium
under the action of the electromagnetic field. Mathe-
matically, they can be specified by relating the electric
and magnetic excitations D and H to the electric and
magnetic fields E and B:

D=D|E,Bl, H=HI|E, B (36)

These relations are determined by the electromagnetic
properties of the medium. All the assumptions regarding
the induced electric and magnetic dipole moments within
the medium are already taken into account in the con-
stitutive relations (36). After solving the problem, these
quantities can be calculated from

P=D-¢E, M=B/u-H, (37)

where P is the polarization and M the magnetization of
the medium, induced by the electromagnetic field.

A. Covariant constitutive relations for linear and
non-dispersive media

Throughout this work we consider the case of media
with constitutive laws (36) that are linear in the fields
and local in space and time. Therefore, we do not in-
clude light dispersion effects [83, 84], but we will be able
to describe in full generality anisotropy and birefringence
effects [66, 83, 85-88], magneto-electric effects [67, 89], in-
homogeneities, dissipation, and effects due to the motion
of the medium [5, 24, 68]. The most general constitutive
relations for a linear and non-dispersive medium read

D = £gc™Ey, + 5%, B, (38)
Ha = aabEb + Mal(ﬂ'—l)abBb' (39)

Here £ is the relative permittivity or dielectric 3-tensor
of the medium, (1171)gp is the inverse relative permeabil-
ity tensor and a,’, 8%, are the linear magneto-electric
coupling coefficients. The quantities €*® and (u~1) 4, are
dimensionless, whereas a,” and 3%, have dimensions of
v€o/ o, where g9 and g are the permittivity and per-
meability of vacuum, respectively. Each of the four ma-
trices have 9 components in general, so the most general
linear and non-dispersive medium is characterized by 36
real functions. To describe dispersion effects, one needs
to consider a non-local in time and/or space response of
the medium, and as a result the constitutive relations in
Egs. (38)-(39) would have to be replaced by convolution
integrals [83, 84]. The dispersive constitutive relations
become local in terms of the Fourier transformed electro-
magnetic and material variables, and one can generalize
the present framework accordingly. For more details on
a possible generalization, see Ref. [84].

The general constitutive relations (38)-(39) can be ex-
pressed in covariant form [55, 66] as

. 1 ..
HY = 5XU’”FM. (40)

Here H" is the electromagnetic excitation 4-tensor and
Fj; is the electromagnetic field strength, whose compo-
nents are identified as in [55] by

FaO = Ea;
H™ := D",

Fab = Eachcv (41)
H™ .= ¢ H,. (42)

The external field x*/*! is the so-called constitutive ten-
sor with 36 independent components which encode the
real constitutive functions of the medium. Historically,
this general constitutive relation was first formulated by
Bateman [90], Tamm [91-93], and later in the modern
notation by Post [83]. Since H* and F;; in Eq. (40) are
both antisymmetric, x*“* must be, by definition, also
antisymmetric in the two first and the two last indices,
ie.,

IR = ikl LI (43)
thus indeed x**! has 36 independent components. If we
decompose Eq. (40) in temporal and spatial components
and compare it with Egs. (38)-(39), we can identify y*/*!
in a more familiar way with the 3-matrices:

0ab0

X = &%/ o, (44)
Xabcd _ EabEECdf(M_l)ef/NO, (45)
Xcha = _¢ Gdbcada, (46)
XOabc —c Edchad' (47)

In fact, there is a one-on-one correspondence between
xijkl and £, (;fl)ab, a,b and 8%, since one can easily
invert the relations (44)-(47).

In addition, when the medium is non-dissipative (loss-
less), the real constitutive tensor must satisfy an extra
symmetry

Xijkl _ X}’clij7 (48)

which reduces the number of its independent components
to 21. This additional condition (48) implies that 2 and
(1~ 1)4p must be symmetric in a non-dissipative medium,
whereas a,” must be the negative transpose of 3%, i.e.
a.’ = —p%,. Examples of constitutive tensors can be
found in [5, 55] for an isotropic moving medium, also
in [67] for a magneto-electric medium and recently in
[66] for a liquid crystal as a specific uniaxial anisotropic
dielectric and diamagnetic medium. Another simple, but
physically important case is the constitutive tensor of the
vacuum, which reads

X(ey = (9" ¢" = 9" ¢") /o, (49)
where the inverse Minkowski spacetime metric is given
by ¢¥ = diag(1/c?, —1,—1,—1). Substituting Eq. (49)
into Eq. (40), we obtain the well-known vacuum relations
D =¢yFE and H = B/ .



B. Lagrangian formalism for the electromagnetic
field in a non-dynamical background medium

The Lagrangian density for the electromagnetic field
in matter has the covariant form [55, 66]

Lo:= — iFinij = éxiﬂ'“Fiijl. (50)
If one defines the electromagnetic 4-potential A;, such
that Fj; := 0;A; — 0;A;, then the homogeneous Maxwell
equations are automatically satisfied. The inhomoge-
neous Maxwell equations without sources are obtained
as Euler-Lagrange equations for A;:

gﬁ_ =-9;H" =0. (51)

It is important that only non-dissipative media can be
analyzed with this Lagrangian formalism, due to the con-
dition (48) fulfilled by the x**! in Eq. (50).

Using the general definition (2), we compute the canon-
ical energy-momentum tensor of the electromagnetic field
in matter from the Lagrangian (50), obtaining

2 = 0,7 + H¥ (9, Ay). (52)
Here, ©;7 is the well-known Minkowski energy-
momentum tensor, defined in any medium as
. 1
0, = FikaJ + Z&nglHkl. (53)

e .
Notice that the electromagnetic canonical tensor ;7 is
gauge non-invariant due to the last term.

C. Minkowski tensor as the Belinfante-Rosenfeld
tensor of light in matter

In order to construct the BR tensor of the electromag-
netic field in matter, we first calculate the spin density
using the general definition (7) and the Lagrangian (50),

obtaining §kﬂ' = H9A;, — H7, A;. Then, using §kﬂ', the
canonical tensor (52) and the equations of motion (51) in
the definition (18), we see that the BR tensor of the elec-

tromagnetic field in matter gij actually coincides with
the Minkowski one:

By construction, the BR and canonical tensors satisfy
the same balance equations. Nevertheless, the impor-

tant advantage of ¢;/ as compared to f)ij is that the
gauge non-invariant term H* 9, A; in Eq. (52) has now
disappeared. In Sec. II B, we also demonstrated that the
BR tensor is invariant under the redefinition of the elec-
tromagnetic Lagrangian (50) by adding arbitrary total
derivative terms, in contrast to the canonical tensor.

One can also take into account the sources of the elec-
tromagnetic field in the Lagrangian formalism by adding
the Lagrangian £’ := J'A; to the electromagnetic one
in Eq. (50). Here J* := (p,j) is the external 4-current
density, with p being the external charge density and
j the external current density. Omne can easily check
that the inhomogeneous Maxwell equations, 8; HY = J*,
are obtained as Euler-Lagrange equations for A4;, when
considering the electromagnetic Lagrangian with sources
L£'e:= £°+ £7. Due to the additional source term, the
BR tensor corresponding to L£'¢ is no longer gauge invari-
ant and also does not coincide with the Minkowski tensor
@iji

o =07 — 67,08 Ay + A (55)

Nevertheless, as we will show in the next section, even
when J* # 0 all the gauge non-invariant terms go away in
the electromagnetic energy-momentum balance equation.

IV. ELECTROMAGNETIC BALANCE
EQUATIONS AND CONSERVED MINKOWSKI
QUANTITIES

A. Energy and momentum of the electromagnetic
field in a background medium

Given the explicit form of the BR tensors in Egs. (54)-
(55), we are now in a position to analyze the general BR
balance equation (24) in the case of the electromagnetic
field in background matter. After evaluating its right
hand side, which depends on the external fields acting
on the system, we obtain

e, 1 ) )
6j0';] = gijFkl(Q)iXkal — A]-(?Z-J], (56)

and rearranging the terms, we find that all the gauge
non-invariant terms are gone

;0 + F) + F" = 0. (57)
Here,
Fli=—F;J, (58)

is the usual Lorentz 4-force density, which describes,
in a covariant way, the rate of energy and momentum
transfer from the electromagnetic field to the external
charges and currents inside an infinitesimal volume ele-
ment. The components of 7} can be explicitly identified
as F; = (w?, —f7), where w’ := j - E is the electromag-
netic work on the external currents and 7 := pE+j x B
is the Lorentz force on external charges and currents.
In accordance with Eq.(57), the conversion from elec-
tromagnetic into mechanical energy and momentum is
balanced by a corresponding rate of decrease of energy
and momentum of the electromagnetic field in matter,
which is quantified by the 4-divergence of the Minkowski
energy-momentum tensor 0,7.



The last term in Eq. (57) reads explicitly

1
which is quadratic in the electromagnetic field and lin-
ear in the derivatives of the constitutive material ten-
sor x“*(x,t). Suppose now that the medium is homo-
geneous in space (J,x“* = 0) and time-independent
(0px* = 0), such that F™ vanishes. Then, if addi-
tionally the external charges and currents are absent,
J? = 0, the Minkowski tensor ©;7 is conserved: its com-
ponents satisfy continuity equations, 9;0;7 = 0. In other
words, for vanishing free charges and currents, the condi-
tions for the conservation of the Minkowski tensor (53) of
light in matter are directly determined by the space and
time translational symmetry of the background material
medium. The latter is not surprising since when J* = 0,
the only remaining external field is x“*, so its symme-
tries will determine the conserved quantities in this open
system.

It is convenient to interpret the term F" in the bal-

3
ance equation (57) also as a 4-force density, F/* =

K3

(w™, — f™), which describes the macroscopic transfer of
energy and momentum from the electromagnetic field to
the bound charges and currents of the background ma-
terial medium. We may call F;" the effective material
4-force density, since the light propagating in an homo-
geneous region of the medium would not exert any macro-
scopic “effective” force on it. This is completely consis-
tent with the very basic and well-known observation that
in a linear, non-dissipative, non-dispersive, homogeneous
and time-independent medium at rest, with no external
charges and currents, a light pulse propagates with con-
stant amplitude and velocity v = ck/n. Of course there
are microscopic interactions between the electromagnetic
field and the atoms/molecules of the medium, but macro-
scopically the light in this kind of medium moves as if
there were no effective force. On the contrary, if light
propagates on an inhomogeneous medium, for instance
when light encounters an interface between two differ-
ent homogeneous media, then the electromagnetic wave
would exert an effective macroscopic force on the medium
and therefore change its velocity of propagation (refrac-
tion and reflection at the boundary). As a result, the
action of this effective force only at the boundary is con-
sistent with the change of Minkowski momentum there
and also with its conservation when there is no force in
a locally homogeneous medium.

It is worthwhile to note that the energy-momentum
balance equation (57) can also be derived without the La-
grangian formalism, if we just use the Maxwell equations
in the definition of the Lorentz 4-force density (58) on the
external charges and currents. In the trivial, but very im-
portant case when the medium is the vacuum (49), the
energy-momentum balance equation (57) reduces to the

standard one, ijécij = F;;J7 [77)], with

Foj Fra 0™k, (59)

vac .

0 = (FiF™ + (1/4)67 Fu F™) /po,  (60)

being the well-known symmetric Minkowski tensor in
vacuum. As a consequence, when J* = 0, the Minkowski
tensor in vacuum will be always conserved.

1. Explicit Minkowski energy balance equation

Using the identifications of the components of a
energy-momentum tensor (31), we can decompose
Eq. (57) in space and time components and find separate
balance equations for the electromagnetic energy and mo-
mentum. They are valid for any linear, non-dissipative
and non-dispersive background medium (not necessarily
static). Evaluating Eq. (57) for ¢ = 0 and using the iden-
tifications (31), we obtain

M
%—FV-SM—i-wJ—i—wm:O. (61)
Here the Minkowski energy density 4™, the energy flux
density SM, the power density transferred to the exter-
nal currents w’ and the material effective power density
transferred to the bound charges and currents w™, are
all explicitly given by

Z/IM:%(E-D—FH-B), (62)
SM=F x H, (63)
w! =5 E, (64)
m __ 1 0 ab 1 a b 0 —1
W™ = SeoBaEy e o B 815(” )ab
0
b~ pa
+E B 56 (65)

Consider now a spatial region V' bounded by a closed
surface 9V within the medium with time-independent
properties and free of external currents, 7 = 0. We then
obtain an integral energy conservation equation

a d%uM:—]f ds (a-SM), (66)
dt Jy ov

where 71 is the unit vector field normal to the bound-

ary OV. When the electromagnetic energy flux SM

through the boundary of the volume V' vanishes, the in-

tegrated Minkowski energy inside this region is a time-

independent quantity:

1
EM .— 5/ Pz (E-D+ H - B) =constant.  (67)
v

2. FExplicit Minkowski momentum balance equation

On the other hand, evaluating Eq. (57) for the spatial
components ¢ = a, we get the momentum balance equa-
tion for the electromagnetic field:

oM
ot

M
+ 0L+ fI+ =0 (68)



M

Here 7™ is the Minkowski momentum density of the

electromagnetic field, %Iab the Minkowski electromagnetic
stress tensor, f’ is the Lorentz force density exerted by
the field on the external charges and currents and f™ is
the effective material force density exerted by the field
on the bound charges and currents of the medium:

™ = D x B, (69)
M 1
pab = —Ean—HaBb+ 553 (ECDC+HCBC)’ (70)
1 1
m_ o FyE. 0.6 4+ — BB 9, (1 e
I 2=0BbEe Due" + 7o (0™ b
—E,B¢ 9,5°.. (72)

Specializing again to a spatial region V' within an homo-
geneous medium without external charges and currents
(p =0, 7 =0), with all the derivatives in Eq. (72) van-
ishing, we find an integral momentum conservation equa-
tion:

d

M
— | Bz aM= —j{ dS Do iy (73)
dt Jy av

In the absence of electromagnetic momentum flux
through the boundary 0V, the integrated Minkowski mo-
mentum is a time-independent quantity:

pM = / d*x D x B = constant. (74)
%

The two constants of motion of this open system (un-
der translational symmetry conditions of the medium in
space and time) turn out to be the Minkowski energy
(67) and the Minkowski momentum (74). They both are
effective quantities that depend not only on the electric
and magnetic fields £ and B, but also on the medium
properties €, (1), and 3%, through the electric and
magnetic excitations D and H.

B. Angular momentum and asymmetry of the
Minkowski tensor

Since the Minkowski tensor ©;7 is the BR energy-
momentum tensor for the electromagnetic Lagrangian
(50), we can use Eq.(23) to define the Minkowski an-
gular momentum tensor density as

mklj = :Z?k@lj — xl®kj. (75)

With the above definition, the spatial components of
my;? are directly identified with the vectorial Minkowski
angular momentum density IM := x x 7™ and the angu-

M
lar momentum flux K,°, by
mabo = —Eabcécdl(l}/l, (76)

c ceM d
Mab = _Eu,bd(S K. (77)

To obtain the balance equation for my;?, we can either
evaluate Eq. (25) for the Lagrangian (50) or just take the
4-divergence of both sides of Eq. (75) and use Eq. (57).
The result reads

. J m
Oymut? + Tr + Tr = 0. (78)

J
Here T is the antisymmetric Lorentz 4-torque density
tensor, directly constructed from the Lorentz 4-force F7:

J
T = apF) — i F. (79)

Its spatial components are expressed in terms of the
Lorentz torque density 77 := = x f7 on the external
charges and currents by

J
Tab = —Eabcécdﬂg. (80)

Similarly to Eq. (59), we interpret %kl as the effective
material 4-torque density, exerted by the electromagnetic
field on the bound charges and currents of the material

medium. Notice, however, that % k18 not constructed
simply as the 4-torque of F/", cf. Eq. (79), but it also de-
pends on the antisymmetric part of the Minkowski ten-
sor,

Trl = :Z?k‘/Tlm — Il]:lgn + 2@[kl] (81)
Using Egs. (40), (53) and (59) in Eq. (81), we obtain an

m
explicit expression for the material 4-torque tensor Ty
in terms of a general constitutive tensor:

Th = —%F”Fm” [k (DiXigmn) — T1(Ok Xijmn)
+ GikXtjmn — il Xkjmn + GjkXilmn — 95l Xikmn
+ ImkXijin — GmiXijkn + GnkXijmi
— GniXijmk] - (82)
If we compare Eq. (78) for J¢ = 0 with Eq. (25), one can

check that the above expression for % k1 1s actually defined
in terms of the total angular momentum operator acting
on the fourth rank constitutive tensor of the background
medium:

mo 1 9L
L 8 8X1Jmn

(jkl)ijmn quOqu- (83)

Therefore, the interpretation of % ki is completely anal-
ogous to F;", but this time related to the symmetry of
the medium under spatial rotations and boosts (Lorentz
transformations). When the medium is isotropic, the cor-
responding ¥ is invariant under 3-dimensional rota-
tions, i.e. (jab)ijmnopwx"p‘” = 0, and thus the spatial

components %ab in Eq. (78) vanish. As for 7", this does
not mean that in isotropic media light and matter do not
microscopically interact, but they do it in such a way that
there is no net macroscopic angular momentum transfer.



As a consequence, the Minkowski angular momentum of
light IM, related to ma° by Eq. (76), is a conserved quan-
tity, provided J* = 0. On the contrary, if the medium
presents local anisotropies, there will be a net material

macroscopic torque 7113 b 7 0 and the angular momentum
of light will change, for example by modifying its polar-
ization. Therefore, the conservation of the Minkowski
angular momentum of light in matter is not violated by
the lack of symmetry with respect to all components of
the Minkowski 4-tensor (53). In fact, only the symmetry
of the 3 x 3 block of spatial components ©;, is important

in Eq. (81) to make %ab =0.
On the other hand, the vanishing of the time-space

components of the material 4-torque 7r13 0e 1s indepen-
dently determined by the invariance of y“* under
boosts. Nevertheless, as commented in Sec.IIC2, the
latter condition is fulfilled only in the case that the
medium is the vacuum, i.e. when x*“* is constructed
in terms of the Minkowski metric as in Eq. (49), since
in that case the electromagnetic field alone form a closed
system. In order to illustrate this, let us consider the sec-
ond most simple medium, i.e. linear, homogeneous and
isotropic medium at rest. In this case the constitutive
tensor reads

-, L .

Xidomom = (777 =4"97%) Jpops, (84)
constructed with the optical —metric ~¥ =
diag (n?/c?,—1,-1,-1) [5]. Here n := ,/Zn is the

refractive index of the medium, with g its relative
permeability and ¢ its relative permittivity. Insert-
ing ng:lhom into Eq.(82), we can immediately verify
that % ab = 204 = 0, consistent with the isotropy
symmetry, but the time-space components satisfy

%Oa = 20[gq) X n? —1 # 0, for n > 1. More generally,
the very presence of a fixed background medium breaks
the invariance of the open system under boosts, since
an external agent is always needed to keep the medium
fixed in its state of motion, in spite of the interaction of
the medium with the electromagnetic field. Therefore,
for any nontrivial medium, y*“** is not invariant under
boosts and specifically under the action of the spin
operator:

19ce
8 angmn

20104 = (SOa)ijmnomrxopqr # 0, (85)

which implies that the Minkowski tensor is completely
symmetric only in the trivial case of vacuum (60). From
Eq. (85) and the general identifications (31), we conclude
that 7™M % SM /% except for the case of the vacuum,
where the system is actually a closed one. This is not
surprising since the total BR tensor in a closed system is
completely symmetric (28), however this is not necessar-
ily the case for the total canonical one (30).
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1. Eaxplicit Minkowski angular momentum balance equation

For completeness, we explicitly write down the
Minkowski angular momentum balance equation. If we
evaluate Eq. (78) for k,I = a,b and use Egs. (40), (59)
and (81), together with the identifications (76), (77) and
(80), we obtain

M
ot

Here, the Minkowski angular momentum density I™, the

M, J
+ Ko +70 +71,=0. (86)

M
Minkowski angular momentum flux K,°, the Lorentz
torque on the external charges and currents 77 and the
effective material torque 7™ are explicitly given by:

M=z xnM=(x-B)D - (z-D)B, (87)
Ka® = €0cad®a° B, D + €40q8"a° H, B

—%eacdadbe(EeDe + H.B®), (88)

P —xx (89)

o —%eabcxb&:d (D°(04F.) — E.(94D°) + B*(04H.)

—Ho(04B®)] + €ape0*H(E4D¢ + HyB°). (90)

For the special case of a spatial volume V' without exter-
nal charges and currents (hence 7 = 0) and an isotropic
medium (hence 7™ = 0), the integrated Minkowski angu-
lar momentum is a time independent quantity, provided
the net angular momentum flux through the boundary

OV vanishes:

LM = / d*z[(x - B)D — (x - D)B] = constant. (91)
%

C. Abraham tensor of light in matter

The general structure of the Abraham tensor of the
electromagnetic field in matter €2,/ is given, by definition,
as the “abrahamization” of the Minkowski tensor ©;7 as
[55]

07 =0, - Bk(a[kj] — ukuj(a[ik]/c2. (92)

Here u® := (v,vv) is the 4-velocity field of the medium,

with 7 := (1 — vz/c2)71/2 the usual Lorentz factor and
PP = 6F — k), (93)

the projector on the local rest frame of the medium. In-
serting the general definition of the Minkowski tensor
(53) into Eq. (92), we explicitly find

1 4 1
Q7 = E(Eka] + Hy F*7) 4 Z5fHlekl
1 . .

+ @uiul (FkJHkl — HkJFkl)

1 .
+5 v w (Fui HM — Hy FH) (94)



It is important to stress here that Eq. (94) is the defini-
tion of the Abraham tensor in any reference frame, for
any medium with any constitutive relation (36), which
can even be non-local, non-linear, and dissipative, in gen-
eral. The explicit form of the excitation tensor H% will
differ for different media, but the structure (94) is main-
tained in the same way as the structure (53). By con-
struction, the Abraham tensor §;7 is symmetric at the
cost of having the field u’ explicitly in its definition. In
contrast, the Minkowski tensor (53) of a moving medium
may depend on u' only implicitly through H% and the
constitutive relation (36). A second very important prop-
erty of Q;7 is that for the special case of a medium at

rest, i.e. when @' = (1,0), the Abraham energy den-
sity oA = 600 and the Abraham energy flux density
[e]

[e]
S% = Qo® coincide with the corresponding Minkowski
quantities in the same frame:

[e]

A 1 o o o o
u Zi(E'D-l-H'B)

M, (95)
[o]

SA—ExH=8M (96)

The latter property, together with the symmetry of ;7
gives the famous expression for the Abraham momentum

° o
density wl‘} = —," for the medium at rest, which reads
‘g’ A [e] [e]
oA B E X H
™ = C—2 = 02 . (97)

For completeness, the remaining Abraham momentum
[e] [e]
flux pAl .= —Q," is given by
[e] [e]

o 1 /0 o 0, 0 o o, 0
PAY =P =~ (BaD" + B Da + HaB" + H'Ba)

%53 (ch)c + flcfzc) : (98)

A word of caution is in order here. It is quite common
to find in the literature the tacit treatment of Eq. (97) as
a definition of the Abraham momentum, see for instance
[4, 43, 44, 56, 57, 64]. In our opinion, this is an unfortu-
nate practice. Unlike the Minkowski momentum density
(69) which always has the same form 7™ = D x B for any
medium in any reference frame, the Abraham momentum

density has the form 72 = (102 X Icf)/c2 in the rest frame
of matter only. This may easily lead to incorrect results,
because in the framework of Special Relativity the ex-
pression (97) is no longer valid when the medium is mov-
ing. For example, Eq. (25) of Ref. [5] shows the correct
Abraham total momentum for a light pulse inside an ho-
mogeneous and isotropic medium, moving with constant
velocity v. Of course, there are certain situations when
the velocity of the medium is so small, that the actual
Abraham momentum can be very well approximated by
the rest frame expression (97). However, one has to be
very careful in order to avoid inconsistencies.

By taking the 4-divergence in both sides of Eq. (92),
we find a simple relation between the 4-divergences of
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the Minkowski and Abraham tensors:
0,0 = 0,07 + F, (99)

where F is the so-called Abraham 4-force density, de-

fined in general by the following total 4-derivative:

. ‘ Wiy
Fi= §6j Fy H + (Ekal - Hikal) 2
uiul

. } .(100)

~Hy ¥ — (Fi HY — Hy F™)

In the important case that the medium is at rest, the

o o [e]
above expression reduces to F2 = (0, — f4), where f4 is
the famous Abraham force density in the rest frame:

o4 0 o o 1 o o
f ZE(DXB—C—QEXH

1 o o o o
+§V><(D><E+B><H). (101)

Using Eq. (99), one can write the Minkowski energy-
momentum balance equation (57) in terms of the Abra-
ham tensor and the Abraham 4-force (100), as it is done
in [55]. Thus,

;07 + Fl + FP + FA =0, (102)
which in principle can be interpreted as the Abraham
energy-momentum balance equation for a non-dynamical
background medium, but in fact it is the same Minkowski
balance equation with a rearrangement of terms. There-
fore, the predictions from both balance equations are
physically equivalent, but the corresponding interpreta-
tions may differ. Due to the extra ad hoc Abraham
4-force F{* in the balance equation (102), the Abra-
ham tensor ;7 is not conserved when the background
medium has symmetries such as spatial homogeneity,
time independence or spatial isotropy, in contrast to the
Minkowski tensor (53). Even in the simplest nontriv-
ial case of a light pulse propagating in an homogeneous,
time-independent and isotropic medium at rest (84), the
Abraham force density (101) is always nonzero,

%4 (n?—-1) 0

o o
iso,hom — T 5 A, (E X H) 7é 07

= 7 (103)

implying in Eq. (102) that the Abraham momentum (97)
is not conserved in that case. This predicted change in
the content of Abraham momentum assigned to light is
very impractical, since it does not have any observable
consequence in the propagation of the pulse. We know
from Maxwell equations that in a simple medium light
propagates immutably with constant amplitude and ve-
locity v = (¢/n)k and therefore there is no reason to as-
sume the existence of any extra macroscopic force (103)
between light and matter.

On the other hand, when assigning the Minkowski ten-
sor (53) for light in background media, the correspond-
ing identifications of forces (58) and (59) in the balance



equation (57) turn out to be completely consistent with
the basic observations of the macroscopic propagation of
light in matter, as we demonstrated in the previous sub-
sections. Up to relocalizations (13)-(14), the Minkowski
tensor is the only one which is conserved under symme-
try conditions of the medium and that is what makes
it the most convenient choice for describing the energy-
momentum content of light in matter as an open system.
This is in agreement with the conclusions of Ref. [56],
however our result applies to the case of complex media
and in contrast to [56] it does not fundamentally invali-
date the use of the Abraham tensor in any case.

Some authors have proposed and/or reported the mea-

[e]

surement of the Abraham force f4 as it appears in
Egs. (102) and (103), using different setups [16, 18, 19,
47, 48, 51-53]. It is certainly correct to try to check the
identical balance equations (53) or (102), implied by the
macroscopic Maxwell equations. However, it is impossi-
ble to discriminate between the Abraham and Minkowski
momentum as the “correct” one for light in matter, since
by definition both satisfy the same balance equation just
interpreted in different ways.

V. ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD AND
DYNAMICAL MEDIUM AS A CLOSED SYSTEM

A. Lagrangian model for a dynamical medium
interacting with light

In the last two sections we considered the medium as
a background on which the electromagnetic field prop-
agates. Accordingly, the constitutive tensor x*/* was
treated as an external non-dynamical field coupled to
the electromagnetic field. Now we will consistently ex-
tend our theory to include the dynamics of the material
medium. We assume no other interaction with external
electric charges and currents (J* = 0), so that the system
composed of the electromagnetic field and the dynami-
cal medium is closed. We follow the original approach of
Penfield and Haus [23, 24], but in a more modern formu-
lation as it is presented in [55, 66].

Here we generalize previous dynamical models for com-
plex media [26, 40, 66, 67|, so that our resulting frame-
work can be applied to any non-dissipative fluid medium
with linear and non-dispersive optical properties. The
central technical point is to express the constitutive ten-
sor in terms of the dynamical matter fields,

X = XMl v, U ). (104)
Here u’ is the j-velocity field of the medium and v its
particle number density. The dynamical fields ¥4 (x,t)
represent material variables (of any tensor rank) different
from u’, v that can be used to describe complex media
with microstructure. An illustrative example of U4 is the
4-director field of a nematic liquid crystal as in Ref. [66].
We assume that %! does not depend on derivatives of
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the material variables, which only appear in the matter
Lagrangian as shown below.

We model the material medium as a fluid governed
by the equations of relativistic hydrodynamics [23, 55].
Therefore, the material variables that describe the trans-
lational dynamics of the medium should satisfy the fol-
lowing constraints:

di(vu') =0, (105)
u'd;s = 0, (106)
u'0; X =0, (107)
ulu; = 2. (108)

Here s is the entropy density and X is the so-called iden-
tity (Lin) coordinate. The first Eq. (105) expresses the
particle number conservation. The second Eq. (106) as-
sumes entropy conservation along the streamlines of the
fluid so that only reversible processes are allowed (adi-
abatic or isentropic fluid). The entropy along different
streamlines does not have to be necessarily the same and
thus one introduces the Lin coordinate X to identify the
particles from different streamlines [23, 94, 95]. The iden-
tity variable X has to be conserved on each streamline,
hence Eq. (107). The last Eq. (108) is the usual relativis-
tic normalization of the 4-velocity field.

The total Lagrangian of the coupled system of electro-
magnetic field and matter reads

L=7L0+Lm, (109)

where L£° is the electromagnetic Lagrangian (50) for
Fi; = 0;A; — 0;A;, with a constitutive tensor of the form
(104) and £™ is the dynamical matter Lagrangian given
explicitly by

L™ = —p(v,s) + Ao(u'u; — c*) — vu'd; Ay

+Aou'0;s + Azu'0; X + L7 (110)

Here p(v, s) is the thermodynamic internal energy density
of the fluid, A;, with I =0, ..., 3 are Lagrange multipliers
that we use to impose the constraints (105)-(108) and

L = L(v, 0w, u’, 05u’, T, 0,04 (111)

is the material Lagrangian that includes kinetic and po-
tential terms for the matter fields v, w?, ¥4 and their
derivatives. When £* = 0, the Lagrangian (110) de-
scribes a dynamical isotropic ideal fluid [55], the elements
of which do not have internal structure. Therefore, the
anisotropic contribution £* in the fluid Lagrangian de-
scribes the possible complex nature of material elements
of the medium, thus generalizing the dynamical models
of matter with microstructure [96-100]. For instance, in
Ref. [66] we use a particular choice of £* to describe the
dynamics of a relativistic liquid crystal medium.

B. Equations of motion

Following the lines of Refs. [55, 66], we now will derive
the equations of motion (4) of the total Lagrangian (109)



for the dynamical fields of the closed system. We will
subsequently use them to obtain the explicit expression
for the BR tensor of the matter subsystem in Sec.V C.
The Euler-Lagrange equations for the electromagnetic
potential A; are the usual Maxwell equations (51) and
the ones corresponding to the Lagrange multipliers A;
give, by construction, the dynamical constraints (105)-
(108). In addition, the variation of £ with respect to the

material variables U4, v and u’ yields, respectively,
oL oL
—+—=0 112
JuA T ouA ’ (112)

» ap oL oL
O Ay = vl i T
e Y TS T Ve

oLe oL

vO; A1 —AN20;5—A30; X =2Agu; +—+ -

ou’  du’

Notice that Eq. (112) includes all the constraints and dy-

namical equations that the general material variables U4
must satisfy in the specific model for the medium.

We introduce the temperature 7" and the pressure p of

the material medium via the Gibbs law of thermodynam-

ics, which in this case can be written as [55, 66]

1
d(ﬁ) — Tds — pd (—) .

v v
From Eq.(115) it is straightforward to show that
v(0p/Ov) = p + p. Using the latter relation together

with the equations of motion (105)-(108) and (113) in
Eq. (110), we see that £™ can be written very simply as

(113)

. (114)

(115)

LY =p+ L7 (116)
where we defined the effective pressure p as
_ oL® oL
Pr=p-vop — v (117)

C. Canonical and Belinfante-Rosenfeld tensors for
the matter subsystem

In Secs.IIIB-III C we already derived the canonical
and BR tensors for the electromagnetic field subsystem.
To derive now the canonical energy-momentum tensor for

matter Eij, we insert the matter Lagrangian (110) into
the general definition (2). Thereby, we obtain
oLe oL

, ) — sl pnd, (11
6ul+6ul> 51p+2 7( 8)

%n]ij = —2A0uiuj —uj (

where we also used Egs.(113) and (117), and the

a .
anisotropic energy-momentum tensor ¥; 7 is defined as

a . oL oL oL ;
J.— =  agA ok 8T pa
Ez . 8(8J\IJA) 67,\1] +8(8juk) (Zu +8—(8JV) 61V 51 E .
(119)

Contracting Eq. (114) with u® and then using the other
equations of motion (106)-(108) and (113), one obtains
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—2Ao = (p+ D)/ + (u'/c?) (0L°/Ou + 6L /éu’). In-
serting this into Eq. (118), we eliminate all the Lagrange
multipliers and recast the matter canonical tensor into

oLe Lo
5+ 57) , (120)

where the projector P,/ was defined in Eq. (93).

m . wiw! . a )
»,J = p ;2 _Pi‘7p+2i‘7_u‘7ﬂk (

To construct the BR tensor for matter glij , we need to
know the corresponding spin density and its derivatives.
Inserting Eq. (110) into Eq. (7), we see that the matter

m
spin Sijk has only contributions from £?:

m 8La‘ A B 8£a

Sij = 6(ak\I/A) (Szj) BY” + 23(8ku[1)
where (s;;)? 5 are the Lorentz generators for the general
matter fields ¥4, Using the angular momentum identity
(6), the Euler-Lagrange equation for the closed system,
SL/6ut = L™ /6ut + 0L /Ou’ = 0, and the Lorentz gen-
erator of a 4-vector, (sij)kl = 559‘7-1 —6;?91»[, we can obtain

u

(121)

il

m
a useful expression for the contraction dj9;;":

m m oLe oL
k

OkSij" =251 + 255U — 57

Finally, if we recall the general definition of the BR tensor

(18) and use Eqs. (120)-(122), we find the BR tensor for

the matter subsystem,

(Sij)AB\I/B. (122)

m; o ud Lo poLe LOL2  a
ol =p = —Pip—u'P; o _u(JPl) 5E + 36 )
16L> . 1. m, m
2 (g.0\A B, = gk . kj
55pa57) BYT + SOu(S7 + SY). (123)

The BR tensor for matter glij depends not only on the
material fields, but also on the electromagnetic field Fj;
via the term —u?P;*(0L£°/0u*) and implicitly via the
effective pressure (117) due to the electro- and magne-
tostriction term v(9L®/0v).

D. Total Belinfante-Rosenfeld tensor of the closed
system

We found in Sec.IITC that the Minkowski tensor (53)
is actually the BR tensor of the electromagnetic field sub-

system 0;/ = ©;7, when J* = 0. The total BR tensor

éij of the closed system (109) is obtained as the sum
of the BR tensor of the material medium (123) and the
Minkowski tensor for the electromagnetic field (53):

t . . m -
o) =0, +0;.

(124)

The total BR tensor (124) is the physically relevant quan-
tity to describe the energy, momentum and angular mo-
mentum content of the closed system, since it always sat-
isfies a conservation equation, together with the associ-

6 t t
ated angular momentum [g? := xp0)? — x10%7 (27):

. t .
8]‘(;'1'] = 0, 6jlkl‘7 =0.

(125)



In addition, the total BR tensor is, by construction, fully

symmetric ctT[Z-j] =0, c.f. Eq.(28), and depends on all the
dynamical fields of the closed system.

VI. GENERAL ABRAHAM DECOMPOSITION
OF THE TOTAL BELINFANTE-ROSENFELD
TENSOR

In this section we explicitly find a general decompo-

sition of the total BR tensor a-j in terms of the Abra-
ham tensor 7, which explains why the latter turns out
to be very convenient to describe the energy-momentum
of light in dynamical matter. To construct the Abra-
ham tensor ;7 as the “abrahamization” (92) of the
Minkowski tensor ©,7, we first need to compute its an-
tisymmetric part ©p;;. This can be obtained from the
angular momentum identity (26) applied only to the elec-
tromagnetic Lagrangian (50). Using also the equations
of motion (112) and the Lorentz generator (s;;)*, =
§kgi — 5fgil, we obtain

oLe 1oL
ouli T 2 5uA
Then, inserting Eq. (126) into Eq. (92), we find a relation

between the Minkowski and Abraham tensors in material
media with the general linear constitutive law (104):

Opij) = (sij)* U7 (126)

) , ) oLe 146L> .
J_Q.Jd_,dpkZ>= L Z 7% (.J)\A B
Q; 0, —u P, 8uk+25\I/A(SZ) VU
1 oL
+ vl g (o) 7. (127)

In particular, when all the matter fields U4 are scalars
(u® is not included there), the last two terms in Eq. (127)
vanish, and we recover the simple relation between 0,
and Q;7 derived for simple isotropic media in [55], cf.
Eq. (106).

If we now use Eq. (127) in Eq. (124), we can re-express
the Minkowski tensor in terms of the Abraham tensor and
discover a crucial result: Except for the effective pressure

(117), all the terms of 5# depending explicitly on the
electromagnetic field F;; are contained in the definition
of Q;7. Therefore, alternatively as in Eq. (124), the total
BR tensor can be conveniently decomposed as:

o = Q7 + R, (128)
where %ij = gij — Q7 depends only on matter fields
(except by p) and it is explicitly given by

U; W

J . a . 1 m. m .
ol Pi‘7]5+2(i‘7) + §ak(SJki +Sz‘k])

5L wkul goe
k5uk - C—QN—A(Si)k)AB\I’B' (129)

i
ki =p

_u(jpl_)

Generalizing [41, 56], we call Ky the kinetic enerqgy-
momentum tensor of matter in order to distinguish it
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from the “canonical” BR tensor ¢,/ in Eq. (123). In most
practical cases, the magneto- and electrostriction effects
can be neglected and thus the kinetic matter tensor I/gij
depends only on the material fields of the system.
Equations (124) and (128) are of course physically
equivalent, but the “Abraham decomposition” (128) has
important interpretational advantages as compared to
the “Minkowski decomposition” (124). First, in Eq. (128)
both tensors are separately symmetric, whereas for the
Minkowski decomposition this is only true for total sum

5# . Second and more importantly, if we use the Abra-
ham tensor €;7 to describe the energy-momentum con-
tent of light in dynamical matter, the conservation equa-
tion for the total system can be conveniently written as

0;Q7 = =0k (130)
Since #;/ contains only matter quantities and ;7 con-
tains all the electromagnetic terms, the conservation
equation (130) can be understood as energy and momen-
tum transfers between two “almost decoupled” subsys-
tems. The term 0,7 describes the change of Abra-
ham energy-momentum associated to the electromag-
netic field, which is compensated by a the correspond-

ing change of kinetic energy-momentum 0;k;7 associated
to the dynamical medium. A similar interpretation in

the Minkowski conservation equation 9;0; = —0;0;’ is

not possible, since the BR tensor of matter gij always
contains the electromagnetic field Fj;.

The most simple example one could think of to verify
the general decomposition (128) is an isotropic medium,
where £* = 0. In that case, as shown explicitly in
Eq. (95) of Ref. [55], the kinetic tensor turns out to be the
energy-momentum tensor of an ideal fluid with effective
pressure: rfgij = pu;u’ /c® — Pp. A less trivial medium is
a liquid crystal with anisotropic uniaxial electromagnetic
properties, whose relativistic Lagrangian theory was de-
veloped in Ref. [66]. For this physically relevant case, we
derived the corresponding total BR tensor and the Abra-
ham tensor, which allowed us to explicitly verify the gen-
eral Abraham decomposition (128). The explicit results
are quite bulky and can be found in A.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

Developing a Lagrangian formalism in the framework
of the classical field theory, we have revisited the prob-
lem of the correct definition and interpretation of energy-
momentum tensors for the electromagnetic field in mat-
ter. Our results are very general in the sense that they
apply to any linear, non-dispersive, non-dissipative and
possibly moving media. We demonstrated that the gen-
eral definition of Belinfante-Rosenfeld tensor provides a
way to understand the meaning of previously considered
energy-momentum tensors, among which the Minkowski
and Abraham tensors are the most prominent ones. We



have found that in order to avoid confusions in deter-
mining a consistent energy-momentum tensor for light in
a medium, it is crucial to distinguish whether the sys-
tem under consideration is open or closed. In each case
we highlight the qualitatively different properties of the
tensors describing the corresponding physical system.

When the material medium is assumed to be a non-
dynamical background for the propagation of light (as
in the second example of Ref. [56]), then the electromag-
netic field should be treated as an open system. In this
case, the Minkowski tensor is naturally interpreted as the
energy-momentum tensor of light in matter, since its con-
servation is determined by the symmetries of the back-
ground medium, such as spatial homogeneity, time inde-
pendence or spatial isotropy. The macroscopic Maxwell
equations imply balance equations for the Minkowski
energy-momentum (57) and Minkowski angular momen-
tum (78), where we identified a macroscopic material 4-
force (59) and 4-torque (82), that are consistent with
basic observations of light propagation in media. We
additionally demonstrated that the asymmetry of the
Minkowski tensor is actually necessary for the consistent
description of the interaction of light with a general lin-
ear medium. In particular, the Minkowski angular mo-
mentum is conserved in the case of isotropic media at
rest, c.f. Eq.(91), even though the Minkowski tensor is
not fully symmetric. In view of its close relation to the
canonical energy-momentum tensor (52), it is natural to
interpret the Minkowski momentum as the “canonical”
momentum of light, as it is also discussed in Refs. [55, 56].
On the other hand, we found that the Abraham tensor
is not particularly useful for the case of a background
medium. It satisfies the same balance equations (102),
but in contrast to the Minkowski tensor, it is not con-
served when the medium has symmetries. This is usually
described by an ad hoc introduction of the macroscopic
Abraham force, which has no observable consequence in
the propagation of light in homogeneous media. As a
matter of fact, the attempts to measure this Abraham
force [16, 18, 19, 47, 48, 51-53] can only probe the valid-
ity of the balance equations (57), or equivalently (102),
but it cannot discriminate between the Abraham and
Minkowski tensors.

A qualitatively different situation arises when the
medium can move due to its interaction with the elec-
tromagnetic field, since in that case light and material
medium form a closed system. To describe the dynamics
of the medium in the Lagrangian framework, we model
the matter as a relativistic non-dissipative fluid with a
linear non-dispersive constitutive law (104) that can de-
pend on material fields ¥4. By extending the original
approach of Penfield and Haus [23, 24] we derived an
explicit expression for the BR tensor of matter (123)
which, when added to the Minkowski tensor, forms the
conserved and symmetric total BR tensor of the closed
system (124)-(125). The total canonical tensor is equally
valid and conserved, but is not symmetric (30). Since
the electromagnetic and material variables are coupled
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through the field equations (51) and (112), only the total
energy-momentum tensors have clear physical meaning,
a fact that has been pointed out by many researchers
[13, 14, 23, 25, 26, 54, 58]. A decomposition of the to-
tal tensor into a light and matter parts is quite arbi-
trary since one cannot independently measure them in
an experiment, however some specific decompositions can
more convenient or useful than others [58].

The total BR tensor éij turns out to be particularly
convenient in contrast to the total canonical one, since
for general linear media it can be decomposed in two
important ways. Namely, it can be represented: a) by
definition, as the sum of the Minkowski tensor of light

©,7 and the “canonical” BR tensor of the medium o’
(124) or, alternatively, b) as a sum of the Abraham ten-
sor of light €;7 and the “kinetic” tensor of the medium

kil (128). The Abraham decomposition (;'ij = Q7+ Rk
is particularly convenient to describe light in dynami-
cal media since in that case the kinetic tensor Ilgij as-
signed to matter contains only material dynamical fields
and the Abraham tensor ;7 assigned to light contains
all the electromagnetic terms with Fj; (except by the
usually negligible electro- and magnetostriction effects).
This seems to be a non-trivial result, since there is no
a priori reason to expect that the part of the total BR
tensor that contains the electromagnetic field would ex-
actly reproduce the structure derived from the general
algebraic definition (92) of the Abraham tensor for all
types of mon-dispersive and non-dissipative linear media.

In addition, %17 and §2;7 are both separately symmetric,
whereas for the Minkowski decomposition that is only

true for the total sum éij = O,/ + 0;7. With all these
nice properties of the Abraham decomposition, the inter-
action between the electromagnetic field and dynamical
material medium can be described in a very simple way as
energy and momentum transfers between two “almost de-
coupled” subsystems (130). As a result, the change of the
Abraham energy, momentum, and angular momentum
assigned to the field is exactly compensated by a change
of the energy, momentum, and angular momentum of the
medium, which has the same form as if the electromag-
netic field was not present. In this sense, the Abraham
momentum can be indeed considered as the “kinetic” mo-
mentum of the field in analogy to Refs. [41, 56].

In Refs. [56, 57] Barnett and Loudon obtain an equa-
tion similar to Egs. (124) and (128), but for the spe-
cial case of light propagating inside an homogeneous and
isotropic medium at rest. By considering some very il-
lustrative examples, they correctly identify the Abra-
ham momentum as the kinetic momentum of light and
the Minkowski momentum as the canonical momentum
in isotropic simple media. Based on classical field the-
ory, here we extended their analysis to the case of com-
plex anisotropic linear media in motion and we provide
a better theoretical basis to understand their resolution
[56, 57]. On the other hand, Barnett and Loudon did
not consider the key point of clearly distinguishing the



cases when the medium is assumed to be fixed or dynam-
ical (i.e., when the system is open or closed) and there-
fore they incorrectly concluded that the Abraham and
Minkowski momenta are two mutually exclusive alterna-
tives for the description of light in media. An explicit
computation and discussion related to this point can be
found in [5].

Within the Lagrangian framework developed in this
work, we give the first principles arguments to un-
derstand the long-standing Abraham-Minkowski contro-
versy for light in material media. The classical theory of
electrodynamics in macroscopic media [76, 77, 82] is (and
has always been) perfectly consistent, although there
are certain subtleties in the interpretations that one has
to consider in order to avoid confusions. A next chal-
lenge would be to test explicitly this general framework
in more specific and new situations, both theoretically
and experimentally. An interesting question is whether
it is possible to generalize our results to even more com-
plex media (for instance, dissipative [101, 102], dispersive
[84, 103, 104], non-local [105-108] or non-linear media
[109-111]) in order to find consistent energy-momentum
tensors for each case.
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Appendix A: Uniaxial anisotropic medium
interacting with light

As a particular example that illustrates how this gen-
eral BR-Abraham relation (128) works, we will con-
sider the special case of a nematic liquid crystal, for
which a relativistic fluid model has been recently de-

veloped in Ref. [66]. In that paper, the total canonical
|
—1 -1 -1
ik — (/LJ_ +Ap ) (gikgjl _ gilgjk) _ (AE +Ap )
Ho oc?
n?—1—pu Ap~t o o )
+ ( 'LLLQ H ) (gzku]ul _gzlu]uk +gjlu
Hoprc

Ap~

+ (gsz]Nl _ gle_]Nk + g_]lNsz _ g_]szNl) ,

Ho

where Ae ;=g —¢ and Ap~ ! := uil —put
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energy-momentum tensor 3;7 of the closed system com-
posed of electromagnetic field and an uniaxial anisotropic
medium was explicitly derived. ;7 is not symmetric, cf.
Eq. (9.11) of Ref. [66], even though the total system is
closed. The reason is that the total spin density of the
system S;;* does not vanish (30).

Now we will complete the discussion of this case by
explicitly computing the corresponding total BR energy-
momentum tensor (18) and the Abraham tensor (94), so
that we can at the end verify the relation (128) in a con-
crete system of physical importance. The liquid crystal
medium can be described using the matter Lagrangian
(109), where the anisotropic Lagrangian £* has the fol-
lowing particular form [66]:

. 1 ; . .
Ed = —EJlewi + A4(NZNZ + 1) + A5’UJZN1'

- %Kl (81]\”)2 - %KQ (GijkNiaij)z

1 ,
+§K3 (EijkNJEklnaan)2 . (Al)

Here ¥4 = {N? Ay,As}, where N? is the director 4-
vector. It has a unit length, is spacelike and orthog-
onal to the velocity u’; w' := €¥N;Ny is the rela-
tivistic 4-dimensional angular velocity. The convective
derivative reads N* := w/9;N* and the 3-dimensional
Levi-Civita symbol is defined as €5, = mjklul /¢, with
the 4-dimensional Levi-Civita tensor defined such that
No123 = ¢. Ki,Ks and K3 are the Frank elastic con-
stants, describing the internal deformation interaction of
the liquid crystal and J is the moment of inertia of matter
elements of the fluid.

On the other hand, the electromagnetic properties of
the uniaxial dielectric and diamagnetic medium can be
described by the permittivities )| along the symmetry
axis and €| = ¢ perpendicular to the axis, and similarly
by the permeabilities y along the axis and py = p per-
pendicular to the axis. The electromagnetic Lagrangian
(50) is then specified by the corresponding constitutive
tensor x** of an uniaxial medium, which reads [66]

(uiukNle — W u! NIN* 4 ! NTN* — ujukNiNl)

ik gjkuiul)

Applying the general procedure described in Sec. V to the Lagrangian of the total closed system with the anisotropic
part (A1) and constitutive tensor (A2), after a rather long but straightforward calculation [66], we obtain the following



expression for the total BR tensor of the closed system:
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o) = Puud) — PIp+ 15(1-3’) + O (JuuiN[ij]mNm + Jvu! N PHL, N™ + N[i% + N (,9(8‘27})%))
i (n! _;OA;rl) [_ FIRE, + %55Flekl:| n (e - u:OC—QAM—l) — ity Foul + (% 3 u;;ﬂ> (Fuul)?
+ im—l [— FIRN,FyN' + %55(&11\]1)2 + NG FP*Fy N — C%N(iuj)FlkukF“”Nm] + cl—QN(iuj)uk(bk
+ H0102 (Ae+ Ap™") (FpgNPu?) Kuiuj/c2 — 6{/2) (FrN*u') + N(iFj)kuk} : (A3)
Here we introduced the following quantities:
Pi= % (p - %JVﬁini> — pF {%Nk ul Ny — a—Vk] ; (A4)
1= = SN 5V, (A6)
;= O (Jl/ukPiij) - ;TV (A7)

Notice that the abbreviation (FjN')? = Fy N'F¥" N,, was used and that the total BR tensor (A3) is explicitly gauge
invariant and symmetric. By inserting Eq. (A2) in Eq. (40), one can check that the electromagnetic excitation H"

reads [66] explicitly

1 2 2
Hkl _ (Mll + Aﬂ_l) Fkl + _Aﬂ_l F[anl]Nn +
Ho Ho 7

e (Ae+Ap™) N B NPy,

2 (EJ_ — ull — Au_l) Flk gty

(A8)

Then, substituting the expression above into the definition of the Abraham tensor (94), we find explicitly

1 -1 -1 -1
, + A , 1. — - A . , ,
Q;7 :—('u H ) |:— F]kFik + Z(Snglel] + (E a 5 K ) [— F]kukFilul + (5‘3/2 — uiuJ/CQ) (Fklul)ﬂ
Ho Ho¢
1 : 1 1 » :
+ H—A/fl {— FIF N, Fy N' + 50 (FuNY)? — C—QN(iuJ)kau”quNq + N(Z—FJ)’“FMNl)]
0
1 —1 D,.q 7 /.2 J k, 1 ik
+ e (Ae+ Ap™h) (FpgNPut) [(ulu Jct — 61-/2) (FuN"u') + N F uk} . (A9)
Finally, we calculate the kinetic energy-momentum tensor I/gij = (;'ij — Q7 for the liquid crystal, which reads
m . : F . 1 .
¢
. ) . . oV A%
+0 <JuuiNDP’f1mNm + Juu N PP, N™ + Njj———— + NU 7> . A10
: [ o TN BNy o

Since Eq. (A10) depends only on the material dynamical
fields of the system, we verify that the general relation
(128) is indeed satisfied in this nontrivial case of a liquid
crystal medium. By comparing Eq. (A9) with the total
BR tensor (A3), we see the nice result that all terms de-
pending explicitly on the field strength are exactly those

contained in the general algebraic definition (92) of the
Abraham tensor, in the same way as it was shown to
happen for the isotropic case [55]. By introducing the
total BR tensor and using its relation (128) to the Abra-
ham tensor, we thus extend the previous result to general
linear media.
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