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Abstract
W e considerthe non-relativistic four-boson system with short-range forcesand large scattering

length in an e�ectivequantum m echanicsapproach.W econstructthee�ectiveinteraction potential

atleadingorderin thelargescatteringlength and com putethefour-bodybindingenergiesusingthe

Yakubovsky equations. Cuto� independence ofthe four-body binding energies does not require

the introduction ofa four-body force. This suggests that two- and three-body interactions are

su�cientto renorm alizethefour-body system .W eapply theequationsto 4Heatom sand calculate

thebindingenergy ofthe 4Hetetram er.W eobservea correlation between thetrim erand tetram er

binding energies sim ilar to the Tjon line in nuclear physics. O ver the range ofbinding energies

relevantto 4He atom s,thecorrelation isapproxim ately linear.

PACS num bers:03.65.G e,36.40.-c,21.45.+ v

�Electronicaddress:l.platter@ fz-juelich.de
yElectronicaddress:ham m er@ phys.washington.edu
zElectronicaddress:m eissner@ itkp.uni-bonn.de

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404313v2
mailto:l.platter@fz-juelich.de
mailto:hammer@phys.washington.edu
mailto:meissner@itkp.uni-bonn.de


I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

E�ectivetheoriesareideally suited to describethelow-energy propertiesofphysicalsys-

tem sin a m odel-independentway.They can beapplied to any system thathasa separation

ofscales,which can be a fundam entalproperty ofthe underlying theory orsim ply a kine-

m aticalsuppression. The long-distance degrees offreedom m ust be included dynam ically

in thee�ective theory,while short-distance physicsentersonly through thevaluesofa few

coupling constants,often called low-energy constants.E�ective theoriesarewidely used in

m any areasofphysics.Recently,aconsiderablee�ortwasdevoted toapplying e�ective�eld

theoriesin nuclearand atom icphysics.Foroverviewsoftheseprogram s,seee.g.Refs.[1,2]

and [3,4]. Ifthere isno exchange ofm assless particles,any interaction willappearshort

ranged at su�ciently low energy. One can then use a very generale�ective theory with

short-rangeinteractionsonly to describe theuniversallow-energy propertiesofthesystem .

Such a theory can beapplied to a wide range ofsystem sfrom nuclearand particle physics

to atom icand m olecularphysics.

M ostprevious work in thisarea was done using a non-relativistic e�ective �eld theory

(EFT)with contactinteractions.Particularly interesting arefew-boson system swith large

scatteringlength.Theyarecharacterized byanunnaturallylargetwo-bodyscatteringlength

a which ism uch largerthan thetypicallow-energy length scale lgiven by therangeofthe

interaction. Such system s display a num ber ofinteresting e�ects and universalproperties

thatareindependentofthedetailsoftheinteraction atshortdistancesoforderl.Ifa > 0,

e.g.,thereisa shallow two-body bound statewith binding energy B 2 = �h
2
=(M a2)+ O (l=a),

where M isthe m ass ofthe particles. Low-energy observables can generally be described

in a controlled expansion in l=jaj.In thetwo-boson system ,thee�ective theory reproduces

the e�ective range expansion (cf.Refs.[5,6])butthe structure ofthe three-boson system

with largescattering length isricher.In Refs.[7,8],itwasfound thatboth two-and three-

body contact interactions are required atleading orderforthe consistent renorm alization

ofthe three-body system . Interestingly,the renorm alization group behavior ofthe three-

body interaction is governed by an ultraviolet lim it cycle. This im plies that at leading

orderin l=jaj,thepropertiesofthethree-boson system with largescattering length arenot

determ ined bytwo-bodydataaloneandonepieceofthree-bodyinform ation (such asathree-

body binding energy)isrequired aswell.In theEFT,thisinform ation can conveniently be

param eterized by the three-body param eter �� introduced in Refs.[7,8]. These general

�ndingscon�rm and extend previouswork by E�m ov who derived m any generalfeaturesof

thethree-body problem with largescattering length [9,10].

W hile the EFT form ulation has been very successful, it is not the only possible for-

m ulation ofan e�ective theory forthisproblem . Lepage hasadvocated the fram ework of

non-relativisticquantum m echanicswith an e�ectiveinteraction potential[11].Thecontact

operatorsin the�eld theory arethereplaced by an \e�ectivepotential" builtfrom sm eared

out�-function potentialsand derivativesthereof.In thecasea > 0,thisapproach hasbeen

applied tothethree-boson system by W ilson [12]and M ohr[13].They con�rm ed theresults

ofRefs.[7,8]and wereableto calculatethebinding energiesforthethree-boson system to

extrem ely high accuracy.

In thispaper,weconsiderthefour-body system with short-rangeinteractions.Thefour-

body problem haspreviously been studied in variety ofapproaches. Early studiesinclude

theYakubovky equationsforlocalpotentialsusing theHilbert-Schm idtexpansion [14],the

Schr�odingerequation with separable two-body potentials[15],and �eld-theoreticalm odels
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with separable expansionsofthe three-body T-m atrix [16].The four-body problem of4He

atom swasinvestigated by Nakaichi-M aeda and Lim using the Yakubovsky equationswith

a unitary pole approxim ation forthe S-wave (2)+(2)and (3)+(1)subam plitudes[17]. For

a review ofthese and otherearly studiessee,e.g.,Refs.[18,19].Foran overview ofrecent

calculationsforthe four-body system of4He atom s,see Refs.[21,22]. A generalreview of

theoreticalstudiesofsm all4Heclusterscan befound in Ref.[23].In Ref.[24],a benchm ark

calculation com paring various m odern calculationalapproaches to the nuclear four-body

problem wascarried out.

Thepurposeofthispaperistostudy thefour-boson system with short-rangeinteractions

and largescattering length in an e�ectivetheory.W ewillwork atleading orderin l=jajand

usethefram eworkofnon-relativisticquantum m echanicstoconstructane�ectiveinteraction

potential. Thisapproach hasthe advantage thatone can im m ediately startfrom the well-

known Yakubovskyequationsforthefour-bodysystem [25].Thefour-bosonbindingenergies

areobtained bysolvingtheYakubovskyequationsforthee�ectiveinteraction potential.The

solution ofthefour-boson problem in e�ective theory isim portantin severalrespects:

First,itcan im m ediately be applied to the atom ic problem of4He atom sand isa �rst

step towards the four-body problem in nuclear physics which is com plicated by spin and

isospin. The scattering length of 4He atom s a � 100�A is m uch larger than its e�ective

range re � 7�A which can be taken asan estim ate ofthe naturallow-energy length scale

l. 4He atom sare therefore an idealapplication forourtheory. The three-body system of
4He atom shasbeen investigated in Refs.[8,26,27]using e�ective �eld theory. W hile the

universalpropertiesofthethree-body system of4Heatom swerediscussed in Ref.[26],this

hasnotbeen doneforthefour-body system .

Second,the renorm alization ofthe four-body system in an e�ective theory is an open

question. It is clear that low-energy four-body observables m ust depend on a two-body

param eter and a three-body param eter. However, it is not known whether a four-body

param eterisalso required to calculate low-energy four-body observablesup to corrections

suppressed by l=jaj.

The theoreticalsituation concerning thisquestion appearsconfusing.On the one hand,

there is a renorm alization argum ent for �-function pair potentials that indicates that a

new four-body param eterisrequired to calculate four-body binding energies [28]. On the

otherhand,Am ado and Greenwood have evaluated the trace ofthe four-body kerneland

concluded thattheE�m ov e�ectisabsentin thefour-body system [29].Thisresultsuggests

that a four-body param eter should not be necessary at leading order in l=jaj. There is

som ecircum stantialevidencein favorofthelatterpossibility from thefour-body problem in

nuclearphysics.Thereisacorrelation called the\Tjon line" between thebinding energy B t

ofthetriton and thebinding energy B � ofthe�particle[14].Calculationsofthesebinding

energiesusing m odern phenom enologicalnucleon-nucleon interaction potentialsgiveresults

thatunderestim ate both binding energiesbutclusteralong a line in the B t-B � plane. By

adding a three-body potentialwhose strength is adjusted to get the correct value for B t,

onealso getsan accurate resultforB � (cf.Ref.[30]).Thisconclusion also holdsforchiral

nuclearpotentialsderived from an e�ective�eld theory with explicitpions[31].Theaim of

thepresentwork istostudy thequestion abouttherequirem entofthefour-bodyinteraction

by an explicitcalculation in thecontrolled environm entofan e�ective theory.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec.II,we willreview the description ofthe two-

and three-body bound state problem in e�ective theory and extend thisfram ework to the

four-body bound stateproblem .In Sec.III,wewilldiscusstherenorm alization and present
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num ericalresultsforthecaseof4Heatom s.Finally,weclose with a sum m ary and outlook

in Sec.IV.

II. FEW -B O D Y B O U N D STAT E EQ U AT IO N S IN EFFEC T IV E T H EO RY

The e�ective low-energy interaction potentialgenerated by a non-relativistic EFT with

short-range interactionscan be written down in a m om entum expansion. In the two-body

S-wavesector,ittakesthegeneralform

hk
0
jV jki= �2 + �2;2(k

2 + k
02)=2+ :::; (1)

where k and k0 are the relative three-m om enta ofthe incom ing and outgoing particles,

respectively.BecauseofGalilean invariance,theinteraction can only depend on therelative

m om enta.Sim ilarexpressionscan be derived forthree-and higher-body interactions.The

exact form ofthe potentialdepends on the speci�c regularization schem e used. The low-

energy observables,however,are independent ofthe regularization schem e (up to higher

ordercorrections)and onecan choosea convenientschem e forpracticalcalculations.1

In am om entum cuto� schem e,thepotentialin Eq.(1)can beregularized by m ultiplying

with a Gaussian regulatorfunction,exp[� (k2 + k02)=�2],with thecuto� param eter�.This

factorstrongly suppresseshigh-m om entum m odesin theregion k;k0 >� � wherethee�ective

potentialis not valid. The cuto� dependence ofthe coe�cients � 2(�),� 2;2(�),:::is de-

term ined by the requirem entthatlow-energy observablesareindependentof�.Ofcourse,

the expansion in Eq.(1)isonly usefulin conjunction with a powercounting schem e that

determ inesthe relative im portance ofthevariousterm satlow energy.In thecase oflarge

scattering length a,the leading order is given by the �2 term which m ust be iterated to

allorders,while the otherterm sgive rise to higher-ordercorrectionsthatcan be included

perturbatively [5,6]. In this paper,we willwork to leading order in the large scattering

length a and includeonly the�2 term .

In thethree-bodysystem ,am om entum -independentthree-bodyinteraction term �3 m ust

be included together with �2 already at leading order [7, 8]. W ithout this three-body

interaction low-energy observablesshow a strong cuto� dependenceand thesystem can not

berenorm alized.E�ective rangee�ectsand otherhigher-ordercorrectionscan beincluded

aswell[34,35,36].

The powercounting forthe four-body system hasnotbeen form ulated yet. In orderto

see whether the m inim alset ofinteractions �2 and �3 is su�cient,we willcalculate the

bound states in the four-body system and study their cuto� dependence. W e willuse a

m om entum cuto� regularization schem e asdescribed above.A strong cuto� dependence of

the binding energies would indicate that a four-body interaction term is required. Ifthe

four-body binding energiesarestableundervariationsofthecuto�,thiswould suggestthat

thefour-body interaction isa subleading e�ect.

In orderto set up ourconventions and form alism ,we will�rstreview the bound state

equationsforthetwo-and three-body system and then setup thefour-body equations.

1 Fora com parison ofdi�erentregularization schem esin the nucleartwo-body problem and chiralpertur-

bation theory,see Refs.[32]and [33],respectively.
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A . T he T w o-B ody Sector

W ewritetheleading ordertwo-body e�ective potentialin m om entum spaceas:

hpjV jqi= hpjgi�2hgjqi; (2)

where�2 denotesthetwo-body coupling constantand q (p)aretherelativethree-m om enta

in theincom ing (outgoing)channel.Theregulatorfunctions

hpjgi� g(p)= exp(� p
2
=�2); (3)

suppressthecontribution from high m om entum states.In thefew-body literature,they are

often called \form factors".

Ournorm alization forplanewaveand sphericalwave statesis

hpjp
0
i = �

(3)(p � p
0); hplm jp

0
l
0
m

0
i=

�(p� p0)

pp0
�ll0�m m 0 ; (4)

and theS-waveprojection oftheplanewave statewith m om entum p is

hp00jp0i� hpjp
0
i=

1

(4�)1=2

�(p� p0)

pp0
: (5)

Forconvenience,wewillworkin unitswherethem assM ofthebosonsand Planck’sconstant

�h aresetto unity:M = �h = 1.

Theinteraction (2)isseparableand theLippm ann-Schwingerequation forthetwo-body

problem can besolved analytically.Thetwo-body t-m atrix can bewritten as[37]:

t(E )= jgi�(E )hgj; (6)

whereE denotesthetotalenergy.Thetwo-body propagator�(E )isthen given by

�(E )=

�

1=�2 � 4�

Z
1

0

dqq2
g(q)2

E � q2

�� 1

: (7)

A two-body bound-stateappearsasasim plepolein thetwo-body propagator� atenergy

E = � B2.Thusthetwo-body coupling constant�2(B 2;�)can be�xed from thetwo-body

binding energy B 2,which is directly related to the scattering length by a = 1=
p
B 2 at

leading orderin l=jaj.The integralsappearing in thepropagatorcan beexpressed through

thecom plem entary errorfunction

erfc(x)= 1�
2
p
�

Z x

0

e
� t2dt; (8)

and forE < 0,weobtain fortheinverse propagator:

�(E )� 1 = 2�2
�
p
B 2exp

�
2B 2

�2

�

erfc

� p
2B 2

�

�

�
p
� E exp

�
� 2E

�2

�

erfc

� p
� 2E

�

��

: (9)

A sim ilarexpression forthe propagatorcan be obtained forpositive energiesby adding a

sm allim aginary partto E ,butwillnotberequired forourpurposes.
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B . T he T hree-B ody Sector

The low-energy properties ofthe three-body system for a given e�ective potentialcan

be obtained by solving the Faddeev equations [38]. Faddeev’sidea was to decom pose the

fullthree-body wave function 	 into so-called \Faddeev com ponents" in order to avoid

the problem ofdisconnected contributions in the three-body scattering problem . For the

three-body problem with two-and three-body interactions,the fullwave function can be

decom posed into fourcom ponents [39]: one foreach two-body subcluster and one forthe

three-body cluster.2 Foridenticalbosons,the three-body wave function isfully sym m etric

underexchange ofparticlesand the Faddeev equationssim plify considerably. In thiscase,

one only needsto solve equationsinvolving one ofthe two-body Faddeev com ponentsand

the three-body com ponent. The two rem aining two-body com ponentscan be obtained by

perm utationsofparticles. Form ore detailson the Faddeev equations,we referthe reader

to theliterature[37,40].

W efollow Gl�ockleand M eier[39]and decom posethefullthree-body wavefunction as

	= (1+ P) +  3 ; where P = P13P23 + P12P23 (10)

isaperm utation operatorthatgeneratesthetwonotexplicitlyincluded Faddeevcom ponents

from  .The operatorPij sim ply perm utesparticlesiand j.The Faddeev equationsfor 

and  3 in operatorform arethen

 = G 0tP  + G 0t 3 ;

 3 = G 0t3(1+ P) ; (11)

whereG 0 denotesthefreethree-particlepropagator.tisthetwo-body t-m atrix forthetwo-

body subsystem described by thecom ponent .t3 isthethree-body t-m atrix de�ned by the

solution ofthethree-body Lippm ann-Schwingerequation with theleading orderthree-body

e�ective interaction

V3 = j�i�3h�j; (12)

only.SinceV3 isseparable,wecan solvefort3 exactly and obtain

t3(E )= j�i�3(E )h�j; where �3(E )=

�
1

�3
� h�jG0j�i

�� 1

: (13)

Thethree-body regulatorfunction j�iwillbespeci�ed later.Notethatt3 isonly a technical

constructthatisgenerally cuto� dependent and notobservable. The physicalthree-body

t-m atrix alwaysincludesboth two-and three-body forces. Since we are interested only in

thebinding energiesand notin thewavefunctions,wecan elim inatethecom ponent 3 and

obtain

 = G 0tP  + G 0tG 0t3(1+ P) : (14)

Thecom ponent 3 can easily berecovered by using thesecond lineofEq.(11).

W e now derive an explicit representation ofEq.(14) in m om entum space. W e willil-

lustrate this procedure by showing som e details for the �rst term on the right-hand side

ofEq.(14).The extension to include thesecond term containing three-body interaction is

2 Note,however,thatotherdecom positionsinvolving only three Faddeev com ponentsarepossibleaswell.
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straightforward and wewillonly quotethe�nalresult.Furtherm ore,in ordertounderstand

therenorm alization ofthethree-body problem itisinstructiveto considerthecasewithout

a three-body force�rst.ThenaturalJacobim om enta aregiven by:

u1 =
1

2
(k1 � k2); u2 =

2

3

�

k3 �
1

2
(k1 + k2)

�

: (15)

Here and in the following sections,we willonly take S-wavesinto account. Hence,we can

projectalloperatorsaccordingly and de�netheS-waveprojection operator:

Z

du1 u
2

1
du2 u

2

2
ju1u2ihu1u2j�

Z

D uu
2
ju1u2ihu1u2j: (16)

Using thede�nition hu1u2j i�  (u1;u2),wecan writetheFaddeev equation in m om entum

spaceas:

 (u1;u2) = hu1u2jG 0tPj i= 4�G 0(u1;u2)g(u1)

Z

D u
0
u
02

Z

D u
00
u
002
g(u0

1
)�(E � 3

4
u
0
2

2
)

�
�(u2 � u02)

u02
2

hu1
0
u2

0
jPju1

00
u2

00
ihu1

00
u2

00
j i; (17)

where the factor of4� arises from our norm alization ofthe S-wave projected two-body

t-m atrix.Thefreepropagatorforthreeparticlesin theircenterofm assisgiven by

G 0(u1;u2)= [E � Ekin]
� 1

=
�
E � u

2

1 �
3

4
u
2

2

�� 1
; (18)

where E kin denotesthe kinetic energy.Furtherm ore,itshould be noted thatthe two-body

propagator�in Eq.(17)isevaluatedattheenergyinthecorrespondingtwo-bodysubsystem :

E � 3

4
u0
2

2
.Theperm utation operatorP can bewritten as:

hu1u2jPju
0
1u

0
2i=

Z
1

� 1

dx
�(u1 � �(u2;u

0
2
))�(u0

1
� �(u0

2
;u2))

�(u2;u
0
2)
2 �(u0

2;u2)
2

; (19)

�(u2;u
0
2
)=

q
1

4
u22 + u02

2
+ u2u

0
2x: (20)

Using thisrepresentation ofP,wecan writetheintegralequation as:

 (u1;u2) = 4�G 0(u1;u2)g(u1)�(E � 3

4
u
2

2
)

Z 1

0

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dxg(�(u2;u
0
2
))

�  (�(u0
2
;u2);u

0
2
): (21)

Thisisan hom ogeneousintegralequation in two variables. Itcan be furthersim pli�ed by

de�ning a new function F(u2)ofonly onevariablevia

 (u1;u2)= G 0(u1;u2)g(u1)�(E � 3

4
u
2

2)F(u2); (22)

leading to theintegralequation

F(u2) = 4�

Z 1

0

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx g(�(u2;u
0
2
))G 0(�(u

0
2
;u2);u

0
2
)g(�(u0

2
;u2))

� �(E � 3

4
u
0
2

2
)F(u0

2
): (23)
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FIG .1: The shallowest three-body binding energies indicated by the solid,dashed,and dash-

dotted linesasa function ofthem om entum cuto� �.Theverticaldashed lineindicatesthecuto�

range in which the three-body system has exactly two bound states. The horizontalsolid line

showsthe energy atwhich theshallowestthree-body state is�xed.

Thethree-body binding energiesaregiven by thosevaluesofE forwhich Eq.(24)hasa

nontrivialsolution.By expressingthetwo-bodycouplingconstant�2 in term softhebinding

energy ofthe shallow two-body bound state in Eq.(9),we have already renorm alized the

two-body problem .

The three-body system isstabilized againstthe Thom ascollapse by the presence ofthe

m om entum cuto� �. No three-body force isrequired forthispurpose. Afterthe cuto� is

introduced,there areno bound stateswith binding energiesB 3
>
� �2.3 However,thethree-

body binding energiesdepend strongly on the value ofthe cuto� �. Thisisillustrated in

Fig.1 where theshallowestthree-body binding energiesareindicated by thesolid,dashed,

and dash-dotted lines. The three-body system hasexactly two bound statesin the cuto�

rangeindicated by thetwo verticaldashed lines.

W e now include the second term on the right-hand side ofEq.(14)which containsthe

three-body force.Thederivation ofan explicitrepresentation in m om entum spaceproceeds

3 Thism om entum cuto� � can alsobethoughtofasintroducinga�niteranger� 1=� forthepairpotential

in position space. The Thom ascollapse isthen stopped when the bound state size isofthe sam e order

asthe rangeofthe potential.
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asforthe�rstterm .Thefullequation including both term sthen reads

F(u2) = 4�

Z 1

0

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx g(�(u2;u
0
2
))G 0(�(u

0
2
;u2);u

0
2
)g(�(u0

2
;u2))

� �(E � 3

4
u
0
2

2
)F(u0

2
)

+ (4�)3
Z

1

0

du0
1
u
0
1

2
g(u0

1
)G 0(u

0
1
;u2)�3(E )�(u

0
1
;u2)

�

"Z 1

0

du001u
00
1

2

Z 1

0

du002u
00
2

2
�(u001;u

00
2)g(u

00
1)G 0(u

00
1;u

00
2)�(E � 3

4
u
00
2

2
)F(u002)

+

Z
1

0

du002u
00
2

2

Z
1

0

du0002 u
000
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx�(�(u00
2;u

000
2 );u

00
2)g(�(u

000
2 ;u

00
2))

� G0(�(u
000
2
;u

00
2
);u000

2
)�(E � 3

4
u
000
2

2
)F(u000

2
)

#

; (24)

where�(u1;u2)� hu1u2j�iisde�ned as

�(u1;u2)= exp

�

�
u2
1
+ 3

4
u2
2

�2

�

: (25)

Notethattheterm in theexponentisthekineticenergy ofthethree-body system .Thus,it

isexactly thekineticenergy owing through thethree-body interaction which islim ited by

thecuto�param eter�.Thischoiceofthecuto�function satis�esBosesym m etry explicitly.

The factorsof4� and (4�)3 arisefrom ournorm alization ofthe S-wave projection oftand

t3.

The value ofthe three-body force is determ ined by the renorm alization condition that

the shallowestbound state energy is�xed asthe cuto� isvaried. Thisvalue isdenoted by

thehorizontalsolid linein Fig.1.Dependingon thevalueofthecuto�,thethree-body force

then m ustprovide additionalattraction orrepulsion in orderto keep theshallowestbound

state energy �xed as the cuto� is varied. Thus,one three-body datum (in our case the

shallowest bound state energy) is required as inputwhile allotherlow-energy three-body

observablescan bepredicted.Oncetheshallowestbound stateis�xed,thebinding energies

ofthe deeper bound states willalso be cuto� independent. W hen the cuto� is increased

and a new bound stateappearsatthreshold,thethree-body forcem ustturn from strongly

repulsive to strongly attractive to satisfy the renorm alization condition forthe shallowest

bound state. The additionalstate isthen added asa deep state ratherthan atthreshold.

Low-energy three-body observablesarenota�ected by theadditionaldeep bound states.As

a consequence,thecuto� can bem adearbitrarily largein thethree-body system .

The renorm alization procedure determ ines three-body coupling constant �3(B 3;�)

uniquely. Itwasused in Refs.[7,8]to renorm alize the three-body equation derived from

nonrelativistic e�ective �eld theory with an auxiliary �eld forthe interacting two-particle

state.SeeRef.[28]foran earlierdiscussion ofthisrenorm alization m ethod.W hilethepart

ofEq.(24)resulting from two-body interactions only isvery sim ilarto the corresponding

partofthe �eld-theoreticalequation,the partcontaining the three-body force (in form of

9
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FIG .2: The three-body coupling constant�3 asa function ofthe cuto� param eter�. The solid

blueline showsa �tofEq.(26)with c= 0:076 and L3 = 23:3
p
B 2 to the pointsfor�� 245

p
B 2.

�3)ism ore com plicated. The sim plicity ofthe �eld-theoreticalequation isdue the speci�c

form ofthethree-body interaction using an auxiliary �eld in Refs.[7,8].4

W enow explicitly verifytherenorm alization ofthethree-bodysystem asdescribed above.

By varying the cuto� param eter � and tuning the three-body coupling � 3 such that the

shallowestthree-body binding energy staysconstant,wecan determ inetherenorm alization

group evolution of�3 num erically.Forthedim ensionlesscouplingconstant�3�
4,wecon�rm

theresultsofRefs.[7,8,12,13]:�4�3(�)showsalim itcyclebehaviorand issingle-valued.
5

Thislim itcycleisshown in Fig.2.Forlargevaluesofthecuto� �,thedim ensionlessthree-

body coupling constant�4�3 owstowardsan ultravioletlim itcycle. For� ! 1 ,ithas

thelim iting behavior

�3(�)=
c

�4

sin(s0ln(�=L 3)� arctan(1=s0))

sin(s0ln(�=L 3)+ arctan(1=s0))
; (26)

wheres0 � 1:00624isatranscendentalnum berthatdeterm inestheperiod ofthelim itcycle.

Ifthe cuto� � ism ultiplied by a factorexp(n�=s 0)� (22:7)n with n an integer,the three-

body coupling �3 is unchanged. L3 is a three-body param eter generated by dim ensional

4 O ne would expectthatusing auxiliary �eldswould also sim plify the four-body equations.However,itis

notobvioushow to treatthe (2)+ (2)clustersin the interm ediatestatewithoutintroducing uncontrolled

approxim ations.
5 Note that�3 isde�ned with the opposite sign ofthe three-body coupling constantH in the �eld theory

form ulation [7,8].
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transm utation. One can either specify the dim ensionless coupling constant �4�3(�) and

thecuto� � orthedim ensionfulthree-body param eterL 3.Theconstantcisuniversaland

independent ofL3 within our num ericalaccuracy. W e have determ ined c num erically by

�tting � 4�3(�)fordi�erentthree-body param etersL 3 to Eq.(26)and found:

c= 0:074� 0:003; (27)

wheretheerrorhasbeen estim ated from theobserved variation in the�tresultsforc.The

three-body param eterL3 can be determ ined by �xing a three-body binding energy B 3.Of

course,onecould also usea three-body binding energy directly to characterizethevalueof

thethree-body coupling �3 ata given cuto�.However,itisadvantageousto useL 3 because

Eq.(26)takesa particularly sim pleform in term sofL3.

One m ight expect that the sm ooth Gaussian regulator function we use would lead to

betterbehaved num ericalsolutionsofthe three-body equationsthan the sharp cuto� used

forthe�eld-theoreticalequation in Refs.[7,8].However,itturnsoutthattheconvergence

ofthe three-body coupling to the ultravioletlim itcycle issigni�cantly slower than in the

e�ective�eld theory form ulation.Thisisdueto them orecom plicated structureofthepart

ofEq.(24)containing the three-body force. Forvery large loop m om enta,the three-body

partofEq.(24)sim pli�esconsiderably and hasa sim ilarform asin the EFT form ulation.

In thislim it,itispossibleto derivethegeneralform ofEq.(26).

In general,we recover the results forthe three-body binding energies from Refs.[7,8,

12,13]. However,we note thatsom ewhat higher cuto�sare required to reach convergent

resultsforthedeeperthree-body bound states.Thenum ericale�ortforthesolution ofthe

three-body equationsbecom eslargerasthevalueofthethree-body coupling�3 isincreased.

Thisisalso related totherelatively com plicated structureofthepartofEq.(24)containing

thethree-body force.

C . T he Four-B ody Sector

W e now turn to the four-body sector. The four-body binding energiesare given by the

non-trivialsolutionsoftheYakubovsky equations[25]which arebased on ageneralization of

thedecom position into Faddeev com ponentsforthethree-body system .Thefullfour-body

wavefunction 	 is�rstdecom posed into Faddeev com ponents,followed by a second decom -

position into so-called \Yakubovsky com ponents".In thecaseofidenticalbosons,oneends

up with two Yakubovsky com ponents  A and  B . W e start from the Yakubovsky equa-

tionsincluding ageneralthree-body forcein theform written down by Gl�ockleand Kam ada

[41]. The fullfour-body bound state wave function is decom posed into the Yakubovsky

com ponents A and  B via

	= (1+ (1+ P)P 34)(1+ P) A + (1+ P)(1+ ~P) B ; (28)

wherePij exchangesparticlesiand j,P isde�ned in Eq.(10),and ~P isgiven by

~P = P13P24 : (29)

Theequationsforthetwo wavefunction com ponentsread:

 A = G 0t12P[(1+ P34) A +  B ]+
1

3
(1+ G 0t12)G 0V3	 ;

 B = G 0t12 ~P[(1+ P34) A +  B ]; (30)

11



where t12 denotes the two-body t-m atrix for particles 1 and 2 and V3 is the three-body

forcede�ned in Eq.(12).Notethatthethree-body forcecouplesto thefullfour-body wave

function 	.Thefactorofonethird in frontofthethree-body forceterm arisesbecausewe

insertthe fullthree-body interaction forV3. Thisispossible since we considerthree-body

contactinteractionswhich aresym m etricundertheexchangeofany pairofparticles.

In order to describe the four-body system atrest,three Jacobim om enta are required.

The structure of the four-body equations is m ore com plex than that ofthe three-body

equationsbecause both (3)+(1)and (2)+(2)fragm entationscan occur. Asa consequence,

two di�erentsetsofJacobim om enta arerequired.The(3)+(1)fragm entation isdescribed

by thevector

u3 =
3

4

�
k4 �

1

3
(k1 + k2 + k3)

�
; (31)

along with theJacobim om enta forthethree-body system given in Eq.(15).The(2)+ (2)

fragm entation isdescribed by theset:

v1 =
1

2
(k1 � k2); v2 =

1

2
(k1 + k2)�

1

2
(k3 + k4); and v3 =

1

2
(k3 � k4): (32)

Depending on which Yakubovsky com ponentand operatorin Eq.(30)isconcerned,oneof

thetwo setsofcoordinateswillbem oreconvenientthan theother.

Asintheprevioussubsection,wewillonlydisplaythederivationoftheanalyticexpression

forthe Yakubovsky equations without the three-body force. Itis naturalto evaluate the

Yakubovsky com ponent A asa function ofu1;u2,and u3:

hu1u2u3j Ai = 4�G 0(u1;u2;u3)g(u1)�(E � 3

4
u2
2
� 2

3
u2
3
)

�

�Z

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx g(�(u2;u
0
2
))h�(u0

2
;u2)u

0
2
u3j Ai

+
1

2

Z

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx

Z
1

� 1

dx0g(�(u2;u
0
2
))

� h�(u0
2
;u2)~u2(u

0
2
;u3)~u3(u

0
2
;u3)j Ai

+
1

2

Z

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx

Z
1

� 1

dx0g(�(u2;u
0
2
))

� h�(u0
2
;u2)~v2(u

0
2
;u3)~v3(u

0
2
;u3)j B i

�

; (33)

where the two-body propagator�(E � 3

4
u2
2
� 2

3
u2
3
)isagain evaluated atthe energy ofthe

corresponding two-body subsystem .G 0(u1;u2;u3)isthefreefour-particlepropagatorin the

center-of-m asssystem ofthefourparticlesand �(u2;u
0
2
)isde�ned in Eq.(20).Thesecond

Yakubovsky com ponent B iscom puted asa function ofthem om enta v1;v2,and v3:

hv1v2v3j B i = 4�G 0(v1;v2;v3)g(v1)�(E � 1

2
v2
2
� v3

3
)

�Z

dv0
3
v
0
3

2
g(v0

3
)hv3v2v

0
3
j B i

+

Z

dv0
3
v
0
3

2

Z
1

� 1

dx g(v0
3
)hv3 �u2(v2;v

0
3
)�u3(v2;v

0
3
)j Ai

�

: (34)
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In Eqs.(33,34),wehaveused theabbreviations

~u2(u2;u3) =

q
1

9
u2
2
+ 64

81
u2
3
+ 16

27
u2u3x

0; ~u3(u2;u3)=

q

u2
2
+ 1

9
u2
3
� 2

3
u2u3x

0;

~v2(u2;u3) =

q

u22 +
4

9
u23 +

4

3
u2u3x

0; ~v3(u2;u3)=

q
1

4
u22 +

4

9
u23 �

2

3
u2u3x

0;

�u2(v2;v3) =

q
4

9
v2
2
+ 4

9
v2
3
� 8

9
v2v3x

0; �u3(v2;v3)=

q
1

4
v2
2
+ v2

3
+ v2v3x

0: (35)

Sim ilar to the three-body case,Eqs.(33,34) can be sim pli�ed from two coupled integral

equationsin threevariablesto two coupled integralequationsin two variables.Perform ing

thesubstitutions

hu1u2u3j Ai = g(u1)G 0(u1;u2;u3)FA(u2;u3);

hv1v2v3j B i = g(v1)G 0(v1;v2;v3)FB (v2;v3); (36)

weobtain theintegralequationsforFA(u2;u3)and FB (v2;v3):

FA(u2;u3) = 4��(E � 3

4
u22 �

2

3
u23)

�

�Z

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx g(�(u2;u
0
2
))g(�(u0

2
;u2))

� G0(�(u
0
2
;u2);u

0
2
;u3)FA(u

0
2
;u3)

+
1

2

Z

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx

Z
1

� 1

dx0g(�(u2;u
0
2
))g(�(u0

2
;u2))

� G0(�(u
0
2
;u2);~u2(u

0
2
;u3);~u3(u

0
2
;u3))FA(~u2(u

0
2
;u3);~u3(u

0
2
;u3))

+
1

2

Z

du0
2
u
0
2

2

Z
1

� 1

dx

Z
1

� 1

dx0g(�(u2;u
0
2
))g(�(u0

2
;u2))

� G0(�(u
0
2;u2);~v2(u

0
2;u3);~v3(u

0
2;u3))FB (~v2(u

0
2;u3);~v3(u

0
2;u3))

�

;(37)

FB (v2;v3) = 4��(E � 1

2
v22 � v23)

�Z

dv03 v
0
3

2
g(v03)g(v3)G 0(v3;v2;v

0
3)FB (v2;v

0
3)

+

Z

dv03 v
0
3

2

Z
1

� 1

dxg(v03)g(v3)G 0(v3;�u2(v2;v
0
3);�u3(v2;v

0
3))

� FA (�u2(v2;v
0
3
);�u3(v2;v

0
3
))

�

: (38)

The inclusion ofthe three-body force term is straightforward but lengthy and the corre-

sponding expressionsaregiven in theappendix.

In order to obtain the four-body binding energies, we have to solve the Yakubovsky

equationswith thethree-body forceterm .Thebindingenergiescan befound by discretizing

theaboveequationsand calculating theeigenvaluesoftheresulting m atrix.They aregiven

by theenergiesatwhich any eigenvalueofthem atrix isequalto one.Thewavefunction is

then given by thecorresponding eigenvector.
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Therenorm alization analysisofthefour-body system iscom plicated by thecuto�depen-

denceofthenum berofbound statesin thethree-body subsystem s.Thefurtherthecuto��

isincreased,them orethree-body bound statesappear.W hilethespuriousdeep three-body

stateshaveno inuenceon low-energy three-body observables,they createan instability in

the four-body system which can collapse into a deep three-body bound state plusanother

particle.Thislim itscuto� variationsto an interval� 0 < �< 22:7� 0 forsom e�0,in which

thenum berofthree-body bound statesrem ainsconstant.Sincethecuto�can stillbevaried

by m orethan a factoroften,weareneverthelessableto study therenorm alization proper-

tiesand obtain converged num ericalresults.Alternatively,onecould explicitly subtractout

thespuriousbound statesfrom thethree-body t-m atrix.W ewillcom eback tothisquestion

in thenextsection.

III. R EN O R M A LIZAT IO N A N D N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In thissection,wewilldiscusstherenorm alization ofthefour-boson system and present

som enum ericalresultsforthefour-body system of4Heatom s.Forconvenience,wewillset

Boltzm ann’s constant to unity: k = 1. Since the scattering length of4He atom sis m uch

largerthan theire�ective range,they arean idealapplication forourtheory and a leading

ordercalculation should beaccurateto about10% (sincel=a ’ 10% ).

The quantitative experim entalinform ation on low-energy 4He atom s,however,israther

lim ited. Using di�raction ofa m olecular beam ofsm all 4He clusters from a transm ission

grating,the bond length ofthe 4He dim erhasbeen m easured to be hri= (52� 4)�A [42].

This value is an order m agnitude larger than their e�ective range re � 7�A,which can

be taken as an estim ate ofthe naturallow-energy length scale l. The scattering length

a =
�
104+ 8� 18

�
�A and the dim er binding energy B 2 =

�
1:1+ 0:3� 0:2

�
m K were derived from the

m easured bond length using the zero range approxim ation [42].The 4He trim er,tetram er,

and severallarger4Heclustershavebeen observed [43,44],butnoquantitativeexperim ental

inform ation abouttheirbinding energiesisavailableto date.

However,thereisa largenum beroftheoreticalcalculationsusing realistic 4Hepotentials

forthe trim er (4He3). These calculations typically predict a trim er ground state with an

energy ofabout120 m K and one excited state with a binding energy ofabout2 m K [45,

46,47,48]. The ground and excited statesofthe tetram er(4He4)and largerclustershave

been calculated by Blum eand Greene(BG)[21].They haveused theLM 2M 2 potential[49]

and acom bination ofM onteCarlom ethodsand theadiabatichypersphericalapproxim ation.

Theirresultsforthetrim erenergiesagreewith theexactthree-bodycalculationsofRefs.[45,

46,47,48].

In the absence ofquantitative experim entalinform ation on the three-body clusters,we

take the binding energy ofthe 4He trim erexcited state from theoreticalcalculationsusing

theLM 2M 2 potentialasinputto �x L3.W eusethevalueofBG:B
(1)

3 =B 2 = 1:767 forthis

purpose [20,21]. W e can then calculate the trim erground state and the tetram erbinding

energiesforthe LM 2M 2 potentialbased on low-energy universality. Before we presentour

num ericalresults for the 4He4 system , we discuss the renorm alization of the four-body

problem .

In Fig.3,we have plotted the three-body ground state energy B
(0)

3
and the four-body

energiesasa function ofthecuto� �.Asin the caseofthetrim er,the 4Hetetram erhasa

ground stateB
(0)

4 and oneexcited stateB
(1)

4 .Thecuto�dependenceofB
(0)

3 m ustatten out
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FIG .3: Binding energies ofthe three-and four-body system as a function ofthe cuto� �. B
(0)
n

and B
(1)
n denote theground and �rstexcited state ofthe n-body system .

and reach aplateau as�isincreased sincethethree-body system wasrenorm alized by �xing

the trim er excited state binding energy B
(1)

3 (cf. subsection IIB). However,Fig.3 shows

that the four-body binding energies B
(0)

4 and B
(1)

4 also reach a plateau as � is increased.

The excited state energy B
(1)

4
has a negligible cuto� dependence already at fairly sm all

cuto�s. For the ground state B
(0)

4 ,the situation is som ewhat m ore com plicated and the

cuto� dependenceofB
(0)

4
reachesa plateau only atthelargestcuto� valuescalculated.The

residualcuto� dependence isabout2% forthe excited state and 5% forthe ground state.

A slower convergence forthe ground state is expected since the value for B
(0)

4 is a factor

fourlargerthan fortheexcited stateand �nitecuto� e�ectsoftheorder
p
jE j=� arem ore

im portant. The residualcuto� dependence for both states is at least a factor 2 sm aller

than thecorrectionsfrom higherordersin theexpansion in l=a which areexpected to beof

the orderl=a � 10% . W e speculate thathigherprecision could be achieved by increasing

thecuto� further.Asalready noted earlier,thiswould createunphysicalthree-body bound

stateswhich create an instability in the four-body system . These stateswould have to be

subtracted explicitly. W hile such a subtraction ispossible,thisisbeyond the scope ofour

paperand wewillnotattem ptsuch a subtraction here.
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system B
(0) [m K ]B (1) [m K ] B

(0)

BG
[m K ]B

(1)

BG
[m K ]

4He3 127 [2.186] 125.5 2.186
4He4 492 128 559.7 132.7

TABLE I:Binding energies ofthe 4He trim er and tetram er in m K .The two rightcolum nsshow

theresultsby Blum eand G reene[21](denoted by theindex BG )whilethetwo leftcolum nsshow

ourresults.Thenum berin bracketswasused asinputto �x L 3.

Taken together,theaboveobservationsprovidestrong num ericalevidencethatthefour-

body binding energies are cuto� independent up to higher order corrections in l=a. In

particular,a four-body forcewith lim itcyclebehaviorwould lead to a m uch strongercuto�

dependence ofthe binding energies (cf.Fig.1) and can be excluded. The occurrence of

the plateaus for B
(0)

4
and B

(1)

4
in Fig.3 suggests that a four-body force is not required

for renorm alization ofthe four-body system at leading order in l=a. Renorm alization of

thethree-body system autom atically generatescuto�-independentresultsforthefour-body

binding energies. Asa consequence,the four-body binding energiescan be predicted from

two-and three-body inputalone.

W enow turn to ournum ericalresultsforthefour-body system of4Heatom s.From the

plateaus in Fig.3,we can read o� the values ofthe binding energies. A com parison of

ourresults with the valuesobtained by BG [21]is shown in Table I. The results oftheir

calculation forthetrim erand tetram eraregiven in thetwo rightcolum nsofTableI,while

ourresultsaregiven in thetwo leftcolum ns.In general,ourresultsarein good agreem ent

with thevaluesofBG.Forthetrim erground stateand thetetram erexcited stateenergies,

we obtain the values B
(0)

3 = 127 m K and B
(1)

4 = 128 m K,respectively. Forthe tetram er

ground state,we obtain B
(0)

4
= 492 m K.W hilethevalueofB

(0)

4
isalready relatively large,

itisstilla factorthree sm allerthan the naturalfour-body energy scale � 1:5 K where the

e�ective theory description isexpected to break down.

The naturalenergy scales can be estim ated as follows: Fortwo particles,it is directly

determ ined by thenaturallength scaleland them assM oftheparticles:e2 � �h
2
=(M l2)�

250m K.Forthreeand fourparticles,thisestim ateshould bescaled accordingtothenum ber

ofpairsavailable,6 leading to the valuese3 � 750 m K and e4 � 1:5 K.Thisestim ate can

bem ade forcuto� valuesatwhich the three-body force vanishes.Since allobservablesare

independentofthecuto�,however,itisvalid forarbitrary cuto�s.Ourshort-rangee�ective

theory can describen-body bound stateswith binding energiesB n � en.Fordeeperbound

statescloserto thenaturalenergy scaletheerrorsareexpected to increase.

The values in Table Ihave been com puted at a cuto� of� = 235
p
B 2 which is close

to the largest possible value with only two three-body bound states. Our values forB
(0)

4

and B
(1)

4 agree with the BG values to within 12% and 3% ,respectively. The dom inant

correction to our results is due to e�ective range e�ects which are not included in our

leading ordercalculation.Thesedeviationsarewithin theexpected accuracy ofthee�ective

theory. W e expect the e�ective range corrections to the leading order result to be ofthe

6 W e are gratefulto Eric Braaten for suggesting this scaling ofthe naturalenergy scale according to the

num berofpairsto us.
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orderre=a � 10% .From theresidualcuto� dependence,weestim atethenum ericalerrorof

ourcalculation to be ofthe orderof2% forthe excited state and 5% forthe ground state.

For �xed value ofthe cuto� �,our calculations are num erically accurate to 3 signi�cant

digits.

Thelargescatteringlengthof4Heatom salsoleadstouniversalpropertiesinthefour-body

problem . A typicalexam ple isthe existence ofcorrelationsbetween di�erent observables.

These correlations becom e m anifest in universalscaling functions relating dim ensionless

com binations ofobservables. Various scaling functions for the three-body system of 4He

atom swerestudied in Refs.[26,50,51].Here,weconsiderthefour-body bindingenergiesas

a function ofthethree-body binding energies.In phenom enologicalcalculationsofthefour-

nucleon system ,an approxim ately linear correlation between the three-and four-nucleon

binding energiesforvariousnucleon-nucleon potentialsisobserved:theTjon line[14].This

correlation isapproxim ately linearfortherelevantrangeofbinding energies[30].Sincethe
4Hetrim erand tetram erhaveboth aground stateand an excited state,therearefour\Tjon

lines" in thiscase.

In Fig.4,weshow thecorrelationsbetween theground and excited stateenergiesofthe
4Hetrim erand tetram er.Thetwo plotsin theupperrow show theenergiesofthetetram er

excited state B
(1)

4
(left panel) and ground state B

(0)

4
(right panel) as a function oftrim er

excited stateenergy B
(1)

3 ,whilethelowerrow showsthesam equantitiesasafunction ofthe

trim erground state energy B
(0)

3 . The solid line isthe leading orderresultofoure�ective

theory calculation and thecrossdenotestheresultofthecalculation by BG fortheLM 2M 2

potential[21].Fortheground statesofthetrim erand tetram er,calculationswith other4He

potentialsare available aswell. Asan exam ple,we show the resultsforthe TTY,HFD-B,

and HFDHE2 potentialstaken from Refs.[17,20].

Sim ilartothenuclearsector,we�nd an approxim atelylinearcorrelation overtherangeof

binding energiesrelevantto 4Heatom s.Thecalculationsfortherealistic 4Hepotentialsfall

closetotheuniversalscalingcurvesfrom oure�ectivetheory.Forthecorrelation between the

ground stateenergies,the\Tjon line" isdirectly evidentin thepotentialm odelcalculations

shown in Fig.4. Ifcalculationswith otherpotentialswere perform ed forthe excited state

energies,they would also fallon a line parallelto theuniversalscaling curve from e�ective

theory. The deviation ofcalculations using realistic potentials from the universalline is

m ainly governed by e�ective range correctionswhich are expected to be ofthe order10%

for 4He atom s. Forthe tetram erground state,thisdeviation isabouta factorfourlarger

than fortheexcited state.

W hilethecorrelationsin Fig.4 areapproxim ately linearovertherangeofbinding ener-

giescalculated,weexpectthem to becom enonlinearfora su�ciently largerangeofbinding

energies. Sim ilarnonlinearitieswere observed forcorrelationsbetween three-body observ-

ablesin Refs.[8,26]. Ourresultssuggestthatthe \Tjon lines" are universalpropertiesof

few-body system s with short-range interactions and large scattering length. They do not

depend on the detailsofthe short-distance physicswhich are very di�erentin atom ic and

nuclearsystem s.Itisinteresting to notethatin nuclearphysicsonly a correlation between

the ground-state energiesofthe three-and four-body system s hasbeen observed. W e ex-

pect this correlation to hold forallS-wave states that are within the range ofvalidity of

an e�ective theory with contactinteractions. Itwould be interesting to see whether such

a correlation also holds for the excited JP = 0+ state ofthe � particle above the p+ 3H

threshold.

17



1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9

B
3

(1)
 [B

2
]

70

90

110

130
B

4(1
)  [

B
2
]

60 80 100 120

B
3

(0)
 [B

2
]

70

90

110

130

B
4(1

)  [
B

2
]

1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2

B
3

(1)
 [B

2
]

300

400

500

600

B
4(0

)  [
B

2
]

70 90 110 130

B
3

(0)
 [B

2
]

300

400

500

600

B
4(0

)  [
B

2
]

FIG .4: The correlations between the ground and excited state energies ofthe 4He trim er and

tetram er.Upperrow:thefour-body excited stateenergy B
(1)

4
(leftpanel)and ground stateenergy

B
(0)

4
(right panel) as a function of the three-body excited state energy B

(1)

3
. Lower row: the

sam e quantities as a function ofthree-body ground state energy B
(0)

3
. The solid line shows the

leading ordere�ectivetheory resultand thecrossdenotesthecalculation fortheLM 2M 2 potential

by Blum e and G reene [21]. The triangles show the results for the TTY,HFD-B,and HFDHE2

potentials[17,20].

W ehave�tted thescalingfunctionsshown in Fig.4with linearexpressionsand obtained:

B
(0)

4

B 2

= � 24:752+ 4:075
B
(0)

3

B 2

; 69�
B
(0)

3

B 2

� 142 ; (39)

B
(0)

4

B 2

= � 742:0+ 645:1
B
(1)

3

B 2

; 1:54�
B
(1)

3

B 2

� 2:00 ; (40)

B
(1)

4

B 2

= � 0:662+ 1:034
B
(0)

3

B 2

; 65�
B
(0)

3

B 2

� 125 ; (41)

B
(1)

4

B 2

= � 178:0+ 159:4
B
(1)

3

B 2

; 1:52�
B
(1)

3

B 2

� 1:92 : (42)

Theserelationscan beused topredictthetetram erground and excited stateenergiesforany

potentialforwhich oneofthetrim erenergiesand thedim erbinding energy areknown.The

expressions(39)-(42)areofthesam eaccuracy asourexplicitcalculations(seethediscussion

above).They areexpected to bem ostaccuratefortheexcited states.
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IV . SU M M A RY A N D O U T LO O K

In thispaper,we have studied the four-body system with short-range interactions and

large scattering length. W e have concentrated on the bound state problem offourbosons

starting from the Yakubovsky equations[25].W e have constructed an e�ective interaction

potentialincluding both a two-and three-body contactinteraction.Thisisthem inim alset

ofcontactinteractionsrequired forrenorm alization ofthe three-body problem [7,8]. The

two param eters ofthe e�ective potentialwere determ ined from m atching to the binding

energy ofthedim erand theexcited stateofthetrim er.W ehavethen solved thefour-body

bound state problem under the assum ption that no four-body interaction is required for

renorm alization at leading order. W e found that after renorm alizing the two-and three-

body subsystem s, the four-body binding energies were autom atically independent ofthe

ultravioletcuto�.Thisresultsuggeststhatthefour-body interaction isnotofleading order

and the low-energy four-body observables are determ ined by properties ofthe two- and

three-body system s up to corrections suppressed by l=jaj. Although we have considered

only the four-boson bound state problem with large scattering length explicitly,we expect

thisresultto hold foralllow-energy four-body observables.

W ehaveapplied thise�ectivetheorytothefour-bodysystem of4Heatom sand calculated

the ground and excited state energiesofthe 4He tetram er. In the absence ofexperim ental

inform ation on the 4He trim er,we have taken the excited state energy ofthe 4He trim er

as calculated by Blum e and Greene for the LM 2M 2 potential[21]as input to determ ine

the three-body param eterL3. Forthe binding energiesofthe trim erground state and the

tetram erground and excited states,we�nd thevaluesB
(0)

3
= 127 m K,B

(1)

4
= 128 m K,and

B
(0)

4 = 492 m K,respectively.Thelatterenergy isstillabouta factorthreesm allerthan the

naturalfour-bodyenergy scale� 1:5K wherethee�ectivetheoryisexpected tobreakdown.

OurvaluesforB
(0)

4
and B

(1)

4
agreewith thecalculation by Blum eand Greeneto within 12%

and 3% ,respectively.Thesedeviationsareconsistentwith theexpected accuracy atleading

orderin thelargescattering length ofaboutl=jaj� 10% .

The largescattering length of4He atom sleadsto universalpropertiessuch asuniversal

scaling functions. W e have calculated the universalscaling functionsrelating the tetram er

energies to the trim er energies. The correlations are approxim ately linear in the region

ofbinding energies relevantfor 4He atom s. Asexpected from low-energy universality,the

resultsofvariouscalculationsusing realistic 4Hepotentialsfallcloseto theuniversalscaling

curves.Correctionsto thescaling curvesarem ainly governed by e�ectiverangee�ects.W e

have �tted the calculated scaling functions with linear expressions (39)-(42) that can be

used toobtain thetetram erbinding energiesatleadingorderin l=jajforany potentialifone

ofthetrim erbinding energiesisknown.

Therearea num berofdirectionsthatshould bepursued in futurework.W hilewehave

dem onstrated thata four-body force isnotnecessary to renorm alize the four-body system

to leading order,thegeneralpowercounting forfour-body forcesisstillnotunderstood.At

which orderdoesthe leading four-body interaction enter? In the three-body system ,e.g.,

the�rstordercorrection isdueto thetwo-body e�ectiverange.Ifa sim ilarsituation holds

in the four-body system ,itwould be possible to predictlow-energy four-body observables

up to correctionsoforder(l=a)2 from two-and three-body inform ation alone.

Theextension ofthee�ectivetheory to calculatefour-body scattering observableswould

be very valuable. The knowledge ofthe dim er-dim er scattering length, for exam ple, is

im portantforexperim entswith ultracold atom s.Forthesim plerproblem offerm ionswith
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two spin states(wherethe three-body param eterL3 doesnotcontribute),thedim er-dim er

scattering length wasrecently calculated [52].

W hether this e�ective theory can be applied to the nuclear four-body system like the

pionfultheory [31]isan open question.W hileitisstraightforward togeneralizethee�ective

theory toincludespin and isospin,itisnotclearwhetheran e�ectivetheory withoutexplicit

pions willbe adequate forthe � particle ground state with a binding energy ofabout28

M eV.This question deserves further study. The e�ective theory m ight also help to shed

som elighton therenewed speculationsabouttheexistenceofashallow tetraneutron bound

state[53].
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A P P EN D IX A :YA K U B O V SK Y EQ U AT IO N S W IT H T H R EE-B O D Y FO R C E

In thisappendix,wederivetheanalyticexpressionsforthethree-body forceterm in the

Yakubovsky equations(30)in m om entum space.Thethree-body forceterm

1

3
hu1u2u3j(1+ G 0t12)G 0V3j	i; (A1)

couplestothefullfour-bodywavefunction	(cf.Eq.(28)),which isrelatedtotheYakuvosky

com ponents A and  B via

	 = (1+ P 34 + PP34 + P + P34P + PP34P) A + (1+ P + ~P + P ~P) B : (A2)

In ordertosim plify Eq.(A1),weconsideraterm with an arbitrary perm utation operator

X acting on  A .Inserting theS-waveprojection operator,Eq.(16),wecan write

1

3
hu1u2u3j(1+ G 0t12)G 0V3X j Ai=

=
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u
000
3
j Ai

�

; (A3)

wherethefactorsof4�and (4�)2 arisefrom theS-waveprojection ofthetwo-body t-m atrix
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and three-body potential,respectively.Thisexpression can berewritten as:

1

3
hu1u2u3j(1+ G 0t12)G 0V3X j Ai=

=
�3

3
(4�)2G 0(u1;u2;u3)

h

�(u1;u2)+ 4�g(u1)�(E � 3

4
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2
� 2

3
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i
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du0
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wherewehavede�ned thequantities

I(u1;u2)=

Z

du0
1
u
0
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2
G 0(u

0
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0
1
)�(u0

1
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and

K
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X
(u3)=

Z

du01u
0
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00
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An analogousexpression K
(B )

X
can be derived forperm utation operatorswhich acton the

second Yakubovsky com ponent B .

W eproceed by giving the analyticalexpressionsforthe K
(A )

X
and K

(B )

X
which appearin

the com putation ofthe three-body force term . There are six com binationsofperm utation

operatorsacting on  A:
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and fourcom binationsofoperatorsacting on  B :
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where û1(u1;u2)and û2(u1;u2)arede�ned as
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