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Abstract

W e consider the non-relativistic fourboson system w ih shortrange forces and large scattering
length In an e ective quantum m echanics approach. W e construct the e ective Interaction potential
at leading order in the large scattering length and com pute the fourbody binding energies using the
Yakubovsky equations. Cuto mndependence of the fourbody binding energies does not require
the introduction of a fourbody force. This suggests that two— and threebody interactions are
su cient to renom alize the fourbody system . W e apply the equationsto “He atom s and calculate
the binding energy ofthe “H e tetram er. W e observe a correlation between the trin er and tetram er
binding energies sin ilar to the T pn lne in nuclkar physics. O ver the range of binding energies
relevant to “He atom s, the correlation is approxin ately linear.
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I. NTRODUCTION

E ective theories are ideally suited to describe the low -energy properties of physical sys—
tam s in a m odelindependent way. T hey can be applied to any system that has a ssparation
of scales, which can be a findam ental property of the underlying theory or sin ply a kine-
m atical suppression. The long-distance degrees of freedom m ust be inclided dynam ically
In the e ective theory, whik short-distance physics enters only through the values ofa few
coupling constants, often called low -energy constants. E ective theories are w idely used In
m any areas ofphysics. R ecently, a considerablk e ort was devoted to applying e ective eld
theories In nuclear and atom ic physics. For overview s of these program s, see eg. Refs. [, 1]
and 1, []. If there is no exchange of m assless particles, any interaction w ill appear short
ranged at su ciently low energy. One can then use a very general e ective theory with
short—range interactions only to describe the universal low -energy properties of the system .
Such a theory can be applied to a w ide range of system s from nuclkar and particlke physics
to atom ic and m olecular physics.

M ost previous work in this area was done using a non-relativistic e ective eld theory
EFT) wih contact interactions. Particularly interesting are few boson system s w ith large
scattering length. T hey are characterized by an unnaturally lJarge tw o-body scattering length
a which ismudh larger than the typical low -energy length scale 1given by the range of the
Interaction. Such system s digplay a num ber of Interesting e ects and universal properties
that are independent of the details of the interaction at short distances of order 1. Ifa > 0,
eg., there is a shallow two-body bound state w ith binding energy B, = h*’=M a?)+ O (=a),
where M is the m ass of the particks. Low-energy observables can generally be described
In a controlled expansion n =r7j. In the twodoson system , the e ective theory reproduces
the e ective range expansion (cf. Refs. [, 1]) but the structure of the threebboson system
w ith large scattering length is richer. In Refs. [, 11], it was found that both two—and three—
body contact interactions are required at leading order for the consistent renomm alization
of the threebody system . Interestingly, the renom alization group behavior of the three-
body interaction is govemed by an ultraviolkt lim i cycle. This inplies that at kading
order in =37 the properties of the threeboson system w ith large scattering length are not
determm ined by tw o-body data alone and one piece ofthreebody Infom ation (such asa three—
body binding energy) is required aswell. In the EF T, this Infom ation can conveniently be
param eterized by the threebody param eter Introduced in Refs. I, l]. These general

ndings con m and extend previous work by E m ov who derived m any general features of
the threebody problem w ith large scattering length 2, B8]

W hile the EFT fomulation has been very successfiil, it is not the only possble for-
mulation of an e ective theory for this problem . Lepage has advocated the fram ework of
non-relativistic quantum m echanics w ith an e ective interaction potential [l]. T he contact
operators in the eld theory are the replaced by an \e ective potential" built from an eared
out -function potentials and derivatives thereof. In the case a > 0, this approach has been
applied to the threedboson system by W ilson ] and M ohr [1]. They con m ed the resuls
ofRefs. [I,Il] and were abl to caloulate the binding energies for the threeboson system to
extram ely high accuracy.

In this paper, we consider the fourbody system w ith shortrange interactions. T he four-
body problem has previously been studied in varety of approaches. Early studies include
the Yakubovky equations for local potentials using the H ibert-Schm idt expansion 1], the
Schrodinger equation w ith ssparable twobody potentials 1], and eld-theoretical m odels



w ith separable expansions of the threebody T -m atrix []. The Purbody problm of‘He
atom s was investigated by N akaichiM aeda and Lin using the Yakubovsky equations w ith

a uniary pol approxin ation for the S-wave (2)+ (2) and (3)+ (1) subam plitudes []. For
a review ofthese and other early studies see, eg., Refs. [, [)]. For an overview of recent
calculations for the urbody system of ‘He atom s, see Refs. L, L1]. A general review of
theoretical studies of an all *H e clusters can be ound 1n Ref. [1]. In Ref. | 1], a benchm ark

calculation com paring various m odem calculational approaches to the nuclkar fourbody
problm was carried out.

T he purpose of thispaper is to study the fourboson system w ith short—range Interactions
and large scattering length In an e ective theory. W e w illwork at leading order n l=pjand
use the fram ew ork ofnon-relativistic quantum m echanics to construct an e ective Interaction
potential. This approach has the advantage that one can inm ediately start from the well-
known Y akubovsky equations forthe fourbody system [1]. T he fourboson binding energies
are obtained by sol/ing the Y akubovsky equations forthe e ective Interaction potential. The
solution of the fourboson problem in e ective theory is in portant in several resoects:

First, i can inm ediately be applied to the atom ic problem of “He atom s and isa rst
step towards the Purbody problem In nuckar physics which is com plicated by soin and
isospin. The scattering length of *He atom s a 100A ismuch larger than is e ective
range r. 7A which can be taken as an estim ate of the natural low -energy length scale
1. “He atom s are therefore an ideal application fr our theory. The threebody system of
“He atom s has been investigated in Refs. [, L, L] usihg e ective el theory. W hik the
universal properties of the threebody system of *He atom s were discussed in Ref. 1], this
has not been done for the fourbody system .

Second, the renom alization of the fourbody system in an e ective theory is an open
question. It is clear that low-energy fourbody observables must depend on a two-body
param eter and a threebody param eter. However, it is not known whether a fourbody
param eter is also required to calculate low -energy fourbody observables up to corrections
suppressed by E=Rj.

T he theoretical situation conceming this question appears confiising. O n the one hand,
there is a renom alization argum ent for —function pair potentials that indicates that a
new fourbody param eter is required to calculate fourbody binding energies [1]. On the
other hand, Am ado and G reenwood have evaluated the trace of the fourbody kemel and
concluded that the E m ov e ect isabsent In the fourbody system []. This result suggests
that a fourbody param eter should not be necessary at leading order in =3j. There is
som e circum stantial evidence In favor of the Jatter possibility from the ourbody problem in
nuclear physics. There is a correlation called the \T pn lne" between the binding energy B
of the triton and the binding energy B ofthe particke [[11]. Calculations of these binding
energies using m odem phenom enological nuckon-nuclkon interaction potentials give resuls
that underestin ate both binding energies but cluster along a line in the BB plne. By
adding a threebody potential whose strength is adjisted to get the correct value for By,
one also gets an accurate result forB  (cf. Ref. [1]). This conclusion also holds for chiral
nuclear potentials derived from an e ective eld theory w ith explicit pions [1]. The ain of
the present work isto study the question about the requirem ent of the fourbody Interaction
by an explicit calculation in the controlled environm ent of an e ective theory.

T he paper is organized as ollows. Tn Sec.lll, we will review the description of the two—
and threebody bound state problem in e ective theory and extend this fram ework to the
Purbody bound state problem . In Sec.ll, we w ill discuss the renom alization and present



num erical results or the case of *He atom s. F nally, we close w ith a summ ary and outlook

i Sec.ll.

ITI. FEW BODY BOUND STATE EQUATIONS IN EFFECTIVE THEORY

The e ective low-energy Interaction potential generated by a non—relativistic EFT w ith
short-range interactions can be written down in a m om entum expansion. In the twodbody
S-wave sector, it takes the general form

K ki= o+ Lo K+ KB)=2+ :::; 1)

where k and k° are the relative threem om enta of the incom ing and outgoing particles,
resoectively. Because of G alilan nvariance, the interaction can only depend on the relative
m om enta. Sin ilar expressions can be derived for three—and higherbody interactions. The
exact form of the potential depends on the speci ¢ regularization schem e used. The low -
energy observables, however, are independent of the reqularization scheme (Up to higher
order corrections) and one can choose a convenient scham e for practical calculationst

In amomentum cuto schem e, the potentialin Eq. ) can be reqularized by m ultiplying
with a G aussian regulator fiinction, exp[ (& + k%)= 2], with the cuto parameter . This
factor strongly suppresses high-m om entum m odes in the region k;k°> where the e ective
potential is not valid. The cuto dependence of the coe cients (), 22(), :::isde-
tem Ined by the requiram ent that low -energy cbservables are independent of . O f courss,
the expansion in Eq. W) is only usefil in conjanction w ith a power counting schem e that
determm ines the relative In portance of the various temm s at low energy. In the case of large
scattering length a, the lrading order is given by the , temn which must be ierated to
all orders, whilke the other tem s give rise to higher-order corrections that can be included
perturbatively [, H]. In this paper, we willwork to lading order In the large scattering
length a and Include only the , tem .

In the threebody system , am om entum —-independent three-body Interaction tetm 3 must
be Included together with , alrady at lading order [, Hl]. W ithout this threedbody
Interaction low-energy observables show a strong cuto dependence and the system can not
be renom alized. E ective range e ects and other higher-order corrections can be inclided
aswell 0,00, 000,

T he power counting for the fourbody system has not been formulated yet. In order to
e whether the m nin al sst of interactions , and 3 is su cient, we will calculate the
bound states In the fourbody system and study their cuto dependence. We willuse a
momentum cuto regularization schem e as descrioed above. A strong cuto dependence of
the binding energies would indicate that a fourbody interaction temm is required. If the
fourbody binding energies are stabl under variations of the cuto , thiswould suggest that
the fourbody Interaction is a subleading e ect.

In order to set up our conventions and formm alisn , we will rst review the bound state
equations for the two—and threebody system and then set up the fourbody equations.

! For a com parison of di erent reqularization schem es in the nuclear two-body problem and chiral pertur—
bation theory, see Refs. 1] and 1], respectively.



A . The Two-Body Sector

W e w rite the leading order two-body e ective potential In m om entum Soace as:
oy mi= hopi hgpi; @)

where , denotesthe twobody coupling constant and g () are the relative three-m om enta
In the lnoom ing (outgoing) channel. T he regulator fiinctions

i gE)=ep( = ?); 3)

suppress the contribution from high m om entum states. In the few body literature, they are
often called \form factors".
O ur nom alization for plane wave and spherical wave states is

© B

ppi= Yo P lmPrni= — g

° mm® 7 “)

and the S-wave progction of the plane wave state with m om entum p is

e P
@)= p

lp00pi tpPi= 5)
Forconvenienos, wew illwork In unitswhere them assM ofthebosonsand P Jandk’s constant
haressttounity:M = h= 1.

T he Interaction ) is ssparable and the Lippm ann-Schw inger equation for the two-body
problem can be solved analytically. T he twodody t-m atrix can be w ritten as [ ]:

tE)= pi E€)gJj; (6)
where E denotes the total energy. T he twobody propagator € ) is then given by

' 99 :
€)= 1=, 4 dogd——— )
0 E 4

A twobody bound-state appears as a sin ple polk in the two-body propagator at energy
E = B,. Thusthe twobody coupling constant , B,; ) can be xed from the tw Jody
binding energy B,, which is directly related to the scattering length by a = 1= B, at
lading order in I=p7j. The Integrals appearing in the propagator can be expressed through
the com plem entary error fiinction

erft®) =1 p— e “dt; ®)

and orE < 0, we ocbtain for the inverse propagator:

- P
) , P — 2B, PE, p__ oF oF
€)l=2 Byexp — - erfc E exp -~ erfc : 9)

A sin ilar expression for the propagator can be cbtained for positive energies by adding a
an all In agihary part to E , but w ill not be required for our purposes.



B. The ThreeBody Sector

The low-energy properties of the threebody system for a given e ective potential can
be obtained by solving the Faddeev equations [l]. Faddeev’s idea was to decom pose the
full threebody wave function into so-called \Faddeev com ponents" in order to avoid
the problem of disconnected contributions In the threedbody scattering problm . For the
threebody problm with two— and threebody interactions, the fiull wave function can be
decom posad Into four com ponents [10]: one for each twodbody subcluster and one for the
threebody cluster? For identical bosons, the threebody wave fiinction is fiilly symm etric
under exchange of particlkes and the Faddeev equations sin plify considerably. In this case,
one only needs to solve equations Involing one of the twobody Faddesv com ponents and
the threebody com ponent. The two ram aining twobody com ponents can be obtained by
pem utations of particles. For m ore details on the Faddeev equations, we refer the reader
to the Itterature |, L 1].

W e follow G lockle and M eier )] and decom pose the full threebody wave function as

= (l+ P) + 37 where P = P13P23 + P12P23 (10)

isa pem utation operatorthat generates the two not explicitly included Faddeev com ponents
from . The operator P 5 sin ply pemm utes particles i and j. The Faddeev equations for
and 3 In operator form are then

GotP +G0t 37
3= Gos @+P) ; 11)

w here G o denotes the free threeparticle propagator. t is the twodbody t-m atrix for the two—
body subsystem describbed by the com ponent . 3 is the threebody t-m atrix de ned by the
solution ofthe threebody L jppm ann-Schw inger equation w ith the leading order threebody
e ective interaction

V3= jish3J; 12)
only. Since V3 is separable, we can solve for t3 exactly and cbtain

1
BLE)=JjisE)h J; where ;&)= — h Hyji : 13)
3

T he threebody regulator function j iw illbe soeci ed Jater. N ote that t3 isonly a technical
construct that is generally cuto dependent and not cbservable. T he physical threebody
tm atrix always includes both two—and threebody forces. Since we are interested only in
the binding energies and not in the wave finctions, we can elin Inate the com ponent 3 and
obtain

= GotP + GotGoty L+ P) 14)

The com ponent ;3 can easily be recovered by using the second line of Eq. [l).

W e now derive an explicit representation of Eq. ) ih mom entum space. W e will ik
lustrate this procedure by show ing som e details for the st temrm on the right-hand side
ofEq. @) . The extension to include the second term containing threebody interaction is

2 N ote, how ever, that other decom positions volring only three Faddeev com ponents are possbl as well.



straightforward and we w illonly quote the nalresult. Furthem ore, in order to understand
the renom alization of the threebody problam it is instructive to consider the case w ithout
a threebody force rst. The natural Jacobim om enta are given by:

! (3 k) 2 k ! k1 + k2) 15)
u; = — ; U, = — — :
1 2 1 ’ 2 3 3 2 1 2
Here and In the follow Ing sections, we w ill only take S-waves nto acoount. Hence, we can
progct all operators accordingly and de ne the S-wave progction operator:

Z Z
du; uf du, ug 1 us il usj D uu? 1 up il us g (106)
U sing the de nition huiiju,j i (u;u,), we can w rite the Faddeev equation in m om entum
sace as:
Z Z

(7u2) = MuuHetP § i= 4 Goju)gw) Dut® Dugw)) € 2u))

@ ) : . .

1702@1’111%20? i1, ", i S,y 1 a7
2

where the factor of 4 arises from our nom alization of the S-wave progcted twobody

tm atrix. T he free propagator for three particles in their center ofm ass is given by
Gowsw)=E Euwl = E 4 32w ~; 18)

where E;, denotes the kinetic energy. Furthem ore, it should be noted that the twodbody

propagator inEq. M) isevaliated at the energy in the corresponding tw obody subsystem :

E %ugz . The permm utation operator P can be w ritten as:

Z 1
. 0.0 (u Ww;ul)) @l ©;uz))
hyyu, P dudi= dx ! 2! 022 10 2u2, 2 ; 19)
1 @z7uy)® @jiuz)
q
@o7u)) = fud+ ud®+ uudx: 0)
U sing this representation of P , we can w rite the Integral equation as:
Z 1 Z 1
. _ . 3,.2 0..02 ...0
suz) = 4 Gou;u)gm) E  Juy) du,u, dxg( (uziuy))

0 1

( Wiuz)iuy) = (1)

T his is an hom ogeneous Integral equation In two varables. It can be further s pli ed by
de ning a new function F (u,) of only one variabl via

(17uz) = Goluju)g) €  Ju)F () ; (22)

leading to the integral equation
Z 1 Z 1

F () = 4 dudu?®  dxg( @z;ud))Go ( w@ou);udg( @Iiuy))
0 1

€ 2ud)F @) : 23)
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FIG.1l: The shalbwest threebody binding energies indicated by the solid, dashed, and dash-
dotted lines as a function ofthem om entum cuto . The vertical dashed line indicates the cuto
range In which the threedbody system has exactly two bound states. The horizontal solid lne
show s the energy at which the shallowest threebody state is xed.

T he three-body binding energies are given by those values of E forwhich Eq. [ll) has a
nontrivial solution. By expressing the twodody coupling constant , in tem softhebinding
energy of the shallow twodbody bound state n Eq. ), we have already renom alized the
twobody problam .

T he threebody systam is stabilized against the Thom as collapse by the presence of the
momentum cuto . No threebody force is required for this purpose. A fter the cuto is
introduced, there are no bound states w ith binding energies B; > 223 However, the three—
body binding energies depend strongly on the value of the cuto . This is illustrated In
F ig.l where the shallowest three-body binding energies are indicated by the solid, dashed,
and dash-dotted lines. The threebody system has exactly two bound states in the cuto
range indicated by the two vertical dashed lnnes.

W e now inclide the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. [ll) which contains the
threebody force. T he derivation of an explicit representation in m om entum space proceeds

3 Thism om entum cuto can also be thought ofas introducinga nieranger 1= forthepairpotential
in position space. The Thom as collapse is then stopped when the bound state size is of the sam e order
as the range of the potential.



as forthe st tem . The full equation including both tem s then reads

Z 1 Z 1
_ 0..02 ...0 0. . 0 0,
F)=14 du2u2 dx g ( (u21u2))G0( (u21u2)lu2)g( (u21u2))
0 1
€ 2uHF W)
Z 1
+ @) ddulgud)c,wliu) sE€) wiu,)
0
"w Z ) Z .
du(lDu(lnz du(ZDug)2 (uin;ug))g(u?)Go(uch;u;D) E %qu)F (u;D)
0 0
Z 1 Z 1 Z 1
+ 0 ddu? afu® dx (ePudiudg( wud)
0 0 1 #
Go(@3hud;ud & 2uf)F @) 5 @4)
where (@Uu;;us) hyu,jiisde ned as
u? + 2u?
(17up) = exp  ——— @25)

N ote that the term in the exponent is the kinetic energy of the threebody system . Thus, it
is exactly the kinetic energy ow ing through the threebody interaction which is lim ited by
the cuto param eter . Thischoice ofthe cuto function satis esBose symm etry explicitly.
The factorsof4 and (@ ) ° arise from our nom alization of the S-wave progction oft and
t.

T he value of the threebody force is determ ined by the renom alization condition that
the shallowest bound state energy is xed as the cuto is varied. This value is denoted by
the horizontal solid line in F ig.M. D epending on the value ofthe cuto , the threebody force
then m ust provide additional attraction or repulsion in order to kesp the shallowest bound
state energy xed as the cuto is varied. Thus, one threedbody datum (in our case the
shallowest bound state energy) is required as input whik all other low-energy threedbody
observables can be predicted. O nce the shallowest bound state is xed, the binding energies
of the desper bound states will also be cuto independent. W hen the cuto is increased
and a new bound state appears at threshold, the threebody force must tum from strongly
repulsive to strongly attractive to satisfy the renom alization condition for the shallowest
bound state. T he additional state is then added as a desp state rather than at threshold.
Low -energy threebody cbservables are not a ected by the additionaldesp bound states. A s
a oconsequence, the cuto can bem ade arbirarily large in the threebody system .

The renomn alization procedure detem ines threebody coupling constant 3 Bs; )
uniquely. &t was used In Refs. [, Il] to renom alize the threebody equation derived from
nonrelativistic e ective eld theory wih an auxiliary eld for the interacting two-particle
state. See Ref. [[11] for an earlier discussion of this renomm alization m ethod. W hile the part
of Eq. @) resulting from two-body interactions only is very sin ilar to the corresponding
part of the eld-theoretical equation, the part containing the threebody force (n form of
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FIG . 2: The threebody coupling constant 3 as a function ogthe cuto param eter . Thego]jd
blie line showsa tofEq. ) with c= 0:076 and L3 = 233 B_ztothepojntsfbr 245 B,.

3) ism ore com plicated. T he simn plicity of the eld-theoretical equation is due the speci ¢
om ofthe threebody interaction using an auxiliary eld in Refs. 1,112
W enow explicitly verify the renomm alization ofthe threebody system asdescribed above.
By varying the cuto parameter and tuning the threebody coupling 3 such that the
shallow est threebody binding energy stays constant, we can determm ine the renom alization
group evolution of 5 num erically. Forthe din ensionless coupling constant 5 %, wecon m

the results of Refs. ., 1,00, 000]:  * 5 () showsa lin it cycle behavior and is singlevalued.”
This lin it cycle is shown in Fig.M. For large values of the cuto  , the dim ensionless three—
body coupling constant * ; ows towards an ultraviokt lin it cycle. For ! 1 , it has

the lin iting behavior

C sin(son(=Ls) arctan(l=g))
4 sin(sp In( =L 3) + arctan (1=sg))

3()= ; (26)
w here sy 1:00624 is a transcendental num ber that determ nes the period ofthe lim i cycle.
If the cuto ismultiplied by a factorexp b =s o) (22:7} wih n an Integer, the three—
body coupling 3 is unchanged. L3 is a threebody param eter generated by din ensional

4 0 ne would expect that using auxiliary elds would also sin plify the Burbody equations. H owever, it is
not ocbvious how to treat the @)+ (2) clusters in the Interm ediate state w thout introducing uncontrolied
approxin ations.

5 Note that 3 isde ned with the opposite sign of the threebody coupling constant H in the eld theory
form ulation [1,0].

10



tranam utation. One can either specify the din ensionless coupling constant ¢ 5 () and

the cuto or the din ensionfull threebody param eter L 3. T he constant ¢ is universal and

Independent of L3 within our num erical accuracy. W e have determm ined ¢ num erically by
ttihg ? 5( ) Prdi erent threebody param eters L 5 to Eq. [l and und:

c= 0074 0003; @27

w here the error has been estim ated from the ocbserved variation in the t results forc. The
threebody param eter L3 can be detemm ned by xing a threebody binding energy B5;. O £
course, one could also use a threebody binding energy directly to characterize the value of
the threebody coupling 3 at a given cuto . However, it is advantageous to use L 3 because
Eqg. M) takes a particularly sin ple orm in temn s ofLs.

O ne m ight expect that the an ooth G aussian regulator function we use would kad to
better behaved num erical solutions of the threebody equations than the sharp cuto used
for the eld-theoretical equation n Refs. [, [l]. However, it tums out that the convergence
of the threebody coupling to the ultraviokt lim it cyclke is signi cantly slower than in the
e ective eld theory formulation. T his is due to the m ore com plicated structure of the part
of Eq. M) containing the threebody force. For very large Ioop m om enta, the threebody
part of Eq. ) sin pli es considerably and has a sin ilar form as in the EF T form ulation.
Tn this Ilim it, it is possble to derive the general orm ofEq. ).

In general, we recover the resuls for the threebody binding energies from Refs. [, I,

,]. However, we note that som ewhat higher cuto s are required to reach convergent
results for the desper threebody bound states. The num ericale ort for the solution of the
threebody equationsbecom es larger as the value ofthe threebody coupling ;3 is increased.
T his is also related to the relatively com plicated structure ofthe part of Eq. [l) containing
the three-body force.

C. The FourBody Sector

W e now tum to the fourbody sector. T he fourbody binding energies are given by the
non-trivial solutions of the Y akubovsky equations 1] w hich are based on a generalization of
the decom position into Faddesev com ponents for the threebody system . The full fourbody
wave function is st decom posed Into Faddeev com ponents, followed by a second decom —
position into so-called \Y akubovsky com ponents". In the case of identicalbosons, one ends
up with two Yakubovsky components , and 5. W e start from the Yakubovsky equa-
tions including a generalthree-body force in the form w ritten down by G lodkle and K am ada

]. The full fourbody bound state wave function is decom posed into the Yakubovsky
com ponents , and g via

= 1+ +P)P3y)@l+P) o+ I+P)L+PF) 5 ; (28)
where P ;; exchanges partickes iand j, P isde ned n Eq. ), and P’ is given by
P = P3Py (29)

T he equations for the two wave function com ponents read:

>
|

1
= GotyP [+ P3y) o+ slt 5(1+ Got2)GoVs

B = GotP [Q+ P3) o+ 515 (30)

11



where ty, denotes the twobody tm atrix for particles 1 and 2 and V3 is the threebody
oree de ned .n Eq. (M) . Note that the threebody force couples to the full urbody wave
function . The factor of one third In front of the threebody force term arises because we
nsert the full threebody interaction for Vs. This is possible since we consider threebody
contact Interactions which are sym m etric under the exchange of any pair of particlks.

In order to describe the fourbody system at rest, three Jacobim om enta are required.
The structure of the fourbody equations is m ore com plex than that of the threedbody
equations because both 3)+ (1) and @)+ (2) fragm entations can occur. A s a consequencs,
two di erent sets of Jacobim om enta are required. The 3)+ (1) fragm entation is described

by the vector

3 1
U3=Zk4 g(k1+k2+k3) ; (31)

along w ith the Jacobim om enta for the threebody system given in Eq. ). The Q)+ (2)
fragm entation is described by the set:

1 1 1 1
vi= ki k)i va=okitk) Skstkej oand vi=oks k)i (G2)

D epending on which Yakubovsky com ponent and operator in Eq. [l is concemed, one of
the two sets of coordnates w ill be m ore convenient than the other.

A sin theprevious subsection, wew illonly display the derivation ofthe analytic expression
for the Yakubovsky equations w ithout the threedbody force. Ik is natural to evaluate the
Y akubovsky com ponent , asa function ofu;;u,, and us:

huusjai= 4 Gglu;uzius)gu) E %ui %ui)

z z
dudud  dxg( @aul)h @yu)udusdai
1
Z z, Z,
1 0..02 0 )
+§ du, u, dx dx g ( (uz;uy))
1 1
h @;u,)e, @9;us)es @;us)F Al
Z z, 7,
1 0..02 0 ...0
+§ du, u, dx dx"g( (uz;uy))
1 1

h @Wu)v, @J;us)vs @I;us)ygi 5 (33)

where the two-body propagator €  Ju 2uj) is again evaluated at the energy of the
corresoonding two-body subsystem . G o (U1;U,;U3) is the free ourparticle propagator in the
center-ofm ass system of the four particles and (uz;ug) isde ned in Eq. ). T he second
Y akubovsky com ponent  is com puted as a function ofthe m om enta vy ;v,, and vs:

z
v, vsisi= 4 Gotvesva)ghn) € V2 ¥)  avivig@)hvswvidpi
Z Z .
0 .02 0 0] JO R s
+  dvyvg dx g (v3)hvs uy (v2;v3) us (vz2;v3)Jj al @ (34)

1
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h Egs. [ll,ll), we have used the abbreviations

q q
. _ 1.2, 64..2, 16 0. . _ 2, 1.2 2 0.
t, (Up;us) = SUZ T gust SWusxt ;w3 (upjus) = Uy + Uy SUUsx
q q
. — 2, 4.2, 4 0. . _ 1.2, 4.2 2 0.
¥ (U ;us) = us + gus+ Suusx ;3 (Uy;us) = Uz T Jus WUk ;
q q
. _ 4 4 8 0. [ 0.
Uy (V25v3) = gVEt 5VE  ovawsx’p Us(ivs) = 3vi+ Vi + wpvax’ 35)

Sim ilar to the threebody case, Egs. [lll, ) can be simpli ed from two coupled integral
equations In three varables to two coupled integral equations in two variables. Perform ing

the substiutions
hajuousj al = g@)Go @suz;us)Fa zius) ;

vo,vsj gl = g )Go Vy;ve;v3)Fg (V25v3) 5 (36)

we cbtain the Integral equations forF, (U,;us) and Fg (v»;v3):

Fa(iiuz) = 4 € Juf  2ud)
z Z .
dulud  dxg( waud))g( @luy))
1
Go ( 9;uy);ug;us)Fa (o;us)
z Z, 7,
1 0,02 0 .0 0.
+2 du, u, dx dx'g( @z;uy))g( @y;u2))
1 1

Go ( @Y5uz) it MI;u3) as (UD;Us))F A (@ (U5;Us) 83 () ;us))

Z Z. 7,
1 0..02 0 .119 0,
+§ du2u2 dx dax g( (u2lu2))g( (uzruZ))
1 1

Go ( (3;uz);w, Y;us);vs (;us))Fs (7, Y;us);vs (osus))  ;(37)

V4
Feoiva) = 4 € v %) d¥vi'gt)gws)Go (vsivaivi)Fs (n2;v3)
z 7
0,02 0 . o0y . o0
+  dvyvg dx g(v3)g (v3)G o (352 (V2;V3)5us (V2;V3))

1

By (Up (v25v3);us (2;v5) @ (38)

The inclusion of the threebody force tem is straightforward but lengthy and the corre-
soonding expressions are given in the appendix.

In order to obtain the fourbody binding energies, we have to solve the Yakubovsky
equationsw ith the threebody force term . T he binding energies can be found by discretizing
the above equations and calculating the eigenvalues of the resulting m atrix. They are given
by the energies at which any eigenvalue of the m atrix is equalto one. The wave function is

then given by the corresoonding eigenvector.
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T he renom alization analysis ofthe fourbody system is com plicated by the cuto depen-—
dence of the num ber ofbound states in the threebody subsystem s. T he further the cuto
is ncreased, the m ore threebody bound states appear. W hilke the sourious desp threebody
states have no in uence on low -energy threebody cbservables, they create an instability in
the fourbody system which can collapse nto a desp threebody bound state plus another
particle. This lim its cuto variationsto an interval (< < 2277  forsome ,, n which
the num ber of threebody bound states rem ains constant. Since the cuto can stillbe varied
by m ore than a factor of ten, we are nevertheless abl to study the renom alization proper—
ties and obtain converged num erical results. A ematively, one could explicitly subtract out
the spuriousbound states from the threebody tm atrix. W e w ill com e back to this question
In the next section.

ITT. RENORMALIZATION AND NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we w ill discuss the renom alization of the fourboson system and present
som e num erical results or the Hurbody system of *He atom s. For convenience, we w ill set
Boltzm ann’s constant to unity: k = 1. Since the scattering length of “He atom s is much
larger than their e ective range, they are an ideal application for our theory and a leading
order calculation should be accurate to about 10% (shoe l=a’ 10% ).

T he quantitative experim ental inform ation on low-energy *He atom s, however, is rather
lin ited. U sing di raction of a m olecular beam of sm all “He clusters from a tranam ission
grating, the bond length of the ‘He din er has been m easured to be hri= (52 4HAa ].
This value is an order m agnitude larger than their e ective range r. 7A, which can
be taken as an estin ate of the natural low-energy length scal 1. The scattering length
a= 104"% A and the dimer binding energy B, = 1:1°2 mK were derived from the
m easured bond length usihg the zero range approxin ation [\]. The “He trim er, tetram er,
and several larger *H e clusters have been cbserved [, 1], but no quantitative experin ental
Inform ation about their binding energies is availabl to date.

H owever, there is a Jarge num ber of theoretical calculations using realistic “H e potentials
or the triner ((He;). These calculations typically predict a trim er ground state with an
energy of about 120 m K and one excited state with a binding energy of about 2 mK [,

, 0, 0], The ground and excited states of the tetram er (Hey) and larger clusters have
been caloulated by Blum e and G reene BG ) [1]. They have used the LM 2M 2 potential 0]
and a com bination ofM onte C arlo m ethods and the adiabatic hyperspherical approxin ation.
T heir results for the trin er energies agree w ith the exact threebody calculations ofR efs. [,

;I 4 ‘]'

In the absence of quantitative experim ental inform ation on the threebody clisters, we
take the binding energy of the *He trim er excited state from theoretical calculations using
the LM 2M 2 potentialas nput to x L3. W e use the value of BG : B 3(1)=B > = 1:767 for this
purpose 1, 0], W e can then calculate the trin er ground state and the tetram er binding
energies for the LM 2M 2 potential based on low -energy universality. Before we present our
num erical results for the ‘He, system, we discuss the renom alization of the urbody
problm .

In Fig.l, we have plotted the threebody ground state energy B, " and the fourbody
energies as a function of the cuto . A s In the case of the trim er, the ‘He tetram er has a

ground state B 4(0) and one excited state B 4(1) . Thecuto dependence ofB 3(0) must atten out
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FIG . 3: Binding energies of the three- and fourbody system as a function ofthe cuto . B

and B rfl) denote the ground and rst excited state of the n-body system .

and reach aplateau as  is increased since the threebody system was renom alized by xing
the trin er excited state binding energy B+~ (cf. subsection llll). However, Fig. B shows
that the fourbody binding energies B 4(0) and B, also reach a plateau as is Increased.

The excited state energy B 4(1) has a negligbl cuto dependence already at fairly small

cuto s. For the ground state B 4(0), the situation is som ewhat m ore com plicated and the

cuto dependence ofB 4(0) reaches a plateau only at the lJargest cuto values calculated. The
residual cuto dependence is about 2% for the excited state and 5% for the ground state.
A slower convergence for the ground state is expected since the value ﬁE:B_;o) is a factor
four lJarger than for the excited state and nite cuto e ectsoftheorder FE ¥ arrmore

In portant. The residual cuto dependence for both states is at last a factor 2 an aller
than the corrections from higher orders in the expansion in }la which are expected to be of
the order =a 10% . W e speculate that higher precision could be achieved by increasing
the cuto further. A s already noted earlier, this would create unphysical threebbody bound

states which create an instability in the fourbody system . These states would have to be
subtracted explicitly. W hile such a subtraction is possible, this is beyond the soope of our
paper and we w ill not attem pt such a subtraction here.
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= LTS LS NS VTS

‘Hey 127 R .186] 1255 2.186
‘He, 492 128 559.7 1327

TABLE I:Binding energies of the *He trim er and tetram er n mK . The two right colum ns show
the results by B um e and G reene 1] (denoted by the Index BG ) whilk the two left colum ns show
our results. The number in brackets wasused as nputto xLs.

Taken together, the above observations provide strong num erical evidence that the four-
body binding energies are cuto independent up to higher order corrections In ==a. In
particular, a fourbody force w ith lim it cycle behavior would lead to a m uch stronger cuto
dependence of the binding energies (cf. Fig.M) and can be excluded. The occurrence of
the plateaus for B 4(0) and B 4(1) in Fig. W suggests that a urbody force is not required
for renom alization of the fourbody system at leading order in l=a. Renomn alization of
the threebody system autom atically generates cuto -independent resuls for the fourbody
binding energies. A s a consequence, the fourbody binding energies can be predicted from
tw o—and threebody input alone.

W enow tum to our num erical results for the Hurbody system of ‘He atom s. From the
plateaus in Fig.M, we can read o the values of the binding energies. A com parison of
our results with the values obtained by BG [11] is shown in TabkB. The resuls of their
calculation fr the trin er and tetram er are given in the two right colim ns of Tabk l, while
our results are given In the two keft colum ns. In general, our results are in good agreem ent
w ith the values of BG . For the trin er ground state and the tetram er excited state energies,
we obtain the values B3(0) = 127 mK and B4(1) = 128 mK, respectively. For the tetram er
ground state, we obtain B,” = 492 mK .W hik the value of B, is already relatively large,
it is still a factor three an aller than the natural fourbody energy scal 15 K where the
e ective theory description is expected to break down.

T he natural energy scales can be estin ated as follow s: For two particles, it is directly
determm ined by the natural length scale 1and them assM ofthe particles: e H=M P)
250m K .Forthree and fourparticks, thisestim ate should be scaled according to the num ber
of pairs available,® leading to the values e; 750 mK and g 15 K. This estin ate can
bem ade for cuto values at which the threebody force vanishes. Since all cbservables are
Independent ofthe cuto , however, it isvalid for arbitrary cuto s. O ur shortrange e ective
theory can describe n-body bound states w ith binding energies B &, . Fordesper bound
states closer to the natural energy scale the errors are expected to In =.

The valies in Tabk lf have been computed at a cuto of = 235 B, whith is close

to the Jargest possbl value with only two threebody bound states. O ur values for B 4(0)

and B4(1) agree with the BG values to within 12% and 3% , respectively. The dom inant
correction to our resuls is due to e ective range e ects which are not incuded iIn our
leading order calculation. T hese deviations are w ithin the expected accuracy ofthe e ective

theory. W e expect the e ective range corrections to the lkading order result to be of the

® W e are gratefill to E ric B raaten ©r suggesting this scaling of the natural energy scale according to the

num ber of pairs to us.

16



orderr.,=a 10% .From the residualcuto dependence, we estin ate the num erical error of
our calculation to be of the order of 2% for the excited state and 5% for the ground state.
For xed value of the cuto , our calculations are num erically accurate to 3 signi cant
digits.

T he Jarge scattering length of“H e atom salso leads to universalproperties in the Hurbody
problem . A typical exam ple is the existence of correlations between di erent ocbservables.
These correlations becom e m anifest n universal scaling functions relating dim ensionless
com binations of observables. Various scaling fiinctions for the threebody system of ‘He
atom swere studied In Refs. 15,000,001 ]. Here, we consider the fourbody binding energies as
a function ofthe threebody binding energies. In phenom enological calculations of the four-
nuclkon system , an approxin ately linear correlation between the three— and fournucleon
binding energies for various nuclkon-nuclkon potentials is cbserved: the T pn line []. This
correlation is approxin ately linear for the relkevant range ofbinding energies [11]. Since the
“H e trim er and tetram er have both a ground state and an excited state, there are four \T pn
lines" in this case.

In Fig.M, we show the correlations between the ground and excited state energies of the
“He trin er and tetram er. T he two plots in the upper row show the energies of the tetram er
excited state B 4(1) (left panel) and ground state B 4(0) (cight panel) as a function of trin er
excited state energy B 3(1) , whilk the lower row show s the sam e quantities as a function ofthe

trim er ground state energy B 3(0) . The solid line is the lading order result of our e ective
theory calculation and the cross denotes the result of the calculation by BG forthe LM 2M 2
potential [11]. For the ground states of the trin er and tetram er, calculations w ith other ‘He
potentials are availlblk aswell. A s an exam plk, we show the results forthe TTY , HFD B,
and HFD HE 2 potentials taken from Refs. [, 00].

Sin ilarto the nuckar sector, we nd an approxin ately linear correlation over the range of
binding energies relevant to “He atom s. T he calculations for the realistic “*H e potentials fall
close to the universal scaling curves from oure ective theory. Forthe correlation between the
ground state energies, the \T on line" is directly evident in the potentialm odel calculations
shown in Fig.M. If calculations w ith other potentials were perform ed for the excited state
energies, they would also 2llon a line paralkel to the universal scaling curve from e ective
theory. The deviation of calculations using realistic potentials from the universal line is
m ainly govemed by e ective range corrections which are expected to be of the order 10%
or “He atom s. For the tetram er ground state, this deviation is about a factor fur larger
than for the excited state.

W hile the correlations in F ig.ll are approxim ately Iinear over the range of binding ener—
gles calculated, we expect them to becom e nonlinear fora su ciently large range ofbinding
energies. Sin ilar nonlinearities were observed for correlations between threedbody observ—
abls in Refs. [, 1]. Our results suggest that the \T jpn lines" are universal properties of
few body system s with short—range interactions and large scattering length. They do not
depend on the details of the short-distance physics which are very di erent In atom ic and
nuclkar system s. It is Interesting to note that in nuclkar physics only a correlation between
the ground-state energies of the three— and fourbody system s has been observed. W e ex—
pect this correlation to hold for all S-wave states that are within the range of validity of
an e ective theory w ih contact interactions. It would be Interesting to see whether such
a correlation also holds for the excited J®* = 0 state of the particke above the p+ °H
threshold.
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FIG.4: The correlations between the ground and excited state energies of the “He trin er and
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B4(0) (right panel) as a function of the threebody excied state energy B;l)
sam e quantities as a function of threebody ground state energy B 3(0) . The solid line show s the
Jleading order e ective theory result and the cross denotes the calculation for the LM 2M 2 potential
by Blum e and G reene [[1]. The triangls show the results or the TTY, HFD B, and HFDHE?2

potentials [, 0].

. Lower row : the

W ehave tted the scaling functions shown in F ig. M w ith linear expressions and obtained:

0) ) ©)

B, 3 B
= 247152+ 4075— ; 69 — 142 ; 39)
B> B> B>
) @) 1)
B, 3 Bj
— = 7420+ 6451— ; 154 —— 200 ; 40)
B> B, B,
1) ) 0)
B, 3 Bj
= 0662+ 1:034 ; 65 125 ; 41)
B, B, B,
@ @) 1)
B, 3 B
= 1780+ 1594 ; 152 192 : “42)
B, B, B,

T hese relations can be used to predict the tetram er ground and excited state energies for any
potential for which one ofthe trin er energies and the din er binding energy are known. The
expressions [ll)-l) are of the sam e accuracy as our explicit calculations (see the discussion
above). They are expected to be m ost accurate for the excited states.
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Iv. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have studied the fourbody system with short—range interactions and
large scattering length. W e have concentrated on the bound state problem of four bosons
starting from the Yakubovsky equations [1]. W e have constructed an e ective interaction
potential including both a two—and threebody contact Interaction. This isthem inin al sst
of contact interactions required for renomm alization of the threebody problm [, H]. The
two param eters of the e ective potential were determm ned from m atching to the binding
energy of the dim er and the excited state of the trin er. W e have then solved the fourbody
bound state problem under the assum ption that no fourbody interaction is required for
renom alization at leading order. W e found that after renom alizing the two— and three-
body subsystem s, the fourbody binding energies were autom atically independent of the
ulraviolkt cuto . This result suggests that the fourbody interaction is not of leading order
and the low-energy fourbody observables are detem ined by properties of the two— and
threebody system s up to corrections suppressed by E=pj. A lthough we have considered
only the fourboson bound state problem w ith large scattering length explicitly, we expect
this result to hold for all low -energy fourbody observables.

W ehave applied thise ective theory to the Hurbody system of *He atom sand calculated
the ground and excited state energies of the *He tetram er. In the absence of experin ental
infom ation on the *He trin er, we have taken the excited state energy of the *He trin er
as calculated by Blum e and G reene for the LM 2M 2 potential 1] as input to determm ine
the threebody param eter L. For the binding energies of the trim er ground state and the
tetram er ground and excited states, we nd the valuesB 3(0) = 127mK ,B4(1) = 128mK, and
B 4(0) = 492 mK, respectively. T he Jatter energy is still about a factor three am aller than the
naturalfourbody energy scale 15 K where the e ective theory is expected to break down.
Ourvalues forB 4(0) and B 4(1) agree w ith the calculation by B lum e and G reene to w ithin 12%
and 3% , respectively. T hese deviations are consistent w ith the expected accuracy at leading
order in the large scattering length of about =p3 10% .

T he large scattering length of “He atom s Jeads to universal properties such as universal
scaling functions. W e have calculated the universal scaling functions relating the tetram er
energies to the trim er energies. The correlations are approxin ately linear in the region
of binding energies relevant or ‘He atom s. A's expected from low -energy universality, the
results of vardous calculations using realistic *H e potentials fall close to the universal scaling
curves. Corrections to the scaling curves are m ainly govemed by e ective range e ects. W e
have tted the calculated scaling functions with linear expressions {ll)-l) that can be
used to obtain the tetram er binding energies at lkeading order n l=hjfor any potential ifone
of the trim er binding energies is known.

T here are a num ber of directions that should be pursued in future work. W hile we have
dem onstrated that a urbody force is not necessary to renom alize the fourbody system
to kading order, the general pow er counting for fourbody forces is still not understood. At
which order does the lading fourbody interaction enter? In the threebody system , eg.,
the st order correction is due to the twobody e ective range. If a sim ilar situation holds
in the fourbody system , i would be possibl to predict low -energy fourbody observables
up to corrections of order (ka)? from two—and threebody inform ation alone.

T he extension of the e ective theory to calculate fourbody scattering observables would
be very valuable. The know ledge of the din erdim er scattering length, for example, is
In portant for experin ents w ith ultracold atom s. For the sim pler problem of ferm ions w ith
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two spin states where the threebody param eter L ; does not contribute), the din erdim er
scattering length was recently calculated 0]

W hether this e ective theory can be applied to the nuclkar fourbody system lke the
pionfultheory 1] isan open question. W hik it is straightforw ard to generalize the e ective
theory to include soin and isosoin, it isnot clkarwhetheran e ective theory w ithout explicit
pions will be adequate for the particlke ground state w ith a binding energy of about 28
M €V . This question deserves further study. The e ective theory m ight also help to shed
som e light on the renewed speculations about the existence ofa shallow tetraneutron bound
state [0].
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APPENDIX A:YAKUBOVSKY EQUATIONSW ITH THREEBODY FORCE

In this appendix, we derive the analytic expressions for the threebody force temm in the
Y akubovsky equations [lll) ihn m om entum space. The threebody foroe tem

1 . ..
ghuluzu3 JL+ Got2)GoVsji; Al

couplesto the full fourbody wave function (cf.Eq. (M), which is related to the Y akuvosky
components , and g via

= (1+P34+PP34+P+P34P+PP34P)A+(l+P+p+Pp)B . (AZ)

In orderto sin plify Eq. [ll), we consider a term w ith an arbitrary perm utation operator
X acting on , . Inserting the S-wave profction operator, Eq. ), we can w rite

1 . .
ghllluzu3 JA1+ Got2)G VX Jai=
Z

2 2
(4 )%Gouziu)  dufud®dudud’D u™n™ wiiug) @iud)

hiuus X 3ol 2 4

3
3

+4 dugugzdugzu?zduglugﬂD umuwg(ul) (3 %ug %u%)g(ug)

Go ) ;up7u3) @) @Y UDTU K pfuTu ™ ul™s 21 5 @3)

where the factorsof4 and (4 ) 2 arise from the S-wave profction ofthe twobody t-m atrix
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and threebody potential, respectively. This expression can be rew ritten as:

1 . .
§m1U2U3J(1+ Goti2)GoVsX Jai=

h i
= 33(4 )2Go (uijuzius)  @ijup) + 4 glar) € 2ul Zud)I (upius)
z
dugugzdugugzD u%® @d;un)miuus X fuiudimfuiudy 1
; h i
= 5 @) %Gowwis) i)+ 4gw) @ ui fudT@jus) K, ) A4
w here we have de ned the quantities
z
Isu) = dudul®Gowdiussugwd) @) ; @ 5)
and
z
K X(A) (us) = dugugzdugugzD u%® w@d;udmludus X jii()ug)ug)ﬂm?ugou?j al: @ o)

An analogous expression K X(B) can be derived for pem utation operators which act on the
second Y akubovsky com ponent 3 .

W e proceed by giving the analytical expressions for the K X(A) and K X(B " which appear In
the com putation of the threebody force term . There are six com binations of pem utation
operators acting on  p :

Z
Kl(A) = dugugzdugugz (uf;ug)hufugug al; @A 7a)
Z Z
@) 1 0,.02 0,.02 0...0 ! 04..0 0 0 : .
Ky, = > duju; duju,” @y;uy) dx"hujw, (Uy;us)es @y;us)] ad @A Tb)
I Z, z.,°
KP(AP)34 = 5 dugugzduglug)z dx dx’ ( (ug;ug));ug)
1 1
. h @u))e, @yus)es Wus)d ad; @70)
1
Ky = dudu)dufud”  dx ( @udiudh @fududusg ad; @7d)
Z Z., 7,
K(A)_l 0% ax i 0t Nuii@y...0
PuP T U,u, du,u, ( (a2 @,;us3);u5);u,)
1 1
2 h (%Jg’;uz (%S;uﬁ)lzlé% @;usi ai; @ Te)
1 1 1 1
Kype = 5 Qujupaugiy”  dx dx’ ax® ((@3ju)jul)
1 1 1

m [ @ud) e, @us) i, [ @arud) it @Yus) ks @us)y adl; @76
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and four com binations of operators actingon 3 :

Z Z
1 2 2 ! o
K 103) - 2 dugug dugug dx” (ug;ug)lfugvz (ug;uz)v3 (ug;ug)J Bl (A 8a)
L2 Z, 2,
2
Ky = > dduldufu®  dx  dx® ( @;ud);ul)
1 1
7 7 h (Ugjiug )¥2 (Ug);u3 )¥3 (ug);ug)j Bl @ 8b)
1 1 o
K f) =3 dugugzdugugz dx® (ug;ug)hv3 (ug;u3 ) (ug;u3)ugj s51; @ 8c)
L2 2y 2,
K, = > dufuy’duguy  dx  dx’ ( @Zup)iug)
1 1
Iy @3rus)w, @35us) @sud)ei; @ 8d)

where @] (U;;u,) and @, U;U,) are de ned as

(L]

q q
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