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T his contrbution is an advertisem ent forapplyinge ective eld theory EFT) tom any—
body problam s, ncluding nuclei and cold atom ic gases. E xam ples involving threebody
Interactions are used to illustrate how EF T 's quantify and system atically elin inate m odel
dependence, and how they m ake m any-body calculations sin pler and m ore pow erfiil.

1. Introduction

A general principle of any e ective low-energy theory is that if a system is probed or
Interacts at low energies, resolution isalso low, and ne details of what happens at short
distances or in high-energy interm ediate states are not resolved [li]. T this case, i is
easier and m ore e cient to use low-energy degrees of freedom for low -energy processes.
T he short-distance structure can be replaced by som ething sin pler (@nd w rong at short
distances!) w ithout distorting low -energy cbservables. There are m any ways to replace
the structure; an ilum inating way is to lower a cuto on Intem ediate states.

Consider nuckon-nuckon scattering in the centerofmass frame (see Fig. ™). The
Lippm ann-Schw Inger equation ierates a potential that we take origihally as one of the

2=dof 1 potentials. Interm ediate states w ith relative m om enta ashigh asq 20fm *
m ay be needed for convergence. Y et the data and the reliable long-distance physics (pion
exchange) only constrain the potential forq 3fn ' . We can cut o the intem ediate
states at successively lower ;w ith each step we have to change the potentialV tom ain—
tain the sam e phase shifts. This determ ines a renom alization group RG) equation for
V Pl.WesenFig.fthatat = 21 ', corresponding to 350M &V lab energy, the
potentials have all collapsed to the sam e low-m om entum potential Vi, "). The net
shifts are Jargely constant In m om entum space, which m eans they are well represented by
contact temm s and a derivative expansion. T his observation suggests a local Lagrangian
approach. W ealso note thatthehigh-m om entum  dependence for tw o-nuclkon scattering
appears aspowers of only (no logarithm s).

T he low -energy data is lnsensitive to details of short-distance physics, so we can replace
the latter w ith som ething sin pler w ithout distorting the low-energy physics. E  ective

eld theory ®FT) isa local Lagrangian, m odelindependent approach to this program .
C om plete sets of operators at each order In an expansion pem it system atic calculations
w ith wellde ned power counting. T he program is realized as described in Ref.i[l], which
we apply to a basic m any-body system , the dilute Ferm i gas:
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Figure 1. Left: Equation for the T -m atrix with cuto potentialV and replacem ent of
thee ectsofhigh g statesw ith a contact interaction. R ight: ?=dof 1 potentialsin 'S,

channel and corresponding V. (k;k)’s at

= 21fn ' (plack dots) 1.

1. Use the most general Lagrangian with low-energy dof’s consistent with glolal and

Jocal sym m etries of the underlying theory. For a dilute Ferm i system , this takes the

form @@ ith om ited derivative and higher m any-body tem s):
L — y[j_g+ r—2] &(Y )2 %(Y )3_|_ 1)
o et 2M 2 6

. Declhre a regularization and renom alization schem e. Fora naturalscattering length

as (eg. hard sphereswhere a;, / R, the sphere radius), din ensional reqularization
and m inin al subtraction MR /M S) are particularly advantageous 3]. A simple
m atching to the e ective range expansion for twobody scattering detemm ines the
twobody coe cients (C;) to any desired order. Forexampl, Co = 4 a;=M .

. E stablish a wellde ned power counting; eg., the energy density E In powers ofk; ag :

o) : ¢ > O(K): @ + C)(:)C) and so on. The rulks yild

E = 11 2nh2)k.a)’+ : )
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= Ky dg
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T he calculation of the energy density is far easier In the EFT approach than In conven—
tional treatm ents §]. Forexam pk, each additionalC, vertex sim ply brings a single power
ofk.as. The contrbution for each diagram isa coe cient with all of the dependence on



the shortrange scake €eg., 1=R) tim es a multidim ensional Integral that is sin ply
a geom etric factor (and which is conveniently evaluated even at high order using M onte
C arlo integration).

2. Inevitability of T hree-B ody Interactions

Naively, it would appear from (@) that the energy density is a power serdes 1 k; as.
In fact, the polynom ial in k, ag is disrupted by threebody contributions. (T he follow ing
ocontrdbutions assum e the spin/isospin degeneracy is greater than two. These em erge
inevitably in the form of logarithm ic divergences in 3{to{3 scattering (left two diagram s):

;«f?+;§z’f+>< § el il

T he divergence is easily isolated and in dim ensional reqularization the am plitude is

p_ .
n 5,4 331 *
Tiis= M7Co) —55— ;3 2k ¢ : @)

Changes In the param eter are absorbed by the threebody coupling D ¢ ( ), yielding an
RG equation that is easily solved for the dependence ofD ¢ since C is constant:
o P
3

d . ,4 3 4 3
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=) Dg()=Dg(l=as)+ M > (Cp)*

The In( ) dependence from D ( ) In theenergy (ourth diagram ) m ust be canceled, which
tells us for free there is a term In the energy density proportional to In k. as) with the
same coe cintasthen (@ ) term M EqQ. @) [seeRef. ] forthe com plete details]. W hike
the logarithm is determm ined, D ( (1=a5) is not: twobody data alone is nsu cient!

W e can further exploit the general structure of the renom alization group equations to
identify additional logarithm s (and powers of logarithm s) 4;3]. The scale only appears
In logarithm s, which m eans that m atching din ensions In the RG equations is very
restrictive. The couplings have dinension C,; 4 =M 2l and D, 4 M 24, =
the RG equation for the coe cient C(( ) can only have one C, on the right side, which
In tums tells us to ook for log divergences in 2{to{2 diagram sw ith a single Cy:

d
d—CO= aCqy =) treelvelonly;no logdivergence =) a= 0 =) Cy= const. (5)

For the threebody, no-derivative coe cient D o ( ), we reproduce the form found above:

d
d_DO = aCo) '+ DbCeCo+ cCoCI+ dDy =) b= 0; c= 0; d= 0 (3{to{3 tree level)
=) o _ aCo)?® =) Do()=aCy’nh + oconst: (6)
dnn ° ° ° .

Ifthe right sdehasD, / In ,then the coe cient goes like (In >, and so on El].



3. Observables

An exam pl ofhow subtlem odeldependence isclearly identi edby theEFT ariseswhen
considering occupation num bers, which are typically treated as m any-body cbservables.
In a unifom system w ith second-quantized creation and destruction operatorsa; and a, ,
the m om entum  (occupation) distrbution isn k) = ha/a, i, which m easures the strength
of correlations F ig. :'2, kft). It is sald to be m easurable In (e;eOp) on a nuckus. But is
n (k) an observable?

/

Ke

Figure 2. Left: D fagramm aticm om entum distrdoution. R ight: Schem atic (e;e%) process.

T he status of potential observables can be tested using local eld rede nitions, such as
! + @ =3(Y ) wih atbitrary ;if O (1) this is \natural" B]. (These
eld rede nitions are analogous to, but not the sam e as, uniary transformm ations.) Such
a rede nition inducesboth twobody o -shellvertices (triangles) and threebody vertices.
Tt can be shown that the energy density ism odel independent (ie., independent of ) if
all temm s are kept ES]:

@+o@o+©@ 0

In this exam ple, the onebody kinetic tem generates the tranglk vertex under the re-
de nition whik the twobody no-derivative term generates the threebody vertex (open
circle). If the threebody tem s are om itted, then the energy would depend on (even
though the di erent forces reproduce the sam e twobody phase shifts) and then onem ight
be fooled into thinking that can be determ Ined by com parison to experin ent. The en—
ergies for di erent ’swould lie along a \Coester line," which is just a form of m odel
dependence (\o -shellambiguities") m ade m anifest by the EFT 1[5].

T here are sin ilar Induced contributions to the m om entum distrdoution, w ith the addi-
tional issue that the corresponding operator is changed by rede nitions and there is no
preferred de nition (there is no Noether current, as for the ferm ion num ber) 5[6]. T hese
induced contrbutions correct the in pulse approxin ation when analyzing (e;e%) experi-
m ents, m ixing vertex corrections (exchange currents) and hnitial and nal state nterac-
tionsinan -dependentway (seeFig.2 right). Thism eansthat the distribution n (k) isnot
directly accessible; m ore generally, experin ent cannot resole am biguities In m om entum
distrdoutions w ithin a calculational fram ework based on low -energy degrees of freedom .



Instead the distrbutions are auxiliary quantities de ned only In a speci ¢ convention;
they are usefulw ithin this convention but are not observables (this is analogous to quark
distributions In desp inelastic scattering). H owever, the am biguities have a natural size
[); if they are negligble then them om entum distrbutions are e ectively doservables.

4. Current Trends in M any-Body EFT

The EFT tools and techniques o er m any new possbilities for the system atic and
m odelindependent calculation ofm any-body systam s; the exam ples here nvolving three—
body interactions are just a sam pler. W hen contrilutions to three—and higherbody scat-
tering from muliple short-distance twobody scatterings have logarithm ic divergences at
large interm ediate-state m om entum , they are not resolved and threebody Interactions
m ust be included to avoid m odel dependence. Carefill consideration of the regulator
dependence tums a necessity into a virtue, providing valuable nform ation about the ana-
Iytic structure of observables. T he second exam ple illustrated how local eld rede nitions
are a ckan tool for assessing potential cbservables. Sinple rule: if a calculated quantity
depends on a transfom ation param eter , it is either not an observable or you've orgot—
ten som e contrbution. These transfom ations also dem onstrate explicitly how di erent
twobody forces are associated w ith di erent threebody forces.

O ther topics under current investigation include nonperturbative EF T and applications
to nitesystem s. Thee ective action form alism hasbeen used fora nonperturbative large
N expansion in Ref. {]] and work is in progress to extend the EF T approach to large ag
that was initiated by Steele B]. A m erger of density functionaltheory OFT) and EFT is
presented in Ref. B], w ith on-going work on long—range foroes, pairing, and a system atic
gradient expansion. Som e planned applications are energy functionals for nuclki far from
stability and super uidity in trapped fem ionic atom s. O ther groups are adapting chiral
perturbation theory to m any-body system s [] and there isan EFT program for bosonic
system s by B raaten, Hamm er, and collaborators {1Q].
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