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Three-Body Interactionsin M any-Body E�ectiveField Theory

R.J.Furnstahla�

aDept.ofPhysics,Ohio StateUniversity,Colum bus,OH 43210,USA

E-m ail:furnstahl.1@osu.edu

Thiscontribution isan advertisem entforapplyinge� ective� eld theory(EFT)tom any-

body problem s,including nucleiand cold atom ic gases. Exam ples involving three-body

interactionsareused toillustratehow EFT’squantify and system atically elim inatem odel

dependence,and how they m akem any-body calculationssim plerand m orepowerful.

1. Introduction

A generalprinciple ofany e� ective low-energy theory isthatifa system isprobed or

interactsatlow energies,resolution isalso low,and � nedetailsofwhathappensatshort

distances or in high-energy interm ediate states are not resolved [1]. In this case,it is

easierand m ore e� cientto use low-energy degreesoffreedom forlow-energy processes.

The short-distance structure can be replaced by som ething sim pler(and wrong atshort

distances!) withoutdistorting low-energy observables. There are m any waysto replace

thestructure;an illum inating way isto lowera cuto� � on interm ediatestates.

Consider nucleon-nucleon scattering in the center-of-m ass fram e (see Fig.1). The

Lippm ann-Schwinger equation iteratesa potentialthatwe take originally asone ofthe

�2=dof� 1 potentials.Interm ediatestateswith relativem om enta ashigh asq� 20fm �1

m ay beneeded forconvergence.Yetthedata and thereliablelong-distancephysics(pion

exchange)only constrain the potentialforq � 3fm
�1
. W e can cuto� the interm ediate

statesatsuccessively lower� ;with each step wehavetochangethepotentialV� tom ain-

tain the sam e phase shifts. Thisdeterm inesa renorm alization group (RG)equation for

V� [2].W esee in Fig.1 thatat� = 2:1fm
�1
,corresponding to 350M eV lab energy,the

potentials have allcollapsed to the sam e low-m om entum potential(\Vlow k"). The net

shiftsarelargely constantin m om entum space,which m eansthey arewellrepresented by

contactterm sand a derivative expansion. Thisobservation suggestsa localLagrangian

approach.W ealsonotethatthehigh-m om entum � dependencefortwo-nucleon scattering

appearsaspowersof� only (no logarithm s).

Thelow-energy dataisinsensitivetodetailsofshort-distancephysics,sowecan replace

the latter with som ething sim pler without distorting the low-energy physics. E� ective

� eld theory (EFT)isa localLagrangian,m odel-independentapproach to thisprogram .

Com plete setsofoperatorsateach orderin an expansion perm itsystem atic calculations

with well-de� ned powercounting.Theprogram isrealized asdescribed in Ref.[1],which

weapply to a basicm any-body system ,thediluteFerm igas:
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Figure 1. Left: Equation forthe T-m atrix with cut-o� potentialV� and replacem entof

thee� ectsofhigh qstateswith acontactinteraction.Right:�2=dof� 1potentialsin 1S0

channeland corresponding V�(k;k)’sat� = 2:1fm
�1

(black dots)[2].

1.Use the m ostgeneralLagrangian with low-energy dof’s consistentwith globaland

localsym m etriesofthe underlying theory.Fora diluteFerm isystem ,thistakesthe

form (with om itted derivativeand higherm any-body term s):
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2.Declarearegularization andrenorm alization schem e.Foranaturalscatteringlength

as (e.g.,hard sphereswhere as / R,thesphere radius),dim ensionalregularization

and m inim alsubtraction (DR/M S) are particularly advantageous [3]. A sim ple

m atching to the e� ective range expansion fortwo-body scattering determ ines the

two-body coe� cients(Ci)to any desired order.Forexam ple,C0 = 4�as=M .

3.Establish a well-de�ned powercounting;e.g.,theenergy density E in powersofk
F
as:
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The calculation ofthe energy density isfareasierin the EFT approach than in conven-

tionaltreatm ents[3].Forexam ple,each additionalC0 vertex sim ply bringsasinglepower

ofk
F
as.Thecontribution foreach diagram isa coe� cientwith allofthedependence on
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the short-range scale (e.g.,� � 1=R)tim es a m ulti-dim ensionalintegralthatissim ply

a geom etric factor(and which isconveniently evaluated even athigh orderusing M onte

Carlo integration).

2. Inevitability ofT hree-B ody Interactions

Naively,it would appear from (2) that the energy density is a power series in k
F
as.

In fact,thepolynom ialin k
F
as isdisrupted by three-body contributions. (The following

contributions assum e the spin/isospin degeneracy is greater than two.) These em erge

inevitably in theform oflogarithm icdivergencesin 3{to{3scattering (lefttwo diagram s):

�

+

�

+

�

E
=) + + � � �

Thedivergence iseasily isolated and in dim ensionalregularization theam plitudeis

T ln

3! 3
= �iM 3(C0)
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Changesin theparam eter� areabsorbed by thethree-body coupling D 0(�),yielding an

RG equation thatiseasily solved forthe� dependence ofD 0 sinceC0 isconstant:

�
d

d�
D 0 = M

3(C0)
4
4� � 3

p
3

4�3
=) D 0(�)= D 0(1=as)+ M

3(C0)
4
4� � 3

p
3

4�3
ln(as�): (4)

Theln(�)dependencefrom D 0(�)in theenergy (fourth diagram )m ustbecanceled,which

tells us forfree there is a term in the energy density proportionalto ln(k
F
as)with the

sam ecoe� cientastheln(as�)term in Eq.(4)[seeRef.[3]forthecom pletedetails].W hile

thelogarithm isdeterm ined,D 0(1=as)isnot:two-body data aloneisinsu� cient!

W ecan furtherexploitthegeneralstructureoftherenorm alization group equationsto

identify additionallogarithm s(and powersoflogarithm s)[4,3].Thescale� only appears

in logarithm s,which m eans that m atching � dim ensions in the RG equations is very

restrictive. The couplings have dim ension C2i � 4�=M �2i+ 1 and D 2i � 4�=M �2i+ 4,so

the RG equation forthe coe� cientC0(�)can only have one C0 on the rightside,which

in turnstellsusto look forlog divergencesin 2{to{2 diagram swith a singleC0:

�
d

d�
C0 = aC0 =) tree-levelonly;no log divergence =) a = 0 =) C0 = const. (5)

Forthethree-body,no-derivativecoe� cientD 0(�),wereproducetheform found above:

�
d

d�
D 0 = a(C0)

4 + bC0C2 + cC0C
0
2
+ dD 0 =) b= 0;c= 0;d = 0 (3{to{3 treelevel)

=)
dD 0

dln�
= a(C0)

4 =) D 0(�)= a(C0)
4ln� + const: (6)

IftherightsidehasD 0 / ln�,then thecoe� cientgoeslike(ln�)2,and so on [4].
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3. O bservables

Anexam pleofhow subtlem odeldependenceisclearlyidenti� ed bytheEFT ariseswhen

considering occupation num bers,which are typically treated asm any-body observables.

In auniform system with second-quantized creation and destruction operatorsa
y

k
and a

k
,

the m om entum (occupation)distribution isn(k)= ha
y

k
a
k
i,which m easuresthe strength

ofcorrelations(Fig.2,left). Itissaid to be m easurable in (e;e0p)on a nucleus. Butis

n(k)an observable?

�

�

Fk k

n(k)

1
�


 � �

Figure2.Left:Diagram m aticm om entum distribution.Right:Schem atic(e;e0p)process.

Thestatusofpotentialobservablescan betested using local� eld rede� nitions,such as

 �!  + �(4�=�3)( y ) with arbitrary �;if� � O (1)thisis\natural" [5]. (These

� eld rede� nitionsareanalogousto,butnotthesam e as,unitary transform ations.) Such

arede� nition inducesboth two-body o� -shellvertices(triangles)and three-body vertices.

Itcan beshown thatthe energy density ism odelindependent(i.e.,independentof�)if

allterm sarekept[5]:

+ + = 0

In this exam ple,the one-body kinetic term generates the triangle vertex under the re-

de� nition while the two-body no-derivative term generatesthe three-body vertex (open

circle). Ifthe three-body term sare om itted,then the energy would depend on � (even

though thedi� erentforcesreproducethesam etwo-body phaseshifts)and then onem ight

befooled into thinking that� can bedeterm ined by com parison to experim ent.Theen-

ergies for di� erent �’s would lie along a \Coester line," which is just a form ofm odel

dependence (\o� -shellam biguities")m adem anifestby theEFT [5].

Therearesim ilarinduced contributionsto them om entum distribution,with theaddi-

tionalissue thatthe corresponding operatorischanged by rede� nitions and there isno

preferred de� nition (there isno Noethercurrent,asforthe ferm ion num ber)[6]. These

induced contributionscorrectthe im pulse approxim ation when analyzing (e;e0p)experi-

m ents,m ixing vertex corrections(exchange currents)and initialand � nalstate interac-

tionsinan�-dependentway(seeFig.2right).Thism eansthatthedistributionn(k)isnot

directly accessible;m ore generally,experim entcannotresolve am biguitiesin m om entum

distributions within a calculationalfram ework based on low-energy degrees offreedom .
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Instead the distributions are auxiliary quantities de� ned only in a speci� c convention;

they areusefulwithin thisconvention butarenotobservables(thisisanalogousto quark

distributionsin deep inelastic scattering). However,the am biguitieshave a naturalsize

[6];ifthey arenegligiblethen them om entum distributionsaree� ectively observables.

4. C urrent Trends in M any-B ody EFT

The EFT tools and techniques o� er m any new possibilities for the system atic and

m odel-independentcalculation ofm any-body system s;theexam pleshereinvolving three-

body interactionsarejustasam pler.W hen contributionstothree-and higher-body scat-

tering from m ultipleshort-distancetwo-body scatteringshavelogarithm icdivergencesat

large interm ediate-state m om entum ,they are not resolved and three-body interactions

m ust be included to avoid m odeldependence. Carefulconsideration ofthe regulator

dependenceturnsanecessity into avirtue,providing valuableinform ation abouttheana-

lyticstructureofobservables.Thesecond exam pleillustrated how local� eld rede� nitions

area clean toolforassessing potentialobservables.Sim ple rule:ifa calculated quantity

dependson a transform ation param eter�,itiseithernotan observableoryou’veforgot-

ten som e contribution. These transform ationsalso dem onstrate explicitly how di� erent

two-body forcesareassociated with di� erentthree-body forces.

Othertopicsundercurrentinvestigation includenonperturbativeEFT and applications

to� nitesystem s.Thee� ectiveaction form alism hasbeen used foranonperturbativelarge

N expansion in Ref.[7]and work isin progressto extend the EFT approach to large as
thatwasinitiated by Steele[8].A m ergerofdensity functionaltheory (DFT)and EFT is

presented in Ref.[9],with on-going work on long-rangeforces,pairing,and a system atic

gradientexpansion.Som eplanned applicationsareenergy functionalsfornucleifarfrom

stability and super uidity in trapped ferm ionicatom s.Othergroupsareadapting chiral

perturbation theory to m any-body system s[1]and thereisan EFT program forbosonic

system sby Braaten,Ham m er,and collaborators[10].
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