
ar
X

iv
:n

uc
l-

th
/0

61
10

45
v3

  4
 J

un
 2

00
7

Sim ilarity R enorm alization G roup

for N ucleon-N ucleon Interactions

S.K .Bogner,� R.J.Furnstahl,y and R.J.Perryz

Departm ent of Physics, The O hio State University, Colum bus, O H 43210

(D ated:M arch 28,2024)

The sim ilarity renorm alization group (SRG ) is based on unitary transform ations that suppress

o�-diagonal m atrix elem ents, forcing the ham iltonian towards a band-diagonalform . A sim ple

SRG transform ation applied to nucleon-nucleon interactionsleadsto greatly im proved convergence

properties while preserving observables,and provides a m ethod to consistently evolve m any-body

potentialsand otheroperators.

PACS num bers:21.30.-x,05.10.Cc,13.75.Cs

Progresson the nuclearm any-body problem hasbeen

hindered fordecadesbecause nucleon-nucleon (NN) po-

tentialsthatreproduceelasticscatteringphaseshiftstyp-

ically exhibit strong short-range repulsion as wellas a

strong tensor force. This leads to strongly correlated

m any-body wave functions and highly nonperturbative

few- and m any-body system s. But recent work shows

how a cuto� on relative m om entum can be im posed

and evolved to lowervaluesusing renorm alization group

(RG ) m ethods,thus elim inating the troublesom e high-

m om entum m odes [1, 2]. The evolved NN potentials

areenergy-independentand preservetwo-nucleonobserv-

ables for relative m om enta up to the cuto� . Such po-

tentials, known generically as Vlow k, are m ore pertur-

bative and generatem uch lesscorrelated wavefunctions

[2,3,4,5,6,7],vastly sim plifying the m any-body prob-

lem .However,a fullRG evolution ofessentialfew-body

potentialshasnotyetbeen achieved.

An alternative path to decoupling high-m om entum

from low-m om entum physicsis the sim ilarity renorm al-

ization group (SRG ),which isbased on unitary transfor-

m ationsthatsuppresso� -diagonalm atrixelem ents,driv-

ing the ham iltonian towardsa band-diagonalform [8,9,

10,11].TheSRG potentialsareautom atically energy in-

dependent and have the feature thathigh-energy phase

shifts(and otherhigh-energyNN observables),whiletyp-

ically highly m odeldependent,are preserved,unlike the

case with Vlow k as usually im plem ented. M ost im por-

tant,thesam etransform ationsrenorm alizealloperators,

including m any-body operators,and the class oftrans-

form ationscan be tailored fore� ectivenessin particular

problem s.

Herewem akethe� rstexploration ofSRG fornucleon-

nucleon interactions,usingaparticularlysim plechoiceof

SRG transform ation,which nevertheless works exceed-

ingly well. W e � nd the sam e bene� ts ofVlow k: m ore

perturbativeinteractionsand lessened correlations,with

im proved convergence in few- and m any-body calcula-
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tions. The successofthe SRG com bined with advances

in chirale� ective � eld theory (EFT) [12,13]opens the

doorto the consistentconstruction and RG evolution of

m any-body potentialsand otheroperators.

The sim ilarity RG approach was developed indepen-

dently by G lazek and W ilson [8]and by W egner[9].W e

follow W egner’sform ulation in term sofa 
 ow equation

fortheham iltonian.Theinitialham iltonian in thecenter

ofm assH = Trel+ V ,where Trel isthe relative kinetic

energy,istransform ed by the unitary operatorU (s)ac-

cording to

H s = U (s)H U
y(s)� Trel+ Vs ; (1)

where s is the 
 ow param eter. This also de� nes the

evolved potentialVs,with Trel taken to be independent

ofs.Then H s evolvesaccording to

dH s

ds
= [�(s);H s]; (2)

with

�(s)=
dU (s)

ds
U
y(s)= � �y(s): (3)

Choosing �(s) speci� es the transform ation. Here we

m akeperhapsthe sim plestchoice[10],

�(s)= [Trel;H s]; (4)

which givesthe 
 ow equation,

dH s

ds
= [[Trel;H s];H s]: (5)

O therchoiceswillbe studied elsewhere[14].

Forany given partialwavein thespaceofrelativem o-

m entum NN states,Eq.(5)m eansthatthe potentialin

m om entum spaceevolvesas(with norm alization so that

1= 2

�

R1

0
jqiq2 dqhqjand in unitswhere~2=M = 1),

dVs(k;k
0)

ds
= � (k2 � k

02)2 Vs(k;k
0)

+
2

�

Z 1

0

q
2
dq (k2 + k

02 � 2q2)

� Vs(k;q)Vs(q;k
0): (6)
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FIG .1: (Color online)ContourplotsofVs(k;k
0
)illustrating the evolution with � � s

�1=4
for

1
S0 (left)and

3
S1 (right). The

initialpotentialon theleftisa chiralN
3
LO potentialwith a 600M eV cuto� [12]and on therightisan N

3
LO potentialwith a

550M eV cuto� on theLippm ann-Schwingerequation and a 600M eV cuto� on a regularized spectralrepresentation oftwo-pion

exchange [13].
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FIG .2: (Color online) S-wave phase shifts from the two chiralEFT N
3
LO potentials from Fig.1. Foreach initialpotential,

the phase shiftsfordi�erent� agree to within the widthsofthe linesatallenergiesshown.

(The additionalm atrix structure ofVs in coupled chan-

nels such as 3S1{
3D 1 is im plicit.) For m atrix elem ents

farfrom the diagonal,the � rstterm on the rightside of

Eq.(6)evidentlydom inatesand exponentiallysuppresses

these elem entsass increases.The param eter� � s�1=4

providesam easureofthespread ofo� -diagonalstrength.

W hile further analytic analysis is possible, we instead

turn to a num ericaldem onstration thatthe 
 ow toward

the diagonalisa generalresult. By discretizing the rel-

ativem om entum spaceon a grid ofgaussian integration

points,weobtain asim ple(butnonlinear)system of� rst-

ordercoupled di� erentialequations,with the boundary

condition thatVs(k;k
0)atthe initials (or�)isequalto

the initialpotential.

Theevolution ofthe ham iltonian according to Eq.(6)

as s increases (or � decreases) is illustrated in Fig.1,

using two initialchiralEFT potentials[12,13]. O n the

left in Fig.1 is 1S0 starting from the harder (600M eV

cuto� ) potential from Ref. [12], which has signi� cant

strength nearthe high-m om entum diagonal,and on the

rightisthe S-wavepartofthe 3S1{
3D 1 coupled channel

starting from one ofthe potentialsfrom Ref.[13],which

hasm ore faro� -diagonalstrength initially and com par-

atively weakerhigher-m om entum strength on the diago-

nal.Theinitialm om entum -spacepotentialdi� erssignif-

icantly am ong interactionsthatare phase-equivalentup

to the NN inelastic threshold,butthese exam plesshow

characteristicfeaturesoftheevolutionin �.Inparticular,

weseea system aticsuppression ofo� -diagonalstrength,

asanticipated,with the width ofthe diagonalscaling as

�2. The sam e behavioris observed when evolving from

conventionalhigh-precision NN potentials,such as Ar-

gonnev18,orother(softer)chiralpotentials[14,15].

Since the SRG transform ation is unitary,observables

are unchanged at all energies,up to num ericalerrors.

Thisisshown by Fig.2,in which phaseshiftsforthetwo

chiralEFT potentials are plotted,including the values

athigh energieswhere they arenotconstrained by data

(above E lab = 300M eV).Fora given potential,there is

no visible variation with �. Sim ilarly,the binding en-
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ergy and asym ptoticnorm alizationsforthedeuteron are

independentof� [15].

As� islowered,di� erentinitialpotentials
 ow to sim -

ilarform satlow m om entum while rem aining distinctat

higher m om entum . The low-m om entum parts also be-

com esim ilarto Vlow k potentials.Theseobservationsare

illustrated in Fig.3 fortwo particularslicesofthepoten-

tialsfrom Fig.1.They willbe explored in m uch greater

detailin Ref.[14].
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FIG .3: (Color online) M atrix elem ents ofthe evolved SRG

potentials at � = 2 fm �1 for 1S0 (top, diagonal elem ents)

and
3
S1 (bottom ,o�-diagonalelem ents) for the sam e initial

potentials as in Fig.1. Also shown is the Vlow k potential

with a sm ooth (exponential) regulator for m om entum cuto�

� = 2 fm
�1
,evolved from thetwo potentials(600 M eV above

and 550/600 M eV below).

W e can quantify the perturbativenessofthe potential

aswe evolve to lower� by using the eigenvalue analysis

introduced long ago by W einberg [16]and recently ap-

plied in an analysisofVlow k potentials[6].Considerthe

operator Born series for the T-m atrix at energy E (for

sim plicity weassum eE � 0):

T(E )= Vs + Vs
1

E � Trel
Vs + � � � (7)

By � nding the eigenvaluesand eigenvectorsof

1

E � Trel
Vsj��i= ��(E )j��i; (8)

and then acting with T(E )on the eigenvectors,

T(E )j��i= Vsj��i(1+ �� + �
2

� + � � � ); (9)

it followsthat nonperturbative behavioratenergy E is

signaled by one or m ore eigenvalues with j��(E )j � 1

[16]. (See Ref.[6]for a m ore detailed discussion in the

contextofevolving Vlow k potentials.)

Itsu� cesforourpurposesto considera single energy

(e.g.,E = 0),and to consideronly thenegativeeigenval-

ues,which areassociated with theshort-rangerepulsion.
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FIG .4:(Coloronline)The largestrepulsive W einberg eigen-

valuesasa function of� in the
1
S0 channeland the

3
S1{

3
D 1

coupled channelforthe sam e initialpotentialsasin Fig.1.

W einbergeigenvaluesatzeroenergy areshown asa func-

tion of� in Fig.4 forthe 1S0 channeland the 3S1{
3D 1

coupled channel. In both channels,the large negative

eigenvaluesatlarge� re
 ecttherepulsivecoreoftheini-

tialpotentials.They rapidly evolveto sm allvaluesas�

decreasesto 2fm
�1

and below,asalso observed with the

correspondingVlow k evolution [6].However,theinterm e-

diate increaseforthe sub-leading eigenvaluesin 1S0 isa

new feature ofthe SRG thatm eritsfurtherstudy.
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FIG .5: (Color online) The absolute error vs.� ofthe pre-

dicted deuteron binding energy from a variationalcalculation

in a �xed-size basis ofharm onic oscillators (N m ax~! excita-

tions).The initialpotentialisfrom Ref.[13].

The m ore perturbative potentials at lower � induce

weakershort-range correlationsin few-and m any-body

wave functions,which in turn leadsto greatly im proved

convergence in variational calculations. This is illus-

trated via calculations of the binding energy of the
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deuteron and triton by diagonalization in a harm onicos-

cillatorbasis,asshown in Figs.5 and 6.Fora � xed basis

size,a m oreaccurateestim ateisobtained with sm aller�

or,conversely,at� xed � the convergencewith basissize

becom es m ore rapid. The im provem ent in convergence

is sim ilar to that found with sm oothly regulated Vlow k

potentials evolved from chiralN 3LO potentials [7]. At

� nite density,analogous e� ects led to perturbative be-

haviorin nuclearm atterforVlow k potentials[5].Results

fortheG m atrixsupportasim ilarconclusion fortheSRG

potentials(see the websitein Ref.[14]forpictures).
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FIG . 6: (Color online) The variational binding energy for

selected � ofthetriton with two-nucleon interactionsonly,as

afunction ofthesizeoftheharm onicoscillatorspace(N m ax~!

excitations),forthe sam e initialpotentialsasin Fig.1.

In Fig.6,the calculations for di� erent � converge to

di� erentvaluesforthebinding energy ofthetriton.This

re
 ects the contributions ofthe om itted (and evolving)

three-bodyinteraction.Theevolution with � ofthebind-

ing energy with NN interactionsonly,which is also the

evolution ofthe net three-body contribution,follows a

sim ilarpattern to thatseen with Vlow k [4,7]:a slow de-

creaseas� decreases,reachinga m inim um for� between

1:5 fm
�1

and 2 fm
�1
,and then a rapid increase.

The consistentRG evolution offew-body interactions

isan im portantunsolved problem forlow-m om entum po-

tentials. In Vlow k calculations to date,an approxim ate

evolution ism adeby � ttingtheleadingchiralEFT three-

body force at each cuto� while evolving the two-body

interaction exactly [4]. G eneralizing the RG evolution

to include the three-body interaction is,at least,tech-

nically challenging. Thisisbecause the m achinery used

to constructVlow k requiresthesolution ofthefullthree-

nucleon problem (i.e.,bound state wave functions plus

allscattering wavefunctionsin allbreakup channels)to

consistently evolvethe three-nucleon interactions.

In contrast,the SRG evolution followsby directly ap-

plying Eq.(5) in the three-particle space. To show the

basic idea,we adopta notation in which V12 m eansthe

two-bodyinteraction between particles1and 2whileV123
istheirreduciblethree-bodypotential.In standardtreat-

m ents ofthe nuclear three-body problem (for exam ple,

Ref.[17]),therelativekineticenergy forequalm asspar-

ticleswith m assm isdecom posed as(with thetotalm o-

m entum K =
P

i
ki = 0):

Trel=
X

i

k2i

2m
=
p2l

m
+
3q2l

4m
; l= 1;2;3; (10)

whereldenoteswhich setofJacobicoordinatesarebeing

used to describe the relative m otion (i.e.,l= 1 m eans

p1 =
1

2
(k2 � k3) and q1 = 2

3
[k1 �

1

2
(k2 + k3)],and so

on).In the notation here,

p2
1

m
$ T23 and

3q2
1

4m
$ T1 ; (11)

and sim ilarly forl= 2 and l= 3.

Now we start with the ham iltonian including up to

three-body interactions (keeping in m ind that higher-

body interactionswillbe induced aswe evolve in s but

willnotcontributeto three-body system s):

H s = Trel+ V12 + V13 + V23 + V123 � Trel+ Vs : (12)

(Note:allofthepotentialsdepend im plicitly on s.) The

relative kinetic energy operatorTrel can be decom posed

in threeways:

Trel= T12 + T3 = T13 + T2 = T23 + T1 ; (13)

and Ti com m uteswith Vjk,

[T3;V12]= [T2;V13]= [T1;V23]= 0 ; (14)

so thecom m utatorsofTrelwith thetwo-body potentials

becom e

[Trel;V12]= [T12;V12]; (15)

and sim ilarly forV13 and V23.

Since we de� ne Trel to be independent ofs,the SRG

equation (5)forthe three-body Ham iltonian H s sim pli-

� esto

dVs

ds
=
dV12

ds
+
dV13

ds
+
dV23

ds
+
dV123

ds
= [[Trel;Vs];H s];

(16)

with Vs from Eq.(12).The corresponding equationsfor

each ofthe two-body potentials (which are com pletely

determ ined by theirevolved m atrix elem entsin thetwo-

body system s,e.g.,on a gaussian m om entum grid)are

dV12

ds
= [[T12;V12];(T12 + V12)]; (17)

and sim ilarly forV13 and V23.Afterexpanding Eq.(16)

using Eq.(12) and the di� erent decom positions ofTrel,

itisstraightforward to show using the equationsforthe
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two-body potentialsthatthederivativesoftwo-body po-

tentials on the left side cancelprecisely with term s on

the rightside,leaving

dV123

ds
= [[T12;V12];(T3 + V13 + V23 + V123)]

+ [[T13;V13];(T2 + V12 + V23 + V123)]

+ [[T23;V23];(T1 + V12 + V13 + V123)]

+ [[Trel;V123];H s]: (18)

The im portance ofthese cancellationsisthatthey elim -

inate the \dangerous" delta functions,which m ake set-

ting up the integralequationsforthethree-body system

problem atic [17]. W e em phasize that the s-dependence

ofthetwo-body interactionson therightsideofEq.18 is

com pletely speci� ed by solving thetwo-body problem in

Eq.(6).Thisisin contrasttoRG m ethodsthatrun acut-

o� on thetotalenergyofthebasisstates(e.g.,Lee-Suzuki

and Bloch-Horowitztechniques).Such m ethodsgenerate

\m ulti-valued" two-body interactions,in the sense that

the RG evolution oftwo-body operators in A > 2 sys-

tem s depends non-locally on the excitation energies of

the unlinked spectatorparticles[18,19].

Further sim plications of Eq. (18) follow from sym -

m etrization and applying the Jacobiidentity, but this

form issu� cientto m akeclearthatthereareno discon-

nected pieces.Theproblem isthusreduced tothetechni-

calim plem entation ofa m om entum -spacedecom position

analogousto Eq.(6). Note in particularthatthe evolu-

tion ofV123 is carried out without ever having to solve

a bound-state or scattering problem . W e have veri� ed

thatthisform alism doesgeneratethree-bodyinteractions

thatleave eigenvaluesinvariantforsim ple m odelham il-

tonians,such asa two-levelsystem ofbosons.W ork isin

progresson proof-of-principletestsusingone-dim ensional

m any-body system s (to avoid angularm om entum com -

plications) and the three-dim ensional nuclear problem

willbe tackled soon.

In sum m ary,the SRG applied to nucleon-nucleon po-

tentials works as advertised even for a sim ple choice of

transform ation,driving the ham iltonian (in m om entum

space)towardsthediagonal,m akingitm oreperturbative

and m ore convergentin few-body calculations. There is

m uch to explore,such as the nature ofthe decoupling

ofhigh-and low-energy physics im plied by Fig.1 (see

Ref.[15]fordem onstrationsofdecoupling and theevolu-

tion ofan operatorin the two-body space)and whether

other choices of�(s) instead ofEq.(4) could be m ore

e� ectivein m aking theham iltonian diagonal.Forexam -

ple,thereplacem entTrel! H d,whereH d isthediagonal

partoftheham iltonian,orsom efunction ofTrelareeasily

im plem ented.M ostim portantistheconsistentevolution

ofnuclearthree-body operators[14].
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