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The sim ilarity renom alization group (SRG) is based on unitary transform ations that suppress
o —diagonal m atrix elem ents, forcing the ham iltonian towards a band-diagonal form . A sinple
SRG transform ation applied to nuclkon-nuclon interactions leads to greatly im proved convergence
properties whilke preserving observables, and provides a m ethod to consistently evolve m any-body

potentials and other operators.

PACS numbers: 21.30.%,05.10C¢c,13.75Cs

P rogress on the nuclear m any-body problem has been
hindered for decades because nuckon-nuckon (NN) po—
tentials that reproduce elastic scattering phase shifts typ—
ically exhibit strong short-range repulsion as well as a
strong tensor force. This lads 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 reltive momentum can be imposed
and evolved to lower values using renom alization group
RG) methods, thus elin inating the troublesom e high—
momentum modes [l, 2]. The evolved NN potentials
are energy-independent and preserve tw o-nucleon observ—
ables for relative m om enta up to the cuto . Such po-
tentials, known generically as Vi, x, are m ore pertur—
bative and generate m uch less correlated wave functions
z,3,4,15,6,17], vastly sin plifying the m any-body prob—
Jlm . However, a ullRG evolution of essential few body
potentials has not yet been achieved.

An altemative path to decoupling high-m om entum
from low-m om entum physics is the sin ilarity renom al-
ization group (SRG ), which isbased on unitary transfor-
m ationsthat suppresso -diagonalm atrix elem ents, driv—
ing the ham iltonian tow ards a band-diagonal form [g,[9,
10,/11]. The SRG potentials are autom atically energy in—
dependent and have the feature that high-energy phase
shifts (@nd otherhigh-energy NN observables), w hile typ—
ically highly m odel dependent, are preserved, unlke the
case wih Vi, x as usually nplem ented. M ost in por-
tant, the sam e transform ations renom alize all operators,
Including m any-body operators, and the class of trans-
form ations can be tailored fore ectiveness in particular
problem s.

Herewem akethe rstexploration ofSRG fornuclkon—
nuclon interactions, using a particularly sim ple choice of
SRG transfom ation, which nevertheless works exceed—
ngly well,. We nd the same bene ts of ¥, x: more
perturbative Interactions and lessened correlations, w ith
In proved convergence In few— and m any-body calcula-
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tions. The success of the SRG combined w ith advances
In chirale ective eld theory EFT)I1E,[13] opens the
door to the consistent construction and RG evolution of
m any-body potentials and other operators.

The sim flarity RG approach was developed indepen-
dently by G lazek and W ilson [@] and by W egner [9]. W e
follow W egner’s form ulation In term s ofa ow equation
forthe ham iltonian. T he lnitialham iltonian in the center
ofmassH = Tp1+ V, where Ty is the relative kinetic
energy, is transform ed by the unitary operator U (s) ac—
cording to

Hg=U@GHUY(@E) Temt Vs @)

where s is the ow parameter. This also de nes the
evolved potential Vg, with T, taken to be independent
ofs. Then H 5 evolves according to

Mo _ [ @H.] @)
= [ &)iHs];
ds S
w ith
du (s)
)= ——U¥@)= Y : ©))
ds
Choosing (s) speci es the transform ation. Here we
m ake perhaps the sin plest choice [10],
(S) = [rr_el;H s] 7 (4)
which givesthe ow equation,
dH s
= [[I‘rel;H s];H s] : (5)
ds

O ther choices w ill be studied elsew here [14].

Forany given partialwave in the space of relative m o—
mentum NN states, Eq. [8) m eans that the potential in
m om egtum space evolves as (w ith nom alization so that

1= 2 0 Fi? dghgjand i units where ~2=aM = 1),
dv, ;ko
L - (k2 k(ﬁ)Z Vs (k;ko)
ds 7
2 1
+ 5 Fdg &+ k% 29

Vs ki) Vs (k% = (6)
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FIG.1l: (Color online) Contour plots of Vg (k;ko) ilustrating the evolution w ith
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initial potentialon the left isa chiralN ‘L0 potentialw ith a 600M &V cuto ] and on the right isan N ‘L0 potentialw ith a
550M eV cuto on the Lippm ann-Schw nger equation and a 600M €V cuto on a regularized spectral representation of twopion

exchange |[E].
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FIG.2: (Colr online) S-wave phase shifts from the two chiralEFT N°LO potentials from Fig.[dl. For each mitial potential,

the phase shifts for di erent

(T he additionalm atrix structure of Vg in coupled chan-—
nels such as 35, {3D; is inplicit.) For m atrix elem ents
far from the diagonal, the st tem on the right side of
Eq. [@) evidently dom inates and exponentially suppresses
these elem ents as s ncreases. T he param eter s =4
providesam easure ofthe spread ofo -diagonalstrength.
W hile further analytic analysis is possible, we Instead
tum to a num erical dem onstration that the ow toward
the diagonal is a general result. By discretizing the rel-
ative m om entum space on a grid of gaussian integration
points, we obtain a sin ple out nonlinear) system of rst—
order coupled di erential equations, w ith the boundary
condition that Vg (k;k° at the initials (or ) isequalto
the initial potential.

T he evolution of the ham iltonian according to Eq. [@)
as s Increases (or decreases) is illustrated in Fig.[d,
using two hitial chiral EFT potentials [L2,[13]. On the
eft n Fig.[ is 'Sy starting from the harder (600M &V
cuto ) potential from Ref. @], which has signi cant
strength near the high-m om entum diagonal, and on the

agree to w ithin the w idths of the lines at all energies shown.

right is the S-wave part of the 3S; {3°D 1 coupled channel
starting from one of the potentials from Ref. E], which
hasmore far o -diagonal strength iniially and com par—
atively weaker higherm om entum strength on the diago—
nal. The initialm om entum -space potentialdi ers signif-
jcantly am ong Interactions that are phaseequivalent up
to the NN inelastic threshold, but these exam ples show
characteristic featuresofthe evolution in . In particular,
we see a systam atic suppression ofo -diagonal strength,
as anticipated, w ith the w idth of the diagonal scaling as
2. The sam e behavior is observed when evolving from
conventional high-precision NN potentials, such as A r—
gonne vy g, or other (softer) chiralpotentials m,].
Since the SRG transform ation is unitary, cbservables
are unchanged at all energies, up to num erical errors.
T his is shown by F ig.[2, in which phase shifts orthe two
chiral EFT potentials are plotted, Including the values
at high energies w here they are not constrained by data
(@bove E 15, = 300M &V ). For a given potential, there is
no visble variation w ith Sin ilarly, the binding en—



ergy and asym ptotic nom alizations for the deuteron are
Independent of [LS].

As islowered,di erent initialpotentials ow to sin -
ilar form s at low m om entum whilk rem aining distinct at
higher m om entum . The low-m om entum parts also be—
com e sin ilar to Vi, x potentials. T hese observations are
illustrated in F ig.[3 for tw o particular slices of the poten-—
tials from Fig.[l. They willbe explored in m uch greater
detail in Ref. [14].
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FIG . 3: (Color online) M atrix elem ents of the evolved SRG
potentials at = 2Mfn ! Brls, (top, diagonal elem ents)

and 3S: (ottom , 0 diagonal elem ents) for the sam e Initial
potentials as n Fig.[Dl. Also shown is the Vi, x potential
with a smooth (exponential) requlator for m om entum cuto

=2fm * , evolved from the two potentials (600 M eV above
and 550/600 M eV below ).

W e can quantify the perturbativeness of the potential
aswe evolve to Iower by using the eigenvalue analysis
Introduced long ago by W einberg [L6] and recently ap-—
plied In an analysis 0ofVy,, x potentials [€]. C onsider the

operator Bom series for the T -m atrix at energy E (for
sin plicity we assum e E 0):

TE)= Vg+ Vg Vs + (7)

E rel

By nding the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of

—Vj i= j i; 8

E T sJ €)J ®)
and then actingwih T (E ) on the eigenvectors,

TE)) i=Vsj i@+ + %+ ) i ©)

i ollow s that nonperturbative behavior at energy E is
signaled by one or m ore eigenvalues wih j (€)Jj 1
[LE]. (See Ref. [6] or a m ore detailed discussion in the
context of evolving Vi, x potentials.)

Tt su ces for our purposes to consider a single energy
eg.,E = 0), and to consider only the negative eigenval-
ues, which are associated w ith the short-range repulsion.

ATfm
FIG .4: (Coloronline) The largest repulsive W einberg eigen—

values as a function of i the'S, channeland the *S; {°D;
coupled channel for the sam e initial potentials as in Fig.[l.

W einberg eigenvalues at zero energy are shown asa func—
tion of i Fig.[d for the 'Sy channeland the 33, {°D;
coupled channel. In both channels, the large negative
elgenvaluesat large re ect the repulsive core ofthe ni-
tial potentials. They rapidly evolve to an all values as
decreasesto 2 fin ' and below , as also observed w ith the
corresponding Vi, x evolution [@]. H ow ever, the Interm e~
diate increase Hr the sub-deading eigenvalues in 'S, is a
new feature ofthe SRG thatm erits further study.
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FIG.5: (Colr online) The absolite error vs. of the pre-
dicted deuteron binding energy from a variational calculation
in a xed-size basis of ham onic oscillators N p ax~! excita—
tions). The Initial potential is from Ref. [L3].

The m ore perturbative potentials at lower induce
w eaker short-range correlations in few — and m any-body
wave fiinctions, which In tum leads to greatly in proved
convergence in vardational calculations. This is illus-
trated via calculations of the binding energy of the



deuteron and triton by diagonalization in a hamm onic os—
cillatorbasis, as shown in Figs.[J and[d. Fora xed basis
size, a m ore accurate estin ate is obtained w ith am aller
or, conversely, at xed the convergence w ith basis size
becom es m ore rapid. The in provem ent in convergence
is sim ilar to that fund with sm oothly regqulated Vi, x
potentials evolved from chiral N3LO potentials [1]. At
nite density, analogous e ects led to perturbative be-
havior in nuclearm atter for Vy,,, x potentials [B]. Resuls
forthe G m atrix support a sin ilar conclision forthe SRG
potentials (see the website n Ref. [L4] for pictures).
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FIG. 6: (Colr online) The variational binding energy for
selected ofthe triton w ith tw onucleon interactions only, as

a function ofthe size ofthe hamm onic oscillator space N ax~!
excitations), r the sam e nitial potentials as in Fig.[d.

In Fig.[d, the calculations or di erent converge to
di erentvalues forthe binding energy ofthe triton. This
re ects the contributions of the om itted (and evolving)
three-body interaction. The evolution w ith ofthebind-
Ing energy with NN interactions only, which is also the
evolution of the net threebody contribution, follows a
sim ilar pattem to that seen w ith Vi, x 4,/7]: a slow de—
crease as decreases, reachingam ninum for between
15fn ' and 2 fn ', and then a rapid increase.

T he consistent RG evolution of few body interactions
isan in portant unsolved problem for low-m om entum po—
tentials. In Vi, x calculations to date, an approxim ate
evolution ism adeby tting the lrading chiralEF T three—
body force at each cuto whilk evolving the two-body
Interaction exactly M]. Generalizing the RG evolution
to inclide the threebody interaction is, at least, tech—
nically challenging. This is because the m achinery used
to construct Vi, x requires the solution of the full three—
nuclkon problem (ie. bound state wave functions plus
all scattering wave functions in allbreakup channels) to
consistently evolve the threenuclkon interactions.

In contrast, the SRG evolution follow s by directly ap—
plying Eq. [B) in the threeparticle space. To show the
basic idea, we adopt a notation in which V;, m eans the

tw o-body Interaction betw een particles1 and 2 whikeVigs
isthe irreducihble three-body potential. Tn standard treat—
m ents of the nuclear threebody problm (for example,
Ref. [L7]), the relative kinetic energy for equalm ass par-
ticleswith m agsm is decom posed as (W ith the totalm o—
mentum K = ;ki= 0):
X 2 2 2
Tre1= £ = & + & ;

~ 2m m 4m
1

1=1;2;3;  (0)

w here 1denotesw hich set of Jacobicoordinates are being
used to describe the relative m otion (ie. 1= 1 means
p1=%(k2 k3)al’1dCI1=%[k1 %(kz+k3)],andso
on). In the notation here,

2 2
3

Pls 1, ana SHs o1y )

m 4m

and sin ilarly for 1= 2 and 1= 3.

Now we start wih the ham iltonian including up to
threebody interactions (keeping In m ind that higher-
body interactions w ill be Induced as we evolve In s but
w ill not contrbute to threebody system s):

Hg= Tre1t Viz + Vi3 + Vo3 + Vizz3  Trart Vs @ (12)
(N ote: all of the potentials depend im plicitly on s.) The
relative kinetic energy operator Ty 1 can be decom posed

In three ways:

Tre1= Ti2+ T3 = T3+ Tp= T3+ T1; 3)
and T; commutes w ith Vy,
[[3;Viz]l= [T2;Viz]= [1;Va3]= 0; 14)

so the com m utators of Ty w ith the twobody potentials
becom e
@5)

Mre1;Vi2]l= [T12;Vi2];

and sin ﬂar]y ﬁDrVB and Vos.
Sihce we de ne T.; to be independent of s, the SRG
equation [§) for the threebody Ham iltonian H 4 sin pli-
es to

av av av av av
s _ 12 13, 23 123

ds ds ds ds ds

= [TreiVsiHST;
16)
with Vs from Eq. [I2)). T he corresponding equations for
each of the two-body potentials wWhich are com pletely
determm ined by their evolved m atrix elem ents in the two—
body system s, eg., on a gaussian m om entum grid) are

dviz
ds

= [[12;V12]; (T12 + V12)1; a7
and sin ilarly or Vi3 and V,3. A fter expanding Eq. [14)
using Eq. [I2) and the di erent decom positions of Te1,
it is straightforward to show using the equations for the



tw o-body potentials that the derivatives of tw o-body po—
tentials on the lkft side cancel precisely with tem s on
the right side, leaving

dViz3
“a [[T12;Vi2]; T3+ Viz + Va3 + Vip3)]

+ [[T13;V13]; (T2 + Viz + Va3 + Vi23)]
+ [[T23;V23]; (T1 + Viz + Viz + Viz3)]
+ [Tre1iVi2zliH s] : 18)

T he in portance of these cancellations is that they elin -
nate the \dangerous" delta functions, which m ake set-
ting up the integral equations for the threebody system

problem atic [L7]. W e em phasize that the s-dependence
ofthe tw o-body interactions on the right side of Eq.[18 is
com pltely speci ed by solving the two-body problem in
Eqg. [6). Thisisin contrast toRG m ethodsthat run a cut-

o on thetotalenergy ofthe basis states (eg., LeeSuzuki

and B loch-H orow itz techniques) . Such m ethods generate
\m ultivalied" twoJody interactions, in the sense that
the RG evolution of two-body operators in A > 2 sys—
tem s depends non-locally on the excitation energies of
the unlinked spectator particles [1§,!19].

Further sin plications of Eq. [(18) fllow from sym—
m etrization and applying the Jacobi identity, but this
form issu cient to m ake clear that there are no discon—
nected pieces. The problem is thus reduced to the techni-
calin plem entation ofa m om entum -space decom position
analogous to Eq. [@). Note in particular that the evolu—
tion 0f V1,3 is carried out w ithout ever having to solve

a bound-state or scattering problem . W e have veri ed
that this form alisn does generate threebody Interactions
that leave elgenvalues nvariant for sin ple m odel ham il
tonians, such as a two—Jevel system ofbosons. W ork is in
progresson proofofprinciple testsusing one-dim ensional
m any-body system s (to avoid angular m om entum com —
plications) and the three-dim ensional nuclkar problem
w illbe tackled soon.

In summ ary, the SRG applied to nuckon-nucleon po—
tentials works as advertised even for a simple choice of
transform ation, driving the ham itonian (in m om entum
space) tow ardsthe diagonal, m aking m ore perturbative
and m ore convergent In few body calculations. T here is
much to explore, such as the nature of the decoupling
of high— and low -energy physics i plied by Fig.[d (see
Ref. [L5] for dem onstrations of decoupling and the evolu—
tion of an operator in the twobody soace) and w hether
other choices of (s) Instead of Eq. @) could be more
e ective In m aking the ham ittonian diagonal For exam —
plk, the replacam ent Ty ! H g, where H 4 isthe diagonal
part ofthe ham ilttonian, or som e function 0fT,.; are easily
In plem ented. M ost in portant is the consistent evolution
of nuclear threebody operators [14].

A cknow ledgm ents

W e thank A . Schwenk forusefulcom m ents. T hiswork
was supported in part by the N ational Science Founda—
tion underG rant No.PHY {0354916 and the D epartm ent
ofEnergy under Grant No. DE-FC02-07ER 41457.

L1 E.Epebaum ,W .G lockle, A .Krugerand U G .M ei ner,
NuclLPhys.A 645, 413 (1999).

R]1 S.K .Bogner, T.T .S.Kuo and A .Schwenk, Phys.Rept.
386, 1 (2003).

B] S.K .Bogner, A .Schwenk, T .T .S.KuoandG .E .Brown,
nuckth/0111042.

4] A .Nogga, S.K .Bogner and A . Schwenk, Phys.Rev.C
70, 061002 R) (2004).

B] S.K .Bogner, A .Schwenk,R .J.Fumstahland A .N ogga,
Nucl Phys.A 763, 59 (2005).

6] S. K. Bogner, R. J. Fumstah], S. Ramanan and A.
Schwenk, NucL Phys.A 773, 203 (2006).

[71S. K. Bogner, R. J. Fumstahl, S. Ramanan and
A .Schwenk, NuclL Phys.A 784, 79 (2007).

B]1S.D .Glazek and K .G .W ilson, Phys.Rev.D 48, 5863
(1993); Phys.Rev.D 49,4214 (1994).

P] F .W egner, Ann.Phys. (Leipzig) 3, 77 (1994).

[10] S.Szpigeland R .J.Perry, in Quantum Field T heory, A
20th Century Pro e ed. A N .M itra, H industan Pub-
lishing Com ., New D elhi, 2000), /arX ivhep-ph/0009071|.

1] An altemative non-RG use of uniary transform ations
to reduce correlations in m any-body wave functions is
described in R . Roth, H . Hergert, P . Papakonstantinou,

T.Ne and H.Feldmeir, Phys. Rev. C 72, 034002
(2005), and references therein. T he relationship of this
approach to the SRG is described in H. Hergert and
R.Roth,Phys.Rev.C 75, 051001 R) (2007).

[121D. R. Entem and R. M achlidt, Phys. Rev. C 68,
041001 R) (2003).

3] E .Epebaum ,W .G lockleandU .G .M ei ner, NucLP hys.
A 747,362 (2005).

141 s. K. B ogner, R. J. Fumstahl, and
R. J. Perry, in preparation. See also
http://www physicsohio-stateedu/ ntg/srg/ for
docum entary examples of the SRG applied to NN
potentials.

151 S. K. Bogner, R. J. Fumstahl, R. J. Perry and
A .Schwenk, Phys.Lett.B 649, 488 (2007).

[L6] S.W einbergy, Phys.Rev. 131, 440 (1963).

[71W .G lckle, The Quantum M echanical Few-Body P rob—
lem (SpringerVerlg, Berlin, 1983).

[18] P.Navratil, B .R .Barrett, Phys.Rev.C 54, 2986 (1996).

9] T.C.Luu,S.K .Bogner, W .C .Haxton, and P .N avratil,
Phys.Rev.C 70, 014316 (2004).


http://arxiv.org/abs/nucl-th/0111042
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0009071
http://www.physics.ohio-state.edu/~ntg/srg/

