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Abstract

We extend Nuclear Lattice Effective Field Theory (NLEFT)n@dium-mass nuclei,
and present results for the ground states of alpha nuclei fide to 28Si, calculated
up to next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) in the EFT exgian. This computational
advance is made possible by extrapolations of lattice dsitegumultiple initial and
final states. For our soft two-nucleon interaction, we firat the overall contribution
from multi-nucleon forces must change sign from attractiveepulsive with increas-
ing nucleon number. This effect is not produced by thredenrcforces at NNLO,
but it can be approximated by an effective four-nucleonratdon. We discuss the
convergence of the EFT expansion and the broad significefroae éindings for future
ab initio calculations.
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1. Introduction

Severahb initio methods are being used to study nuclear structure. Thelsglénc
coupled-cluster expansions [1], the no-core shell madeEJ2the in-medium simi-
larity renormalization group approadh [4], self-congi$t&reen’s functions [5], and
Green's function Monte Carlol[6]. The use of soft chiral reasl EFT interactions has
stimulated much of the recent progresaminitio nuclear structure calculations. By
“soft” interactions, we refer to the absence of strong repelforces at short distances.
In this letter, we address a central question in nucleacttra theory: How large a
nucleus can be calculated from first principles using thenéwork of chiral nuclear
EFT, and what are the remaining challenges?
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We address this question by using Nuclear Lattice Effeétieéd Theory (NLEFT)
to calculate the ground states of alpha nuclei fldte to28Si. NLEFT is anab initio
method where chiral nuclear EFT is combined with Auxili&igld Quantum Monte
Carlo (AFQMC) lattice calculations. NLEFT differs from @thab initio methods in
that it is an unconstrained Monte Carlo calculation, whioksinot require truncated
basis expansions, many-body perturbation theory, or angtcaint on the nuclear wave
function. Our NLEFT results are thus truly unbiased Montel@€aalculations. The
results presented here form an important benchmar&tianitio calculations of larger
nuclei using chiral nuclear EFT. Any deficiencies are intheaof shortcomings in
the specific nuclear interactions, rather than of erroregenad by the computational
method. Such a definitive analysis would be difficult to achiesing other methods.

The lattice formulation of chiral nuclear EFT is describadRef. [7], a review of
lattice EFT methods can be found in Ref. [9], and Refs. [1(),ptavide a compre-
hensive overview of chiral nuclear EFT. We have recentlylieddNLEFT to describe
the structure of the Hoyle stale [12/ 13] and the dependeinbe driple-alpha process
on the fundamental parameters of nature [14]. These statms that NLEFT is suc-
cessful up toA ~ 12 nucleons. In this letter, we report the first NLEFT results fo
medium-mass nuclei. We compute the ground state energiefl faiclei in the alpha
ladder up ta?®Si using the lattice action established in Refs| [12/ 18, 15]

2. Chiral nuclear EFT for medium-mass nuclei

According to chiral nuclear EFT, our calculations are oiged in powers of a
generic soft scal€) associated with factors of momenta and the pion mass. We la-
bel theO(QP) contributions to the nuclear Hamiltonian as leading ord€)( O(Q?)
as next-to-leading order (NLO), afd(Q?) as next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO).
The present calculations are performed up to NNLO. Our L@kHamiltonian in-
cludes a significant part of the NLO and higher-order coioast by making use of
smeared contact interactions [7/ 8, 15]. See Ref. [15] fosaudsion of the interac-
tions used in this work. As discussed in Ref.[15], we aregiaitow-momentum power
counting scheme where there are no additional two-nucleaections at NNLO be-
yond the terms already appearing at NLO.

The NLEFT calculations reported here are performed withteé&aspacing ofi =
1.97 fm in a periodic cube of length = 11.82 fm. Our trial wave function is denoted
|wirit) which is a Slater-determinant state composed of delamhbtanding waves in
the periodic cube, witll nucleons and the desired spin and isospin quantum numbers.
For simplicity, we describe our calculations using the lzexge of continuous time
evolution. The actual AFQMC calculations use transfer inesrwith a temporal lattice
spacing ofu, = 1.32 fm [9].

Before we enter into the main part of the calculation, we madeof a low-energy
filter based upon Wigner’'s SU(4) symmetry, where the spisgin degrees of freedom
of the nucleon are all equivalent as four components of amphnltiplet. Let us
define

HSU(4) = Hyee + 5 CSU(4) Z L p(R) f( — ii') P(ﬁ/) 5 (1)



wheref (i—7') is a Gaussian smearing function with width set by the aveeégetive
range of the twaS-wave interaction channels, apds the total nucleon density. We
then apply the exponential ¢fsy 4 to obtain

[WL(t) = eXP(_HSU(4)t/)|‘I’iXit>- 2)

which we refer to as a “trial state”. This part of the calcigdatis computationally
inexpensive since it only requires a single auxiliary fieldl aloes not generate any
sign oscillations in the Monte Carlo calculation.

Next, we use the LO Hamiltoniaf; ., to construct the Euclidean-time projection
amplitude

ZA(t) = (U A(t) | exp(—Hyot)| ¥ 4 (1)), ©)
from which we compute the “transient energy”

EA(t) = —0[InZ,(t)]/0t. (4)

If the lowest eigenstate dff; , that possesses a non-vanishing overlap with the trial
state|V ,(¢')) is denoted ¥ , (), the energytZ, , of [¥ 4 ) is obtained as the — oo
limit of E, ().

The higher-order corrections 1, , are evaluated using perturbation theory. We
compute expectation values using

ZS () = (U 4(t') | exp(—Hyot/2)
x O exp(—Hyot/2)|P 4(t")), (5)

for any operato. Given the ratio

X3 (t) = Z3()/Za(0), (6)

the expectation value @ for the desired statgl' , ,) is again obtained in the— oo
limit according to
Xfx),o = (V4004 0) = tlggo X8 (), (7)

which gives the corrections t, , induced by the NLO and NNLO contributions.

The closelV 4(t')) is to |V, ), the less the required projection timeThe trial
state can be optimized by adjusting both the SU(4) projadtinet’ and the strength
of the couplingﬁSU(4) of Hgy(4). Here, we show that the accuracy of the extrapolation
t — oo can be further improved by simultaneously incorporatingadeom multiple
trial states that differ in the choice OTSU(4). This approach enables a “triangulation”
of the asymptotic behavior as the common limit of severdédint functions of.

3. Extrapolation in Euclidean time

The behavior oZ ,(t) and Z9 (¢) at larget is controlled by the low-energy spec-
trum of H, . Let |E) label the eigenstates df; , with energyE, and letp, (F)



denote the density of states for a systemiafucleons. For simplicity, we omit addi-
tional labels needed to distinguish degenerate states.awehen expresg , (¢) and
Z9Q(t) in terms of their spectral representations,

Z4(t) = / 0E pA(E) [(E|¥ 4(t')]? exp(~ Et), ®)

28() = [ ABAE' pA(B) pa(E) expl~(E + Et/2),
X (W A()|E) (EIOIE') (E'|W (1)), (9)

from which the spectral representationg®f(t) and X § (¢) are obtained using Ed.](4)
and Eq. [[(b), respectively. We can approximate these torarpificcuracy over any
finite range oft by takingp 4 (E) to be a sum of energy delta functions,

Tmax
pa(E) ~ Z cid(E—Ey ), (10)

=0
where we usé,,., = 4 for the calculation of théHe ground state, ani,.x = 3
for A > 8. These choices give a good description over the full rangefarf all trial
states, without introducing too many free parameters. 4JA&FQMC data for different
values ofCgy; ,,, we perform a correlated fit of , (£) and X  (¢) for all operators)
that contribute to the NLO and NNLO corrections. We find thsing 2-6 distinct
trial states for eachl allows for a much more precise determinationfof , andX ¢
than hitherto possible. In particular, we may “triangulajéég?y0 using trial states that
correspond to function ¢ (¢) which converge both from above and below.

As the extent of our MC data in Euclidean time is relativelpsghwe discuss
next the level of confidence that we can attribute to our testh our “triangulation”
method, the accuracy and reliability of the extrapolatien o is increased by means
of correlated fits to multiple trial states. We first note ttiet number of Euclidean time
stepsN, available for the extrapolation does not decrease drdigtizéth the number
of nucleonsA. This inspires confidence that our method, which has by nem lseic-
cessfully applied to the structure, spectrum and electgmatic properties of60O in
Ref. [16] should also be applicable to heavier systems. Meskess, “spurious early
convergence” in Euclidean time extrapolations should befally guarded against. If
only one trial state is used, this issue arises much morélye&dour “triangulation”
method, the extrapolation is very strongly constrainedhigyrequirement that all ob-
servables for all trial states should be described by theesatponential dependence
on Euclidean time. Rapid convergencetithen translates into a small sensitivity to
C’SU(4) at large values of. It is also encouraging to note that our new extrapolations
are consistent with our earlier results f8C in Refs. [13| 14], which were computed
using delocalized plane-wave as well as alpha-clustém@ge functions.

4, Lattice Monte Carloresults

In Fig.[d, we show the LO transient energ@jy, (¢) as a function of the number of
temporal lattice stepd/, = t/a,, for *°O through®®*Si. The curves show a simulta-
neous fit to all trial states employed, with (E) given by a sum of three energy delta
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Figure 1: NLEFT results for the LO transient enedy, () for A = 16 to A = 28, with CSU(4) given (in

MeV—2) for each trial state. The curves show a fit using a spectraditiep , (E) given by a sum of three
energy delta functions. The fits f& , (¢) are correlated with those of Figd. 2 dAd 3.

functions. In Figs2 andl 3, we similarly show the expectatialuesX §(¢) for 10
through?*Mg. These include the sum of isospin-symmetric NLO cormewi(NLO),
the sum of the electromagnetic and strong isospin-breatangections (EMIB), and
the total three-nucleon force contribution (3NF) whichtfagpears at NNLO. It should
be noted that the fits shown in Fig. 1 are correlated with tlod$égs[2 and B, and use
the same spectral density, (E). Moreover, each of the: 30 contributionsX ¢ (¢) to
the NLO, EMIB and 3NF corrections is individually accounfedin the analysis. We
also emphasize that the fits for eadlare independent.

Our NLEFT results for the alpha nuclei frofide to ?8Si are summarized in Ta-
ble[, with statistical and extrapolation uncertaintiesveh in parentheses. For com-
parison, we also show the empirical ground-state energites LO energies are given
in the second column of Tablé 1, while the third column shdvesresults using the
two-nucleon force up to NNLO. Our “LO” calculations are aaity improved LO cal-
culations with smeared short-range interactions thatucet significant portion of the
corrections usually treated at NLO [7]. The fourth columclirdes the 3NF at NNLO.
As discussed in Ref.[8], the local 3N contact interactiaduices significant lattice arti-
facts when acting on configurations of four nucleons at tiheeslattice site. Following
Ref. [8], we have removed this systematic effect by subvaaif a local 4N contact
interaction. In the column labeled “+3N” in Taljlk 1, the styéh of this subtraction has
been set to reproduce the empirical binding energBaf. We have not yet included
systematic errors due to the finite-volume effects in a bosioé L = 11.8 fm, but
preliminary results at larger volumes are suggestive-ofld% reduction in the binding
of each nucleus in the infinite-volume limit. In particulese expect that- 50% of the
observed- 0.7 MeV overbinding of*He should vanish.

Our NNLO results with the 3NF included appear to be withinw percent of the
empirical energies fod < 12, while for 150 we find an overbinding of 9%. Such
an accuracy is, by itself, reasonably good for a calculatibith is truncated at NNLO
at a lattice spacing of = 1.97 fm. However, for?°Ne the observed overbinding
increases ta~ 15%, for 2*Mg to ~ 17%, and for?8Si it reaches~ 30%. It is thus
clearly a systematical effect. In this context, we note ttherab initio methods using
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Figure 2: NLEFT results for the matrix elemerJXSf(t) for A = 16 and A = 20, with CSU<4) given (in

MeV—2) for each trial state. The left panels show the total isosgimmetric NLO correction, the central
panels the electromagnetic and isospin-breaking (EMIB)ections, and the right panels the total three-
nucleon force (3NF) correction. The curves show a fit vit{ E) given by the sum of three energy delta
functions, correlated with those of FIg. 1.

soft potentials encounter similar problems in the desioripaf both light and medium-
mass nuclei using the same set of interactions|[1-3].

Before we discuss the challenge of resolving this overbigdiroblem in future
ab initio calculations, it is useful to explore the nature of the miggphysics in the
present work. As we ascend the alpha ladder fféta to23Si, the lighter nuclei can
be described as collections of alpha clusters [12, 13]. A&sntlmber of clusters in-
creases, they become increasingly densely packed, such thare uniform liquid of
nucleons is approached. This increase in the density obhathlsters appears corre-
lated with the gradual overbinding we observe at NNLO for> 16. As this effect
becomes noticeable fdfO, we can view it as a problem which first arises in a sys-
tem of four alpha clusters. The alpha-cluster structuréS@f will be discussed in
more detail in a forthcoming publication [16]. Following RRE8], which removed dis-
cretization errors associated with four nucleons occugptlie same lattice site, we can
attempt to remove similar errors associated with four alghsters in close proximity
on neighboring lattice sites. The simplest interactionclifpermits a removal of the
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Figure 3: NLEFT results for the matrix elemem&g (¢) for A = 24 and A = 28. The notation is as for
Fig.[2.

overbinding associated with such configurations is

Y (Nert) — p(ANerr) Z p(7i1)p(7ia) p(iiz) p(7iy), (11)

1S(ﬁifﬁj)2§2

with p(7?) the total nucleon density. The summation includes nearesxd-to-nearest
neighbor (spatial) lattice sites.

In Tabld1, the column labeled “+4N” shows the results at NNLO while including
both the 3NF and/(*N=#t),| Due to the low momentum cutoff, the two-pion exchange
contributions have been absorbed into the contact inferecat NLO. We have tuned
DUNee) to give approximately the correct energy for the grouncestéf*Mg. With
v (4Nerr) included, a good description of the ground-state energiebtained over the
full range from light to medium-mass nuclei, with a maximumoe no larger than
~ 3%. This lends support to the qualitative picture that therloweling of the NNLO
results in Tablé]l is associated with the increased packirajpha clusters and the
eventual crossover to a uniform nucleon liquid. The misgihgsics would then be
comprised of short-range repulsive forces that countehectiense packing of alpha
clusters.

In spite of the good agreement with experiment in Table 1 uptoduction of
v (UNerr) e also need to consider whether this could be merely adetil effect. It
is then helpful to check whether a consistent picture isinbthwith respect to excited



Table 1: NLEFT results for the ground-state energies (in M@W¥e combined statistical and extrapolation
errors are given in parentheses. The columns labeled “LQ"(@hd “NNLO (2N)” show the energies at
each order using the two-nucleon force only. The columniéab&-3N” also includes the 3NF, which first
appears at NNLO. Finally, the column “+4N" includes the effective 4N contribution from E@._{11). The
column “Exp” gives the empirical energies.

[A] LO@N) [NNLO(2N) _ +3N +4Ng | Exp |
4] —2887(6) | —25.60(6) —28.93(7) —28.93(7) | —28.30
8| —57.9(1) | —486(1) —56.4(2) —56.3(2) | —56.35
12| —96.9(2) | —78.7(2) —91.7(2) —90.3(2) | —92.16
16 | —147.3(5) | —121.4(5) —138.8(5) —131.3(5) | —127.62
20 | —199.7(9) | —163.6(9) —184.3(9) —165.9(9) | —160.64
24 | —253(2) —208(2)  —232(2)  —198(2) | —198.26
28 | —330(3) —275(3)  —308(3)  —233(3) | —236.54

states, transitions and electromagnetic properties ohtladei in the medium-mass
range wherd (4Nert) gives a sizable contribution. In Ref. [16], we find very carsing
evidence supporting our results and analysis from the ptiegeof 160, including its
first excited0 state. In particular, the excitation energies and levetong in °O
was found to be very sensitive to the strength and forii df¥=*). Such a sensitivity
arises due to the differences in the alpha-cluster straaifithe states in question.

The coefficient o’ (*Nert) can be expressed & *Nett) = 0.9/(f7A, ), where we
usef, = 92.4 MeV andA, = 700 MeV as in Ref.[[17]. While the magnitude of
DNerr) appears to be somewhat large compared to what is expected basaive
dimensional analysis, the effective 4N contributioretg. the alpha particle binding
energy is negligibly small, in agreement with the chiral powounting. Thus, the
increasing effective 4N contributions that we find fdr> 16 are the result of large
operator expectation values for the nuclear wave functida.expect that this effect
is due to the coarse lattice spacing, and can be ameliorgtadibg a smaller lattice
spacing and an interaction with more short-range repulsion

5. Conclusions

Let us now return to the question we posed at the beginningv ldage a nu-
cleus can be calculated from first principles using chirallear EFT, and what are
the remaining challenges? Using a soft nucleon-nucleenantion with a momentum
cutoff scale ofr/a ~ 314 MeV, we found that the two-nucleon potential is accurate
for lighter nuclei but overbinds those beyolfD. As a result, the overall contribution
of multi-nucleon forces must compensate by changing sigm fattractive to repul-
sive with increasingd. While such an effect cannot be accommodated by the 3NF at
NNLO alone, the overall contribution from higher-orderardctions should be similar
to our effective four-nucleon interaction, which countdsahe packing of alpha clus-
ters. Still, this implies a large correction from highederterms. Analogous problems
will arise in computational methods that use renormalaragroup flows to soften the



two-nucleon interaction. In that case, the large repulsdreections appear in the form
of strong induced multi-nucleon forces.

From our analysis, the path forward fab initio calculations of heavier nuclei
using chiral nuclear EFT appears clear. The softening ofwleenucleon interaction
should not be pushed so far that heavier nuclei become signify overbound by the
two-nucleon force alone. This is not merely an issue for NLEut would appear to
be a universal criterion for a#lb initio methods. A concerted effort should be made to
improve the current computational algorithms to handlerettions with more short-
range repulsion. The NLEFT collaboration is now explorihig approach for studies
of larger nuclei. We are now in the process of improving tttéda algorithms for
calculations at smaller lattice spacings, and extendin§RLto N°LO in the chiral
expansion.
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