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The non-perturbative ab initio calculations of infinite nuclear matter using In-Medium Similarity
Renormalization Group (IMSRG) method is developed in this work, which enables calculations with
chiral two and three-nucleon forces at N2LO and N3LO. Results from the many-body perturbation
theory at different orders and coupled-cluster theory are also presented for comparison. It is shown
that different many-body approaches lead to divergences with a harder nuclear interaction for pure
neutron matter. For symmetric nuclear matter, such divergences would appear even with soft nuclear
interactions. This work provides a novel alternative infrastructure for future studies of dense nuclear
matter and strongly-correlated many-body systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The homogeneous nuclear matter is a non-trivial
strongly-correlated many-body system. The studies of
infinite nuclear matter is particularly attractive in studies
of neutron stars in the era of gravitational-wave astron-
omy. Indeed, the multi-messenger astrophysics studies
of neutron stars provide unique opportunities for con-
straining the properties of dense nuclear matter [1–8]. In
particular, the recent observations of a massive neutron
star of 2.35 solar mass brought a theoretical challenge [9],
which means the appearance of exotic structures in speed
of sound and equation of state (EoS) around two times of
nuclear saturation density (ρsat) [10]. At extremely high
densities above 40ρsat, the strongly interacting matter
can be calculated by the perturbative QCD [11]. The
progress in reliable ab initio calculations of nuclear EoS
at intermediate densities is also essential for better in-
ferences of the first-order phase transition from nuclear
matter to quark matter.

The EoS of nuclear matter around the saturation den-
sity is largely known from finite nuclear properties, which
can be well described by density functional theory based
on phenomenological nuclear forces. It is still of fun-
damental interests to describe nuclear matter above the
saturation density with realistic nuclear interactions and
ab initio many-body methods. In this respect, the devel-
opment of modern two-nucleon and three-nucleon inter-
actions from chiral effective field (EFT) provided a con-
sistent theory of nuclear forces rooted in chiral-symmetry
breaking of QCD [12–14]. Advanced ab initio calculations
based on chiral nuclear forces have been very successful
in descriptions of finite nuclear properties [15–18], which
can be naturally applied to infinite nuclear matter.

There have been a variety of ab initio methods for stud-
ies of nuclear matter. For example, the many-body per-
turbation theory (MBPT) has been extensively applied in
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a series of works [19–21] to calculate EoS of pure neutron
matter and symmetric nuclear matter. The MBPT cal-
culations have been developed up to MBPT4 at 4th order
in the momentum space [20]. In addition, the coupled-
cluster (CC) theory, which is a non-perturbative method
using non-unitary transformations on Hamiltonian has
been applied in studies of nuclear matter [22, 23]. The
Green function method and Monte Carlo method have
also been applied to nuclear matter [24–28]. Most of
these many-body methods are regarded as post-Hartree-
Fock methods to incorporate higher correlations beyond
the mean field approximation.

It is expected that non-perturbative calculations are
important for strongly-correlated nuclear matter, partic-
ularly, at higher densities. The purpose of this work is
to study nuclear matter from first principles using the
In-Medium Similarity Renormalization Group (IMSRG)
method. IMSRG is a novel non-perturbative many-body
method, which incorporates many-body correlations effi-
ciently via unitary transformations on the many-body
Hamiltonian [29, 30]. Acctually IMSRG provides an
alternative non-perturbative method in truncations of
many-body operators compared to the coupled-cluster
theory. IMSRG(2) refers to the scheme that all opera-
tors are truncated at the normal-ordered two-body level
although three-body forces are invoked. IMSRG(3) is
truncated at the normal-ordered three-body level but it
is computationally very costly [32, 33, 41]. The coupled-
cluster calculations are usually truncated at the CCSD
level that includes single and double particle-hole exci-
tations. The IMSRG method has been used in ab initio
calculations of finite nuclei in recent years [16, 17, 30],
but it has not been applied in studies of nuclear matter
yet.

II. METHODS

In this section, we introduce how to implement the
IMSRG calculations in momentum spaces based on chiral
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nuclear forces.

A. Magnus IMSRG(2)

Firstly, IMSRG is based on a unitary flow transfor-
mation [29, 30] in which the eigenvalue of an operator
remains unchanged.

H(s) = U(s)H(0)U†(s). (1)

Here the transformation is continuous and s is the flow
parameter. One can choose a specific U to obtain a trans-
formed Hamiltonian whose off-diagonal part is as small
as possible so that we can solve it in a reduced space.
The derivative of H(s) should be

d

ds
H(s) = [η(s), H(s)], (2)

where η(s) is defined as the generator and is related to
U as

η(s) ≡ dU(s)

ds
U†(s) = −η†(s). (3)

The generator is anti-Hermitian because of the Her-
micity of U . The unitary transformation can be deter-
mined by choosing a generator. The choice of generator
η depends on which part of Hamiltonian is chosen to be
diagonal. There are different possible types of genera-
tors, and we have adopted the White generator [30] in
this work. It can be written as

ηWhite =
Hod

∆
. (4)

Here Hod is the off-diagonal part we choose, and ∆ is a
denominator related to energies. The denominator could
be chosen by different energy partitioning such as the
Møller-Plesset scheme, and the Epstein-Nesbet scheme
which we used in this work. Following Ref. [30], the two-
body part of White generator is written as an instance:

ηpp′hh′ ≡ Γpp′hh′

fp′ + fp − fh′ − fh −App′hh′
, (5)

App′hh′ = Γpp′pp′ + Γhh′hh′ − Γphph (6)
−Γp′h′p′h′ − Γph′ph′ − Γp′hp′h.

Here p and h denote particle states and hole states,
which are above or below the Fermi momentum, respec-
tively. The particle-particle hole-hole configurations are
the off-diagonal part. The two-body interaction matrix
after normal-ordering Γ is explicitly suppressed by (5)
during the flow evolution.

The IMSRG evolution is a first-order operator differen-
tial equation. In order to get precise and stable numerical
results, Magnus expansion has been introduced in solving
IMSRG equations [31]. One can rewrite U as

U(s) = eΩ(s). (7)

By applying the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, we
can get the evolution of Ω(s) as

d

ds
Ω(s) =

∞∑
k=0

Bk

k!
[Ω(s), η(s)](k). (8)

Here Bk is the k-th Bernoulli number and the k-order
nested commutator is defined as

[Ω(s), η(s)](k) =

{
η(s), if k = 0,

[Ω(s), [Ω(s), η(s)](k−1)], if k > 0.

(9)

Therefore, the transformation of Hamiltonian is written
as

H(s) = eΩ(s)H(0)e−Ω(s) =

∞∑
k=0

1

k!
[Ω(s), H(0)](k). (10)

Based on this framework, one can perform calculations
of the ground state energy of a many-body system non-
perturbatively. It has been pointed out that IMSRG
could be regarded as kind of summation of MBPT di-
agrams to infinite order [30]. This means that IMSRG is
a non-perturbative method and could invoke more cor-
relations than MBPT when configuration space is fixed,
which is important as the density increases.

A many-body operator could be given in second-
quantized form as

O =
∑

pq Tpqa
†
paq +

1
2!

∑
pqrs Vpqrsa

†
pa

†
qasar

+ 1
3!

∑
pqrstu Wpqrstua

†
pa

†
qa

†
rauatas + ... (11)

In the flow equation, there are commutators of operators
which may induce higher-order many-body terms beyond
the original Hamiltonian. For instance, the commutation
between two-body operators can induce three-body op-
erators.

[A(2), B(2)] = C(0) + C(1) + C(2) +C(3). (12)

The induced three-body terms can subsequently induce
growing many-body terms beyond three-body terms,
which means the unitary flow evolution would ultimately
contain A-body operators. Usually, we make a truncation
on the flow equation, by dropping all terms higher than
a specific order. If we drop C(3) and all induced terms
higher than two-body operators, the scheme is called IM-
SRG(2). The terms with three-body forces are truncated
at the normal-ordered two-body level. Fortunately the
unitary transformations is almost kept with the trun-
cation. There have been efforts to take back some in-
duced terms that are dropped to improve IMSRG results
[32, 33].

B. Interactions in Momentum Space

For calculations of nuclear matter, it is a natural choice
to use plane wave basis with the periodic boundary con-
dition. One can adopt discretized momentum within a
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cubic box [23]. Instead, we adopt a sphere in the momen-
tum space to calculate the infinite matter. The number
of nucleons is determined by the lattice points within a
definite Fermi sphere. The number of nucleons is given
by:

A = gsgtN. (13)

Here gs, gt reflects the spin-isospin degeneracy and gsgt
is 4 for SNM and 2 for PNM. N = 1, 7, 19, 27, 33... de-
notes lattice points within the sphere. The lattice spac-
ing is determined by the density in calculations, which is
similar to Ref.[23]. There could be finite-size effect due
to a finite box. Nevertheless, the finite-size corrections
decrease rapidly with increasing the number of particles
[23].

The hole-particle definition and normal-order proce-
dure are both related to the Fermi sphere. As the first-
order calculation of IMSRG, the Hartree-Fock (HF) en-
ergy in plane wave basis is given by summation as

EHF =
1

2

∑
i,j

Vijijninj , (14)

where nj is the occupation number that equals 1 for holes
and 0 for particles. Afterwards, higher-order correlation
energies can be calculated by invoking sufficient parti-
cle states beyond Fermi sphere until the convergence is
reached. In this work, we mainly adopt N = 33, cor-
responding to 4 shells in momentum spaces for neutron
matter. Such a choice of N parameter has been used in
earlier works [23, 28] and we also tested it considering
the convergence.

Once we built the basis wave functions, we can write
down the interaction matrix elements in momentum
space. In most studies, chiral forces are fitted to nucleon-
nucleon scattering experiments, and it is convenient to
write the operators in LSJ angular momentum represen-
tation. In some versions of chiral forces, regulators could
be different for each partial wave [34–36]. It is compli-
cated to perform transformation from the LSJ represen-
tation into the plane wave representation. In this work,
the interaction matrix is written in the plane wave basis
directly considering different regulators. This has been
benchmarked with calculations in LSJ representation.

Generally, the chiral NN forces could be written
as [14]:

VNN = VC + VSσ1 · σ2 + VT (σ1 · q)(σ2 · q)
+VT,k(σ1 · k)(σ2 · k) + VLS(−i)S · (q × k)

+VσL[σ1 · (q × k)][σ2 · (q × k)]. (15)

Here q and k are related to momentum of in-state and
out-state. The coefficients are defined by:

Vi = V cont
i + (Vi + τ1 · τ2Wi). (16)

The emergence of three-body chiral interactions begins
at N2LO in chiral EFT and it is vital for nuclear matter

calculation. It is known that the inclusion of 3N force is
essential for reasonable descriptions of saturation prop-
erties of symmetric nuclear matter [37, 38]. The 3N force
at N2LO includes three terms:

VE =
cE

f4
πΛχ

1

2

∑
i̸=j

τi · τj , (17)

VD = − cD
f2
πΛχ

g2A
8f2

π

∑
i̸=j ̸=k

(σi · qj)(σj · qj)(τi · τj)
q2j +m2

π

, (18)

VC =
g2A
8f2

π

∑
i ̸=j ̸=k

(σi · qi)(σk · qk)
(q2i +m2

π)(q
2
k +m2

π)
Fijk. (19)

Fijk =

(
−4c1m

2
π

f2
π

+
2c3
f2
π

qi · qk
)
τi · τk

+
c4
f2
π

(τi × τk) · τj(qi × qk) · σj .

In 3N chiral forces, fπ, mπ, gA and the breakdown scale
of chiral EFT Λχ = 700 ∼ 800 MeV are fixed physical
constants. The parameters cD, cE have to be determined
by calculations of finite nuclei. The parameters c1, c3
and c4 are constructed consistently with N2LO two-body
forces. In this work we adopt Λχ = 800 MeV and the cD,
cE parameters are taken from earlier works [23, 34], .

In practical calculations, one should apply regulators
on the bare nuclear interactions. In addition, NN in-
teractions should multiply a relativity factor. The de-
tailed expressions of chiral interactions can be found in
[18, 35, 36]. There are different types of regulators and in
this work, the conventional local and nonlocal regulators
are employed. The expressions of regulators are given in
the later part of this work. Note that the choice of reg-
ulators can impact calculated EoS of nuclear matter at
high densities [23].

C. Decomposition and Normal-Order

The interaction matrix elements can be calculated by
performing complex matrix products. To improve both
the speed and accuracy of our calculations, we use au-
tomatic partial-wave decomposition (aPWD) technique
[39, 40] as a numerical treatment of chiral nuclear forces.
In aPWD, all potential terms are separated into coeffi-
cients and operators. The expectation values of oper-
ators can be calculated in advance. As an example, for
the spin-spin operator σ1 ·σ2, the whole spin space is the
direct product of the spin spaces of two particles. There-
fore, for two spin-up particles, the σ1xσ2x component can
be calculated as

(⟨↑| ⊗ ⟨↑|)(σx ⊗ σx)(|↑⟩ ⊗ |↑⟩) = 0. (20)
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For combinations of quantum numbers, all possible val-
ues of an operator can be estimated efficiently by the
decomposition. Using this technique, the direct matrix
calculations are transformed into case selections in our
code, so that calculations become much faster. We have
separated spin and isospin spaces and finally we obtain
four types of decomposition in advance:

σ1 · σ2,σ · v, (σ1 + σ2) · v, (τ1 × τ2) · τ3. (21)

Here σ and τ are Pauli matrices and v is a casual vector.
These four kinds of terms cover all operator structures
associated with NN and 3N interactions.

Presently, the operators related to three-body forces
are truncated at the normal-ordered two-body level. The
full three-body matrix elements are at the scale of N6,
compared to N4 for two-body forces. The treatment of
residual three-body forces is a demanding task. Recently
IMSRG(3) has been realized for calculations of some light
nuclei [41]. The normal-ordered two-body Hamiltonian
is written as

Ṽpqrs = Vpqrs +
∑
i,j

Wpqirsjninjδij . (22)

Here V denotes the original two-body interaction el-
ement and W denotes the three-body interaction ele-
ment, as δ is the Kronecker symbol. The expression
of zero-body and one-body normal-ordered Hamiltonian
also have similar expressions, but have different coeffi-
cients [38, 42]. Finally all elements are constructed to be
anti-symmetrized.

D. Other Many-Body Methods

In addition to IMSRG(2), we have built other many-
body methods to calculate EoS of nuclear matter for
benchmark and comparison purposes. We have calcu-
lated MBPT energy to the 4th order, and the coupled-
cluster method is truncated at CCD including double
excitations. All these three methods are based on HF
energy as a start.

In MBPT2, the correlation energy beyond HF could
be expressed as

EMBPT2 =
1

4

∑
i,j,a,b

VijabVabij

ϵabij
ninj(1− na)(1− nb).

(23)

The denominator is defined as

ϵabij = ϵi + ϵj − ϵa − ϵb, (24)

where ϵ stands for the HF single-particle energy. The
MBPT2 correlation energy can be expressed diagram-
matically by one Hugenholtz diagram and the MBPT3
energy contains three diagrams. Actually, the num-
ber of diagrams increases rapidly at higher orders and

brings a challenge in MBPT calculations [38, 42, 43].
For example, there are 39 two-body Hugenholtz dia-
grams in MBPT4. As mentioned before, IMSRG is non-
perturbative and has the capability to sum over diagrams
in MBPT to infinite orders. MBPT2 is the summation
of particle-particle hole-hole elements. In IMSRG(2) evo-
lutions, MBPT2 can be seen as the off-diagonal part of
IMSRG(2), reflecting how the suppression and evolution
have been achieved.

Another method we use, CC, is also non-perturbative.
In contrast to the unitary transformation in IMSRG,
CC performs a non-unitary transformation and the
evolved Hamiltonian is upper triangular, while the IM-
SRG Hamiltonian is block diagonal. The analytical for-
malism of double-excited coupled cluster (CCD) equation
can be found in related literatures [23, 42, 44]. Since IM-
SRG relies on unitary transformations, it is convenient to
obtain many-body wave functions for future calculations.

III. RESULTS

We have built up our program with Fortran 90 from
scratch and employed OpenMP for parallel computa-
tions. Currently our code enables calculations of nuclear
matter using MBPT, CCD and IMSRG(2).

A. Pure Neutron Matter

Firstly, it is necessary to benchmark our code with ex-
isting calculations. In Fig. 1, the energy per particle of
neutron matter are calculated with Minnesota and chiral
potentials. Minnesota potential [45] has a simple form
with components like spin-spin and isospin-isospin inter-
actions and it is convenient for benchmark calculations.
In our calculations, the number of nucleons are taken as
A = 66 for neutron matter and A = 76 for symmetric
matter. With the Minnesota potential, our IMSRG(2)
results agree well with the CCD results in Ref.[23]. The
NNLOopt potential [34] with a cutoff of 500 MeV has
also been adopted in our calculations. With NNLOopt,
the CCD calculations with the ladder approximation [22]
are also benchmarked with Ref.[23], as shown in Fig. 1.

In Fig.2, the energy per particle from IMSRG(2) cal-
culations with NNLOopt are compared with that from
different many-body methods. The results are shown
up to 0.28 fm−3. Generally, IMSRG(2) results are very
close to CCD results. The Hartree-Fock and CCD meth-
ods have also been benchmarked, as shown in the subfig-
ure. In the intermediate density region below 0.2 fm−3,
the MBPT3 results are close to that of configuration-
interaction Monte Carlo (CIMC)[25] . In the low density
region below 0.04 fm−3, results from different methods
are close. In the high density region above 0.23 fm−3,
MBPT3 becomes closer to IMSRG(2) and CCD. This
can be understood that NNLOopt potential is a soft in-
teraction.
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FIG. 1. Calculated energy per particle of pure neutron mat-
ter using Minnesota and NNLOopt potentials for benchmarks.
Dashed lines denote results in [23].
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FIG. 2. Calculated energy per particle of pure neutron
matter using NNLOopt. Results from MBPT3, CCD and
IMSRG(2), and CIMC from [25] are compared. The subfigure
shows HF and CCD benchmarks with [23].

It is interesting to compare perturbative and non-
perturbative many-body calculations with a harder nu-
clear interaction. In chiral nuclear forces, a higher cutoff
usually results in a harder interaction. In this case, the
higher-order many-body correlations are non-negligible
and non-perturbative calculations are needed. In Fig.3,
the energy per particle based on NNLOopt with a cut-
off of 500 MeV and N3LO with a cutoff of 700 MeV are
shown. We see that with NNLOopt, MBPT4 results are
very close to IMSRG(2), while MBPT3 is slightly dif-
ferent from MBPT4. For N3LO with a cutoff of 700
MeV[46], the results from different methods have signif-

icant discrepancies. It can be seen that MBPT4 results
are relatively close to IMSRG(2) at densities below 0.2
fm−3.

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
 (fm 3)

5

10

15

20

25

30

E/
A

 (M
eV

)

MBPT3
MBPT4
IMSRG2

N2LO OPT  ( =500MeV)
N3LO          ( =700MeV)

FIG. 3. Calculated energy per particle of pure neutron
matter using chiral forces with different cutoffs. Results from
MBPT3, MBPT4 and IMSRG(2) are compared. The N3LO
force with a cutoff of 700 MeV is from Ref.[46].

Three-body nuclear forces are crucial for calculations
of nuclear matter. In this work, we adopted NNLOopt
two-nucleon interactions plus three-body interactions
that are normal-ordered to two-body level. For three-
body forces, the regulators have both local and nonlocal
formalism [23, 34]. The nonlocal regulator is written as,

fnonlocal = exp

[
−
(
4p2 + 3q2

Λ2
3N

)n]
. (25)

Here the variable p and q denote the magnitude of Jacobi
momentum of a given three-body state. For the nonlo-
cal regulator with a cutoff of 500 MeV, we adopt cD=-2
and cE =-0.791 [23]. The energy per particle of neutron
matter are calculated with different methods including
three-body forces, as shown in Fig.4. With the same nu-
clear interaction, the results from CCD calculations are
benchmarked, as shown in the subfigure. It can be seen
that results from different many-body methods are gener-
ally close up to densities at 0.30 fm−3. IMSRG(2) results
agree very well with CCD. The energies from MBPT3 is
slightly above that from other two methods. With three-
body fores, the EoS of neutron matter becomes harder
than that with only two-body forces in Fig.2.

To study the dependence of regulators on the EoS of
neutron matter, the energy per particle are calculated
with both local and nonlocal regulators on three-body
forces, as shown in FIG.5. The same two-body force
NNLOopt is employed and the three-body forces are de-
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FIG. 4. Calculated energy per particle of pure neutron mat-
ter using NNLOopt plus local 3N interactions (Λ=500MeV).
Results from MBPT3, CCD and IMSRG(2) are compared.
The subfigure shows the CCD calculations with three-body
forces benchmarked with [23].
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Nonlocal( =500MeV)

FIG. 5. Calculated energy per particle of pure neutron mat-
ter using NNLOopt plus different 3N forces. Results from
MBPT3 and IMSRG(2) are compared. Calculations with dif-
ferent 3N nuclear forces with local and non-local regulators
are shown, see text for details.

pendent on regulators. The local regulator is written as:

flocal =

Nj∏
j=1

exp

[
−
(
k′
j − kj

Λ3N

)2n
]
. (26)

Here k′
j − kj in the exponent factor denote transfer mo-

mentum and the index j sums over the transfer momen-
tum of three nucleons. For the local regulator with a
cutoff of 400 MeV, we adopt cD=-0.39 and cE=-0.27 ac-

cording to Ref. [23]. For a cutoff of 500 MeV, the param-
eters are taken as cD = -0.39 and cE =-0.389. It is known
that the contact terms have no contributions to neutron
matter with a nonlocal regulator. It can be seen that the
EoS with the nonlocal regulator is considerably harder
than that with local regulators at higher densities. We
see that MBPT3 results are slightly above IMSRG(2) in
three calculations around the saturation density. How-
ever, MBPT3 becomes close to IMSRG(2) around two
times of saturation density. Generally MBPT3 and IM-
SRG(2) results are close since the cutoff is not high.

B. Symmetric Nuclear Matter

For pure neutron matter, we demonstrated that IM-
SRG(2) results are close to perturbative calculations, ex-
cept for the nuclear interaction is harder with a cutoff of
700 MeV. It is interesting to study the difference between
perturbative and non-perturbative calculations for sym-
metric nuclear matter. We adopt a local three-body reg-
ulator with a cutoff Λ=500 MeV, together with NNLOopt
to calculate the EoS of symmetric nuclear matter, as
shown in Fig.6.

0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
 (fm 3)

14

12

10

8

6

4

2

0

E/
A

 (M
eV

)

MBPT2
MBPT3
CCD
IMSRG2

FIG. 6. Calculated energy per particle of symmetric nuclear
matter using NNLOopt plus local 3N interactions (Λ=500
MeV). Results from MBPT2, MBPT3, CCD and IMSRG(2)
are compared.

Our calculations of symmetric nuclear matter agree
well with earlier CCD results in [23]. We see that dif-
ferent methods have obvious discrepancies for symmet-
ric nuclear matter. Indeed, symmetric nuclear matter is
a strongly correlated system, while pure neutron mat-
ter is a relatively weakly correlated system [28]. Gener-
ally, MBPT2 results are relatively close to IMSRG(2) and
CCD results. MBPT3 is significantly different from non-
perturbative calculations above the saturation density.
This indicates that MBPT3 is not enough for symmet-
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ric nuclear matter at high densities. IMSRG(2) is above
CCD and the difference becomes larger at higher densi-
ties. It has been pointed out that the residual three-body
force has non-negligible effects for symmetric matter[23].

IV. DISCUSSIONS

In this work we have presented the development of the
non-perturbative ab initio calculations of nuclear mat-
ter using In-Medium Similarity Renormalization Group
method. IMSRG is a novel many-body method based
on continuous unitary transformations to include infi-
nite summation of MBPT diagrams. IMSRG method has
been applied in studies of finite nuclei in the literature,
but has not been used for infinite nuclear matter yet. Our
code is built from scratch and have been benchmarked
with coupled-cluster calculations. The present work IM-
SRG(2) has been adapted to use chiral two-body forces
and three-body forces truncated at the normal-ordered
two-body level.

The code enables calculations of IMSRG(2), MBPT
to 4th order and CCD based on the same Hartree-Fock
start. The calculations with different methods have been
compared. The energy per particle from different meth-
ods are close for pure neutron matter using two-body
forces NNLOopt, which is a soft interaction. In this case,
MBPT4 is closer to IMSRG and CCD results compared
to MBPT3. The situation is the similar for calculations

with three-body forces with a cutoff of 500 MeV. How-
ever, with a harder N3LO nuclear force with a cutoff of
700 MeV, there is significant discrepancies between non-
perturbative and perturbative calculations, in particular
at higher density region. Furthermore, there is consid-
erable discrepancies between different methods for sym-
metric nuclear matter even the nuclear interaction is soft.
At the moment, our method is truncated at IMSRG(2) in
the plane wave basis. It is costly to perform higher order
IMSRG calculations such as IMSRG(3) and IMSRG(3f2),
which have been realized recently for light nuclei [32, 33].
It is our next step to extend our calculations towards
IMSRG(3) to use harder interactions, which should be
insightful for studying EoS and short-range correlations
at higher densities.
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