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In-medium ΛN interactions are crucial in hypernuclei and neutron star physics. In this work, we study
the in-medium ΛN interaction within the relativistic Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (RBHF) framework, employing
the leading-order covariant chiral hyperon/nucleon-nucleon forces for the first time. We demonstrate that a
consistent description of both the experimental cross-section data and the ‘empirical value’ of the Λ single-
particle potential can be achieved. This contrasts with the majority of studies in the non-relativistic framework,
where higher-order two-body chiral forces are typically required. This study offers a new perspective on the
in-medium ΛN interactions, urgently needed in relativistic ab initio hypernuclear physics studies.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Hyperon-nucleon (Y N) and hyperon-hyperon (Y Y ) interactions are crucial for understanding the role of strangeness quarks
in nuclear physics [1, 2]. They can be classified into free-space interactions, often called bare interactions, and in-medium
interactions, which include complex quantum many-body effects. A challenge in nuclear physics has been to elucidate the
in-medium properties of hyperons [3–6]. The in-medium Y N interaction is the most pivotal input for studying hypernuclear
physics, hyperon-nucleus reactions, and the equation of state (EoS) of neutron stars. The binding energies of Λ hypernuclei
suggested that the depth of the Λ single-particle potential in the nuclear medium is approximately 27− 30 MeV [7–9], retaining
a relatively large uncertainty. The first observation of hypernuclei-directed flow in high-energy nuclear collisions opens a new
venue for studying the Y N interaction under finite pressure [10]. The Λ single-particle potential serves as a crucial input to
elucidate the Λ directed flow phenomena in heavy-ion collisions, facilitating a deeper understanding of the underlying dynam-
ics and medium effects [11, 12]. The ‘hyperon puzzle’ associated with neutron stars is a heatedly-discussed topic in nuclear
astrophysics. The presence of hyperons in neutron stars seems to be energetically inevitable, however, a naive inclusion of
Λ-hyperons as an additional baryonic degree of freedom softens the EoS such that it fails to support 2M⊙ neutron stars [2, 3],
which has been confirmed by astrophysical observations [13]. This reflects the lack of understanding of the in-medium ΛN
interactions and highlights the need for further investigations.

There are two main classes of many-body methods for studies of in-medium Y N interactions: mean field models and ab
initio methods. Various mean-field models, such as the Skyrme-Hartree-Fock approach [14, 15], the relativistic mean field
theory [16–21], the relativistic Hartree-Fock theory [22, 23], and the quark mean-field model [24–26] have been employed to
obtain the in-medium Y N interactions. In these models, the in-medium Y N interactions are determined by fitting the calculated
Λ separation energies to the experimental values of known hypernuclei or turning to models such as the naive quark model. On
the other hand, in ab initio calculations, one uses bare interactions to construct the in-medium effective interactions. The ab initio
calculations do not contain any free parameters and are theoretically more sound and predictive. Recently, the non-relativistic
Brueckner-Hartree-Fock theory (BHF) has been widely employed uct Y N the effective interactions in hyperon matter [27–44].
The widely used Y N bare interactions include the Nijmegen and Jülich meson exchange potentials [27, 45–50], the SU(3) or
SU(6) quark model potentials [33], and the non-relativistic chiral Y N interactions [42, 44, 51]. In the studies of neutron stars
within the BHF framework, repulsive three-body forces are needed such that one can obtain massive neutron stars consistent
with astrophysical observations [39, 52–55].

On the other hand, the relativistic Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (RBHF) method has seen substantial progress in nuclear matter
studies [56–70]. In Ref [56], with two-body interactions only, the RBHF approach could yield saturation properties closer to the
empirical values, contrasting with the BHF theory. In particular, the RBHF theory based on the leading-order (LO) covariant
chiral nucleon-nucleon (NN ) interaction can already describe the saturation properties of symmetric nuclear matter (SNM) [71].
These achievements underscore the importance of ab initio calculations in the RBHF framework employing microscopic Y N
interactions. However, at present, the bare Y N interaction used in the RBHF is based on the phenomenological Jülich po-
tential [72–74], which suffers from limitations such as the absence of a microscopic foundation and the inability to estimate
associated theoretical uncertainties. From this perspective, developing a microscopic relativistic Y N force within the RBHF
theory represents a crucial step forward.

Recently, we have successfully constructed the LO relativistic chiral Y N and Y Y interactions based on the covariant chiral
effective field theory (ChEFT) [75–79]. In contrast to the non-relativistic chiral Y N interactions that were more commonly
used in earlier studies [42, 44, 51], the covariant treatment of baryon spinors in this approach not only preserves all relevant
symmetries but also exhibits faster convergence, thereby providing the much-needed microscopic bare Y N interaction inputs
for the RBHF studies. It is worth noting that, unlike in Ref. [75, 77, 79] where MB is treated as the average baryon mass,
studying the in-medium ΛN interaction requires distinguishing between the masses of Λ, Σ, and N . Therefore, we will re-
derive the covariant chiral Y N interactions incorporating physical baryon masses in this work.

In this study, we first re-derive the covariant chiral Y N interactions with physical baryon masses and further investigate the
in-medium properties of this interaction within the RBHF theory. This paper is organized as follows. Sec. II briefly introduces
the RBHF theory based on the LO covariant chiral Y N force. We analyze the results in Sec. III, followed by a summary and
outlook in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. Hyperon matter in the relativistic Brueckner-Hartree-Fock theory

We study the properties of hyperon matter employing the RBHF theory. When hyperon degrees of freedom are considered,
the in-medium Dirac equation can be expressed as follows:

(α · p+ βM∗
B)u(p, λ) = E∗

B(p)u(p, λ), (1)
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where α and β are the Dirac matrices, u(p, λ) is the Dirac spinor with momentum p and helicity λ. M∗
B and E∗

B represent the
baryon effective mass and energy, respectively, which are defined as

M∗
B = MB + UB

S , E∗
B(p) = EB(p)− UB

0 , (2)

where MB is the physical mass of the free baryon and EB(p) is the single-particle energy. UB
S and UB

0 denote the scalar and
the timelike component of the vector potentials 1, respectively, which are assumed to be momentum independent. The solution
of the in-medium Dirac equation reads

u(p, λ) =

√
E∗

B(p) +M∗
B

2E∗
B(p)

(
1

2λp
E∗

B(p)+M∗
B

)
χλ, (3)

where χλ is the Pauli spinor helicity basis. The covariant normalization is u†(p, λ)u(p, λ) = 1. Once the in-medium Dirac
spinor is obtained, the in-medium baryon-baryon (BB) interaction matrix elements can be calculated. Detailed calculations will
be presented in Sec. II B.

In the RBHF framework, the G-matrix is obtained by solving the in-medium relativistic scattering equation, i.e., the Bethe-
Goldstone equation,

⟨B3B4|G(ζ)|B1B2⟩ = ⟨B3B4|V |B1B2⟩+
∑
B5B6

⟨B3B4|V |B5B6⟩
QB5B6

ζ −H0
⟨B5B6|G(ζ)|B1B2⟩, (4)

with B1B2, B3B4, B5B6 = ΛN,ΣN in the strangeness S = −1 system. Here, QB5B6 denotes the Pauli projection operator
which excludes the B5B6 intermediate state below their respective Fermi momentum, k(B5)

F and k
(B6)
F . The starting energy ζ

for an initial ΛN -state with momenta pΛ and pN is given by ζ = EΛ (pΛ) + EN (pN ).
The Λ single-particle potential UΛ(pΛ) is given by the following integral and sum over the ΛN G-matrix elements,

UΛ (pΛ) =
∑

T,L,S,J

(2T + 1)(2J + 1)

(2tΛ + 1) (2sΛ + 1)

∫ kN
F

0

GT,L,S,J
ΛN (pΛ,pN ) d3kN , (5)

where the channel isospin T is equal to 1/2 for the ΛN case, and sΛ, tΛ are the spin and isospin of the Λ. To facilitate a partial
wave decomposition of Eq. (4), the Pauli projection operator QB5B6

and the total momentum of the Y N states, P = pΛ + pN ,
have to be approximated by their angle-averages Q̄B5B6 and P 2 (The detailed expressions can be found in Refs. [27, 29, 73].).
Meanwhile, the single-particle potential in the RBHF theory can be parametrized as

UΛ (pΛ) =
M∗

Λ√
(M∗

Λ)
2
+ p2Λ

UΛ
S + UΛ

0 . (6)

Eqs. (1), (4), and (6) constitute a set of coupled equations that need to be solved self-consistently. Starting from certain initial
values of U

Λ(0)
S and U

Λ(0)
0 , one solves the in-medium Dirac equation (1) to obtain the Dirac spinors. Next, one solves the

in-medium scattering equation (4) to obtain the GΛN matrix and uses the integrals in Eq.(5) to obtain UΛ (pΛ). With Eq.(6),
one then has a new set of fields, UΛ(1)

S and U
Λ(1)
0 , to be used in the next iteration. Once UΛ

S and UΛ
0 of the single-particle

potential converge, the effective ΛN interaction UΛ (pΛ = 0) can be calculated. This study focuses on a small fraction of Λ
baryons in hyperon matter, where a mixture of nucleons and Λ hyperons can be considered ‘metastable’ [72]. When solving
the in-medium GΛN matrix, as described in Eq. (4), a coupled-channel formalism for Y N interactions (S = −1) is employed,
where intermediate states involving the ΣN channel. However, the Σ hyperon density is assumed to be zero; thus, the in-medium
effects on the Σ baryon are not considered.

B. Hyperon-nucleon interactions in the leading-order covariant ChEFT

The bare Y N interactions are one of the most important inputs in studies of hyperon matter. Here, we briefly introduce the
covariant ChEFT for the Y N interaction. The LO Y N interactions include non-derivative four baryon contact terms (CT) and
one-pseudoscalar-meson exchange (OPME) potentials [75], i.e., VLO = VCT + VOPME. The CT potential reads

V YY′

CT = CYY′

i (ū3Γiu1) (ū4Γiu2) , (7)

1 In this work, UN
S and UN

0 are taken from the RBHF calculation with the covariant chiral NN interaction in Ref. [71].
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where CYY′

i are the LECs. The superscript Y Y ′ denotes the hyperons in the reaction of Y N → Y ′N . The Clifford algebra is
Γ1 = 1,Γ2 = γµ,Γ3 = σµv,Γ4 = γµγ5, and Γ5 = γ5. The CT potentials are first calculated in the helicity basis and then
projected into different partial waves in the |LJ⟩ basis, which read

V1S0
= ξ

[
CYY′

1S0 (1 +R′
1R1R

′
2R2) + ĈYY′

1S0 (R′
1R

′
2 +R1R2)

]
, (8a)

V3S1
= ξ

[
1

9
CYY′

3S1 (9 +R′
1R1R

′
2R2) +

1

3
ĈYY′

3S1 (R′
1R

′
2 +R1R2)

]
, (8b)

V3D1
= ξ

[
8

9
CYY′

3S1 R
′
1R1R

′
2R2

]
, (8c)

V3SD1
= ξ

[
2
√
2

9
CYY′

3S1 R
′
1R1R

′
2R2 +

2
√
2

3
ĈYY′

3S1 R1R2

]
, (8d)

V3DS1
= ξ

[
2
√
2

9
CYY′

3S1 R
′
1R1R

′
2R2 +

2
√
2

3
ĈYY′

3S1 R
′
1R

′
2

]
, (8e)

V3P0
= −ξ

[
CYY′

3P0 (R′
1R1 +R′

2R2 +R′
1R2 +R′

2R1)
]
, (8f)

V3P1
= −2

3
ξ


(
CYY′

1S0 − ĈYY′

1S0

)
2

(R′
1R1 +R′

2R2) +

(
CYY′

1S0 − ĈYY′

1S0

)
2

(R′
1R2 +R′

2R1)

 , (8g)

V1P1
= −1

3
ξ


(
CYY′

3S1 − ĈYY′

3S1

)
2

(R′
1R1 +R′

2R2) +

(
CYY′

3S1 − ĈYY′

3S1

)
2

(R′
1R2 +R′

2R1)

, (8h)

where ξ = 4π

√
(EY

p′+MY )(EY
p +MY )(EN

p′+MN )(EN
p +MN )

4MY MN
, R1 = (EY

p + MY ), R2 = (EN
p + MN ), R′

1 = p′/(EY
p′ + MY ), and

R′
2 = p′/(EN

p′ +MN ).
The OPME potentials have the following form,

VOPME = NB1B3ϕNB2B4ϕ
(ū3γ

µγ5qµu1) (ū4γ
vγ5qvu2)

q2 −m2
IB1B2→B3B4

, (9)

where q = (Ep′ − Ep,p
′ − p) represents the four-momentum transferred, and m is the mass of the exchanged pseudoscalar

meson. NB1B3ϕNB2B4ϕ and IB1B2→B3B4
are the SU(3) coefficients and isospin factors, respectively, listed in Refs. [75, 80].

We can obtain VOPME in the |LSJ⟩ basis following the same procedure as the CT potential.
In addition, to avoid ultraviolet divergence in numerical evaluations, the Y N potentials are regularized with an exponential

form factor,

fΛF
(p,p′) = exp

[
−
(

p

ΛF

)2n

−
(

p′

ΛF

)2n
]
, (10)

where n = 2 and ΛF is the cutoff momentum. We consider cutoff values from 550 to 700 MeV in the present work. The
resulting uncertainties indicate the cutoff dependence and thus provide a lower bound on theoretical uncertainties.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

As explained in the previous section, distinguishing the physical masses of Λ, Σ, and N is crucial for studying the in-
medium interaction in the RBHF framework. To address this, we have re-derived the covariant chiral Y N interaction, explicitly
considering physical baryon masses MN = 938.918 MeV, MΛ = 1115.68 MeV, and MΣ = 1193.1 MeV. In the contact terms,
there are 12 independent LECs, namely, CΛΛ

1S0, CΣΣ
1S0, CΛΛ

3S1, CΣΣ
3S1, CΛΣ

3S1, ĈΛΛ
1S0, ĈΣΣ

1S0, ĈΛΛ
3S1, ĈΣΣ

3S1, ĈΛΣ
3S1, CΛΛ

3P0, and CΣΣ
3P0.

These 12 LECs were determined by fitting the 36 Y N scattering data [81–86]. The corresponding values of the LECs and χ2 are
listed in Table I. The obtained χ2 is comparable with the sophisticated phenomenological models and the non-relativistic next-
to-leading order (NLO) ChEFT. We employ the covariant chiral Y N force, as listed in Table I, to calculate cross sections and
compare them with those obtained using average masses [77]. Subsequently, we calculate the in-medium ΛN interactions. It has
been demonstrated that the simultaneous description of NN and Y N scattering data with SU(3) symmetric LECs is impossible
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TABLE I. Low-energy constants (in units of 104 GeV−2) and χ2 obtained for two cutoffs of ΛF = 550 and 700 MeV in the covariant ChEFT.
These LECs are determined by fitting the S = −1 Y N scattering data.

ΛF CΛΛ
1S0 CΣΣ

1S0 CΛΛ
3S1 CΣΣ

3S1 CΛΣ
3S1 ĈΛΛ

1S0 ĈΣΣ
1S0 ĈΛΛ

3S1 ĈΣΣ
3S1 ĈΛΣ

3S1 CΛΛ
3P0 CΣΣ

3P0 χ2

550 -0.0715 -0.1001 0.0322 0.1228 0.0555 1.7864 2.1145 0.7677 -1.6686 1.2780 -0.8742 -1.3728 15.85
700 -0.0222 -0.0397 0.0420 0.1138 0.0195 2.2580 2.6327 -0.1415 -0.0438 0.6171 -1.5247 -2.0052 15.74

at LO ChEFT [37, 75, 77]. Therefore, we must use different sets of LECs. To be consistent with the LO Y N interaction, we
employ the LO NN interaction with the same cutoff from Ref. [71].

The cross sections obtained with physical and average masses are presented in Fig. 1. The bands represent the variation of
the cross sections with the cutoff in the region of ΛF = 550 − 700 MeV. One can reproduce the experimental data using the
covariant chiral Y N interaction constructed with the physical baryon masses. The cross sections obtained with physical masses
differ slightly from those obtained with average masses. Our results for the Σ−p → Λn, Σ−p → Σ0n, and Σ−p → Σ−p
reactions show an overall downward shift compared to the case of the average masses. The cross sections for Λp → Λp agree
with the data even up to the ΣN threshold. For Plab below 200 MeV/c, the agreement with the experimental central values is
improved when using the physical masses compared to the average masses. For the Σ−p → Λn, the physical masses results
agree better with the experimental data for Plab below 130 MeV/c.

FIG. 1. Cross sections obtained with the LO covariant chiral Y N interaction as functions of the laboratory momentum for ΛF = 550 − 700
MeV. The yellow bands represent the results obtained with physical baryon masses, and the purple bands represent the results obtained with
the average baryon masses [77]. The experimental cross sections are taken from Refs. [81–86].

Table II summarizes the Λ single-particle potential UΛ(pΛ = 0) at the saturation density of SNM (kF = 1.35 fm−1),
calculated with our LO covariant chiral Y N and NN interactions for the cutoff range studied. The results obtained from
the various non-relativistic (NonRel.) chiral Y N forces [36, 42, 44, 87], the Jülich potentials from 2005 (Jul05) [48] and
1994 (Jul94) [27], and the Nijmegen NSC97f model [46] are also presented for comparison. Our LO(700) result, along with
the non-relativistic chiral NLO13(500), NLO19(650) results, and the Jul94 result are consistent with the empirical value of
−27 to −30 MeV. Note that in the non-relativistic chiral NLO13 and NLO19 calculations, the NN interactions used were
phenomenologica [36, 42]. In our results, the in-medium effective interactions in the 1S0 and 3S1 + 3D1 partial waves are
mainly attractive, while 3P0, 1P1, and 3P1 mainly repulsive. This behavior is consistent with the NLO13, Jul94, and NSC97f
results. As the cutoff increases, the attractive contribution in the 1S0 and 3S1 +

3D1 partial waves gradually increases, while the
repulsive contribution of the P -wave weakens. The repulsive contributions of 1P1 and 3P1 are larger than those of 3P0.

In Fig. 2, we show the density dependence of the Λ single-particle potential UΛ(pΛ = 0) for SNM. The results are calculated
with the LO covariant chiral NN and Y N potentials in the RBHF framework, compared with the non-relativistic LO, NLO,
Jul94, Jul05, and NSC97f results. The covariant chiral result indicates an onset of repulsion already at moderate densities, similar
to the NN EoS with the LO covariant chiral NN force [71], but dependent on the cutoff. It is seen that UΛ(pΛ = 0) becomes
more attractive as the cutoff ΛF increases (the lower and upper boundaries of the yellow band represent the results for cutoffs
of ΛF = 700 and 550 MeV, respectively). At lower densities, we observe a weak cutoff dependence. In contrast, at higher
densities, UΛ(pΛ = 0) strongly depends on the momentum cutoff ΛF The origin of such an exacerbation of cutoff dependence
remains unclear at present. Within uncertainties, our results are consistent with the Jul94 results. However, the non-relativistic
LO result becomes more attractive as the density increases. The density dependence predicted by the non-relativistic NLO chiral
force is similar to that of the NSC97f potential. In addition, the Jul05 result exhibits a significant density dependence, which can
be traced to the strong tensor component of the ΛN − ΣN interaction [36, 73] (see Table II).

The scalar and vector components of the UΛ(pΛ = 0) as functions of the density are shown in Fig. 3. As the density increases,
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TABLE II. The partial-wave contributions to the Λ single-particle potential (in units of MeV) in different Y N models at the nuclear saturation
density. The latest non-relativistic chiral result is denoted as ‘NLO19∗(500-650)’, where the non-relativistic chiral Y N interaction is con-
strained by the combined analysis of low-energy scattering data and femtoscopic correlation data [87], and the uncertainty is determined by
adding in quadrature the resulting ones from the systematic and statistical uncertainties.

Y N potential(cutoff) 1S0
3S1 +

3D1
3P0

1P1
3P1 Total

This work LO(550) −18.8 −23.5 1.4 4.3 11.4 −25.1
This work LO(700) −24.0 −12.2 0.6 1.0 6.3 −29.3
NonRel.− LO(550) [36] −12.5 −26.6 −1.6 1.5 1.8 −38.0
NonRel.− LO(700) [36] −11.6 −23.1 −1.9 1.5 1.6 −34.4
NonRel.− NLO13(500) [36] −15.3 −15.8 1.1 2.3 1.1 −28.2
NonRel.− NLO13(650) [36] −11.6 −13.4 0.8 1.8 0.7 −23.2
NonRel.− NLO19(500) [42] −12.5 −28.0 − − − −39.3
NonRel.− NLO19(650) [42] −11.1 −19.7 − − − −29.2
NonRel.− NLO19∗(500-650) [87] − − − − − −36.3−6.3+2.8

NonRel.− N2LO(500) [44] − − − − − −33.1
NonRel.− N2LO(600) [44] − − − − − −37.8
Jul94 −3.0 −29.1 0.89 1.7 4.1 −27.3
Jul05 −11.7 −37.0 −0.9 0.2 3.2 −50.6
NSC97f [32] −14.6 −23.1 0.5 2.4 4.6 −32.4

FIG. 2. The Λ single-particle potential UΛ(pΛ = 0) as a function of density in SNM. The yellow band represents the results obtained with
the LO covariant chiral Y N interaction for cutoffs of ΛF = 550 (upper boundary) and 700 MeV (lower boundary), respectively. The blue
band shows the NLO non-relativistic chiral Y N interaction results for cutoffs of ΛF = 500 to 650 MeV, while the gray band is the LO non-
relativistic chiral Y N interaction results for ΛF = 550 to 700 MeV [36, 42]. The dash-dotted curve is the result of the meson-exchange model
Jul94, and the dashed curve is the result of the Jul05 potential [73]. The dotted curve is the result of the Nijmegen NSC97f potential [46],
taken from Ref. [32]. The red star indicates the ‘empirical value’.

the scalar potential UΛ
S becomes more attractive, while the vector potential UΛ

0 becomes more repulsive. Similar to the previous
results, the scalar and vector potentials obtained with the covariant chiral Y N interaction agree with those of the Jul94 potential
within uncertainties. However, the UΛ

S obtained with the covariant chiral potential for the cutoff of ΛF = 550 (700) MeV is
larger (smaller) than the Jul94 result, which corresponds to a stronger (weaker) relativistic effect. This is because the larger the
scalar potential, the larger the relativistic effect in the RBHF theory [88].

The momentum dependence of the Λ single-particle potential with the nucleon density fixed at the saturation density is
presented in Fig. 4. Our results are also consistent with the Jul94 results within uncertainties. It is seen that these UΛ(pΛ)
potentials become more repulsive with increasing momentum pΛ. As the Λ momentum increases, the uncertainty of the covariant
chiral results increases, similar to the behavior of the LO non-relativistic chiral calculations in Ref. [37]. It is worth mentioning
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FIG. 3. Scalar and vector components of the UΛ(pΛ = 0) obtained in the RBHF theory with the covariant chiral Y N and Jul94 potentials.
The bands represent the variation of the results with the cutoff, where the lower and upper boundaries of UΛ

S (UΛ
0 ) represent the results for the

cutoffs of ΛF = 550 and 700 MeV (700 and 550 MeV), respectively.

FIG. 4. The Λ single-particle potential UΛ(pΛ) at kN
F = 1.35 fm−1 as a function of the Λ momentum, obtained in the RBHF theory with

the covariant chiral Y N and Jul94 potentials. The band represents the variation of the results with the cutoff, where the lower and upper
boundaries represent the results for cutoffs of ΛF = 700 and 550 MeV, respectively.

that for the covariant chiral results with the cutoff of ΛF = 550 MeV (see the upper boundary of the yellow band), the Λ
single-particle potential becomes positive at relatively low momentum pΛ ≈ 1.4 fm−1.

It is worth discussing how the Λ density affects the calculated Λ single-particle potential. In Fig. 5, we show the Λ single-
particle potential as a function of density for different Λ densities. These results are calculated in the RBHF theory with the LO
covariant ChEFT potential for a cutoff of ΛF = 550 MeV. The red line represents the Λ density used for the results presented in
Fig 2. As the Λ density increases, the Λ single-particle potential becomes more repulsive due to the weaker ΛN interaction than
the NN interaction. Different Λ densities show minor differences at low densities, but the differences become more significant
as the density increases. These results are consistent with the Jul94 results of Ref. [72].
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FIG. 5. The Λ single-particle potential as a function of density in SNM for various Λ densities (ρ0 = 0.16 fm−3), obtained in the RBHF
theory with the covariant chiral Y N potential for a cutoff of ΛF = 550 MeV.

IV. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have studied the in-medium ΛN interactions in the relativistic Brueckner-Hartree-Fock theory, employing
the leading-order covariant chiral hyperon-nucleon and nucleon-nucleon interactions for the first time. We first re-derived the
covariant chiral Y N interaction with physical baryon masses and then calculated the Λ single-particle potentials UΛ in nuclear
matter. On the one hand, a quite satisfactory description of the hyperon-nucleon scattering data points is obtained, comparable
with the sophisticated phenomenological models and the non-relativistic NLO ChEFT. On the other hand, the obtained UΛ(pΛ =
0) at the nuclear saturation density agrees with the ‘empirical value.’ In addition, we compared our results with those obtained
with the non-relativistic ChEFT and phenomenological potentials and found that the results are consistent with the Jul94 results.
We also discussed the impact of different Λ densities on UΛ(pΛ = 0).

The Λ single-particle potential, derived from the relativistic ab initio calculation in this work, can serve as a crucial input not
only for the hypernuclear structure and neutron star studies but also for constructing the covariant density functional. In addition,
we would like to construct the NLO covariant chiral Y N forces and investigate their in-medium properties within the RBHF
theory. Such work is in progress.
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