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Abstract

Lattice effective field theory applies the principles of effective field the-

ory in a lattice framework where space and time are discretized. Nu-

cleons are placed on the lattice sites, and the interactions are tuned

to replicate the observed features of the nuclear force. Monte Carlo

simulations are then employed to predict the properties of nuclear few-

and many-body systems. We review the basic methods and several the-

oretical and algorithmic advances that have been used to further our

understanding of atomic nuclei.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

50
1.

03
30

3v
2 

 [
nu

cl
-t

h]
  8

 J
an

 2
02

5



Contents

1. Introduction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2
2. Lattice Hamiltonian . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
3. Lattice scattering with spherical wall boundaries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
4. Euclidean-time projection and perturbation theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6
5. Auxiliary-field Monte Carlo simulations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
6. Wavefunction matching for accelerated perturbation theory convergence . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9
7. Pinhole algorithm for A-body densities . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11
8. Pinhole trace algorithm for thermodynamics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12
9. Adiabatic projection method for nucleus-nucleus scattering . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13
10.Floating block method for eigenvector continuation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15
11.Rank-one operator method for operator insertions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
12.Summary and outlook . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

1. Introduction

There are many ab initio approaches currently being used to study nuclear few- and many-

body systems. Some of the methods include the no-core shell model (1, 2, 3, 4), no-core shell

model with continuum (5, 6, 7), symmetry-adapted no-core shell model (8, 9), diffusion or

Green’s function Monte Carlo simulations (10, 11, 12), auxiliary-field diffusion Monte Carlo

simulations (13, 14), configuration-interaction Monte Carlo simulations (15), self-consistent

Green’s functions (16, 17, 18), many-body perturbation theory (19, 20, 21), in-medium simi-

larity renormalization group (22, 23, 24, 25), coupled cluster methods (26, 27, 25), projected

generator coordinate method with perturbation theory (28, 29, 21), and Monte Carlo shell

model (30). Lattice effective field theory is another ab initio approach that uses the prin-

ciples of effective field theory (EFT) within a lattice framework. Protons and neutrons are

placed on discrete lattice points that span space and time. Instead of resolving the internal

substructure of the nucleons as one might in lattice quantum chromodynamics, we take a

lattice spacing comparable to 1 fm or so and resolve the long-distance physics associated

with low-energy nuclear systems. Since the methodology of lattice EFT is different from

that of the other approaches, it provides complementary information that may be difficult

to access otherwise.

Chiral EFT describes the low-energy physics of nucleons mediated by short-range in-

teractions, the exchange of pions, and electromagnetic interactions. The interactions of

nucleons can be organized by counting powers of nucleon momenta along with factors

of the pion mass. The terms with n powers of nucleon momenta and pion mass are la-

beled as order Qn. At low energies, the dominant interactions are at order Q0, or leading

order (LO). There are no terms at order Q1, and next-to-leading order (NLO) interac-

tions are order Q2, next-to-next-to-leading order (N2LO) are Q3, and next-to-next-to-next-

to-leading order (N3LO) are Q4. Three-nucleon forces first appear at N2LO and four-

nucleon forces appear at N3LO. Some of the early work on chiral EFT can be found in

Refs. (31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44). See Refs. (45, 46, 47) for reviews

of chiral EFT.

Ref. (48) presented the first lattice calculations of nucleons with short-range interactions.

Chiral perturbation theory for pions on the lattice was studied in Refs. (49, 50), and chiral
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symmetry with static baryons were explored in Ref. (51). The first lattice calculations

involving dynamical nucleons and chiral EFT appeared in Ref. (52). One of the challenges

in this work is that the pions were also treated as dynamical fields that coupled to the

nucleon fields, and this produced unwanted modifications to the properties of individual

nucleons, such as the nucleon mass and the pion-nucleon coupling strength. There were

also simulations of pionless effective field theory without pions (53, 54, 55, 56). Pionless

EFT is useful at long-distance scales, where the exchange of pions can be regarded as

short-range interactions. Several groups have applied lattice EFT to cold atoms and dilute

neutron matter using pionless EFT (57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63).

Nuclear lattice effective field theory (NLEFT) studies using chiral EFT with both pro-

tons and neutrons began with Ref. (64). This work replaced the fully dynamical pion fields

used in Ref. (52) with pion fields with only spatial correlations. This choice produced the

instantaneous nucleonic interactions that are standard in chiral EFT. Several reviews of

NLEFT and related methods can be found in Refs. (65, 66, 67, 68). One of the challenges

in writing a review of NLEFT is keeping up with new developments that progress quickly

and cover a wide range of topics. In this review, we cover some of the more recent advances

that have happened in the past few years and focus on new algorithms and methods that

have enabled these advances.

2. Lattice Hamiltonian

Let us define ai,j(n) and a†i,j(n) to be the lattice annihilation and creation operators on

lattice site n with spin i = 0, 1 (up, down) and isospin j = 0, 1 (proton, neutron). We write

a for the spatial lattice spacing, at for the lattice spacing in the time direction, and αt for

the ratio at/a. We set the speed of light, c, reduced Planck constant, h̄, and Boltzmann

constant, kB , all equal to 1 and work in lattice units where powers of a are multiplied to

make dimensionless combinations. In most cases, the lattice is assumed to have a cubic

structure with periodic boundaries. However, other boundary conditions (69, 70) as well as

body-centered cubic lattices (71) have also been explored.

For the free-nucleon lattice Hamiltonian, we use a one-nucleon lattice operator that

approximates the non-relativistic kinetic energy for the nucleons, E(p⃗) = p⃗2/2m, where m

is the nucleon mass. This is constructed by having the nucleons hop to various neighboring

lattice sites along each lattice direction. For any lattice direction, l = 1, 2, 3 (̂l = 1̂, 2̂, 3̂), a

displacement of k lattice units along that direction produces a phase factor of eikpl when

applied to a nucleon with momentum p⃗. With a linear combination of these lattice hopping

operators, we can reproduce p⃗2/2m with an error that scales with any desired power of pl
in the low-momentum limit. For example, if we use an O(a4)-improved action (65) with

hopping terms with up to three lattice units, the error terms start at O(p8l ) and the free

Hamiltonian has the form

Hfree =
49

12m

∑
n

a†i,j(n)ai,j(n)−
3

4m

∑
n,l

∑
n′=n±l̂

a†i,j(n
′)ai,j(n)

+
3

40m

∑
n,l

∑
n′=n±2̂l

a†i,j(n
′)ai,j(n)−

1

180m

∑
n,l

∑
n′=n±3̂l

a†i,j(n
′)ai,j(n). 1.

We can also use Fourier transforms into momentum space, as done in Ref. (72), to reproduce

p⃗2/2m exactly for all values of pl available for a given periodic lattice volume.
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In a similar manner, we can use finite differences to define the operation ∇l acting on

a general lattice function f(n) to reproduce ipl in momentum space, with an error that

scales as any desired power of pl in the low-momentum limit. For example, if we use an

O(a4)-improved action, the error terms start at O(p7l ) and the form of ∇l is

∇lf(n) =
3

4

[
f(n+ l̂)− f(n− l̂)

]
− 3

20

[
f(n+ 2̂l)− f(n− 2̂l)

]
+

1

60

[
f(n+ 3̂l)− f(n− 3̂l)

]
. 2.

If we only need even powers of pl, then we can reduce the displacements to one-half lattice

units and define ∇1/2,l as (73)

∇1/2,lf(n) =
3

2

[
f(n+

1

2
l̂)− f(n− 1

2
l̂)

]
− 3

10

[
f(n+ l̂)− f(n− l̂)

]
+

1

30

[
f(n+

3

2
l̂)− f(n− 3

2
l̂)

]
. 3.

We also define point-like density operators that depend on spin and isospin. For spin

indices S = 1, 2, 3, and isospin indices I = 1, 2, 3, we let

ρ(n) =
∑
i,j

a†i,j(n)ai,j(n),

ρS(n) =
∑
i,i′,j

a†i,j(n)[σS ]ii′ai′,j(n),

ρI(n) =
∑
i,j,j′

a†i,j(n)[τI ]jj′ai,j′(n),

ρS,I(n) =
∑

i,i′,j,j′

a†i,j(n)[σS ]ii′ [τI ]jj′ai′,j′(n), 4.

where σS are Pauli matrices in spin space and τI are Pauli matrices in isospin space.

In the following, we use the term local to describe operators where the annihilation

and creation operators appear at the same location. The term nonlocal therefore refers to

operators where the annihilation and creations operators can appear at different locations.

It is convenient to define a local smearing parameter sL so that the density operators in

Eq. 4. are spread over more than one lattice site,

ρsL(n) = ρ(n) + sL
∑

|n′|=1

ρ(n+ n′).

ρsLS (n) = ρS(n) + sL
∑

|n′|=1

ρS(n+ n′).

ρsLI (n) = ρI(n) + sL
∑

|n′|=1

ρI(n+ n′).

ρsLS,I(n) = ρS,I(n) + sL
∑

|n′|=1

ρS,I(n+ n′). 5.

The local smearing can be extended beyond nearest neighbors in a straightforward manner.

With these definitions, we can develop the chiral interactions on the lattice in a straight-

forward manner by taking the continuum version of the chiral interactions and making the
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appropriate replacements of integrals with lattice sums and derivatives with lattice finite

differences. This approach was used to study dilute neutron matter at NLO (74). The first

ab initio calculations of the Hoyle state of 12C were carried out using an interaction at N2LO

(75, 76). The spectrum and structure of the low-lying states of 16O were also calculated at

N2LO (77). A discussion and analysis of the interactions at N2LO are detailed in Ref. (78).

In Ref. (73), a different approach to the lattice chiral interactions was developed based

on partial wave projections and nonlocal smearing functions. The angular dependence of

the relative separation between the two nucleons was prescribed by spherical harmonics, and

the dependence on the nucleon spins was given by spin-orbit Clebsch-Gordan coefficients.

We define the operators asNL
i,j (n) and asNL†

i,j (n) with nonlocal smearing parameter sNL,

asNL
i,j (n) = ai,j(n) + sNL

∑
|n′|=1

ai,j(n+ n′). 6.

asNL†
i,j (n) = a†i,j(n) + sNL

∑
|n′|=1

a†i,j(n+ n′). 7.

The nonlocal smearing can be extended beyond nearest neighbors in a straightforward

manner. We define the following two-by-two matrices to make a spin-0 combination,

Mii′(0, 0) =
1√
2
[δi,0δi′,1 − δi,1δi′,0], 8.

and spin-1 combinations,

Mii′(1, 1) = δi,0δi′,0,

Mii′(1, 0) =
1√
2
[δi,0δi′,1 + δi,1δi′,0],

Mii′(1,−1) = δi,1δi′,1. 9.

We can define the pair annihilation operators [a(n)a(n′)]sNL
S,Sz ,I,Iz

, where

[a(n)a(n′)]sNL
S,Sz ,I,Iz

=
∑

i,j,i′,j′

asNL
i,j (n)Mii′(S, Sz)Mjj′(I, Iz)a

sNL
i′,j′(n

′), 10.

with spin quantum numbers S, Sz and isospin quantum numbers I, Iz. We also define the

solid harmonics

RL,Lz (r) =

√
4π

2L+ 1
rLYL,Lz (θ, ϕ), 11.

and their complex conjugates

R∗
L,Lz

(r) =

√
4π

2L+ 1
rLY ∗

L,Lz
(θ, ϕ). 12.

We note that RL,Lz and R∗
L,Lz

are homogeneous polynomials with degree L.

Using the pair annihilation operators, lattice finite differences, and solid harmonics, we

form the operator combinations

P 2M,sNL
S,Sz ,L,Lz ,I,Iz

(n) = [a(n)∇2M
1/2R

∗
L,Lz

(∇)a(n)]sNL
S,Sz ,I,Iz

, 13.
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where ∇2M
1/2 and ∇ act on the second annihilation operator. This means we act on n′ in

Eq. (10) and then set n′ to equal n. The even integer 2M introduces extra derivatives.

Writing the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients as ⟨SSz, LLz|JJz⟩, we define

O2M,sNL
S,L,J,Jz ,I,Iz

(n) =
∑

Sz ,Lz

⟨SSz, LLz|JJz⟩P 2M,sNL
S,Sz ,L,Lz ,I,Iz

(n). 14.

Using O2M,sNL
S,L,J,Jz ,I,Iz

(n) and its Hermitian conjugate, [O2M,sNL
S,L,J,Jz ,I,Iz

(n)]†, we can construct

short-range operators two-nucleon operators up to any order. This was done for operators

up to N3LO in (73). If we split apart O2M,sNL
S,L,J,Jz ,I,Iz

(n) and [O2M,sNL
S,L,J,Jz ,I,Iz

(n′)]† so that they

are located on neighboring lattice sites, then we can introduce a dependence on the total

momentum P of the two nucleons of the form eiP·(n−n′). This was used in Ref. (79) to

restore Galilean invariance on the lattice, order by order in powers of momentum.

3. Lattice scattering with spherical wall boundaries

Lüscher’s finite volume method (80, 81, 82) is commonly used to determine phase shifts on

the lattice from finite-volume energies. However, one must contend with the cubic periodic

boundaries introducing rotational symmetry breaking effects that go beyond the rotational

symmetry breaking due to the lattice spacing. This is something one likely cannot avoid if

the scattering bodies are composite objects computed from many-body simulations. For the

simpler case of two-nucleon scattering, however, one can obtain much better performance

by using spherical wall boundaries to remove the effect of the periodic box.

The basic idea is to impose a spherical wall boundary on the relative separation be-

tween the two nucleons and analyze the spectrum and wavefunctions of the standing waves

that result. This technique was used in continuous space calculations in Ref. (83) and im-

plemented on the lattice in Ref. (84). In Ref. (85), the technique was very significantly

improved by using spherical harmonics to project the three-dimensional lattice into radial

bins with specified orbital angular momentum quantum numbers. The calculation of the

mixing angles for the coupled partial waves was also greatly improved by introducing a

complex-valued auxiliary potential at large radial distances just inside the spherical wall

boundary. The purpose of this auxiliary potential was to break time reversal symmetry so

that the real and imaginary parts of the standing wave solutions were linearly independent,

thereby providing the necessary information to extract the mixing angle at the energy of the

standing wave. This technique was generalized to work for an arbitrary number of coupled

channels in Ref. (86).

In Fig. 1, we show phase shifts and mixing angles at O(Q4) or N3LO for lattice spacing

a = 1.32 fm (73). We plot results for relative momenta up to prel = 250 MeV. The

theoretical uncertainties were calculated using the method described in Refs. (87, 88) that

estimates the convergence of the chiral expansion and predicts the remaining error from

higher-order terms. Other approaches for estimating theoretical uncertainties have also

been discussed in Refs. (89, 90).

4. Euclidean-time projection and perturbation theory

The Euclidean-time transfer matrix M is defined as the normal-ordered exponential of the

lattice Hamiltonian H over one time lattice step,

M =: exp(−Hαt) : . 15.
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Figure 1

Neutron-proton scattering phase shifts and mixing angles with theoretical uncertainties versus the
relative momenta for a = 1.32 fm. Blue, green, and red bands signify the estimated uncertainties

at NLO, N2LO, and N3LO, respectively. The black solid line and diamonds denote the phase shift

or mixing angle from the Nijmegen partial-wave analysis (91) and lattice calculation at N3LO,
respectively. Figure taken with permission from Ref. (73).

Normal ordering, as indicated in Eq. 15. by the :: symbols, corresponds to placing the

annihilation operators to the right and the creation operators to the left and multiplying

by the necessary minus signs when reordering operators.

We consider Euclidean-time evolution starting from an initial state corresponding to a

Slater determinant of single-nucleon wavefunctions, |Ψinit⟩. By multiplying many powers

of M upon |Ψinit⟩, we project out the lowest-energy state that has nonzero overlap with

|Ψinit⟩. We compute projection amplitudes of the form

Z(nt) = ⟨Ψinit|Mnt |Ψinit⟩ , 16.

and also compute matrix elements of observables O,

ZO(nt) = ⟨Ψinit|Mnt/2OMnt/2|Ψinit⟩ . 17.

We have assumed that nt is even.

There are infinitely many interactions in chiral EFT, and they are organized according

to their expected importance at low energies. It is therefore very helpful to use pertur-

bation theory when performing calculations. Some set of interactions that are dominant

at low energies are treated non-perturbatively, e.g., the LO interactions, and the rest are

treated using perturbation theory. We illustrate with a simple example. Suppose that the
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Hamiltonian has the form

H(c) = H0 + cH1. 18.

We can expand the normal-ordered transfer matrix to first order in c,

M(c) =M + cM ′ +O(c2). 19.

When considered as a function c, we let Z′(nt) be the first-order correction to Z(nt) and

let Z′
O(nt) be the first-order correction to ZO(nt). Z

′(nt) corresponds to replacing one of

the nt insertions of M by M ′ in Eq. 16 and Z′
O(nt) corresponds to replacing one of the nt

insertions of M by M ′ in Eq. 17.

We can go beyond first-order perturbation theory by allowing for more than one insertion

ofM ′. In order to perform higher-order perturbation theory calculations, one must take care

that stochastic noise fluctuations do not become too large. The first NLEFT calculations

using second-order perturbation theory for computing energies were performed in Ref. (92).

One of the techniques used in Ref. (92) to reduce statistical noise was to shift the integration

contour in the complex plane for the auxiliary field. Second-order perturbation theory for

computing energies in continuous-space quantum Monte Carlo simulations is also discussed

in Ref. (93). For multichannel calculations, we take several different Slater-determinant

initial states |Ψinit,1⟩ , |Ψinit,2⟩ , · · · and compute a matrix of amplitudes and operator matrix

elements using these initial states.

5. Auxiliary-field Monte Carlo simulations

It is convenient to use auxiliary fields to generate the short-range nuclear interactions.

The basic idea is to rewrite the nucleonic interactions as couplings between nucleons and

fluctuating auxiliary fields. We illustrate with a simple example. Let ρ(n) be the total

nucleon density at some particular lattice site n. The exact Gaussian integral identity,

: exp
(
−cαt

2
ρ2(n)

)
: =

√
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
ds(n) : exp

(
−1

2
s2(n) +

√
−cαts(n)ρ(n)

)
: , 20.

allows us to replace the two-nucleon interaction by a one-nucleon interaction with the aux-

iliary field s(n). This transformation can be performed at every lattice site.

In this manner, we introduce auxiliary fields to produce the required two-particle inter-

actions (94, 95, 96). Higher-body interactions can also be produced using auxiliary fields

(97, 98). The pion fields that produce instantaneous pion-exchange potentials can also be

viewed as being analogous to auxiliary fields. However, the pion fields also have nontrivial

correlations across spatial lattice sites. In the auxiliary-field formalism, the many-body

amplitude for an A-body system corresponds to the determinant of an A × A matrix of

single-nucleon amplitudes. This is illustrated in Fig. 2. Panel a shows the Euclidean-time

evolution using projection Monte Carlo. Panel b shows the interactions of individual nu-

cleons with auxiliary fields and pion fields. One needs to sample over all configurations for

the auxiliary and pion fields. This is performed using Markov chain Monte Carlo sampling.

In Ref. (99), a technique called the shuttle algorithm was introduced for efficient updates

of the auxiliary fields and pion fields while systematically traversing the lattice forward and

backward in Euclidean time.

It is important that the matrix determinant does not fluctuate strongly in sign or

complex phase. Otherwise, the calculation will suffer from the well-known Monte Carlo sign

8 Dean Lee



problem. Fortunately, the dominant nucleon-nucleon interactions at low energies are two

S-wave interactions in the 1S0 and 3S1 channels that are both attractive and approximately

equal in strength. This is often described as Wigner’s approximate SU(4) symmetry (100)

where the four nucleonic degrees of freedom (proton spin-up, proton spin-down, neutron

spin-up, neutron spin-down) can be viewed as four components of an SU(4) multiplet.

There are some interesting connections between Wigner’s SU(4) symmetry and quantum

chromodynamics with many colors (101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106). In the limit of exact

SU(4) symmetry with attractive interactions, the A×A matrix of single-nucleon amplitudes

has a block-diagonal structure with one block each for proton spin-up, proton spin-down,

neutron spin-up, and neutron spin-down. The determinant of such a matrix is positive

semidefinite. The protection against the sign problem provided by SU(4) symmetry is

discussed in Refs. (97, 107). In the absence of sign oscillations, one can also prove rigorous

inequalities, as demonstrated in Refs. (108, 109, 97, 107, 110).

Monte Carlo simulations of higher-order terms in chiral EFT typically result in severe

sign problems. This is due to strong repulsive interactions at short distances. Some efforts

were made to mitigate this problem using extrapolation methods (111), and variational

approaches have also been used (112). An approach called eigenvector continuation was

also considered (113), and we will return to the discussion of eigenvector continuation

when discussing the floating block method. Most efforts to avoid sign problems in NLEFT

simulations have focused on the use of perturbation theory to implement higher-order terms

in chiral EFT (114, 74, 115, 116, 117, 118, 73). We will revisit this point when discussing

the acceleration of perturbation using wavefunction matching.

Figure 2

Panel a shows the Euclidean-time evolution using projection Monte Carlo. Panel b shows the
interactions of individual nucleons with auxiliary fields and pion fields.

6. Wavefunction matching for accelerated perturbation theory convergence

When there is no sign problem, quantum Monte Carlo simulations are a very powerful ab

initio method for computing quantum many-body systems. The computational effort scales

as a low power of the number of nucleons. For NLEFT quantum Monte Carlo simulations
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using auxiliary fields, the scaling is approximately quadratic in the number of nucleons for

medium-mass nuclei, and this slowly crosses over to cubic scaling for heavy nuclei. In many

cases, a simple Hamiltonian, HS , can be found that is easily computable using quantum

Monte Carlo methods and describes the energies and other properties of the many-body

system in decent agreement with empirical data (99, 70, 119, 120).

An example of such a simple Hamiltonian, HS , was presented in Ref. (99). A minimal

nuclear lattice Hamiltonian was introduced that had no Monte Carlo sign problem due to

Wigner’s SU(4) symmetry and contained only four adjustable parameters. The Coulomb

interaction was taken into account using perturbation theory. In Ref. (99), it was shown

that the minimal lattice Hamiltonian reproduces the energies and charge radii of most light

and medium-mass nuclei quite well. Despite the simple form, one can also obtain a fairly

good description of the carbon isotopes (121, 119), beryllium isotopes (122), and monopole

transition of the alpha particle (123).

While simplified interactions are useful, a primary goal of ab initio nuclear theory is to

describe nuclear physics with a systematic program for reducing and eliminating all sources

of error. Unfortunately, realistic high-fidelity Hamiltonians typically produce severe sign

problems that make quantum Monte Carlo calculations difficult. In Ref. (124), a new

approach called wavefunction matching addresses this problem. Wavefunction matching

transforms the interaction between particles so that the low-energy wavefunctions up to

some distance R match that of an easily computable simple Hamiltonian, HS . This pro-

duces a rapidly converging expansion in powers of the difference H ′ − HS and allows for

calculations of systems that would otherwise be impossible.

Figure 3

A unitary transformation is used produce a new Hamiltonian H′ that is close to HS . In each
two-body channel, the ground state wavefunction of H′ matches the ground state wavefunction of

H for r > R and is proportional to the ground state wavefunction of HS for r < R, with constant

of proportionality close to 1. Figure taken with permission from Ref. (124).

In Fig. 3, we show the scattering wavefunctions ψ0 for the original high-fidelity Hamil-

tonian, H, and ψS
0 for the simple Hamiltonian, HS . A unitary transformation with finite

range R is used to replace the short distance part of ψ0 with the short distance part of
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ψS
0 , up to a normalization factor close to 1. The result defines the new wavefunction ψ′

0,

and the same unitary transformation also defines the transformed high-fidelity Hamiltonian

H ′. The similarity between the wavefunctions ψ′
0 and ψS

0 is responsible for the acceler-

ated convergence of perturbation theory. In Ref. (124), wavefunction matching was used

to accurately determine the binding energies of the light and medium-mass nuclei, charge

radii of light and medium-mass nuclei, and ground state energies of symmetric nuclear mat-

ter and neutron matter. The Supplementary Information given in Ref. (124) shows how

wavefunction matching can also be used for continuous space calculations.

N3LO chiral EFT interactions with wavefunction matching have been used in NLEFT

calculations of the spin and density correlations in hot neutron matter (125), charge radii

of silicon isotopes (126), spectrum and structure of beryllium isotopes (122), structure of
22Si (127), and triton lifetime (128).

7. Pinhole algorithm for A-body densities

When Euclidean-time projection is applied to the initial state, |Ψinit⟩, the result is a quan-

tum state that is a distribution of center-of-mass positions that depend on the auxiliary

and pion field configurations. This makes it difficult to describe the structure of the nucleus

relative to its center of mass. To locate the center of mass of the nucleus, one needs to

measure the locations of all A nucleons, and the measurement of an A-body operator will

typically generate large statistical noise. In Ref. (129), this problem was addressed using a

method called the pinhole algorithm. The pinhole algorithm computes an A-body density

distribution and, most importantly, performs Monte Carlo importance sampling according

to the A-body density. The importance sampling removes the problems of large statistical

noise.

Let us write ρi,j(n) for the nucleon density operator with spin i and isospin j at lattice

site n,

ρi,j(n) = a†i,j(n)ai,j(n). 21.

The normal-ordered A-body density operator is defined as

ρi1,j1,···iA,jA(n1, · · ·nA) = : ρi1,j1(n1) · · · ρiA,jA(nA) : . 22.

As shown in panel a of Fig. 4, we insert this A-body density operator at the midpoint

of the Euclidean-time evolution. The many-body amplitude vanishes unless there are A

nucleons that exactly match the spatial positions n1, · · ·nA with spin and isospin indices

i1, j1, · · · iA, jA. The spatial positions and spin-isospin indices can be viewed as “pinholes” in

a wall that is otherwise impenetrable. The pinhole positions and indices are updated using

Monte Carlo sampling. When we sum over all possible spatial positions and spin-isospin

indices, we get the completeness relation∑
i1,j1,···iA,jA

∑
n1,···nA

ρi1,j1,···iA,jA(n1, · · ·nA) = A!, 23.

when acting on any A-body quantum state.

The pinhole algorithm has been used to compute the density distributions of protons

and neutrons in various nuclei (129, 99). In Ref. (119), the pinhole algorithm was used to

study the intrinsic nucleon densities for several low-lying states of 12C, improving upon a

previous study (130). Panels a through f of Fig. 5 show the angles of the triangle formed
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Figure 4

Panel a shows the pinhole algorithm with pinholes inserted in the midpoint of the Euclidean time

evolution. Panel b shows the pinhole trace algorithm with the same pinholes inserted at the

beginning and end of the Euclidean time evolution for the partition function, Tr exp(−βH).

by the three alpha clusters comprising several low-energy states in 12C. Panels g through

l show the corresponding intrinsic nucleon densities. The 0+1 state is the ground state of
12C, and the 0+2 state is the Hoyle state.

The pinhole configurations obtained from the NLEFT simulations are useful as initial

states for relativistic ion collisions. In ultra-relativistic collisions, the two colliding nuclei

are Lorentz contracted along the beam direction, and each collision event can be viewed

as a nearly simultaneous quantum measurement of the positions of the nucleons struck in

the collision, before they are converted into high-energy partons. The correlations due to

deformed intrinsic shapes and clustering in the initial nuclei are captured by the pinhole

configurations obtained from NLEFT simulations. Pinhole configurations for 16O and 20Ne

have been used for studies of relativistic ion collisions in Refs. (131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136).

8. Pinhole trace algorithm for thermodynamics

We can perform nuclear thermodynamics using NLEFT simulations if we take the duration

of Euclidean-time evolution to be the inverse temperature, β, and impose antiperiodic

boundary conditions in the time direction for the nucleons. The antiperiodic boundary

conditions for the nucleons are needed for the trace over quantum states when computing

the partition function, Tr exp(−βH).

A modified version of the pinhole algorithm, called the pinhole trace algorithm, was

developed in Ref. (70) for first-principles calculations of nuclear thermodynamics. In the

pinhole trace algorithm, the trace over A-nucleon states is computed in position space,

Tr O =
1

A!

∑
i1,j1,n1···iA,jA,nA

⟨0|aiA,jA(nA) · · · ai1,j1(n1)O a
†
i1,j1

(n1) · · · a†iA,jA
(nA)|0⟩. 24.

This is illustrated in panel b of Fig. 4 for the partition function, Tr exp(−βH).
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Intrinsic nucleon densities for several low-lying states of 12C. Panels a through f show the angles

of the triangle formed by the three alpha clusters. Panels g through l show the intrinsic densities.

Figure taken with permission from Ref. (119).

In Ref. (70), the pinhole trace algorithm was introduced to perform ab initio calculations

of the thermodynamics of symmetric nuclear matter. As shown in panel a of Fig. 6, the

equation of state and the location of the liquid-vapor critical point were determined for

the simple Hamiltonian described in Ref. (99). Isothermal lines are shown as well as the

liquid-vapor coexistence line for a plot of pressure versus reduced density ρ/ρ0. Here, ρ0 is

the saturation density of symmetric nuclear matter, which is about 0.16 fm−3. We note the

good agreement with the empirical critical point extracted from heavy-ion collisions (137).

In Ref. (138), the pinhole trace algorithm and a method called light-cluster distillation

was used to determine the abundance of light nuclear clusters withA = 2, 3, 4 nucleons in hot

and dilute symmetric nuclear matter. Light-cluster distillation consists of measuring a set of

nucleonic density correlation functions for bound light clusters with A = 2, 3, 4. The same

correlation functions are then evaluated for the many-body system of interest. Since the

spatial correlations for two different clusters in the hot and dilute gaseous environment are

numerically small, we can see signatures of the individual clusters in the spatial correlations

and determine the abundances of the light clusters. Panel b of Fig. 6 shows the abundances

of two-, three-, and four-nucleon clusters versus density in comparison with ideal gas results.

9. Adiabatic projection method for nucleus-nucleus scattering

The adiabatic projection method builds a low-energy effective theory for clusters of nucleons

(139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144). The method uses Euclidean-time propagation, and the low-

energy effective theory becomes exact in the limit of large Euclidean time. We start with
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Figure 6

Panel a shows the isothermal lines of symmetric nuclear matter at the temperatures indicated in
units of MeV. The black line denotes the liquid-vapor coexistence line, and the red star marks the

calculated critical point. The cyan rectangle marks the empirical critical point extracted from

heavy-ion collisions (137). Figure taken with permission from Ref. (99). Panel b shows the
abundances versus density for two-, three-, and four-nucleon clusters from lattice simulations in

comparison with ideal gas results. Figure taken with permission from Ref. (138).

two clusters of localized particles centered at the locations r and r + R. We write the

product of wave packets as |r+R⟩1 ⊗ |r⟩2. We sum over all values for r in our periodic

volume, thereby setting the total momentum to zero. The result is a set of two-cluster

states indexed by their spatial separation vector, R,

|R⟩ =
∑
r

|r+R⟩1 ⊗ |r⟩2 . 25.

The two-cluster states |R⟩ are now binned together according to radial distance and

angular momentum. This produces radial position states with quantum numbers of angular

momentum, which we label as |R⟩J,Jz . We multiply by powers of the transfer matrix in

order to form “dressed” cluster states that approximately span the set of low-energy cluster-

cluster scattering states in the periodic box. After nt time steps, the dressed cluster states

are given by

|R⟩J,Jz
nt

=Mnt |R⟩J,Jz . 26.

We use the dressed cluster states to compute matrix elements of the transfer matrix M ,

[Mnt ]
J,Jz
R′,R = J,Jz

nt
⟨R′|M |R⟩J,Jz

nt
. 27.

Since such states are not orthogonal, it is also necessary to compute the Gram or norm

matrix,

[Nnt ]
J,Jz
R′,R = J,Jz

nt
⟨R′|R⟩J,Jz

nt
. 28.

The “radial adiabatic transfer matrix” is defined as the matrix product

[Ma
nt
]J,Jz

R′,R =

[
N

− 1
2

nt MntN
− 1

2
nt

]J,Jz

R′,R

. 29.
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As we did for the two-nucleon system, we use spherical wall boundaries to determine the

scattering properties of the two-cluster system. The standing waves of the radial adiabatic

transfer matrix with spherical wall boundaries are used to determine the elastic phase shifts.

This approach was used in Ref. (141) to compute the elastic scattering between two alpha

particles. By including additional channels, the radial adiabatic transfer matrix can be used

to calculate inelastic reactions as well as capture reactions (145).

10. Floating block method for eigenvector continuation

Eigenvector continuation (113, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150) is a subspace projection method

for solving parameterized eigenvalue problems. As an example, let us consider a family of

Hamiltonians, H(c) = H0+cH1, and some particular eigenvector, H(c) |ψ(c)⟩ = E(c) |ψ(c)⟩.
The approach of eigenvector continuation is to take several snapshots of the eigenvector

at points {cm}Nm=1, project the Hamiltonian onto the subspace spanned by the eigen-

vector snapshots, {|ψ(cm)⟩}Nm=1, and solve the resulting generalized eigenvalue prob-

lem. Eigenvector continuation belongs to class techniques called reduced basis methods

(151, 152, 153, 154). A review of eigenvector continuation can be found in Ref. (155).

In order to solve the generalized eigenvalue problem, we need to compute inner products

between energy eigenstates associated with different Hamiltonians. However, calculating the

inner products of eigenstates of different Hamiltonians is not straightforward using Monte

Carlo simulations and Euclidean-time projection. We illustrate with two Hamiltonians HA

and HB with ground state wavefunctions |v0A⟩ and |v0B⟩, respectively, and ground state

energies E0
A and E0

B , respectively. Let |ϕ⟩ be any state with nonzero overlap with both |v0A⟩
and |v0B⟩. Starting from the state |ϕ⟩, we can obtain |v0A⟩ by applying e−HAt for large and

positive t. Similarly, we can obtain |v0B⟩ by applying e−HBt for large and positive t. In the

limit of large t, we get

e−HAt |ϕ⟩ ≈ e−E0
At ⟨v0A|ϕ⟩ |v0A⟩ , 30.

e−HBt |ϕ⟩ ≈ e−E0
Bt ⟨v0B |ϕ⟩ |v0B⟩ . 31.

The problem arises from the fact that |v0A⟩ and |v0B⟩ appear with exponential factors of

e−E0
At and e−E0

Bt, respectively. Calculations of the magnitude of the inner product ⟨v0A|v0B⟩
will suffer from large relative errors due to the factors of e−E0

At and e−E0
Bt for large t.

In Ref. (156), an approach called the floating block method was introduced that ad-

dresses this problem. The floating block method is based on the fact that

lim
t→∞

⟨ϕ|e−HAte−HBte−HAte−HBt|ϕ⟩
⟨ϕ|e−2HAte−2HBt|ϕ⟩ = | ⟨v0A|v0B⟩ |2. 32.

The problematic exponential factors of e−E0
At and e−E0

Bt cancel from this ratio. We can

compute the complex phase of the inner product using

lim
t→∞

⟨ϕ|e−2HAte−2HBt|ϕ⟩
| ⟨ϕ|e−2HAte−2HBt|ϕ⟩ | =

⟨v0A|v0B⟩
| ⟨v0A|v0B⟩ |

. 33.

We use the phase convention that ⟨v0A|ϕ⟩ and ⟨v0B |ϕ⟩ are positive.

When performing Monte Carlo simulations for large systems, one prefers to compute

ratios of quantities that are strongly correlated with each other. Otherwise, statistical noise
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can become problematic, especially for large systems. Let us define Z(t1, t2, t3, t4) to be the

amplitude

Z(t1, t2, t3, t4) = ⟨ϕ|e−HAt1e−HBt2e−HAt3e−HBt4 |ϕ⟩ . 34.

In the floating block method, we compute ratios

Z(t1, t2, t3, t4)

Z(t′1, t
′
2, t

′
3, t

′
4)
, 35.

for values t1, t2, t3, t4 and t′1, t
′
2, t

′
3, t

′
4 that are only slightly different from each other. We

compute the ratios,

Z(t1, t2, t3, t4)

Z(t′1, t
′
2, t

′
3, t

′
4)

Z(t′1, t
′
2, t

′
3, t

′
4)

Z(t′′1 , t
′′
2 , t

′′
3 , t

′′
4 )

Z(t′′1 , t
′′
2 , t

′′
3 , t

′′
4 )

Z(t′′′1 , t
′′′
2 , t

′′′
3 , t

′′′
4 )

· · · . 36.

We note that multiplying these ratios together forms a telescoping product where the ad-

jacent numerator and denominator terms cancel. Using this telescoping product, we can

compute the ratio of the numerator and denominator in Eq. 32..

The floating block method was used in Ref. (156) to compute the binding energies of
4He, 8Be, 12C, and 16O using auxiliary-field Monte Carlo lattice simulations. The lattice

Hamiltonian had the form Hfree + cLVL + cNLVNL, where VL is a two-nucleon interaction

with local interactions and VNL is a two-nucleon interaction with nonlocal interactions.

This study confirmed the observation in Ref. (157) that symmetric nuclear matter sits close

to a quantum phase transition. When the range and strength of the local interactions are

varied, symmetric nuclear matter can undergo a first-order transition between a nuclear

liquid and a Bose gas of alpha particles.

11. Rank-one operator method for operator insertions

In the auxiliary-field formalism, many-body amplitudes are determinants of matrices whose

elements are composed of single-nucleon amplitudes. When we insert a k-body operator O

in the midpoint of the Euclidean-time evolution in Eq. 17., this can be written as a sum of

products of k single-nucleon operators. Consider a single term of the form O =
∏k

m=1 om,

where each om is a normal-ordered single-nucleon operator. We can insert the normal-

ordered exponential : exp
(∑k

m=1 cmom
)
: in the midpoint of the Euclidean-time evolution

and take one derivative with respect to each cm to obtain the desired product O =
∏k

m=1 om.

These derivatives can be computed using higher-order Jacobi formulas for derivatives of

matrix determinants, or they can be evaluated with numerical differentiation using finite

differences. In either way, the scaling of the number of terms is exponential in k. This is

computationally expensive for larger values of k, and the problem is compounded if we also

need to insert copies of the first-order transfer matrix M ′ when using perturbation theory.

In Ref. (125), a technique called the rank-one operator method was introduced to ad-

dress this computational problem. The rank of a matrix is defined as the number of lin-

early independent rows or columns. We can decompose our k-body operator as a sum of

terms O =
∏

m=1···k om, where each om is a rank-one normal-ordered single-nucleon oper-

ator. Now, when we insert the operator : exp
(∑

m=1,···k cmom
)
: at the midpoint of the

Euclidean-time evolution, the resulting many-body amplitude will have at most one power

of cm for each m. There are no higher powers of cm because om is a rank-one operator and

cannot annihilate or create more than one nucleon due to the Pauli exclusion principle. We
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now simply take each cm to be numerically large and divide the many-body amplitude by∏
m=1···k cm. This yields the desired amplitude for the insertion of O =

∏
m=1···k om.

The rank-one operator method was implemented in Ref. (125) to compute density and

spin correlations in hot neutron gases using chiral EFT interactions at N3LO. These correla-

tions determine important properties of neutrino scattering and heating during core-collapse

supernovae, and the NLEFT results can be used to improve supernova simulations.

12. Summary and outlook

Lattice EFT applies the principles of EFT in a lattice framework and has been used to

describe the low-energy interactions of protons and neutrons. In this review, we have cov-

ered several fundamental concepts, theoretical methods, and computational algorithms. We

have discussed basic tools such as the construction of the lattice Hamiltonian, lattice scat-

tering with spherical wall boundaries, Euclidean-time projection, perturbation theory, and

auxiliary-field Monte Carlo simulations. We also reviewed more advanced techniques de-

veloped in recent years such as wavefunction matching, the pinhole algorithm, the pinhole

trace algorithm, the adiabatic projection method, and the rank-one operator method. Al-

though we have focused on calculations of nuclei composed of protons and neutrons, there

are also new developments in NLEFT related to simulations of hypernuclei containing one

or more hyperons (158, 159, 160) and hyperneutron matter (161).

As noted in the introduction, the methodology of lattice EFT is different from that of

other ab initio approaches and can provide new information that is complementary to the

other methods. Several such examples have been illustrated in this review. Every effort

has been made to keep the material in this review as accessible and readable as possible.

Readers interested in learning more details about the various topics are encouraged to read

the primary materials cited.
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4. Wirth R, Gazda D, Navrátil P, Roth R. Phys. Rev. C 97(6):064315 (2018)
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