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Abstract This review article presents historical devel-

opments and recent advances in our understanding on

the three-body forces and Efimov physics, from an in-

terdisciplinary viewpoint encompassing nuclear physics

and cold atoms. Theoretical attempts to elucidate the

three-body force with the chiral effective field theory

are explained, followed by an overview of experiments

aimed at observing signatures of the nuclear three-body

force. Some recent experimental and theoretical works

in the field of cold atoms devoted to measuring and en-

gineering three-body forces among atoms are also pre-

sented. As a phenomenon arising from the three-body

effect, Efimov physics in both cold atoms and nuclear

systems is reviewed.

1 Introduction

All visible matter in the universe is organized into reso-

lution-dependent hierarchical structures. A precise de-

scription of the interactions at each hierarchical level

starting from elementary quarks to composite systems

like hadrons, nuclei, atoms and molecules may help to

improve our understanding of the structure and dynam-

ics of strongly interacting matter. Generally, effective

interactions at all hierarchical levels are dominated by

pairwise forces acting between two constituent parti-

cles. Meanwhile, recent advances in computational, the-

oretical and experimental techniques allow one to go

beyond the two-body-force level and to quantitatively
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Fig. 1 Feynmann diagram of Fujita-Miyazawa type three-
nucleon force.

probe three-body interactions, which are known to fig-

ure importantly in atomic and nuclear systems [1].

Historically, the most well known three-body force

model was proposed by Fujita and Miyazawa in 1957 [2]

to describe nuclear systems using protons and neutrons,

jointly called nucleons, as constituent particles. The

Fujita-Miyazawa type three-nucleon force (3NF), visu-

alized by the Feynmann diagram in Fig. 1, is driven

by virtual pion-nucleon scattering with an intermediate

excitation of the nucleon into the ∆(1232) resonance.

Three-nucleon forces are thus intimately related to the

inner structures of the nucleons and their short-distance

virtual excitations.

Following the idea of Fujita and Miyazawa, one may

expect three-body forces to play an important role in

quantum systems other than atomic nuclei. With their

high controllability, cold atoms have recently emerged

as an excellent platform to explore quantum systems

of interests. It is possible to realize cold-atom sys-

tems where the three-body forces among atoms appear

from similar exchanges of virtual excitations, thereby

quantum-simulating the Fujita-Miyazawa mechanism.
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It is even possible to engineer the strength of the

three-body force and thereby realize a system where

the three-body force has significant effects on few- and

many-body properties, in stark contrast to conventional

systems where the two-body force dominates over the

three-body force.

The emergence of a three-body force from exchange

processes can lead to an even more exotic phenomenon,

the Efimov effect. When three particles scatter with

each other via resonant two-body interactions, a long-

range three-body force emerges via multiple scatterings.

The three-body force is attractive and forms a series of

weakly bound three-body states, known as the Efimov

states. The Efimov states have not only been observed

in cold-atom experiments, but they appear universally

in various physical systems. Thanks to its universal

properties, Efimov physics provides a unified descrip-

tion of various classes of three-body phenomena in cold

atoms and nuclear physics.

In this review article, we discuss three-body forces

in nuclear systems and in cold atomic gases as a key

aspect for bridging different hierarchies. We present an

overview of the three-body force in nuclear systems in

Sec. 2. After briefly presenting historical developments

of the three-body forces in Sec. 2.1, we show in Sec. 2.2

the effective field theory (EFT) description of the three-

body force in nuclei, followed by a review of the exper-

imental studies in Sec. 2.3. In Sec. 3, we present recent

studies in the field of cold atoms to realize and simulate

the three-body forces. In Sec. 4, we show the recent de-

velopments of Efimov physics in cold atoms and nuclear

systems.

2 Three-body forces in nuclei

2.1 Three-nucleon force and its importance in nuclear

phenomena

Since Yukawa’s meson theory proposed in 1935 [3],

the nuclear force has been modeled in terms of me-

son exchange interactions between nucleons. Beside the

dominant two-nucleon forces, the three nucleon forces

(3NFs) have attracted an increasing attention in the

last two decades. The development of high-precision

two-nucleon potentials in the 90s of the last century,

coupled with advances in ab initio few-body calcula-

tions based on these interactions, have confirmed the

important role played by 3NFs in various nuclear phe-

nomena. Following the seminal work by Fujita and

Miyazawa, a number of the 3NF models utilizing the

longest-range 2π-exchange mechanism have been devel-

oped such as, e.g., the Tucson-Melbourne 99 [4], the

Urbana IX [5] 3NF models. A new impetus to study

3NFs has come from chiral perturbation theory, the

low-energy effective field theory of QCD [6, 7, 8].

Historically, the first indication for a missing 3NF

came from the three-nucleon bound states 3H and
3He [9, 10]. The binding energies of these nuclei were

found to be not reproduced by an exact solution of the

three-nucleon Faddeev equation using high-precision

phenomenological NN forces including the Argonne

V18 (AV18) [11], CD Bonn [12] as well as Nijmegen

I and II [13] potentials. The underbinding of 3H and
3He could be explained by adding a 2π-exchange-type

3NF [9, 10, 14]. The importance of 3NFs has also been

noted in other instances. In particular, microscopic cal-

culations of light and medium-mass nuclei carried out

using ab initio methods such as, e.g., quantum Monte

Carlo [15, 16], no-core shell model [17], coupled clus-

ter theory [18], self-consistent Green’s function method

[19] and nuclear lattice simulations [20] highlight the

important role of 3NFs in explaining the correspond-

ing binding energies. Furthermore, short-range repul-

sive 3NFs are considered key elements in describing the

nuclear equation of state and two-solar-mass neutron

star properties [21, 22, 23]. In the past two decades, low-

energy nucleon-deuteron scattering, binding energies of

light and medium-mass nuclei as well as the equation

of state of nuclear matter have also been extensively

studied in the framework of the chiral effective field

theory [24, 25, 1, 26]. In all these investigations, it be-

came evident that 3NFs are key elements to understand

various nuclear phenomena.

Discussions of three-body forces in nuclei currently

extend to strange baryonic systems, e.g. NNΛ inter-

actions, especially for the neutron star properties [27],

which are needed to establish a universal understand-

ing of the forces acting in nuclear phenomena. Also, it

is notable that discussions of 3NFs stimulate the in-

vestigation of three-body forces in different hierarchies.

As described in Sec. 3, study of three-body forces in

the cold-atom systems are in progress not only from

the theoretical but also from the experimental point of

view.

2.2 Three-nucleon forces in chiral effective field theory

2.2.1 Chiral perturbation theory

The interactions and dynamics of pions can be de-

scribed using the most general effective Lagrangian Lπ

that features the approximate chiral symmetry of QCD.

It includes all possible terms allowed by symmetry, mul-

tiplied with coefficients that are commonly referred to

as low-energy constants (LECs). These LECs are not
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fixed by symmetry and carry information about short-

range QCD dynamics. It is convenient to classify terms

in the effective Lagrangian according to the number

of derivatives and/or insertions of the pion mass Mπ:

Lπ = L(2)
π + L(4)

π + . . .. Multi-pion scattering ampli-

tudes for the physically intersting case of p ∼ Mπ ̸= 0

can be calculated from the effective Lagrangian using

chiral perturbation theory (ChPT) [28, 29], i.e. via a

perturbative expansion in Q ∈ {p/Λb, Mπ/Λb}, where
Λb is the breakdown scale of ChPT, which may be esti-

mated by the masses of lowest-lying resonances in the

ππ system.

The perturbative approach outlined above can be

straightforwardly generalized to processes involving a

single non-Goldstone-boson particle such as, e.g., the

nucleon. The most general pion-nucleon effective La-

grangian LπN = L(1)
πN + L(2)

πN + L(3)
πN + . . . can be con-

structed using the methods described in Refs. [30, 31,

32]. The explicit form of L(1)
πN and L(2)

πN can be found,

e.g., in Ref. [33], while the Lagrangians L(3)
πN and L(4)

πN

are given in Refs. [34] and [35], respectively. Compared

to the Goldstone-boson sector, special care is required

for processes involving a nucleon to ensure that the hard

scale set by the nucleon mass mN does not spoil the

chiral power counting when computing loop diagrams.

The simplest way to achieve this is to perform a non-

relativistic expansion of the effective Lagrangian LπN

[36, 37]. This ensures that mN appears in LπN only in

the form of 1/mn
N -corrections with n > 0, and the corre-

sponding framework is referred to as the heavy-baryon

ChPT. It is also possible to perform calculations in a

manifestly Lorentz-invariant way by choosing the ap-

propriate renormalization conditions [38, 39, 40].

2.2.2 Chiral EFT for nuclear systems

Clearly, a direct application of ChPT to systems involv-

ing two and more nucleons is not possible due to the

non-perturbative nature of the nuclear interactions, as

reflected in the existence of shallow bound states such

as 2H, 3H, 3He, 4He, etc. These bound states manifest

themselves as subthreshold poles of the corresponding

scattering amplitudes and signal the breakdown of the

perturbative expansion.

In the early 1990s, Weinberg came up with an

approach that is based on the effective Lagrangian

and allows one to analyze low-energy few- and many-

nucleon systems in a model-independent and system-

atic fashion [6, 41], which is nowadays commonly re-

ferred to as chiral effective field theory (ChEFT). He

has attributed the failure of perturbation theory in

the few-nucleon sector to the appearance of enhanced

few-nucleon-reducible ladder-type diagrams and argued

that they need to be resummed non-perturbatively. He

also noticed that a resummation of ladder-type dia-

grams is performed automatically by solving the corre-

sponding Lippmann-Schwinger-type integral equations

for the scattering amplitude. Thus, Weinberg’s ChEFT

approach to few-nucleon systems technically reduces to

the conventional A-body problem,

[( A∑
i=1

−∇⃗2
i

2mN
+O(m−3

N )

)
+VNN+V3N+. . .

]∣∣Ψ〉 = E
∣∣Ψ〉,
(1)

but it opens the possibility to derive nuclear inter-

actions VNN , V3N , V4N , . . ., via a systematically im-

provable ChPT expansion in harmony with the sym-

metries of QCD. Here, nuclear potentials are defined

by means of all possible few-nucleon-irreducible contri-

butions to the scattering amplitude, which are not af-

fected by the above-mentioned enhancement and can

be derived in the framework of ChPT using a vari-

ety of methods. Following Weinberg’s original work

[6, 41], time-ordered perturbation theory was employed

in Refs. [42, 43, 44, 45, 46] to derive nuclear forces and

electroweak currents. Another approach, the so-called

method of unitary transformation (MUT), makes use

of a unitary transformation of the pion-nucleon Hamil-

tonian to decouple the purely nucleonic subspace of the

Fock space from the rest. The MUT was applied to de-

rive few-nucleon forces as well as electroweak and scalar

nuclear currents in Refs. [47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54,

55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61]. Yet another method to derive

the NN two- and three-pion exchange potentials from

matching to the scattering amplitude was applied in
Refs. [62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69]. For a detailed dis-

cussion of these techniques and applications the reader

is referred to the review articles [70, 24, 71, 72, 73, 74].

Non-perturbative resummations of reducible diag-

rams in ChEFT pose complications as compared with

ChPT in the Goldstone-boson or single-nucleon sectors.

Consider the longest-range NN force due to the one-

pion exchange

V 1π
NN (q⃗ ) = − g2A

4F 2
π

σ⃗1 · q⃗σ⃗2 · q⃗
q2 +M2

π

τ 1 · τ 2 , (2)

where gA and Fπ are the nucleon axial vector coupling

and the pion decay constant, respectively. Further, σ⃗i

(τ i) denote the spin (isospin) Pauli matrices of nucleon

i, while q⃗ = p⃗ ′ − p⃗, with p⃗ (p⃗ ′) being the nucleon

center-of-mass (CM) momentum in the initial (final)

state, is the nucleon momentum transfer. The one-pion

exchange potential (OPEP) contributes to the leading-

order (i.e., order-Q0) nuclear force and thus needs to be
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resummed non-perturbatively. However, the 1/r3 sin-

gularity in the tensor part of the OPEP implies the

appearance of ultraviolet divergences in all spin-triplet

channels upon performing iterations of the Lippmann-

Schwinger (LS) equation. That is, removing ultraviolet

divergences from the iterative solution of the LS equa-

tion requires the introduction of an infinite number of

counter terms from the Lagrangians L(0)
NN , L(2)

NN , L(4)
NN ,

. . .. This is in strong contrast to ChPT, where a finite

number of counter terms are required to remove ultra-

violet divergences at any given order.

Clearly, the singular short-distance nature of

V 1π
NN (q⃗ ) is unphysical and represents an artifact of us-

ing the low-momentum approximation in Eq. (2) be-

yond its validity range (i.e., at short distances or large

values of the momentum transfer). Renormalization of

the Schrödinger equation in EFTs with singular inter-

actions like V 1π
NN (q⃗ ) can be achieved in the way com-

patible with the weak-interaction limit by introducing a

finite cutoff Λ of the order of the pertinent hard scale,

Λ ∼ Λb [75]. At each order of ChEFT and for every

value of Λ, renormalization is carried out implicitly by

expressing bare LECs from LNN , LNNN , . . ., in terms

of measurable quantities. In practice, this is achieved

by tuning few-nucleon contact interactions to experi-

mental data. The residual dependence of the renormal-

ized results on the cutoff Λ serves as a measure of the

neglected contributions of terms beyond the EFT trun-

cation level. It is expected to decrease with the chiral

order and provides an a posteriori consistency check.

In Refs. [76, 77], the finite-Λ formulation of ChEFT

was formally proven to be renormalizable (in the EFT

sense) up to next-to-leading order Q2 (NLO). Here and

in what follows, we restrict ourselves to the finite-cutoff
formulation of ChEFT as described in detail in Ref. [72].

A pedagogical introduction into the considered frame-

work can be found in Sec. 6.3 of Ref. [78], while a dis-

cretized (lattice) formulation is described in Ref. [20].

2.2.3 Current status of the NN potentials

Presently, the NN force has been worked out com-

pletely up through fifth order Q5 (i.e., N4LO) includ-

ing isospin-breaking corrections due to mu ̸= md and

QED effects. It involves the one- two- and three-pion

exchange potentials, supplemented by short-range NN

interactions from L(0)
NN , L(2)

NN , and L(4)
NN , which depend

on 2, 7 and 151 LECs, respectively, that need to be

tuned to NN data. Notice that 3 out of 15 contact in-

teractions at N4LO contribute only to the off-shell part

1The above numbers refer to isospin-invariant contact inter-
actions.

of the NN potential and thus cannot be determined

from two-nucleon scattering data.

While semi-quantitative ChEFT potentials have a

long history that goes back to the beginning of 2000s,

see Refs. [79, 80] for the first-generation order-Q4 (i.e.,

N3LO) NN potentials constructed using non-local reg-

ulators, the field has received new impetus in the last

decade by developing a local regularization scheme for

pion-exchange contributions that preserves the long-

range behavior of the nuclear force, which allowed to

significantly improve the predictive power of ChEFT

[81, 82]. The state-of-the-art NN N4LO+ potential of

Ref. [83] employs a local momentum-space regulator for

the OPEP and two-pion exchange potential (TPEP) via

V 1π
NN (q⃗ ) → V 1π

NN (q⃗ ) e−
q2+M2

π
Λ2 + . . . , (3)

V 2π
NN (q ) → 2

π

∫ ∞

2Mπ

dµµ
ρ2π(µ)

q2 + µ2
e−

q2+µ2

2Λ2 + . . . , (4)

where the ellipses denote subtractions in the form of

NN contact interactions, chosen in such a way that the

corresponding r-space potentials vanish at the origin. In

the second equation, we have used a dispersive repre-

sentation of the TPEP [62], where the spectral function

ρ2π(µ) is obtained from an analytic continuation of the

unregularized potential V 2π
NN (q) to imaginary values of

q via ρ2π(µ) := ℑ
[
V 2π
NN (0+−iµ)

]
. Equations (3) and (4)

show that all finite-Λ artifacts stemming from the 1/Λ-

expansion of the regularized OPEP and TPEP have

the form of short-range contact interactions. The latter

are regularized in Ref. [83] using a Gaussian non-local

regulator exp[−(p2 + p′2)/Λ2]. The resulting semi-local

momentum-space regularized (SMS) NN potentials are

available at orders LO through N4LO and cutoff values

of Λ = 400, 450, 500 and 550 MeV. The N4LO+ po-

tentials lead to a statistically perfect description of the

Granada-2013 database of mutually consistent neutron-

proton and proton-proton scattering data below pion

production threshold [84] and show, as expected, a very

weak residual Λ-dependence. In Ref. [85], the SMS NN

potential of Ref. [83] was updated to include all relevant

isospin-breaking contributions up through N4LO, and

it was used for a precision determination of the πN cou-

pling constants from NN scattering and to perform a

full fledged partial wave analysis of NN data (including

a selection of mutually compatible data), see Ref. [86]

for details and Fig. 2 for representative examples

These new developments allowed one to test the pre-

dictive power of ChEFT by quantitatively addressing

the impact of the TPEP. In Refs. [81, 82, 83], a clear evi-

dence of the parameter-free contributions of the TPEP

was observed at orders Q3 (N2LO) and Q5 (N4LO),

where no additional NN contact interactions appear.

A significantly smaller number of adjustable parame-
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Figure 6. Selected proton-proton observables around Elab = 143 MeV: Differential cross section d�/d⌦
at Elab = 144.1 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [135] and Ref. [142]. The data sets
have been corrected for their estimated norms of 0.988 and 1.001, respectively. Analyzing power P at
Elab = 142 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [143]. The data have been floated and multiplied
by an estimated norm of 0.942. Depolarization D, rotation parameter A, polarization transfer coefficient
Dt and spin-correlation parameter Ckp at Elab = 143 MeV with experimental data taken from Refs. [144]
and [145]. The light- (dark-) shaded green, blue and red bands depict the 68% (95%) DoB truncation errors
at N2LO, N3LO and N4LO+, respectively. Open circles show the predictions of the Nijmegen partial-wave
analysis [130].

where the LECs C̃i, Ci, Di and Ei start to contribute at order Q0, Q2, Q4 and Q6, respectively. ⇤b is
the breakdown scale of the chiral expansion discussed in Sec. 5. Furthermore, the factor of 4⇡ emerges
from the angular integration of the partial-wave decomposition and has been included in the definition of
the spectroscopic LECs. If we now divide the contact LECs obtained in the fit by their expected sizes in
Eq. (46), we consequently should obtain values of unit magnitude. Fig. 7 shows the absolute values of the
LECs at N4LO+ in these natural units for all considered values of the cutoff ⇤ using ⇤b = 650 MeV. As
can be seen, all LECs are indeed of natural size with D1S0 and D3S1 being among the largest in magnitude.
This is especially true for the softest cutoff ⇤ = 400 MeV, for which also most of the other-Q4 LECs turn
out to be slightly larger than at higher values of the cutoff. This indicates that at ⇤ = 400 MeV and below,
finite-cutoff artifacts start to increase, leading to a lower effective breakdown scale compared to the other
considered cutoffs. Notice further that the values for the Q6 LECs Ei included at N4LO+ turn out to be of
a perfectly natural size. Therefore, even though we have emphasized their importance in describing some
high-precision proton-proton data and achieving a �2/datum ⇠ 1 description of the database, their actual
contributions agree with the expectations from naive dimensional analysis (i.e. Weinberg) power counting,
and there is no need to promote them to a lower order.

In addition to the absolute of the central values, Fig. 7 also shows the statistical uncertainties of the
contact LECs as determined from the covariance matrix of the fit (expressed in their natural units). When
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Eq. (46), we consequently should obtain values of unit magnitude. Fig. 7 shows the absolute values of the
LECs at N4LO+ in these natural units for all considered values of the cutoff ⇤ using ⇤b = 650 MeV. As
can be seen, all LECs are indeed of natural size with D1S0 and D3S1 being among the largest in magnitude.
This is especially true for the softest cutoff ⇤ = 400 MeV, for which also most of the other-Q4 LECs turn
out to be slightly larger than at higher values of the cutoff. This indicates that at ⇤ = 400 MeV and below,
finite-cutoff artifacts start to increase, leading to a lower effective breakdown scale compared to the other
considered cutoffs. Notice further that the values for the Q6 LECs Ei included at N4LO+ turn out to be of
a perfectly natural size. Therefore, even though we have emphasized their importance in describing some
high-precision proton-proton data and achieving a �2/datum ⇠ 1 description of the database, their actual
contributions agree with the expectations from naive dimensional analysis (i.e. Weinberg) power counting,
and there is no need to promote them to a lower order.

In addition to the absolute of the central values, Fig. 7 also shows the statistical uncertainties of the
contact LECs as determined from the covariance matrix of the fit (expressed in their natural units). When
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Fig. 2 Proton-proton differential cross section at Elab =
144.1 MeV (left panel) and the analyzing power P at Elab =
142 MeV (right panel) at N2LO (green bands), N3LO (blue
bands) and N4LO+ (red bands) in ChEFT. Dark- and light-
shaded bands show 1σ and 2σ confidence levels at the cor-
responding order, respectively, estimated using the Bayesian
model C̄650

0.5−10 from Ref. [87]. Experimental data are shown
by filled symbols and taken from Refs. [88, 89, 90]. Open cir-
cles are the results of the Nijmegen partial wave analysis [91].
See Ref. [72] for more details.

ters in the SMS potential of Refs. [82, 83] as compared

to the phenomenological high-precision potential mod-

els provides yet another indication of the importance

of the TPEP and demonstrates the predictive power of

ChEFT. For related earlier studies along this line see

Refs. [92, 93].

Other notable recent additions to the ChEFT NN

potentials involve the nonlocal N4LO+ potentials by

the Idaho group [94] as well as the (nearly) local N3LO

potentials of Refs. [95, 96, 97].

2.2.4 Chiral expansion of the 3NF

We now turn to the main subject of this article and

review the applications of ChEFT to the 3NF. It is in-

structive to first discuss the most general structure of

a 3NF. In the static limit of infinitely heavy nucleons,

the potentials mediated by the exchange of one or mul-

tiple pions take a local form, i.e. they depend only on

the momentum transfers q⃗i and not on the individual

momenta p⃗i, p⃗
′
i of the nucleons. Assuming parity, time-

reversal invariance and isospin symmetry, the most gen-

eral local 3NF can be written as [98, 99]

V3N =

20∑
α=1

Ôα fα(q1, q2, q3) + permutations , (5)

where qi ≡ |q⃗i |, Ôα, are rotationally and isospin-inva-

riant Hermitian operators constructed out of σ⃗i, τ i

and q⃗i, while fα are the corresponding scalar func-

tions. Upon performing the permutations, the 20 opera-

tors Ôα give rise to 80 different spin-isospin-momentum

structures. When relaxing the locality constraint, the
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f

Fig. 3 Chiral expansion of the 3NF. Solid and dashed lines
refer to nucleons and pions, respectively. Diagrams in the left-
most column visualize the two-pion exchange (a), two-pion-
one-pion exchange (b), ring (c), one-pion-contact (d), two-
pion-contact (e) and purely contact (f) 3NF topologies. Cyan
circles and ellipses in these diagrams represent scattering am-
plitudes of the corresponding sub-processes. The second, third
and fourth columns show examples of diagrams, which con-
tribute to the individual 3NF topologies at increasing orders
of the ChEFT expansion. Here, solid dots, filled circles and
filled squares denote vertices from the effective Lagrangian of
increasing chiral dimension ∆ as explained in the text. Ver-
tices shown in red involve LECs that need to be determined
from three- or more-nucleon data.

structure of the 3NF becomes more involved, com-

prising 320 spin-isospin-momentum operators [100].

This enormous complexity of three-nucleon interac-

tions, along with the significant computational effort

needed to solve the three-body Faddeev equations,

make the development of high-precision 3NF models

a challenging task that requires a guidance from theory

to constrain the structure and identify the dominant

contributions. ChEFT is well suited to tackle the 3NF

challenge by predicting its long-distance behavior in a

parameter-free and model independent way and offer-

ing a systematic scheme for classifying short-range 3N

interactions according to their importance. Based on

the effective Lagrangian for pions, nucleons and exter-

nal sources, ChEFT also naturally allows one to main-

tain off-shell consistency between NN potentials, 3NFs

and the corresponding current operators as discussed in

Sec. 2.2.2.

Up-to-and-including N4LO, the 3NF is given by

tree-level and one-loop diagrams, which can be grouped

into six distinct topologies depicted in the left column

of Fig. 3. In this figure, solid dots, filled circles and filled

squares denote vertices from the effective Lagrangians



6

of the dimension ∆ = 0, ∆ = 1 and ∆ = 2, respectively,

defined as ∆ = d+ 1
2n− 2 with d being the number of

derivatives or Mπ-insertions and n the number of nu-

cleon fields [6].

The leading 3NF contributions arise at N2LO from

tree-level diagrams contributing to the topologies (a),

(d) and (f), which are made out of the ∆ = 0-vertices

and a single insertion of a ∆ = 1 interaction [101, 7].

The short-range topologies (d) and (f) depend on the

LECs cD and cE , respectively, which cannot be fixed in

the NN system.

The first corrections to the leading 3NF are gener-

ated by one-loop graphs made out of the lowest-order

vertices with ∆ = 0, see the third column in Fig. 3

for representative examples. Here, the shown diagrams

represent sets of irreducible time-ordered-like graphs,

whose precise meaning (and the corresponding alge-

braic expressions) depend on the employed choice for

the off-shell part of the NN and 3N potentials. For

example, the 3NF from the first of the two three-pion

exchange diagrams of type (c) depends on the (ambigu-

ous) choice made for the 1/m2
N -correction to the OPE

NN potential and the 1/mN -corrections to the tree-

level two-pion exchange 3NF of type (a), which appear

at the same order.

The N3LO contribution to the longest-range topol-

ogy (a) was derived in Ref. [102] based on the order-

Q3 πN amplitude. These results were confirmed using

the MUT in Ref. [53], where also the expressions for

the topologies (b) and (c) were derived. The shorter-

range 3NFs of type (d) and (e), along with the 1/mN -

corrections to the topologies (c) and (d), are worked

out in Ref. [54]. All results mentioned above are ob-

tained using dimensional regularization (DimReg) to

evaluate divergent loop integrals and are parameter-

free.2 Finally, it is worth mentioning that one can also

draw tree-level 3N diagrams constructed from the lead-

ing ∆ = 0-vertices and a single insertion of a ∆ = 2-

interaction from L(3)
πN that could potentially contribute

to the 3NF at N3LO. However, all irreducible contribu-

tions generated by such diagrams either contribute to

renormalization of the πN coupling constant or vanish.

Subleading corrections to the 3NF at N4LO are

visualized in the last column of Fig. 3 and comprise

one-loop diagrams made out of the leading ∆ = 0-

2As already mentioned in Sec. 2.2.3, the N3LO NN potential
in the CM system depends on 3 off-shell LECs. Two further
off-shell LECs contribute to the NN potential away from
the CM system [103]. These LECs, being redundant in the
NN system, will generally affect 3N observables calculated
at N3LO [104]. Their contributions to 3N observables can,
however, be absorbed into redefinitions of LECs accompany-
ing short-range 3NF at N4LO and, therefore, can be ignored
beyond the N3LO level.

vertices and a single insertion of a ∆ = 1-interaction

from L(2)
πN , as well as tree-level graphs from the lowest-

order interactions and a single insertion of a ∆ = 3-

vertex. The longest-range two-pion exchange 3NF and

the intermediate-range N4LO contributions of types

(b), (c) are derived using the MUT in Refs. [55] and

[56], respectively. The corresponding potentials do not

involve any unknown LECs. Short-range 3NF terms of

type (f) are considered in Ref. [105] and depend on 13

unknown LECs. Finally, one-loop contributions to the

topologies (d) and (e) at N4LO are still to be worked

out (and involve further unknown LECs).

In addition to the isospin-invariant 3NF contribu-

tions discussed above and depicted in Fig. 3, one also

has to account for isospin-breaking corrections stem-

ming from different masses of the up and down quarks

and QED effects. The expressions for isospin-violating

3NF up through N4LO are worked out using the MUT

in Ref. [106], see also Ref. [107] for a related work.

Charge-dependent 3NFs involving virtual photon ex-

change are considered in Refs. [108, 109] and found

to be rather weak. Parity- and time-reversal-violating

3NFs have also been studied, see the review article [74]

and references therein.

To demonstrate the predictive power of ChEFT we

consider below the chiral expansion of the longest-range

two-pion exchange 3NF topology (a) as a representa-

tive example. We restrict ourselves to isospin-invariant

contributions in the static limit, whose most general

structure is given by

V
(a)
3N =

σ⃗1 · q⃗1 σ⃗3 · q⃗3
(q21 +M2

π) (q
2
3 +M2

π)

×
[
τ 1 · τ 3 A(q2) + τ 1 × τ 3 · τ 2 q⃗1 × q⃗3 · σ⃗2 B(q2)

]
+ short-range terms + permutations , (6)

where the functions A and B depend on the momentum

transfer q2 ≡ |q⃗2| of the second nucleon. These functions

govern the long-distance behavior of the 3NF and are

to be determined by means of the chiral expansion

A(q2) = A[Q3](q2) +A[Q4](q2) +A[Q5](q2) + . . . ,

B(q2) = B[Q3](q2) + B[Q4](q2) + B[Q5](q2) + . . . . (7)

The dominant contributions to A(q2) and B(q2) at

N2LO, stemming from the tree diagram in the second

column of Fig. 3, have the form [8, 7]

A[Q3] =
g2A
8F 4

π

[
(2c3 − 4c1)M

2
π + c3q

2
2

]
,

B[Q3] =
g2Ac4
8F 4

π

, (8)

where ci denote the πN LECs from the subleading La-

grangian L(2)
πN .
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The leading corrections to Eq. (8) are generated at

N3LO by one-loop diagrams shown in the first line and

third column of Fig. 3. Using DimReg, one obtains [53,

102]

A[Q4] =
g4A

256πF 6
π

[ (
4g2A + 1

)
M3

π + 2
(
g2A + 1

)
Mπq

2
2

+ A(q2)
(
2M4

π + 5M2
πq

2
2 + 2q42

) ]
, (9)

B[Q4] = − g4A
256πF 6

π

[
A(q2)

(
4M2

π + q22
)
+ (2g2A + 1)Mπ

]
,

where we have introduced the loop function

A(q2) =
1

2q2
arctan

q2
2Mπ

. (10)

The loop function A(q2) possesses a left-hand cut with

the branch point at q22 = −(2Mπ)
2, which corresponds

to the kinematics when both pions inside the loop of,

e.g., the first N3LO diagram can become on-shell. On

the other hand, contributions from diagrams like the

second N3LO graph do not have left-hand cuts and

are polynomial in q22 . Notice further that loop inte-

grals at N3LO involve only linear divergences, which

vanish in DimReg (and would have been absorbed into

the LEC cD when using momentum-dependent regu-

larization schemes). This is consistent with the already

mentioned absence of tree-level 3NF contributions in-

volving a single insertion from L(3)
πN .

Finally, the N4LO result for the functions A(q2) and

B(q2), obtained using DimReg, has the form [55]

A[Q5] =
g2Aē14
2F 4

π

(
2M2

π + q22
)2

+
g2A

(
M2

π + 2q22
)

4608π2F 6
π

×
{[

6c1 − 2c2 − 3c3 − 2(6c1 − c2 − 3c3)L(q2)
]

× 12M2
π − q22

[
5c2 + 18c3 − 6L(q2)(c2 + 6c3)

]}
,

B[Q5] =
g2Aē17
2F 4

π

(
2M2

π + q22
)
− g2Ac4

2304π2F 6
π

(11)

×
{
q22
[
5− 6L(q2)

]
+ 12M2

π

[
2 + 9g2A − 2L(q2)

]}
,

where ē14 and ē17 are renormalized LECs from L(4)
πN ,

evaluated in the MS scheme with the renormalization

scale µ set to µ = Mπ. Further, the loop function L(q2)

is given by

L(q2) =

√
q22 + 4M2

π

q2
log

√
q22 + 4M2

π + q2
2Mπ

, (12)

and it also possesses a left-hand cut that starts at q22 =

−(2Mπ)
2. Notice that in Eq. (11), we have applied the

shifts of the LECs ci specified in Eq. (16) of Ref. [110]

to eliminate certain redundant linear combinations of

LECs.
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Fig. 4 ChEFT predictions for the functions A(q2) and B(q2)
that parametrize the longest-range behavior of the 3NF ac-
cording to Eq. (6). Green dashed, blue dashed-dotted and red
solid lines show the results at N2LO, N3LO and N4LO, re-
spectively.

Given that all LECs entering Eqs. (8)-(11) are

known from πN scattering, which serves as a sub-

process for the 3NF topology (a), the above expressions

for A(q2) and B(q2) are to be regarded as parameter-

free predictions of ChEFT. To assess the convergence of

the chiral expansion for the longest-range 3NF, we em-

ploy the numerical values for the pion mass and decay

constant ofMπ = 138.03 MeV and Fπ = 92.2 MeV. The

nucleon axial coupling gA is set to the effective value of

gA = 1.289 that accounts for the Goldberger-Treiman

discrepancy. The most reliable values of the higher-

order πN LECs are obtained from matching ChPT with

the solution of the dispersive Roy-Steiner equations for

πN scattering at the subthreshold kinematical point,

see Refs. [111, 112] for details. In the following, we em-

ploy the central values from the order-Q4 heavy-baryon-

NN fit of Ref. [111]: c1 = −1.11, c2 = 3.61, c3 = −5.60,

c4 = 4.26, ē14 = 1.16 and ē17 = −0.17. Here, the values

of ci and ēi are given in units of GeV−1 and GeV−3,

respectively.

In Fig. 4, we show the predicted behavior of the

functionsA(q2) and B(q2) at different orders in ChEFT.

In both cases, the order-Q4 corrections to the dom-

inant order-Q3 contributions amount to about 30%.

The order-Q5 correction is very small for A(q2) and

amounts to less than 15% of the N2LO result for the

function B(q2). The observed convergence pattern for

A(q2) and B(q2) fits well with expectations based on

the power counting with the expansion parameter Q ∼
max(Mπ, q2)/Λb, see also the discussion in Sec. 2.2.3,

and shows that the low-momentum structure of the

3NF can be described in ChEFT in a controlled and

systematically improvable fashion. Notice that in addi-

tion to the static contributions considered above, the

3NF of type (a) at N3LO receives non-local 1/mN cor-

rections of relativistic origin [54]. These have a much
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richer operator structure than the static terms and also

do not involve unknown LECs.

Parameter-free predictions for the one-pion-two-

pion exchange and ring 3NF topologies correspond-

ing to diagrams (b) and (c) in Fig. 3 can be found

in Refs. [53, 56] and follow a qualitatively similar pat-

tern. We also emphasize that while the static two-pion

exchange 3NF has a rather restricted form described

by just two functions, the long-and intermediate-range

topologies (a), (b) and (c) contribute to all 20 opera-

tors Ôα that appear in the parametrization of the 3NF

according to Eq. (5). Interestingly, the results for the

corresponding functions fα appear to be qualitatively

in line with estimations based on the large-Nc expan-

sion in QCD [98, 99].

As pointed out in the introduction, an intermediate

excitation of the nucleon into the ∆(1232) resonance

was historically recognized as one of the most important

3NF mechanisms and is at the heart of the celebrated

Fujita-Miyazawa 3NF model [2] as depicted in Fig. 1.

How can this important phenomenological insight be

reconciled with the framework of ChEFT? All results

discussed in this section are obtained using the ChEFT

formulation with pions and nucleons as the only explicit

degrees of freedom in the effective Lagrangian. In such

a framework, the information about the ∆ resonance is

included implicitly through its contributions to various

LECs. In particular, the LECs ci are largely governed

by the ∆ resonance [113]:

c∆2 = −c∆3 = 2c∆4 =
4h2

A

9(m∆ −mN )
≃ 2.7 GeV−1 , (13)

where m∆ refers to the mass of the ∆ resonance while

hA ∼ 1.34 is the N∆ axial coupling constant. Thus, the

∆ largely saturates the LECs c2 and c4, and provides

about a half of the c3-value, thereby offering an expla-

nation of the somewhat large numerical values of these

LECs as compared with their expected size |ci| ∼ Λ−1
b .

This confirms that the intermediate ∆ excitation in-

deed provides the dominant mechanism of the two-pion

exchange 3NF through Eqs. (8) and (13).

Given the strong coupling of the ∆ isobar to the

πN system and the smallness of the mass difference

m∆ − mN , which is numerically of the order of 2Mπ,

it may be advantageous to include the ∆ isobar as an

explicit degree of freedom in the effective Lagrangian

instead of integrating it out assuming m∆ −mN ∼ Λb,

as done in the standard formulation of ChEFT. In the

∆-full formulation of ChPT of Ref. [114], the mass

difference m∆ − mN is treated as an additional soft

scale m∆ − mN ∼ Mπ
3 (in spite of the fact that this

3For an alternative counting of m∆ −mN see Ref. [115].

quantity does not vanish in the chiral limit). Accord-

ingly, the ∆ isobar is treated explicitly in the effec-

tive Lagrangian, and the new expansion parameter is

denoted as ϵ ∈ {p/Λb,Mπ/Λb, (m∆ − mN )/Λb}. Ex-

tensive studies in the single-nucleon sector using man-

ifestly covariant formulations of ChPT have revealed

that the explicit treatment of the ∆ isobar indeed of-

ten leads to an improved convergence of the EFT ex-

pansion, see e.g. Refs. [110, 116, 117, 118], albeit at the

cost of more involved calculations and a larger number

of LECs. Similar conclusions have been reached for the

NN force using the heavy-baryon formulation of ∆-full

ChEFT, for which the expressions are presently avail-

able up through N2LO ϵ3 [42, 63, 119]. Isospin-breaking

contributions to the NN potential have also been con-

sidered within the ϵ-expansion scheme [120].

The explicit treatment of the ∆ isobar also has im-

plications for the 3NF. In particular, the dominant Fu-

jita-Miyazawa-type contribution is shifted from N2LO

to NLO in the∆-full scheme, since the diagram in Fig. 1

counts as of order ϵ2. Interestingly, this is the only con-

tribution of the ∆ to the 3NF up-to-and-including the

order N2LO (i.e., ϵ3) [121]. Recently, the longest-range

3NF of type (a) in Fig. 3 has been worked out at or-

der ϵ4 [122]. The resulting parameter-free predictions

were found to agree well with the order-Q5 results of

Ref. [55], which shows that the effects of the ∆ are well

captured by resonance saturation of the πN LECs in

the ∆-less ChEFT framework and suggests that con-

vergence might have been reached for this topology.

The corresponding results for the intermediate-range

3NF of types (b) and (c) within the ϵ-expansion are

not yet available. Notice that in the ∆-less scheme, the

first information about the ∆ isobar for these topolo-

gies appears only at N4LO, since the N3LO expressions

depend solely on the LO LECs, see e.g. Eq. (9), which

contain no information about the∆ isobar. The explicit

inclusion of the ∆ might, therefore, be advantageous to

achieve convergence for these topologies.

So far we have left open the question of regulariza-

tion of the 3NF. As already pointed out in Sec. 2.2.2,

ChEFT allows one to derive low-momentum approxi-

mations of the nuclear forces, but the method looses its

validity for large momenta |p⃗ | ≳ Λb. For example, the

ChEFT predictions for the function A(q2) in Eqs. (8),

(9) and (11) behave at large q2-values as A[Q3](q2) ∼ q22 ,

A[Q4](q2) ∼ q32 and A[Q5](q2) ∼ q42 log(q2), respectively.

While the expansion for A(q2) appears to converge

well within the applicability range of ChEFT, with the

order-Q5 result providing a tiny correction as shown in

the left panel of Fig. 4, the N4LO contribution starts

exceeding the N3LO correction at q2 ∼ 780 MeV, sig-

nalling the breakdown of the expansion at large mo-
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menta. As explained in Sec. 2.2.2, the expressions for

nuclear forces derived in ChEFT have to be regularized

by introducing a finite cutoff Λ ∼ Λb to remove their

uncontrolled behavior at large momenta and make the

A-body Schrödinger equation well defined. In the NN

sector, this can be achieved, e.g., by simply multiplying

the unregularized potentials with some regulator func-

tions. Unfortunately, following this same strategy for

the 3NF was found in Refs. [72, 123, 86] to violate the

chiral symmetry. The problem can be best illustrated

with the 3NF of type (b) stemming from the first of the

two diagrams shown in the second line and third col-

umn of Fig. 3. When calculating the scattering ampli-

tude, the irreducible 3NF is supplemented with the cor-

responding reducible contributions stemming from the

iteration of the Faddeev equation. This reducible con-

tribution involves a linearly divergent piece ∝ Λ, whose

structure violates the chiral symmetry. Accordingly, the

amplitude cannot be renormalized by re-adjusting the

LEC cD, and the whole ChEFT expansion for 3N scat-

tering breaks down. As explained in Refs. [72, 123, 86],

the problem is caused by mixing of two different regu-

larization schemes, namely DimReg when deriving the

3NF and cutoff regularization in the Schrödinger equa-

tion. The same issue affects loop contributions to the

nuclear current operators [124, 73]. This shows that a

consistent regularization of the 3NF and nuclear cur-

rents cannot be achieved by simply multiplying the cor-

responding potentials derived using DimReg with some

cutoff functions. Rather, 3NFs, 4NFs and nuclear cur-

rents starting from N3LO need to be re-derived using a

cutoff instead of DimReg.

The above conceptual issues have been the main

obstacle for the applications of ChEFT to three- and

more-nucleon systems beyond N2LO. In contrast to

DimReg, maintaining the chiral and gauge symmetries

in cutoff regularization represents a non-trivial task,

and the calculations become considerably more involved

due to the appearance of an additional mass scale Λ.

Recently, it was shown that the symmetry-preserving

gradient flow method, which has been successfully ap-

plied to Yang-Mills theories [125, 126] and is nowadays

widely employed in lattice-QCD simulations [127], can

be merged with ChEFT [128] and applied to obtain con-

sistently regularized nuclear forces and currents [129].

This is achieved by generalizing the pion fields to the

(artificial) fifth dimension, usually referred to as the

flow “time” τ . The flow-time evolution of the pion fields

is governed by the chirally covariant version of the gra-

dient flow equation and amounts to smothening of the

pion field, i.e., a non-zero flow time τ acts as a regulator.

Moreover, when applied to the OPEP, the gradient flow

method reduces to the SMS regulator of Ref. [83] speci-

fied in Eq. (3). The new developments in Refs. [128, 129]

lay down the foundation for deriving consistently regu-

larized 3NF and nuclear currents beyond N2LO. Work

along these lines is in progress.

2.2.5 Selected applications of the lading 3NF

We now turn to applications of the chiral nuclear forces

to the 3N and heavier systems, focusing especially on

the role of 3NFs. Given the lack of consistently regu-

larized 3NFs at N3LO and N4LO as described in the

previous section, the accuracy level of the applications

reviewed below is limited to N2LO.

Nucleon-deuteron (Nd) elastic scattering and brea-

kup observables can be calculated, starting from a given

nuclear Hamiltonian, by solving the Faddeev equa-

tions in the partial wave basis as described in detail

in the review article [130]. Nd scattering calculations

described below are carried out without explicit inclu-

sion of the Coulomb interaction and neglecting rela-

tivistic effects, which are known to be small al low and

intermediate energies [131, 132]. We also restrict our-

selves to studies based on the second-generation of chi-

ral NN potentials introduced in Refs. [81, 82, 83], see

Refs. [24, 70, 25, 133, 1] and references therein for ear-

lier studies along this line. The novel semi-local regu-

larization method employed in these NN potentials al-

lows one to avoid the appearance of noticeable artifacts

in elastic Nd scattering at large energies reported in

Ref. [134] for the first-generation of N3LO chiral NN

potentials of Refs. [79, 80], which can be traced back to

the artifacts in the deuteron wave function. The novel

semi-local potentials thus provide a very good start-

ing ground for systematic studies of Nd scattering in

ChEFT.

In a series of papers by the LENPIC Collaboration,

the semi-local coordinate-space regularized (SCS) NN

potentials of Refs. [81, 82] at all available orders from

LO to N4LO were employed to calculate Nd scatter-

ing observables and properties of selected nuclei up to
48Ca [135, 136, 137]. While these calculations did not

include the 3NF and thus should be regarded as incom-

plete starting from N2LO, they have yielded a number

of interesting observations. In particular, calculations

beyond the last complete order NLO were found to dif-

fer from experimental data well outside the estimated

truncation uncertainties, thus providing unambiguous

evidence for missing 3NFs. Moreover, the amount of

deviations between theory and experimental data was

found to be consistent with estimations based on the

power counting.

In Ref. [138], these studies have been extended to in-

clude the N2LO 3NF, regularized in coordinate space
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consistently with the SCS NN potentials. The need to

perform regularization of the 3NF in coordinate space

was found to introduce significant computational over-

head for its numerical implementation, which was one

of the motivations to reformulate the SCS regulariza-

tion scheme to momentum space [83]. Notice that par-

tial wave decomposition of a general 3NF can be car-

ried out in an automated way by numerically perform-

ing the required angular integrations as described in

Refs. [139, 140], see also Ref. [26].

As detailed in Sec. 2.2.4, the 3NF at N2LO depends

on the LECs cD and cE that need to be determined

from few-nucleon data. It is customary to fix the lin-

ear combination of these LECs to reproduce the 3H

binding energy, which determines cE as a function of

cD. To fix the second LECs, different observables have

been proposed in the literature including the Nd dou-

blet scattering length [8, 16], 3H beta decay [141], 4He

binding energy [142], charge radii of the A = 3, 4 nu-

clei and properties of few- and many-nucleon systems

[143, 144, 145]. Clearly, to allow for the most stringent

test of the nuclear Hamiltonian, the LECs should ide-

ally be fixed from A ≤ 3 observables. In Ref. [138], a

variety of observables including the Nd doublet scat-

tering length as well as the Nd total and differential

cross sections at the energies of Elab = 70, 108 and

135 MeV have been considered. Taking into account

both the experimental errors and the EFT truncation

uncertainty, the strongest constraint on cD was found

to result from the requirement to reproduce the proton-

deuteron (pd) differential cross section minimum using

the data from Ref. [146]. The resulting Hamiltonian was

then used to calculateNd elastic scattering observables,

ground state energies and selected excitation energies of

p-shell nuclei up to 12C. For almost all considered nu-

clei, adding the 3NF was found to significantly improve

the description of experimental data. A detailed analy-

sis of elastic Nd scattering and breakup using the same

Hamiltonian is presented in Ref. [147].

These studies were further refined in Ref. [148] by

employing the high-precision SMS NN interactions of

Ref. [83] along with the consistently regularized N2LO

3NFs, utilizing Bayesian methods for quantifying EFT

truncation errors and extending the range of consid-

ered observables. In Fig. 5, we show selected results for

Nd elastic scattering observables at Elab = 135 MeV,

which may serve as representative examples. Given that

the LECs cD and cE are fixed from the 3H binding

energy and the differential cross section minimum at

Elab = 70 MeV, the shown results are to be regarded

as predictions. The experimental data from Ref. [146]

are mostly in agreement with the calculations (within

errors), but the N2LO truncation uncertainty at this
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Fig. 5 ChEFT predictions for the differential cross section,
deuteron vector analyzing power Ad

y and deuteron tensor ana-
lyzing powers Axz and Axx in elastic neutron-deuteron scat-
tering at Elab = 135 MeV. Dark-shaded orange and green
bands show the NLO and N2LO results at the 1σ confi-
dence level, respectively, while the corresponding light-shaded
bands show the 2σ-intervals. Experimental data are pd elas-
tic scattering data from Ref. [146]. Dashed lines in the middle
of green bands are the actual N2LO predictions. Dotted lines
are obtained using the NN interaction at the highest available
order N4LO+, supplemented with the N2LO 3NF (with the
appropriately re-adjusted LECs cD and cE). In all calcula-
tions, the cutoff is chosen to be Λ = 450 MeV.

moderate energy appears to be rather large. The de-

scription of Nd data at N2LO is qualitatively similar

to the one for proton-proton scattering as a compara-

ble energy, shown in Fig. 2. Based on the results in the

NN system, it is expected that taking into account the

3NF up through N4LO would allow one to achieve a

precise description of Nd scattering data, comparable

to that of the neutron-proton and proton-proton data

reported in Refs. [83, 85].

It is interesting to explore the impact of corrections

to the NN force beyond N2LO. To this aim, a set of cal-

culations based on the SMS NN potentials up through

N4LO+, supplemented with the N2LO 3NF, has been

performed in Ref. [149]. In all cases, the LECs cD and

cE have been fixed following the standard LENPIC fit-

ting protocol described above. For the considered Nd

scattering observables, the inclusion of corrections to

the NN force beyond N2LO changes the central N2LO

predictions, shown by the dashed lines in Fig. 5, to the

dotted lines. The results visualized by the dashed and

dotted lines differ by N3LO terms, and it is comfort-

ing to see that the differences between these lines are
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Fig. 6 ChEFT predictions for the ground state energies of
light nuclei calculated using the No-Core Configuration Inter-
action (NCCI) method [152]. Crosses, circles and diamonds
show the NLO results, incomplete N2LO predictions using the
NN interactions only and the complete results at N2LO us-
ing both the NN force and 3NF. Orange, green dark-shaded
and green light-shaded error bars show the NLO (1σ), N2LO
(1σ) and N2LO (2σ) ChEFT truncation errors, respectively,
while black error bars give the numerical uncertainty of the
NCCI method. All theoretical predictions are obtained using
the cutoff value of Λ = 450 MeV. Horizontal lines depict the
experimental values for the binding energies. See Ref. [148]
for details.

within the estimated N2LO truncation errors. While

the higher-order corrections to the NN force do appear

to noticeably improve the description of the tensor an-

alyzing powers Axz and Axx in the angular range of

θCM ∈ [45◦, 100◦], they still leave room for improve-

ment that should come from higher-order contributions

to the 3NF.

Further, we mention a comprehensive study of the

symmetric space-star deuteron breakup configuration

in Ref. [150]. This particular configuration is known to

exhibit large discrepancies between theory and data at

energies below Elab ∼ 25 MeV that could so far not be

resolved. Moreover, the calculated cross section appears

to be largely insensitive to the types of 3NF considered

so far. It would be interesting to study the impact of

3NF contributions beyond N2LO on this observable. Fi-

nally, a detailed investigation of the deuteron breakup

reaction at Elab ∼ 130 and 200 MeV using the chiral

SMS NN and 3N -forces and covering the whole kine-

matically allowed phase space has been carried out in

Ref. [151].

In Fig. 6, we show the NLO and N2LO predictions

for the ground-state energies of light p-shell nuclei from

Ref. [148]. For all nuclei, the predicted binding ener-

gies at both NLO and N2LO agree with experimental

values within truncation errors. To facilitate the quan-

tification of 3NF effects, we also show the results based

on the N2LO NN potential without inclusion of the

3NF. For light nuclei up to 10B, the inclusion of the

3NF leads to a significant improvement. However, for

both considered A = 12-nuclei, the 3NF effects appear

to be too large leading to overbinding. This overbinding

was shown in Ref. [149] to be resolved by taking into

account the corrections to the NN force beyond N2LO.

Last but not least, N4LO short-range contributions

to the 3NF have been considered in the exploratory

studies of Nd scattering reported in Refs. [153, 87, 154].

While incomplete, these studies demonstrate that the

N4LO contact interactions of natural size have the po-

tential to both resolve the long-standing Ay-puzzle in

low-energy elastic Nd scattering and strongly improve

the description of scattering observables at high ener-

gies.

2.3 Experimental studies of three-nucleon forces

To uncover the structure of 3NFs one must utilize

systems with more than two nucleons (A > 3). Few-

nucleon scattering offers a unique opportunity to probe

dynamical aspects of 3NFs, which are momentum, spin

and isospin dependent, since it provides not only the

cross sections but also a variety of spin observables at

different incident nucleon energies. A direct comparison

between experimental data and rigorous numerical cal-

culations using the Faddeev theory and based on the

realistic nuclear potentials provides detailed informa-

tion on the structure of 3NFs.

The importance of 3NFs in the continuum spec-

trum was shown, for the first time, in nucleon–deuteron

(Nd) elastic scattering at the end of the 1990s [155].

3NFs were found to lead to pronounced effects around

the cross-section minimum occurring at the values of

the c.m. scattering angle of θc.m. ≈ 120◦ for incident

energies above 60 MeV/nucleon. Since then, proton-

deuteron(pd) and neutron-deuteron(nd) scattering ex-

periments at 60–300 MeV/nucleon have been performed

at the facilities, e.g. RIKEN, RCNP, KVI, IUCF, TSL,

and LANSCE, providing precise data of the cross sec-

tions as well as various types of spin observables [25].

Figure 7 shows some representative experimental re-

sults reported in Refs. [146, 156, 157, 158] (dp or pd in

black open circles, nd in black solid circles). Data shown

in blue are from Refs. [159, 160]. The experimental data

are compared with the Faddeev calculations with and
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Fig. 7 Differential cross section and deuteron analyzing
powers iT11, T22 for elastic nucleon-deuteron scattering. See
text for descriptions for the theoretical calculations.

w/o 3NFs. The red (blue) bands are the calculations

with (without) Tucson-Melbourne 99 3NF based on the

modern NN potentials, i.e. CD Bonn, AV18, Nijmegen

I and II. The solid lines are the calculations based on

the AV18 potential with including the Urbana IX 3NF.

The 3NFs considered here are 2π–exchange types. For

most of the observables shown in the figure, large dif-

ferences are found at the backward angles between the

data and the calculations based on NN forces only.

These discrepancies become larger with an increasing

incident energy. For the cross section, the 3NFs remove

the discrepancies at lower energies. At higher energies,

however, the differences still remain even including the

3NF potentials at the angles θc.m. ≳ 120◦, which ex-

tent to the very backward angles θc.m. ∼ 180◦ at 250

MeV/nucleon. For the vector analyzing power iT11, the

description of the experimental data by the theoretical

calculations is similar to that of the cross section. How-

ever, for the tensor analyzing power T22 a different pat-

tern is observed as the calculations including the 3NFs

do not explain the data at the lower two energies.

A direct comparison between the data and the Fad-

deev calculations in elastic Nd scattering led to the

following conclusions so far: (1) the 3NF is definitely

needed in elastic dp scattering; (2) the 3NF effects are

clearly seen at the angles where the cross section takes

its minimum, and their effects become larger with an

increasing incident energy; (3) spin dependent parts of

the current 3NF models are deficient; (4) the short-

range components of the 3NF are probably required for

high-momentum transfer region (at the very backward
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Fig. 8 Experimental data (solid circles) and the calcula-
tions from the solutions of exact AGS equations of the differ-
ential cross section dσ/dΩ at 65 MeV for p-3He elastic scat-
tering [161]. Calculations based on the NN potentials are
shown with magenta dash-dotted (AV18), black solid (CD
Bonn), red dot-dot-dashed (INOY04), green solid (SMS400),
and green dashed (SMS500) lines. Black dashed lines are cal-
culations based on the CD Bonn+potential.

angles). These results of comparison between the data

and the calculations based on the above phenomeno-

logical nuclear potentials have been pushing into more

detailed study of three-nucleon scattering based on the

χEFT nuclear potential as described in Sec. 2.2.

It is important to keep in mind that the Nd system

is dominated by the isospin T = 1/2 states. Thus, one

needs other probes to constrain the properties of the

3NFs with total isospin T = 3/2, whose importance
is strongly suggested in the description of asymmet-

ric nuclear matter, e.g. neutron-rich nuclei and pure

neutron matter. Such aspects could be studied in four-

nucleon systems like proton-3He. In recent years, re-

markable theoretical progress in solving the 4N scat-

tering problem using realistic Hamiltonians has been

reported [162, 163, 164] even above the 4N breakup

threshold [165, 166], opening new possibilities for nu-

clear force study in the 4N system at intermediate en-

ergies. In Fig. 8 the recent results of p-3He scattering

at intermediate energy are presented [161]. The cross

section data at 65 MeV/nucleon are compared with

the calculations from the solutions of the exact AGS

equations as given in Refs. [165, 166] using a variety

of NN potentials: the AV18, the CD Bonn, and the

INOY04 [167], and the chiral N4LONN potentials with

the cutoff parameters Λ = 400 MeV/c (SMS400) and

Λ = 500MeV/c (SMS500) [168]. The calculations based

on the CD Bonn+∆ model [169], which allows an ex-

citation of a nucleon to an isobar, thereby providing
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effective 3NFs and 4NFs, are also presented. Large con-

tributions of the effective 3N and 4N forces have been

found to be largely canceled by the dispersive isobar

effect, leading to rather small total contributions from

the ∆-isobar. The results are in contrast to those in

dp scattering, where the cancellation is less pronounced

[170]. The obtained results indicate that p-3He elastic

scattering at intermediate energies is an excellent tool

to explore nuclear interactions including 3NFs, which

cannot be accessed in 3N scattering. It would be in-

teresting to see how the predictions with such 3NFs

explain the data for the p-3He elastic scattering, which

will enable us to perform detailed discussions of the ef-

fects of 3NFs including the T = 3/2 isospin channels.

3 Three-body forces in atoms

Cold atoms are systems of dilute atomic gases cooled

down to nano-Kelvin temperatures. While the interac-

tions among atoms are dominated by two-body forces

and their intrinsic three-body forces are negligible, one

can engineer and realize cold atoms with an effective

three-body force as strong as or even stronger than the

two-body force, capitalizing on the high controllability

of cold-atom experiments [171, 172]. In this section, we

overview recent experimental and theoretical attempts

to observe, control, and utilize three-body forces in cold

atoms.

3.1 Experimental observations of three-body forces for

cold atoms in an optical lattice

A system of cold atoms such as a Bose-Einstein con-

densate (BEC) or a Fermi-degenerate gas loaded into

an optical lattice is known to be an ideal experimen-

tal platform for the quantum simulation of strongly-

correlated quantum many-body systems [173], such as

the Hubbard model, owing to the high controllability of

its parameters like hopping energy and on-site interac-

tion, and so on. When cold atoms are trapped in a suf-

ficiently deep optical lattice potential, the hopping be-

tween neighboring lattice sites is negligible. This gives

us a novel possibility to simultaneously realize various

well-defined few-body systems with definite atom num-

bers. Under these conditions, the trapping potential for

the atoms in each lattice site is well approximated by a

harmonic potential. Therefore, a system of cold atoms

in an optical lattice is also a useful platform for study-

ing few-body physics in a trap.

Various spectroscopic techniques have been devel-

oped in cold atoms, which are quite useful to probe the

energy of these few-body systems. The first occupancy-

resolved high-resolution spectroscopy was reported for

a radio-frequency spectroscopy of the ground hyper-

fine states of rubidium atoms [174]. The observed al-

most equi-distance between the neighboring resonance

frequencies is explained by the pairwise interactions

alone. However, slight deviation of the equi-distance be-

tween the neighboring resonance frequencies was also

observed, indicating that the simple pairwise interac-

tion is insufficient. The qualitative explanation in the

microscopic description of the system was given as the

broadening of the Wannier function due to the two-

body interaction. Similar observations of the slight de-

viation from the prediction based on the pairwise inter-

action were reported in the experiments using various

methods like matter-wave collapse and revival measure-

ment [175], resonant lattice modulation [176], and laser

spectroscopy [177, 178]. This deviation is successfully

explained by introducing an effective three-body force

between the trapped atoms within perturbative treat-

ments [179, 180]. Interestingly, the microscopic origin

of the effective three-body force, where one of the three

atoms in the lowest vibrational state is excited to the

higher vibrational state due to the inter-atomic interac-

tion with the second atom and then is returned to the

lowest state via the inter-atomic interaction with the

third atom, has close analogy with the Fujita-Miyazawa

type nuclear three-body force discussed in Sec. 1 [2]

(compare Fig. 1 with Fig. 9 in the next subsection).

Here, we stress that the three-body forces in the nu-

clear and trapped-atom systems share the same grounds

in that they are the effective forces which are consid-

ered in low-energy effective descriptions of the systems.

The cold-atom system can be a useful testbed to explore

the three-body forces, firstly because of its high control-

lability, and secondly because the intrinsic three-body

force between atoms is so small that we can directly

investigate the physical mechanism for the emergence

of the effective three-body forces.

Following this line of research direction, an

occupancy-resolved high-resolution laser spectroscopy

has been performed in recent experiments to investigate

a new regime of three-body force [181]. In particular,

by working with the ultra-narrow optical transition be-

tween the ground 1S0 and metastable 3P2 states of yt-

terbium (Yb) atoms [182], one can utilize both the high

resolution in the determination of the binding energy

of the few-body atomic system and the high control-

lability of the two-body interaction through an inter-

orbital anisotropy-induced Feshbach resonance [183].

This enables us to study a new regime of three-body

force beyond the perturbative treatment in the weakly-

interacting regime. While the data at small scattering
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lengths far from the Feshbach resonance are well ex-

plained by perturbative calculations, as in the previ-

ous works, the results obtained around the Feshbach

resonance show significantly different behaviors from

the equi-distance between the neighboring resonance

frequencies, indicating a strongly-interacting regime of

three-body forces, owing to the resonant control of the

two-body interaction [181]. These results obtained by a

cold-atom quantum simulator with tunable interactions

can be a useful benchmark for developing the theory of

the three-body forces beyond the perturbative regime,

and will give insights into the nuclear three-body forces

where the non-pertubative treatments are generally dif-

ficult.

3.2 Three-body forces in low dimensions

As demonstrated experimentally, three-body forces nat-

urally appear in physics of cold atoms when they are

confined into low dimensions in spite of their interaction

being purely pairwise in free space. While three-body

forces are discussed in the previous subsection for quasi-

zero-dimensional systems created by three-dimensional

optical lattices, they are also possible under two- or

one-dimensional optical lattices where atoms have free-

dom to move in one or two directions. Here we provide

some theoretical accounts of three-body forces in such

low dimensions and their physical consequences. We set

ℏ = kB = 1 in this and next subsections.

As an illustrative example, let us consider weakly-

interacting bosons subjected to a two-dimensional opti-

cal lattice that confines them into quasi-one-dimension.

Such a system is described by

Ĥ3D =

∫
d3r

[
Φ̂†(r)

{
−∇2

2m
+

mω2
⊥(y

2 + z2)

2

}
Φ̂(r)

+
g3D
2

Φ̂†(r)Φ̂†(r)Φ̂(r)Φ̂(r)

]
, (14)

where Φ̂(r) is the annihilation operator of bosons and

the two-body coupling is related to the scattering length

via g3D = 4πa3D/m. Due to the transverse confinement,

the motion of bosons in y and z directions is quan-

tized by the excitation energy of ω⊥. Therefore, as far

as low-energy physics relative to ω⊥ is concerned, the

transverse motion cannot be excited so that the motion

of bosons is restricted to the x direction only. Accord-

ingly, such low-energy physics of the system should be

described by an effective one-dimensional Hamiltonian

Fig. 9 Three-body scattering process inducing an effective
three-body coupling in low dimensions. Solid and dashed lines
represent bosons in transverse ground and excited states, re-
spectively.

in the form of

Ĥ1D =

∫
dx

[
−ϕ̂†(x)

∂2
x

2m
ϕ̂(x) +

g2
2
ϕ̂†(x)ϕ̂†(x)ϕ̂(x)ϕ̂(x)

+
g3
6
ϕ̂†(x)ϕ̂†(x)ϕ̂†(x)ϕ̂(x)ϕ̂(x)ϕ̂(x) + · · ·

]
. (15)

Here ϕ̂(x) is the annihilation operator of bosons in the

transverse ground state and is related to Φ̂(r) via its

expansion of

Φ̂(r) =
∑
ℓ∈Z

∑
n≥0

ϕ̂ℓn(x)φℓn(y, z), (16)

where ϕ̂(x) = ϕ̂00(x) and φℓn(y, z) is the normalized

eigenfunction of a two-dimensional harmonic potential

with energy Eℓn = (1 + |ℓ|+ 2n)ω⊥.

Because the original three-dimensional Hamiltonian

in Eq. (14) has a two-body coupling, the resulting

Eq. (15) also has a two-body coupling provided by

g2 = g3D

∫
dydz [φ00(y, z)]

4 =
2a3D
ml2⊥

(17)

to the lowest order in a3D with l⊥ = 1/
√
mω⊥. Fur-

thermore, Eq. (15) has effective three-body and higher-

body couplings induced by virtual excitation of bosons

to transverse excited states [184, 185, 186]. In particu-

lar, the three-body coupling to the lowest order in a3D is

induced by the three-body scattering process depicted

in Fig. 9 and provided by

g3 = 6

∞∑
n=1

[g3D
∫
dydz {φ00(y, z)}3φ0n(y, z)]

2

E00 − E0n

= −12 ln

(
4

3

)
a23D
ml2⊥

, (18)

where φ0n(y, z) = e−(ρ/l⊥)2/2Ln[(ρ/l⊥)
2]/(

√
π l⊥) with

ρ =
√
y2 + z2 is employed. We note that g3 presented in

Refs. [185, 186] was four times larger than Eq. (18) but

was later corrected in Refs. [187, 188]. Dots in Eq. (15)
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include higher-body couplings as well as couplings in-

volving derivatives such as effective-range corrections.

The two-body coupling in Eq. (17) is linear in a3D
and can be repulsive or attractive depending on the

positive or negative sign of a3D. On the other hand,

the three-body coupling in Eq. (18) appears at the

quadratic order in perturbation, so that it is always at-

tractive. Because the former dominates over the latter

for weakly-interacting bosons, it is generally expected

that physics is essentially determined by the two-body

coupling and the three-body coupling only provides

quantitative corrections that may be negligible without

spoiling essential physics. However, this is not the case

in one dimension because the two-body and three-body

couplings have distinct characters: while the two-body

coupling preserves the integrability, it is broken by the

three-body coupling [184, 185, 186]. Therefore, even if

the three-body coupling is quantitatively small, it is the

leading perturbation to break the integrability and may

have some qualitatively significant consequences in one

dimension.

In particular, because two-body scatterings in one

dimension do not change the momentum distribution,

it is three-body scatterings that cause thermalization

of a quasi-one-dimensional Bose gas. The thermaliza-

tion rate due to the effective three-body coupling was

estimated in Refs. [186, 188] and was found to be con-

sistent with the time needed for evaporative cooling of a
87Rb gas [189, 190]. Similarly, the thermal conductivity

of a weakly-interacting Bose gas in quasi-one-dimension

was shown to be dominated by the three-body coupling

rather than the two-body coupling [191]. Its expression

was obtained as

κ =
N

m3g23
κ̃

(
mT

N 2

)
, (19)

where T is the temperature, N is the number density,

and κ̃(∗) is a dimensionless function determined numer-

ically in Ref. [191] (see Fig. 6 therein).

The three-body coupling also has significant conse-

quences on few-body physics in one dimension. When

the two-body coupling is attractive,N bosons in the ab-

sence of three-body coupling are known to form a single

bound state [192], whose binding energy is provided by

E
(MG)
N = −N(N2 − 1)

24
mg22 . (20)

Such an N -body cluster has no interaction (reflection

probability) with an extra boson, being another mani-

festation of the integrability [193, 194]. Therefore, their

interaction in quasi-one-dimension is dominated by the

effective three-body coupling as the leading perturba-

tion to break the integrability. The scattering length

between one boson and the (N−1)-body cluster now in

the presence of three-body coupling was computed in

Ref. [195] and was found to be repulsive for 4 ≤ N ≤ 38

but interestingly turn attractive for N = 3 (see also

Refs. [196, 197]) and N ≥ 39. Because infinitesimal

pairwise attraction immediately leads to a bound state

in one dimension, the latter case exibits new N -body

cluster formation induced by none other than the three-

body coupling. Its binding energy measured from the

dissociation threshold was predicted as

∆E∗
N = −

Nβ2
1,N−1

8(N − 1)
m3g22g

2
3 , (21)

where β1,N−1 is an N -dependent number associated

with the boson-cluster scattering length [195] (see Fig. 2

and Table I therein).

3.3 Artificial control of three-body forces

Three-body forces not only naturally appear in low di-

mensions, but they can also be controlled artificially

with cold atoms. Accordingly, it is even possible to

make three-body forces dominate over two-body forces.

While several such schemes have been proposed theoret-

ically [198, 199, 200, 201], we here introduce the simple

and versatile one proposed in Ref. [200], which employs

two hyperfine spin components of bosons in an opti-

cal lattice. When the two components are coupled by

a nearly resonant field, the system in the tight-binding

approximation is described by

Ĥ = −t
∑

σ=↑,↓

∑
⟨i,j⟩

b̂†σib̂σj +
∑
i

Ĥi (22)

with

Ĥi = −Ω

2
(b̂†↑ib̂↓i + b̂†↓ib̂↑i)−

∆

2
(b̂†↑ib̂↑i − b̂†↓ib̂↓i)

+
∑
σ,σ′

uσσ′

2
b̂†σib̂

†
σ′ib̂σ′ib̂σi. (23)

Here t is the inter-site tunneling amplitude, Ω is the

Rabi frequency, ∆ is the detuning, and uσσ′ are the on-

site interaction energies. Due to the Rabi coupling, the

eigenstates of the spin part of Hamiltonian (first line)

in Eq. (23) are not ↑ and ↓ bosons but their superposi-

tions and their energies are separated by the spin gap of√
Ω2 +∆2. Therefore, as far as low-energy physics rel-

ative to the spin gap is concerned, the higher-energy

state cannot be excited so that bosons only occupy

the lower-energy state. Accordingly, such low-energy
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physics of the system should be described by an ef-

fective single-component Hamiltonian in the form of

Ĥeff = −t
∑
⟨i,j⟩

b̂†i b̂j +
∑
i

∞∑
n=1

Un

n!
b̂†ni b̂ni , (24)

where Un is an effective n-body interaction energy in-

duced by virtual excitation of bosons to the higher-

energy state.

When one site is occupied by N bosons, their on-

site energy resulting from the second term of Eq. (24)

reads

N∑
n=1

N !

n!(N − n)!
Un. (25)

In order for the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (24) to be

the correct low-energy description of the original Hamil-

tonian in Eq. (22), Eq. (25) should match the lowest on-

site energy of N bosons resulting from Eq. (23), whose

matrix elements are provided by

⟨n|Ĥi|n′⟩ =



N−2n
2 ∆+ n(n−1)

2 u↑↑ +
(N−n)(N−n−1)

2 u↓↓

+ n(N − n)u↑↓ (n′ = n)

−
√

n(N−n+1)

2 Ω (n′ = n− 1)

−
√

(n+1)(N−n)

2 Ω (n′ = n+ 1)

0 (otherwise)

(26)

with |n⟩ = [1/
√

n!(N − n)! ] b̂†n↑i b̂
†N−n
↓i |vac⟩ and n =

0, 1, . . . , N . Equating its lowest eigenvalue with Eq. (25)

determines UN for N = 1, 2, . . . non-perturbatively as

a function of Ω, ∆, and uσσ′ . Because these parame-

ters are tunable in cold-atom experiments, independent

control of UN is possible at least for several lowest N .

As a concrete application, Ref. [200] considered 39K

atoms subjected to a magnetic field≈ 58 G in an optical

lattice, where the on-site interaction energies in the har-

monic approximation were estimated as u↑↑ ≈ 2π×0.55

kHz, u↓↓ ≈ 2π×3.05 kHz, and u↑↓ ≈ −2π×0.91 kHz for

hyperfine spin components of F = 1, mF = −1 (σ = ↑)
and F = 1, mF = 0 (σ = ↓) [202, 203]. The result-

ing U2 and U3 as functions of Ω and ∆ are presented

in Fig. 10, where U3 is found to be tunable in both

magnitude and sign along the curve corresponding to

U2 = 0. In particular, U2 and U3 simultaneously vanish

at (Ω,∆) ≈ 2π×(1.70, 1.38) kHz so that U4 ≈ 2π×0.18

kHz becomes the leading interaction energy [200]. Ac-

cordingly, it is possible to realize exotic systems without

two-body coupling but with a tunable three-body cou-

pling, and even more exotic systems without two-body
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Fig. 10 Contour plots of U2/2π [kHz] (blue solid curves)
and U3/2π [kHz] (red dashed curves) in the Ω-∆ plane. The
black dot marks a point for U2 = U3 = 0.

nor three-body couplings but with a four-body coupling

in any dimensions.

Such exotic systems are expected to exhibit unique

physics. Let us first consider identical bosons in two

dimensions without two-body but with a three-body

coupling. When the three-body attraction is tuned to a

resonance where a three-body bound state just appears,

four such bosons were shown to form an infinite tower

of bound states with the universal scaling law of

En ∝ e−2(πn)2/27 (n ≫ 1) (27)

in the binding energy of n-th excited state [204]. This

newly discovered few-body phenomenon is a unique

consequence of the three-body coupling, which was

termed the semisuper Efimov effect by analogy with
the Efimov effect [205, 206] and the super Efimov ef-

fect [207, 208]. This trio of effects constitutes universal

classes of quantum halos whose spatial extensions can

be arbitrarily large compared to the range of interac-

tion potentials (see Sec. 4 for more details on the Efimov

effect).

Turning to one dimension again, we note that a

three-body coupling therein is special not only be-

cause it breaks the integrability but also because it

is marginally relevant in the sense of the renormaliza-

tion group if it is attractive [209, 210]. Because the

latter character is analogous to that of a two-body

coupling in two dimension, similar physics is expected

to emerge. In particular, Ref. [209] showed that one-

dimensional bosons without two-body but with weak

three-body attraction form a many-body cluster stabi-

lized by the quantum mechanical effect, resembling that

of two-dimensional bosons [211, 212]. Its ground-state

energy normalized by that of three bosons is universal,

as long as the system remains dilute, and was predicted
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Table 1 Ground-state energies of universal N -boson clus-
ters for N ≫ 1 with few-body attraction (columns) in various
dimensions (rows). The (semisuper) Efimov effect indicates
the universality not in the ground state but only in higher
excited states. The other systems marked by dashes are con-
sidered to be non-universal.

Dim.\Att. Two-body Three-body Four-body

1D N3 [192] e8N
2/

√
3π [209] Efimov [215]

2D e2.15N [211] semisuper [204] —
3D Efimov [205] — —

to grow exponentially as

EN

E3
→ exp

(
8N2

√
3π

)
(28)

with increasing number of bosons N ≫ 1 [209].

Furthermore, a four-body coupling in one dimension

is analogous to a two-body coupling in three dimensions

in the sense that both of them are irrelevant but have a

fixed point at finite attraction corresponding to a reso-

nance where a bound state just appears [213, 214]. As

discussed in Sec. 4, three-dimensional bosons at a two-

body resonance are known to exhibit the Efimov ef-

fect [205, 206]. Similarly, one-dimensional bosons with-

out two-body and three-body couplings but at a four-

body resonance were shown to exhibit the Efimov effect,

where five such bosons form an infinite tower of bound

states with the universal scaling law of

En ∝ (12.4)−2n (n ≫ 1) (29)

in the binding energy of n-th excited state [215]. The

resulting Efimov effect in one dimension is a unique

consequence of the four-body coupling since the Efimov

effect induced by the two-body coupling is possible only

in three dimensions [216].

Our perspective developed so far on the fates of

bosons with two-body, three-body, or four-body attrac-

tion in various dimensions is summarized in Table 1,

which may be useful to develop further insight into

the universality in quantum few-body and many-body

physics.

4 Efimov physics in nuclei and atoms

4.1 Overview of the Efimov effect

Among the quantum clusters of few particles, a cer-

tain class is remarkable: those which are very close to

dissociation into smaller clusters or even all the con-

stituent particles. In quantum systems with short-range

interactions, there is indeed a minimum strength of

the particles’ attraction that is required for the par-

ticles to remain bound to each other. These clusters

are thus realised when the attraction strength is just

above such critical point, and are therefore relatively

weakly bound. What is remarkable about these loosely

bound clusters is that they can be very large, much

larger than the range of the interactions, thanks to the

ability of quantum systems to explore classically forbid-

den regions. One often speaks of “quantum halos” [217]

when referring to these states, to emphasise their large

extent and diluteness. Since a dominant part of their

wave function is delocalised outside the region of inter-

action, it depends upon the interactions only through

a few effective parameters. As a result, these states are

said to be universal in the sense that only these few

parameters are enough to characterise the wave func-

tion to good level of approximation, as well as many

other properties such as their energy. In other words,

different systems with very different interactions can

nonetheless lead to the same universal states if their

effective interaction parameters are the same.

Among these universal quantum halo states, a more

specific class is particularly remarkable and has been a

centre of attention of physicists for many years: the so-

called “Efimov states”, discovered by V. Efimov in the

1970s [218]. These three-body clusters occur for inter-

particle interactions that are close to the dissociation

point of two particles. This means that they can exist

either when their two-body subsystems themselves form

loosely bound two-body halos (1/a > 0 side of Fig. 11),

or even when any of their two-body subsystems is un-

bound (1/a < 0 side of Fig. 11). In the latter case, these

three-body clusters are said to be “Borromean”, a fairly

common property of quantum halos. But the unique

feature of Efimov states is that they are bound by an

effective long-range three-body force called the “Efimov

attraction” arising from the short-range two-body forces

between the particles. As a result of this long-range at-

traction, an infinite number of three-body bound states

exist before any pair of particles can bind. Moreover,

the Efimov attraction is scale invariant, since it decays

as 1/R2, whereR is the size of the three-particle system.

As a result, the infinity of three-body bound states near

the two-body dissociation point is invariant by scaling

transformations with scaling factors that are multiples

of a certain number λ0. This property is called “discrete

scale invariance” and is depicted in Fig. 11. The figure

shows in particular that the energy En of the nth ex-

cited state at the two-body dissociation point is related

to that of the next one by En = λ2
0En+1, which gives

the scaling law for the excited states:

En ∝ λ−2n
0 (n ≫ 1). (30)
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Fig. 11 Efimov plot: schematic plot of three-particle energy
E as a function of the inverse of the scattering length a be-
tween particles, which is measure of the particles’ attraction
strength indicated by the wide purple arrow. The energy E
is rescaled into a wave number k = sign(E)

√
m|E|/ℏ (where

m is the mass of the particles and ℏ the reduced Planck con-
stant) so that both coordinates are homogeneous to an in-
verse length, and can be expressed in units of the inverse of
the range b of the particles’ interactions. As the attraction
strength is increased, the cluster of two particles (black line)
appears from the point 1/a = 0 indicated by the black arrow.
Conversely, this point can also be regarded as the two-body
dissociation point when the attraction strength is decreased.
There is an infinite number of three-particle clusters appear-
ing before that point. Their energies form a discrete-scale
invariant pattern, whereby any point on these energy curves
can be mapped to another point by scaling the coordinates
(k, 1/a) by a factor λ0, as indicated by the red arrows.

Since each three-body bound state is related to the next

one by a fixed scaling transformation, it is enough to

specify the energy of one particular three-body bound

state to determine the energies of all other bound states.

This single energy scale fixing the whole spectrum is

referred to as the “three-body parameter” and is con-

ventionally defined to be the limit of Enλ
2n
0 for large

n.

The occurrence of discrete-scale invariance in sys-

tems of particles with short-range interactions is called

the “Efimov effect”. There are certain conditions for the

Efimov effect to occur. First of all, the quantum statis-

tics and spin of the particles play an important role,

because the Pauli exclusion directly competes with the

Efimov attraction [206, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223]. While

identical bosons are always subject to the Efimov effect

whenever they are close to their two-body dissociation

point, identical fermions with spin 1/2 or less (polarised

fermions) cannot exhibit the Efimov effect due to the

Pauli exclusion. Generally, for the Efimov effect to oc-

cur, at least two pairs of particles must be able to in-

teract in the s-wave, close to their dissociation point.

This means that their corresponding s-wave scattering

lengths must be, in absolute value, much larger (typi-

cally 10 times [224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229]) than the

range of their interactions. This is a rather stringent re-

quirement, since most systems have scattering lengths

of the order of the interaction range, and therefore do

not exhibit the Efimov effect.

In systems where the Efimov effect occurs, the value

of the scaling factor λ0 depends on the quantum statis-

tics and masses of the particles. For identical bosons,

its value is λ0 ≈ 22.7, which makes successive states

very different in size and energy. For systems of par-

ticles with mass imbalance, the scaling factor can dif-

fer significantly and even approach 1 in the case of a

very light particle interacting with two heavy parti-

cles [206, 216, 230]. In this case, the energy spectrum

is denser than that of identical bosons and more easily

observable [231, 232, 233].

The term “Efimov physics” [230] has been coined

to loosely designate the study of any physical situa-

tion where the Efimov effect plays a role, or an Efimov-

like effect occurs. For instance, the energy spectrum

of a larger number of particles, such as four bosons,

may also exhibit a discrete-scale invariant pattern with

the same scale factor λ0 as in the three-particle spec-

trum, due to the influence of the 3-body Efimov ef-

fect [234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243].

Generalisations of the Efimov effect for systems in

mixed dimensions also exhibit discrete-scale invari-

ance [213, 214, 244, 245, 246]. Other systems, such

as particles close to dissociation in the p-wave, ei-

ther in 3D [247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 254] or

2D [207, 255, 256, 257, 258, 208], are not scale invariant

but exhibit an effective long-range attraction similar to

the Efimov attraction.

4.2 Geometry of Efimov states

Although the main feature of the Efimov states is the

discrete scaling invariance around the two-body disso-

ciation point, they are also characterised by universal

geometric properties. For instance, at the two-body dis-

sociation point, the three-body bound states close to

zero energy (a.k.a Efimov trimers) have the same prob-

abilistic distribution of triangular configurations, up to

a global scaling by the universal factor λ0. This distri-

bution favours elongated configurations where one par-

ticle remains away from the other two. Quite counter-

intuitively, these typical configurations get more and

more elongated as the attraction between particles gets
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stronger, until the three-body bound state dissociates

into a two-body bound state and a free particle, as

shown by the merging of the blue curves with the black

curve in Fig. 11. On the opposite side (Borromean re-

gion), where the attraction between particles is weaker,

the configurations become more equilateral. Interest-

ingly, near the three-body dissociation, they conform

to another universal pattern known as “halo universal-

ity” [259, 217, 260]. Halo universality is a generic fea-

ture of few-body systems close to their full dissociation

threshold and is independent of the Efimov effect itself.

Unlike Efimov universality, which is characterised by

a scaling factor between consecutive states (and thus

difficult to demonstrate), halo universality is charac-

terised by a universal geometry: all distances in the

three-body system diverge when the binding energy ap-

proaches zero, thereby turning the system into a halo,

but their ratios have well defined values. Remarkably,

this universal halo geometry generally applies to states

close to their three-body dissociation point, including

the ground state, in sharp contrast with the Efimov

universality which is accurate only for excited states.

In the case of three identical bosons, the univer-

sal halo geometry close to the three-body threshold is

characterised by an equiprobability of all the triangular

configurations of the three bosons. In the case of two

identical particles and another particle, the universal

halo geometry depends on the scattering length a ≫ b

between the two identical particles and the binding en-

ergy κ =
√

m|E|/ℏ ≪ b of the system: when κa ≪ 1,

it is the same universal halo geometry as that of three

bosons, but when κa ≫ 1 it goes to a different geome-

try. These universal geometric properties can be derived

analytically as a function of κa [261, 260].

4.3 Efimov states in nuclear physics

The major requirement for the conventional Efimov ef-

fect to occur is having pairs of particles with scattering

lengths much larger than the range of their interactions.

It turns out that the scattering lengths for nucleons are

relatively large, with both the triplet scattering length

at ≈ 5 fm and the singlet scattering length as ≈ −20 fm

being larger than the range of nuclear forces, which is

of the order of 1 fm. However, the Coulomb repulsion

between protons, which is a long-range force and intro-

duces an additional scale, can easily spoil the Efimov

effect; for example, the Hoyle state [262, 205], the ex-

cited state of 12C nuclei, argued to be analogous to the

Efimov state of three α particles, is significantly affected

by the Coulomb interaction and cannot be described by

the universal Efimov theory [263, 264, 265]. Therefore,

the Efimov states investigated so far in nuclear physics

mostly involve two neutrons interacting with a nucleus.

Triton. The simplest example is the triton, the system

composed of two neutrons and one proton [205, 230].

This system fits qualitatively into the Efimov plot of

Fig. 11, but for a positive scattering length a = at that

is not so large compared to the interaction range b, thus

on the right-hand side of Fig. 11 where only one three-

body bound state exists. Indeed, there is no excited

bound state of the triton. It is thus impossible to check

the discrete-scale invariance, which is a hallmark of the

Efimov effect. Yet, the universal features of the Efimov

effect can readily explain some theoretical properties

of the triton, such as the Phillips line [266, 267, 268],

which is a correlation between the triton energy and

the neutron-deuteron spin-doublet scattering length.

Halo nuclei. Systems of two neutrons interacting with

a nucleus are more promising candidates for Efimov

states. Although a single neutron tends to be absorbed

by a nucleus due to the strong force, the situation

changes when the number of neutrons becomes large

and approaches the neutron dripline where neutrons is

no longer tighty bound around the nucleus. Around this

dripline, it may happen for certain nuclides that they

could almost but not quite bind an extra neutron. If

one regards the nucleus and the neutron as two distinct

particles, this situation corresponds to the two-body

dissociation point discussed earlier, around which the

Efimov effect can occur. It is thus expected that, in the

presence of two neutrons, such a nucleus could form a

three-body Efimov state, where the two neutrons would

remain at large distance forming a halo around the nu-

cleus. Indeed, nuclei with two-neutron halo structures

have been studied both experimentally and theoreti-

cally since the 1980s, such as 6He, 11Li, 12Be, 17B, 19B,
20C, 22C, 62Ca, and 72Ca [269, 270, 271, 272, 273, 274,

230, 275, 276, 277, 278, 279, 280, 281]. Compared to the

triton, these systems stand as better candidates for Efi-

mov states [272, 273, 276] because some of them would

correspond to the Borromean regime (left-hand side of

Fig. 11) where the universal description in terms of Efi-

mov state is more effective. It is indeed widely believed

that these two-neutron halo nuclei are examples of Efi-

mov states. Three-body models of some nuclei seem to

reproduce observations and confirm this view.

However, the Efimov scenario as shown in Fig. 11 is

difficult to evidence in two-neutron halo nuclei because

of several factors. First, the s-wave scattering length

between the core nucleus and a neutron may not be

large enough. Typical values for the neutron-rich nuclei

are 5-10 fm. This limits the number of Efimov states
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as
1

π
ln

(
|a|
b

)
≲ 1, which precludes the possibility of ob-

serving two adjacent trimers and testing the discrete

scale invariance. As the synthesis of the neutron-rich

nuclei is currently limited to light nuclei, the good can-

didates to see the excited Efimov state with current

experimental techniques are likely be 19B and 22C. In

particular, a large s-wave scattering length is reported

in 17B-n as ≳ 100 fm [282, 283, 284], which may cur-

rently be the best candidate to see the elusive excited

Efimov state in neutron-rich nuclei [285]. Second, the

size of the trimer is not large enough and the core may

not be regarded as a featureless inert point particle.

Rather, the size and internal structure of the core nu-

cleus may play a significant role. In such cases, the col-

lective excitations of the core may couple with the halo

neutrons. The halo neutrons may also have significant

correlations with the neutrons inside the core nucleus,

in which case the two neutrons are better described as

forming a BCS-like pair induced by the Fermi sea of the

nuclei, rather than the three-body Efimov picture. Even

when the three-body picture is valid, contributions from

higher partial waves may play a significant role, as in
6He, 11Li [286, 287]. Finally, the effective range (i.e. fi-

nite radius of the nucleus) may not be negligible, so

that finite-range corrections to the zero-range univer-

sal Efimov theory must be taken into account. Further

experimental observations and comparison with three-

body models are thus necessary to confirm whether two-

neutron halo nuclei do indeed conform to the geometry

of Efimov states.

Interestingly, the geometry of Efimov states near

three-body dissociation tends to the universal halo ge-

ometry mentioned in Sec. 4.2. Thus, if two-neutron halo

nuclei are indeed Borromean Efimov states, they should

approach this halo universality. However, the neutron-

neutron scattering length is somewhat too small with

respect to b to fully reach the universal halo regime, so

that they only constitute approximations of such ha-

los. Among the known two-neutron halo nuclei, 19B

and 22C are good candidates to exhibit the halo uni-

versality [260]. This could be experimentally confirmed

by improving the measurements of their various mean

square radii and binding energies.

Excited nuclei. Recently, stable nuclei excited around

their neutron breakup thresholds have been proposed

as novel nuclear candidates exhibiting an enormous s-

wave scattering length and the Efimov states [288].

While the stable nuclei well inside the valley of sta-

bility of the nuclear chart do not show any halo struc-

ture in their ground states, they may form an s-wave

halo of a core nucleus and a neutron if they are excited

in the vicinity of the one-neutron separation thresh-

old, around which the neutron may be barely bound

by the core nucleus. From the thermal neutron cap-

ture cross section data [289], it has been argued that
88Zr and 157Gd should have very large s-wave halo,

and hence large s-wave scattering lengths |a| ≳ 104 fm,

which is 1-2 orders of magnitude larger than those in

the neutron-rich nuclei. It is predicted that there are at

least one and possibly two Efimov trimers made of the

core plus two neutrons in 90Zr and 159Gd, which appear

as sub-threshold excited state around the two-neutron

separation threshold. It has also been conjectured that

the s-wave halo and the Efimov states may universally

appear in the stripe regions of the nuclear chart when

the new excitation energy axis is added above the nu-

clear chart, presenting a global picture to encompass

the Efimov physics in the neutron-rich nuclei and the

Efimov physics in the excited nuclei around the neu-

tron separation threshold. This new perspective needs

to be confirmed by further theoretical and experimental

studies.

4.4 Efimov states in atomic physics

4.4.1 Helium-4

Atomic physics has been more favourable for the

demonstration of the Efimov effect. Soon after its pre-

diction, it was realised that helium-4 atoms are good

candidates for the observation of Efimov states, since

they are bosonic and their s-wave scattering length hap-

pens to be about 20 times larger than their interaction

range. This allows the existence of two trimer states,

a ground state and an excited state [290]. There was a

long experimental effort to observe these states, which

involved diffracting beams of helium clusters through

a grating, selecting the deflecting beam corresponding

to trimers and analysing their geometry. Although the

ground state was observed from the 1990s [291, 292], it

does not fully conform to the Efimov zero-range theory.

Observation of the excited state was finally reported

in 2015 [293], thanks to the Coulomb explosion imag-

ing technique. It revealed that its geometry excellently

conform to the Efimov theory, although the universal

scaling ratio λ0 could not be directly confirmed.

4.4.2 Cold atoms

Although helium-4 was for a long time the only can-

didate for the observation of Efimov states, it turned

out that the atomic species used in cold-atom ex-

periments are even better for this purpose. Although

their natural scattering lengths are usually not large

enough to expect the existence of Efimov states in these
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atomic systems, it is possible to alter the scattering

length at will by applying a magnetic field onto these

atoms, thanks to the so-called magnetic Feshbach reso-

nances [294, 183]. This allows to experimentally probe

the Efimov plot of Fig. 11, not only at a single scat-

tering length value as in the case of helium-4 or halo

nuclei, but over a whole range of scattering lengths.

Observing Efimov states via three-body loss. The sim-

plest way to reveal the presence of Efimov states in

this range is to monitor the losses occurring among

atoms through three-body collisions and recombina-

tions into deeply bound dimers [295, 296]. Indeed,

nearby the scattering lengths at which an Efimov state

appears at the three-body zero-energy threshold, these

losses are significantly enhanced by the three-body res-

onances above threshold associated to these Efimov

states [297, 298, 299, 300]. Since these scattering lengths

are related to each other by a scaling with the univer-

sal scaling ratio λ0, it makes possible the experimental

determination of this ratio. The discrete scale invari-

ance was thus confirmed in both systems of identical

bosons [301] and systems of heavy bosons interacting

with a lighter boson [232, 231]. The measured scal-

ing ratios were found to be consistent with the uni-

versal predictions, within the experimental uncertain-

ties and corrections due to the finite-range of interac-

tions. To minimize the effects of finite temperatures,

trap size, and other aspects deteriorating Efimov sig-

natures, there is an on-going attempt to observe Efi-

mov states in the microgravity environment aboard the

International Space Station (ISS) [302, 303, 304].

Direct association of Efimov states. In addition to ob-

serving the Efimov states through losses, there has also

been efforts to directly probe the Efimov states [305,

306, 307]. This can be done by shining a radio-frequency

(RF) pulse to a mixture of atoms and Feshbach dimers.

The atoms are initially prepared in a hyperfine state

|0⟩, while the dimers composed of two atoms in the

|1⟩ and |2⟩ hyperfine states. A certain frequency of the

RF pulse can drive the atoms in hyperfine state |0⟩ to
a hyperfine state |3⟩. If that state has a simultaneous

Feshbach resonant interaction with the atoms remain-

ing in states |1⟩ and |2⟩, there are Efimov states com-

posed of atoms in |1⟩, |2⟩, and |3⟩ states just below

this threshold. It is thus possible to form these Efimov

states from the initial mixture by shining a slightly re-

duced RF frequency. By measuring the frequency differ-

ence, one can directly obtain the binding energies of the

trimers. Such a system can be prepared with 6Li atoms,

for which there is a magnetic field region where the

s-wave scattering length between the three hyperfine

states can be simultaneously large. In Refs. [305, 306],

such a direct photo-association of an Efimov trimer has

been performed, and its binding energy has been di-

rectly measured. This RF association can also be per-

formed without the Feshbach dimer; in Ref. [307], the

RF association of an Efimov trimer has been success-

fully performed with 7Li atoms from an initial state

where all atoms are unbound. This method, while not

requiring three resonant hyperfine states nor Feshbach

dimers, relies on a large spatial overlap between the

initial three-atom state and the final Efimov state and

therefore can only be performed around the dissocia-

tion point of the Efimov trimer. More recently, Efimov

trimers have also been created from a low-temperature

Bose-Einstein condensate of atoms by rapidly sweeping

a magnetic field, hence varying the s-wave scattering

length from small positive values to large positive val-

ues for which Efimov trimers exist [308].

Coherent association of Efimov states. While the above

methods can directly create and probe Efimov trimers,

the associated trimers undergo a three-body recombi-

nation and soon get lost from the trap. Recently, the

group of Lev Khaykovich has observed coherent sig-

natures of Efimov trimers in a manner insensitive to

their recombination loss [309, 310]; they initially pre-

pare cold 7Li atoms on the positive a > 0 side of the

Feshbach resonance, and shine a short RF pulse which

is tuned to induce a transition into a superposition of

an Efimov trimer state and a Feshbach dimer + atom

state. The superposition state undergoes a time evolu-

tion with a phase factor which differs by Et−Ed where

Et and Ed are the energies of the Efimov trimer and

Feshbach dimer. After a hold time T , the second short
RF pulse turns the states back into the initial three-

atom states. The final atom number count shows an

oscillation cos[(Et − Ed)T ] from which the binding en-

ergy of the Efimov trimer relative to the dimer energy

can be obtained [309]. The oscillation is coherent and

insensitive to the loss of Efimov states as long as the

hold time T is smaller than the lifetime of the Efimov

states. With this technique, the binding energy of an

Efimov trimer can be measured as a function of the s-

wave scattering length [310]. While this technique has

the advantage of enabling coherent control of the Efi-

mov trimer, currently it can only access the a > 0 region

in the vicinity of the dimer+atom breakup threshold of

the Efimov state, because the width of the RF pulse

must cover both the Efimov state and the dimer+atom

state to create their superposition.

Fermionic Efimov states. While the Efimov states for

bosonic atoms have been successfully observed for var-

ious atomic species, there have been ongoing efforts
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to observe the Efimov states with fermions. For the

fermionic 6Li atoms, the Efimov states have been ob-

served for atoms in three different hyperfine states [311,

312, 306, 307]. Three atoms in different internal states

can be regarded as distinguishable particles, so that

the Pauli exclusion principle does not play any role

and the properties of the Efimov states are essentially

the same as those for bosons. In order to realize Efi-

mov states affected by the Pauli exclusion principle,

one needs to prepare fermionic atoms in the same hy-

perfine state. Since a resonantly large s-wave interac-

tion is necessary, the simplest setup is a system of two

fermionic atoms in the same hyperfine state interacting

with another distinguishable atom via a large s-wave

scattering length. According to the theoretical argu-

ments [206, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223], such a system can

form Efimov trimers if the mass ratio is above the criti-

cal value of 13.6. Notably, the predicted Efimov trimers

of fermions are characterized by a total orbital angular

momentum of ℓ = 1, which is a new feature compared

with the bosonic Efimov states with ℓ = 0. Therefore,

they are expected to manifest different universal prop-

erties than the bosonic ones [313, 314, 315]

To realize such a cold-atom system with a large mass

ratio, we need a fermionic atomic species with a large

enough mass. A mixture of fermionic Yb and Li atoms

has been successfully cooled down to their Fermi degen-

eracy [316]. While the mass ratio is large enough to sup-

port the Efimov states, Yb-Li mixture is found to have

no useful magnetic Feshbach resonances in an easily ac-

cessible range of the experiments [317, 318, 319, 320],

owing to closed-shell electronic structure of Yb atom.

More recently, an ultracold mixture of Er and Li

atoms has been realized [321]. The Er and Li atoms

are cooled down by a sympathetic cooling method uti-

lizing the Yb atoms as a coolant, which is so power-

ful that a new kind of quantum degenerate gases of

dual BECs of highly-magnetic atoms of Er and totally-

nonmagnetic atoms of Yb can also successfully be cre-

ated. The Er-Li system (mass ratio ≈ 28) is deemed

as a major candidate to realize the fermionic Efimov

states. As both Er and Li atoms have open-shell atomic

structures, they may have magnetic Feshbach reso-

nances broad enough to accurately control the scatter-

ing length [322]. Recently, systematic measurements of

Er-Li Feshbach resonances for various isotope mixtures

have been performed in a magnetic field range below

1 kG, and succeeded in observing many Feshbach res-

onances [323, 324]. While the observed Feshbach res-

onances are mostly narrow, possibly induced by the

anisotropic electrostatic interactions or dipolar inter-

actions [318], several broad Feshbach resonances were

also found

The observed broad Feshbach resonances in Er-Li

is an important step toward observing the fermionic

Efimov trimers. The Efimov trimers are expected to

be observed from the loss measurement. In particu-

lar, the loss process involving the Er-Er-Li channel,

namely two Er accompanied by one Li atoms should

be predominantly enhanced. In Ref [324], the atom loss

behavior around the Feshbach resonance at 455 G is

observed in detail for the 167Er and 6Li mixture. The

atom loss is found to be predominantly induced through

the Er-Er-Li channel, namely two Er accompanied by

one Li, which is consistent with the formation of the

fermionic Efimov trimers. It is also shown that the

shape of the observed resonance is asymmetric, which is

also consistent with the previous observations of multi-

ple losses originated from the formation of several Efi-

mov trimers [231, 232]. More detailed measurements,

including the determination of the inter-species scat-

tering lengths, will reveal the behaviors of these reso-

nant losses induced by the fermionic Efimov trimers in

this mass-imbalanced Er-Li mixture. Due to the strong

magnetic dipole interaction between Er atoms, an in-

terplay of the van der Waals and dipole interaction is

predicted to lead to novel universal behaviors of the Efi-

mov states [315]. We also note that the Er-Li mixture is

also a fascinating candidate for realizing a novel p-wave

superfluid of fermions of Er through the induced attrac-

tion via a BEC of light Li atoms [325, 326, 327, 328],

which is also interesting from the viewpoint of the ef-

fect of the many-body background of the novel Efimov

trimers.

5 Summary

We have reviewed three-body forces and related phe-

nomena from an interdisciplinary perspective across nu-

clei and atoms. The three-body forces have been a key

element in accurate accounts of nuclear properties, and

we have reviewed recent theoretical and experimental

progress on the nuclear three-body forces. We have also

reviewed some recent attempts to observe, control, and

quantum-simulate three-body and higher-body forces

in cold atoms. We have also shown how the Efimov

states appear universally across nuclear and atomic

systems, and overviewed the recent developments in

their observation and understanding. The three-body

forces and three-body phenomena have thus been an

active area of research, not only as a specific field of

research or methodology, but involving various disci-

plines of physics and scales. With further developments

in experimental technologies and theoretical methods,

it is expected that three-body forces will be determined

with ever more accuracy, and new quantum phenomena
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will be uncovered by further exploring the implications

of three-body physics.
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