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Nuclear three-body short-range correlations in coordinate space
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We study the effects of three-nucleon short-range correlations on nuclear coordinate-space densi-
ties. For this purpose, novel three-body densities are calculated for ground state nuclei using the
auxiliary-field diffusion Monte Carlo method. The results are analyzed in terms of the Generalized
Contact Formalism, extended to include three-body correlations, revealing the universal behavior of
nucleon triplets at short distances. We identify the quantum numbers of such correlated triplets and
extract scaling factors of triplet abundances that can be compared to upcoming inclusive electron
scattering data.

Short-range correlations (SRCs) are an integral part
of strongly interacting many-body quantum systems, in-
cluding nuclei and atomic systems. Strong SRCs be-
tween nucleons pose one of the main challenges in the
description of nuclei. Accounting for the impact of SRC
physics is crucial for the description of two-body densities
and momentum distributions [1–6], electron and neutrino
scattering [7–11], spectroscopic factors [12–24], neutrino-
less double beta decay matrix elements [25–27], neutron
star properties [28–31] and more.

The properties of nuclear SRC pairs, i.e. two nucleons
found close together inside a nucleus, have been studied
thoroughly in the last decades [32–34]. The universal
features of SRC pairs and the dominance of neutron-
proton (np) pairs have been established based on both
experimental studies, using mainly large momentum-
transfer quasi-elastic electron- and proton-scattering re-
actions [35–54], and ab-initio many-body calculations [2–
4, 55–59]. A connection to the internal structure of nu-
cleons in nuclei was also revealed [33, 41, 60–65].

Unlike two-body SRCs, the features and importance of
three-nucleon SRCs are mostly unknown. There are cur-
rently significant efforts to study such correlated triplets
experimentally [66–68], but there has been no clear iden-
tification of SRC triplets. Similarly, nuclear many-body
ab-initio calculations that allow direct access to triplet
properties have not been performed so far. Theoretical
studies of three-nucleon SRCs are important for guiding
the experimental efforts and data analysis and for reveal-
ing the properties and impact of such triplets.

Following the development of the contact theory for
zero-range interactions [69–73], the Generalized Contact
Formalism (GCF) was introduced to study nuclear SRCs
[5, 74, 75]. Based on the asymptotic factorization of
nuclear wave functions, the GCF allows us to identify
the impact of SRC pairs on many different quantities
[5, 6, 9, 27, 44, 52–54, 74–79], resulting in an overall com-
prehensive and consistent picture of two-nucleon SRCs.

In this work we extend the GCF to include the de-
scription of three-nucleon SRCs. We first discuss the
expected factorized form of the many-body wave func-
tion when three nucleons are found close to each other

and the possible quantum numbers of such triplets. We
then define three-body nuclear contacts, describing the
abundance of SRC triplets, and derive an asymptotic ex-
pression for the three-body nuclear density. Finally, we
present quantum Monte Carlo calculations of such densi-
ties, verify the predictions of the GCF and extract scaling
factors of triplet abundances that are connected to inclu-
sive electron-scattering cross sections.

When two nucleons are close to each other in a nucleus
with A nucleons, the many-body wave function Ψ factor-
izes to a two-body part, describing the correlated pair,
and a function describing the rest of the nucleons in the
system [5]

Ψ −−−−→
rij→0

∑
α

ϕα(rij)A
α(Rij , {rk}k 6=i,j). (1)

This is the GCF factorization. Here, rk denotes the
single-nucleon coordinate, rij ≡ rj − ri and Rij ≡
(ri + rj)/2 are the relative and center-of-mass (CM) co-
ordinates, and α denotes the quantum numbers of the
pair. ϕα(rij) describes the dynamics of the correlated
pair and is defined as the solution of the zero-energy
two-body Schrödinger equation. As such it is universal,
i.e. nucleus-independent, but depends on the nucleon-
nucleon interaction model. This factorization was veri-
fied using ab-initio calculations [5, 6, 76, 80], and is sup-
ported by renormalization-group arguments [81–83] and
the Coupled-Cluster expansion [84].

The above two-body factorization is valid when none
of the remaining A− 2 nucleons is close to the correlated
pair. If one nucleon is close enough to such a pair, i.e.
when three nucleons are close to each other, we expect
the many-body nuclear wave function to factorize in the
following way

Ψ −−−−−−−→
xij ,xijl→0

∑
β

ϕβijl(xij ,xijl)B
β
ijl(Rijl, {rm}m6=i,j,l).

(2)
We used here the Jacobi coordinates xij ≡ rj − ri and
xijl ≡ rl − (ri + rj)/2 and the triplet CM coordinate

Rijl ≡ (ri+rj+rl)/3. ϕβijl describes the dynamics of the
SRC triplet and is defined as a zero-energy solution of the
three-body Schrödinger equation with quantum numbers
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given by β (with the same nuclear-interaction model used
to define Ψ). We note that there could be multiple in-
dependent zero-energy solutions with the same quantum
numbers due to different possible boundary conditions.
We assume here that a single three-body wave function
per channel (i.e. per quantum numbers β) is sufficient,
similar to the case of two-nucleon SRCs [85, 86], and we
provide below numerical evidence for this claim based on
ab-initio calculations. The connection of three-nucleon
SRCs to the zero-energy three-body eigenstates is dis-
cussed also in Ref. [84].

For realistic nuclear interactions, each channel β is de-
fined by the quantum numbers β = (πβ , jβ ,mβ , tβ , tz,β),
where πβ is the parity, jβ and mβ are the total angular
momentum and its projection, and tβ and tz,β are the
total isospin of the triplet and its projection. At short
distances, we expect to see a dominant contribution of
channels that include a zero angular-momentum compo-
nent ` = 0. This is possible only for channels with posi-
tive parity π = +. Since the total spin of three nucleons is
either s = 1/2 or s = 3/2, the dominant channels should
have j = 1/2 or j = 3/2. Isospin value of t = 3/2 is sup-
pressed due to Pauli blocking, as three nucleons cannot
be in the same location with t = 3/2. Therefore, t = 1/2
is expected to be dominant at short distances. Similarly,
the symmetric s = 3/2 component is also suppressed due
to Pauli blocking. Thus, s = 1/2 and therefore j = 1/2
is expected to be dominant at short distances. To con-
clude, among the infinite number of three-body chan-
nels in Eq. (2), we expect the dominant channels to
be with the quantum number π = +, j = 1/2, t = 1/2
(and m = ±1/2 and tz = ±1/2). These channels cor-
respond to the quantum numbers of 3He and 3H ground
states. It means also that proton-proton-proton (ppp)
and neutron-neutron-neutron (nnn) triplets are expected
to be suppressed at short distances compared to proton-
proton-neutron (ppn) and proton-neutron-neutron (pnn)
triplets. Notice that while the np dominance of two-
body SRCs is caused by the tensor force [87, 88], here
it is the Pauli principle that leads to the t = 1/2 domi-
nance for three-body SRCs. See more details regarding
the structure of ϕβijl and the dominant channels in the
supplementary materials.

Based on Eq. (2), we can now define the three-nucleon
contact matrix

Cβγ3 (JM) =
A(A− 1)(A− 2)

6
〈Bβ123|B

γ
123〉. (3)

J and M above are the total angular momentum and
projection of Ψ. The combinatorical factor is suitable
assuming Ψ is fully anti-symmetric. Three-body contacts
were similarly defined for the zero-range limit [89, 90] and
for Helium atoms [91]. Based on orthogonality properties

of the Bβijl functions, we can conclude that if mβ 6= mγ ,

then Cβγ3 (JM) = 0. Similarly, if tz,β 6= tz,γ or πβ 6= πγ ,

then Cβγ3 (JM) = 0 as well, assuming Ψ has well defined

isospin T and parity. This is generally not the case for j
or t. Nevertheless, for J = 0 nuclei, we do get Cβγ3 (00) =

0 if jβ 6= jγ , and for T = 0, we get Cβγ3 (JM) = 0 if
tβ 6= tγ . We can also show that the sum over mβ of

diagonal contacts
∑
mβ

Cββ3 (JM) is independent of M .
Derivations appear in the supplementary materials.

It is useful to define also the M -averaged three-body
nuclear contacts

Cβγ3 =
1

2J + 1

∑
M

Cβγ(JM). (4)

The averaged contacts are diagonal in both j and m, i.e.
Cβγ3 = 0 if mβ 6= mγ or jβ 6= jγ , and they are also
independent of mβ and mγ . See derivations in the sup-
plementary materials. The averaged contacts inherit the
properties of Cβγ3 (JM) regarding parity and the isospin
projection tz. Notice that the averaged contacts are still
generally not diagonal in tβ .

To study the implications of SRC triplets, we consider
in this work three-body densities in coordinate space.
Specifically, we consider the three-body density describ-
ing the probability of finding three nucleons inside a nu-
cleus in a triangle with sides of length r12, r13 and r23

ρ3(r12, r13, r23) =
A(A− 1)(A− 2)

6
× 〈Ψ|δ(|r1 − r2| − r12)δ(|r1 − r3| − r13)δ(|r2 − r3| − r23)|Ψ〉.

(5)

In the limit of r12, r13, r23 → 0, we can use Eqs. (2)-(4)
to obtain

ρ3(r12, r13, r23) −−−−−−−−−→
r12,r13,r23→0

∑
πβ ,jβ ,tβ

 ∑
mβ ,tz,β

Cβ3

 〈ϕβ123|
× δ(|r1 − r2| − r12)δ(|r1 − r3| − r13)δ(|r2 − r3| − r23)|ϕβ123〉.

(6)

ρ3(r12, r13, r23) is independent of M and therefore we
could use here the M-averaged contacts, which are diag-
onal in πβ , jβ ,mβ , tz,β . In addition, the three-body part
in Eq. (6) is diagonal in tβ and, therefore, we are left

only with the diagonal contacts Cβ3 ≡ Cββ3 . Finally, the
three-body part is also independent of mβ and tz,β . Eq.
(6) reveals the interpretation of the diagonal three-body

contacts Cβ3 - they measure the probability of finding
three-nucleons close together with quantum numbers β.
πβ , jβ and tβ are the quantum numbers governing the

r-dependence of ρ3 at short distances. As discussed be-
fore, a single set of values with πβ = +, jβ = 1/2, tβ =
1/2 should be dominant. Therefore, we expect to find a
universal behavior of ρ3 at short-distances for all nuclei,
i.e. the same r-dependence with only a global scaling
factor that depends on the nucleus. We can also consider
isospin-projected densities ρt3(r12, r13, r23), by inserting
the appropriate three-body projection operator in Eq.
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FIG. 1. 6Li three-body density for equilateral triangles as a
function of the triangle side using the AFDMC method and
the N2LO(1.0) interaction. Projections to t = 1/2 and t =
3/2 triplets are shown together with the total density.

(5). For these quantities, we expect to see a dominance
of t = 1/2 over t = 3/2 as discussed above.

In order to verify these GCF predictions regarding
three-nucleons SRCs, we now turn to ab-initio calcula-
tions of ρ3(r12, r13, r23) for the ground-state nuclei 3He,
4He, 6Li and 16O. We used the auxiliary-field diffu-
sion Monte Carlo (AFDMC) method [92, 93] combined
with the N2LO local chiral interaction with the E1
parametrization of the three-body force [93–96]. We fo-
cus here on the R0 = 1.0 fm cutoff but show also some
results for R0 = 1.2 fm.

We first start with investigating ρt3 in order to compare
the t = 1/2 and t = 3/2 densities. The three-body den-
sity for 6Li is shown in Fig. 1 for the equilateral triangle,
i.e. ρ3(r, r, r) as a function of r. We can clearly see that
at short distances the t = 1/2 component is dominant.
As r increases the contribution of t = 3/2 triplets grows.
We note that the total number of t = 1/2 and t = 3/2
triplets in 6Li is 16 and 4 respectively. The contribution
of t = 1/2 triplets in 6Li for r < 1 fm is larger than
95% of all triplets, i.e. significantly larger than the total
combinatorial part of such triplets which is 80%. t = 1/2
dominance is seen also for other geometries, e.g. isosce-
les triangles, and also for 16O (3He and 4He include only
t = 1/2 triplets). These results agree with our expecta-
tion due to the Pauli exclusion rule.

We can now focus on the t = 1/2 component and
compare the behavior of different nuclei. We present

in Fig. 2 the density ρ
t=1/2
3 for all available nuclei for

both equilateral and isosceles triangle geometries using
the N2LO(1.0) interaction. For the isosceles triangle,
we fix the base to be of length a = 0.85 fm. The 4He,
6Li and 16O calculations are rescaled so that their shape
at short distances can be compared to 3He. Only for
plotting purposes, the densities of the isosceles triangle
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FIG. 2. AFDMC ρ
t=1/2
3 densities for 3He, 4He, 6Li and

16O for both equilateral triangle and isosceles triangle using
the N2LO(1.0) interaction (circles). For the latter, the base
is fixed at length of 0.85 fm and the densities are multiplied
by minus one (see text for details). The 4He, 6Li and 16O
densities are each multiplied by a scaling factor (the same
factor for both geometries). 3He equilateral-triangle density
is shown also for the N2LO(1.2) interaction (dashed line).

are multiplied by minus one to separate them from the
equilateral-triangle results. We can see that, for each of

the geometries, the r-dependence of ρ
t=1/2
3 is the same at

short distances (r . 1.1 fm) for all nuclei, as all densities
coincide with the 3He density. This shows the univer-
sal behavior of SRC triplets as predicted by the GCF.
Indeed, a single t = 1/2 channel is dominant here (other-
wise the densities would not coincide) due to the domi-
nance of ` = 0 at short distances. Also, as assumed in Eq.
(2), a single three-body wave function for the dominant
quantum numbers is sufficient as all nuclei behave like the
bound 3He. It should be emphasized that the same scal-
ing factor is applied to both the equilateral and isosceles
cases for each nucleus, in agreement with Eq. (6). The
same behavior is seen for other configurations involving
three particles close together, e.g. other isosceles trian-
gles as long as the base and legs lengths are small. This
result is an important validation of the asymptotic three-
body factorization of the many-body wave function, Eq.
(2). We also include in Fig. 2 the 3He equilateral-triangle
density using the N2LO(1.2) interaction. We can see that
the short-distance behavior in this case is different. This
shows that the three-body wave functions of the GCF
ϕβijl indeed depend on the model of the interaction.

Despite the dominance of the t = 1/2 component, we
can also look into the properties of the t = 3/2 density.
We note that among the nuclei considered in this work,
only 6Li and 16O contain a t = 3/2 three-body com-
ponent. The equilateral-triangle and isosceles-triangle

ρ
t=3/2
3 densities are shown in Fig. 3 with rescaled 16O

densities, similar to Fig. 2. We can see that also for this
case a universal short-distance behavior exists. This indi-
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FIG. 3. The same as Fig. 2, but for the t = 3/2 component.
16O density is rescaled.

cates that the asymptotic factorization holds for t = 3/2
triplets and that there is a single dominant t = 3/2 chan-
nel. The latter is expected to have the quantum numbers
π = + and j = 1/2. Calculations for additional nuclei
with t = 3/2 component are needed to validate these
conclusions.

The scaling factors used in Figs. 2 and 3 are equal to
a sum of three-nucleon contact values (relative to 3He).
For t = 1/2, it is the sum of contacts

C
t=1/2
3 ≡

∑
m,tz

C
β1/2

3 , (7)

where β1/2 denotes the quantum numbers of the lead-
ing t = 1/2 three-body channel. Notice that both ppn
and pnn triplets (i.e. tz = ±1/2) are included here. As
mentioned above, such contact values are proportional to
the probability of finding correlated triplets in a given
nucleus. Similar probabilities can be accessible using
large momentum transfer quasi-elastic inclusive electron-
scattering experiments. For the case of two-body SRCs,
pair abundances were extracted from inclusive measure-
ments at appropriate kinematics, defining a2 as the per-
nucleon cross section ratio with respect to the deuteron
[35–43]. There are ongoing experimental efforts to ex-
tract such three-nucleon abundances [66]. In this case, a
cross section ratio can be defined as [68]

a3(A,Z) =
3

A

σeA
(σe3He + σe3H)/2

, (8)

where σeA is the inclusive electron-scattering cross sec-
tion off nucleus A (with A nucleons, Z protons) at kine-
matics dominated by three-body SRCs. Interpreting a3
as the ratio of three-nucleon SRC abundances, it is con-
nected to the nuclear contacts for a symmetric nucleus A
by

a3(A,Z) =
3

A

C
t=1/2
3 (A)

C
t=1/2
3 (3He)

. (9)

contact ratio A = 4 A = 6 A = 16
t = 1/2 3.8 ± 0.3 3.1 ± 0.3 4.2 ± 0.5
t = 3/2 - - 5.4 ± 0.8

TABLE I. Per nucleon three-body contact ratio for t = 1/2
(with respect to 3He) and for t = 3/2 (with respect to 6Li),

i.e. 3
A

C
t=1/2
3 (A)

C
t=1/2
3 (3He)

, and 6
A

C
t=3/2
3 (A)

C
t=3/2
3 (6Li)

, respectively.

We consider here only the leading contribution of t = 1/2
triplets. It should be noted that, similar to the case of
two-body SRCs [78], different effects can influence this
interpretation of a3, such as the CM motion of triplets,
excitation energy of the A − 3 system and contribution
of t = 3/2 triplets. In addition, the dependence of a3 on
kinematic variables (such as x-bjorken and Q2) should
cancel in the ratio if we consider a symmetric nucleus in
the numerator and the sum of 3He and 3H in the denom-
inator (ignoring the above effects), due to similar con-
tribution of ppn and nnp triplets in the numerator and
denominator. For the case of non-symmetric nuclei or if
using only the 3He cross section in the denominator, a
more careful analysis of the reaction is needed.

Contact ratios extracted from the AFDMC calcula-
tions are presented in Table I. Their values were fitted
to the equilateral three-body density based on Eq. (6),
where only the leading channel (for each value of t) is
considered. Since we are looking on contact ratios, there
is no need to calculate the functions ϕβijl. Uncertainties
were estimated by varying the lower and upper limits
of the fitting range between 0.1− 0.4 fm and 1− 1.2 fm,
respectively. The t = 1/2 contact ratio provides a predic-
tion for the value of a3 for 4He, 6Li and 16O. We can see
that the per-nucleon t = 1/2 ratios for 4He and 16O are
similar, consistent with a 4He-cluster structure of 16O. It
is also interesting to note that the per-nucleon t = 1/2
ratio for 6Li is smaller than that of 4He. Results for addi-
tional nuclei are needed in order study the A-dependence
of a3.

In a recent work [68, 97, 98], Sargsian et. al. sug-
gested a connection between two-body and three-body
abundances a3(A) = 1.12a2(A)2/a2(3He), leading to a
value of a3(4He) ≈ 3.15 based on the experimental val-
ues of a2 from Ref. [63]. This is smaller than the value
we obtained here (table I). We emphasize that in the
GCF approach three-nucleon abundances are generally
independent of two-nucleon abundances. Inclusive exper-
imental measurements might be able to clear this issue.

To summarize, we have studied here the properties of
three-nucleon SRCs in coordinate space. The GCF was
extended to include correlated triplets, described as an
isolated and universal subsystem within the many-body
nucleus. The leading t = 1/2 channel was identified
and three-nucleon contacts were defined. Using novel
AFDMC ab-initio calculations of three-body densities,
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the t = 1/2 dominance and universality of such triplets
at short-distances was established numerically. Specif-
ically, we found that three nucleons at short distances
behave like the bound 3He wave function. We have also
extracted the values of the leading t = 1/2 and t = 3/2
contact ratios, describing the scaling of SRC triplet abun-
dances. The connection to inclusive electron-scattering
cross sections was discussed.

This work opens the path for additional studies of
SRC triplets, including their impact on two-body den-
sities, momentum distributions, spectral functions, elec-
tron and neutrino scattering off nuclei and neutrinoless
double beta decay matrix elements. The sensitivity of
SRC triplet properties to the nuclear interaction model
and specifically to the three-nucleon force should also be
further studied. This is also an important step towards
a systematic short-range expansion of the nuclear wave
function.
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