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Abstract

In this paper I present a pedagogical derivation of continuity equations manifesting exact conservation
laws in an interacting electronic system based on the nonequilibrium Keldysh technique. The purpose of
this exercise is to lay the groundwork for extending the hydrodynamic approach to electronic transport to
strongly correlated systems where the quasiparticle approximation and Boltzmann kinetic theory fail.
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Electronic hydrodynamics has evolved into a fast paced field with multiple experimental and theoretical
groups working to uncover observable signatures of hydrodynamic behavior of electronic systems [1–4] with
the primary focus on transport properties. In a “realistic” case of a weakly disordered conductor, hydrody-
namic equations encompass the conventional linear-response transport theory describing both the uniform
Ohmic current in macroscopic (“infinite”) systems and the nonuniform viscous flows of charge and energy
in constricted (“mesoscopic”) geometries [5–7].

Similarly to the traditional transport theory, hydrodynamic equations can be derived from the kinetic
(Boltzmann) equation describing a system of weakly interacting quasiparticles [8]. At the semiclassical
level, one often relies on the “scattering time approximation” (typically used to describe Drude-like transport
phenomena [9]) to simplify the collision integral. This approach can be further extended to include quantum
interference phenomena [10, 11] yielding the so-called “quantum corrections” to the leading semiclassical
behavior heralding the onset of low-temperature localization [12]. These additional features “correct” the
conductivity of the system, while the macroscopic description of the current flow remains Ohmic. The
low-temperature Ohmic resistance is still determined by disorder, although electron-electron interaction
does affect the quantum corrections [11, 13]. In contrast, the hydrodynamic behavior is dominated by
electron-electron interaction determining the viscosity coefficient [14].

Systems dominated by electron-electron interactions, e.g., strongly correlated systems, “strange metals”,
etc., remain a formidable challenge for several decades. In simple terms, the difficulty lies in the failure of
the quasiparticle approach [15]. Moreover, even if quasiparticles could be defined the semiclassical kinetic
approach may fail in multi-component systems with non-Abelian degrees of freedom (e.g., spin or isospin)
due to the purely quantum nature of the latter [16]. It is then highly desirable to develop a macroscopic
theory of electronic transport in strongly interacting systems without reliance on the quasiparticle paradigm
and semiclassical approximation which is the ultimate motivation for this work.

In classical systems such a macroscopic theory is hydrodynamics. Indeed, the Navier-Stokes equation
[17–20] equally well describes water and air flows, while the Boltzmann kinetic theory allowing one to derive
this equation [21] is only justified for a dilute gas. The apparent universality of the hydrodynamic theory can
be attributed to two points: (i) the long time, long distance behavior is often assumed to be independent
of the details of short-distance scattering processes, and (ii) the conservation laws that are the basis of
hydrodynamics are equally applicable to all systems with the same symmetries.
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Generalizing the hydrodynamic approach to systems beyond conventional fluids, one may consider it in
a broader sense meaning of a long-wavelength theory of small perturbations relative to an equilibrium state
[9]. This way both the conventional hydrodynamics and diffusion [9, 22] could be discussed on equal footing.
The difference between the two behaviors is momentum conservation which is assumed in hydrodynamics
and is broken in diffusive systems. In solids, electronic momentum is never truly conserved (it can be
lost due to scattering off impurities, phonons, etc.). However, in ultra-pure materials it may be possible
to find an intermediate temperature range where electron-electron interaction is the dominant scattering
process [2–4] as reflected by the hierarchy of typical time scales τee ≪ τdis, τe−ph, ... (using self-evident
notations). Then it could be reasonable to neglect processes that do not conserve momentum, at least
as the “0-th” approximation describing the “ideal fluid” by means of macroscopic (differential) equations
essentially generalizing [2, 8] the Euler’s equation [20]. The non-conserving processes (electron-impurity or
electron-phonon coupling) can then be included perturbatively [2–4].

The general problem of fermions with momentum-conserving interaction has been one of the most popular
in many body physics. Most generally, the system is described by a Hamiltonian comprising the one-particle
(“free”) and “interaction” parts

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥint. (1a)

The one-particle contribution can typically be separated into two contributions

Ĥ0 =

∫
ddr1ψ̂

†(r1)Ĥ
(0)
1 ψ̂(r1), Ĥ

(0)
1 = K̂1 + U1, (1b)

with K̂1 representing the “kinetic energy” (possibly including multiple bands, spin-orbit interaction, etc.;
without loss of generality all additional quantum numbers are suppressed throughout this paper) and U1

being the one-particle potential [the subscript “1” refers to the set of quantum numbers of the field ψ̂†(r1)].
The interaction term is assumed to be translationally invariant (hence, momentum-conserving)

Ĥint =
1

2

∫
ddr1d

dr2ψ̂
†(r1)ψ̂

†(r2)V (r1−r2)ψ̂(r2)ψ̂(r1). (1c)

The general problem represented by the Hamiltonian (1) cannot be solved exactly. However, the conservation
laws of particle number (charge), energy, and momentum are exact.

In this paper, I explore the emergence of exact conservation laws in the by now standard field-theoretic
approach to nonequilibrium systems, the Keldysh technique [10, 23]. This issue has been already extensively
discussed in literature on general many-body theory [24–26] and nuclear physics [27–29] establishing the
integral relations expressing the global symmetries of the system. The present paper explores a somewhat
different angle. I am interested in “deriving” the local continuity equations manifesting the conservation laws
that are the starting point of the hydrodynamic approach (e.g., conservation of the particle number, energy,
and momentum). The point is to express the macroscopic currents and densities in the most general form
(i.e., in terms of the exact quantities involved in the diagrammatic technique including Green’s functions,
self-energies, etc) allowing for a straightforward generalization to specific condensed matter system including
multiple bands and spin-orbit interaction. The requirement of the “exact” validity of the continuity equations
leads to general relations involving the self-energies and Green’s functions. These relations are satisfied by
the exact functions and serve as constraints on their approximate forms. At the same time, these relations
provide a blueprint for including additional, non-conserving terms to the Hamiltonian (e.g., electron-impurity
or electron-phonon scattering) leading to weak decay contributions to the resulting macroscopic equations
[2, 30, 31]. Finally, I compare the obtained expressions with those appearing as a result of the approximations
leading to the kinetic equation (semiclassical or quantum) as an intermediate step. The ultimate goal of this
work is to establish a hydrodynamic framework that does not rely on the quasiparticle paradigm (avoiding
the kinetic equation and specifically the concept of the semiclassical distribution function) and hence could
be useful for describing systems where quasiparticles are overdamped or altogether absent.
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1. Equations of motion

In this paper I consider the conservation laws using the nonequilibrium Keldysh technique following
Ref. [26]. The notations for the Keldysh Green’s functions and general relations between them are summa-
rized in Appendix A, for a more detailed account of the Keldysh technique see Refs. [10, 23].

All Green’s functions are defined in terms of the Heisenberg field operators and therefore it is important
to review the equations of motion governing their dynamics. Starting with the standard quantum-mechanical
definition of the time derivative,

i
∂

∂t
ψ̂ =

[
ψ̂, Ĥ

]
. (2a)

one finds [24]

i
∂

∂t
ψ̂(r, t)− Ĥ(0)ψ̂(r, t) =

∫
ddr′ψ̂†(r′, t)V (r−r′)ψ̂(r′, t)ψ̂(r, t). (2b)

Multiplying Eq. (2b) by iψ̂† from the left and taking the thermodynamic average, one arrives at the Dyson’s
equation for the “12” component of the Keldysh Green’s function, see Eq. (A.5), but with the right-hand
side (RHS) expressed explicitly in terms of the interaction potential

i
∂

∂t1
G12

1,2−Ĥ
(0)
1 G12

1,2 = i

∫
ddr3

〈
ψ̂†(r2, t2)ψ̂

†(r3, t1)V (r1−r3)ψ̂(r3, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)
〉
. (3a)

Here and throughout the paper I use the short-hand notation: G12
1,2 = G12(r1, t1; r2, t2).

In contrast, the Dyson’s equation is expressed in terms of the self-energy, see Eq. (A.5)

i
∂

∂t1
G12

1,2−Ĥ
(0)
1 G12

1,2 =

∫
d3

[
Σ11

1,3G
12
3,2 − Σ12

1,3G
22
3,2

]
, (3b)

where d3 = ddr3dt3. Alternatively [using Eqs. (A.10c) and the similar relation for the self-energy]

i
∂

∂t1
G12

1,2−Ĥ
(0)
1 G12

1,2 =

∫
d3Ξ(1, 2; 3), Ξ(1, 2; 3) = ΣR

1,3G
12
3,2+Σ12

1,3G
A
3,2. (3c)

Comparing Eqs. (3a) and (3c), one arrives at the identity

i

∫
ddr3

〈
ψ̂†(r2, t2)ψ̂

†(r3, t1)V (r1−r3)ψ̂(r3, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)
〉
=

∫
d3Ξ(1, 2; 3), (3d)

relating the two-particle Green’s function in the RHS of Eq. (3a) to the single-particle quantities in the RHS
of Eq. (3c).

In what follows, I will also use the equation of motion for ψ̂†

i
∂

∂t
ψ̂†(r, t) + ψ̂†(r, t)Ĥ(0),† = −

∫
ddr′ψ̂†(r, t)V (r−r′)ψ̂†(r′, t)ψ̂(r′, t). (4)

Here Ĥ(0),† is the conjugate operator with any gradients acting on the coordinate dependence to the left.
Multiplying this equation by iψ̂ from the right one finds

i
∂

∂t2
G12

1,2+Ĥ
(0),†
2 G12

1,2 = −i

∫
ddr3

〈
ψ̂†(r2, t2)ψ̂

†(r3, t2)V (r1−r3)ψ̂(r3, t2)ψ̂(r1, t1)
〉
. (5a)

On the other hand, conjugating the Dyson’s equation (3c) [see Eqs. (A.4), (A.9), (A.12), (A.13), and (A.14)]
and changing the variables 1 ↔ 2 one arrives at

i
∂

∂t2
G12

1,2+Ĥ
(0),†
2 G12

1,2 =

∫
d3Ξ∗(2, 1; 3) = −

∫
d3

[
GR

1,3Σ
12
3,2 +G12

1,3Σ
A
3,2

]
. (5b)

Comparing Eqs. (5a) and (5b) yields the conjugate form of the identity (3d).

3



2. Continuity equation

Consider now the usual continuity equation

∂n

∂t
+∇·j = 0. (6)

The continuity equation itself is well-known and does not need another derivation. This equation repre-
sents gauge invariance (i.e., the particle number conservation or charge conservation), the symmetry that
is typically assumed to be exact for all condensed matter systems (apart from the special case of supercon-
ductivity where this issue is more subtle, see Ref. [10]) and hence is independent of the particular form of
the Hamiltonian. The purpose of this section is to introduce notations for the particle number density, n,
and the current, j, and establish the constraint imposed on the self-energy by gauge invariance.

2.1. Continuity equation at the operator level

The particle number can be defined in the standard way using electronic field operators

n̂(r, t) = ψ̂†(r, t)ψ̂(r, t), n(r, t) = 〈n̂(r, t)〉 , (7a)

or the Green’s function [see Eq. (A.3a)]
n1 = −iG12

1,1. (7b)

The two definitions allow for two different derivations of the continuity equation starting either with the
equations of motion or the Dyson’s equations.

At the operator level, the continuity equation is just the equation of motion for the density operator that
can be obtained by combining the two equations of motion (2b) and (4)

∂

∂t
n̂(r, t) = −iψ̂†(r, t)K̂ψ̂(r, t) + i

[
K̂ψ̂(r, t)

]†
ψ̂(r, t) = −∇·ĵ(r, t), (8)

where the last step defines the current operator. The interaction potential does not appear in Eq. (8) due
to the standard commutation relations.

2.2. Continuity equation and the Keldysh Green’s functions

Combining Eq. (3c) with Eq. (5b) yields a Kadanoff-Baym equation [25]
[
i
∂

∂t1
−Ĥ

(0)
1 + i

∂

∂t2
+Ĥ

(0),†
2

]
G12

1,2 =

∫
d3 [Ξ(1, 2; 3) + Ξ∗(2, 1; 3)] (9)

=

∫
d3

[
ΣR

1,3G
12
3,2 +Σ12

1,3G
A
3,2 −GR

1,3Σ
12
3,2 −G12

1,3Σ
A
3,2

]
.

Comparing the time derivative terms in Eq. (9) to the definition of the particle density, see Eq. (7), one
notices the relation [

i
∂

∂t1
+i

∂

∂t2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣∣
2→1

= −
∂n1

∂t1
.

Now it becomes clear that in the limit 2 → 1 Eq. (9) can be written in the form of the conventional continuity
equation (6) where the divergence of the current is determined by the single-particle Hamiltonian

∇1 ·j1 =
[
K̂1 − K̂†

2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣
2→1

, (10)

while the self-energy satisfies the condition
∫
d3

[
ΣR

1,3G
12
3,1 +Σ12

1,3G
A
3,1 −GR

1,3Σ
12
3,1 −G12

1,3Σ
A
3,1

]
= 0. (11)

The latter identity is satisfied by the exact self-energy and Green’s function and hence represents a constraint
on any approximate expressions. In fact, the identity (11) can be derived independently, following Refs. [25,
26], where the idea of “conserving approximations” was first suggested.
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2.3. Conserving approximations

The need for a “conserving approximation” arises from the apparent arbitrariness of the diagrammatic
perturbation theory. Indeed, it may not be clear “a priori” that a given approximation for the self-energy
satisfies the exact conservation laws of the system (given that this is certainly not the case for at least some
individual diagrams; of course, any practitioner of the diagrammatic perturbation theory would make sure
that the calculation does not violate gauge invariance, although this might involve certain technical difficul-
ties – the point of a “conserving approximation” is that the conservation laws are satisfied automatically
without any need for special care). Baym suggested the self-consistent procedure where one starts with the
Luttinger-Ward functional

Φ[Ǧ] =
[
ln
〈
ŜC

〉]
sk

=
[〈

ŜC

〉
− 1

]
sk
, Φ∗ = Φ, (12)

where the subscript “sk” indicates that only skeleton diagrams (i.e. diagrams without self-energy insertions
and with all Green’s functions replaced by full Green’s functions) are to be retained. Moreover, the logarithm
amounts to retaining only the connected diagrams. The important property of the functional is that the
exact self-energy can be obtained by the variation

Σij
1,2 = −(−1)i+j δΦ

δGji
2,1

. (13)

The “self-consistent” perturbation theory comprises an expansion of the functional Φ and a solution for Ǧ
and Σ̌ using the Dyson’s equation (A.11) and Eq. (13). The latter step is self-consistent in the sense that
Eq. (A.11) determines the Green’s function in terms of the self-energy and Eq. (13) the other way around.
The key point of the self-consistent approach is that the resulting theory satisfies exact conservation laws
without any further approximation no matter how many diagrams are retained in the expansion of the
functional Φ [26]. The resulting approximations are known as “Φ-derivable”. While there can be many such
approximations (depending on the order to which Φ is expanded), all of them respect the conservation laws.

2.4. Φ-derivable approximations and gauge invariance

Applying a symmetry transformation to the exact Green’s function leads to a variation of the functional.
To the leading order, the variation δΦ is given by

δΦ = −

∫
d1d2Tr τ̌3Σ̌1,2τ̌3δǦ2,1, (14)

which vanishes if the transformation corresponds to a true symmetry of the Hamiltonian.
Consider a gauge transformation (cf. the same argument of Ref. [26] but using the Matsubara Green’s

functions) which without loss of generality can be confined to the upper branch of the Keldysh contour

Ǧ2,1 → eiχ̌2Ǧ2,1e
−iχ̌1 , χ̌ =

(
χ 0
0 0

)
. (15a)

Expanding to the leading order in χ and taking into account the matrix structure, one finds

δǦ2,1 = iχ2
1+ τ̌3
2

Ǧ2,1 − iχ1Ǧ2,1
1+ τ̌3
2

(15b)

Substituting this expression into Eq. (14) and requiring that the functional is invariant under the gauge
transformation (since it is composed of closed particle lines) one finds (using the cyclic property of the trace
in each term separately)

∫
d1χ1

∫
d2Tr

1+ τ̌3
2

[
τ̌3Σ̌1,2τ̌3Ǧ2,1 − Ǧ1,2τ̌3Σ̌2,1τ̌3

]
= 0. (16a)
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Evaluating the trace and taking into account arbitrariness of χ1 one arrives at the identity
∫
d2

[
Σ11

1,2G
11
2,1 − Σ12

1,2G
21
2,1 −G11

1,2Σ
11
2,1 +G12

1,2Σ
21
2,1

]
= 0, (16b)

which is a manifestation of gauge invariance.
Now, substituting Eqs. (A.10c) into Eq. (16b), one finds

Σ11
1,2G

11
2,1 − Σ12

1,2G
21
2,1 = ΣR

1,2G
12
2,1 + Σ12

1,2G
A
2,1 +ΣR

1,2G
R
2,1. (16c)

Comparing Eqs. (11) and (16b) I now conclude that in the limit 2 → 1 the integral in the right-hand side of
Eq. (9) takes the form ∫

d3
[
ΣR

1,3G
R
3,1 −GR

1,3Σ
R
3,1

]
= 0. (16d)

This expression vanishes for the following reasons: (i) the self-energy has the same causality structure as
the Green’s function [23], therefore for any t1 6= t3 the product ΣR

1,3G
R
3,1 vanishes; (ii) in the limit t3 → t1

the retarded Green’s function has the form

GR(r1, r3; t1 = t3 + 0) = −iδ(r1 − r3), (17)

so that even if the self-energy had a non-zero diagonal value ΣR(1, 1) it would be the same in both terms and
hence canceled in the difference. As a result, the identity (11) follows from Eq. (16b). The above argument
represents a proof of Eq. (11) and, by extension, confirms that the continuity equation (6) is consistent with
the Keldysh approach (exactly or within a Φ-derivable approximation).

2.5. Summary

To summarize this section, the continuity equation (6) manifesting particle number conservation follows
from the Heisenberg equations of motion due to the “density-density” interaction, see Eq. (1c). It is fully
preserved in the microscopic Keldysh approach (either while using the exact Green’s functions or within
a Φ-derivable – or any other conserving – approximation). At the same time, the continuity equation is
satisfied within the kinetic theory (that can be derived from the same microscopic theory using a series
of approximations, see Ref. [10] and Section 5) as well. Given that particle number conservation is the
exact symmetry, the continuity equation is valid independently of any (correctly applied) approximation.
Specifically, the arguments presented here do not rely on either the quasiparticle and semiclassical approx-
imations typically assumed to derive the kinetic equation or otherwise describe conventional metals and
semiconductors.

3. Momentum conservation

Consider now translational invariance. This is the crucial symmetry in conventional hydrodynamics,
where the Navier-Stokes equation [20] is a direct consequence of momentum conservation.

Since the Hamiltonian is explicitly translationally invariant, one should be able to express momentum
conservation by means of the continuity equation for the momentum density, g, similarly to Eq. (6)

∂gα
∂t

+∇βτβα = 0, (18)

without any additional derivation (here ταβ is the momentum flux – or stress – tensor). However, there are
well documented difficulties along the way [24–26], primarily for long-ranged interactions.

Within the kinetic theory, one may derive the Navier-Stokes equation by multiplying the kinetic equation
by momentum and integrating over all single-particle states [2, 8, 21]. The equivalent procedure at the
microscopic level is to apply the momentum operator to the Dyson equations (3c) and (5b) followed by the
evaluating their sum in the limit 2 → 1. In the resulting equation [similar to Eq. (9)], the time derivative
terms combine into the time derivative of momentum density, while the rest should comprise the spatial
derivatives yielding the divergence of the momentum flux tensor and the “collision integral” terms vanishing
in the limit 2 → 1, essentially repeating the above calculation leading to the continuity equation (6).
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3.1. Momentum density

The “momentum operator” mentioned above is the differential operator allowing one to define the mo-
mentum density. In quantum field theory, however, the definition of such operator is not unique [32, 33].
The reason is that only the total momentum of the system is well-defined. While it can be expressed as
a volume integral over the momentum density, that integral remains unchanged if any contribution repre-
senting a surface term is added to the integrand. This freedom can be used to bring the stress tensor to a
symmetric form typically assumed in calculations of the viscosity tensor [34–37]. Taking into account the
possible additional terms (important for non rotationally invariant systems [37]), the most general form of
the momentum density can be written as [cf. Eqs. (7)]

g(r, t) =
1

2

〈
ψ̂†(r, t)p̂ψ̂(r, t) +

[
p̂
†ψ̂†(r, t)

]
ψ̂(r, t)

〉
, (19a)

where p̂ is the momentum operator appropriate for the system in question. Alternatively, the momentum
density can be expressed in terms of the Green’s function Eq. (A.3a)

g1 = −
i

2

[
p̂1 + p̂

†
2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣
2→1

. (19b)

In conventional systems with the parabolic spectrum the momentum operator has the usual form p̂ = −i∇
and the resulting momentum density (19b) is proportional to the particle number current (10). This pro-
portionality does not hold in general (e.g., in the case of Dirac fermions in graphene [2, 4, 8]).

3.2. Global momentum conservation

Following the above procedure, I now apply the operator −(i/2)[p̂1 + p̂
†
2] to the Dyson equations (3c)

and (5b), sum up the results, and take the limit 2 → 1. This yields

∂gi1
∂t1

+ n1
ip̂i1U1−ip̂

†,i
2 U2

2

∣∣∣∣∣
2→1

+∇j
1τ

ji
0 (1) = Ci

1, (20a)

where

∇j
1τ

ji
0 (1) =

p̂i1+p̂
†,i
2

2

[
K̂1 − K̂†

2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣∣∣
2→1

, (20b)

and [see Eqs. (3) and (5b)]

C1 = −
p̂1+p̂

†
2

2

∫
d3

[
Ξ(1, 2; 3) + Ξ∗(2, 1; 3)

]∣∣∣∣∣
2→1

. (20c)

Conservation of total momentum can be demonstrated by integrating Eq. (20a) over the system volume and
requiring that the volume integral of the RHS vanishes

∂

∂t1

∫
ddr1 g1 +

∫
ddr1 n1

ip̂1U1−ip̂
†
2U2

2

∣∣∣∣∣
2→1

= 0,

∫
ddr1 C1 = 0. (21)

The integral nature of the conservation law is consistent with the fact that it is the total momentum
of the system that is well defined and conserved. A local momentum flux might not be well defined if
interactions are long ranged.
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3.3. Φ-derivable approximations and translational invariance

The last equality in Eq. (21) represents a constraint on the approximate self energies and Green’s func-
tions and can be proven similarly to Eq. (11). Consider a coordinate shift with the operator

T̂R = eiR·p̂. (22)

Confining the shift to the upper branch of the contour in analogy with Eq. (15), the transformation of the
Green’s function can be expressed as

Ǧ2,1 →
1+ τ̌3
2

T̂RǦ2,1T̂
†
R

1+ τ̌3
2

. (23a)

To the leading order in R, the variation of the Green’s function is given by

δǦ2,1= i
1+ τ̌3
2

R(t2)p̂2Ǧ2,1 − iR(t1)p̂
†
1Ǧ2,1

1+ τ̌3
2

. (23b)

Substituting this expression into Eq. (14) and requiring that the functional is invariant under the shift of
coordinates (since only the system boundaries are shifted) one finds (using the cyclic property of the trace
in each term separately)

δΦ = i

∫
d1R(t1)

p̂1+p̂
†
3

2

∫
d2

[
Σ11

1,2G
11
2,3 − Σ12

1,2G
21
2,3 −G11

1,2Σ
11
2,3 +G12

1,2Σ
21
2,3

]∣∣∣
3→1

= 0,

such that due to arbitrariness of R one arrives at

p̂1+p̂
†
3

2

∫
d2

[
Σ11

1,2G
11
2,3 − Σ12

1,2G
21
2,3 −G11

1,2Σ
11
2,3 +G12

1,2Σ
21
2,3

]∣∣∣
3→1

= 0, (24)

which is a manifestation of translational invariance.
The expression in the square brackets in Eq. (24) coincides with that in Eq. (16b), while the corresponding

combination of the self-energies and Green’s functions in Eq. (20c) is the same as in Eq. (11). Given that the
momentum operator does not affect time dependence and hence causality, one can use the same argument
as in Section 2 concluding that the terms containing products of two retarded (or two advanced) functions
vanish in the limit 2 → 1. Thus, the identity (24) proves the second identity in Eq. (21) and consequently,
the integral relation manifesting the momentum conservation.

3.4. Momentum conservation in the local approximation

A local (“differential”) version of the momentum conservation law can not be established without some
degree of approximation [24–26]. Within the kinetic approach, the local continuity equation for the momen-
tum density, see Eq. (18) is obtained by a straightforward integration of the kinetic equation multiplied by
momentum. This is possible because the distribution function, the central quantity the kinetic theory, is
already local. In contrast, “integrating” the Kadanoff-Baym equation (9) leads to Eq. (20a). This is not a
continuity equation since the quantity C in the RHS is not a divergence, see also Refs. [24, 26].

The Kadanoff-Baym equation (9) can also be derived using the alternative form of the Dyson’s equations,
i.e., Eqs. (3a) and (5a). This leads to the expression for the quantity C in terms of the two-particle Green’s
function [one could also use the identity (3d) in Eq. (20c)]

C1 = −
i

2

∫
ddr3

[
p̂1V (r1−r3)−p̂

†
2V (r2−r3)

]∣∣∣
2→1

〈
ψ̂†
H(r1, t1)ψ̂

†
H(r3, t1)ψ̂H(r3, t1)ψ̂H(r1, t1)

〉
. (25)

This form immediately proves that the volume integral of C vanishes, see Eq. (21): indeed, the integrand is
antisymmetric, which reflects the third Newton’s law [24].
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The quantity C is not a divergence since the interaction potential is nonlocal. However, for short-range
interactions (e.g., for sufficiently screened Coulomb potential in solids) it is possible to construct an effective
local interaction stress tensor by integrating C over a large enough volume [24]

∫

V

ddr1C1 = −

∫

V

ddr1

∫
ddr3 c+(r1, r3), c+(r1, r3) = −c+(r3, r1), (26a)

where c+(r1, r3) is the integrand in C, which can be expressed in terms of single-particle functions due to
the identity (3d)

c+(r1, r3) =
p̂1+p̂

†
2

2

∫
dt3

[
Ξ(1, 2; 3) + Ξ∗(2, 1; 3)

]∣∣∣∣∣
2→1

. (26b)

Since c+(r1, r3) is antisymmetric, the integral over any identical region in r1 and r3 vanishes. Thus the
coordinate r3 in Eq. (26a) is effectively outside of the volume V , while r1 is inside V and the relative
coordinate, r13 = r1 − r3, is restricted by the interaction range. Changing the integration variables in
Eq. (26a) to r13 and r3, the integral takes the form [where Vr1

indicates that the integration volume is V
in terms of the original variable r1 and R13 = (r1+r3)/2]

∫

V

ddr1

∫
ddr3 c+(r1, r3) =

∫

Vr1

ddr13d
dr3 c+(R13+r13/2,R13−r13/2).

Martin and Schwinger [24] introduced the hypothesis of “local uniformity” where expectation values of field
operators within a physically small region depend only on the relative coordinate. Then for a fixed r13 the
integration over r3 is restricted to a shell of thickness n·r13, where n is a unit vector normal to the surface
of V . Now the approximation of Ref. [24] can be asserted by setting R13 ≈ r3 ≈ const in that shell. The
integration measure over r3 can be replaced by −n·r13dS3 with the integral covering half the volume in r13

−
1

2

∫
ddr13

∫
dS3(n·r13)c+(r3+r13/2, r3−r13/2) = −

1

2

∫
dS3n

i

∫
ddr13r

i
13c+(r3+r13/2, r3−r13/2).

Now one can invoke the Euler’s theorem and approximate the quantity C by a divergence

Ci(r) ≈ −∇jτ jiint, τ jiint = −
1

2

∫
ddr13r

j
13c

i
+(r+r13/2, r−r13/2). (27)

The quantity τ jiint represents the interaction contribution to the stress-tensor.
Formally, one can arrive at Eq. (27) by changing the integration variable in Eq. (20c) to r13, expressing

the integrand as c+(R13+r13/2,R13−r13/2), and expanding R13 = r1 − r13/2 in r13 such that

c+(R13+r13/2,R13−r13/2) ≈ c+(r1+r13/2, r1−r13/2)−
1

2
r13 ·∇1c+(r1+r13/2, r1−r13/2),

where the contribution of the first term vanishes due to the asymmetry.

3.5. Summary

To summarize this section, the continuity equation for the momentum density (18) can be derived from
the microscopic Keldysh approach (within a Φ-derivable approximation) by assuming “local uniformity”
within physically small volumes [24] (or the gradient approximation, see below). For short-ranged inter-
actions this assumption is clearly compatible with the hydrodynamic approach where one is interested in
long-wavelength properties of macroscopic observables (ideally, orders of magnitude longer than any micro-
scopic scale [20, 21]). On the other hand, for truly long-ranged interactions a local stress tensor cannot be
constructed leaving only the integral manifestation of momentum conservation.
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4. Energy conservation

The Hamiltonian (1) does not explicitly depend on time and hence is invariant under time translations.
Hence, energy is conserved and one should be able to express this fact by means of a continuity equation

∂nE

∂t
+∇·jE = −j ·∇U, (28)

where nE is the energy density and jE is the energy current. Strictly speaking, Eq. (28) is only exact for
the case of local interactions, similarly to the case of momentum conservation.

Collisions between neutral molecules described by the traditional kinetic theory are typically assumed
to be local and hence it is not surprising that Eq. (28) can be straightforwardly obtained by integrating the
kinetic equation multiplied by energy [21]. At the same time, the kinetic theory description of plasma (i.e., a
system – or gas – of charged particles) is only approximate and can be justified at high enough temperatures
exceeding the average interaction energy or at high enough densities where the average interparticle distance
is much smaller than the typical screening radius [21]. The separation between the two length scales in the
problem allows one to distinguish between “collisions” – i.e. the short-distance scattering processes leading to
equilibration and hence contributing to the collision integral – and collective phenomena (involving distances
of the order of the screening length) that form the macroscopic fields responsible for the effective Lorentz
force appearing in the left-hand side (LHS) of the kinetic equation.

4.1. Global energy conservation

At the microscopic level, one can account for energy conservation by considering time translations.
Differentiating the Dyson equations (3c) and (5b) with respect to time and evaluating their difference, one
finds

[
i
∂

∂t2

(
i
∂

∂t1
−Ĥ

(0)
1

)
− i

∂

∂t1

(
i
∂

∂t2
+Ĥ

(0),†
2

)]
G12

1,2 = (29)

= i

∫
d3

∂

∂t2

[
ΣR

1,3G
12
3,2+Σ12

1,3G
A
3,2

]
+ i

∫
d3

∂

∂t1

[
GR

1,3Σ
12
3,2+G

12
1,3Σ

A
3,2

]
.

Consider now the limit 2 → 1. In the LHS of Eq. (29) one immediately notices

[
−
∂

∂t2

∂

∂t1
+

∂

∂t1

∂

∂t2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣∣
2→1

= 0,

and [
−i

∂

∂t2
U1 − i

∂

∂t1
U2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣∣
2→1

= U1
∂n1

∂t1
= −U1∇1 ·j1, (30)

where the continuity equation (6) was used in the last step. The remaining term in the LHS contains exactly
the same operators as for a non-interacting system and hence can be brought to a form

[
−i

∂

∂t2
K̂1 − i

∂

∂t1
K̂†

2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣∣
2→1

= ∇1 ·J 1 +
∂E

(1)
1

∂t1
. (31)

Here E(1) is the “one-particle” (“kinetic”) energy density and J is the corresponding current. Specific
expressions for these quantities are determined by the quasiparticle spectrum and are easier to establish in
each particular case. Note, that the current J does contain an explicit interaction contribution, see below.
Using Eq. (31), I may re-write Eq. (29) in the limit 2 → 1 as

∂E
(1)
1

∂t1
+∇1 ·J 1 − U1∇1 ·j1 = Υ1, (32a)
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where the RHS is denoted by

Υ1 = i

[
∂

∂t2

∫
d3Ξ(1, 2; 3)−

∂

∂t1

∫
d3Ξ∗(2, 1; 3)

]∣∣∣∣
2→1

. (32b)

This quantity is related to the interaction potential, see Eq. (3d). Therefore, it is tempting to associate it with
the interaction energy density. This way the volume integral of Eq. (32a) yields the integral manifestation
of energy conservation

∂

∂t

(∫
ddr E(1) + Eint

)
= −

∫
ddr j ·∇U. (33)

4.2. Φ-derivable approximation and time translations

To prove the relation between the RHS of Eq. (29) and the interaction energy,consider a change of the
time variable on the “upper” branch of the Keldysh contour

t→ θ(t) = t+ ϕ(t). (34)

Together with the change of variable, the Green’s function acquires an additional factor [26]

Ǧ2,1 → Ǔ(t2)Ǧ2,1Ǔ(t1), Ǔ =

(
(∂θ/∂t)1/4 0

0 1

)
, (35)

which is needed to cancel the Jacobian in Eq. (A.1b) so that the functional (12) remains invariant. Indeed,
every time integration in any diagram for the functional (12) involves four Green’s function and hence to
cancel the Jacobian, each of them has to be corrected by a factor of (∂θ/∂t)1/4 [26]. Expanding now in the
small variation, one finds similarly to Eq. (15)

δGij
2,1 = δi1

[
ϕ′(t2)

4
+ϕ(t2)

∂

∂t2

]
Gij

2,1 + δj1
[
ϕ′(t1)

4
+ϕ(t1)

∂

∂t1

]
Gij

2,1. (36)

The expression (36) should now be substituted into the variation (14) of the functional Φ. This yields

δΦ = −
1

4

∫
d1 ϕ̇(t1)

∫
d2

[
Σ11

1,2G
11
2,1−Σ12

1,2G
21
2,1+G

11
1,2Σ

11
2,1−G

12
1,2Σ

21
2,1

]
(37)

+

∫
d1ϕ(t1)

∫
d2

[
Σ11

1,2

∂

∂t1
G11

2,1−Σ12
1,2

∂

∂t1
G21

2,1 +Σ11
2,1

∂

∂t1
G11

1,2−Σ21
2,1

∂

∂t1
G12

1,2

]
.

Since the time translation leaves the functional invariant, the above expression has to be set to zero, δΦ = 0.
The first term in Eq. (37) can be re-written with the help of Eqs. (3d), (16c), and (16d) as

−i

∫
dt1 ϕ̇(t1)E

int,

where

Eint =
1

2

∫
ddr1

∫
ddr′

〈
ψ̂†
H(r1, t1)ψ̂

†
H(r′, t1)V (r1−r′)ψ̂H(r′, t1)ψ̂H(r1, t1)

〉
. (38)

is the interaction energy of the system. Again, using Eqs. (16c) and (16d) one can identify the second term
in Eq. (37) with the quantity Υ1, see Eq. (32b). This way the variation of Φ takes the form

δΦ = −i

∫
dt1 ϕ̇(t1)E

int(t1)− i

∫
d1ϕ(t1)Υ1 = 0. (39)

Integrating the first term by parts and using arbitrariness of ϕ(t1), one arrives at the identity

∂

∂t
Eint +

∫
ddrΥ = 0, (40)

which is a manifestation of energy conservation and the justification for Eq. (33).
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4.3. Energy conservation in the local approximation

I now construct the local expression of energy conservation using the same “local uniformity” approxi-
mation as in the case of momentum conservation. Starting with Eq. (32a), one should notice that its LHS
contains the time derivative of the one-particle energy density only. To arrive at the total energy density
one has to separate the “interaction energy” density from the RHS. To this end, let me re-write Υ with the
help of Eq. (3d) as

Υ1 = −
∂

∂t2

∫
ddr3

〈
ψ̂†(r2, t2)ψ̂

†(r3, t1)V (r1−r3)ψ̂(r3, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)
〉∣∣∣∣

2→1

(41)

−
∂

∂t1

∫
ddr3

〈
ψ̂†(r2, t2)ψ̂

†(r3, t2)V (r1−r3)ψ̂(r3, t2)ψ̂(r1, t1)
〉∣∣∣∣

2→1

.

Singling out the interaction energy, see Eq. (38), this can be brought to the following form

Υ1 = −
1

2

∂

∂t1

∫
ddr3

〈
ψ̂†(r1, t1)ψ̂

†(r3, t1)V (r1−r3)ψ̂(r3, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)
〉

(42)

+
1

2

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r1, t1)

∂

∂t1

[
ψ̂†(r3, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

]
ψ̂(r1, t1)

〉

−
1

2

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)

∂

∂t1

[
ψ̂†(r1, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)

]
ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉
.

Introducing the interaction energy density E int in the first term and using the operator relation (8) in the
last two, I find

Υ1 = −
∂Eint
∂t1

−
1

2

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r1, t1)∇3ĵ(r3, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)

〉

+
1

2

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)∇1ĵ(r1, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉
. (43)

Substituting the above expression into Eq. (32a) one can now combine the time derivative terms into the
derivative of the total energy density, nE = E(1) + E int.

To proceed further one need to specify the gradient term in Eq. (32a). Without loss of generality, I can
write the “kinetic” part of the Hamiltonian (1) as

K̂ = ∇·K̂, (44)

where the vector K̂ carries the dependence on all additional quantum numbers. The rational for Eq. (44)
is the following. Kinetic energy describes motion and hence the corresponding operator must not commute
with the coordinate. Therefore, K̂ must be a functional of the gradient operator, ∇, and moreover the
formal Taylor series in ∇ must start with the first power. Thus each term in the series is proportional to ∇

leading to Eq. (44). Note that K̂ may further depend on ∇ as in the case of the usual parabolic spectrum

where K̂ = −∇/(2m), while for Dirac fermions in graphene K̂ = −ivgσ, where vg is the Fermi velocity and
σ is the vector of the Pauli matrices [38].

Using Eq. (44), one can arrive at the “explicit” expressions for E(1) and J by evaluating the LHS of
Eq. (31). These read

E
(1)
1 = −i∇1 ·K̂2G

12
1,2

∣∣∣
2→1

, J 1 = i

(
∂

∂t1
K̂2 +

∂

∂t2
K̂1

)
G12

1,2

∣∣∣∣
2→1

. (45)

Taking into account the explicit form of G12
1,2 in terms of the field operators, Eq. (A.3a) and using the

equations of motion (2b) and (4) to remove the time derivative from J ǫ, one finds following expression

J 1 = j(1)ǫ (1) + U1j +

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)∇1ĵ(r1, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉
, (46)
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where the one-particle contribution to the energy current is given by

j(1)ǫ (1) =
[
(∇2 ·K̂2)K̂1 − (∇1 ·K̂1)K̂2

]
G12

1,2

∣∣∣
2→1

. (47)

Substituting all of the above results in Eq. (32a) yields

∂nE

∂t
+∇·j(1)ǫ = −j ·∇U + Υ̃, (48)

where

Υ̃1 = −
1

2

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r1, t1)∇3ĵ(r3, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)

〉

+
1

2

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)∇1ĵ(r1, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉

−∇1

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)ĵ(r1, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉
,

which can be re-written in a more symmetric form

Υ̃1 = −
1

2
∇1

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)ĵ(r1, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉

−
1

2

∫
ddr3 [∇1V (r1−r3)]

〈
ψ̂†(r1, t1)ĵ(r3, t1)ψ̂(r1, t1)

〉

−
1

2

∫
ddr3 [∇1V (r1−r3)]

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)ĵ(r1, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉
. (49)

The last two terms in Eq. (49) are not gradients, but can be brought to a gradient form in the “local
uniformity” approximation [24] used above in the case of momentum conservation. Repeating the steps
leading to Eq. (27), I arrive at the continuity equation for the energy density (28), where the energy current
is defined as

jE = j(1)ǫ +
1

2

∫
ddr3V (r1−r3)

〈
ψ̂†(r3, t1)ĵ(r1, t1)ψ̂(r3, t1)

〉
(50)

−
1

4

∫
ddr13r13

[
∇i

13V (r1−r3)
] [〈

ψ̂†(r1+r13/2, t1)ĵ
i(r1−r13/2, t1)ψ̂(r1+r13/2, t1)

〉

+
〈
ψ̂†(r1−r13/2, t1)ĵ

i(r1+r13/2, t1)ψ̂(r1−r13/2, t1)
〉]
.

4.4. Summary

In this section I have derived the continuity equation for the energy density (28) from the microscopic
Keldysh approach by assuming “local uniformity” within small physical volumes [24]. In that sense, the
above considerations closely follow the arguments presented in the previous section. The difference here is
that the resulting expression for the energy current is expressed in terms of a two-particle Green’s function.
While it is possible to express the energy current in terms of the derivatives of the self-energy and the single-
particle Green’s function using Eq. (3d), the resulting expression is somewhat cumbersome. At the same
time, the obtained expression (50) is not immediately related to the kinetic equation since the RHS of the
integrated Kadanoff-Baym equation, the quantity Υ, has to be split into the time derivative of the interaction
energy and a contribution towards the energy current. This point will be discussed in the subsequent section.
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5. Kinetic equation

The local continuity equations Eqs. (6), (18), and (28) expressing conservation of the number of particles,
momentum, and energy, respectively can be straightforwardly obtained by integrating the Boltzmann kinetic
equation [21]. As direct consequence of the conservation laws, the collision integral vanishes upon integration.
In this section, I discuss the relation of this property to the identities Eqs. (16b), (24), and (40).

5.1. Kadanoff-Baym equation

Derivation of the kinetic equation is outlined in Ref. [10]. The calculation is very similar to at least some
of the above considerations, with a few notable points that should be clarified here. Firstly, Ref. [10] begins
with a Dyson’s equation for the Keldysh function GK instead of Eq. (3). Combining it with the conjugate
equation one finds the analogue of Eq. (9), which has the form

[(
i
∂

∂t1
−Ĥ0(1)

)
+

(
i
∂

∂t2
+Ĥ0(2)

)]
GK

1,2 =

∫
d3

[
ΣR

1,3G
K
3,2 +ΣK

1,3G
A
3,2 −GR

1,3Σ
K
3,2 −GK

1,3Σ
A
3,2

]
. (51)

Now, the Keldysh function is related to the function G12 by the identity

GK = 2G12 − iA, (52)

where A is the spectral function defined in Eq. (A.15). The choice of the Keldysh functon as the “basis”
function for the nonequilibrium transport theory [as opposed to G12 which, after all, defines the particle
density, see Eq. (7)] is justified by the fact [10], that the spectral function does not depend on the state of
the system and hence its contribution to macroscopic quantities out of equilibrium is irrelevant.

Although Eq. (51) is distinct from Eq. (9), it has the same property [see Eq. (11)]: the RHS of Eq. (51)
vanishes in the limit 2 → 1. Indeed, combining Eqs. (9) and (51) according to Eq. (52), one finds the
equation for the spectral function

[(
i
∂

∂t1
−Ĥ

(0)
1

)
+

(
i
∂

∂t2
+Ĥ

(0)
2

)]
A1,2 =

∫
d3

[
ΣR

1,3A3,2 + Γ1,3G
A
3,2 −GR

1,3Γ3,2 −A1,3Σ
A
3,2

]
, (53a)

where Γ defined in Eq. (A.20) is the self-energy component analogous to the spectral function. Substituting
the definitions (A.15) and (A.20) into Eq. (53), one finds for the RHS

i

∫
d3

[
ΣR

1,3G
R
3,2 − ΣA

1,3G
A
3,2 −GR

1,3Σ
R
3,2 +GA

1,3Σ
A
3,2

]
. (53b)

This expression vanishes in the limit 2 → 1, see Eq. (16d), which proves that the RHS of Eq. (51) vanishes
in that limit as well.

Finally, one can re-write Eq. (51) introducing the quantities A and Γ in the RHS [10]. Introducing the
short-hand notations

D̂12 = i
∂

∂t1
+ i

∂

∂t2
−Ĥ

(0)
1 +Ĥ

(0)
2 , (54a)

(A⊗B)1,2 =

∫
d3A1,3B3,2, (54b)

[
A⊗, B

]
−
= A⊗B −B ⊗A,

{
A⊗, B

}
+
= A⊗B +B ⊗A, (54c)

one arrives at the variant of the Kadanoff-Baym equation

D̂12G
K
1,2 =

[
ReΣ⊗, GK

]
−
+
[
ΣK ⊗, ReGR

]
−
+
i

2

{
ΣK ⊗, A

}
+
−
i

2

{
Γ⊗, GK

}
+
. (55)

This equation is equivalent to Eq. (51) and hence the RHS vanishes in the limit 2 → 1. The RHS of the
Kadanoff-Baym equation (9) can be brought to the same form as indicated above.
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5.2. Kinetic equation

Let me briefly recall the standard steps of the derivation of the kinetic equation. This can be done in
two different ways [10].

5.2.1. Quasiparticle and quasiclassical approximations

The first idea is to apply the gradient approximation to the Kadanoff-Baym equation (55). To do that
one first introduces the Wigner representation (using the relative and center of mass coordinates introduced
in section 3.4), see Appendix A. The Wigner representation is very physical, but unfortunately yields a
complicated expression for the convolution, the so-called Moyal product [39]

A⊗B = ei(∂
A

ǫ
∂B

t
−∇

A

p
·∇B

r
−∂A

t
∂B

ǫ
+∇

A

r
·∇B

p )AB. (56)

The gradient approximation in the Kadanoff-Baym equation is achieved by keeping the first two terms in
the Taylor series for the exponential in Eq. (56), which yields

[
A⊗, B

]
−
= i [A,B]p ,

{
A⊗, B

}
+
= 2AB, (57)

where
[A,B]p = (∂ǫA) (∂tB)− (∇pB)·(∇rB)− (∂tA) (∂ǫB) + (∇rA)·(∇pB) . (58)

Applying the above approximation to Eq. (55) one finds

[
(ǫ− ξp − U − ReΣ) , GK

]
p
−
[
ΣK ,ReGR

]
p
= ΣKA− ΓGK . (59)

Here all the derivatives are combined in the LHS, while the remaining RHS can be identified with the
collision integral.

The last step in the derivation is based on a further approximation. The “quasiparticle approximation”
relies on the Kadanoff-Baym solution [25] for the spectral function which can be approximated by a δ-
function, A = 2πδ(ǫ − ξp − U). Combined with the corresponding form of the Keldysh Green’s function,
GK = −2πihpδ(ǫ − ξp − U), where hp defines the conventional distribution function, fp = (1 − hp)/2, one
integrates Eq. (59) over ǫ and obtains the standard (Boltzmann) kinetic equation. The collision integral
(up to a numerical factor) takes the form I ∝ ΣK [hp] − (ΣR − ΣA)hp and is the function of p, r, and t.
Summing over all states now amounts to integrating over the momentum variable p. Given that it appears
as a Fourier transform inthe relative coordinate, such integration is equivalent to the limit 2 → 1 considered
above.

Alternatively, one can integrate over ξp (the “quasiclassical approximation”). The idea is that in the case
of, e.g., electro-phonon interaction the self-energy acquires energy dependence and hence the Kadanoff-Baym
solution for the spectral function can no lnger be reduced to the above δ-function. However, should the
momentum dependence of the self-energy remain weak (e.g., due to the Migdal theorem [40]) the spectral
function retains the form of a sharp peak in the variable ξp. This relies on the existence of the Fermi surface:
upon integration over ξp the Green’s functions are essentially restricted to the Fermi surface and depend
only on the orientation of momentum. While the quasiclassical approximation does not explicitly require
the mixed representation in the time variables, it is often invoked in order to reach the standard form of the
kinetic equation [10]. The procedure becomes rather similar to the previous case and yields the same form
of the collision integral, where both the self-energies and the distribution function now depend on ǫ instead
of the absolute value of p. Assuming the existence of quasiparticles, the two approximations can be related
by the formal introduction of the density of states. At the same time, the quasiclassical approximation does
not rely on the quasiparticle paradigm, which formally is expressed through the fact that the energy and
momentum variables are no longer related. A known limitation of the quasiclassical approximation is its
reliance on the particle-hole symmetry [10] which precludes one from describing, e.g., thermoelectric effects.
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5.3. Beyond the quasiclassical approximation

The second approach to deriving the kinetic equation does not rely on the quasiparticle approximation.
Instead, one introduces the Ansatz [10]

GK = GR ⊗ h− h⊗GA. (60)

Using this form in the Dyson’s equation (51) and taking into account the diagonal elements of Eq. (A.11),
one arrives at the equation

GR ⊗ B − B ⊗GA = 0, B = D̂12h−
[
ReΣ⊗, h

]
−
+
i

2

{
Γ⊗, h

}
+
+ΣK . (61)

Solving this equation to the leading order of the gradient expansion amounts to setting B = 0 which
seemingly yields the same form of the collision integral, I ∝ ΣK [h] − (ΣR − ΣA)h, albeit obtained without
any recourse to the quasiparticle approximation. The difference is that here the “distribution function”
depends not only on p, r, and t as in the case of the quasiclassical approximation, but also on the energy
variable, i.e. h = h(p, ǫ; r, t). The quasiclassical (or quasiparticle) approximation allows one to integrate
over ǫ using the “δ-peak”-like form of the spectral function. The Ansatz (60) leads to the kinetic equation
without any additional assumptions on the form of A.

An alternative method of deriving the quantum kinetic equation was suggested in Ref. [28] on the basis
of the observation that all elements of the Keldysh Green’s function matrix could be expressed in terms of
two functions only, cf. Eqs. (A.4) and (A.12). Choosing the spectral function as one of the two and noticing
that it becomes real in the Wigner representation, one can introduce another real function in the Wigner
representation, h = h(p, ǫ; r, t), such that

G12(p, ǫ; r, t) = iA(p, ǫ; r, t)h(p, ǫ; r, t), G21(p, ǫ; r, t) = −iA(p, ǫ; r, t) [1− h(p, ǫ; r, t)] . (62a)

This allows to use the functions A and h to express the Keldysh function GK

GK(p, ǫ; r, t) = −iA(p, ǫ; r, t) [1− 2h(p, ǫ; r, t)] . (62b)

Expressing the self-energies in a similar way

Σ12(p, ǫ; r, t) = iΓ(p, ǫ; r, t)γ(p, ǫ; r, t), Σ21(p, ǫ; r, t) = −iΓ(p, ǫ; r, t) [1− γ(p, ǫ; r, t)] , (63a)

with
ΣK(p, ǫ; r, t) = −iΓ(p, ǫ; r, t) [1− 2γ(p, ǫ; r, t)] , (63b)

one can use the new notations to re-write Eq. (55) as

D̂Ah−
[
ReΣ⊗, Ah

]
p
−
[
Γγ ⊗, ReGR

]
p
= ΓA(γ − h), (64)

where the RHS is essentially the same form of the collision integral expressed in the new notations.
The “quantum kinetic equation” (64) was obtained within the leading order of the gradient approximation

and hence provides a quantitative condition for its validity

|γ − h| ≪ 1. (65)

Consequently, in the LHS of Eq. (64) one can replace γ by h. The resulting equation corresponds to the
Botermans and Malfliet [41] choice of the quantum kinetic equation (as opposed to the original Kadanoff-
Baym choice). Both variants are equivalent within the applicability range of the gradient approximation.

In comparison to the Ansatz (60), the variable choice (62) reintroduces the spectral function in the
definition of the distribution function h, while leaving the energy dependence of the latter. On the other
hand, the choice (62) is always possible [28], while the Ansatz (60) is guaranteed to be valid only within the
gradient approximation [10].
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5.4. Kadanoff-Baym equation and the continuity equation

Let me now compare the derivation of the continuity equation presented in section 2 to the well-known
approach of integrating the kinetic equation. Particle number conservation is manifested in the traditional
kinetic theory by the fact that collision integral vanishes after being summed up over all states [21]. The
quantum kinetic equation, regardless of the variant, cf. Eqs. (59), (62b). and (64), contains also the
renormalization terms in the LHS. Consequently, the derivation of the kinetic equation consists of making
sure that the integral of the collision term vanishes and at the same time that the renormalization terms do
not affect the particle density and current [10].

In contrast, the argument presented in section 2 relies on the single identity, Eq. (11), where taking the
limit 2 → 1 is equivalent to integrating the collision integral over all energies and momenta, ǫ and p. The
combination of the self-energies and Green’s functions in Eq. (11) comprises both the collision integral and
renormalization terms (before the gradient approximation). However, vanishing of these terms together does
not in general guarantee that they should vanish individually although this does happen for most common
forms of the kinetic equation [10]. The fact that renormalization does not affect the particle density follows
from the operator definition, Eq. (7). Similarly, the current j is determined by the operator form of the
continuity equation, Eq. (8) and hence cannot be affected by interaction explicitly. This does not mean that
the density and current in an interacting system are the same as in non-interacting one: both definitions
involve the exact Green’s function G12, which can be very different from the free-particle one. In that
sense, vanishing of the renormalization terms ensures consistency of definitions of macroscopic currents and
densities in the microscopic and kinetic theories. Of course, the total number of particles is the same as in
the free system since interaction does not “produce” or “destroy”any particles.

Finally, let me reiterate that the continuity equation (6) is exact as long as the interaction (and any
potential) is expressed in terms of particle density, as is the case with most typical models (electron-electron
Coulomb interaction, electron-phonon – or any other boson – coupling, electron-impurity scattering, etc).
The purpose of the identity (11) is to make sure that any approximation made for Green’s functions and
self-energies does not violate the conservation law.

5.5. Kadanoff-Baym equation and momentum conservation

The continuity equation for momentum density (18) is the central equation in the hydrodynamic theory
eventually yielding the Euler and Navier-Stokes equations. In contrast to the continuity equation (6),
the equation (18) is not exact, but is valid within the gradient approximation. This is not a problem,
since hydrodynamics describes long-wavelength variations of macroscopic quantities. The same gradient
approximation is used to derive the kinetic equation. The equation (18) can then be obtained by multiplying
the kinetic equation by momentum and summing over all states without further approximations. As a
result of this procedure the RHS (i.e., the collision integral) of the kinetic equation vanishes which is the
manifestation of momentum conservation [21].

Microscopically, momentum conservation is manifested through the identity (24). This directly leads
to vanishing of the quantity C integrated over all space and hence to the global (integral) relation (21).
The quantity C itself emerges from the RHS of the Kadanoff-Baym equation in the limit 2 → 1 which
is equivalent of integrating the RHS of the quantum kinetic equation. The gradient approximation used
to derive Eq. (18) is equivalent to the one needed to derive the quantum kinetic equation. In particular,
separating the integrand c+ into two parts corresponds to the distinction between the collision integral and
the renormalization terms in Eqs. (59) and (64). In this case it can be seen directly that the integrated
collision integral vanishes while the renormalization terms contribute to the momentum flux tensor, see
Eq. (27). The momentum density g is determined by the momentum operator, see Eq. (19), and hence
is unaffected by renormalizations similarly to the particle number density and current. The derivation
presented in Sec. 3 is thus equivalent to the more standard route of going through the kinetic equation
(either the Boltzmann one or quantum), but has the advantage of being free of any additional approximation
beyond the gradient expansion. Taking into account additional interaction that do not conserve momentum
amounts to evaluating its contribution to the quantity C in the “0-th” approximation with respect to the
gradients, which is equivalent to evaluating the corresponding collision integral.
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5.6. Kadanoff-Baym equation and energy conservation

Energy conservation is the most difficult part of the presented approach since the energy density at
the operator level is essentially a two-particle correlation function. Global energy conservation can be
expressed in terms of the integral relation (33). As in the case of momentum conservation, the RHS of
the Kadanoff-Baym equation in the limit 2 → 1, i.e., the quantity Υ, determines the time derivative of the
interaction energy upon being integrated over all space. However, now both the energy density and current
are renormalized by interaction. Separating the time derivative of the interaction energy density from Υ
leaves the contribution to the energy current that has to be combined with the interaction contribution to the
“single-particle” current J . This should be contrasted with the standard kinetic theory derivation [2, 8, 21]
where a direct integration of the kinetic equation multiplied by energy yields the energy density and current
from the LHS, while the collision integral vanishes. At the same time, the “internal energy” appears though
thermodynamic identities [21]. This apparent complication in comparing the two approaches is reminiscent
of the common practice in conventional hydrodynamics where dissipative processes are taken into account
using the entropy flow equation rather than the continuity equation for the energy density [20, 21]. The
entropy flow equation will be discussed in a forthcoming publication [42].

Recent literature on electronic hydrodynamics in graphene [2–4, 8] devotes little attention to the internal
energy. The role of electron-electron interaction is seen as being responsible for equilibration, although in
real materials equilibration is most likely to occur with the help of phonons. Taking into account electron-
phonon interaction leading to energy relaxation [31] would violate the identity (24). In the simplest case
(cf. the arguments of Ref. [31]), one would have to evaluate the phonon contribution to Υ establishing the
weak decay contribution to the continuity equation (28).

6. Discussion

In this paper I have presented a detailed derivation of the local continuity equations providing the basis of
the hydrodynamic theory of electronic transport. While the continuity equation manifesting gauge invariant
is exact, the corresponding equations for the momentum and energy density are obtained within the gradient
approximation. The presented derivation is more general than the kinetic theory approach since it relies
neither on additional approximations (such as the common quasiparticle or quasiclassical approximations)
nor on the concept of the distribution function. Although the latter can be introduced at the quantum level
[e.g., by Eqs. (60) or (62)], it is not always obvious how to generalize this quantity to more complicated
cases, e.g., involving spin-orbit interaction. Keeping the discussion in coordinate space allows for a direct
generalization for systems in confined geometries.

The idea that hydrodynamics is “more general” than the kinetic theory is not new and can be already
seen in the original hydrodynamic description of conventional fluids (none of which could be described by
a kinetic equation). Microscopic expressions for the momentum flux tensor, interaction energy density, and
energy current presented here open a direct pathway for evaluating these quantities using specific models of
the systems of interest. In particular, there is already a substantial literature on hydrodynamic approach to
“strange” or “bad” metals [43–47], where the excitation spectrum might not contain usual quasiparticles,
as could be seen in photoemission [48] and transport [49] experiments. Some of these materials exhibit
resistance that is linear in temperature over a wide range including both low and high temperatures [50],
the behavior that has been puzzling the community for decades. The analysis presented here could be seen
as a way of evaluating resistivity directly (similarly to the case of graphene [2–4]) without the need for a
Kubo formula and may prove helpful for describing less established systems such as “non-Fermi liquids”.

Finally, supplementing the continuity equations by the constitutive relations one arrives at the hydrody-
namic theory. The constitutive relations are typically formulated either on symmetry grounds [20] or on the
basis of the kinetic theory [2, 8, 21]. In the latter case one associates the ideal flow with local equilibrium.
All macroscopic quantities (the densities, currents, and stress tensor) can be straightforwardly evaluated by
substituting the explicit form of the local equilibrium distribution function into their respective definitions.
Dissipation is taken into account perturbatively insofar the dissipative corrections are expressed within the
leading order in the gradient expansion. The particular form of the dissipative crrections is dictated by
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symmetry leaving a small number of coefficients (in the usual hydrodynamics the three coefficients are the
shear and bulk viscosities and thermal conductivity) to be determined either by solving the kinetic equation
or phenomenologically.

In the present approach the macroscopic quantities are expressed in terms of the exact Green’s functions.
The expression for the fluid velocity in terms of the Keldysh Green’s functions was given in Ref. [51]. Since the
general form of the dissipative corrections is independent of the microscopic derivation, one needs to expand
Eqs. (10), (27), and (50) in terms of the velocity gradients and hence determine the dissipative coefficients
(the viscosity, electrical and thermal conductivities). If the calculation is done perturbatively, then the
results are going to coincide with those done within the kinetic approach (the diagrammatic perturbative
expansion is identical with the kinetic theory [11]). However, if there are no quasiparticles in the system such
that the kinetic theory breaks down, the presented approach still offers a straightforward way to evaluate
the kinetic coefficients. Alternatively, one can treat the coefficients purely phenomenologically while using
the hydrodynamic equations to determine the spatial distribution of the charge and energy flows.
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Appendix A. Non-equilibrium (or Keldysh) Green’s function formalism

Here I summarize the notations for the Keldysh Green’s functions and their standard relations to keep
the paper self-complete. For a detailed account of the Keldysh technique see Refs. [10, 23].

Appendix A.1. Keldysh Green’s function

The central quantity of the formalism is the Green’s function that can be defined either in the Heisenberg
(subscript “H”) or “interaction (subscript “I”) representation on the Keldysh contour (subscript “C”)

G(1C , 2C) = −i
〈
TC ψ̂H(1C)ψ̂

†
H(2C)

〉
= −i

〈
TC ŜC ψ̂I(1C)ψ̂

†
I(2C)

〉
, (A.1a)

where the latter expression retains only the “connected” diagrams. In Eq. (A.1), TC is the time-ordering
operator on the Keldysh contour and the “scattering matrix” is

ŜC = TC exp


−i

∫

C

dtCĤint(tC)


 . (A.1b)

The Green’s function (A.1) can be more conveniently described in the matrix form

Ǧ1,2 =

(
G11

1,2 G12
1,2

G21
1,2 G22

1,2

)
, (A.2)

where
G12

1,2 = i
〈
ψ̂†
H(2)ψ̂H(1)

〉
, (A.3a)

G21
1,2 = −i

〈
ψ̂H(1)ψ̂†

H(2)
〉
, (A.3b)

G11
1,2 = θ(t1 − t2)G

21
1,2 + θ(t2 − t1)G

12
1,2, (A.3c)

G22
1,2 = θ(t1 − t2)G

11
1,2 + θ(t2 − t1)G

21
1,2. (A.3d)
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The four matrix elements are not independent and satisfy

Ǧ1,2 = −τ̌1Ǧ
†
2,1τ̌1, Tr Ǧ1,2 = Tr τ̌1Ǧ1,2, (A.4a)

where τ̌i are the Pauli matrices in the “Keldysh space”. Explicitly, the later relation takes the form

G11
1,2 +G22

1,2 = G12
1,2 +G21

1,2. (A.4b)

Appendix A.2. Self-energy

The Green’s function obeys the formally exact Dyson’s equation

(
i
∂

∂t1
−Ĥ

(0)
1

)
Ǧ1,2 −

∫
d3 Σ̌1,3τ̌3Ǧ3,2 = τ̌3δ1,2, (A.5)

where the self-energy is the matrix

Σ̌1,2 =

(
Σ11

1,2 Σ12
1,2

Σ21
1,2 Σ22

1,2

)
. (A.6)

The above definition differs from that in Ref. [21], where the Pauli matrix in the integral in Eq. (A.5)
precedes the self-energy [21]. This amounts to the replacement

Σ̌1,2 → τ̌3Σ̌1,2τ̌3,

or simply put, the extra minus sign for the off-diagonal elements. This can be made clearer by transforming
the integro-differential equation (A.5) to the integral form using the “free” Green’s function

Ǧ
(0)
1,2 =

(
i
∂

∂t1
−Ĥ

(0)
1

)−1

τ̌3δ1,2. (A.7)

Applying the operator
(
i∂t1 − Ĥ

(0)
1

)−1

to Eq. (A.5) from the left, one finds

Ǧ1,2 −

∫
d3d4 Ǧ

(0)
1,4τ̌3Σ̌4,3τ̌3Ǧ3,2 = Ǧ

(0)
1,2, (A.8)

in contrast to the corresponding equation in Ref. [21] where there are no Pauli matrices.
The rationale for the above notation is as follows. The self-energy has the same “symmetry” as the

Green’s function, see Eq. (A.4)

Σ̌1,2 = −τ̌1Σ̌
†
2,1τ̌1, Tr Σ̌1,2 = Tr τ̌1Σ̌1,2. (A.9a)

The latter relation reads
Σ11

1,2 +Σ22
1,2 = Σ12

1,2 +Σ21
1,2, (A.9b)

similarly to Eq. (A.4b) and without the extra minus sign in the right-hand side as in Ref. [21].

Appendix A.3. Keldysh rotation

One may try to use the relations (A.4) to reduce the number of Green’s functions. This can be achieved
by a “rotation” [10, 52]

Ǧ1,2 →
1

2

(
1 −1
1 1

)
τ̌3Ǧ1,2

(
1 1
−1 1

)
. (A.10a)

In the new basis, both the Green’s function and self-energy have the similar form (unlike the form suggested
in Ref. [21])

Ǧ =

(
GR GK

0 GA

)
, Σ̌ =

(
ΣR ΣK

0 ΣA

)
. (A.10b)
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In terms of the original Green’s functions, the newly defined functions are given by

GR = G11 −G12 = G21 −G22 = θ(t1 − t2)
[
G21

1,2 −G12
1,2

]
,

GA = G11 −G21 = G12 −G22 = −θ(t2 − t1)
[
G21

1,2 −G12
1,2

]
, (A.10c)

GK = G12 +G21 = G11 +G22.

In the rotated basis, the Dyson’s equation takes the form (same as in Ref. [21])

(
i
∂

∂t1
−Ĥ

(0)
1

)
Ǧ1,2 −

∫
d3 Σ̌1,3Ǧ3,2 = δ1,2. (A.11)

The basis rotation does not completely eliminate the redundancy in the definitions of the Green’s function.
Indeed, the Green’s function in the rotated basis satisfies [cf. Eq. (A.4)]

Ǧ1,2 = τ̌2Ǧ
†
2,1τ̌2, (A.12)

with the similar constraint on the self-energy [cf. Eq. (A.9)]

Σ̌1,2 = τ̌2Σ̌
†
2,1τ̌2. (A.13)

As a result, only two functions are in either matrix are independent.
Suppose one chooses G12

1,2 and G21
1,2 as such independent functions. Then from Eq. (A.4) it follows that

they have the following property

[
G12

1,2

]∗
= −G12

2,1,
[
G21

1,2

]∗
= −G21

2,1. (A.14)

Consider then their difference

A1,2 = i
[
G21

1,2 −G12
1,2

]
= i

[
GR

1,2 −GA
1,2

]
. (A.15a)

As follows from the symmetry of the Green’s functions, Eq. (A.14), the new function satisfies

A∗
1,2 = A2,1. (A.15b)

Appendix A.4. Wigner representation

The gradient approximation needed to derive quantum kinetic equations is most readily demonstrated in
the mixed or Wigner representation, i.e. the Fourier representation in the relative coordinate (the relative
and center of mass coordinates were introduced in section 3.4)

A(p, ǫ;R12, T12) =

∫
ddr12dt12A1,2e

−i(pr12−ǫt12), (A.16)

where t12 = t1 − t2 and T12 = (t1 + t2)/2.
In the Wigner representation, the spectral function A is real [cf. Eq. (A.15b)] and satisfies the “sum

rule”

A∗(p, ǫ; r, t) = A(p, ǫ; r, t),

∞∫

−∞

dǫ

2π
A(p, ǫ; r, t) = 1. (A.17)

At the same time, it completely determines the retarded and advanced functions through the relation

GR(p, ǫ; r, t)=
[
GA(p, ǫ; r, t)

]∗
=

∞∫

−∞

dǫ′

2π

A(p, ǫ′; r, t)

ǫ− ǫ′ + i0+
, (A.18)
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where (ǫ + i0+)−1 is the Fourier transform of the θ-function in Eq. (A.10c). As a result, one may express
these function as

GR(A) = Re GR ∓
i

2
A. (A.19)

Similar relations can be defined for the self-energy. Defining the analogue of the spectral function

Γ1,2 = i
[
ΣR

1,2 − ΣA
1,2

]
, (A.20)

one finds in the Wigner representation

ΣR(A) = ReΣ∓
i

2
Γ. (A.21)
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France - Année 1823, Gauthier-Villars, Paris, 1827, pp. 389–440.

[18] G. G. Stokes, On the theories of the internal friction of fluids in motion and of the equilibrium and motion of elastic solids,
Transactions of the Cambridge Philosophical Society 8 (1845) 287.

[19] G. G. Stokes, On the effect of the internal friction of fluids on the motion of pendulums, Transactions of the Cambridge
Philosophical Society 9 (1851) 8.

[20] L. D. Landau, E. M. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics, Pergamon Press, London, 1987. doi:10.1016/C2013-0-03799-1.
[21] E. M. Lifshitz, L. P. Pitaevskii, Physical Kinetics, Pergamon Press, London, 1981. doi:10.1016/C2009-0-25523-1.
[22] B. N. Narozhny, I. L. Aleiner, A. Stern, Mesoscopic fluctuations of the Coulomb drag at ν = 1/2, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86

(2001) 3610–3613. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.3610 .
[23] A. Kamenev, Field Theory of Non-Equilibrium Systems, Cambridge University Press, 2011.

doi:10.1017/CBO9781139003667.
[24] P. C. Martin, J. Schwinger, Theory of Many-Particle Systems. I, Phys. Rev. 115 (1959) 1342–1373.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.115.1342.
[25] G. Baym, L. P. Kadanoff, Conservation laws and correlation functions, Phys. Rev. 124 (1961) 287–299.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.124.287 .
[26] G. Baym, Self-consistent approximations in many-body systems, Phys. Rev. 127 (1962) 1391–1401.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.127.1391.

22

https://doi.org/10.1063/PT.3.4497
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40766-022-00036-z
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648x/aaa274
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.201700043
https://doi.org/10.1070/PU1968v011n02ABEH003815
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3667
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.026801
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2019.167979
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511813467
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.58.323
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.64.214204
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.57.287
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-444-86916-6.50007-7
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.035125
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14165
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.235425
https://doi.org/10.1016/C2013-0-03799-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/C2009-0-25523-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.86.3610
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139003667
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.115.1342
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.124.287
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.127.1391


[27] Y. Ivanov, J. Knoll, D. Voskresensky, Self-consistent approximations to non-equilibrium many-body theory, Nuclear
Physics A 657 (4) (1999) 413–445. doi:10.1016/S0375-9474(99)00313-9.

[28] Y. Ivanov, J. Knoll, D. Voskresensky, Resonance transport and kinetic entropy, Nuclear Physics A 672 (1) (2000) 313–356.
doi:10.1016/S0375-9474(99)00559-X .

[29] J. Knoll, Y. Ivanov, D. Voskresensky, Exact Conservation Laws of the Gradient Expanded Kadanoff–Baym Equations,
Annals of Physics 293 (2) (2001) 126–146. doi:10.1006/aphy.2001.6185.
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