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Abstract

Ill-de�ned pinch singularities arising in a perturbative expansion in out of

equilibrium quantum �eld theory have a naturalanalogue to standard scat-

tering theory. W e explicitly dem onstrate that the occurrence ofsuch term s

is directly related to Ferm i’s golden rule known from elem entary scattering

theory and is thus of no m ystery. W e further argue that within the pro-

cess oftherm alization ofa plasm a one has to resum such contributions to

allordersasthe processitselfisofnon-perturbative nature.In thisway the

resum m ed propagatorsobtain a �nitewidth.W ithin theM arkov approxim a-

tion ofkinetic theory the actualphase space distribution ata given tim e of

theevolution entersexplicitly.
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Non-equilibrium m any-body theory orquantum �eld theory hasbecom eam ajortopicof

research fordescribingvarioustransportprocessesinnuclearphysics,incosm ologicalparticle

physics orm ore generally in quantum dissipative system s. A very powerfuldiagram m atic

toolis given by the ‘Schwinger-Keldysh’[1{3]or ‘closed tim e path’(CTP) technique by

m eans ofnon-equilibrium Green’s functions for describing a quantum system also beyond

therm alequilibrium [4].Foran equilibrium situation thistechniqueisequivalentto thereal

tim edescription of�nitetem perature�eld theory [5{7].

Em ploying the diagram m atic CTP rules potential‘pinch singularities’m ight arise in

strictly perturbativeexpressions.Asan exam pleweconsiderascalar�eld theory.A typical

contribution arising in a perturbativeexpansion takese.g.theform

D
ret
0 (~p;p0)�0(~p;p0)D

av
0 (~p;p0) : (1)

Here �0 describessom e physical(perturbative)quantity (e.g.a selfenergy insertion);D
ret
0

and D av
0 denote the free retarded and advanced propagator,respectively. AsD ret

0 contains

a poleatp0 = �E p � i� and Dav
0 a poleatp0 = �E p + i� theproductofboth in theabove

expression isill-de�ned,if� 0(~p;p0 = E p =
p
m 2 + ~p2)doesnotvanish onshell.Transform ing

such an expression back into a tim e representation,the contour has to pass between this

pairoftwo in�nitely closepoles.

It was observed and proven by Landsm an and van W eert that such ill-de�ned term s

canceleach otherin each orderin perturbation theory,ifthesystem staysattherm alequi-

librium [6].Theirargum ents,however,rely solely on the KM S boundary conditionsofthe

free propagators and selfenergy insertions,so that they do not apply for system s outof

equilibrium . Thissevere problem arising forsystem soutofequilibrium was�rstraised by

Altherrand Seibert[8].Indeed,itwasspeculated therethattheCTP form alism m ightnot

be adequate fordescribing non-equilibrium system satall. In a subsequent paper,Altherr

[9]tried to ‘cure’thisproblem by hand by introducing a �nitewidth forthe‘unperturbed’

freeCTP propagatorD 0 so thattheexpressionsareatleastwell-de�ned in a m athem atical

sense. W ithin his m odi�ed perturbative approach,he also showed that seem ingly higher

order diagram s do contribute to a lower order in the coupling constant,as som e ofthe

higher order diagram s involving pinch term s willreceive factors ofthe form 1=�n;n � 1

reducing substantially the overallpower in the coupling constant. In his particular case

Altherrinvestigated the dynam ically generated e�ective m ass (the ‘tadpole’contribution)

within standard �4�theory. (Forthe hard m odesthe onshelldam ping � isofthe orderof

o(g4T).) Thereforeheconcluded thatpowercounting argum entsm ightin factbem uch less

trivialforsystem soutofequilibrium .W ewillcom eback to hisobservation below.

In a recentwork [10]we have discussed in detailthatm odesorquasi-particlesbecom e

therm ally populated by a non-perturbative Langevin like interplay between noise and dis-

sipative term s entering the non-equilibrium quantum transport equations. In the process

oftherm alization the fullpropagators necessarily m ust acquire som e �nite width (due to

collisions or m ore generally due to dam ping). Plasm ons behave as ‘nonshell’m odes [11].

Strictly speaking,the evolution ofa non-equilibrium system towardsequilibrium isalways

non-perturbative.W ewillcom eback to thisinterpretation in m oredetailbelow.

First, however, we willelaborate on the physicalreason for the occurrence ofpinch

singularities in a strictly perturbative expansion,when an interacting system is prepared
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with som e non-equilibrium occupation ofthe particles. As a m otivation we were inspired

by theidea thatin principle the Schwinger-Keldysh form alism isalso adequate to describe

sim ple scattering processeswhere e.g.only two initialparticlesare prepared atsom e �xed

m om entum states in the past. Hence,the perturbative schem e ofthe Schwinger-Keldysh

form alism should givethesam eresultsaselem entary scattering theory.

To set the stage we start with som e form ulae and m anipulations already presented in

[8]. W e follow the notation of[10]. For sim plicity we consider in the following a weakly

interacting scalar�4-theory.Theinitialstatein thefarpast(assum ing a hom ogeneousand

stationary system )isprepared by specifying them om entum occupation num ber~n(~p)ofthe

(initially non interacting)onshellparticles.Notethatthisoccupation num berdependsonly

onthethreem om entum ~p.(Ifspeci�ed withatherm alequilibrium distribution atsom egiven

tem perature,~n would be replaced by the onshellBose distribution nB (E p =
p
m 2 + ~p2).)

Theoccupation num ber~n(~p)entersthe(free)propagator

D
<
0 (p) = �2�isgn(p0)�(p

2
� m

2)[�(p 0)~n(~p)� �(�p 0)(1+ ~n(~p))] (2)

In addition,wenotetheform ofthefreeretarded and advanced propagator:

D
ret=av

0 (p)=
1

p2 � m 2 � i�sgn(p0)
: (3)

TocalculateperturbativecorrectionstothepropagatorsweapplytheLangreth-W ilkinsrules

[12]which arequitewell-known within thecontextoftheSchwinger-Keldysh form alism :

D
ret = D

ret
0 + D

ret
0 �ret

0 D
ret
0 + :::=:D ret

0 + �D ret
; (4)

D
av = D

av
0 + D

av
0 �

av
0 D

av + :::=:D av
0 + �D av

; (5)

D
< = D

<
0 + D

ret
0 �ret

0 D
<
0 + D

ret
0 �<

0 D
av
0 + D

<
0 �

av
0 D

av
0 + :::=:D <

0 + �D <
; (6)

where the dots denote m ultiple selfenergy insertions which we willnot consider for the

m om ent.Heretheretarded and advanced selfenergiesaregiven by theFouriertransform s

of(cf.e.g.[10])

�ret(x1;x2):= �(t1 � t2)[�
> (x1;x2)� �< (x1;x2)]; (7)

�av(x1;x2):= �(t2 � t1)[�
< (x1;x2)� �> (x1;x2)]: (8)

The selfenergies �> and �< are related as �> (x1;x2) = �< (x2;x1) in case ofa scalar

�eld theory. The selfenergy insertion � 0 in a strictly perturbative expansion is given by

a convolution oftheinitialfreepropagators.Iftheinitialm om entum distribution entering

thepropagator(2)isgiven by theBoseequilibrium distribution,theim portantrelation

�> (p)= e
p0=T �< (p); (9)

holds,which isnothing butthe KM S boundary condition.Itisworth m entioning thatour

conventions are chosen such that i�< (p) is always realand non negative. In a transport

theory (seebelow)itcan beinterpreted astheproduction rateform odeswith therespective

energy. Asa characteristic exam ple we discuss in the following the ‘sunset’graph arising

in scalar�4-theory. Thisdiagram isillustrated in �g.1. W e choose thisparticulargraph
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as an exam ple since the selfenergies �
< =>

0 (~p;p0 = E p) do not vanish onshellfor therm al

distributions(seee.g.[13,14]).Thisalsoholdsforany non-equilibrium distribution ~n aslong

as the individualtwo-particle scattering contributions are kinem atically allowed. W ithin

�nite tem perature �eld theory the im aginary partofthe selfenergy (‘cut’diagram )taken

onshellisconnected to thescattering rate(asan illustration see�g.2).On theotherhand,

thereexistcertain selfenergy insertionsliketheso-called hard therm alloop selfenergy [15]

orotherone-loop diagram s[16]which vanish on-shelldueto sim plekinem aticalconstraints

and thusdo notcauseany pinch problem .

By inspecting (4-6)m oreclosely one�ndsthattheperturbativecorrections�D ret=av to

the free retarded/advanced propagatorare free ofany pinch singularities asthe em erging

polesarealllocated atthesam esideofthecontour.W enotein passing thatthisalso holds

form ultipleselfenergy insertionsin (4,5)(seee.g.[10]).In contrast,allthreecontributions

to �D < areill-de�ned.Using theidentity

�sgn(p0)�(p
2
� m

2) =
i

2

�

D
ret
0 (p)� D

av
0 (p)

�

(10)

togetherwith (2)we can furtherm anipulatethethree contributionsof�D < by em ploying

theFouriertransform softhede�nitions(7)and (8).W e�nd

�D < (p)= �D <
reg(p)+ �D <

pinch(p) (11)

with a regularpart,

�D <
reg(p)= [�(p 0)~n(~p)� �(�p 0)(1+ ~n(~p))]

�
�

D
ret
0 (p)�ret

0 (p)D ret
0 (p)� D

av
0 (p)�

av
0 (p)D

av
0 (p)

�

; (12)

and thepartcarrying thepinch singularities,

�D <
pinch(p)= D

ret
0 (p)[�(p 0)((1+ ~n(~p))�<

0 (p)� ~n(~p)�>
0 (p))

+ �(�p 0)((1+ ~n(~p))�>
0 (p)� ~n(~p)�<

0 (p))]D
av
0 (p): (13)

Thelastexpression isill-de�ned,iftheterm sin thesquarebracketsdo notvanish onshellas

already pointed outin [8].The expression in thesquare bracketsisfam iliarfrom standard

kinetictheory (seee.g.[8,10]):Apartfrom a trivialfactoronecan interpret

�e�(~p) :=
1

2E p

[(1+ ~n(~p))i�>
0 (p)� ~n(~p)i�<

0 (p)]

�
�
�
�
p0= E p

(14)

asthe nete�ective rateforthe change oftheoccupation num berpertim e.Foran equilib-

rium situation theoccupation num berisgiven by theBosedistribution and theselfenergy

insertionsful�llthe KM S condition (9).Hence,forthe equilibrium case the whole bracket

exactly vanishes and no pinch singularities em erge. In contrast,this isnotthe case fora

generalnon-equilibrium con�guration [8].

To shed �rstsom e lighton the physicalinterpretation ofthisill-de�ned expression one

hasto ask forobservableswhich area�ected by thissingularity.W ithin standard scattering

theory onewould think abouttheprobability fora particleofsom einitialm om entum state
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tobescattered intoanotherm om entum state.Thereforeweask,how theoccupation num ber

~n haschanged aftera long tim e. The occupation num berforthe out-statescan be readily

extracted from D < by m eansoftheform ula (fora derivation see[10])

n(~p;t! 1 )(out) = ha
y(out)

~p
a
(out)

~p
i

=

 

E p

2
+

1

2E p

@

@t

@

@t0
+
i

2
(
@

@t
�

@

@t0
)

!

1

V

Z

d
3
x

Z

d
3
ye

i~p~x
e
�i~p~y (iD < (~y;t;~x;t0))

�
�
�
�
�
t0= t

(15)

t! 1
=

Z
dp0

2�

 

E p

2
+

p20

2E p

+ p0

!

(iD < (~p;p0)) : (16)

W hen inserting (11)one �nds by contour integration that�D <
reg only yields a �nite con-

tribution. The sam e holds true forthe �(�p 0)-term in (13)since the ’particle projector’
�
E p

2
+

p2
0

2E p

+ p0

�

vanishes on the antiparticle m ass shell. However,the �(p 0)-term ofthe

ill-de�ned expression �D <
pinch givesriseto thefollowing in�niteexpression

�n(~p)(out) = �e�(~p)� 2��(0)+ �nitecontributions. (17)

From analogy to the standard derivation ofFerm i’s golden rule in elem entary quantum

scatteringtheoryoneisim m ediately tem pted tointerpretthis�(0)singularity astheelapsed

scattering tim e T ! 1 . Indeed,thisinterpretation hasvery recently been conjectured by

Niegawa in [17],where he was also elaborating on the issue ofpinch singularities in non-

equilibrium quantum �eld theory. His m ajor point, however, has been to interpret the

in�nite shift �n(~p)asa renorm alization in the num ber density. W e think,however,that

this latter interpretation further obscures the problem instead ofuncovering the physical

processeswhich areatthebottom ofthepinch problem .

To dem onstrate thatthepinch singularitiesindeed appearasa resultofFerm i’sgolden

rule in scattering theory we now assum e that the interaction is switched on at a tim e

t= �T=2 and switched o� att= T=2,i.e.wereplace

�
< =>

0 (x1;x2)! ��
< =>

0 (x1;x2):= �( T

2
� t1)�(

T

2
� t2)�

< =>

0 (x1;x2)�(t1 +
T

2
)�(t2 +

T

2
) (18)

and assum ethattheduration tim eT islargebut�nite.Thisprocedureregulatesthepinch

singularity to a �nite value.Asa �rststep we again extractthe pinch term from (6),now

working in therepresentation ofthree-m om entum and tim e:

�D <
pinch(~p;t;t

0)

=

Z
dp0(1)

2�

dp0(2)

2�

dp0(3)

2�
e
�ip 0(1)te

ip0(3)t
0

D
ret
0 (~p;p0(1))D

av
0 (~p;p0(3))

�
h�

�(p 0(1))~n(~p)� �(�p 0(1))(1+ ~n(~p))
�

�av
0 (~p;p0(2))+ �<

0 (~p;p0(2))

� �ret
0 (~p;p0(2))

�

�(p 0(3))~n(~p)� �(�p 0(3))(1+ ~n(~p))
�i

�

T=2Z

�T=2

d�tei
�t(p0(1)�p 0(2))

T=2Z

�T=2

d�t0ei
�t0(p0(2)�p 0(3)) : (19)
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As

T=2Z

�T=2

dte
it�p =

2

�p
sin

�
T

2
�p

�
T! 1
! 2��(�p); (20)

itbecom esclearhow the pinch singularity arisesforT ! 1 .Furtherm ore,ifT isalready

su�ciently large,wearesafely allowed toapproxim atep 0(1) � p0(2) � p0(3) within thesquare

bracketin (19):

[:::]�
h

�(p 0(2))
�

(1+ ~n(~p))�<
0 (~p;p0(2))� ~n(~p)�>

0 (~p;p0(2))
�

(21)

+ �(�p 0(2))
�

(1+ ~n(~p))�>
0 (~p;p0(2))� ~n(~p)�<

0 (~p;p0(2))
�i

:

W e proceed by calculating �n(~p)(out) by m eansof(15). Forthiswe �rsttake t;t0 > T=2,

evaluate the p0(1)-and p0(3)-integration by standard com plex contourintegration and then

inserttheem erging expression into (15).Itresultsin

�n(~p)
(out)

pinch = (�i)

 

E p

2
+

1

2E p

@

@t

@

@t0
+
i

2
(
@

@t
�

@

@t0
)

!




Z
dp0(2)

2�

h

�(p 0(2))
�

(1+ ~n(~p))�<
0 (~p;p0(2))� ~n(~p)�>

0 (~p;p0(2))
�

+ �(�p 0(2))
�

(1+ ~n(~p))�>
0 (~p;p0(2))� ~n(~p)�<

0 (~p;p0(2))
�i

�
1

E p

"

sin(T
2
(p0(2)+ E p))

p0(2)+ E p

e
iE pt�

sin(T
2
(p0(2)� E p))

p0(2)� E p

e
�iE pt

#

�
1

E p

"

sin(T
2
(p0(2)� E p))

p0(2)� E p

e
iE pt

0

�
sin(T

2
(p0(2)+ E p))

p0(2)+ E p

e
�iE pt

0

# �
�
�
�
�
t0= t

� �e�(~p)

Z
dp0(2)

2�

4

(p0(2)� E p)
2
sin2

�
T

2
(p0(2)� E p)

�

= �e�(~p)� T (22)

which isvalid forlargebut�niteT.

Thus we have dem onstrated the bridge between the occurrence ofpinch singularities

within the contextofthe CTP form alism and Ferm i’sgolden rule in elem entary quantum

scattering theory.The e�ective rate�e� isthereforeanalogousto the transition probability

per unittim e. Indeed one can easily understand in physicalterm sthatone hasto expect

such a singularity in perturbation theory: Staying strictly within the �rstordercontribu-

tion the particlesrem ain populated with theinitially prepared non-equilibrium occupation

num ber(sincethisquantity entersthefreepropagator(2))and scatterforan in�nitely long

tim e.Therefore,theresulting shift�n(~p)(out) should scalewith �e�(~p)� T with �e�(~p)held

�xed. W e conclude that the occurrence ofpinch singularities appearing in perturbative

contributionswithin non-equilibrium quantum �eld theory isofno m ystery,butactually it

hasto appearbecause ofa very intuitive reason: the interaction tim e T becom esin�nite.

However,lookingataBoltzm ann equation which describesthetim eevolution oftheparticle

distribution function in the sem iclassicalregim e (see (30)below)one realizesthatthe oc-

cupation num berdoesnotstay constantduring thedynam icalevolution ofthesystem ,but
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willbechanged on atim escaleofroughly 1=�.Thequasi-particlesarenotreally asym ptotic

states.

Next,however,wewillshow how pinch singularitiesareform allycured by aresum m ation

procedure.Theonshellnon-equilibrium e�ectiverate�e� can bevisualized asbeing thenet

result ofcollisions between the onshellparticles. From standard therm al�eld theory one

would thusexpectthatthe propagatorswillbecom e dressed and supplem ented by a �nite

(collisionalorm ore generally dam ping)width. Thisrepresentsalready a non-perturbative

e�ect which only can be achieved by a resum m ation ofDyson-Schwinger type. As a �rst

attem pt(proposed by Baieretal.[18]),one m ightresum the fullseriesof(4-6)using the

selfenergy �0 (recallthatthelatteriscalculated from free propagators):

D = D 0 + D 0�0D 0 + D 0�0D 0�0D 0 + :::= D 0 + D 0�0D : (23)

W ith thede�nitions�0(~p;p0):=
i

2p0
[�>

0 (~p;p0)� �<
0 (~p;p0)]and Re�0 := Re�ret

0 = Re�av
0 we

end up with (cf.e.g.[10])

D
ret = D

ret
0 + D

ret
0 �ret

0 D
ret =

1

p2 � m 2 � Re�0 + ip0�0
; (24)

D
av = D

av
0 + D

av
0 �

av
0 D

av =
1

p2 � m 2 � Re�0 � ip0�0
; (25)

D
< = D

ret�<
0 D

av = (�2i)
p0�0

(p2 � m 2 � Re�0)
2 + p20�

2
0

�<
0

�>
0 � �<

0

: (26)

Hencetheresum m ation oftheseries(6)ofill-de�ned term sresultsin a well-de�ned expres-

sion.Thequantity

n�(~p;p0) :=
�<
0

�>
0 � �<

0

(27)

appearing in (26)hasto be interpreted asthe ‘occupation num ber’dem anded by the self

energy parts [10]. Ifthe equilibrium KM S conditions (9) apply for the selfenergy part,

then n�(~p;p0)
KM S
�! nB (p0) becom es just the Bose distribution function. For a general

non-equilibrium situation,however,thisfactordeviatesfrom the Bose distribution. Ifthe

dam ping width issu�ciently sm all,i.e. ��; ��> ;��< are proportionalto som e power in the

(sm all) coupling constant g (e.g.� g4 in case ofthe sunset graph depicted in �g.1) the

expression (26)resultsin

D
ret�<

0 D
av g! 0

�! �2�isgn(!)�(p2 � m
2)lim

g! 0
n�(~p;p0): (28)

W hen evaluatingtheoccupation num berfortheout-statesby m eansof(16)oneaccordingly

willget

n(~p)(out) � n�(~p;E p) (29)

which isfree ofany pathologicalbehavior. The astonishing thing to note atthis pointis

that in fact the (initial) non-equilibrium distribution ~n has been substituted by n� and,

therefore,doesnotshow up explicitly.So thequestion is,how ~n enters?
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Calculating �0 on a purely perturbativeleveltheinitialoccupation num ber~n entersvia

thefreepropagator(2).Thishowevercannotbethewholetruth in a dynam ically evolving

system .Itisim portanttom akesurethatsuch asystem isprepared atsom e�niteinitialtim e

t0. (Ift0 would be taken ast0 ! �1 the system would already have reached equilibrium

longtim eago.) Bedaque[19]alreadyhasnoted thatpinch singularitiesarein factan artifact

oftheboundarieschosen att0 ! �1 .Tim ereversalsym m etry isexplicitly broken,so that

the propagatorsin principle have to depend on both tim e argum entsexplicitly before the

system hasreached a�nalequilibrium con�guration.ThereforetheuseofFouriertechniques

(which in facthasled to the pinch singularitiesin (13))ishighly dubious. The initialout

ofequilibrium distribution ~n(t0)cannotstay constantduring theevolution ofthesystem as

ithasto evolve towardsthe Bosedistribution.Hence therem ustexistcontributionswhich

attribute to the tem poralchange ofthe distribution function. As long as the system is

notin equilibrium (on a tim e scale ofroughly 1=�0(~p;E p)),the propagatorthuscannotbe

stationary. In addition,the selfenergy parts�< and �> do also evolve with tim e. Hence

they should depend on theevolvingdistribution function and notpersistently on theinitial

one,~n,which enters�0 in (23). Thusthe resum m ation of(23)doesnotcoverallrelevant

contributions. Speaking m ore technically,the selfenergy operatorsm ustalso be evaluated

consistently by thefully dressed and tem porally evolving one-particlepropagators.

The solution to these dem andsis,ofcourse,the description ofthe system by m eansof

appropriate(quantum )transportequations[20,4,10].Graphically thisisillustrated in �g.3.

In addition to thesunsetdiagram wehavealso included them ean �eld orHartreediagram

there which in a perturbative schem e isthe one which arises�rst. (Itwould,however,not

resultin a pinch singularity so thatwe had discarded itin ourprevious discussion.) The

di�erence to the resum m ation of(23) is the fact that the propagators entering into the

self-energy operatorsare now also the fully dressed ones.Such a skeleton expansion ofthe

selfenergieswith including the dressed propagatorsin the resum m ation isalso fam iliarin

standard quantum m any-body theory forstrongly interacting system s[21].

Unfortunately,the fullquantum transport equations are generally hard to solve and

thusarenotso m uch ofpracticaluse.Yetoneneed notbethatpessim istic.Ifthecoupling

isweak,i.e.the dam ping width issu�ciently sm allcom pared to the quasi-particle energy

(which onetypically assum esform anyapplications)onecan taketheM arkov approxim ation

to obtain standard kinetic equations(fora derivation see e.g.[20,4,10]). Forthe situation

illustrated in �g.3 onegetsthestandard form [10]

(E p@t� ~p@~x � @~xm (~x;t)@~p)f(~x;t;~p) (30)

=
1

2
[i�< (~x;t;~p;E p)(f(~x;~p;t)+ 1)� i�> (~x;t;~p;E p)f(~x;~p;t)]

Heref denotesthesem i-classicalnon-equilibrium phase-spacedistribution ofquasi-particles.

m (~x;t)denotesthe sum ofthe bare and the dynam ical(space tim e dependent)m assgen-

erated by the Hartree term .W ithin the spiritofkinetic theory oneeasily realizesthatthe

resultobtained in (22)sim ply statesthatthechangein theoccupation num berpertim eT

is nothing but the collision rate. W ithin this M arkovian approxim ation the fully dressed

propagatorsaregiven by [10]

D
ret(~x;t;p)�

1

p2 � m 2(~x;t)� Re�(~x;t;p)+ ip0�(~x;t;p)
; (31)
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D
av(~x;t;p)�

1

p2 � m 2(~x;t)� Re�(~x;t;p)� ip0�(~x;t;p)
; (32)

D
< (~x;t;p)� (�2i)

p0�(~x;t;p)

(p2 � m 2(~x;t)� Re�(~x;t;p))2 + p20�
2(~x;t;p)

f(~x;t;~p) : (33)

In particularweem phasize thatin (33)theinstantaneousnon-equilibrium phasespacedis-

tribution function f(t)entersand notthe initialone,~n. The dynam ically generated m ass

aswellasthecollisionalselfenergy contribution � can thusbeevaluated with thesepropa-

gators.(In kinetic theory one usually takesthe propagatorsin theirquasi-free lim it(Re�,

� ! 0),albeit instantaneous.) Higher order term s leading to the pinch singularities are

explicitly resum m ed and lead now to �niteand very transparentresults.

One can now easily understand the observations m ade by Altherr [9]. He has found,

startingfrom som enon-equilibrium distribution ~n,thathigherorderdiagram scontributeto

thesam eorderin thecouplingconstantasthelowestorderone.Indeed,in hisinvestigation,

theparticularhigherorderdiagram swherenothingbuttheperturbativecontributionsofthe

seriesin (6)forthe dressed orresum m ed one-particle propagatorD < . The only di�erence

is that he has em ployed a ‘free’propagator m odi�ed by som e �nite width in order that

each ofthe term sin the series (6)becom es wellde�ned. The reason forthe higherorder

diagram stocontributetothesam eorderisthattheinitialout-of-equilibrium distribution ~n

cannotstay constantduring theevolution ofthesystem asithastoevolvetowardstheBose

distribution.If~n� nB isofordero(1),itisobviousthattherem ustexistcontributionswhich

perturbatively attributeto thetem poralchangeofthedistribution function and contribute

to thesam eordero(1).In fact,in ourprescription (33),~n hassim ply besubstituted by the

actualphase space distribution f.Then calculating e.g.the tadpolediagram ,asdiscussed

in the particularcase of[9],one hasto stay within lowestorderin the skeleton expansion,

butwith thefully dressed propagator.

In sum m ary,we have shown in sim ple physicalterm swhy so called pinch singularities

do (and haveto)appearin theperturbativeevaluation ofhigherorderdiagram swithin the

CTP description ofnon-equilibrium quantum �eld theory.They aresim ply connected tothe

standard divergence in elem entary scattering theory. The occurrence ofpinch singularities

signalstheoccurrenceof(onshell)dam ping ordissipation.Thisnecessitatesin thedescrip-

tion oftheevolution ofthesystem by m eansofnon-perturbativetransportequations.In the

weak couplingregim ethiscorrespondstostandard kinetictheory.In thiscasewehavegiven

a prescription ofhow the dressed propagatorscan be approxim ated in a very transparent

form . Technically,pinch singularities appear due to a m isuse ofFourier techniques [19].

From a physicalpoint ofview,scattering processes which change the occupation num ber

give rise to pinch singularities,ifthese processes go on forin�nitely long tim e. However,

exactly these processes drive the system towards therm alequilibrium within a �nite tim e

characterized by the inverse dam ping rate. In equilibrium the occupation num ber stays

constantand no pinch singularitiescan appear.

A C K N O W LED G M EN T S

W egratefully acknowledge discussionswith M .Thom a.

9



REFERENCES

[1]J.Schwinger,J.M ath.Phys.2,407 (1961).

[2]P.M .Bakshiand K.T.M ahanthappa,J.M ath.Phys.4,1,12 (1963).

[3]L.V.Keldysh,Zh.Eks.Teor.Fiz.47,1515 (1964);Sov.Phys.JETP 20,1018 (1965).

[4]K.Chou,Z.Su,B.Hao and L.Yu,Phys.Rep.118,1 (1985).

[5]R.M ills, ‘Propagators for M any Particle System s’, Gordon and Breach, New York

(1969).

[6]N.P.Landsm an and Ch.G.van W eert,Phys.Rep.145,141 (1987).

[7]M .LeBellac,‘Therm alField Theory’,Cam bridgeUniv.Press,Cam bridge(1996).

[8]T.Altherrand D.Seibert,Phys.Lett.B 333,149 (1994).

[9]T.Altherr,Phys.Lett.B 341,325 (1995).

[10]C.Greinerand S.Leupold,‘Stochasticinterpretation ofKadano�-Baym equationsand

theirrelation to Langevin processes’,hep-ph/9802312,to appearin Ann.Phys.

[11]N.P.Landsm an,Ann.Phys.186,141 (1988).

[12]D.Langreth and J.W .W ilkins,Phys.Rev.B 6,3189 (1972).

[13]E.W ang and U.Heinz,Phys.Rev.D 53,899 (1996).

[14]C.Greinerand B.M �uller,Phys.Rev.D 55,1026 (1997).

[15]M .E.Carrington,H.Defu and M .H.Thom a,‘Equilibrium and Non-Equilibrium Hard

Therm alLoop Resum m ation in theRealTim eForm alism ’,hep-ph/9708363.

[16]I.Dadic,‘Two m echanism sforelim ination ofpinch singularitiesin outofequilibrium

therm al�eld theories’,hep-ph/9801399.

[17]A.Niegawa,Phys.Lett.B 416,137 (1998).

[18]R.Baier,M .Dirks,K.Redlich,Phys.Rev.D 55,4344 (1997);R.Baier,M .Dirks,

K.Redlich and D.Schi�,Phys.Rev.D 56,2548 (1997).

[19]P.F.Bedaque,Phys.Lett.B 344,23 (1995).

[20]L.P.Kadano� and G.Baym ,‘Quantum StatisticalM echanics’,Benjam in,New York

(1962).

[21]A.L.Fetterand J.D.W alecka,‘Quantum Theory ofM any ParticleSystem s’,M cGraw-

HillInc.(1971).

10

http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9802312
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9708363
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9801399


FIGURES
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FIG .1. Lowest order selfenergy term in �4-theory which contributes to the pinch problem

(sunsetdiagram ).
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FIG .2. Im aginary partofthesunsetdiagram which can beidenti�ed with a scattering am pli-

tude.
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FIG .3. Dyson-Schwingerequation with fully dressed propagators(skeleton expansion).
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