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Abstract

Itde ned pinch singularities arising In a perturbative expansion in out of
equilbrium quantum eld theory have a natural analogue to standard scat—
tering theory. W e explicitly dem onstrate that the occurrence of such tem s
is directly related to Fem i's golden rule known from elem entary scattering
theory and is thus of no mystery. W e further argue that within the pro—
cess of themm alization of a plagn a one has to resum such contrbutions to
all orders as the process itself is of non-perturbative nature. In this way the
resum m ed propagators cbtain a nitewidth.W ithin theM arkov approxin a—
tion of kinetic theory the actual phase space distribution at a given tin e of
the evolution enters explicitly.
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N on-equillborium m any-body theory orquantum eld theory hasbecom e am a prtopic of
ressarch fordescribing various transport processes in nuclkarphysics, In coan ologicalparticle
physics or m ore generally In quantum dissjpative system s. A very powerfuil diagram m atic
tool is given by the Schw ingerKeldysh’ {I{3] or tlosed tine path’ (CTP) technique by
m eans of non-equilbbriim G reen’s functions for describbing a quantum system also beyond
themm alequiliorium [4]. Foran equilbriim situation this technigue is equivalent to the real
tin e description of nite tem perature eld theory [Bi{f7].

Emplying the diagramm atic CTP rules potential binch singularties’ m ight arise In
strictly perturbative expressions. A s an exam pl we consider a scalar eld theory. A typical
contribution arising In a perturbative expansion takes eg. the form
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Here | describbes som e physical (perturbative) quantity (eg.a self energy nsertion); D 5
and D 3V denote the free retarded and advanoced propagator, respectively. AsD ;° contains
apokatpy= E, 1 andD{" apokatp,= Ey,+ i the product ofboth in the above
expression is ilkde ned, if ;o= E, = m? + p?) doesnotvanish onshell. Transform g
such an expression back into a tin e representation, the contour has to pass between this
pair of two In niely close polks.

It was observed and proven by Landsn an and van W eert that such ilkde ned temm s
cancel each other in each order in perturbation theory, if the system stays at therm alequi-
Horium 6]. Their argum ents, however, rely sokely on the KM S boundary conditions of the
free propagators and self energy insertions, so that they do not apply for system s out of
equilbrium . This severe problem arising for system s out of equilbrium was rst raised by
A Ytherr and Sebert R]. Indeed, it was speculated there that the CTP fomm alism m ight not
be adequate for describbing non-equilbbrium system s at all. Tn a subsequent paper, A ltherr
B] tried to ture’ this problem by hand by introducing a nite width for the Unperturbed’
free CTP propagatorD ( so that the expressions are at least welkde ned in a m atham atical
sense. W ihin 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 of the
higher order diagram s nvolring pinch tem s w ill receive factors of the form 1= “;n 1
reducing substantially the overall power In the coupling constant. In his particular case
A therr nvestigated the dynam ically generated e ective m ass (the tadpolk’ contribution)
wihin standard * theory. (For the hard m odes the onshelldam ping is of the order of
0@*T).) Therefore he concluded that power counting argum entsm ight in fact bemuch less
trivial for system s out of equiliorium . W e w ill com e back to his cbservation below .

In a recent work {10] we have discussed in detail that m odes or quastparticles becom e
them ally populated by a non-perturbative Langevin lke interplay between noise and dis-
sipative temm s entering the non-equilbriuim quantum transport equations. In the process
of them alization the full propagators necessarily must acquire some nite width (due to
collisions or m ore generally due to dam ping). P lasn ons behave as honshell’ m odes {11].
Strictly speaking, the evolution of a non-equilbbriim system towards equilbbriuim is always
non-perturative. W e w ill com e back to this interpretation in m ore detailbelow .

F irst, however, we will elaborate on the physical rason for the occurrence of pinch
sihgularities In a strictly perturbative expansion, when an interacting system is prepared



w ith som e non-equilbbriuim occupation of the particles. A s a m otivation we were inspired
by the idea that n principle the Schw ingerK eldysh form alism is also adequate to describe
sin ple scattering processes where eg. only two initial particles are prepared at some xed
mom entum states in the past. Hence, the perturbative schem e of the Schw ingerK eldysh
form alisn should give the sam e resuls as elem entary scattering theory.

To set the stage we start wih som e om ulae and m anjpulations already presented in
Bl. W e olow the notation of [I(]. For sin plicity we consider in the follow ing a weakly
interacting scalar *-theory. The initial state in the far past (@ssum ing a hom ogeneous and
stationary system ) is prepared by soecifying the m om entum occupation num ber r (@) ofthe
(initially non interacting) onshell particles. N ote that this occupation num ber depends only
on thethreem om entum p. (Ifgpeci ed w ith a them alequilbbrium distribution atfjsom egiven
tem perature, n would be replaced by the onshell Bose distrbution ng E, =  m? + p?).)
T he occupation num ber r () enters the (free) propagator

Ds® = 2 isgn@) & m? [ @o)rE) (po)d+ rE)] @)

In addition, we note the form of the free retarded and advanced propagator:
3 1
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T o calculate perturbative corrections to the propagatorswe apply the Langreth-W ikinsrules
2] which are quite weltknown w ithin the context of the Schw ingerX eldysh form alisn :
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where the dots denote multiple self energy nsertions which we will not consider for the
m om ent. Here the retarded and advanced self energies are given by the Fourer transfom s
of (cf. eg. [I0)
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The seif energies ~ and © are related as ~ X1;X2) = ° X3;X;) In case of a scalar

eld theory. The slf energy nsertion ( in a strictly perturbative expansion is given by
a convolution of the inital free propagators. If the Initialm om entum distrdbution entering
the propagator () is given by the Bose equilbrium distrbution, the in portant relation

T =T Cp); )

holds, which is nothing but the KM S boundary condition. It is worth m entioning that our
conventions are chosen such that i  (p) is always real and non negative. In a transport
theory (seebelow) it can be interpreted as the production rate form odesw ith the respective
energy. A s a characteristic exam plk we discuss in the Pllow ng the sunset’ graph arising
in scalar “~theory. This diagram is illustrated n g. .. W e choose this particular graph
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as an exam plk since the s=lf energies S=> te;po = E) do not vanish onshell for them al
distrbutions (see eg. [13;14]) . Thisalso holds for any non-equilbrim distribution n as long
as the Individual two-particle scattering contributions are kinem atically allowed. W ithin
nite tem perature eld theory the In aghary part of the self energy (tut’ diagram ) taken
onshell is connected to the scattering rate (@s an illustration see g.2). On the other hand,
there exist certain self energy insertions like the so-called hard them al loop self energy [15]
or other one-loop diagram s [[6] which vanish on-shell due to sin pl kinem atical constraints
and thus do not cause any pinch problem .

By inspecting &-4) m ore closely one nds that the perturbative corrections D ™% to
the free retarded/advanced propagator are free of any pinch singularities as the em erging
poles are all Iocated at the sam e side of the contour. W e note in passing that this also holds
formultple selfenergy nsertions in @5) (see eg. {10]). In contrast, all three contrbutions
to D © are illde ned. U sing the dentity

snE) @ m) = D) DI E) 0)
together with @) we can fiirther m anjpulate the three contributions of D < by em plying
the Fourker transfom s of the de nitions (7) and @). W e nd

D ®= D ®+ D pu® (11)
w ith a regular part,
D @ =1[ ®ore) (po)d+ rE)]
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and the part carrying the pinch shgularities,
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T he last expression is ilkde ned, ifthe temm s in the square brackets do not vanish onshell as
already pointed out In {§]. The expression in the square brackets is fam iliar from standard

kinetic theory (see eg. B/10]): Apart from a trivial factor one can interpret

N
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as the net e ective rate for the change of the occupation number per tin e. For an equilio—
rum situation the occupation num ber is given by the B ose distribution and the self energy
insertions ful 1the KM S condition @) . Hence, for the equilbrium case the whole bracket
exactly vanishes and no pinch singularities em erge. In contrast, this is not the case for a
general non-equilbbrium con guration [B].

To shed rst som e light on the physical interpretation of this ilkde ned expression one
has to ask for observables which are a ected by this singularity. W ithin standard scattering
theory one would think about the probability for a particle of som e lnitialm om entum state



to be scattered into anotherm om entum state. T herefore we ask, how the occupation num ber
r has changed after a lIong tin e. The occupation num ber for the out-states can be readily
extracted from D by m eans of the formula (for a derivation see [10))
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W hen mserting (11) one ndsby contour integration that D [ only yieldsa nite con—
trbution. The sam e holds true orthe ( po)-tem I (13) since the "particle profctor
2
ETP + ;;—OP + pg vanishes on the antiparticke m ass shell. However, the (o q)-tem of the
<

ilkde ned expression D ;4 gives rise to the ©ollow ng In nite expression
nE) = . @ 2 (0)+ nie contrbutions. @7

From analogy to the standard derivation of Fem i's golden rule in elem entary quantum
scattering theory one is In m ediately tem pted to interpret this (0) singularity asthe elapsed
scattering tine T ! 1 . Indeed, this Interpretation has very recently been conectured by
Niegawa In [17], where he was also elaborating on the issue of pinch singularities in non-
equilbriim quantum eld theory. His m apr point, however, has been to interpret the
In nite shift n ) as a renom alization in the number density. W e think, however, that
this Jatter interpretation further obscures the problem instead of uncovering the physical
processes which are at the bottom of the pinch problem .

To dem onstrate that the pinch singularties indeed appear as a result of Fem i’s golden
rule in scattering theory we now assum e that the interaction is switched on at a time
t= T=2and switched o att= T=2, ie.we replace

o k) L o &xe) = (5ow) (3 ot) o7 &iixe) i+ D) €+ L) @8)

and assum e that the duration tine T is largebut nite. T his procedure regulates the pinch
singularity to a nite value. Asa rst step we agan extract the pinch tem from (6), now
working In the representation of threem om entum and tin e:
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it becom es clear how the pinch sihgularity arises for T ! 1 . Furthem ore, if T is already
su clently large, we are safely allowed to approxinatep ga)y  Pop) Poe) Wihin the square
bracket in (9):
h
[:::] Pop) L+nE) ; EPie) BE) § ©Poe) (21)
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W e proceed by calculating n () ©*" by means of (I5). For thiswe rst take ;9> T=2,
evaluate the pyq)— and py ) —ntegration by standard com plex contour integration and then
insert the em erging expression nto {15). &t results in
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which isvald for largebut nite T.
Thus we have dem onstrated the bridge between the occurrence of pinch singularities
w ithin the context of the CTP fom alisn and Fem s golden rule In elem entary quantum
scattering theory. The e ective rate . is therefore analogous to the transition prokability
rer unit tim e. Indeed one can easily understand in physical temm s that one has to expect
such a shgularity In perturoation theory: Staying strictly within the st order contriou-—
tion the particles rem ain populated w ith the initially prepared non-equilbrium occupation
num ber (since this quantity enters the free propagator @)) and scatter oran in nitely long
tin e. Therefore, the resulting shift n ) “Y should scalewith . @) T with . () held
xed. W e conclude that the occurrence of pinch singularities appearing in perturbative
contributions w thin non-equilbbrium quantum eld theory is of no m ystery, but actually it
has to appear because of a very Intuiive reason: the interaction tine T becom es in nite.
H owever, looking at a Bolzm ann equation which describes the tin e evolution ofthe particle
distrbution fiinction in the sem iclassical regin e (see (3() below ) one realizes that the oc—
cupation num ber does not stay constant during the dynam ical evolution of the system , but



w illbe changed on a tin escale of roughly 1= . T he quasiparticles are not really asym ptotic
states.

N ext, however, wew illshow how pinch shgularities are form ally cured by a resum m ation
procedure. T he onshellnon-equilbbrium e ective rate . can be visualized asbeing the net
result of collisions between the onshell particles. From standard them al eld theory one
would thus expect that the propagators w illbecom e dressed and supplem ented by a nite
(collisional or m ore generally dam ping) width. This represents already a non-perturbative
e ect which only can be achieved by a resumm ation of D yson-Schw Inger type. Asa rst
attem pt (proposed by Bader et al [1§]), one m ight resum the full series of (§-+§) using the
slfenergy o (recall that the Jatter is calculated from free propagators) :

D=D0+Do 0D0+Do ODO 0D0+:::=D0+D0 OD: (23)
W ith the de nitions o @;py) = 2—;0[ o oip0) 5 ipo)landRe ( = Re = Re ' we
end up with (cf.eg. 0]
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H ence the resum m ation of the series {6) of ilkde ned tem s resuls in a welkde ned expres—
sion. T he quantity

n ;) = >70< @27)

0 0
appearing In @6) has to be interpreted as the bccupation number’ dem anded by the self
energy parts [1Q]. If the equilbriim KM S conditions Q) apply for the self energy part,

then n ;1) KM S ng @og) becom es just the Bose distrbution function. For a general
non-equilbrium situation, however, this factor deviates from the Bose distrbution. If the
dam ping width is su ciently snall, ie. ; ~; ° are proportionalto some power in the
(em all) coupling constant g g. g* I case of the sunset graph depicted 1 g. 1) the

expression @4) results in
D= ;0% “1° 2 ign() @ n’)Inn e ©8)

W hen evaluating the occupation num ber for the out-states by m eans of (L6) one accordingly
will get

n cp) (out) n (p;Ep) (29)

which is free of any pathological behavior. The astonishing thing to note at this point is
that In fact the (niial) non-equilbriuim distribbution n has been substituted by n  and,
therefore, does not show up explicitly. So the question is, how r enters?



Caloulating o on a purely perturbative level the initial occupation num ber n enters via
the free propagator ). T his however cannot be the whole truth in a dynam ically evolving
system . It is In portant tom ake sure that such a systam isprepared at some nite nitdaltime

th. (It would be taken as ty ! 1 the system would already have reached equilboriim
long tin e ago.) Bedaque [[9] already hasnoted that pinch singularities are in fact an artifact
of the boundaries chosen at ty ! 1 .Tine reversal symm etry is explicitly broken, so that

the propagators in principle have to depend on both tim e argum ents explicitly before the
system hasreached a nalequilbrium con guration. T herefore the use of Fourier techniques
(which in fact has kd to the pinch shgularities in (13)) is highly dubious. The initial out
ofequilbbrium distrioution r () cannot stay constant during the evolution of the system as
it has to evolve tow ards the B ose distribbution. H ence there m ust exist contributions which
attrbute to the tem poral change of the distrbution finction. A s long as the system is
not In equilbbrium (on a tin e scale of roughly 1= ( (9;E)), the propagator thus cannot be
stationary. In addition, the self energy parts * and ~ do also evolve with time. Hence
they should depend on the evolving distribbution function and not persistently on the initial
one, n, which enters ( In £3). Thus the resumm ation of 23) does not cover all relevant
contrbutions. Speaking m ore technically, the self energy operators m ust also be evaluated
consistently by the fully dressed and tem porally evolving one-particle propagators.

T he solution to these dem ands is, of course, the description of the system by m eans of
appropriate (quantum ) transport equations 20;4,10]. G raphically this is illustrated in g.3.
In addition to the sunset diagram we have also Included them ean eld or H artree diagram
there which In a perturbative schem e is the one which arises rst. (It would, however, not
result In a pinch shgularty so that we had discarded it In our previous discussion.) The
di erence to the resumm ation of ®3) is the fact that the propagators entering into the
selfenergy operators are now also the filly dressed ones. Such a skekton expansion of the
self energies w ith including the dressed propagators in the resumm ation is also fam iliar in
standard quantum m any-body theory for strongly interacting system s R1].

Unfortunately, the full quantum transport equations are generally hard to solve and
thus are not so m uch of practical use. Yet one need not be that pessim istic. If the coupling
isweak, ie. the dam ping width is su ciently sm all com pared to the quasiparticle energy
(W hich one typically assum es form any applications) one can take theM arkov approxin ation
to obtain standard kinetic equations (for a derivation see eg. £0,4,10]). For the situation
illustrated in  g. 3 one gets the standard form [10]

Epl pl  QGm e;0)E) £ 6Lp) 30)
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Here f denotesthe sam iclassical non-equilbrium phase-soace distribution of quasiparticles.
m (x¢;t) denotes the sum of the bare and the dynam ical (space tin e dependent) m ass gen—
erated by the Hartree termm . W ithin the soirt of kinetic theory one easily realizes that the
result obtained in @2) sin ply states that the change in the occupation num ber per tin e T
is nothing but the collision rate. W ithin this M arkovian approxin ation the fully dressed
propagators are given by [L0]

1
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In particular we em phasize that in (33) the instantaneous non-equilbrium phase space dis-
trbution finction f (t) enters and not the mnitial one, r. The dynam ically generated m ass
aswell as the collisional self energy contrdoution can thusbe evaluated w ith these propa—
gators. (In kinetic theory one usually takes the propagators in their quasi-free Iim it Re ,

! 0), albeit instantaneous.) H igher order tem s lading to the pinch sihgularities are
explicitly resumm ed and lead now to nite and very transparent resuls.

One can now easily understand the observations m ade by A Ttherr g]. He has found,
starting from som e non-equilbrium distribbution r, that higher order diagram s contribute to
the sam e order in the coupling constant as the low est order one. Indeed, in his Investigation,
the particular higher order diagram sw here nothing but the perturbative contributions ofthe
series In (§) for the dressed or resumm ed one-particlke propagatorD * . The only di erence
is that he has employed a Yiee’ propagator m odi ed by some nite width in order that
each of the tem s in the series (_6) becom es well de ned. The reason for the higher order
diagram s to contribute to the sam e order is that the initial outofequilbriim distriution n
cannot stay constant during the evolution ofthe system as it has to evolve tow ards the Bose
distrdbution. Ifr ng isofordero (1), it is cbvious that there m ust exist contrdoutionsw hich
perturbatively attribute to the tem poral change of the distribbution fiinction and contribute
to the sam e order o (1) . In fact, in our prescription (33), n has sin ply be substituted by the
actualphase space distrbution f. Then calculating eg. the tadpolk diagram , as discussed
in the particular case of [9], one has to stay within lowest order in the skeleton expansion,
but w ith the fully dressed propagator.

In summ ary, we have shown in sin ple physical term s why so called pinch singularities
do (@and have to) appear in the perturbative evaluation of higher order diagram sw ithin the
CTP description ofnon-equilbriim quantum eld theory. They are sin ply connected to the
standard divergence in elem entary scattering theory. The occurrence of pinch sihgularities
signals the occurrence of (onshell) dam ping or dissijpation. T his necessitates in the descrip-
tion ofthe evolution ofthe system by m eans ofnon-perturbative transport equations. In the
weak coupling regin e this corresponds to standard kinetic theory. In this case we have given
a prescription of how the dressed propagators can be approxin ated In a very transparent
form . Technically, pinch singularities appear due to a m isuse of Fourier techniques [19].
From a physical point of view, scattering processes which change the occupation num ber
give rise to pinch shngularities, if these processes go on for in nitely long time. However,
exactly these processes drive the system towards them al equilbrium within a nite tine
characterized by the inverse dam ping rate. In equilbrium the occupation number stays
constant and no pinch sihgularities can appear.
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FIGURES
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FIG.1. Lowest order self energy tem in  “~theory which contrbutes to the pinch problem
(sunset diagram ).

-

FIG .2. Im aginary part of the sunset diagram which can be identi ed w ith a scattering am pli-
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FIG . 3. D yson-Schw Inger equation w ith fi1lly dressed propagators (skelkton expansion)
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