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Abstract

In the present article we consider some general class of divergent
diagrams in Keldysh diagram technique. These divergences arise for
non-equilibrium matter and closely related to the divergences in the
kinetic theory of gases. We suggest a scheme of renormalization of such
divergences and illustrate it on some examples. In the other papers of
these series we develop the general theory of renormalization of non-
equilibrium diagram technique. The fact that thermal divergences in
non-equilibrium diagram technique can be renormalized leads to the
following consequence: to prove that the system tends to the thermal
equilibrium one should to take into account the behavior of the system
on its boundary. In this paper we illustrate this fact on Bogoliubov
derivation of kinetic equations.
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1 Introduction

There are exist divergences in virial decomposition of kinetic equations. This
fact was observed by Cohen and Dorfman [1]. It is possible to summize some
set of diagrams to obtain a finite result. It was done by Kawasaki and
Oppenheim [2].

Our main goal in this series of papers is to analyze such divergences.
In the present paper we study divergences in Keldysh diagram technique
which arise if the state of the matter is non-equilibrium. It is more or less
obvious that these divergences are the same as the divergences in the kinetic
equations.

In the present series of papers we develop the general theory of such
divergences. As result for a wide class of Bose systems in the sense of formal
power series on coupling constant we find non-Gibbs state (-) such that the
correlators

(UE(t, 1) U (¢, ) (1)

are translation invariant, do not depend on t and satisfy to the weak cluster
property. Here U* are the fields operators and the weak cluster property
means the following

lim [ (UF(t, 2, + S1e1a)... UE(t, 2, + Opera)) fan, ..., 2p)d2y ... dP2y,

la]—o00

_ / (U (1, 2, ) O (8, ) (5 (8 2 ). O (1, )
X f(x1, ., xp)d2y ... dx,,  (2)
there ¢; € {1,0}, i = 1,2...n and

1 < ig < ... <1ig,

1 < hpa < oo < i,

{i1, 9, ...,ir} = {i = 1,2..n|6; = 0} # 0,
{igs1, 0612, iny ={i=1,2..n|0; =1} # 0. (3)

f(z1,...,x,) is a test function, e; is a unite vector parallel to the z-axis. In
the present paper we consider only a some wide class of divergent diagrams.

Let us prove that the existence of such states implies non-ergodic property
of the system. We consider the problem only on classical level. Suppose that



our system is ergodic, i.e. there no first integrals for the system except energy.
Then, the distribution function depends only on energy. We can represent
the distribution function f(E) as follows:

F(B) = cad(E — Ea). (4)

where the sum can be continuous (integral). Let 1 be some finite subsystem
of our system. Let 2 be a subsystem obtained from 1 by translation on the
vector L parallel to the z-axis of enough large length. Let 12 be a union of
the subsystems 1 and 2. Let p;, pa and pio be distribution functions for the
subsystems 1,2 and 12 respectively. Let I'y, I'; and I'15 be points of the phase
spaces for the subsystem 1, 2 and 12 respectively. By the same method as
the method used for the derivation of the Gibbs distribution we find:

e T e T
P12:ZCaZ— 7. (5)

in the obvious notation. But the weak cluster property implies that

P12 = P1pP2- (6)
Therefore all the coefficients ¢, are equal to zero except one. We find that
f(E) = cd(E — Ep) (7)

for some constants ¢ and Fj. So each finite subsystem of our system can be
described by Gibbs formula and we obtain a contradiction.

Non-ergodic property means that there no thermalization in infinite Bose-
gas system.

This fact implies that to prove that the system tends to thermal equi-
librium we should to take into account the behavior of the system on its
boundary. Indeed if the system has no boundary the system is infinite.

To illustrate this fact we will study Bogoliubov derivation of kinetic equa-
tions. When one derives BBGKI-chain one neglects by some boundary terms.
If one take into account this boundary terms and use Bogoliubov method of
derivation of kinetic equations one find that these boundary terms compen-
sate the scattering integral.

The paper composed as follows. In section 2 we introduce the notions of
the algebra of canonical commutative relations. In section 3 we describe our



model. In section 4 we describe non-equilibrium (Keldysh) diagram tech-
nique. In section 5 we discuss the divergences in our model and the method
of its renormalizations. In section 6 we give a proof that there exists diver-
gences in our theory. In section 7 we describe regularization which will be
used. In section 8 we discuss some simple relation on Green functions. In
section 9 we make renormalization procedure in one-chain approximation. In
section 10 we begin to renormalize diagrams in two-chain approximation. We
calculate divergent parts of all diagrams in this approximation. In section
11 we discuss subdivergences i.e. we calculate the contributions which comes
from counterterms for the one-chain diagram. In section 12 we show that the
divergent part of all diagrams which is proportional to %6(w — w(p)) can be
subtracted by counterterms. In section 13 we show that the divergent part
of all diagram which is proportional to %¢'(w — w(p)) can be subtracted by
counterterms. In section 14 we study Bogoliubov derivation of kinetic equa-
tions and show that the scattering integral is compensated by some boundary
terms which are usually neglected. Section 15 is a conclusion.

2 The algebra of canonical commutative re-
lations

The algebra of canonical commutative relations is a x algebra with a unite
generated by generators

a(f), a*(f), (8)

where f belongs to the Schwartz space of test functions S(R3). The
generators a(f), at(f) satisfies the following relations:

a(f) is an antilinear functional on f,

a®(f) is a linear functional on f and

[a(f), a™(9)] = (f. 9)
[a(f), a(g)] = [a"(f),a" (9)] = 0. (9)

Here (f, g) is a standard scalar product in L?*(R?)

(f.g) = / £ (k) g (k) k. (10)
4



The involution * is defined by the following rule
(11)

(a(f))" = a™(f).
The ”field operators” W(x) W' (x) are defined by the following formulas

! / *a(k)d’k,
(12)

v
7
1
\I/+(Zl§') /e—zkx +(kf)d3]€
(27)2
Here we have used the following formal notation
(1) = [ b S0 (13
Definition. Let us consider a Gauss state py on the algebra of canonical
commutative relations defined by its two-point correlator as follows
po(a(k)a(k')) = po(a™(k)a™ (k) =
po(a™ (k)a(k')) = n(k)é(k — ) (14)
If
o Bu(k)
n(k> = 1 — e Bw(k) (15>
the state po is called a Plank state. Here w(k) = £ — 1, pu < 0.
3 The model
Our model is described by the following Hamiltonian
H = Hy+ \V, (16)
where
Hy = /w(k)a+(l{:)a(k)d3k,
/{?2
W(k‘) = ? — W, < O> (17)



1 + o / / 3. 73 ..
V= 5/\11 ()UT (2" V(x — 2"V (") (x)d xd’ 2,

AER, (18)

V is an interaction, V(z) € S(R?®). Let us rewrite the interaction in the
Fourier representation
1 ~
V= 3o / Bl P lead® K KV (ky + ko)
S(ky + ko — k) — Kb)a™t (K))a™ (k) a(ky)a(ky). (19)

Here by definition

V(k) = / e* Y (2)dw. (20)

4 Nonequilibrium diagram technique

Let us introduce the Green functions for the system

P(T(VE(ty, 1), oo, UE (tn, 20))). (21)

Here symbol H near ¥+ means that \Ifli{ are Heizenberg operators.
In nonequilibrium diagram technique we admit the following representa-
tion for the Green functions

p(T(5(t1,21), oy O (tns 20))) =
p(STIT(UE (ty, 1), ..., VE (t, 7,)9)). (22)

Here the symbol 0 near U+ means that \IIOi are operators in the Dirac repre-
sentation (representation of interaction). The S-matrix has the form

—+00

S = Texp(—i / V(t)dt). (23)
and
S1 = Fexp(i / V(t)dt). (24)
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Here T is a symbol of antichronological ordering.

Let us recall the basics elements of Nonequilibrium diagram technique.
The vertices coming from T-exponent are marked by symbol —. The vertices
coming from T-exponent are marked by symbol 4. There exists four tips of
propagators

Gy~ (tr — ta, 21 — 2) = po(W(t1, 21) V7 (t2, 22)),
Gy Tt — ta, 21 — m2) = po(UT (b2, 2) U (ty, 21)),
Gy~ (1 —to, w1 = w2) = po(T (W (1, 21) U™ (t2, 2))),
Gt — ta, w1 — 12) = po(T(W(ty, 21) V7 (t2, 22))).

Let us write the table of propagators

Gy~ (t,z) = / %(2%)5(@ — w(k))(1 + n(k))e wi=ko),

G (t.2) = [ r(2mBles = wlk)nfk)e )
__ [ d*k 1+n
Gy (t,z) = Z/ { ok

(k ) n(k) }e—i(wt—kx)
(2m)* tw )+i0  w—w(k) — 0

. [ &k n(k) L+n(k) | ieika
Co (t’x)_Z/(Qﬂ)‘l{w—w(k)jLiO_w—w(k;)—z'O}e D

5 Divergences

Y

A typical example of divergent diagram is pictured on figl.

fig. 1

The ovals
represent the sum of one-particle irreducible diagrams. These diagrams are
called chain diagrams. Let us suppose that all divergences of self-energy
parts (ovals) are subtracted. The divergences arises from the fact that
singular supports of propagators are coincide. At first we consider diagrams
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with one self-energy insertion (one-chain diagram). These diagrams are
pictured on fig. 2.

fig. 2

These diagrams are analogues to
one-loop diagrams in quantum field theory.
There exist two possible types of counterterms. The first one is a coun-
terterms of mass renormalization. Mass renormalization is equivalent to the
following replacement

AV = AV + M, (27)

where M has the form

M= / m(k)a* (k)a(k)dF, (28)

m(k) is a real-valued function of k.
The second type of counterterms are counterterms of asymptotical state.
Asymptotical state renormalization is equal to the following replacement

) = pmle =" 0), (29

where
h = /h(k)a+(k)a(k)d3k,

h(k) is a real-valued function and

+oo
— [ h(t)dt
Z =pole = )- (30)

We will proof below that the counterterms of asymptotical state are enough
for the renormalization of all one- and two-chain diagrams.



6 Proof of the existence of divergences in the
theory

Suppose that there no divergences in Keldysh diagram technique if n(k) #

- for any positive «, . Therefore the Green function

EGI—CQ—Jrﬁ_;’_l

p(STHSTT (t1, 21)P(ta, 72))) (31)
is translation invariant. So the density matrix
pe(wr, @) == p(STHSTT(t,21)U(t, 22))) (32)

is an integral of motion. Let

pi(k) = / d>xp (0, z)e™. (33)

In zero order of perturbation theory p(k) = n(k). But if there no divergences
in Keldysh diagram technique it is possible (see [3]) to derive the following
kinetic equation for p(k)

Ipu(k)
ot
— [ wo.plpa (14 )1+ o0l
—p(p)p(p1)(1 + p(p2)) (1 + p(ps)) }- (34)
The right hand side of this equation is equal to zero only if
1
p(k) = 2 (35)

for some o, f (>0, > 0). But n(k) = p(k) in zero order of perturbation
theory, so n(k) has a Bose-Einstein form. This contradiction proves our
statement.

7 Regularization

Let us now introduce regularization. Note that

1 T ) €
- gl . 36
xr4+ie  x?+e 7T7T£L'2—|—€2 (36)
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Therefore we use the following regularization

1 €
0w —w(k)) = — RO Oc(w — w(k)),
1 w—wlk) 1
7D(cu—cu(k)> - (w—wk))2+e2) Pa(w—w(k)> (37)

8 Some simple relation on the Green func-
tions

Lemma 1. The following equalities hold

G__(tl — t2, r1 — [L’g)* = G++(t2 — tl, Lo — ZL’l), (38)
G+_(t1 — tQ,ZL’l — [L’g)* = G+_(t2 — tl,l’g — [L’l). (39)

Proof. We have

G~ (tl — 1o, 1 — 1'2) po(T(‘I’(tb 1’1)\If+(t2, $2)))*
= po(T(\II+(t1, 1’1) (tQ,LUQ))) = G++(t2 - tl,LEQ — I‘l). (40)

So the equality B8] is proved. We have

G (t —to, w1 — 22)" = po(W(tr, 21) VT (t, 1))
= po(\lf(tg, $2)\D+(t1, ZL’l)) = G+_(t2 — tl, To — ZL’l). (41)
So the equality B9 is proved.
The Lemma is proved.
It is easy to prove the following
Lemma 2. The following equality holds
G (t,2) =0(t)G (t,2) + 0(—t)GT (¢, 2),
G (t2) = 0(t)GT () +0(—t)G~ (¢, 2) (42)

Let us introduce the following matrix

ot
i o

G+ G

10



Let us introduce the similar matrix for the self-energy operator

Wodall

Dyson equations in Fourier representation has the form
G =Gy + GoXG.

We have from these equations that

Y=Gyt -0
or in the matrix form
> 1 Gy~ —Gar_ _ 1 G- -G
detG, || —GyT GET detG || -G~ G*F

It follows from Lemma 1 that

G (w,p) =G (w,p)*
G (w,p) =G (w,p),
G (w,p) =G T (w,p)".
Therefore detG,, detG are real and we have the following
Lemma 3.
YTt =ty — @) =T (ty — by, 2 — 21),
Z+_(t1 — tg,l’l — 1’2)* = Z+_(t2 — tl, Lo — 1’1).

The following Lemma holds.
Lemma 4.

Z++(w>p) + Z__(wap) = _Z_+(wap) - Z+_(w>p)'

(44)

(45)

(46)

(48)

(51)

Proof. The statement of lemma follows from the Dyson equation (47))

and the following two obvious equalities:

G (w,p)+ G (w,p) = G (w,p) + G (w,p),
Gi T (w,p) + Gy~ (w,p) = Gy H(w,p) + G{ ™ (w,p).

11
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9 Calculation of the propagators in one-chain
approximation

Lemma 5. The following limit equality holds (in the sense of distributions):

1

lig(32(2) — 5—0.()) = 0
lim(£6.(a) ~ 20(z) = reg,
(s~ 00} = s
l . ()P ress =

z €R. (53)

Here reg means some correct distribution.
Proof. Let f(x) be some test function with compact support. We have

@i =% [ @
1 g2

_ ——_{F(0) + zf"(0) + 2?(z) }da (54)

=) wrop

for some smooth bounded function ¥ (x). We have

[2@1@) = = [ o 0)+ e 0) + 220}

Tem? ) (224 1)?

11 1
- L / T+ 06, (5

But
1 ™
/mdx =5 (56)
So
[#@)1@) = 5 10)+0) 57



So the first equality is proved. Omne can prove other three equality by the
same way.

Therefore we see from the Lemmas 1,2, that we can only consider the
function G~ (¢, x). But the function G~ (¢, x) can be represented as a sum
of chain diagrams. At first let us consider the diagrams with one self-energy

insertion (one-chain diagram). We have G-~ = Y. H¥ where the diagrams
o

for HY are presented at the fig. 2. We have the following representation for

the divergent parts of these diagrams.

(H: Yaileorp) + (HE ) alio,1)
= 275 (0, () (1 + n(p) 26w — w(p))

2T, p)(p) 1+ n(p) 20w — (). (58)

We see that the divergent part of these two diagrams is real (because ¥~ ~ =
(X7)7).

It is obvious from previous calculations that the sum of two possible mass-
renormalization diagrams is equal to zero. Let us consider the singular part
of other two diagram presented at fig 3.

fig. 3
O
(e e
We have
(HZ o, ) + (HE Va0, )
= m(2m)(1+ 2n(p))(1 + n(p))8Z(w — w(p)) X" (w, p)
r(2m)(1-+ 20(p)n(p)0? @ — w(p)) ()
= 71+ 20(p)(1 + n(p)) 25 — ()2 (w,)
(L4 20(p)nlp) 20w — w(p)) S (w,) + OC). (59)

We see that (H__)div(w>p) + (He—l—+)div(w>p)a (He_+)div(wap) and

£

(HX)giv(w, p) are real.

13



We will use the dotted line for lines which connects creation-annihilation
operators with operators coming from the vertex: [ h(k)a®(k)a(k)d’k (see

fig. 4). So the divergences in GZ~ =
>~ HY can be subtracted by the following counterterm:
ij=t

h(p) =X (w,p) + 7 (w,p) + 2n<( )+(12Z(n>(> )
T(w

<{(1+n(p))E"" (w,p) + n(p)E" (w, p)}- (60)

We have by using Lemma 4

B 1+ 2n(p) "
") = S n )
{1 +n(p)Z " (w,p) — n(p)=T (w,p)}. (61)

The left hand side of this equation can be rewritten as follows (in approxi-
mation used in [3])

1+ 2n(p)
2n(p)(1 4+ n(p))

where St(p) is a scattering integral. So h(p) # 0 for non-equilibrium matter.

h(p) = St(p), (62)

10 Calculation of propagators in two-chain
approximation

We will calculate the divergent parts of all diagrams H¥* i j k| = +
presented at fig. 5.

14



s e T -
We  have
G-—= > HY+ 5 HY"in two-chain approximation.
hj=% i,4,k,l=%
Let us calculate H- =~ (w, p) (fig. 6). We have
3
H: " (w,p) = —(Z__)2 % § 1+ n(p) _ n(p) -
w—w(p) +ie w—w(p)—ie
3 3
— _Z-(Z——)2{ (1 + n(p)) o (n(p) :
(w—w(p)+ie)? (w—w(p)—ie)?
3(1 +n(p))n(p)® 3(L +n(p))*n(p

( )
(w—w(p) +ie)(w—wlp) —ie)?  (w—w(p)+ie)*(w—wlp) —ic)
But (m)n is a distribution. So we have the following expression

for the singular part of H-~7~.

3in(p)*(1 + n(p))
(w—w(p) +ic)(w — w(p) —ic)?

3in(k)(1 + n(k))?
@ — o) +ie(w—wlp) —ie) o). (64)

HZ " (w,p) = =

We have

(w—w(p) +ie)?*(w — w(p) — ie)
1 1 .
 (w—w(p) +ie)? { (w— w(p) + ie) + 2mide(w)}
271
- PR i€)25€(w) + O(1). (65)

Let f(w) be a test function f(w) € S. We will calculate

1 1 1
me?2 | (40202 +1

I, =

F(92)dS2. (66)

15



But f(ew) = f(0) +eQf'(0) + .... Substituting this decomposition into last
equation, we find

1 1
le= W—ng(o)/ (Q+0)2(02 + 1)dQ
1, 0
+7T—€f(0)/(Q+Z,)2(Q2+1>d§2+0(1). (67)

We use the Cauchy theorem for calculation these two integrals. Let us close
the integration contour in the upper half-plane. The integrand has only one
pole at the upper half-plane at the point 2 = i. Therefore

+oo
1
A= / (Q+z’)2(92+1)dQ
1 : 1 T
_2ﬂlm|ﬂzi—2ﬂ'2x ——82__1 (68)

By the same way we find

0
B = / Q+)(02+ 1)d§2

= 2711 (Q n Z)3|Q i 1 (69)
So we have
ja 11 0 Loy 0 o1 70
=5/ = 0 +0), (70)
1 2
(w —w(p) + ie). el mwl)
- _4_;1‘( —w(p)) + 4—25’(0«) —w(p))
+0(1). (71)
In result




= 27ri(—4i€25(w —w(p)) + 4%5/@1 —w(p))+O(1)).
1

(w— w(p? +ie)(w — w(p) — i€)?
= —2mi(——53(w — w(p) — 8w — w(p)) + O(1)). (72)

_ v
4e2 4e

At last

(HZ 7" aiw(w, p) = {s—gn(p)(l +n(p))(1 + 2n(p))é(w — w(p))
6em

— )+ ()0 (@ —wE)HET (@, p)” (T3)

Let us now calculate the diagrams presented at fig. 6,7.

fig. 6
= + + - = -
fig. 7
= = -+ + -
By the same
way as previous we find
(2 aan(w,0) = (HZ )i (0,)
= ) (14 n(p) {50+ 20())0(w — w(p)
— 0 (@~ w(p)}E T (@.p)Z (w,p) (74)

Let us now consider diagrams presented at fig. 8, 9.

17



It is easy to

see that
HZ* " (w,p) =
) =)
Omitting the calculations we find

(Ha_+__)div(wap) (H +__)dw( ,D)
=21(1+n(p)=" " (w,p)Z7 (w,p)

x{[%((l +n(p))* +n(p)*) +nlp)(1 + ”(Pm%

(L 20()8 (0 — w(p))
and
(™ o) = (™ Do, 9)
= 27n(p) S, p)S (1)
(w —w(p))

A5+ n)? + () + )1+ )]
20 o) — o)

Let us now present analytical expression for other diagrams:

(H)awleo,p) = {1+ n(p))n(p)(1 -+ 2n(p)) 253(0 — w(p)

e2

F2L = w() (1 + () ()} (w0, p)"

18
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xn(p)(1+n(p)){

™
(B ) (w.p) = S @) (0.0) 5

x (14 3n(p) + 3n(p)*)n(p)d(w — w(p)),
(HZ T ai(w, p) = 577 (w, p) X7 (w, p)
x(1+n(p)(1+ 3n(p) + 3n(p)*) 56(w - w(p)),

(HS ™) aiv(w, p) = 3757 (w, p) X7 (w, p)d(w — w(p))

L n(p))n(p)27

(H "N aiv(w, p) = 305" (w, p) X~ (w, p)d(w — w(p))

= ZD ()1 + ()= (w0, p)2 ()

_5_32(1 +2n(p))d(w — w(p)) — gél(w —w(p)},

(HZ ae(,) = 2 {n(p)? + 20(p)(1 + n(p))?
+2n(p)*(1 + n(p)) + (1 +n(p))*}
2T .,
_4_5Z5 (w—w(p))
XX (w,p) 2T (w, p){1 + nlp) + n(p)*},

(" aol,) = ~ (14 n(p) 5 (w0, p) 2 (0, )

X {50+ 20())0(w — w(p)) + 18w - wlp)]}

2

(™ )aw(w,p) = = (1(0)P2* (@, 9)2* ()

X = (14 2(p))ow — w(p)) + 20w~ w(p)).

19
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11 Counterterm diagrams

Let us recall that we renormalize the asymptotical state p by the following
way

+oo
— [ h(t)dt 1

PO = ple == ()7, (87)
where
too
z=pe ") (53)
and
h(t) = e*Hope~itHo, (89)

So we have to take into account the counterterm diagrams pictured at fig.
10, 11. i.e. HO%** and H**9 respectively.

fig. 10

fig. 11

Let us calcu-
late H%9~~. We have

(HY™ )i = —h(w(p), p)(2m)?82 (w — w(p))n(p)(1 + n(p))
—- 1+ n(p) n(p)
XX (w, P wlp) +ie  w—w(p) —
—i(2m)*h(p,w(p))E"" (w,p)n(p )(1+n(p))

20



{550 = wlp) = ()8 — w()](1 + n(p)
P58 — w(p) ~ S -]l (90)

In result
(HY aiv(w,p) = —=h(w(p), p)E" (w, p)n(p)(1 + n(p))(27)*

e (14 20(p))5(w — 0(p)) — < o0 -0} (O1)

e 8w

Let us present now the analytical expression for G*~. Omitting some
calculation we have:

(HP* ) aiv(w, p) = —h(w(p),p)(2m)*S* (p, w)n(p) (1 + n(p))

X {0l — () (14 20(p)) — L H W —w@)}. (92)

T €8

Let us present now without calculations all other counterterm diagrams:

(H* )i 0,) = —h(w(p),p)E (0,8) 2360 — ()

xn(p)(1+n(p))?, (93)

() ai0,9) = = 23 h(ep), B @, p)
xn(p) (1 + 0(p) (e — (), (949
(H™")ai(w, p) = —h(w(p), p)Z7 (@, p)n(p) (1 + n(p))

7

<21 0l — () o1+ 20(p) — LS w)), (99)

(H")aiv(w, p) = —h(w(p), p)Z 7" (w, p)n(p)(1 + n(p))

X (2m{ 0w — W) (14 20(p) ~ ST (w —w(@)), (96)
(%) 0,p) = ~ 23 n(p)(1+ n(p)) S h(w(p). )
X (w — w(p)). (97)

We have presented all counterterm diagrams.
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12 Annihilation of all strong divergences in
the Green functions

Let f(e) be a function of ¢ of the form

fle) = c2€1—2 + cé +0(1), ase - o. (98)
Put by definition
(fn=crg,
(fEh = e (99)
We find  that (HZ""")g,(HS 7)o, (HZ 7)o, (HS77 )0, (HZT7 1),
(HF~=1)y are real. But the following terms (HZ~~7)y and (HI*Tt"), are

complex-conjugated to each other.
All not real counterterm diagrams have the form:

31
el 3 _
Xeo s (w,p)d(w —w(p

)
(HY**(w,p))2 = =3mh(w(p), p)n(p)(1 + n(p)
XX (w, p)d(w — w(p)

(HZ™"(w,p))2 = —h(w(p), p)n(p)(1 +n(p))(1 + 2n(p))g -(2m

X (w, p)d(w — w(p)).  (100)

So it is easy to see that the sum of counterterm diagram is real.
One can see that the sum

(H )+ (H T )a 4+ (HT 7)o+ (H 1 ): (101)
is real and

(HS )+ (H a4+ (HIT 7)o+ (H )2 (102)
is real too. So all the most strong divergences can be renormalized by renor-

malization of the asymptotical state.
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13 Annihilation of all weak divergences in the
Green functions

Now we try to answer the question: if the divergences which are proportional
to ¢'(w — w(p)) in Green functions are vanished.
Let us recall what

D Y S Y (103)
Here and below we omit arguments (w, p) of all functions. We have

(H-), = —(E__)2%n(l L), (104)
Here and below we will omit an argument of J-function. Corresponding

counterterm is equal

(Hg ) = (z-—)ﬂgna +n)é. (105)
Therefore
(o = (5 in(1+ n)d' (106)

Here we put by definition
i i pe N (107)

We have also
T
—n

), — ()2
() = (S

(1+n)d, (108)

and corresponding counterterms are equal to zero. In result
i

(Hy  h+HF )= %

< {(277)7 = () (1 +n)d".

This quantity is real.
Now let us find counterterms to the diagrams

HI*77and HZ~*7. (109)
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By using the table of divergent parts of diagrams we find:
e i —— -+
(Hi " h = +2—€5 n(l+n)X "X,
By the same way we find
——++ i —— 3+
(Hoe ™= +5.0 n(l+n)S7 X7,
SO
(HF~+Hgy =0
Now we will calculate the diagram H_ "~ .
(H-T 1) = == (1+n)*=(2"")%".
It is easy to find that its counterterm is equal to
(H == F=(L+2m)(1+ n)(5)%
Therefore
__m

(H7 75 = = (14 n) (ST

Now let us calculate the diagram HT~+~.

21
HA—+), = 2T 2 v+ 2
() = = (5)
and
(HA7), = 2—2(1 +2n)n(X+)20.
In result:
e T
(i = Ton(= )20
Now let us consider the diagram:
I —27i e
(H ) = = (U n(p) (1 -+ 20(p) 57
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(110)

(111)

(112)

(113)

(114)

(115)

(116)

(117)

(118)

(119)



Let us find counterterms to this diagram:

(Ht=), = ;T—;Z‘JFZ“(l +n)né’

H(14+n)(1+ 2n)Z—Zz—+z——5’
g

)
=—(1 DIERD Ve
4&?( +n)

Therefore

(H ) = —2—+2——Z—;(1 +1)(3 + 8n)d.
Let us consider the diagram H~~~*:

(H—*), — -%4—7:(1 F )14 2m)S e g

The counterterm corresponding to this diagram is equal to
S v Cv——
(Ho = 4—(1 +n)(142n)X" X774
€
In result
—uT

(Hi h+(Gr = 5

Now let us calculate counterterms to the following diagrams:

(HI™ ")+ (HZ 7
w(—1)

= n(l+2n)d'.
(H* ) = m’z+—2“{—”(12j ")
+n(1;2n) 1
(Hi=7), = min(lzg%)z*z——aﬁ
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(1+n)?’2ty 4.

(120)

(121)

(122)

(123)

(124)

(125)

(126)

(127)



Therefore

(Heo " h+(Hig ™ h= _2—?7122_+2__5,7

and

(Hy = h+HE = _Q—Z:nzer_E__y-

It is easy to see that:

(H " h=H"""h=HT"T)h=H"TT")=0,
(H:C_++>1 = Ov

So
(HE 4 B, = ;—Zz++z+—n(1 +n)6.
It is easy to find that
(H )1+ (HT) =0,
(™) = (14 n) 554
(H:c+_+)1 = 0.

Therefore

(H 4+ H ), = n(1+ n);iz—+z++5’.
€

Now we must to calculate the following two diagrams:
(HF=="); and (HZ-T17),.

Let us start with (H~~1);. We have

(Hiz ") =0.
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(129)

(130)

(131)

(132)

(133)

(134)

(135)



Therefore

(i~ =~ 5 S n(p)(1 4+ n(p)7 (136)
Let us calculate the diagram H_~~~. We have
H+ — —g—;u I e ot 1 (137)
(H+ ), = z—+z+—%i((1 1 2n)(1+ 2n))4. (138)
In result
(H+ 4+ Ho ) = —Z—zz+—2—+5'. (139)

Now we must summarize all these contribution neglecting by real parts.
All real parts can be subtracted by counterterms of asymptotical state. We

have
> (HE

i,5,k,l=*%
= {4 )7+ Tn(z")

Tty (1 4 n)? - Doy

2 2
™ T
s a+n(1 (1 4+ n)n=ta+t
+2€ n( +n)+2€n( +n)
_Z_;Z+_E_+}5/' (140)

Let us unite in the r.h.s. of the last formula 3rd and 6th terms, and 4th and
5th terms. Neglecting by some real terms we find:

> (i,
i,k l=%
™ v
—_ E—+ 2 i E+_ 2
-2+ Tn(s)

s T
Iyttt oyttt
5 (1+n) +.2€ n
™
——¥yt 4. 141
= } (141)
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It follows from the identity

I Y D (142)
that

YNt =2 -t (143)
and

Y4 tt =2 -2 (144)

Let us unite in (I41]) the first term with 3rd term and second term with 4th

term. We find
> (HE

0,4k, l==%
Mg o+ - +- !
= —TITHET - - D)L+ m)s
+%2+—(2++ B S Yan %
—%2+—2—+5/. (145)

But Xt~ and X~ are real and (X77)* = X1, Neglecting in (I45]) by real

terms we find
> (HE)

ik =+
= (Ust-s+14n) - Uyt-sn
1 YT
_yt-y-+15 =0, (146)

4

So the image part of divergences of Green function is equal to zero. There-
fore Divergences of two-chain diagram can be subtracted by counterterms of
asymptotical state.

14 Notes on Bogoliubov derivation of Boltz-
man equations

In this section we study the problem of boundary conditions in Bogoliubov
derivation of kinetic equations [4]. Let us consider N particle in R3. Let ¢; be
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a coordinates of particle number i, and p; be a momenta of particle number
1,1 = 1,...,N. Suppose that particles interacts by means the pair potential
V' (gi—q;). We suppose that V belongs to the Schwartz space. Let x; = (p;, ¢;)
be a point in the phase space I'. Let f(x1,...,x,) be a distribution function
of N particle. If we want to point out that f(xq,...,zy) depends on ¢ we will
write f(zq,...,xn|t). Let

fl(xl):/dxg...def(xl,...,xn), (147)
and
fg(l’l,l’g) :/dl’g,...,dl’Nf(l’l,...,l’N) (148)

be marginal distribution functions. Put by definition

pi(z1) = N fi(21),
pQ(Il,l’Q) = N2f2($1,.§(72). (149)

If A is a function on the phase space I', I' = R%" and
N
A= Alx) (150)
i=1
then
<A> = /f(xla ...,LU”)A(ZI}'I, 7:1:]\/) =
N/da:lA(:cl)f(xl) =
= /dl’A(ZE)pl(l’). (151)

Now if A is a function on the phase space

A=Y Al z)) (152)

i#]

in the limit of large N we find
(4) = /dl"ldffzpz(l"l, w2) A1, 72). (153)
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Let us introduce also three-particle distribution function:

fg(l’l,l'g,l'g) :/dl’4...dl'Nf(l’1,...,l’N). (154)

Let us derive the equation for f(z). At first let us write equation of motion
for f(z1,...,zn). We have

0

- Pi
ot (xla"'>$N | t)+;mvlf(xl7axn|t)

B Z V(g — qj) Of (x1, ..., T, |t)

a4, , . (155)

i#]
This equation is only an infinitesimal form of the Liouville theorem. Let us
multiple this equation by N and integrate over dzo, ..., dxy. Suppose that
f(zx1,...,zn) is a function of rapid decay of momenta. This assumption admit
us integrate over p; by parts. We find:

0
G/ (@l0) + V(1)

0
+ / dl’g%a—qug(l’l, l'2|t)

_ /d OV (q1 — q2) Opa(x1, 22|t)
= X2 a a )
a1 T

(156)

Note that we kept here boundary term. Let us now talk about derivation of
kinetic equation. According to a standard prescription we put ps(z1, T2, x3) =
0 in equation for py(z1,x2). We find the following equation for p:

d

SP2(@1(t), 22(B)[t) =0, (157)

where (z1(t), x2(t)) is a solution of corresponding two-body problem.

Condition of correlation breaking. In purpose of simplicity we con-
sider only translation-invariant matter. Usual correlation-breaking condition
has the form

p2(w1, 22|0) = h(p)(z1, 22))h(p5(21, 22)). (158)

Here h is a function on momenta-space of one particle. We consider only
translation-invariant gas, so h depends only of momentum.
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p1 and py are momenta of particles 1 and 2 at t = —oo if at t = 0 their
coordinates and momenta was x; and xy respectively.
Proposition.

0

atpg(xl,l’g) 0. (159)

Indeed, according to (I57))

p2(1, T2|t) = pa(?, 25|0), (160)

where z{ and 29 are phase coordinates of particles 1 and 2 respectively at a
moment t = 0. Therefore

pa(1, w2ft) = h(py (2}, 23)) A(ph(2Y, 23)). (161)

But the points 29 and 29 come to the points z; and zy after the time t. So

(P1(I(1),932) pz(ffpffg)) = (p\(z1,72), Ph(x1, 72)), and

pa(z1, 2at) = h(pl(xlvx2)) (" (3717%))
h(p) (21, 22) ) h(py (21, 72)) = pa(z1, 22|0). (162)

In result
p2(x1, 22[t) = pa(x1, 22|0). (163)

The proposition is proved.
It follows from equations (I57) and (I59) that:

(%VI + %Vz)f(xh To|t)

aV(Ql - Q2) 0 8V(Ql - Q2) 0

_ R TR S R A , Talt). 164
( oq op1 gy 8p2>f(x1 x2|) ( )

The function h(p) can be found from the following equation

. 1
pi(z) = lim N/P2(x17$2)d372- (165)

N—o0

But in zero order of gas parameter the particles are free and

pi(x) = h(z). (166)



Formula (I64]) is usually used for transformation of r.h.s. of equation (I56])
to the collision integral. From other hand the equation

0
ot

shows that there no irreversible evolution in the system. From other point
of view we will show that the last term in the left hand side of (I50) is equal
to the scattering integral.

For simplicity we will show the case v; = 0, v = £. The general case
can be reduced to this case by means of Galilei transformation. So let us
consider the integral

—pa(1,22) =0 (167)

) 0
I = lim d3p2/dq2%a—q2p(0,0,p2,%)7 (168>

R—o0

where Vg is a ball of radius R with the center at zero. Let us integrate over
dgo by using Gauss theorem. We find

I = lim d%g/dS% cos ¥p(0,0, pa, g2). (169)

R—o00

Here Sg is a boundary of Vi and 1 is an angle between to rays: first of them
is parallel to po, second starts from zero and comes throw ¢;. We have

I=1lim [ d®p, / dSP2 cos i x
R—o0 m

h(p1(0,0)) (P (p2; 42))- (170)

Let us suppose that the particle scatters only then they are not too far from
to each other. Then

h(P&(Oa O))h(Plz(Pz, q2)) = p1(p2)p1(0) (171)

for all g; € Sg\ O, where O is a small neighborhood of the point gy := ‘p 2R e
Sgr. Diameter of O is approximately equal to diameter of suppV'. Therefore
the integral I is not equal to zero and equal to

I = /d3p2—/27rbdb

x{p1(P) (P25 ¢2(0)), (0,0)) p1(P5((p2; g2(b)), (0,0))
—Pl(p2)P1(0)}> (172)
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where b := ¢o — qo. But the right hand side of ([I72]) is a usual collision
integral.

Therefore if we keep boundary terms in BBGKI-chain we obtain the ki-
netic equations without collision integral.

15 Conclusion

In this paper we have studied the problem of divergences in Keldysh diagram
technique which arise if the matter is non-equilibrium. We have considered
some wide class of divergent diagrams and have proposed a method for renor-
malization of this divergences. We use this method for renormalization of
one- and two-chain diagrams.

A general thesis that we want to illustrate in this series of papers consists
in follows: to prove that the system tends to thermal equilibrium one should
to take into account its behavior on its boundary. In the last section we
have shown that some boundary terms in BBGKI-chain which are usually
neglected in Bogoliubov derivation of kinetic equation compensate scattering
integral in kinetic equation.
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