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Preface

Relativistic statistical mechanics has long ceased to be considered as a
simple matter where it is sufficient to change the expression of the energy
from the Newtonian to the relativistic one and to check the Lorentz
invariance of the final result. For about 30 years, this field has grown
exponentially and there now exist several thousand articles devoted to
it. The reasons for such an explosion are briefly presented in the intro-
duction. They not only come from the requirements of astrophysics (white
dwarfs, pulsars/neutron stars/magnetars, the early universe, etc.) and ele-
mentary particle physics (production of particles, heavy ion collisions and
the search for the quark—gluon plasma), but are also increasingly in demand
in condensed matter physics (a notable example is the development of the
petawatt laser). The presently evolving and exploding nature of this domain
explains why the subject cannot be dealt with in an exhaustive way.

This book is intended to be an introduction to some recent develop-
ments of relativistic statistical mechanics rather than a standard textbook.
Owing to the dynamical character of the field, particularly in the quantum
domain, only a few applications — or, more accurately, illustrations — of
the notions presented are given, mainly in view of the comprehension of
some astrophysical problems. The book may also serve as an introduction
to the current literature on the subject, and it had a relatively well-furnished
bibliography — albeit, unfortunately, nonexhaustive. It contains the basics
of nonquantal relativistic kinetic theory, referring very often to the well-
known book by S.R. de Groot, M.C.J. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert
(1980), and of classical statistical mechanics. However, most applications
are related to quantum systems (such as relativistic plasmas and nuclear
matter), and hence slightly more than half of the book is devoted to rela-
tivistic quantum statistical mechanics.

xvii
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Whereas many works rest on quantum thermal field theory — essentially
the study of the partition function with the field-theoretical method — the
subject is not treated along this line here and, for the sake of completeness,
is only briefly outlined: there exist excellent books in this domain, such as
the ones by M. Le Bellac (2000) or J. Kapusta (1989). Rather, a covariant
version of the Wigner function is the central object of the formalism under
consideration. This approach presents the advantage of being somewhat
closer to what is generally known by astrophysicists, and also permits one
to recover all expressions familiar to those working in the field of heavy ion
collisions. On several occasions the covariant Wigner function formalism
appears simpler than thermal field theory. This is illustrated in the case
of the Walecka model (1974) of nuclear matter and in that of relativistic
quantum plasmas. Whereas field-theoretical methods rely heavily on the
use of Feynman diagrams and are therefore, at least in spirit, pertur-
bative — even though well-chosen resummations can describe nonpertur-
bative effects satisfactorily — the close kinship of the covariant Wigner
formalism with standard tools of classical plasma physics allows the intro-
duction of methods of approximation well tested in that field. Finally, the
covariant Wigner operator can be expressed in terms of the central object
of field-theoretical methods, viz. the Green function. On the other hand,
the covariant Wigner formalism presents the disadvantage of being much
less studied than, for example, finite temperature Green functions, which
the present work will hopefully remedy in some measure.

The case of non-Abelian plasmas — such as the quark—gluon plasma —
is not considered in this book; not only is it a domain of its own which
would deserve an entire book but the subject is still in an uncertain state.
Furthermore, this would drive us far away from a simple introduction.

Finally, most calculations are only outlined, especially whenever long
and tedious, in favor of the basic concepts and by referring to original
works.

Acknowledgments: The author is indebted to Drs. J. Diaz Alonso,
M. Lemoine, L. Mornas and to Dr. H. Sivak for comments and for reading
some manuscripts and making comments, respectively.



Notations and Conventions

We generally use a system of units where A = ¢ = 1 and a flat space—
time metric n*¥ endowed with signature (+ — — —). Greek indices vary
from 0 to 3, while Latin ones run from 1 to 3. Boldface symbols generally
designate spatial three-vectors. o or p designates four-vectors: r = (20, x),
p = (p°, p). The Minkowski pseudoscalar product of two four-vectors a and
b is designated by a - b; a - b = n,,a"b” = a’b® — a - b. The symbol

ata’

APV (a) = MY — e

is the projector over the three-plane orthogonal to the four-vector a”. As
usual, tensor indices placed between parentheses (resp. between brackets)
indicate a full symmetrization (resp. antisymmetrization). The Levi-Civita
pseudotensor is defined as

L0128 — g
+1 if (g, v, «, B) form an even permutation of (0,1,2,3),
ghval = & 1 if (u,v, @, B) form an odd permutation of (0,1,2,3),
0 otherwise.

We use the same symbol for a mathematical notion and its Fourier
transform

Ak) = \/%/dxexp(—ik-x)fl(x),

and the name of variables will allow correct identification.

The works which are quoted are according to whether they are in the
bibliography of relativistic statistical mechanics or not; for instance, J.D.
Walecka (1974) appears in the bibliography while G. Baym is quoted as a
note — L.P. Kadanoff and G. Baym, Quantum Statistical Mechanics, etc.

Xix
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Introduction

Relativistic statistical mechanics is nowadays a bona fide subject, in fields
from astrophysics to heavy ion collisions, not forgetting nuclear matter, etc.
After the first articles by F. Jiittner (1911) [see also W. Pauli (1921)], it
did not attract much attention until the beginning of the 1960s, the more
so since possible applications seemed to be quite speculative at that time.

In 1928, Jiittner generalized his 1911 ideal gas results to the case of
the ideal quantum gas, which was soon applied to the theory of white
dwarfs by S. Chandrasekhar (1934), with the now well-known consequence
of the existence of a limiting mass for this kind of star — the so-called
Chandrasekhar mass.

A lesser known work in the domain is the article by A.G. Walker (1934)
where, for the first time, general relativity was introduced and kinetic theory
applied to the expanding universe.

Slightly later, D. van Dantzig improved relativistic hydrodynamics and
studied the ideal gas case (1939); his results were described and extended
by J.L. Synge (1957). P.G. Bergmann (1951, 1962) provided various tools
for use in relativistic statistical mechanics (essentially, techniques involving
differential forms, well suited to such a case). At about the same time,
A E. Scheidegger and C.D. McKay (1951) and A.O. Barut (1958) devised
techniques for performing “statistics of fields,” still in the noninteracting
case.

The interest raised by nuclear fusion, in the late 1950s, led to various
studies on relativistic plasmas: S. Titeica (1956), S.T. Beliaev and G.I.
Budker (1956), and Yu. L. Klimontovich (1960). While Titeica gave a
covariant version of the Vlasov equation, Beliaev and Budker included a
Landau-like collision term.

xxi
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However, Klimontovich achieved a decisive advance — using
M. Schénberg’s method of second quantization in phase space’ — and was
able to provide a BBGKY hierarchy for the covariant one-, two-, etc.—
particle distribution function of an electron plasma embedded in a neu-
tralizing uniform background. From this hierarchy, he was able to derive
the relativistic Landau collision term and hence the plasma Fokker—Planck
equation; he also obtained the Balescu—Guernsey—Leenhardt equation,
whose collision term involves the influence of the plasma modes.?

Although Klimontovich took a great step, the general situation —
discussed in detail by P. Havas (1964) — was still unclear since, apart from
plasmas, no other nonquantum physical system was known. Furthermore,
it was believed that only Hamiltonian equations of motion were needed
in relativistic statistical mechanics. As a matter of fact, a “no-interaction
theorem” was proven by D.G. Currie, T.F. Jordan and E.C.G. Sudarshan®
to the effect that a Hamiltonian formalism applies only to systems consti-
tuted by noninteracting particles. Therefore, the sole remaining possibility
was the simultaneous statistical treatment of particles and field(s) although
they were supposed to be interacting.

Such an approach was already known in the nonrelativistic case (see
e.g. E.G. Harrison, I. Prigogine) and could easily be extended to relativity
[see e.g. A. Mangeney (1965)] although the detailed calculations were not
trivial at all. The results were not manifestly covariant and hence the proof
that they actually satisfy the principle of relativity had to be given for
each particular case. Accordingly, the Brussels school (Prigogine and his
collaborators) imagined a formalism that provided the Lorentz transfor-
mation properties of their equations and also of the physical observables
[see e.g. R. Balescu and E. Pena (1967, 1968)]. However, their formalism,
although ingenious and corresponding to an implicit and quite admissible
philosophical position as to relativity (space and time must be kept sepa-
rated), was extremely involved and had the consequence that the Lorentz

IM. Schénberg, Application of second quantization methods to the classical statistical
mechanics, Nuovo Cimento, 9, 1139 (1952); A general theory of the second quantization
methods, ibid. 10, 697 (1953).

2S. Ichimaru, Basic Principles of Plasma Physics (Benjamin, Reading, Massachusetts,
1973).

3D.G. Currie, T.F. Jordan and E.C.G. Sudarshan, Rev. Mod. Phys. 35, 350 (1963); see
also G. Marmo, N. Mukunda and E.C.G. Sudarshan, Phys. Rev. D20, 2120 (1984).
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transformation acquired a curious dynamical meaning while, according to
common wisdom, it is a merely kinematical transformation.*

Meanwhile, N.A. Chernikov (1956-1964), G.E. Tauber and J.W.
Weinberg (1961), and W. Israel (1963) studied the covariant Boltzmann
equation, whether in a flat space-time case or in a curved one. These studies
were taken up later by numerous authors and applied to the calculation of
transport coefficients (bulk and shear viscosity, heat conduction coefficient,
diffusion coefficient, etc.) via the use of approximation methods (Chapman—
Enskog, moments, etc.) adapted to the case of relativity.

As to quantum systems, impulsions to their active study were provided
by the so-called statistical model of multiple production of particles [L.
Landau (1953)] and by its extension by R. Hagedorn (1965) to the statis-
tical bootstrap model. In the mid-1970s, still in view of multiproduction
of particles, P.A. Carruthers and F. Zachariasen (1974-1983) first used a
covariant form of the Wigner function®; at about the same time, F. Cooper,
Sharp and Feigelbaum (1976) and others worked in the same direction.
This latter was then generalized to fermions, or given a gauge-invariant
form [E.A. Remler, V.V. Klimov (1982), J. Winter (1984), U. Heinz (1983,
1985), H.-Th. Elze, M. Gyulassy and D. Vasak (1986a,b). The covariant
Wigner function was used in the study of relativistic quantum plasmas,
embedded or not in strong magnetic fields, for the derivation of the main
properties of nuclear matter through the use of the J.D. Walecka’s model
(1974) or other phenomenological ones.

However, the QED plasma was studied from a mere theoretical point
of view by several authors, beginning with Fradkin (1959) (who extended
Matsubara’s results to the relativistic case), Akhiezer and Peletminski
(1960), Tsytovich (1961), etc., with the help of Green function methods.

The development of experimental data on the 3 K blackbody universal
background radiation since 1965 led to more and more support for the
big bang cosmological model and motivated theoretical works on the state
of matter in the primeval universe, i.e. the universe before roughly 1s.
This required studies of quantum field theory at finite temperature® and/or

4The dynamical interpretation of I. Prigogine and his coworkers is perfectly admissible
but it does not correspond to the general trend of physicists looking for symmetries in
the laws of physics.

5E.P. Wigner, Phys. Rev. 40, 749 (1932).

6S. Weinberg (1974), etc.
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density that gradually became a domain in their own right. The main trend
of these works was the study of phase transitions of various orders in the
primeval universe and, in particular, people were looking for the restoration
of broken symmetries at high temperatures [D.A. Kirzhnitz and A.D. Linde
(1972)].

At about the same time, the asymptotic freedom” property of quantum
chromodynamics, and of other gauge theories, indicated that at high density
and/or temperature — which is the case in the primitive universe [see e.g.
M.J. Perry and J.C. Collins (1975)] — hadron matter presumably undergoes
a phase transition to a phase of quasi-free quarks.

Order-of-magnitude calculations [and also lattice calculations; see e.g.
M. Creutz (1985)] then gave a critical temperature ranging from 100 MeV
to 200 MeV. This is an energy which can be obtained in nucleus—nucleus col-
lisions and therefore, in order to discover the quark—gluon phase of baryon
matter, many efforts were undertaken and are still in progress. Unfortu-
nately, there is presently no obvious signal for the manifestation of a pos-
sible quark phase. As a consequence, theoretical works in this field are
exploding, allowing thereby a thorough exploration of finite temperature
quantum field theory.

It was mentioned above that astrophysical objects — the interior of
compact stars, the pulsar’s magnetosphere, the primeval universe — resort
to the use of relativistic statistical mechanics, whether classical or quantum.
Therefore, we now review very briefly these objects and also the microscopic
applications such as the heavy ion collisions. This is of course not intended
to provide a fully developed theory but rather to specify the main applica-
tions a little bit further.

It should now be the place for an interesting tour of multiparticle pro-
duction and the statistical bootstrap model, since they played an important
role in the development of relativistic statistical mechanics.

In high energy collisions, one observes the emission of a great variety
of particles: the ones allowed by energy—momentum and internal quantum
number conservation. The higher the energy involved in the collision, the
larger the number of particles produced, so that the idea of a statis-
tical treatment gradually emerged. The first statistical model — which
was not relativistic — goes back to E. Fermi and L. Landau,® and

“D.H. Politzer, Asymptotic freedom, an approach to strong interactions, Phys. Rep.
14, 130 (1974).

8E. Fermi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 5, 570 (1950); L. D. Landau, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR 78,
51 (1953).
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was eventually improved and made Lorentz-covariant during the 1950s
and ’60s.

The basic idea was to replace the transition probability involved in the
S matrix by a constant, possibly some average value, while keeping the
energy-momentum conservation relations

d"P

YT _w b ez,
dprdps - dpn (a+b—x +a2+ + Zn)

< 6 (pa +po —p1 —p2 -+ — pn) [ [ 2009)6 (9} — m3),
=1

where W — the transition probability per unit of volume and time — has
been approximated by a constant, avoiding thereby all dynamical compli-
cations. In the above expression, W is given by

W(a+b—x+xo+--+x,) = |Ma+b— a1+ 20+ --- 4+ 2,)|?,
(1)

where M is the transition amplitude of the reaction.

This model is “statistical” in the sense of a phase space dominance and
in general not with a thermodynamic meaning. One is generally interested
in the probability of producing N particles of a given species whatever the
X other ones, i.e. in

P(N)=>_ P(N,X)

X

i=n+X 3, i=n+X
P(N,X)m/ 11 %6(4)<P— 3 m) (2)

i=1 v i=1

x (W(a+b—ax1+z2+ - +xp))

(P = pa + p»), and since the details of the transition probability become
less and less relevant when one integrates over the large phase space implied
by a large number of particles produced in a high energy collision, W can
be replaced by a constant as, for instance, its average value. Finally, P(N)
appears to be essentially a microcanonical probability. It has been evaluated
via the use of the central limit theorem by F. Lurgat and P. Mazur (1964).

This was, however, not completely satisfactory and R. Hagedorn (1965)
reintroduced some dynamics with his “statistical bootstrap,” which was
originally® built to explain the approximate constancy of the (average)

9See R. Hagedorn (1995) for the history of his interesting model.
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transverse momenta of the produced particles in high energy hadron-
hadron collisions. It was also based on the remark that the secondaries
produced in such a collision result from the decay of a number of fireballs,

a+ b — fireballs — n + X,

or resonances, from which the idea of the statistical bootstrap finally
emerged: fireballs are made of fireballs, themselves made of fireballs, etc. In
this model, one thus has to make a statistics of fireballs with a particular
mass spectrum p(m) and it is described by its partition function, roughly
given by

E; e E
Z(V,T) = exp| —— | = dEo(E,V)exp | —= 3

v anstza;esi P( T> /0 (&:V) p( T)’ ®)
where o(F,V) is the density of state of the system, connected to the mass
spectrum essentially by a relation of the form log[p(m)] ~ log[o(m, Vp)] for
m large, and where Vj is the interaction volume. Finally, Hagedorn was led
to a mass spectrum of the asymptotic form

p(m) ~ m~ exp (_g) , (4)

where Ty, now known as Hagedorn’s temperature, is a constant of the order
of 160 MeV, which appeared as being a limiting temperature since the par-
tition function

201) = Vo [ dmptmpm exp (—m {% - Ti}) (5)

has a meaning only when 7" < Ty. Such a spectrum — which is essen-
tially verified when plotting the various particles and their resonances as
a function of their masses — led to an explanation of the constancy of
the average transverse momenta of secondaries produced in high energy
hadron—hadron collisions. The model, however, suffered from some obvious
drawbacks: for instance, it implicitly involved only attractive interactions,
the ones necessary for forming fireballs, and no repulsion'® at all. Also,
it needed many improvements, such as the conservation of some internal
quantum numbers.!! A few years later, the statistical bootstrap was used
in a possible description of the quark—gluon plasma, the more so since the

10The use of the so-called “pressure ensemble” can be considered as a first attempt at
taking repulsion into account [R. Hagedorn (1995); R. Hagedorn and J. Rafelski.

K. Redlich and L. Turko (1980); L. Turko (1981, 1994); H.T. Elze and W. Greiner
(1986).



Introduction xxvii

phenomenological MIT bag model'? of hadrons also provides an exponential
energy spectrum.

This led to an enormous literature, which cannot be invoked here [see
e.g. the references quoted in R. Hagedorn (1995)]. Numerous high energy
physicists became used to thinking in terms of dense matter and hence
of relativistic statistical physics; moreover, they found a natural domain
of applications and/or theoretical toy models in various fields of rela-
tivistic astrophysics. The statistical bootstrap also gave an impulsion to the
study of statistical mechanics of particles endowed with a mass spectrum
[R. Hakim (1974), C. Barrabes (1976, 1982a,b), L. Burakovsky and L.P.
Horwitz (1993, 1994)].

At the beginning of the 1970s, another line of thought, which aimed
at introducing more dynamical considerations in the statistical approach
to multiparticle production, arose with the works of P.A. Carruthers and
F. Zachariasen (1974, 1975, 1976, 1983).

12A. Chodos, R.L. Jaffe, K. Johnson, C.B. Thorne and V.F. Weisskopf, Phys. Rev. D9,
3471 (1974); R.C. Tolman, Phys. Rev. 55, 364 (1939); J. R. Oppenheimer and G. M.
Volkoff, Phys. Rev. 55, 374 (1939).



This page intentionally left blank



Chapter 1

The One-Particle Relativistic
Distribution Function

The first works began, as could be expected, with those notions derived from
kinetic theory, such as the distribution function, the Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution function, and the kinetic equations it is supposed to obey.
Accordingly, the same path is followed in this first chapter. The first use of
the covariant one-particle distribution function seems to have been made by
A.G. Walker (1934), D. van Dantzig (1939), S. Titeica (1956) and J.L. Synge
(1957). The approach presented here is due to Yu. L. Klimontovich (1960)
and R. Hakim (1967) [see also N.G. van Kampen (1969)].

In this chapter, we shall briefly show how the one-particle distribution
function can be defined in a simple way and on what phase space. The
equilibrium distribution function — the relativistic Maxwell-Boltzmann
distribution, hereafter called the Jiittner—Synge function — is then briefly
derived and its main properties given.

1.1. The One-Particle Relativistic Distribution Function

Rather than elaborating on the transformation laws of the distribution
function, on the phase space element, etc., it is much simpler to start
from the main physical observables — i.e. the four-current and the energy—
momentum tensor — to build the definition of the covariant distribution
function.

Let us first consider a classical, i.e. nonquantum, relativistic particle.
The numerical four-current it defines in space—time is provided by the so-
called Feynman four-current:

JH(x) = /d35(4) [z — x(s)]dixﬂ(s), (1.1)

1
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where x is the space—time point and s is an arbitrary parameter — generally
taken to be the proper time — along the space—time trajectory over which
the integral is extended. It can immediately be verified that n(x, t), its
space—time density, is given by

n(z,t) => 6@z — z;(t)], (1.2)

i

and that the usual three-current is still

jlz,t) = Z 5@ [ — @ (t)]vi(t). (1.3)

Similarly, the energy—momentum tensor of the particle is given by

TH (z) = / ds 6W [z — x(s)]p“(s)%xf(s). (1.4)

For a system of N particles, the four-current and the energy-momentum
tensor of the particles are then provided by

i=N
JH(x) = Zl / ds 6P [z — xi(s)]diixf(s), (1.5)

i=N
d
T;w — d 5(4) —x; H — Y 1.
=3 [ 569 — (o)l (s) oo ), (16)
which can be rewritten as

i=N
7@ = [atu 453 80— (o] 6 - mi(olut o
i=N
= /d4u/ds Z B p — pi(8)] 6V [ — z5(s)]ul(s)  (1.7)
i=1

u =N
- / d'ut / ds 3~ 0Dl = pi()) 0V o — :(5)

= [ R 1.8
= [ a2 Rap) (18)
for the four-current, where the properties of the ¢ function are used, and as
LU
THY = /d‘%%R(w,p) (1.9)

for the energy—momentum tensor. u” is the four-velocity of the particles,
generally a function of x and p. In these last two equations we have used
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the definition
=N
Rlep) = [ds 3 60— pi(e)) 60— mi(s)). (110)
=1

R(x,p) depends on the initial data chosen for the trajectories of the rela-
tivistic particles and thus is a random function in the context of a statistical
ensemble where these data are known only in a statistical manner.

The covariant distribution function f(z,p) is thus defined as

f(z,p) = (R(x,p)), (1.11)

where the average value (---) is taken over the initial data, whatever they
might be,'3 so that, by construction, it allows the calculation of any kind
of average values of observable quantities whatsoever.

Therefore, it appears that the one-particle relativistic phase space, or
1 space, is formally the eight-dimensional space subtended by (z, p). As a
matter of fact, the momentum p is generally constrained by a mass shell
condition of the type p?> = m? or by any other, such as

[p — eA(x)]? = m?, (1.12)

when one is dealing with a charged system embedded in an electromagnetic
four-potential A*.

Let A (z, p) be a tensor observable connected to the particles; its space—
time density is given by

(@) = [ @ a o) o), (113)

where the global quantity of A-(z,p) in the system is given by

A =/2/dEud‘*p%A:::(x,p)f(x,p), (1.14)

where X is an arbitrary spacelike three-surface, i.e. A is the flux of the
four-current A* - (z) through . In general, the average value of A depends
on X; the only case where it is independent of X is the one where

9, AP (z) = 0. (1.15)

131n the classical relativistic context of the so-called action-at-a-distance formalism of
interacting particles, the initial value problem is not yet solved and the initial data
necessary for determining completely the future of the system might consist of the initial
positions and velocities of the particles and some part of the trajectories in the past.
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As an example, the entropy of the system is given by

5= [ dz,5"(@) (1.16)
b
where S*(z) is the entropy four-current
o
$(w) = ~kn [ ' f(a,p)log (o p) (117)

while the entropy invariant density is simply u - .S, where u* is the average
four-vector that defines the rest frame of the gas.

From what has been discussed above, the normalization of the covariant
distribution function reads

/z/dz“d4p%f(x’p> E/Edzﬂ”(%) (1.18)
- N

when there are N particles in the system.'® In other words, the flux of
the four-current through an arbitrary spacelike three-surface defines the
normalization of the distribution function: there are as many intersections
of world lines with X as particles in the system. In the above equation dX,,
is the differential form

%, = éawﬁ dz¥ x dz® x dzP, (1.19)

the surface element on X. Note that, owing to the mass shell condition
p?> = m?, the integration element d*p in u space actually reduces to a
three-dimensional one,!®

dp — mdg—p, (1.20)

Po

where the factor m has been added so that the integration element has
the dimension of a mass cube, as usual. Also of use is the variable v =
p/m, whose integration element is just d3v/vg. Finally, it appears that the

integration extends over a six-dimensional p space,
S(x){p? = m?}, (1.21)

as in the Newtonian case. Whether this last six-dimensional phase space or
the covariant eight-dimensional one is called “phase space” is only a matter
of definition.

14Instead of N, the normalization is often chosen to be 1, in order for f to be a proba-
bility.

15The use of d*p is generally more convenient; however, it can be a source of confusion
if one is not cautious enough [see e.g. B. Kursunoglu (1967)].
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For an infinite system, the normalization of f(x, p) occurs via the four-
current or the local n(x) density

neq(z) = [J*(2) - Ju(@)]"/2, (1.22)

i.e. via its definition or, equivalently, as

Neq(z) = / d4puu(x)%uf (z,p), (1.23)

with u#(x) = J*(x)/neq(z) the average four-velocity of the system.

1.1.1. The phase space “volume element”

When one considers the six-dimensional phase space ¥ X p, its invariant
“volume element” is given by

Az, p) = dX,(z) x dXH(p), (1.24)
where
1 1% (07
d%,(p) = g€uvap dp” X dp® X dp” (1.25)

is the differential form “element of the three-surface.” The above element
of integration on phase space is, of course, written in an obvious system of
coordinates adapted to its structure as a product of two three-surfaces. Let
us briefly calculate dX,,(p) restricted to the hyperboloid p* = m?, and let
us choose the coordinate system of {pi}i:1,273 so that p° = \/p? + m2. For
instance, the zeroth component of d¥y immediately yields

1 2 3 dgp
0
and, finally, one recovers
d3
s, =p, L. (1.27)
Po

The volume element is sometimes taken to be truly d*p and the constraint
p? = m? occurs either explicitly,

d*p26(p°)6(p* — m?) f(p), (1.28)

or implicitly in the distribution function. In any case, care must always be
taken when dealing with either the integration element or the distribution
function: is the mass shell restriction included in the former or the latter?
Or is it explicit?
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1.2. The Jiittner—Synge Equilibrium Distribution

The relativistic Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution function, hereafter called
the Jittner—Synge distribution, was first derived by F. Jiittner in 1911 and
studied in detail by J.L. Synge (1957). It can be derived in numerous pos-
sible ways: by noting that the Boltzmann factor exp(—(FE) can be obtained
from thermodynamic considerations, independently of relativity theory, and
hence it is sufficient to replace E by its relativistic expression and to nor-
malize the result; by maximizing the entropy of the system while taking
account of the constraints provided by the average energy and the number
of particles within the system; by solving the covariant Boltzmann equation
[W. Israel (1963)]; by using a covariant formulation for the passage of a
microcanonical ensemble to a canonical one [R. Hakim (1973)], as first
shown by A.I. Khinchin (1956) in the nonrelativistic domain; etc.

First, the Jittner—Synge distribution is briefly derived by maximizing
the free energy of the system,

F=U-TS§, (1.29)

while the number (N) of particles is kept conserved; equivalently, the same
can be done for densities

BE = Bp—s=pp—u,S*,

(1.30)
B =(kgT)!
or
0F =0, 0N =0. (1.31)
Therefore, one has to maximize the free energy
d3p
5(6F) =35 [ S2{3(p- 0 = (- 0) g feap)Hfealp) = O
Po (1.32)

d3
Srieg = 6 / L w)fealp) =0,

while N is conserved.
Introducing a Lagrange multiplier « for the constraint on N, one has

/ PeB(p-u)? — kp(p- 1) 108 fea(p) + (p- 1)} fealp) = 0, (1.33)

(where kp is the Boltzmann constant) from which one is immediately led
to the following form for the equilibrium distribution function,

feq(p) = Aexp(—pu''p,) (1.34)
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(with pg = y/p? +m?2), where A is directly connected to the Lagrange
multiplier; it is determined by the normalization condition. One gets suc-

cessively
_ d*p (p*
J“ = nequ“ = %)(2) 2 Omp_o (E) Aexp(—ﬁu“pu)
>0
= —Ai/ md?)—pexp(—ﬂu“p ) (1.35)
OBuy) Jry 2" =0 po " '

where the “generating function” [see J.L. Synge (1957)] A®(mp), for the
moments of feq(p), is defined by

d3
d(mp) = %’2 o Om—p exp(—Butp,), (1.36)
20> 0 Po
and is explicitly given by
®(mpB) = 4mm? %]Q 20X sh?y exp(—Bmchy), (1.37)
po >0

where use has been made of the relativistic polar coordinates
p! = mshy sinf cos ¢,
2 = mshysin 6 cos @,
; = mshi cos 6, ’ (1.38)
p® = mchy.
Finally, ®(m0) turns out to be
Ki(mp)

d(mp) = 47rmT7 (1.39)

where the Kelvin functions!® K, (¢) are defined by
§>n r (%) / - i 2n
K, =2 ——=—— dx exp(—&chy) sinh
(€ (2 Tm+D) fy X p(—&chx) X

(n
N (2(2:)7' /0°° dx exp(—&chy) sinh®™ x (1.40)

= /OOO dx exp(—&chx) cosh(ny).

16See Abramovitz and Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions (Dover, New York,
1965).



8 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

From the generating equation ®(mg), and the recurrence relations obeyed
by K, and their derivatives (see App. A), one obtains

neqﬂ
= 1.41
drm2Ko(m)’ (141)
which is connected to the chemical potential p through
neqﬁ
L : 1.42
Tem2 Ky () exp(Bp); (1.42)

this property can be seen by calculating the various terms of the thermo-
dynamic relation!”

5= L Plea _;neq + kpneq, (1.43)

where kg is the usual Boltzmann constant.
For the energy—momentum tensor, one obtains

82
o _ A
T = Ageag, )
_ Ks(mP) | neq| v Mea uo
‘[ Ka(mB) ﬂ}“““ A

An alternative form of TH#” can be obtained with the recursion relations
obeyed by the Kelvin functions (see App. A) and reads

K 4ne Yy o »
TH = {mnequ;E§Z§ + Zq}u”u - %n“ . (1.45)

The Lagrange multiplier 3 is determined from the equation of state of the
relativistic gas. A comparison of the energy—momentum tensor, which has
the so-called perfect fluid form'8

T = (p + P)utu® — Pp*” (1.46)

(see Chap. 2) finally yields P38 = neq, which is nothing but the perfect
gas equation of state and hence this terminates the identification of § with
1/kpT (kp is the usual Boltzmann constant). In this last equation p is the
(invariant) energy density of the system and P is its pressure.

17See the details in S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert (1980).
18This means that the energy—momentum tensor does not contain any dissipation term
which would introduce gradients of some macroscopic quantities, such as the average
four-velocity or the temperature.
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1.2.1. Thermodynamics of the Jittner—Synge gas'®

The covariant form of the first law of thermodynamics reads
B,ITH = St +aJF, (1.47)
which can be rewritten, after multiplying by u*, as
Bdp = ds + adneq (1.48)
or, through multiplying by an arbitrary volume V,
dU = dS + adN. (1.49)

The identification of TH” with its perfect fluid form, or a direct calculation,
provides

Ki(fm)  3neq K3(mp) .
= MNeq—F1——~ = NegM——+—+ (energy density), 1.50
p Ko(Bm) | B M (mB) T8y ¥, (150)
Ks(mpB)  neq . .
h=p+P=negm————=+ density of enthal er particle).
p M mp) T 5 ( y py per p )
(1.51)

Their first relativistic corrections are given by the asymptotic forms of the
Kelvin functions (see App. A), namely

3 15 (kpT)?
pzneq{m+—kBT+—(B ) —|—-~-},

2 8 m

5 15 (kpT)* (152)
h=neqsm+ ~kpT + —~—2—2 ...},

2 8§ m

As expected, these expressions contain the rest energy of a generic particle.
The limit Sm > 1 of the Juttner—Synge function can easily be shown to be
the ordinary Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution [J.L. Synge (1957)] with the
help of the asymptotic formula given in App. A.

7\ An® —1  (4n® —12)(4n? — 32)
Fonl8) = (2_§> =p(~¢) {1 e 21(3E)2 e }
(1.53)

9See J.L. Synge (1957), W. Israel (1976, 1981), or S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen
and Ch.G. van Weert (1980).
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In such a case, of course, the rest mass contribution is eliminated ipso
facto. From these two quantities, p and h, one obtains the heat capacity at
constant volume and pressure through

v (2

? 98 \nea )l (1.54)
L9 [ h '
e (),
eq/ |p

which provides the adiabatic index v = Cp/Cy of the Jittner—Synge gas
through

% = (Bm)? + 58h — (Bh)?. (1.55)

From the above expansions of p and h, the relativistic corrections to the
adiabatic index are obtained as
5 51
=-—s5+-. 1.56
1=3733 (1.56)
The adiabatic index plays an important role in problems of stability con-
cerning various types of stars.

1.2.2. Thermal velocity

In nonrelativistic physics, the average thermal velocity of a generic particle
of an ordinary Maxwellian gas is given by
kpT

=14/3 , 1.57
Uth m ( )

and, as a matter of fact, it is often used in the relativistic context. However,
J.L. Synge (1957) considers the most probable speed of a relativistic ideal
gas, which appears to be a solution to the equation

98 4 [(Bm)? + 3]v* — 8v% + 4 = 0; (1.58)

when Gm is close to zero, the equilibrium distribution possesses a sharp

maximum so that the most probable speed is close to the thermal velocity.

In this case, J.L. Synge gives

(Bm)?
25 7

which shows that the relativistic thermal velocity is quite different from

the Newtonian one. It might seem that it would be sufficient to take the

val-—

(1.59)
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12 T T | T Tt T T
/ classical ———
/ relativistic

(%, /)2

kT /m c2

Fig. 1.1 The relativistic thermal velocity compared to the classical one. (Calculation
by Dr. L. Mornas.)

relativistic average value of v2 to obtain a coherent definition for the thermal
velocity, i.e.

sinh* X

vE = % /dx exp(—pBm cosh x) (1.60)

coshy

However, such a definition does not involve the usual energy content
included in the classical definition; this occurs because of the different rela-
tionship between energy and velocity.

In order to obtain a thermal velocity with the same energy content as in
the nonrelativistic case, the following equality is considered as a definition
of vp:

% = (E), (1.61)
Vin @°
or
2 ;2
Ui = Li 5y (1.62)

(see Fig. 1.1).
The expression for (E) can be obtained from the energy-momentum
tensor, or from p via

(E) = ngip, (1.63)
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and one obtains (see also J.L. Synge (1957))

_ i Emp) 3
(E) = {Kg(mﬂ) +mﬂ} (1.64)

so that

vth:l_{Kz(mﬁ) T g

For large values of mf (low temperature case) one recovers the classical
value, while for small mg (ultrarelativistic case) one obtains

vial— %(ﬁm)z, (1.66)

which is, as expected, of the same order of magnitude as J.L. Synge’s most
probable speed.

1.2.3. Moments of the Jiittner—Synge function

When one is dealing with dissipative phenomena, a hierarchy of moments
can be obtained from a relativistic kinetic equation (see Chap. 2) and their
explicit form generally depends on the first moments of the equilibrium dis-
tribution [see e.g. S.S. Moiseev (1960), for the case of rarefied gases]. The
various moments of the Jiittner—-Synge distribution are obtained, as men-
tioned above, from the function ®(mg) and are particularly useful in some
approximation schemes employed in obtaining solutions to the relativistic
Boltzmann equation or to other kinetic equations. Accordingly, the first few
moments are explicitly given here.
They are given by

Ki(mp3)

d3p

My = | — feq(p) = 4mmA , (1.67)
Po B
3

Ml = / d—pp“feq(p) = 47rm2A7K2(mﬂ) ut, (1.68)
Do B

v d3 v
My = | E2prp £ (p)
Po
4rm?

= 3 A [Kg(mﬂ)u“u” - mLﬁKg(mﬁ)n’“’ , (1.69)
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ro d3p V. .«
ME" = / p—op"p P feq(D)

_ 47Tm4 v oo K3(mﬂ) (ppva)
=3 A [K4(mﬂ)u”u u® — Tﬂu n ] , (1.70)
d3
M = / —pfp"p”p“pﬁfeq(p)
4rm?® v oa, B
=3 A [K5(mﬂ)u”u u®u
K K
_ ‘;(Z;ﬁ)uwu"naﬂhr <i§g§)"(“””“ﬂ)}7 (1.71)

M;w)\ﬁ)\_ d3_ppz/o¢ﬁ)\
4 = popppppfeq(p)

6
= 47T;n A [K(;(mﬂ)u“u”u“uﬁu’\

B Kiiﬂﬁlﬁ)u(puyuanm) + %u(”nmnw} . (172)

In these expressions use has been made of the conventional symmetrization
notations on the indices.

1.2.4. Orthogonal polynomials

When one is dealing with off-equilibrium processes, the distribution
function has to be approximated in some way. For instance, in the non-
relativistic case, the distribution function is often expanded — and next
truncated at some order — as

f:feqzaana (173)
n=0

where foq is the usual Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution and H,, are the
orthogonal polynomials associated with the weight defined by this function,
i.e. Hermite’s polynomials.

It would therefore appear to be desirable to find the family of those
polynomials that are orthogonal with respect to the weight defined by the
Jiittner—Synge function. Remember that this function is defined on the

mass hyperboloid p? = m?2.
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The first polynomials to be used in the solution of the relativistic
Boltzmann equation were actually neither polynomials nor even orthogonal
[N.A. Chernikov (1963, 1964)]. D.C. Kelly (1968, 1969) and Ch. Marle
(1969) studied the first orthogonal polynomials from a mathematical point
of view and constructed them with the well-known Schmidt orthogonal-
ization procedure. However, these were not very easy to express explicitly
except, of course, the first few ones, which are given below. Their general
form was improved by J. Stewart (1971) and J.L. Anderson (1974), and
finally given more specific forms by J.C. Lucquiaud (1986) on the basis
of group-theoretical arguments. Finally, an improved version is presented
in the book by S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert
(1980). Here the first few orthogonal polynomials are defined and given
and, as a matter of fact, they are those which are actually used in practice.

A general distribution function® f is expanded as

oo

1) = fea®) Y Al HE (), (1.74)

n=0
where H,, are mutually orthogonal:

1

Neq

d3
[ L ptm e ) ) <0, (1.75)
0

with n # £.
Ch. Marle (1969) proved the following properties for H,,:

(i) These polynomials are symmetric in the indices {u1, p2, . . ., pn }; they
obey the following relations:
(i) Ny po HE#2 ot (p) = 0 for p > 2.
(iii) They form a complete system for those functions g(p) such that

g(p) exp(—3Bu - p) is square-integrable.

He gave the first few polynomials as

_ _ o Ka(mp)
Hy=1,H(p) =pH Ky (md) ut, (1.76)
HY (p) = pt'p” — C{VH (p) — C, (1.77)

20We have omitted the = dependence of f and possibly of the local distribution feq.
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with
ny K3(mﬂ)uuuu _ Kz(mﬁ) ng
= KB ik R (1.78)
CclY = —%[Tlm + Y (mpBlurua]
K4(mﬂ) N KQ(mﬁ)K?)(mﬂ) u”u”uo‘
g {( mB3 mBK 1 (mp) )
( S(mﬁ) _ [KQ(mﬂ)]Q )npuua
(mp)?  (mB)2K1(mp)
_ K3(mﬂ) proc v va, p
T e ). (1.79)
where the function Y (mg) is defined by
1Y ()] = e {20 SIMBL 1

1.2.5. Zero mass particles

Let us start from the energy—momentum tensor of an ideal gas composed
of zero mass particles:
Ki(fm)  4dne Ne
T = {mne L T gty — g 1.81
Ka(pm) B 3 (181

and let m tends to zero. Using the properties of Kelvin’s functions for small
arguments (see App. A), one obtains

lim T/ =0, (1.82)

m—0 *

as one could have expected for photons for instance, and which indicates
the usual equation of state for massless particles, i.e.
1

P: —_ 1.
3P (1.83)

so that the sound velocity?! for such a gas is ¢/v/3.

Similarly, when one starts from the expression of the four-current and

let Bm tend to zero, the normalization coefficient of the Jiittner—Synge
function is found to be

nB33

=7 1.84
Fy—l (1.84)

21Gee Chap. 2.
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i.e. m tends to zero and n to infinity so that A remains finite; while the
integration element becomes
d3_p — d3—p (1.85)
bo p|
Finally, all that is needed for the description of classical zero mass particles
in thermal equilibrium is available. As an example, Stefan’s law is derived
as follows. The energy density of such a gas is given by

%% d3p 2
p= U}LUVT = 7(17 : U) AeXp(_ﬂp : U)
. . (1.86)
=17,
where the proportionality to 7% appears after the elementary change
p— fp.

1.3. From the Microcanonical Distribution
to the Jiittner—-Synge One??

Now the Jiittner—Synge function will be derived from the free micro-
canonical distribution. Why from the “free” one and not from interaction?
There are several reasons. The first one is that it is not derived in the
nonrelativistic case, except for weak interactions. Next, in the relativistic
case, the question of interaction is completely different from the nonrela-
tivistic and certainly much more complex. Finally, the noninteracting case
is sufficiently instructive as such.

The relativistic form of the microcanonical model for N free particles
endowed with a total energy—momentum P* is

Fasero(P* (P1D)
i=N
= const § (P“ - pr) H 2mi0(p))o(pipin —m3),  (1.87)
i=1

where 6(p°) is the Heaviside step function and where the normalization
constant depends (i) on the number of particles, (ii) on the total energy—
momentum P* of the gas and (iii) on the spatial volume occupied. Note that
the relativistic microcanonical model has the same content as the classical
one: the particles lie on the total energy and momentum of the whole system

22Tt might be useful to read Chap. 5 first.
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of particles, which obeys P - P = M?2. Also, note that fmlcro(P”,{pﬁ” 1) is
normalized through

/ H Bipi e 0 (P2 (pl)) = s

N\2N puippa ... pun

However, instead of employing fmlcrO(P“, {p!'}), we shall use a probability,
more adapted to the use of the central limit theorem;?? it is, therefore, a
true density of probability in energy—momentum space.

Let us, however, mention that the central limit theorem, in its simplest
form, is:

Central limit theorem. Let {X;}i=1,2, . nbe random independent vari-
ables of densities {f(z;)}i=1,2,...~. Then the law of

X1+ Xo+ -+ XN

X =
N

is that of a Gaussian:

folw) = V%p(—é) e (%) |

This theorem is valid for conditions that are valid in most ordinary cases and
has a number of important applications. Among the assumptions necessary
for the central limit theorem, one finds:

e existence of the first two moments of the distribution function;
e existence of the characteristic function (i.e. Fourier existence) of the dis-
tribution function;

and for many other cases definite complex data f (M)

micro

(P*, {pt'}) reads

i=N

fmlcro(x|P)\ {pl }) m]CI‘O(Pu {pil(} H

sz

(1.89)

However, rather than employing f lcro(P” {p!'}), we shall use a probability,
more adapted to the use of the central limit theorem;?* it is thus a true
density of probability in energy—momentum space.

23A.1. Khinchin, Mathematical Foundation of Information Theory (Dover, New York,
1957).
24 A 1. Khinchin, loc. cit.
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It follows that the one-particle distribution function is

i=N
flalp) = [ ] d'pister = o) 180 PP (52)), (190

i=1
where we have made clear in the notation that the local distribution is also

a conditional one. A simple calculation provides

Qn_1(v/[P* — p*|?) P*p,
QN(M) Mm’

f(zlp) = (1.91)

where
=N =B P”p
= A A O(p)5(p? — m2) —E g4,
v = [ 6<P }i_ljpl> L 2motpt)o0 — mt) Tpeat. (192

An expression similar to Qn (M) has been evaluated by F. Lurcat and
P. Mazur (1964) employing the central limit theorem, which we shall use
now. Note also that their expression differs from ours by the absence of the
term

i=N
Pﬂpip
. 1.93
w1 M (1:99)
We now apply the central limit theorem to
A1 2 ce HN
pp_ PP AP (1.94)
N
the probability density is
1
gN(B, P) = ——=Qn(P)exp(—3- P) (1.95)
on(B)

and, as a result, tends toward a Gaussian distribution:

1 1
(27)2 (DetBy)

gn (B, P) = 172 XP _%(P_AN)MB%V(P_AN)u:l+O<%> ;

(1.96)

where A is the average value of P and By is its dispersion matrix. The
calculation of these first two moments is easy, since they are the first two
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derivatives of log ¢ (8). One finds that

Ay = —alo%gv(f})ﬂ”, (1.97)
By (B) = 821037;521\1(5)“““1, + %mOga%ZN(mAW(uL (1.98)

where u* is a unit four-vector to be derived elsewhere but which is also
parallel to G*. In our case, it turns out that, the generating function is

ox(3) = [ dPON(P)exp(-5"P)

1L\Y/9® 30 L Amrm? N
_<Mm> (WJrEa_a) (/0 ¢P— Kl(aP)> . (1.99)

with a2 = a?a,.

However, the important point for the derivation of the Jiittner—Synge
distribution is the form of Qn (M) and, more particularly, the fact that

Qn (M) =~ exp(BM). (1.100)

Inserting now this form into the expression for f(z|p), we find that
P-p

f(z|p) = L(B, M) exp(—ﬁM + [M? +m? — 2P“p#]1/2> s (1.101)
and, since N > 1, M > m, we have
_ P-p BP"p,
f(alp) = L(B, M) exp < i) (1.102)

This last form is precisely the Jiittner—Synge function, except that L(3, M)
has to be determined: actually it could be determined by looking at the limit
N > 1 and M > m; in fact, it can be determined simply by a normalization
condition although it is actually furnished by the limiting form of Qx (M).
Note that P*/M is precisely u*.

Finally, the actual form of the Jiittner-Synge function has been estab-
lished but it could be derived more rigorously; this involves, however, quite
lengthy calculations.

1.4. Equilibrium Fluctuations

In this section the four-current equilibrium fluctuations are calculated:
{5J””(ac,x’) = (6JH*(x)0J" ("))

(1.103)
(Thniero(@) = (T (@) (Tiero (&) = (T (2))))-
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They are required in the use of the fluctuation—dissipation theorem in order
to obtain, for instance, the modes of oscillation of a plasma.?® Other kinds of
fluctuations, like those of the energy-momentum tensor, can be calculated
in a similar manner.
The starting point is the (random) four-current J*(z) of free particles:
their trajectories are straight lines. The microscopic four-current then reads
" _ oo pll« 4 Pi
I iero (@) = ;/Oo ds; E(S( ) [m —z; — (E) sl} (1.104)
between collisions, and its equilibrium average value is, of course, (J*(z)) =
nut. In this last equation z; and p;/m; are the initial four-positions and
four-velocities of the particles of the system. With the definition of rela-
tivistic average values

A =/E/dEud%%A:::(x,p)f(x,p), (1.105)

we get

+00 O‘
57 wa) = 3 [ dsiass [ [ asaatn faw)
i VT ¥

xplpts® [x -z — <&) sz} S [w’ -z — (ﬂ) s;}
m; my;

(1.106)
or
=3 " s d s, dipP”
Hv = . i -
0J (x,x) i [m dSI 31/2/ ey pmfeq(p)

xﬁﬁwﬂwwt(%)@rwﬂﬂ“P—u—(%)é}

(1.107)
and with extensive use of the properties of the § function and of the conse-
quent relation

d¥e dz® = d*z (1.108)
and from the fact that J
e p
L=t 1.109
e ( )

we find that

LoV
§JM (x — ') = /dT Az 2 d4ppm—p2feq(p)6((x —a')—wur).  (1.110)
p° >0

25See e.g. A.G. Sitenko, Electromagnetic Fluctuations in Plasmas (Wiley, New York,
1959); for the relativistic calculation see R. Hakim (1974).
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The integrations are easily performed and we obtain

v pne XrXv X
§JM(X) = 47:"’;(27(”‘77;1@ X <—m5(;fw) , (1111)

where we have set X =z — 2/, in agreement with the expression given by
A.G. Sitenko (1959) for the numerical density fluctuations. Obviously, this
expression makes sense only when the separation X is timelike. However,
it should be noted that, in general, for an arbitrary physical quantity, the
situation is not necessarily of this type: a given phenomenon in the past

can influence two events separated by a spacelike distance.

1.5. Omne-Particle Liouville Theorem

A kinetic equation is often needed in order to obtain the distribution
function f(z, p). The general scheme for a kinetic equation is constituted
by three elements. First, the Liouville equation gives the general flow of
the particles in phase space. It is then coupled to a second element, the
collision term, which renders possible deviations from this general flow.
Finally, collective effects, which affect both the flow in phase space and the
collision term, must be taken into account. Several examples will be given
in subsequent chapters.

Before studying the kinetic equations, we first indicate briefly how the
one-particle Liouville theorem occurs in p space. Since the number of par-
ticles in the system is assumed to be conserved,?® the eight-current in p
space is necessarily conserved and its “continuity equation” then reads

@F%ﬂmﬂ+£ﬂ@§mﬂ=& (1.112)

dr
where 7 is the proper time; or, equivalently, after it is noted that the
“velocity” in this p space is given by

“w
ut = di (4-velocity),
e b (1.113)
Fiu(z,p) = ap (4-force),
dr
it reads
1o}
W0+ o (P (r)| - Flap) =0 (1-114)

26See e.g. Ch. Marle (1969) for the case of decaying or mutually transforming particles.
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This is not the Liouville equation , which is
2 t(o,p) = { w0 + Fr(0,0) -2} flap) =0 (1.115)
o f@p) = b P) g ,p) = 0. :
The Liouville equation is obeyed only by those four-forces that satisfy the

condition

0

—_(F*(z,p)) = 0. 1.116
5 (F (@) (1.116)
For instance, this is the case of a system composed of charged particles sub-
mitted to an external electromagnetic field F** where F* = (e/m)p, F"":
indeed, one has

P (5,9)) = S @ = 0 (1117

Note that when this condition is not satisfied, the (one-particle) Liouville
theorem is no longer valid but should be considered as it is.
1.5.1. Relativistic Liouville equation from the Hamiltonian

equations of motion

When the dynamical equations can be cast into a Hamiltonian form,

dazt _ OH(z,p)
dr — Op, (
1.118)
dpu _ _9H(x,p)
dr Oxr
the relativistic Liouville equation is recovered as usual and reads?”
H H

——55;——5M11$,p) Dt P

where {H, f} is the relativistic Poisson bracket. An example of such a
Hamiltonian system is that of the charged particle embedded in an electro-
magnetic four-potential A#(z), for which one has

p— eA(ac)]z.

H(z,p) = S

(1.120)

It should be emphasized that although the equations of motion can be
formally recovered, this Hamiltonian is purely “technical” and has not the

27G. Kalman, Phys. Rev. 123, 384 (1961); G. Schay Jr., Nuovo Cimento. Suppl. 26, 291
(1962).
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meaning of an energy; remember, for instance, that actually one also has
to impose the constraint

[p— eA(x)]? = m?, (1.121)

and not too much importance should be attached to this pseudo-
Hamiltonian character. Here we have to insist that, in a covariant context,
there is no Hamiltonian with the meaning of an energy; for instance, in the
case of a free particle, a formal Hamiltonian is

2 2

p2—m
H=——— 1.122
om ( )

which cannot in any way lead to an energy.
In the example considered, and when the four-potential is invariant
along timelike lines parallel to a four-vector u*, one has

AP (z + xu) = A*(z)  (for all x) (1.123)

so that it depends on x through the combination A" (u)x,x,. A first
integral of the motion is

u-[p—eA(z)], (1.124)

which is the energy in the rest frame of the system, so that the equilibrium
distribution is

fea(p) = Aexp[—pBu - pl; (1.125)

in other words, the equilibrium distribution function of free charged par-
ticles embedded in an electromagnetic field is identical to the Jiittner-Synge
function except that the proper numerical density is changed as?®

Neq — Neq €Xp|—Fue A’ (z)], (1.126)
since
o
pH = ma;i + eA¥(x); (1.127)
T

otherwise, the equilibrium distribution function would not obey the Liou-
ville equation . Then n, the invariant density, reduces to

Neq €xp[BeV ()], (1.128)

in the local rest frame where u#* = (1, 0); this is the usual relation.

28See an equivalent derivation in S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van
Weert (1980).
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1.5.2. Conditions for the Jittner—Synge functions
to be an equilibrium

The necessary condition for a distribution function to represent an equi-
librium is, of course, that the equilibrium distribution be a solution to the
Liouville equation . Therefore, let us see what conditions the local Jiittner—
Synge function should obey; by ‘local’ it is meant that the macroscopic
variables of this function do depend on x. Also, we assume that there is no
external force present.

To this end, let us introduce this function into the Liouville equation,
and let us first write the Jiittner—Synge distribution as

fea(p) = A(z) exp(—B(2)p"). (1.129)
It turns out that we should have the equation
P 0fea(p) =0
= [p- 0A - exp(—pup") — Aexp(—=Bup")pup - 98"]. (1.130)

In other words, this implies that (i) 0,A = 0 and (ii) that the coefficient of
ptp” is zero whatever the coefficient. Explicitly, one should have

8uﬁu + 81/5# = O, (1'131)
or, in arbitrary coordinates or in the case of gravitation (see Chap. 4),
vuﬁu +V, w = 0. (1132)

Such an equation for 8 is said to be a Killing equation. It shows that the
local distribution function cannot be arbitrary. We see this in the case of
the relativistic rotating gas. Note that when the particles are massless the
Liouville equation is obeyed by a less stringent equation,

OBy + 0u By = X(2) * Ny (1.133)
or, in arbitrary coordinates,
v,uﬁu + vvﬁ,u = X(Z‘) ma (1134)

In such a case the vector 3, is said to be conformal Killing.

1.6. The Relativistic Rotating Gas

As is well known, rigid rotation of a physical system is not possible in
a relativistic context since it would imply velocities higher than that of
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light. However, differential rotation is still possible with a vanishing rotation
velocity at the light cylinder, that is, the cylinder where the velocity is the
one of light. Therefore, a local thermal equilibrium for a relativistic gas in
rotation can be found, and it will now be investigated.

The projection of the kinetic momentum over the axisn —i.e. n-L —
is an additive first integral of the motion and thus must be integrated in
the equilibrium distribution function. Let L,, be the tensor

L/J.l/ =Puly — PvTy, (1135)

and let n* be a unitary spacelike four-vector orthogonal to the average local
four-velocity u* of the gas:

n-n=-1, n-u=0, uw-u=1L1 (1.136)
The tensor

LY = Ak (u)AG(u) L (1.137)

spat

reduces to the usual kinetic momentum in the local frame u#* = (1,0). The
scalar

0 = uun, e P Lyg (1.138)

reduces to n- L in the local frame of the gas and is an additive constant of
the motion of a generic particle. Consequently, the equilibrium distribution
function, which is a linear function of the additive first integrals of the
motion, reads

fea(p) = Aexp(—=Bup" + 20), (1.139)

where A is an appropriate Lagrange multiplier. Let now w be the constant
and uniform angular velocity of the gas: the Lagrange multiplier A can be
expressed in terms of w and the equilibrium distribution can be rewritten as

fea(p) = Aexp(—B,p" + fwO)
= flexp(—ﬁup“ + ﬂﬂwnys“”aﬁ[xapg )
= AGXP(_ﬁu[P“ - wnuguyaﬂ(xapﬁ - xﬁpa)])7 (1.140)

where A is the normalization constant, to be calculated from the equi-
librium four-current. This distribution function must be normalizable and,
accordingly, the following constraint must be satisfied:

{ﬁp[p# - Wnuguuaﬁ(xapﬂ - xﬁpa)] > 0,

(1.141)
for all p’s
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which, in the rest frame of the system, reduces to
w?r? < 1. (1.142)

This means that the velocity of a rotating piece of gas should not exceed
the light velocity. feq(p) must also obey the one-particle Liouville equation
and, introduced in the latter, it yields a constraint involving the numerical
invariant density, the four-velocity and the rotation velocity. Note that the
“rotating” Jiittner function can be rewritten as

feq(p) = flexp(—ﬁu[p” - wnuEuuaﬁ(xapﬁ - xﬁpa)})
= Aexp(—B,p"), (1.143)

with
By = B (nux — 2wn”epmarz®), (1.144)

so that, in order for f.q to obey the relativistic Liouville equation , the
four-vector B* must be a Killing vector (or conformal Killing when the
particles are massless)

V.B,+V,B, =0, (1.145)
which imposes an r-dependent temperature [N.A. Chernikov (1964)]:
T
T(r)= __TO (1.146)

(1— w2r2)l/2’
It should be noted that in practice, i.e. in astrophysical situations, we do
not have to face objects with a rigid rotation, but rather the rotating gas
is in a differential rotation where not only is the temperature r-dependent
but also the rotation velocity itself. In such a case, we have to deal with a
local equilibrium and not with a global one as studied above.



Chapter 2

Relativistic Kinetic Theory
and the BGK Equation

Once the relativistic distribution function is defined and the Liouville
equation derived, the next step is obtaining a kinetic equation that the
covariant distribution function is supposed to obey. From a theoretical point
of view, such an equation has been used in many instances: derivation of
covariant and dissipative hydrodynamics, technical developments in the cal-
culation of transport coefficients, mathematical theorems (existence and
uniqueness of the solutions) as to the Boltzmann-Einstein system, the
gravitational case (see Chap. 4), propagation of sound and related phe-
nomena (dispersion and absorption), description of transient effects in
nonequilibrium thermodynamics [W. Israel and J.M. Stewart (1976, 1979),
J. Stewart (1977), M. Kranys (1976, 1977), etc.], and so on.

The natural candidate for a relativistic kinetic theory was a relativistic
generalization of the usual Boltzmann equation. This was first performed
by A.G. Walker (1934) and A. Lichnérowicz and R. Marrot (1940) in a
nonmanifestly covariant form, while it was later studied in a fully rela-
tivistic way! by many authors: G. Tauber and J.W. Weinberg (1961), W.
Israel (1963), N.A. Chernikov (1956ff), Ch. Marle (1969), H. Akama (1970),
K. Bitcheler (1965, 1967), etc. This equation has been found to have the
form [S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leuwen and Ch. Van Weert (1980)]

P10, + F”(%ﬁ)% f(e.p) = C{f(x.p)}, (2.1)

where C{f(z,p)} is the Boltzmann collision term, which we give in
terms of the collision differential cross-section o(f2) of the particles within

ISee the excellent review by W. Israel (1972).
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the system:

3.,/
Clf@n)} =5 [ S0l @)

—f@p)f@p=p +p")V(p-p)? -mia(Q)  (22)
[S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leuwen and Ch. Van Weert (1980)]; F*(z,p) is
an external force in which the system is possibly embedded. In terms of the
transition probability per unit of time, the relativistic Boltzmann equation
reads

0
p-af(x,p)+F“(w,p)a—W

_ 1/ d3p/ d3p// de)

f(z,p)

3 | S 5 W = )iy =i = p)
0 0

X [f(x,p')f(ac,p”) - f(xap)f(xaﬁ)] (23)

This equation has been studied mainly by the above-mentioned authors
and, in particular, by W. Israel (1963). The nonrelativistic approximation
methods have been extended by various authors to the special relativity
case and applied in several formal situations, such as the derivation of the
various relativistic forms of hydrodynamics (see below).

More generally, the collision term of any valid relativistic kinetic
equation should be such that the conservation laws (energy—momentum
and particle number) are obeyed; this leads, after successively multiplying
both sides of the kinetic equation by 1 and p* and integrating over p, to

By J(x)=0= [d'p C{f(z,p)} =0,
9, T (x)=0= [d'p p"C{f(x,p)} = 0.
Furthermore, the collision term must be such that

Clfea(p)] =0, (2.5)

since feq(p) has to obey the Liouville equation. A last important condition
that a fully valid collision term should satisfy is that there should exist an
H theorem, or

(2.4)

9,8"(x) > 0. (2.6)

Indeed, given two spacelike three-surfaces Y1 and Yo, the latter being in
the future of the former, the above inequality for the entropy four-current
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implies that
S(E1) < S5(%g), (2.7)

which expresses the growth of entropy in the course of time. This condition
is, however, not sufficient since feq(p) must also be a solution at infinity in
time. We shall see (Chap. 5) that the condition (2.7) is indeed not sufficient
for getting an equilibrium.

The relativistic Boltzmann equation obeys all the above conditions and
does constitute the archetype of all relativistic kinetic equations as it is in
the Newtonian case. Unfortunately, it seems to be only an interesting con-
ceptual tool, useful for the evaluation of those differences existing between
the relativistic and classical cases that do not apply to any real physical
situation.? In particular, it requires point-particles collisions while in rel-
ativistic dense matter one deals with collisions of collective (extended)
modes. Therefore, in physical situations, it seems preferable to use a merely
phenomenological kinetic equation, which should contain the main features
of the physical system under study. This can be achieved with the relaxation
time approximation studied by J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974a,b).
Of course, such a phenomenological equation does not apply to all physical
cases, but it is sufficient in many interesting situations.

Finally, we shall no longer continue with the Boltzmann equation or,
more particularly, with its different approximation: there exist excellent
books on the subject, to which the reader is referred — an older one is that
of S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert (1980), while
a more recent one is that of C. Cercignani and G.M. Kremer (2000).

2.1. Relativistic Hydrodynamics

For reasons clearly put forward by relativistic kinetic theory [see W. Israel
(1963) and Ch. Marle (1969)],% there exist several equivalent forms of rel-
ativistic hydrodynamics. The basic reason for this particular feature of
relativity lies in the fact that, while timelike four-vectors have generally
different directions in the Minkowski space—time, they are all parallel in the

2For instance, it has been used to explain the matter/antimatter asymmetry in the
primeval universe [see e.g. R. Omnes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 23, 38 (1969); ibid., Phys. Rep.
C3,1 (1970)]. However, the situation prevailing at the time considered [E. Alvarez (1982)]
is one of high densities and/or temperatures, where collective effects are predominant
and not collisions.

3See also S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert (1980).
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Galilean one. The best-known forms of relativistic hydrodynamics are those
given by C. Eckart (1940) and by L. Landau and E. Lifschitz (1959). As
in the classical Newtonian case, relativistic hydrodynamics allow the prop-
agation of signals at velocities higher than that of light, and this problem
has been addressed by and investigated with different interesting methods
by several authors [W. Israel (1976, 1981, 1979), B. Carter (1989), etc.].
The starting-point of relativistic hydrodynamics is the perfect fluid form
of the energy—momentum tensor
T . = (p + P)utu” — Ppt, (2.8)

perf =

where p is the invariant energy density and P the pressure of the fluid under
consideration, while u* is its four-velocity. In addition to this general form,
the basic conservation relations have to be obeyed:

0, TH =0,
(2.9)
0

w(nut) =0,

so that the fluid is described by four equations while it possesses five
unknown data: p, P, n, u*. The description of the system must then be sup-
plemented by one more equation, generally the equation of state P = P(p)
or often in a parametric form such as

P =P(n), p=pn). (2.10)

When the system contains other macroscopic quantities — such as the local
temperature — other equations must be provided in order that the system
may be complete [see e.g. A. Lichnérowicz (1967)]; for instance, when the
system possesses a field of local temperature, a relativistic temperature
equation should generally be provided for the full determination of the
system (see below).

When the fluid is dissipative, its energy—momentum tensor contains gra-
dients of one or several macroscopic quantities; the presence of gradients
of the four-velocity gives rise to viscosity, the gradient of particle density n
provides diffusion (when there exist several species of particles or external
fields), the gradient of temperature T" leads to heat diffusion, etc.

Historically, there exist two approachs to relativistic hydrodynamics:
the one given by C. Eckart (1940) and that connected with the names of
L. Landau and E. Lifschitz (1959). From the point of view of relativistic
kinetic theory, the two are equivalent “up to higher order terms”: as shown,
essentially by W. Israel (1963), Ch. Marle (1969) and others, there exist an
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infinity of possible forms of relativistic hydrodynamics that differ by terms
of order O(78), 7o being a small parameters (see below).

Landau’s and Eckart’s forms do admit the same basic perfect fluid
form but differ in their choice of the off-equilibrium part of the energy—
momentum tensor and of the four-current,

Th =T T (2.11)
T = e (2.12)

and also in the choice of the hydrodynamic four-velocity u#. A detailed
comparison of these two approaches is discussed in the book by S. R. de
Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert (1980). Clear connec-
tions between the two formalisms can also be found in the article by J.L.
Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974) and also in C. Cercignani and G.M.
Kremer (2000).

2.1.1. Sound velocity

In the case of an adiabatic fluid, an infinitesimal variation of the energy—
momentum tensor reads
ST = (8p + 6P)u"u” — Pyt + (p + P)ultsu) (2.13)
where du* is orthogonal to u*. The equations of motion are then
0,0T* =0,
(2.14)
k,6TH =0,

where we have given the same name for T#" and its Fourier transform. The
last equation explicitly reads

ku[(0p + P)uru” — Py + (p + P)usu”)] = 0, (2.15)

while the other equation of motion, 9,J# =0, is
ku(nout +uton) =0, (2.16)
and is of no use here. Let us multiply Eq. (2.15) by k* and u*, respectively;

after setting w = u*k,, we get

kykyu[(6p + SP)u’ut — k*5P + (p + P)ultsu)] = 0,
. (2.17)

u,k,[(6p + SP)u’ut — §Pw + (p + P)ultéu?)]
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We obtain
5p+ 8P)w? — §Pk? 4+ 2(p + P)wdw] = 0,
{ [( ) ( ) ] (2.18)

[(6p+ dP)w — 6Pw + (p+ P)ow] = 0.

Multiplying the last equation by 2w and substracting both equations, we
get

OP
2 2
— k|*=— =0, 2.19
= G (2.19)
which is the equation obeyed by usual longitudinal propagation; thus, we
have
oP
vszound = (a_p) (220)

after a comparison with the classical equation. Note that it is not OP/0n
that occurs but 9P/dp, and while p = mn in the classical case, it is not so
in relativity.

In general, one should have

v2 — <1

= 2.21
sound ap = ( )

indeed, the velocity of sound must be less than (or equal to) that of light.
This is an important point; indeed, the velocity of sound is to be calculated
from the equation of state and therefore it must a priori be rejected when
VUsound > 1. An acceptable equation of state, from this point of view, is for
example the one provided by the equation for nuclear matter calculated by
S.A. Chin and J.D. Walecka (1974a,b).

2.1.2. The Eckart approach

Whereas the energy—momentum tensor has the perfect gas law form, no
problem occurs while one is choosing a four-velocity. However, this is not
so when gradients become important, since there exist new tensors in the
theory, and therefore new “velocities” cannot be imposed but defined. We
shall first look at the choice of C. Eckart (1940).

C. Eckart chose a natural timelike four-vector as the hydrodynamic
velocity, the one defined by the particle flow J#(z), or

@) )

BT RVARE TN

(2.22)
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The heat flow four-vector ¢* is introduced as a spacelike four-vector
orthogonal to the hydrodynamic local four-velocity,

" { we* <0, (2.23)
guut* =0,
and its contribution to the energy—momentum tensor as
Tg" = ¢"u” + ¢"ut; (2.24)
the viscous stress tensor is defined as
0" = —XAM (1) Dqu®™ — nAF* (u) AP (1) (Daus + Iptia), (2.25)

where x is the bulk viscosity coefficient and n the shear viscosity. Finally,
the dissipative part of the energy-momentum tensor is such that

Té‘ﬁ” = TS” + 6+, (2.26)
Note that
uw, Tl =w, T = 0. (2.27)

It remains for one to connect the heat flow four-vector ¢* to the gradient
of temperature. C. Eckart (1940) uses the following:

¢ = “AAP(u) {%uaaauy ~a, (%) } , (2.28)

where X is the heat conductivity coefficient.

A few words as to the off-equilibrium of the energy—momentum tensor
are in order. Firstly, the off-part of T"” is necessarily proportional to
A% (u), since it lies in the three-plane orthogonal to u. Secondly, there
are two viscosity coefficients since T contains two independent tensors,
Dou® and dpug + Opu,, multiplied of course by A (u)APY (u).

As to the form of the flow of heat ¢, it contains one term that does not
exist in the classical theory. This is the term

—)\A‘“’(u)%uo‘ﬁauy, (2.29)

called sometimes “the inertia of heat” which is not proportional to the
gradient of the temperature; it has no equivalent to the Newtonian analog
and is only an isothermal flow of heat opposite to the acceleration of matter.
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Finally, the matching conditions in the case of C. Eckart read

{ Jgﬂ'(x) = 07

o (2.30)
u, Tl (x) = 0.

See also S. Weinberg (1971) for a discussion.

2.1.3. The Landau—Lifschitz approach

L. Landau and E. Lifschitz have a more sophisticated — but equivalent —
choice as to the local hydrodynamic velocity; they choose the flow of matter.
Therefore, while in Eckart’s local rest frame of the fluid there is no particle
flow, in the Landau-Lifschitz one there is no matter flow. The Landau—
Lifschitz hydrodynamical four-velocity is thus the timelike eigen-four-vector
of the energy—momentum tensor

THupr, = pufy, (2.31)
where the index LL indicates the Landau-Lifschitz choice and where p is
the energy density; this can also read
TH uppLy

— Ly (2.32)
Taﬁu(ﬂLugL

b
Ury, =

This implies that the dissipative part of T# is orthogonal to uf| , as is the
case in Eckart’s form. The four-current has thus a different expression than
Eckart’s and is given by

JICLL = n“fL - qu (2.33)

where ¢f'| is the Landau-Lifschitz heat flow four-vector. Note the relation

+P
_F ——af1, (2.34)

given by J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974), shown together with

qI‘«

NE =nNLL =N,
PE = pLL = P, (2.35)
Pr=PF1L =P,

and the matching conditions for Landau and Lifschitz read

{ (%) = w U (),

2.36
w, T () = u, ThY (). (2:36)

e
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2.2. The Relaxation Time Approximation

The simplest of the various relativistic kinetic equations is the covariant
version of the Bathnagar—-Gross—Krook (BGK) equation* studied in detail
by J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974):

PO+ FP(2,p) 2| Flap) = C {f(@,p)} = —p - ul &)~ Jeal),

OpH To
(2.37)

where 19 is a relazation time to be evaluated with the help of other con-
siderations and which might possibly be a function of z and p. 79 can be
roughly evaluated as

1
TO ~ (238)

NULo

where n is the numerical density of particles, vy, the thermal velocity and
o the total collision cross-section; however, more sophisticated evaluations
can be obtained, like
1 1 d?’p d?’p/ d3p// d?’ﬁ B
=5 T " TW(p/,p/l —>p7p)
To 2 Po Po Pop Po
x 6 (p+p" —p' = D) fea?') fea(P") (2.39)

[D. Gerbal (1972)]. Since the left hand side of the BGK equation represents
essentially the flow along the trajectories in p space, it can formally be

rewritten as

d f - feq
= —p-y—2, 2.40
de p-u mTo ( )
whose formal “solution” reads
™. U
~ fo t=0)— fe — , 2.41
f fq+[f( ) fq]eXp< mTo) ( )

showing thereby that the nonequilibrium distribution f relaxes toward
the equilibrium one, foq, exponentially in “time.” It can be seen that the
quantity 7p - u/m is essentially the usual time ¢ in the local rest frame of
the fluid, and hence 7y appears to be a true relaxation time. Note that in
the quantum case one has a similar equation with the difference that f.q is
a quantum distribution of the Fermi-Dirac or Bose-Einstein type [see J.L.
Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974b)].

4D. Bathnagar, D. Gross and M. Krook, Phys. Rev. 94, 511 (1954).



36 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

The conservation laws — four-current and energy—momentum tensor —
yield the equation

JPu, = JH u,,
{ oo Tea (2.42)

THouy, = TL up,
obtained by integrating the BGK equation over p, after it has been multi-
plied by 1 or p#. These conditions are the Landau-Lifschitz (1959) matching
conditions (see next section). They express the constancy of the particle and
energy—-momentum densities in the rest frame of the equilibrium system. It
should be noted that the covariant BGK equation does depend on the so-
called matching.

2.3. The Relativistic Kinetic Theory Approach
to Hydrodynamics

Although the first derivations of relativistic hydrodynamices were made
with the Boltzmann equation [W. Israel (1963), N.A. Chernikov (1964)],
it is much simpler to use the BGK equation although the transport coeffi-
cients obtained have a different value. To this end, the Chapman—Enskog
method — among many others — is the simplest to use and the deduction
of J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974) is followed in this section.

The Chapman—Enskog method is expressed, in this case, by an
expansion in powers of the small parameter

T

€= , (2.43)

TII]B,CYO

where 7 is the relaxation time and Tyacro @ macroscopic hydrodynamical
time. Furthermore, assumptions of weak spatial gradients of the macro-
scopic quantities like {T',n,u*} are made. Then one expands the solution
to the BGK equation into the small parameter € (for convenience, we choose

Tmacro — 1 ) :

f(x,p) = ZTefe(x,p)7 (244)
l

with
fo(z,p) = feq(p)- (2.45)
At the lowest order, once fq is introduced into the conservation equations

{ 8, T ()~ 0,

(2.46)
6#']5(1(7:) ~ 07
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one arrives at the following relations between the macroscopic quantities:
n+nd =0,
p+(p+P)=0, (2.47)
(p+ P)AM (w)iy, = A (u)9,, P,

where use has been made of the notations

0= 0,u”,

2.48
P
to be employed later.

Once the expansion for f is introduced into the BGK equation, it imme-
diately provides the solution at order 1 in 7:

filz,p) = =7{p - 0fea(B(x), n(2),u" (x); p)} + O(7?). (2.49)

From this solution, one can calculate the first order correction to the four-
current and to the energy-momentum tensor

3
T (@) = / %pﬂﬁ(x,px

™

(2.50)
v d*p
1" (x) = —p “p” fi(z, p),
which must also satisfy the Landaqulfschltz matching conditions
w,J! (2) =0,
i ;V( ) (2.51)
u, 7" (x) =0,

in order to obey both the conservation equations and the relativistic BGK
equation. These two first order quantities are obtained as

3
Jh(z) = [ 422 =000+ 0, (3 )07} oo ()
Po U-
a3 d 7
— 9, / “;”p Foa(p) + 85 (Bus) p—fpi;pffeq(p), (2.52)
d3 d Y
T (z) = —0,a / Py 2 foa(p) + 0n (B / pfp“p Ly

(2.53)

where we have set

o ), -
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The three integrals appearing in these last expressions can be decomposed
on the various possible tensors that can be constructed from u# and n*,
and using the notations I5", I7, I{""?7 for them, one can write

Y = Tyutu” — Tont”, (2.55)

I = Siutu’u? — So(ufn”? + un" + unt), (2.56)
I = +Quutu’uu”

—Qa(u!u"n7 +utu’n" Y +uru Y +ur uInH +utunt +uu T nt)

+ Q™07 + 070" + 0" n"7), (2.57)

and the various coefficients T, Ts, ..., Q3 are obtained from the scalars
formed with the various integrals and the final result is®

T = %[417, — 4mm? exp(Bp) (K1 — K1),

Ty = %[n — drm? exp(Bp) (K1 — Kq)),

Sl = 2p - mQAo,
1 2

Sy = g(p —m*Ap), (2.58)
1

Q1= 3[1651 — 4885 — 12m?n + 47m® exp(Bu) (K1 — Ka)l,

1
Q2 = E[651 — 1885 — Tm?n + 47m’ exp(Bp) (K1 — Ki)),

Q3 = Sy — 389 — 2m?n + 47m® exp(Bp) (K1 — Ki1)],

1
1l
where they are given by

2
n= 47% exp(Bp)K2(Bm),

p = 4mm* exp(Bp) Ksﬁ(fnm) - [Zz(ﬁgz) , (2.59)

Ks(pm)

P =d4mm* eXP(ﬂM)W,

5We follow the article by J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974a).
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Si = 4mm® exp(ﬂu)K gim)7
. (2.60)

Sy = 4mm® exp(Bp) (3(75;2),

Q1 = 4mmS exp(ﬂu)%7
K\(3 (2.61)

Q2 = 47mm® exp(Bp) (;(771;';)7
Q3 = 47mmb exp(Bu) [iz(j;);) (2.62)

One then gets

JI =732 [sz 52} AP () [u + a;f ] : (2.63)

T = Tutu” [(Qz —Q3)B — mpBSs — —Q359}

-t [ml(Qz ~Q3)B — (Bp)Sa — §Q359] +276Q30"
(2.64)

for the off-equilibrium parts of the four-current and of the energy—
momentum tensor. Let us specify that these tensors can hardly be obtained
without the use of (local) equilibrium.

In order to obtain the heat conductivity and the viscosity coefficients,
we have to go back to Eckart’s choice and, to this end, to use Eq. (2.28).
Accordingly, the various dissipative coefficients are

A= T%[ﬂm (TfQ - 52) : (2.65)
n = T1PQs, (2.66)

¢= 5 [Pmi@ - oo () + Sau- 000 + 580

(2.67)

pm

After simplifying by eliminating 6, etc., and using the exact values of
(Qi, S;), one obtains

A= %62m64ﬂexp(ﬂu) [h (ﬁ + K — Kl) - 3( Ky

I BT)Q} . (2.68)
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the coeflicient of heat conductivity,

K3 Ky
(Bm)® ~ Bm
the coeflicient of shear viscosity, and

Ky (Bm)?h'(Bm) + pmh(Bm)
mpB)?  (Bm)*n(fm) +1

K3 1 ﬂm 3K3 Ky )
 Bm (Bm)2W(Bm)+1 9 ((ﬂm)2 T pm TR )] ’

n= 17——5ﬂm547rexp(ﬂu) [3 + K — K; } ; (2.69)

X = —tm*4mexp(Bp) {(

(2.70)

the coeflicient of bulk viscosity.
In this expression, h is the enthalpy per particle and per unit of mass
of the system, given by
_ K5(Bm)

h(Bm) = ToBm)’ (2.71)

This shows that, in relativity, there exist two kinds of viscosity. In the
Newtonian case the bulk viscosity does not appear in the usual relativistic
case. Furthermore, it is clear that, for instance, a 7(p) can elaborate more
precisely a specific case.

2.4. The Static Conductivity Tensor

In order to calculate the conductivity of the system, let us assume that it
is embedded in a small electric field, F'*¥, and let us assume further that
the system is static and homogeneous. Then the relativistic BGK equation
just reads

eFu,l/pV 0 f(p) — feq(p)

i = —p. yi Lo 2.72
apr (p)=-p-u p (2.72)
and the answer to the electric field is the four-current
d3p
Jﬁ) = /p—opuf(l)(P)» (2.73)

where f(1)(p) is only f(p) — feq(p). Finally, at the simplest order in the

Chapman—Enskog expansion, we have

P, 0.
p-u 8pﬂ

fay(p) = -0 fea(p) (2.74)
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so that the response four-current is

&Pp \p, 9
A v 2\ v
== — FM I —— e . 2.
J(l) T0€ / ) p 00 #f q(p) ( 75)

Finally, since the conductivity tensor is defined as (J* and F*¥ being
“small”)

J* =M E,,, (2.76)
it is given by
d3pp/\pu o
Apy
o = —19e | — —fe . 2.77
e | SE g ) 277)

It is simple to count the number of independent components of this tensor.
A priori F* has six independent components — which reduce to three
when one is looking at the electric character of F'*¥ — and there remain four
indices for A, which means 12 components. However, taking into account the
fact that the electric field is homogeneous, it possesses only one component
while the index A is that of the current, or only one component. Finally, o
has exactly one independent component, as should be the case. It should be
borne in mind that this result rests only on the particularly simple character
of the problem.

2.5. Approximation Methods for the Relativistic Boltzmann
Equation and Other Kinetic Equations

The relativistic Boltzmann equation was first studied by A.G. Walker
(1934) and A. Lichnérowicz and R. Marrot (1940) and in covariant form
by several other authors [G. Tauber and J.W. Weinberg (1961); N.A.
Chernikov (1956ff); W. Israel (1963)], and was rediscovered by many others.
It is found essentially by investigating the balance between those particles
entering a given phase space volume element and those which leave it,
exactly the same way as in the nonrelativistic case. A large number of
approximate methods have been devised for its solution which also apply to
other kinetic equations. A simple version of the Chapman—Enskog method
has been applied above to the BGK equation, and in this section other useful
methods are very briefly explained. Details and more serious analyses can
be found in the book by S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van
Weert (1980) [see also C. Cercignani and G.M. Kremer (2000)]. Note that
these methods have numerous variations and can be interconnected.
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2.5.1. A simple Chapman—Enskog approrimation

We begin with the simplest version of the Chapman—Enskog method; more
formal approximations are studied in the book by S.R. de Groot, W.A. van
Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert (1980), to which we refer for other methods
and more serious studies.

First, we set the relativistic Boltzmann equation into an equation
written in terms of the decomposition

p-u’ - 9f + A (w)d” f = C(), (2.78)

which represents a splitting into a temporal term p (along u) and a spatial
one, represented by the projection of p over the spatial direction pA. Next,
this equation is written in terms of the dimensionless quantities

Xt = 7w -ulu, X§=roAl,(u)z", (2.79)
as
1 8f o of 15

where 7! denotes the number of collisions per unit of time in the system
and C(f) indicates what is laid after the dimensionless system has been
made. The meaning of (7p,r9) is the following: they are macroscopic
quantities such as hydrodynamic ones; they are to be compared with 7.
Therefore, there are a priori two dimensionless parameters in the problem
TTy ! and Ty ! and combinations. In the Chapman-Enskog expansion we
use only the parameter 77y ! However, there exist two others — those con-
nected with the external force field and an eventual collective field, which
we have taken to be zero here. These two supplementary parameters corre-
spond to, for example, the length on which these force fields vary.
Therefore, the basis of the method is an expansion in the parameter

€= p— (2.81)
where 7y is a typical hydrodynamical scale, on which the system varies
appreciably, and where 7 also designates the typical mean free path, i.e.
the average distance between two successive collisions. Such a parameter
is supposed to be small enough for keeping only the first order. Of course,
higher orders can be considered, but we shall not be concerned with them
here. Thus, we have

f(a,p) = folz,p)[1 + é(z,p)] + 0(e?), (2.82)

where the term f; = fo¢ is of order 1 in €, and fy is generally the Jiittner—
Synge distribution. Note that fy is not necessarily the Jiittner—Synge
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distribution; it could be a normal solution, which is a solution taking
account of x via the data of p, u* and 7 in smooth ways. The concept
of a normal solution was introduced by D. Hilbert (1912).

Inserting this last expression of f(z,p) into the relativistic Boltzmann
equation and equating equal powers of the parameter ¢, we get

1 d3 /d3 " d37
p0jaan) = 5 [ T SIW G p 6 )
0 0
X fo(x,p/)fo(x,p//)[(Zs(x,p/) + d)(x)p//) - d)(l’,p) - d)(x,ﬁ)],
(2.83)

where use has been made of the relationship

fo(z,p") fo(x,p") = folz, p«)folz,p). (2.84)

At this point several remarks have to be made.

The first one deals with the function fy inserted in the Boltzmann
equation. It should be the Jiittner—Synge distribution; however, the various
parameters entering this function may not necessarily be u*, n and p. The
main reason why this is so is that the four-vector u* is arbitrary, unlike
the classical case where all four-vectors are parallel. We are thus obliged to
define these five quantities with either the C. Eckart (1940) or the L. Landau
and E. Lifschitz (1959) ones; these conditions are not the only possible
ones, of course. They are briefly studied in the section “Relativistic hydro-
dynamics.”

The next remark deals with the solution of Eq. (2.83). We could first
solve this equation by expanding fog(z,p) in orthogonal polynomials and
obtaining the coeflicients. But this is not the only possibility. From another
point of view, one can find in S.R. de Groot (1973) a succint but comple-
mentarity solution for solving the Chapman-Enskog approximation. Also,
they can be found in J. Stewart (1974).

2.6. Transport Coefficients for a System Embedded
in a Magnetic Field

Consider a system composed of charged particles embedded in a static and
homogeneous magnetic field; the particles, i.e. the electrons, are immersed
in an opposite charge whose only role is to have neutrality. The equivalent

6D. Hilbert, Grundzig einer allgemeinen Theorie der linearen Integralgleischungen
(Teubener, 1912).
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relativistic BGK equation then reads

PO, + eFWpV(‘%F‘ flz,p)=—p- u%;fm(p). (2.85)

Let us now introduce into this equation the hydrodynamical length (or
times) so as to write it in terms of dimensionless variables (note that, owing
to the linearity of the equation, it is not necessary to change f and feq).
To this end, we introduce the hydrodynamical length ¢ (or time) and the
Larmor radius of the electron,

= — 2.
To m, ( 86)

and m~!, the Compton wavelength of the electron. With the change of
variables

=0T, p=mp, F" =mroF", (2.87)

the kinetic equation reads

PO+ roF o | fop) = - ulf(e.p) ~ )] (289

Note that we have set L = 1, since L does not play an explicit role at this
stage. Therefore, in order to have a Chapman—-Enskog expansion, we have
to discuss the effect of different terms that appear in this last equation. Let
us expand f as

f=feqat+ fy+ foy+-- (2.89)
so that, from the kinetic equation, we have
dfe =
f(l = = p- 8feq + TT()FMV Dy (92‘? + T?"oFuy f(l) + 0( ) . (290)

Therefore, either 1org is of the order of Torg < 7& or it is not. In the first
case, one has the relatively simple situation [R. Domingez Tenreiro and
R. Hakim (1977Db)]

feq
opr’
in which it is sufficient to use the equilibrium distribution. Note that this
distribution is either the Jiittner-Synge function (classical case) or a more
complex Wigner function (quantum case; Chap. 11); it appears that the
quantum case has the same kinetic equation when spin effects are neglected.
The other possibility is much more complex and has been performed in the
quantum case (Chap. 12).

foyy = p—feq + 1oro F* p,, (2.91)
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It remains for us to define the viscosity coefficients, and also the heat
coefficients. As to the viscosity, they have been introduced by S.I. Bra-
ginskii (1965) in the nonrelativistic domain. In the relativistic case, they
are given by

P = —nWe? — Wi — W — s Wi — Wi — s,

(2.92)

where the 7)’s are the viscosity coefficients and the tensors W7 are defined
by

3 1 1
WP = 3 [(no‘nﬁ + ng‘ﬂ(u)) (n”n” + gA‘”’(u))] O s
1
Wlaﬂ = <7r°‘”7rﬂ” — §7ro‘ﬁn“n”) O,

W;‘ﬂ = — (wa”nﬂn" + Wﬂpno‘n”) Oup (2.93)

1
Wgaﬂ =5 (ﬂ.augﬂﬂm + ﬂﬂpga’yu) N

wor = — (nn#eP1P 4 nPnle® ) nyoy,,
Wb = (7F + 2n°n”) 0,
where

v = £ Ay, (2.94)

The n’s and 7@ are defined through the electromagnetic field via

Fof = He‘“’o‘ﬁnauf;, *FHRY = Hu[”n”],

(2.95)
uput =+1, nuut =0, nynt=-1, o =AM (u)+n*n".
Similarly, the heat tensor is defined as
—10J(y = a\ +df,
¢} = P4, (2.96)

gy = —nn’q,

and it is all that is relevant. Actually, if we insist that the heat coefficients
be defined as

Qi == )‘Lﬂ-alj(ﬁiluu - Vﬂil)a Qg = _ALnany(ﬁiluu - Vﬁil)7
(2.97)

it remains for us to interpret the two coefficients that subsist: they probably
are diffusion parts, which we do not study here.
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Let us now compute the dissipative part of J# and T#¥, in the simplest
case,

Ofeq

Tk (2.98)

foy = =m0 |[——p- Ofeq + SFp
p-u m

where we have kept the nondimensional quantity. The first term in the
brackets is exactly the same as in the nonmagnetic case. Let us examine
the second term. The derivative with respect to p* gives rise to a factor G*.
This term is proportional to u#, which, once contracted with F*¥, is exactly
zero. The consequence of this is the identity of the dissipative process of
heat with the nonmagnetic case. The same thing arises equally with the
T(’;'; dissipation part of the energy—momentum tensor. It should be noted
that this is true only in the simple case we have considered.



Chapter 3

Relativistic Plasmas

Relativistic plasmas are objects encountered in many astrophysical situa-
tions. For instance, they occur in the magnetosphere of pulsars where they
are strongly magnetized, or in quasar jets. In the case of white dwarfs, the
electron plasma is both relativistic and degenerate and could possibly be
magnetized. The first relativistic Vlasov equation — an equation used to
describe the collective behavior of plasma — was given by S. Titeica (1956)
and by numerous other authors; let us, however, mention V.N. Tsytovich
(1961) and A.G. Sitenko.! In this chapter the electromagnetic excitations —
dispersion relations — are mainly studied after some general and simple
relations are provided as to various data about electromagnetism. Also, we
are concerned only with the classical plasmas here; the quantum ones are
dealt with in Chap. 15.

3.1. Electromagnetic Quantities in Covariant Form

Let us first look at the conductivity tensor, which relates the electromag-
netic field F*¥ and the four-current J#* through

JH(k) = AMP (k) Fop(k), (3.1)

where use has been made of Fourier transforms. Owing to the conserved
character of the four-current, k,J* = 0, whatever the electromagnetic field,
the conductivity tensor must obey

kAP (k) = 0. (3.2)

LA.G. Sitenko, Electromagnetic Fluctuations in Plasmas (Academic Press, New York,
1967).

47
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This tensor is antisymmetrical with respect to the indices («, 8) and thus
possesses a priori 24 — 6 = 18 independent components. When the only
macroscopic four-vector present in the system is the average four-velocity
u#, it has the general form

APB(E) = [a(k)u” + b(k)kH] (K*u® — KPu®)
+ [e(k)u'™ + d(k)E]nPH, (3.3)
where the various coefficients are connected through the relation
a(k)k - u+ b(k)k? = c(k), (3.4)

which expresses the four-current conservation constraint.
The next important quantity is the polarization tensor, defined by

JH(k) =T11*, (k) A" (k), (3.5)
where A¥ (k) is the total electromagnetic field:
Ay(k) = A;/nt(k) + Ale/xt(k)7
AY  (k): internal field of the system, (3.6)
A%, (k): external (applied) field.

The following relation connects it to the conductivity tensor,
I1*7 (k) = 2ka A" (), (3.7
and obeys
kI (k) = k017 (k) =0, (3.8)

which insures the gauge invariance of the definition; indeed, when one is
performing a gauge transformation on A*(k),

AF(k) — A*(k) —ik*A(k), (3.9)
k2A(k) = 0, '
the relation J#(k) = I1*, (k) A” (k) remains invariant.
As a consequence of Maxwell’s equations,
O, F* (x) = 4w JH(x),
(2) (2) 10
o FH (x) =0,
2

the equations obeyed by the four-potential A*(k) are then written as
[0 — kK| Ay (k) = —Am ] (k) = —An[J& (k) + Jh(R)],  (3.11)

2For similar considerations, see e.g. D.B. Melrose (1973).
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"
where J/

external one. Accordingly, one has
{[F*n" — kMEY] + AT (k) YA, (k) = —4r Il (k). (3.12)

When one switches off the external field, the internal field can oscillate
according to

(k) generates the internal field while J%,

ext

(k) is responsible for the

{[K*n" — kMEY] + 47T1* (k) YA, (k) = 0, (3.13)
which implies the relation
Det{[k®n"" — k'k"] + 411" (k)} = 0. (3.14)

However, such a relation provides the proper modes of oscillation of the
plasma only after a gauge condition has been chosen and when one is
working in the three-space allowed by the rank 3 character of the above
4 x 4 matrix.

The gauge invariance of the final result can be checked by choosing a
gauge-fixing parameter A (see Chap. 7), so that the above equation reads

Det{[k*n"" — (1 — N)kMk"] + 4xI1" (k)} = 0; (3.15)

the choice of A corresponds to different possible gauges — for instance,
A = 1 implies the use of the Feynman gauge. The gauge invariance of the
dispersion relation is then expressed by its independence from the gauge-
fixing parameter. Actually, in the nonquantum case, the question of the
gauge invariance is almost irrelevant, essentially because they can also be
derived directly from the fields.

Some deeper insight into the plasma modes can be obtained after the
polarization tensor IT* (k) has been decomposed on the two orthogonal
projectors

K —k-uut) (kY —k-uu”)

PR (k) = A (u) + L

AB(u) ko kg ’
(3.16)
Q" (k) = (k2ut — k- u k") (K*u” — k- uk”)
B kE2AB (u)kokp ’
as
* (k) = mp (k)P (k) + 7 (k)Q* (k). (3.17)
Note the completeness relation of these projectors,
A (k) = P* (k) + Q" (k), (3.18)

whose meaning is that they span the three-space orthogonal to the four-
vector k.
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Let us now come back to the above dispersion condition. For a polar-
ization vector e*(k),

el = PHe,,
e, =Q"ey, (3.19)
kHkY
ek = R
the dispersion relation is split into
[k2 - ’ﬂ'T(k

et (k) =
[k* — mo(k)]er (k)
Ak2EH e eX (k) = 0

0,
0, (3.20)

for the transverse (twice-degenerated) and longitudinal polarization four-
vectors. The third one corresponds to a gauge degree of freedom, which
is not physical. The transverse modes are related to the propagation of
photons in a dispersive medium, while the longitudinal one is the plasmon
mode.

3.2. The Static Conductivity Tensor

Let us consider a neutral plasma in thermal equilibrium and let us apply
a constant external field, Fl;. We want to evaluate the effects of collisions
on the electrical conductivity or, more specifically, the conductivity tensor
has to be calculated. To this end, it is still assumed that the collisions of
the electrons with either the ions, the other electrons or possible plasmons
are described adequately by the relativistic BGK equation written as

uf(xap) - feq(p).

T

0
p-0f(z,p)+ equéitﬂ (z,p) = — (3.21)

The linear response to the external field F% is a four-current J7(z),
given by

_/d4 p_A
= [ fite.p), (322)

where fi(x,p) is given by

T v
fl(x7p) ~ _p—u <pa+eva£(ta I‘«) feq( )

= _'—uepl/ exta ufeq( ) (323)
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The four-current J7* is thus

by
v ppy, 0
Ty = —reFt / 2 o), (3.24)
so that the static conductivity tensor is given by
a (pp
A 4 v
Ay = e [ otalp)g (p = (3.25)

and hence the static conductivity tensor is obtained.

3.3. Debye—Hiickel Law

The general form of the relativistic Debye—Hiickel law can be obtained from
the expression of the conductivity tensor (see below) or, more simply, by
looking at the four-potential experienced by an extra particle embedded at
rest in a plasma. Let us now look at this simple approach [R. Hakim (1967);
S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leuwen and Ch. G. van Weert (1980)].

Let A* be the four-potential to which is subjected a test particle whose
charge is @), at rest within the plasma, and let Jplasma(z) be the plasma
four-current. A*(z) obeys Maxwell’s equations written in the form

OA* (@) = AT [} sima () + Tles (2)] (3.26)
with the Lorentz condition
0uA*(z) =0, (3.27)

and where

+oo
JE(x) = Q/ dr w6 (z — ur),
o (3.28)

']glasma(x) =e€ {/dppufelectrons(xap) - /dppufions(xap)} .

In these last equations u* is the average four-velocity both of the plasma
and of the test particle (remember that the latter is at rest with respect to
the plasma). In the last equation, one has

fions (1’,]7) = aexp[—ﬁ ' (p + BA)], (329)

electrons
which is the Jittner—Synge equilibrium function in the presence of the
electromagnetic field brought by the perturbation constituted by the test
particle. The plasma proper charge density is then (see Chap. 1)

Nplasma = en{exp(—ef - A) —exp(ef - A)} ~ 2e*nf3,A*(z)  (3.30)
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with |Beu - A|?> < |Beu - A|, while the plasma four-current is nplasmat’. It
follows that the equation for A* reduces to

OAH(z) + 8mne?Bu - Aut = dr JlL, (z), (3.31)
whose Fourier transform is
{—k*n™ + (8mne?B)uru’ YA, (k) = 4w Jl . (k). (3.32)

This algebraic equation can easily be solved as®

2 H

AM(k) = _%4ﬂjti5t(k) + 87TZ§ - 8ngg — k2
The first term on the right hand side of this relation is obviously the con-
tribution of the test particle, while the second one represents the screening
of the test charge by the electron of the plasma. In the extreme relativistic
limit, 3 — 0, the field experienced by the test particle is not screened;
no screening is possible since the electrons and the ions suffer a violent
thermal agitation. In the opposite case, 5 — oo (or T tends to zero), the
above formula yields

arJi (k). (3.33)

AP(R) = = A () () =0, (3.34)

since JZ (k) oc u#. Finally, in a reference frame where u# = (1,0), A°
obeys the equation

0A%(z) 4 8mne?BA° (x) = 4n gL, (3.35)
which in the static limit is the well-known equation
AV (z) — 8mne? BV () = 4T Nest, (3.36)

whose solution is the usual Debye—Hiickel law.

3.4. Derivation of the Plasma Modes

In this section, the covariant Vlasov equation is given and the dispersion
equation obeyed by the collective modes of an electron plasma embedded in
a positively charged neutralizing background is briefly derived. The latter
equation is nothing but the Liouville equation for electrons subjected to

3The reference R. Hakim (1967) contains some misprints and the correct expression is
the one given here.
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the average electromagnetic field of the plasma coupled to the Maxwell’s
equations, or

[p“ap " eva%)a%} J,p) =0, (3.37)

{aﬂFuv (x) = 4w J® (), (3.58)

a5 FM (z) = 0,
where JV(z) is the four-current that generates the electromagnetic field

Fre(z):

T (z) = / a'pL f(z.p). (3.39)

The dispersion relations obeyed by the normal modes of the plasma are
derived as usual by looking at the propagation of small electron perturba-
tions within the plasma while retaining first order effects only:

T,p)= fe + T
{Zi(w p) ;(Z(}) f(;pr) (3.40)
( ) (eq)( ) (1)( )
with F(iZ) (z) =0, since the plasma is neutral i.e. J© ) =0 and
[fay (@, )] < fay(z,p). (3.41)
The equation for the off-equilibrium quantities, indexed by 1, is thus
v p*
J(l)(x) = 6/d4pﬁf(1)($,p), (3.42)
8MF“V(x) = 47rJ(l’1)(9c)7 (3.43)
equﬁ”( ) feq( )=-—p- 8f(1)($,p)- (3.44)

The last equation — the hnearlzed Vlasov equation — after performing a
Fourier transform and using the definition of J*(k) yields

A
JNk) = / d*pp fy(k,p) = —eFl}; (k) / dp-PP 9 b )

k - p — i Opt
i Y A
_ s n AV LV V =
= —ie(k" Al — k A(l))/d — 8pufeq(p). (3.45)
Then, Maxwell’s equations written in the form
k*Afy (k) = —dmJfy (k), (3.46)

together with the Lorentz gauge condition

kAl (k) = 0, (3.47)
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yield the following homogeneous system for A’(‘l) (k):

. ro v 1} v 8
{n“o‘kz2 + 47ie? (kHn¥ — kYn* )/d4pﬁa—pﬂfeq(p)}f4a(k) =0.
(3.48)

It possesses solutions only when its determinant vanishes, i.e. when

k1, I
Det {nf <1 -2 ) P]fj + wikP k2} =0, (3.49)

and, of course, the gauge condition d,A* = 0.
In this expression the various integrals I are defined by

mf3 4 Sv
I, = d - s ’
4Ky (mf3) / qko&o‘ exp(=mf3,<")
5 . (3.50)
m SuS
IV = d4 1 _ i
. 47rK2(mﬂ)/ g(kag"‘)2 exp(—mp,s"),
while the plasma frequency is denoted, as usual, by
4mne?
2
= . 3.51

In the local frame of reference of the plasma, i.e. the one where u* = (1, 0),
and choosing the third axis as the direction of propagation of the plasma
waves,

E* = (k°,0,0,k%) = (w,0,0,k), (3.52)

the above determinant is split into the two equations

kok, PK2
1 K1(mp) wiw
1— w? 210+ =27
H k*ko PK2( )} wplo kg

2
|- i) b

1 5 Ki(
{1 — 1(mf3) } wpli =0 (for transverse modes)

k I
= wh { Io + Io} X {Ig’ + ]:;]: } (for longitudinal modes).

(3.53)
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This equation for the longitudinal modes can also be cast into the form

0% + k? whw )
oz T terggle (3:54)
where we have set
Ki(mp)
0% =wih—2, 3.55
P PKQ(mﬁ) ( )

which will appear as an effective relativistic plasma frequency. For trans-
verse modes, we have also
2
{1 — %} +whIl =0. (3.56)
The various properties of the Kelvin functions indicate that Q% is an
increasing function of the parameter mg, which vanishes for mg = 0 and
tends, as expected, toward the ordinary plasma frequency w? for m3 — oco.
Finally, let us note that these dispersion relations do not agree with
those obtained by other authors. For instance, they do not agree with B.
Kursunoglu’s (1961) results since this author uses an incorrect equilibrium
distribution function because of a confusion in his notation. As to the results
of F. Santini and G. Szamosi (1965) or of K.-K. Tam (1968), they are dif-
ferent from ours because of an incorrect normalization of their distribution
function.

3.4.1. Ewvaluation of the various integrals

In this section the various integrals appearing in the above dispersion rela-
tions are briefly evaluated.* First, notice that the relation

k'l =—1, (3.57)
reduces the calculation to that of I, only. This integral is a function of 3,
k- k and k - u. It has the general form
I" = 1 6% + ok, (3.58)
since B* and k* are the only four-vectors in the theory. Multiplying now
this expression of I* by * and by k* successively, one gets a linear system
for ¢; and ¢y, whose solution is

_ k-Bp—k- k¢
= TRB B =k B (3.39)
o= PPk By (3.60)

(k-k)(B-B) = (k-B)*

4For more details, see R. Hakim and A. Mangeney (1968).
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where the following notations have been used:

Ki(mp)

o= hult = Ks(mp)’ (3.61)

Y= Bt

It remains for one to calculate the invariant ¢, and one finds that

_r_ B o mB
Imy = 2k Ko(mp) ¢ p( 1_ (w/k)2>

1 1
X lm—ﬁ + W] (for weoth x < k), (3.62)
mB2w d

ReY =~ o katmB)  d(mB)

{mﬁ / C ((w //jxp(_ 1?5:;?}( 1 } : (3.63)

Details can be found elsewhere (see Ref. 3).

3.4.2. Collective modes in extreme cases

In this subsection, two limiting cases are examined; the zero temperature
limit and the infinite temperature case.

(1) At absolute zero, the Jiittner—Synge equilibrium distribution becomes
feq(p) = nmd® (p — mu) (3.64)

and the various integrals reduce to

Il/ = kul/ )

U
I (3.65)
R INES

so that the dispersion relations for the transverse modes read
k-k=wh (3.66)
or

w? =K? +wd, (3.67)
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which is the usual result, in the local reference frame and for waves prop-
agating along the third axis. For longitudinal oscillations, we obtain

2 _ 2
w?=w?,
3.68
{w% =k? + w?. (3.68)

While the first solution is the ordinary one, the second seems to be due
to gauge properties’ modes and it disappears at the Newtonian limit.
(2) Let us now investigate briefly the extreme relativistic case (infinite tem-
perature, or mf — 0). In this extreme relativistic limit, the dispersion
relations reduce to k? = 0 and the medium becomes “transparent” for
plasma waves. However, as we shall show in Chap. 5, such waves are
strongly damped by the emission of radiation.
The plasma modes have been studied elsewhere [R. Hakim and A. Man-
geney (1971)] and the main results will only be outlined here. There
are two most interesting cases. First, for transverse waves, it is the case
of supraluminous waves, i.e. waves having a phase velocity greater than
the speed of light in a vacuum. Second, for longitudinal waves, two
cases are of particular interest, supraluminous waves and suprathermal
waves. We shall limit ourselves to these two cases.

3.5. Brief Discussion of the Plasma Modes

Supraluminous transverse waves. From the above dispersion relation for
transverse waves and the evaluation of the integral I at order 2 in the
“parameter” k/w, one finds that

wh = [k% + Qb — wpér (Bm)]w? + K*wplé2(Bm) — ¢1(Bm)] =0,  (3.69)

where ¢ and ¢ are the following functions [R. Hakim and A. Mangeney
(1971)]:

1 oo
be(z) a w1 / dy (tanh x)%*1 cosh? y exp(—xz cosh x). (3.70)
0

The dispersion relation for transverse waves is now solved by iteration and
the resulting equation has always a (physical) positive and a (unphysical)
negative solution.® For k2 very small, one finds that

W~ B —whéi (Bm) ~ WRldo(Bm) — 1 (Bm)],  (3.71)

5This is a consequence of the fact that ¢1 — ¢2 > 0, as can easily be checked.



58 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

Whereas in the same case (small values of k?), the classical case is such that
w? ~ w?,. Therefore, one of the relativistic effects consists in a shift of the
plasma frequency. This frequency shift can be evaluated via an asymptotic

expansion of ¢;, and one obtains

5
so that
Aw? 5
wg ~ w—m, (3.73)

and a shift of 10% could be expected in plasmas whose temperatures are
of the order of a few hundred thousand degrees.

Supraluminous longitudinal waves. First, the dispersion relation is
rewritten as

03,12 = {g (f)% mwm)} - 1- 2
y {i (g)% (20 + 1)¢z(5m)}, (3.74)

£=0
where the real part of the integral Iy has been expanded in powers of the
inverse phase velocity. At order 2 a straightforward calculation provides

2 Kl(mﬂ)_ m 2 P1(mpB) — ¢2(mﬁ)
w0 (K2(mﬂ) P ﬁ)) ok ;g;(gg — ¢1(mp)’ (3.75)

and, as in the case of transverse waves, the plasma frequency is shifted from
its nonrelativistic value. Using the asymptotic expansions of the various
functions K’s and ¢’s, this dispersion relations yields the usual nonrela-
tivistic relation:

kT
3 +3i

wi = k2. (3.76)

The first relativistic correction turns out to be

k:BT 5 o ksT 33 (kT 2
w=wd +3=—k% - 2%; ik (mc2) k2, (3.77)

where the factors ¢ have been re-established and which is nothing but an
expansion in powers of the (usual) thermal velocity over ¢?. A deviation of
10% of the coefficient of k% occurs at relatively moderate temperatures, of
the order of 108K
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Suprathermal longitudinal waves. While in the case of supraluminous phase
velocities there is no possible resonance between plasma waves and elec-
trons, such an effect is possible for suprathermal velocities, inferior to that
of light, i.e. when

Uthermal < % <1 (378)

Accordingly, the “small parameter”

o  1-%5
"= G (3.79)
w<k,

is introduced and we restrict ourselves to those u’s (or those §’s) such that
n? < 1. It follows that if w is to be considered as a given quantity, k& should
satisfy the condition®

w2

B < ——,
1—a?

a <l (3.80)
Note that the term cosh x, which occurs in the exponential of the various
integrals of the dispersion relations is at most of order (8m)~! and hence the
velocity of a typical electron, namely tanh y, is at most of order 1 — (8m)2.
It follows that n? < 1 represents vipermal < w/k. At order 1 in the “small
parameter” 12, the dispersion relation for transverse waves turns out to be

2 1.2
w?— k2= {pk : (3.81)
K40t uw? | L g md
P P | gm Kg(mﬁ)

The right hand side of this equation may be shown to be always positive,
so that w?/k? > 0, which is not compatible with our assumption w < k.
Therefore, as in the nonrelativistic case, there is no propagation” of infra-
luminous transverse waves® and we concentrate on the longitudinal case.
We first neglect the damping term, since its weakness is expected and is
evaluated at the end of the calculation. The dispersion equation then reads

0% + k? = 20wy + wh(w? — k:z)a%lg. (3.82)

6When a > 1, we always have % < 1 since w/k < 1.
7This result is also valid at order 2 in 7?.
8See e.g. S. Ichimaru, Basic Principles of Plasma Physics (Benjamin, Reading, 1973).
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In order to obtain an explicit relation valid at order 1 in the expansion
parameter 72, we set
A B
Relp = —+ ;nQ +0(n*), (3.83)

where A and B are functions of Sm. The expansion of Iy and various
recursion relations between the Kelvin functions provide

Am) = o 1~ o)

- Ks(mp) mp3 mp’ (3.80)
B(fm) = 3% —mp.

Using the fact that
w? =k = = (Bm)® + O (1), (3.85)
the dispersion relation can be cast into the form

w? = 2w A(Bm) — Qp] + n*[2wpB(Bm) + Q3 (Bm)* — wi(Bm)? A(Bm)],

(3.86)
which itself leads to
B 1
W= (A(mﬂ) n (Tfjg)@) - (@A) - )
2% B(mf3
x (9% — WwEA(mB) + L?T(;Z)) (3.87)

This last equation is obtained from the preceding one by replacing n?(w, k)
with its value for w = wy, where wg is evaluated at order 0 in n2 - wp is
given by
wi = 2wHA(Bm) — O (3.88)
it is a wave propagating at velocity c¢ since, in this approximation, 7% = 0
and hence w = k.
The dispersion curves are most easily plotted with the dimensionless
variables
2 =2
= wwp",
e e (3.89)
r = k“wp”,
and are depicted in Fig. 3.1. They must, of course, be suprathermal and
infraluminous, two properties expressed by

{y =0 (3.90)

yo~t > 1—(Bm)?,
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0 1 2 3 P %

Fig. 3.1 Typical dispersion curves for longitudinal suprathermal waves [after R. Hakim
and A. Mangeney, Phys. Fluids 14, 2751 (1971)].

and Om < 1. Three typical dispersion curves have been plotted with quali-
tatively different behavior according to the sign of z71.

Different behaviors. These differences occur according to the sign of the
coefficient of =!. The dispersion curves show that the phase and group
velocities for waves such as m > Gym have opposite directions, while they
have the same direction in the opposite case. For § = (y, only stationary
waves are possible; Gy is a solution of

Ky(mp) _ 3mp (3.91)
Ko (mp) 8
and is found to be of order 1.

Let us now turn to the nonrelativistic approximation of the dis-
persion equation. As already indicated, this approximation is obtained
for Bm — oo. However, the expansions in n%a? used in the derivation of
the approximate dispersion relation are convergent only when n%a? < 1.
Therefore, as 3m increases, n? must go to zero in such a way that this con-
dition is satisfied. It follows that the nonrelativistic approximation is valid
only in a small neighborhood of

E? = W% {1 +0 (ﬁﬂ (3.92)

In this neighborhood, the dispersion equation is equivalent to the classical
dispersion relation and the first relativistic corrections are exactly the same
as those already obtained above.



62 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

Let us now evaluate the damping decrement v and let us still assume
that v < wp, so that

w? & wi + 2iywp. (3.93)

Inserting this relation into the dispersion equation and using

0
Io(w+iy) = Ip(w) + wa—Io ) (3.94)
=wo
we find that
T Bm wiwd 1 < 1)
= — e — . 3.95
YT aRaGm K pem? TP\ (39%)

This is the relativistic expression for the Landau damping, to which it
reduces at the Newtonian limit. This expression is valid for w = k, since it
corresponds to the lowest approximation in 1%, and when 8m > 1, i.e. at
the ultrarelativistic limit.

3.6. The Conductivity Tensor

From the expression of the small deviation from equilibrium

0
fy(k,p) = ) (k) 5oz fealP): (3.96)

1
k-p—ie
a result of the linearized Vlasov equation, one obtains the expression for
the off-equilibrium four-current

= [ — _epof 1, _Pap” 0
70) = [ o) =~ 0) [ dtp TP o ()397)

from which one immediately reads the expression for the conductivity
tensor:

0
uaﬁ 4
w2y = e [[atp LX) (3.9)

In terms of our various integrals, it can be written as
2
NI (k) = ZE (PO 1 = 0 4+ (R — RO TP ) (3.99)
i

At zero temperature, this tensor has the explicit form

wp [ (P = noul) N ut (kuP — KPu®)
8mi k-u (k- u)? ’

APOP (k) = (3.100)
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which reduces to its usual form? in the frame of reference where u* = (1,0).
At infinite temperature, one may show that A**#(k) vanishes.

3.7. Plasma—Beam Instability

Let us now consider the problem of a relativistic plasma into which a
beam of neutralized relativistic electrons is injected. Such a problem can be
described by two distribution functions: a Jiittner—Synge distribution for
the plasma and another one, of a different type, for the beam. Denoting by
ulr.. . the four-velocity of the beam, the latter could be described by

Joeam(p) = nbeam5(4) (P — MUpeam)- (3.101)

This distribution is, however, much too singular and a dispersion in
momentum should be allowed. Therefore, we are led to choose another
Jittner—Synge distribution for the beam, which is the simplest but not the
only possible choice:

Focam(p) = —weam?” 7 EXP(—" tbeam - p)- (3.102)

- 4rm?2 Ko (mpg*

Furthermore, the beam is assumed to be cold, i.e. m3* > 1, and constitutes
a weak perturbation of the basic plasma: nyeam < n.

3.7.1. Perturbed dispersion relations for the plasma—beam
system

Let us limit the present discussion to longitudinal modes. Writing the dis-
persion relations for these plasma waves as

D(w,k) =0, (3.103)
the perturbation brought about by the beam yields
D(w,k) +dD(w, k) =0, (3.104)

where 0 D(w, k) is the modification introduced by the presence of the beam.
Solutions to the perturbed dispersion relations will now be sought, close to
those of the unperturbed system, as

w = wp + dw. (3.105)

9See e.g. S. Gartenhaus, Elements of Plasma Physics (Holt, Rinehart and Winston,
New York, 1964).
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From the perturbed dispersion relation, we immediately obtain

OD(w, k
5D(w, k) + o 22LK) =0, (3.106)
ow | ey
where terms of order (m/3*)? are implicitly neglected. Thus, we have
0D (w, k)
ow w=wo

The denominator occurring in this equation is easily calculated at order 0
in 72 and is found to be
OD(w, k)
ow |,
where wy is the solution to the longitudinal dispersion relation, given above.
Let us now concentrate on the calculation of §D(w, k). From the longitu-
dinal dispersion relation

1
= 3.108
2(4]0’ ( )

0% + k? whw )
m = 2]0m + (UP%_To, (3109)
we obtain
§D(w, k) = 09Q% — 2whwodly — (wi — kz)wfp%(ﬂm (3.110)
with
eam K (mﬂ*)
503 = Theam g ZUTNT S
P Ky (mp)
Lo (3.111)
p Pu
I, =— —— 5 Jbeam .
ol nmz/ po wpo — kp3 Jocam(p)

Despite the formal similarity between I and d1y, some care is needed when
one is evaluating §Iy; indeed, Iy has been calculated in the rest frame of
the background plasma where §Iy must also be evaluated, and not in the
rest frame of the beam.

3.7.2. Stability of the beam—plasma system

Since we are mainly interested in the stability of the system, we deal with
only the imaginary part of dw, and we find that

T Nbeam ﬁ*m W%WO
Iméw = dy = —
K 4 Nplasma K2 (6*m) k2

|A|_1/2

X (W o — kud )# exp | —8*m [é} v (3.112)
beam beam (6m)2772 S . :
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where we have set

(3.113)

A= Apu(ubeam)k#kua
s = k2.

This expression reduces to the usual nonrelativistic one and this can be
checked with the use of the following data:

Om > 1 (nonrelativistic background plasma),

0 ~
beam ™

|A|Y/2 ~ k (since Ay & —0ij).

u 1, Ubeam &~ v (nonrelativistic beam), (3.114)

Also, use is made of the asymptotic form of the Kelvin function K5 and of
the relation

exp {ﬂ*m [1 - (%)1/2 } A exp (‘%5% [% a “]2> " (3.115)

with w? < k? or, equivalently, 5%n? ~ 1.

Let us now compare dy with the Landau damping decrement -z, obtained
above. We have

5_7 _ Mbeam E Ky (ﬂm) k wugeam — ku%eam
VL Mplasma B Ka(8*m) |A[1/2 wo

1/2
><exp{l —B*m <é) }, (3.116)
n s

which may be rewritten as

5_'7 _ TNbeam E Kz(ﬂm) k wugeam — ku%eam

YL Tlplasma ﬁ KQ(ﬁ*m) |A|1/2 wo

1 *
X exps — 1——u36am—uoeam>}, 3.117
{2 (1= 5 o = el (3.117)

where the expression of A which occurs in the exponential has been eval-
uated at order 0 in n?. Note that this equation is not valid when v — 1.
This equation is quite similar to the nonrelativistic one,'? and hence similar
conclusions can be drawn.

Let us examine the case of a highly relativistic beam, i.e. such that its
ordinary velocity w = |w| is close to 1. We have

u%eam = ugeamw Cos 97 (3 1 18)

10See A.G. Sitenko, loc. cit.
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where 60 is the angle between the spatial direction of the wave and that
of the beam, i.e. between k and w. A necessary condition for an unstable
behavior is

wugeam - ku%eam <0 (3119)

or, equivalently,
w
cosf > o (3.120)
This last inequality implies that w/k —w < 0; furthermore, it is necessary
that
oy
o

In fact, since we are interested in those w/k’s and w’s which are close to 1,
the angle 6 is itself close to 0. For a highly relativistic beam, we have

> 1. (3.121)

Ar _(wugeam - ku%eam)Q (3122)

so that, for waves propagating normally to the beam, we get

1 6F w
0y R ——5— exp (———uoeam) , 3.123
T Bm)Ep Bnk " (3.123)
while for waves propagating along the beam we obtain
1 85 Tw

0y " —————— €exp (—— [— — w} uoeam) 3.124
TG P\ e (3124

The first equation shows that waves propagating perpendicularly to the
beam are less and less damped as w — 1, while those propagating along
the beam are less and less unstable as the beam becomes more and more
relativistic. This conclusion agrees with earlier results obtained by K.M.
Watson, S.A. Bludman and M.N. Rosenbluth (1960).



Chapter 4

Curved Space—Time and Cosmology

In the presence of gravitation, i.e. in the case of a curved space-time,
numerous authors have extended most of the foregoing results. The one-
particle phase space has a particular mathematical structure since the con-
figuration space is curved, while the energy-momentum space is cotangent
to the space-time manifold

pw=H*z) x V4, (4.1)
where H*(z) is the energy-momentum space, generally characterized by
H*(z): G (x)ph'p” = m?. (4.2)

This p space is thus endowed with a fiber bundle structure, whose fiber
is nothing but the above z-dependent hyperboloid and whose invariance
group is the Lorentz group. While the definition of the one-particle density
is identical in the curved and flat cases, there exist some minor modifica-
tions as to the Liouville (or the kinetic) equation(s) and the Jiittner-Synge
equilibrium distribution function.

Note that in this chapter we deal with relativistic kinetic theory within
a given gravitational background. When the gravitational field is itself
random, the situation is far more involved, and a brief outline of the
problems met in such a case is given in Chap. 6.

One should also note that in general relativity one is mainly inter-
ested in local quantities, or four-currents of various physical quantities, and
hence only the latter actually make sense, such as the energy—momentum
tensor, the four-current of a given physical quantity (charge, number of
particles, etc.), the entropy four-current and other thermodynamic quan-
tities. Another point to be noted is that gravitation being a long range and
very weak force, its gradients are generally negligible on the distance of two

67
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short range colliding particles.! It follows that the flat space—time collision
term is still valid in the case of general relativity. Of course, this remark
is valid as long as ordinary pointlike particles are considered and it should
be clear that when galaxies, for instance, are dealt with and considered as
“point particles,” the gradients of the gravitational field do play a role and
the situation is that of a gravitational plasma [see H.E. Kandrup (1980ff)].

4.1. Basic Modifications

The one-particle distribution function is now a little bit modified via the
invariant (under coordinate changes) element of integration on the energy—
momentum space H*(z),

dgp d3p

— = Vlg@)| —, (4.3)

Po Po
where g(x) is the determinant of the metric tensor; of course, in a local
frame of reference one has |g(x)| = 1. The volume element invariant under
arbitrary changes of coordinates is written as /|g(z)|d* p and hence

VIg@)d% / dp® 20(p°)0lg,u (2)pHp” — m?]
3 3
- ¢|g<x>|‘;—0p = V]o(@)———? (4.4)

95 (z)p'p? + m?

for a metric whose time and space coordinates are separated.
From the mass shell equation, the zeroth covariant component of p# is
easily found to be

po = {m2goo(x) + [goi () gor (x) — goo()gir (x)]p'p* }1/2. (4.5)

Consequently, the particles four-current and the energy—momentum tensors
read, respectively,

d3p

J'u :/ g X p#7 46

Guw (2)pPpY =m? lo€ )|po(p) (46)
d3p

T (1) = / @2 (4.7)
Guv (z)pHp¥=m? Po(P)

1This remark would be invalid for possible collisions of collective states, or quasi-
particles, with a spatial extension of the order of the typical length variation of the
gravitational gradients.
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Let us now briefly derive the Liouville equation when an ezternal gravita-
tional field is present and in the absence of other forces, since the latter can
be added without any particular difficulty, provided it does not vary too
much on the typical variation of ¢g*”(z). The equations of motion for one
particle are the usual geodesic equation

dp”
-+ I p®p” =0, (4.8)
which can be obtained from the formal Hamiltonian?
1 v
H(z,p) = 5—guv (2)p"D", (4.9)
as
d 0 #
d—x“ = 8—H (z,p) = b
dT p’é , (4.10)
g Pn =~ H(@,p) = =5 0ugap(T)paps-
Finally, from the continuity equation in phase space
daxt 0 (dp
O | —fl(x, — | = f(x, =0, 4.11
(G ren) + o (Beswn) (1.11)

the Liouville equation follows in a straightforward way as

1 0
p-0f(w.p) = 50" 905 (2" 55

Many other derivations of this equation have been obtained and it is a
simple matter to show that the equation can be rewritten as

p-9f(z,p) +Thyp®p’ o9 uf(w p) = 0. (4.13)

When the Liouville equation in curved space—time is coupled to the gravi-

(z,p) = 0. (4.12)

tation field via the Einstein equations

1
le(x) - §R(x)guv = 47TGT;LV($)
d3p
=47G s = m2 V9@ P Pof(P),
p’ >0
(4.14)

one obtains the gravitational equivalent of the usual Vlasov equation for
an electromagnetic plasma [Ph. Droz-Vincent and R. Hakim (1968)]. This

2This means only that the geodesic equation can be recovered as a Hamiltonian
equation, and not that H is the energy of the particle.
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system is often referred to as the Einstein—Liouville equations. In par-
ticular, it has been used to find the normal modes of a gravitational plasma
[E. Asseo, D. Gerbal, J. Heyvaerts and M. Signore (1978)].

4.2. Thermal Equilibrium in a Gravitational Field

Let us now consider the Jittner—-Synge equilibrium distribution in the
presence of gravitation. It constitutes always a local equilibrium and not
a global one as in the flat space—time case. This is a consequence of the
equivalence principle. The gravitational field enters the equilibrium distri-
bution feq = Aexp[—0 - p|] through the scalar product

B-p=gu(x)sp”. (4.15)
Therefore, the distribution depends on g, through
fea(p) = Aexp(—g, fp"). (4.16)

The equilibrium distribution must obey the equation of motion written in
the form of the Liouville equation; introducing feq in the latter, one gets

1
P 04— S[VuB, + VB Ap'p =0, (4.17)
which must be satisfied whatever p is. This implies that, in general, the

four-vector 3, has to satisfy the Killing conditions
VuBy + Vo8] =0, (4.18)

and A = const. This latter condition yields, for instance, n = const and
T = const. These conditions can also be interpreted as conditions for rigid
motion.? There is, however, another case — the one in which 3, is Killing
conformal:

%[Wﬂu + Vi) = o()g" (z), (4.19)

where ¢(z) is an arbitrary function, and p? = 0.

A first conclusion is that the one-particle equilibrium does not always
exist; for massive particles, the four-vector fu* has to be a Killing field
while for zero mass particles it is sufficient for it to be Killing conformal.

3See e.g. J.L. Synge, Relativity: The General Theory (North-Holland, Amsterdam,
1960).
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4.2.1. Thermal equilibrium in a static isotropic metric

N.A. Chernikov (1964) has given several examples of possible thermal dis-
tributions in an external gravitational field and we give only one of them.
The metric tensor for a static, spherically symmetric gravitational field has
the form

ds* = exp[v(r)]dt* — exp[A(r)]dr? — r*(d6? + sin? 0dp?), (4.20)

written in standard K. Schwarzschild (1916) coordinates. The distribution
function

fea(p) = Aexp(=°po) (4.21)
is a possible solution provided that the temperature satisfies the relation
T(r) =T(0) - exp(1l — v[r]). (4.22)

This can be seen by replacing Su* with its expression in the Killing equation
(4.18).
For the Schwarzschild metric

exobr(r)] = (1-254).
1 (4.23)
exp[A(r)] = @,
the temperature should vary as
T(r) =T(c0) - exp <Gi\4) . (4.24)

For a rotating gas (see Chap. 1) subject to the same static spherical sym-
metric gravitational field, one finds that

feq(p) = Aexp(—B°po + Bwr? sin® Op?) (4.25)
and

T(r) = T(c0) - (exp[2v(r) — 2] — w?r?sin® §) /2, (4.26)
4.3. Einstein—Vlasov Equation

We now study the archetype of a kinetic equation — that of the Vlasov
equation where correlations are zero. This system was first studied by
Ph. Droz-Vincent and R. Hakim (1968) and was developed by others
[E. Asséo, D. Gerbal, J. Heyvaerts and M. Signore (1978)]; later it was
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followed and developed by H.E. Kandrup (1980/f) to many other cases. It
is constituted by the two equations

0
prouf + Fijpupu—f =0,

. 9pa (4.27)
R/J.l/ - §Rg,uu - )\g,uu = XT,uua

where the energy—momentum tensor is given by

™ = %J@ / &Epf(z,p)p'p”, (4.28)

and is of course conservative: V,T" = (.
In order to be specific, we linearize this system around background data
which we do not specify as yet; or some background

{f(x,p) = fo(x,p) + fl(xap)a
gul/(x) = gOuu(x) + h;uz(x)7

where all quadratic quantities such as hf; are negligible and are neglected.
It remains for us to linearize the Einstein equations.

(4.29)

4.3.1. Linearization of Einstein’s equation
An arbitrary (although preserving the Riemannian property) metric distur-

bance h induces the first order variation [A. Lichnérowicz (1967)]

o

1
0135 = 3{Vah} + Vshl = Vhag}. (4.30)

It is important to note that the covariant differentiation is defined with
the help of the background Riemannian affinity (Christoffel symbols corre-
sponding to g,,) while indices are raised or lowered with the background
metric only. For instance, one has

he = g™ hyp. (4.31)

The change in the Ricci tensor follows from Eq. (4.30) in a straightforward
way:

SR = —%Ah,“, + %(V,JV + Vo), (4.32)
where I, is defined by
I, = Vyh) — %vah,
h=h2, (4.33)
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and is, up to the sign, de Rham’s Laplacian operator extended to symmet-
rical tensors by A. Lichnnérowicz (1967). With our notations, it reads

Ahyy = VAV hyy — Ruahd — Ryah + 2Ryup0h?” . (4.34)
From this definition, it follows that A reduces to the usual D’Alembertian

operator when the background manifold is flat, i.e. when R,,0g = 0.
Let us now return to the linearization of Einstein’s equation and let us

set
S = Ry — %gwR — A (4.35)
so that Einstein’s equation reads
R =x {T,W - %ng} + AGpuw- (4.36)
Since we have
0T = —h*"T,, + ¢"" 6T, (4.37)
where we have used
69°? = —h*P Sgag = hag, (4.38)
variation of Eq. (4.36) yields
SRy, = —%hm,S + %g#yho‘ﬂSag + My + (jm, - %gwj) . (4.39)

where we have set
7 =9"jap- (4.40)
In Eq. (4.39), 0R,,, is as given by Eq. (4.32). Therefore, Eqgs. (4.33) and

(4.39) provide a linear partial differential equation for h.g, whose source
term is

) 1 )
{]uu - 59#1/]} . (441)

Alternatively, we might as well consider that the actual source is just the
contribution of the disturbance in the contravariant components of the
energy—-momentum tensor. Therefore, the “new” source term would involve

KR = xoTH, (4.42)
rather than j terms. Note that j,, and k* are interrelated through
j[U/ = ky,l/ + hu,ozsay + hy/aSaV~ (443)

Anyway, once source terms have been separated, we are left with second
order partial differential equations which have to be solved with various
techniques and, more particularly, with the help of Green function methods.
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4.3.2. The formal solution to the linearized Einstein
equation

Starting from Egs. (4.39) and (4.32), we get

1 1 1
Ahyy, = —2 {_§hﬂys + §gwha;35a5 + My + [jm, — §gwj] } (4.44)
or, equivalently,

Lhy, = Ahyy + 20 — hywS + guhapS™?

+2[hpaS%, + hoaS® ] — 29977 S phoa
1

= - 2[kw/ - 59,“,/{]7 (4.45)

where use has been made of Eq. (4.45). Note that Eq. (4.39) may be sim-
plified further by imposing the usual gauge I, = 0, or

1
Vb, = 5Vih=0. (4.46)

This gauge condition can be cast into a form similar to the common gauge
Lorentz condition of electromagnetism.
The formal solution to Eq. (4.45) may be written as

Py = / 0 Hyper g k7 (4.47)

where the “Green function” H,,,/g' is a bitensor distribution which has to
be specified further by giving conditions on its support (retarded, advanced
conditions, etc.). The primed indices H,, o/ are related to the variables
2'* which occur implicitly: H,pag = Hyva g (2, 2'). In fact, we have
1
Huarpr = Kuvarpr = 59" Kyprarprgors, (4.48)

where H,,qg is a Green function of the operator L acting on h,, in
Eq. (4.45), i.e. we have

LK vop = (Tpar Tupr + Tup Twar )0(z, @), (4.49)

In the case where the background is empty, S,, = 0, Eq. (4.46) reduces
to a simple Klein—Gordon-like equation. Accordingly, the Green function
K, varp reduces to the Lichnérowicz propagators (up to the sign).
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Let us now evaluate the source term k%’ which occur in Eq. (4.47). It
is a functional of the distribution given by

kw—x§/¢Ed%pﬁfxm (4.50)

Accordingly, Eq. (4.50) reduces to

af _ 4« 3 T T \/m
k —W/¢Edwp{ﬁ(m+ﬂzﬂﬂa} (4.51)

Let us now consider the second term on the right hand side of Eq. (4.50).
The well-known formula of Riemannian geometry

d{logg} = g("ﬁdgag (4.52)
provides immediately

5Vlgl = 5h/Tgl (4.53)

Consequently, Eq. (4.51) becomes
K = X// 7' V1gl d*p Hyuergp® v 8f (2, p)

+ % // ' gl d*p Hyverpp® p7 hiz) f(z,p).  (4.54)

It follows that h,, no longer appears to be an explicit solution to Eq. (4.43)
but rather to the integral equation

Ry (@) = X// 7'Vl d*p Hyuporgro®™ p% 6 f (2, p)
+ % // Vgl d*p Hyverpp® p? h(a) f(x,p).  (4.55)

Setting now
1

one may rewrite Eq. (4.55):

s = X// 1'Vgl d*p'p* b Hypor 5o F. (4.57)

In the next subsection, we shall see that we do not need the explicit solution
to Eq. (4.55) for h,, and that the change of function (4.57) is extremely
useful.
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4.3.3. The self-consistent kinetic equation
for the gravitating gas

Let us now turn to Eq. (4.43) taking into account the linearization pro-
cedure. Assuming that f is a solution to

0
Pouf + T, p pﬂﬂ =0, (4.58)

i.e. that f is a background quantity, we can rewrite this equation as
0
paF-i-Faﬂppa# +Xa5pp8uf+ fp”ah—O (4.59)
Using now Eq. (4.56), we find that
9 Koo B 9 1 H -
p@F—FFaﬁppa—pﬂF—FXaﬁppa—puf—Fﬁp (9#hf—0 (460)

With the help of Egs. (4.30) and (4.57), the explicit expression for X/,
may be obtained:

X o ;o
= 5 //77/ |g| d4p{vozH ‘ot + Vﬁ ap /ol VMHozﬁp/U’}pp p F/~

(4.61)
Finally, the kinetic equation looked for is
0
PO, F +T op®p’ —F
+T s apr
- %/ / nd'p'p” p F'
X ({VaHY . +VsH" ,  — V" Huppo }p® ﬂ’ﬂf
ﬁp o’ B apr o aBp'c’ P D 8]9“
+ 1" 0u(g*” Hozﬁpcf):| . (4.62)

This equation is an integrodifferential linear equation, as we expected from
the beginning. It may be called a linearized Vlasov equation for the gravi-
tational plasma.

4.4. An Illustration in Cosmology*

An illustration in relativistic cosmology has been done by E. Asseo, D.
Gerbal, J. Heyvaerts and M. Signore (1978) in the domain of dispersion of

4The reader who is not familiar with usual notion of cosmology should first go to the
next section and then come back to this section.
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gravitational radiation in a universe. They mutatis mutandis used the same
technique as that in conventional plasma physics. We use a flat Robertson—
Walker metric, k£ = 0,

dz? + dy* + dz?

1+ $kr?

although the cases k = £1 are also to be considered. In this equation, R(t)
is the so-called “radius of the universe”; it is better called the “scale factor.”
In the case we consider — the one where the wavelength of the wave that
propagates according to dispersion relations is much smaller than the radius
of the universe — this is a very good approximation, which we shall accept

ds* = dt* — R*(t) , (4.63)

here.
In this case the only nonvanishing Christoffel symbols which are not
Zero are

R(t) o
oK (hi=123) (4.64)

IY; = R(OR(1)3],
and the perturbations of the Christoffel symbols are

-
Ty, =

orY, = 5/’100, (4.65)
or0 = L (o —2@h ; (4.66)
0 — 2 11000 R(t) 0z | » .

1 _ .
61“% = 5(81/7,0] + 8jh01- - hij - QR(t)R(t)hoo(S”) (467)

These are the data that take account of the background Robertson—Walker
metric. The statistical data are then summed up in the linearized kinetic
equation

0z ON
-0Z + TS pPp° =— + 618 —p’p* =0, 4.68
p +I'5,p"p e + bogpal P (4.68)
while the linearized Einstein equations do read
1
(Lh’),uu = - <K,uu - §g;wK§\> s (469&)
d’p Loy
KMV = 817G p_pupl, Z + §h)\ s (469b)
0

where the left hand side of the equation for the gravitational waves is
(Lh)uw = Dby + (Vuly + Vi) = hy RY
— GuvhapR + 2(hua R, + hyaR,). (4.70)
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R, is the usual Einstein tensor and Ahq,g is the de Rham-Lichnérowicz
tensor for a symmetric tensor; furthermore, we take Iz = 0 as the de Donder
gauge.

4.4.1. The two-time scale approximation

In such a case, one is confronted with another timescale,

R ([ 3\
ty = o (87er> : (4.71)

the Hubble time that characterizes the evolution of the universe. It is clear
that the dispersion and the expansion effects occur simultaneously, and thus
no effects can be neglected. However, when w™! = ty7, the universe is essen-
tially stationary and remains — at least during a number of periods — only
as acting as a very slow change to the dispersion characteristics.’?

In order to present the two-time scale method, we shall use the following
equation which looks like our linearized system:

03 + (1) = 2D gy (). (472)
R(t)

R(t) varies slowly on the same scale of time as w(t). We obviously must
introduce two times in order to treat the problem; and, for instance,

R(tn)
R(tn)
results from the above equation by making the time inside the two terms
w?(t) and R(t)/R(t) a “constant.” Thus, we introduce two times in the
problem; a short time ¢, and a long one tgy. The former applies to phe-
nomena occurring in times of the order w,:l, while the latter occurs in
times of the order of the expansion.
Let us now specify how the various times are intermingled. We have
d dr 0  dty 0
@~ @or " d oty

[05 + w?(tu)]e(t) = Aoep(t) (4.73)

(4.74)
where
t
dr = wu(t)dt, 7= / dt’ w(t'). (4.75)
0

7 is the short time to be used in the following. The second term on the right
hand side of the above derivative definition involves the long-time scale: if

51t was introduced by H. Poincaré when he studied the slightly nonlinear oscillations;
see e.g. J. Cole, Perturbation Methods in Applied Mathematics (Ginn Blaisdell, Waltham,
Massachusetts, 1968).
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it is applied on a function ¢, it is of a smaller contribution than the first
term, and this from an order of (wy7y)~!. Thus, we consider the function
as depending on the two variables 7 and ¢z . Substituting the last equation
into Eq. (4.73), we obtain the expansion of the operators

8 7] 0

02 02 0 0  Ow(t
g =Rt 2+a[2wk<tH> o %} b 20708, (476)

where we have set £ = dty /dt in order to conserve the size of the magnitude
of the different terms.

Inserting this formal expansion into Eq. (4.73), we get
0? 2 0? Owy (¢ 0 29
4+ = + wiltn) ) 0 < ——+1|p
87’ wk(tH) 8tH87 wk(tH) atH 8 (tH) 8tH
R(t) 1 ) d
=e——=(t t 4.77
S AIC rttn) - + 0] (4.77)
We now decompose ¢ in the expansion
0= e 422 4. (4.78)
so that the last equation is now split into the following hierarchy:
P 04,0 g (4.79)
o2 ’
0? 2 0? £ Owi(tr)\ O
Z oM 1) k\PH) ) 9 1 (0)
c <8T2s0 T ) * [wk(t}[) otygoT + w,zc(tH) < oty ) 87'] 4
R(t) 19
=e—=(t — 4.80
R " o) 977 (4.80)
We thus have an infinite equation to be solved immediately as
@ = ¢ (tn) exp(ir), (4.81)

where ¢(©) (tg) is as yet undetermined. Setting this first solution into the
second equation of the hierarchy, we get

(R(tE) 1T dk ) 20 999 (tw)
Z(R(tH)wk wk>¢ (trr) = S ) (4.82)

9o 1 ir
or? + @( =




80 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

Let us try to solve this last equation as
oW (1) = A(1)e'; (4.83)

the immediate result is a linear growth of A(t). We can now take advantage
of the unknown part of ¢!), and let us set the bracket on the right hand
side of the preceding equation equal to zero. Finally, we find the equations
at order 1:

d?oM
1) _
dr? te 0,
. . (4.84)
R o B ¢(0)

R wy PO

It should be emphasized that this procedure, in order to prevent the linear
growth of ga(l)(T), is the only possible one to allow the convergence of the
series on an order of an interval of 7y (E. Asseo et al., whom we follow
closely).

4.4.2. Derivation of the dispersion relations
(a rough outline)

We are now in a position to derive the dispersion relation for the cosmo-
logical gravitational plasma and for that we cast our equation in the form
of Eq. (4.60).

First, we set the Liouville equation in the form

prouZ = P(t),

ON (4.85)
ope’
because of the term 9Z/0u, which is much smaller than the others. Then
the equation is Fourier-transformed in three dimensions and the result is

Z = / dTMexp <—i£7’) . (4.86)
0 Po Po

1
P(t) = 5(Ophg" + 0sh," — 0%huo)p"p®

Solutions of the form

[JZD} - [JZD] exp [—i /0 t dT'w(T’)] (4.87)

are looked for, with (Z, P) varying slowly as a function of time [(Z, P) are
the “Fourier transforms” of (Z, P)]. While keeping only the lowest order
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terms, one obtains

e[ e (-32)

_P(t)
=1 . 4.88
ap? (4.88)
As it is substituted into ¥, and K, it yields an equation of the form
S = 0% hag, (4.89)

whereas the equation (Lh),, = X, reduces to a homogeneous equation for
Ry

DA% = ER By (4.90)
Then one can show that the operator Dz‘f has the form
2 2
of 5 q .0 Ow 0 o B of
DL, = {—w + 2 +22wa + iar + 5 | T — On, (4.91)
while its zeroth order is
2
q o « 7
K—w2 + ﬁ> namh — OME} hap = 0. (4.92)
Therefore, the equation satisfied by ﬁaEﬁ [Eq. (4.90)] is
82 a, BT aBy,
o + )| nenthE ) = ESZRE 0 (4.93)

which is appropriate to the two-time scale approximations. h” represents
the various polarizations of a gravitational wave.

It should be stressed that this is a very short summary whose aim is
only to give an idea of the way the two-time scale method will apply. We
used extensively the article of E. Asseo, D. Gerbal, J. Heyvaerts and M.
Signore (1978) and it remains for us to show how it applies to the waves in
a cosmological background: this is partially the fact of the article.

4.5. Cosmology and Relativistic Kinetic Theory

The first work on the subject was an article by A.G. Walker (1936) which
was of a purely theoretical nature since, at that time, cosmology was con-
sidered as a merely speculative subject, owing to the lack of observations
other than the “nebula recession.” Moreover, cosmology was still halfway
between science and metaphysics and thus did not yet have the consider-
ation it could deserve. Furthermore, general relativity was considered as
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very speculative in spite of the observation of the bending of light rays
grazing the Sun.

4.5.1. Cosmology: a very brief overview’®

Modern cosmology is essentially based on three observational facts and
their theoretical interpretation in the light of the physical concepts of our
century: (i) the expansion of the universe, (ii) the background blackbody
radiation at 2.7K, and (iii) the abundance of light elements. All other data
are connected with at least one of these three basic facts.

From a theoretical point of view, the basic assumptions are: (i) the cos-
mological principle, (ii) the existence of a universal time, (iii) the existence
of local observers characterized by a timelike four-velocity field v*, and (iv)
the validity of general relativity.

(i) The expansion of the universe. The first fact is the “recession of the
nebulae,” discovered by E. Hubble (1929) from an observational point of
view, and interpreted as expressing the expansion of the universe with the
help of the first evolutionary models by A. Friedmann (1922, 1924). This
expansion was implemented in Hubble’s law:

v = Hyd, (4.94)

where v is the velocity of recession of an observed galaxy, d its distance to
the observer and Hj the so-called Hubble constant.

A. Friedmanns models were based on the cosmological principle, whose
mathematical traduction is that space—time is essentially homogeneous and
isotropic at very large scales, and on Einstein’s equations,

Ry () — % G (@) R(2) — Mgy () = 8TG T (x), (4.95)
where R, (x) is the Ricci tensor, R(x) the curvature scalar and TX (x)
the energy—momentum tensor of matter present in the universe; and G is
the constant of gravitation and [ the cosmological constant. In standard
cosmology, T}, is taken to have the perfect fluid form; this property
implies that there is no dissipation and hence that the entropy is conserved.
Also, matter is supposed to form a fluid whose “molecules” are essentially
galaxies. The cosmological principle implies that the space—time metric is

6For more details, see e.g. S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology (Wiley, New York,
1972).
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the Friedmann—Robertson—Walker metric; in isotropic coordinates, it reads
dx?

ds® = dt? — R2(t)— —
(1 + ier)

(4.96)
where k (= 0,+£1) is the spatial curvature index and R(t) is the scale
factor (sometimes improperly called the “radius of the universe”). From
the conservation equations obeyed by the energy—momentum tensor and
Einstein’s equations, it can be shown that R(t) satisfies the two equations”

R(t) ’ k- 8w
(m) ORI G

Rty 1. dar

(4.97)

It follows that, in order to obtain the solution to this system, one more
equation is needed, such as the equation of state of the matter present in
the universe at a given time ¢, i.e. P = P(p).

The scale factor R(t) expresses the dilatation of lengths with time and,
in first approximation, leads to Hubble’s law and provides the following
relation for Hubble’s constant, Hy:

Hy=——> (4.98)

where t( is the present time. The expansion of the universe then implies
that R(tg) > 0. Furthermore, since all distances undergo a dilatation as
time flows, roughly as

R(t)

= lo,
R(to) "

(4.99)

densities go as {72 and hence vary as

3
n(t) = n(to) ( };((tf))> . (4.100)

This allows considering the universe to be denser in the past provided that
it had a continuous expansion — a property of the standard model.

"Details can be found in many books, such as: P.J.E. Peebles, Principles of
Physical Cosmology (Princeton University Press, 1993); S. Dodelson, Modern Cosmology
(Elsevier, Amsterdam, 2003).
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(ii) The background blackbody radiation. This was discovered in 1965
by A.A. Penzias and R.W. Wilson and its existence was assumed by G.
Gamow in 1948 to explain the abundance of the elements.? In the universe
there exists an electromagnetic bath of highly isotropic thermal radiation
whose distribution function is
1 1

TR) = )P exp (o) =1
where kC is the frequency of a photon and Jy is the inverse temperature at
the present time. As is shown below, the temperature at time ¢ is connected
with the present time temperature through

R(to)

T(t) = T(to) R

This means that, going backward in time, the temperature of the cosmo-
logical blackbody radiation was higher: since the universe is expanding,

{R(t) < R(to), (4.103)
t <tp.

(4.101)

(4.102)

Accordingly, this provides a thermal history of the universe where, for each
temperature and density regime, specific physical phenomena do occur. One
can then speculate on the various states through which our universe passed
and whose consequences could now be observable or not. For instance, the
very tiny deviations of the blackbody radiation isotropy can be interpreted
in terms of the presently admitted theories.

Let us now show how the above relation between the background
radiation temperature and the cosmological scale factor can be obtained.
Starting from Friedmann’s equations, one obtains after a few algebraic
manipulations

d(pR?®) + Pd(R®) = 0, (4.105)
which can also be derived from the conservation of the perfect fluid form

of the energy-momentum tensor. On the other hand, the equation of state
of thermal radiation is given by

p=oaTl*
p_ 1 (4.106)
=2p

3
(where o is the Stefan constant), which, after it has been inserted in
the preceding equation, provides the expected result. Note also that the

8S. Weinberg, The First Three Minutes: A Modern View of the Origin of the Universe
(Basic Books, 1977).
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above blackbody distribution function provides directly the same result
since one can equivalently use the equation of states to calculate the time
evolution of T

(iii) The abundance of light elements. G. Gamow (1948) had the won-
derful idea that the abundance of all elements could result from a chemical
equilibrium of all possible nuclear reactions in a high temperature thermal
bath. However, this idea did not work satisfactorily and only the abundance
of the lightest elements — i.e. He*, He3, D and Li” — was explained in that
way and, today, the heavy elements formation is attributed to nuclear pro-
cesses in stars, while their dispersion in the Galaxy is thought to result
from supernova explosions.

The process of light elements formation (and abundance) occurs during
the “first three minutes” [S. Weinberg (1993)]. At its very beginning, in
the standard model, the temperature was of the order of 3 MeV and matter
was a mixture of neutrons, protons, electrons, neutrinos (and antineutrinos)
and photons. Among these particles, only the last three species were rela-
tivistic and they were essentially free so that relativistic kinetic theory is
of almost no use in this case. Finally, this kind of calculations sets more or
less stringent constraints on the various phenomena which could possibly
have existed before, say, 1s.

4.5.2. Kinetic theory and cosmology

Let us consider the “cosmological fluid,” whether composed of galaxies, ele-
mentary particles or possibly primordial stars. It should obey the Einstein—
Liouville system, i.e.

0
. RN B _
p-0f(x,p) + Toppp" 5 2 f(w,p) =0,

1
le(x) - §R(x)guv = 47TGT;LV($)

= 4nG dp
=am ggu(z)p“;l?u — m? |g($)| p_op#pl/f(p)7

p >0

where collisions have been neglected.” The Einstein-Liouville system has
been studied by several authors, such as J. Ehlers, P. Gehren and R.K. Sachs
(1968), who investigated its possible isotropic solutions, or G.F.R. Ellis,

9This is not always valid as is the case in some theories of matter/antimatter separation
[see e.g. E.W. Kolb and M.S. Turner, Grand unified theories and the origin of the baryon
asymmetry, Annu. Rev. Nucl. Sci. 33, 645 (1983)].
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R. Treciokas and D.R. Matravers (1983) for anisotropic but homogeneous
cosmological solutions. This system can explicitly be rewritten [R. Hakim
(1968)] as

pO%f(upo) - % { [(po)2 - mz] (%Of(t,po)} =0

+ Friedmann’s equations,

(4.107)

where the distribution function does not depend on x because of the cosmo-
logical principle: our universe is supposed to be homogeneous. The formal
solution to the above cosmological Liouville equation is then easily found
to be

Ft,0°) = fo (MR@)> : (4.108)

m

where fo is an arbitrary function. Note that the argument of fy is nothing
but the well-known constant of the motion of a generic particle!:

) =

vR(t) = R(t). (4.109)

This means that the equilibrium Jiittner—Synge distribution cannot be a
possible solution for massive particles since p° is not a constant of the
motion. This is of course a consequence of the fact that, in cosmology, u* is
not a Killing four-vector but only a Killing conformal one. As a consequence
of this last property, for zero rest mass particles — e.g. photons — p° R(t)
is a first integral and the Jiittner—Synge function

f(t,p°) = Aexp[—Bp"R(1)] (4.110)

is still a solution to the Einstein—Liouville system; actually, it is a pseu-
doequilibrium distribution function whose temperature varies exactly as
indicated above.

The fact that massive particles cannot be in thermal equilibrium —
except for brief periods of time — has led L. Bel (1969) to suggest another
equilibrium function, of the form

f(t,p) ~ exp[—B[p|R(t)]. (4.111)

However, the above first integral is not an additive one and hence is
not suitable for statistical thermodynamics as it is presently understood:

10See e.g. L. Landau and E. Lifschitz, Classical Field Theory (Addison-Wesley, Reading,
1962).
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a thermodynamic system, when it is separated into smaller macroscopic
pieces, should be separated from the point of view of the additive integrals.

Finally, note that in the observed universe the pressure is practically
negligible, and Friedmann’s equations are quite easy to solve and they yield

Rt) (t\*?
m () o

where for simplicity A = 0 has been chosen; but this is not an essential
restriction.

4.5.3. Kinetic theory of the observed universe

Besides pure theory, most works about kinetic theory in the presence of
gravitation (including gravitational interactions) deal with stellar clusters,
galaxies or galaxy clusters, and are generally not relativistic. One of the
first tasks of observational cosmology was the verification of Hubble’s law,
in particular with farther and farther galaxies; and the magnitude/redshift
diagram, which expresses this law, was essentially in accordance with
Hubble’s results. However, the quasars, discovered in the early 1960s, were
objects with high redshifts and, accordingly, were immediately inserted into
the magnitude/redshift diagram. Unfortunately, instead of being more or
less aligned on the theoretical curve, they form a non-clearly-interpretable
cloud.

An interesting idea by L. Bel (1969) to explain this fact was the
assumption that quasars have a great dispersion in their velocities (with
respect to the cosmological flow) and could thus be described by a distri-
bution function. Their redshift is given by

s Ao _ R(to) Vv?+1—wvcosf
D R(t) ,/v3+1—v0c0s97

where X is the proper wavelength of the light emitted and )y the observed
wavelength; v is the quasar velocity and vy the observer’s velocity; 6 is the
angle between the quasar’s velocity and the direction of the emitted radi-
ation, and 6 is the angle between the observer’s velocity and the direction
of the observed radiation. This has been systematically confronted with
the observational data [E. Alvarez and L. Bel (1973); E. Alvarez and J.M.
Gracia-Bondia (1974, 1975)] but without any completely conclusive issue
whatsoever. Today, astrophysicists rather think that the redshift dispersion
of quasars probably occurs because of evolution effects.

(4.113)
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4.5.4. Statistical mechanics in the primeval universe

In the primeval universe — roughly before 1s in the standard model — the
temperature is so high,

kT > mc?, (4.114)

that most particles are ultrarelativistic and hence behave as massless
objects. Accordingly, there exists a thermal equilibrium for these “massless”
particles since the local cosmological velocity u* is a Killing conformal
field,

VubBy +VuBu = 29,6, (4.115)
where g,,, is the Robertson-Walker metric and ¢ is
R 1
VB + Vb =49 === 4.115
ubv + VB, =4g, RT(R) ( )

with T(R) = ToRo/R.
First, we recall (see Chap. 7) the main properties of the blackbody radi-
ation. It is represented by a one-particle distribution function of the type

1
fea(p) = —F7——— 4.116
a(p) exp(fp - u) — 1 (4.116)
and is such that
d3p
n = p—op“uufeq(px (4.117)
d3p y
p= [ —p'P uuuy feq(p), (4.118)
Po
1
P=zp. (4.119)
Explicitly, these data read
S(3) 3
=251 (4.120)
7'('2 4

==T 4.121
P=15t ( )

7T2
P=1% (4.122)

45

where ¢(3) is the Riemann function ¢(x): ¢(3) = 1.202.
When the blackbody radiation contains other particles than photons,
there are two possibilities. In the first case, they are ultrarelativistic. In
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such a case, they are essentially free and are such that kT > mc?. Then
the various data concerning the blackbody radiation are essentially true
except that the degeneracy level has an effective value:

” 7
d*= > di+ 3 Z d;. (4.123)
bosons fermions
In this last expression, d’s are degeneracies of the particle ¢ while d* is the
total degeneracy. For instance, d = 2 for a photon, d = 4 for e* and d = 12
for the system ¢g. Finally, we have

71.2

=d*=—T* 4.124
p 30 ( )

and similar formulae for n or P, etc.
Let us at this point look more precisely at Fig. 4.1, where the various
particles are shown with their effective degeneracy. We see that they are

NEUTRINOS

FREEZE OUT

20} +
hadrons e-

4 " ANNIHILATE

10° 102 1 1072
kT (MeV)

Fig. 4.1 [after R.V. Wagoner!! (1979)]

1In The Early Universe, eds. R. Balian, J. Audouze and D. Schramm (North—Holland,
Amsterdam, 1979).
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placed on plateaus of the curve; and each plateau is separated from the
other by a rounded part which represents a non-ultrarelativistic particle
and even a nonequilibrium state of the system. However, it is generally
omitted, the more so since the fact is that the “roundup” is quite small and
therefore is not considered.

4.5.5. Particle survival

In the cosmic blackbody radiation, particles are in equilibrium,

m+m = ny,

at least as long as the temperature does not fall off too much. When the
particles are in equilibrium, their distribution function is roughly

Neq o (mf3)*/* exp(—m}3), (4.125)

at least close enough to the end of the equilibrium since their kinetic energy
is in the neighborhood of zero.

If it goes down so that it is in an off-equilibrium state, a few particles
would not find any partner to annihilate and thus they would survive to
the blackbody. This is of particular importance when one looks, at particles
produced in a symmetric manner and it would be important to evaluate the
particles which survive, i.e. which do not collide with an antiparticle.

Suppose that the number of particles and of antiparticles are produced
equally in the thermal blackbody radiation. Suppose further that they anni-
hilate with a given cross-section o(m,T); then what is the density of the
particles n(m) actual at the present moment? What is the mass density
p(m) at the same density? This is called the problem of “particle survival-
Particle survival,”!? and we follow the course of J.D. Barrow (1983). The
problem will be handled with a relativistic Boltzmann-equation-like; more
exactly, one for the particle and the other for the antiparticle. If f(x, p) and
f(x,p) denote the distribution of these cases, they obey the equations

p- af+raﬂa #f C(fvf)7

(4.126)

128ee e.g. J.D. Barrow, Cosmology and Elementary Particles (Gordon and Breach, 1983).
The first articles on the subject are: H.Y. Chiu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 17, 712 (1965); Y.B.
Zakharov, Adv. Astron. Astrophys. 3, 242 (1965); G. Steigman, Annu. Rev. Astron.
Astrophys 29, 313 (1979).



Curved Space—Time and Cosmology 91

where C(f, f) is the collision term which contains (i) the particle-particle
collisions, (ii) the antiparticle—antiparticle collisions, (iii) the particle—
antiparticle collisions and (iv) the production rate of particles.

Before looking at the collision term, let us simplify the streaming term —
the left hand side of these equations — by noting that the standard cos-
mology is homogeneous and hence one has Vyf = V,f = 0. Also, the
explicit calculation of the Christoffel symbols occuring in the streaming
term yields

po% o %% _ (4, F) (4.127)

and another analogous equation for f, where C(f, f) is the collision term.
We now integrate the two equations for f and f. It turns out that

_m2)

1 “anut) = 4 f
T=0,(v=gnet) = [l (£, .

1 N 4 F .
\/T_gau(\/—gnu )—/dpc(f7f)a

or, because of the symmetry properties of the background and from the
fact that we are in a frame of reference where u = 0,

on R
= —guni (W) + P 412
Y SRn gsni (W) (t) (4.129)

and the other equation for 7.
In this equation, we made the simplification that

W' p" —p,p)d(p+p" —p —p)
~ (W@, p" —p,p)dp+p" —p —p));

this is the basis of the statistical assumption made in elementary particle
production. This hypothesis is valid insofar as the brackets, (---) vary
slowly. Then the various terms of C(f, f) all vanish and the only surviving
one is gs(-- - ), where g is the degeneracy of the particles. There also sub-
sists the production rate of the particles P(t); finally, we get

on R

on B an P 41
8t+3Rn gsnin (Wo) + P(t) (4.130)

and a similar equation for n. Taking account of the fact that P(t) = P(t),
by substracting the second equation from the former, we obtain
dn—n) R

= =3 (n—7) (4.131)
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or
(n — n)R® = const; (4.132)

in other words, the number of particles is a first integral of the system. We
use now the detailed balance principle, which indicates that R/R = 0, in
equilibrium, and N = 0. It follows that

Peq = <W5>ﬁ8qneq == <W5>ngq, (4133)
which is introduced in the equation of the particle number
N =nR?, (4.134)

i.e. Eq. (4.130), to obtain

dN
G = (W) (neg + m)(Neg — N)

= (Wé)neq(NZ, — N?), (4.135)
which shows that N &~ N¢q and therefore
N & Neq o< (mB)%/% exp(—mp). (4.136)

However, when the temperature falls off, N is no longer a solution to
Eq. (4.136) and it occurs with a deviation from equilibrium:

N - N

A
Neg

(4.137)

Thus, for temperatures lower than that where there is no longer any pro-
duction of the massive particles, we have

% = —(W&n?V = —(Ws)N?V 1L (4.138)
This occurs when the expansion rate equals the interaction rate; we call
T* the characteristic temperature for one type of particles. This last
equation should be considered with the boundary condition that N(7™)
deviates from Neqo(T™) by A(T™). This equation, which gives rise to a large
deviation A,

()" () et gy i

is solved numerously, and the result is shown in Fig. 4.2.
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Fig. 4.2 Number of particles that survive from the cosmological radiation [after G.
Steigman (1979)]. Leptons are Zg and Z}f, while hadrons are designated by Zg. Z is
proportional to the mass of the particles.

It shows the equilibrium and off-equilibrium parts (one for each kind
of particles). The equilibrium part for photons, or zero rest mass particles,
is the Z = 0 part, while the other part is composed of two parts: (i) an
equilibrium part and (ii) the off-equilibrium one “flowing” out of the equi-
librium.



Chapter 5

Relativistic Statistical Mechanics

From a theoretical point of view, relativistic statistical mechanics has
long been a puzzling question and has finally been erected after rela-
tivistic kinetic theory has been clarified, after some tools proposed by P.G.
Bergmann (1951) have been presented and after Yu. L. Klimontovich’s
articles (1960) on relativistic plasmas have appeared. Also, P. Havas (1965)
thoroughly discussed the dynamical problems raised by relativity.

5.1. The Dynamical Problem

From a dynamical point of view, there are also deep differences between rel-
ativistic and Newtonian mechanics, and let us briefly discuss this important
point. First, the known equations of motion are not of the standard Hamil-
tonian form and it seems that some people think that this rules out the
possibility of constructing a relativistic statistical mechanics. Of course,
in many cases, equations of motion, whether relativistic or not, can be
cast into a Hamiltonian form; however, such a possibility is merely formal,
since the Hamiltonian has not the meaning of an energy and hence rules
out the possibility of defining, for example, thermal equilibrium. However,
this absence of a physical Hamiltonian does not mean that a statistical
mechanics is impossible to build. Statistical mechanics, as it is presently
understood after J.W. Gibbs, is constructed from (i) equations of motion
and (i) random initial data whose probability distribution is supposed to
be known or, at least, replaced by another assumption, such as thermal
equilibrium.

94
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Moreover, it has been shown that relativity and the use of Hamiltonian
equations of motion lead to the no-interaction theorem!' of D.G. Currie,
T.F. Jordan and E.C.G. Sudarshan (1963), i.e. the only Hamiltonian with
an energy interaction and covariant has no manifestly covariant content.
This prompted a number of authors to build a statistics of both fields
(essentially the electromagnetic field) and particles, following work already
performed in the Newtonian case.? While this can be done in a manifestly
covariant way — as outlined below — most authors preferred to decompose
the field into elementary harmonic oscillators, breaking thereby the Lorentz
invariance of the theory, but with the advantage of an easier interpre-
tation of various elementary processes [see e.g. A. Mangeney (1965)]. The
Hamiltonian used in such an approach essentially reads

H—Z:N\/» A, D2 +m2 + — [ & (B2 + B2 5.1
=3 Vo A OF g [t . G

while the electric and magnetic fields E and B are expanded into field oscil-
lators. With such a Hamiltonian, a Liouville-like equation can be written
and the usual methods of perturbation theory applied. This has been exten-
sively studied by R. Balescu and his collaborators, and by I. Prigogine and
his coworkers.

An interesting attempt to avoid the difficulties occurring because of the
absence of a Hamiltonian was made by L.P. Horwitz, S. Shashoua and W.C.
Schieve (1989).

The only known classical physical system® consists of charged particles
interacting via electromagnetism; its basic equations of motion are

Wy €
il A CIOV IO
(5.2a)

Il
=z

dre
OA*(x) — "0, A" (z) = g pé) (7'@)6(4) [z — 2 (75))]-
=1
Solving the second of these equations for the electromagnetic four-potential

A¥(x), with the Lorentz gauge condition
9, A" (x) =0, (5.2b)

ID.G. Currie, T.F. Jordan and E.C.G. Sudarshan, Rev. Mod. Phys. 35, 350 (1963); see
also G. Marmo, N. Mukunda and E.C.G. Sudarshan, Phys. Rev. D20, 2120 (1984).

2See e.g. E.G. Harris and A. Simon, Phys. Fluids 3, 255 (1960).

3In the past, interactions of particles via a scalar field were considered as a possible
description of nuclear matter [G. Marx, Nucl. Phys. 1, 660 (1956)]; for its statistical
description, see R. Hakim (1967b).
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and by using retarded solutions, one obtains equations of motion which can
also be derived from the so-called Fokker action principle,*

i=N
1
0l =6 Z /p?pw dT+ 5262 //p?pjﬂD(xi —.’I,'j)d’i'i de = O7
i=1 (2]

(5.3)
where D is the retarded elementary solution to the wave equation

OD () = 59 (a),
(5.4)
D(z) = 0(2°)§(x?).

This variational principle exhibits the nonlocal nature of the equations of
motion. The two viewpoints — field-plus-particles or particles only — are
then equivalent as far as the motions of the particles are concerned. The
equations of motion can thus be rewritten in terms of the particle variables

only:
L () = <P () o ()
dnpi Ti) = 2(73)|piv (73),
Fiv(z) = OAY (z) — 8Y AP (2), (5.5)
i=1,2,...,N,
with
dre =N
Al = 223 [ dr ptn) D) 0O~ i) (50
=1

This is equivalent to solving the field equations in terms of the particle
data. There was another attempt, also based on action-at-a-distance or on
direct interactions [Ph. Droz-Vincent (1996)].

5.2. Statement of the Main Statistical Problems

Basic problems in relativistic statistical mechanics are of several sorts.
Firstly, as was outlined above, they are of dynamical order: What are the
initial data corresponding to the equations of motion under consideration?

4A.D. Fokker, Z. Phys. 58, 386 (1929). See also: A.O. Barut, Electrodynamics and
Classical Theory of Fields and Particles, p. 122ff (MacMillan, New York, 1964);
J. Rzewuski, Field Theory, Part I (PWN, Warsaw, 1964).
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Secondly, problems of statistical order have to be considered: What may be
called a “relativistic Gibbs ensemble”? How does one treat in a covariant
way the random character of the possibly existing fields? Finally, they are
also relevant to the possibility of actually measuring the initial data, at
least via some gedanken experiment. In this section, those problems are
addressed and their incidence is discussed.

5.2.1. The initial value problem: observations and measures

The equations of Newtonian mechanics are second order differential equa-
tions and the initial conditions, which are necessary for obtaining solutions,
are most generally considered to be the initial positions and velocities
(or momenta) of the particles that constitute the system in question. In
the (nonquantum) relativistic context, the two possible points of view,
i.e. field or action-at-a-distance, the statuses of the initial data are not
analogous.

Let us begin with the action-at-a-distance point of view. The equations
of motion are integrodifferential equations and so far the status of their
initial conditions is still unclear. In order to be similar to the Newtonian
ones, they should be such that, given a spacelike three-surface ¥ considered
as the “initial time,” only the initial positions and momenta of the particles
on Y are necessary for specifying the motion of the system in the future
of this three-surface. However, in the action-at-a-distance formalism, the
precise nature of the initial data corresponding to the equation of motion
is totally unknown. Moreover, in the case of only two particles, it has been
shown that not only the usual (positions and momenta) initial data have
to be known on ¥, but also the motion can be specified only if their past
is partly known (i.e. a finite part of the past trajectories).

As to the field point of view, it is generally implicitly assumed that
the initial data on X that allow knowledge of the future of the system are
(i) the initial positions and momenta of the particles and (ii) the usual
initial data of the (electromagnetic) field, which are the field on ¥ and
its normal derivative. This rests on the loose idea that, separately, the
particles obey second order differential equations while the fields satisfy
second order partial differential equations. Although natural, not only is
such an assumption not proven but also it could well be incorrect if what
has been shown in the case of the two-particle problem in the action-at-a-
distance formalism is confirmed.
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To be specific, let us consider the case of particles interacting through
a scalar field, the equations of motion being

(4) v .
AH . =1,2,....N .
P = gA" (pi))Ove(zy), i=1,2,...,N, (5.7)

for the particles and

Op(x) + M2p( —gZ/ dr 6t x—x(i)(T)] (5.8)

for the scalar field.> The equations for the particles are obviously second
order differential equations, and if the scalar field were given, the initial
data would be of the form {z(;0, p()o}i=1,2,...n- As to the field, if the
motion of the particles were known, this second order partial differential
equation would be solved as

i=N 400
r)=g Z /0 dr / da' Al — 2")0W [ — 23 (7)]
i=1

" / 0%, [A(z — )0 o) (@) — Az — Yoy ()], (5.9)
)

where the first term comes from the right hand side of the field equation
and the second one makes the initial data of the field apparent. In this last
equation, A(zx) is an elementary solution of .

It should also be noted that the elimination of the self-field in favor of a
set of supplementary variables (e.g. accelerations) for the particles renders
the situation even worse and conditions of a new kind have to be imposed.
F. Rohlich (1965), probably by analogy with quantum field theory, chooses
to impose the condition that the particles of the system (in the absence of
external fields) are free (see below).

Let us now make a brief parenthesis on the possible measurability of the
particles’ initial data. In the Newtonian context, the initial positions and
momenta of the particles of the system can, in principle, be measured with
an arbitrary accuracy and, furthermore, instantaneously. Within the rela-
tivity framework, an observer using electromagnetic signals can only “see”

51f one insists on a physical interpretation, the particles are classical nucleons interacting
through (classical) scalar mesons.
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observer's trajectory

light signal
(reception)

particle

oo - Iight_sign;
{ (emission)

Fig. 5.1 Measure of the space-time position of a particle: an observer emits a radar
signal at a given time top and absorbs the signal reflected by the particle at time ¢,
measuring thereby its space—time position.

what is on his past light cone® and the initial data accessible to his mea-
sures lie entirely on this three-surface, and not on a spacelike three-surface.
Furthermore, the position measurements can never be instantaneous and
always need an interval of time: the one between the emission of a radar
signal and its reception (see Fig. 5.1). As to the measure of the field data, the
situation is far more involved from an “operational” point of view. However
(besides the particles’ initial data), if with some experimental device the
electromagnetic field and its normal derivative on the past light cone are
measured (or known), then one faces a new problem of a mathematical
nature: the Cauchy problem for the electromagnetic field is not well set
on its characteristic surfaces, i.e. on the light cone. Loosely speaking, this
can be physically understood as follows: since this field propagates with
the speed of light, the field’s initial data give rise to a loss of information
reaching the point of “observation” owing to the fact that some of field data
do propagate perpendicularly to the light cone.

The usual Cauchy problem — finding the solutions to the dynamical
equations with given initial conditions — is such that initial data are

6The situation can, of course, be more involved when the background medium is dis-
persive. In such a case, the initial positions lie on a timelike conoid. If the observer uses
signals propagating with velocities smaller than the velocity of light, then the “initial
data” are dispersed in his entire past light cone.
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provided on a spacelike three-surface, and this does not correspond to
what is measured, at least in principle. In fact, this is probably a reminder
of the Newtonian case, where initial data are known at a given specific
time; the spacelike three-surface is the analog of the Newtonian spacelike
three-plane ¢t = const. If one insists on a physical interpretation, one might
elaborate on the fact that they correspond to a “preparation” of the system
during part of the past of the “initial” three-surface.

5.2.2. Phase space and the Gibbs ensemble

In the Newtonian context, a system of N particles is described by a tra-
jectory in a 6/N-dimensional phase space,

F(GN) = /*1’(6) X /1'(6) e X /J/(G)7 (510)

where (%) is the one-particle classical phase space: u(®) = {2} x {p}(®). In
special relativity, the natural generalization of the Newtonian phase space
that contains no arbitrary object, such as spacelike three-surfaces, is the
8 N-dimensional I" space:

P=pxp- X . (5.11)

However, in such a space, a point representing the state of the system does
not lie on a one-dimensional trajectory, as in the classical case, but rather
on an N-dimensional manifold [R. Hakim (1967a)]. This can easily be seen
from the fact that such a point,

{2} a1 snv = {lz)(n), py ()], [22)(72), P2y (72)]; - -,
X [z (T )s pvy (7)1} (5.12)

does depend on the N proper times of the particles within the system.
It follows that the statistical description of a relativistic system of point
particles deeply differs from the usual one although the former gives rise to
the latter in appropriate conditions.

While there is at present strong agreement on such a relativistic phase
space [see e.g. Ph. Droz-Vincent (1996); L.P. Horwitz, S. Shashoua and
W.C. Schieve (1989)], this is not always the case and some authors prefer
working in the conventional six-dimensional phase space, at the expense
of manifest Lorentz covariance and with subsequent complications [see e.g.
R. Balescu, T. Kotera and E. Pina (1967)].

In Hamiltonian mechanics, phase space is the fiber bundle cotangent
to the configuration space, i.e. the space whose coordinates are
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{¢, piti=1,2,.. ~; and, at the same time, it is also the space constituted
by the possible initial conditions. In the relativistic domain, where the
dynamics is definitely not Hamiltonian, phase space does not enjoy
the properties of the Newtonian phase space; in particular, it cannot be
the space of the (unknown!) initial conditions. We are thus left with the
8 N-dimensional state space (defined above), which allows a description sub
specie eternitatis of the system; a space that, for brevity, we shall call “phase
space.”

Newtonian statistical mechanics was a statistics of points, whereas rel-
ativistic kinetic theory appeared as a statistics of curves (of space—time
trajectories), as was remarked by J.L. Synge (1957); relativistic statistical
mechanics is now a statistics of N-dimensional manifolds.

It remains for us to define what can be called a relativistic “Gibbs
ensemble.” In Newtonian physics, it is defined by the data of an ensemble
of analogous (i.e. obeying the same dynamical laws) and noninteracting
systems, which differ by their initial conditions, the latter being charac-
terized by a probability measure. In the relativistic case, the initial condi-
tions {w} are unknown but one can still assume that they are random and
still characterized by a probability measure du(w), so that an observable
K (X ({w})) possesses the probability density

p) = [ du(w) 31K - KX () (513)
where X is a phase space point. Finally, since in the last analysis every
physical quantity does implicitly depend on the initial data {w}, it will
be convenient to assume the existence of an averaging operation (K)

for all physical observables and obeying natural mathematical conditions
such as

(0A+ BB) = alA) + B(B), 0(A) = (9A), < / A> - [
In particular, this will be applied for functions like
i=N
Rle.p) = [ds 3 00— pi(s)] Ve~ mi(s)l, (514)
i=1

used in Chap. 1, or in this chapter to more complex objects.
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5.3. Many-Particle Distribution Functions

On the relativistic 8k-dimensional reduced phase space, the k-particle
random densities are first defined as

Ry, [acm,pm;xm,p#z;...;xuk,puk} =/~-~/d7'1 dry...dt,

=k
X > H 8B [y — i, (7)10W [y — pi (7)] p- (5.15)

11,82, 50k
all differents

From this definition the usual (multitime) k-particle distribution function

fk [xuwpul;xuzapuz;'”;xuk7puk}

is defined as

Jr [xm,pm;xm,pm;-~-;xpk,ppk}

= <Rk [xm,pm;xm,pm;~-~;xuk,puk}>~ (5.16)

The brackets represent an average value over the initial conditions whatever
they might be: it is sufficient to assume its existence with its usual prop-
erties, like linearity. To be more specific, we first note that the one-particle
distribution function is of the above type. Explicitly, the two-particle
distribution reads

f2[z1, p1; @2, po] = <//d71 dry 25(4) 21— 2:(11)] 6 [y —Pz‘(Tz)]>
i#£j
(5.17)
and is normalized as

NN-1)= /2/2// d%,, dS, d*p1 d*p2 p pS fa (w1, p1; w2, pa], (5.18)

where 3" and 3’ are two arbitrary spacelike three-surfaces. The normal-
ization of the fj’s are quite similar except that they are normalized to
ROk

However, unlike the Newtonian case, other kinds of distribution func-
tions must also be introduced in order to get a complete system of equations.
Some of them are exhibited in the next subsection.
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5.3.1. Statistics of the particles’ manifolds*

In this subsection the geometrical definitions necessary for performing
a statistics of the N-manifolds representing a Gibbs ensemble in the above
relativistic phase space are outlined. As a matter of fact, they can be avoided
when one uses coordinates adapted to the very nature of the problem. These
notions are inspired by P.G. Bergmann’s “generalized statistical mechanics”
(1951).

In order to make such a statistics, it is necessary to dispose of an
8N-current JA1A42:-AN (z4) where the indices A run from 1 to 8N and
are normalized through

/ JA A2 AN (N aY 0 4, 4y = NV, (5.19)
Q

where 24 are the coordinates of a point in the relativistic phase space. ) is
a 7N-dimensional manifold that crosses all the N-dimensional manifolds of
the relativistic Gibbs ensemble. To visualize this situation, one can think
to a spacelike three-surface crossed by the world lines of the independent
particles of a system obeying a given force law. In this equation, d¥ 4, 4, 4y
is the differential form “element of surface” of the 7N-dimensional manifold
), embedded in an 8 N-dimensional space.

The differential form JA4142: A~ (24)d¥ 4, 4, 4, is a closed form:

d (JAIAQ”'AN (xA)dEA1A2___AN) =0. (5.20)
This property implies that
Vg, JAr Az AN (24 =0, i=1,2,...,N, (5.21)

where JA4142-AN (24) {5 the antisymmetrical part of JA4142--AN (z4) The
proof is quite similar to the one used for the usual relativistic continuity
equation [see R. Hakim (1967a)].

These conditions constitute a relativistic form of the particle conser-
vation in phase space. Note that, instead of there being only one equation
in the Newtonian case — which gives rise to the usual Liouville equation,
together with the equations of motion — there exist now N such equations.

The above N-particle distribution function is recovered by setting

JhAr AN (pA) = fy(af)g Az AN (o), (5.22)

*In a first reading this subsection can be omitted.
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where ¢A4142:-AN (z4) is similar to a “four-velocity” and in coordinates
adapted to the structure of the manifold 2 as the form
ghein@h) =gt ach ooy, (5.23)
where & is the Ath component of the 8 N-vector
& =0000--- D ®0--- DO (5.24)
with
i = {pips F'} (5.25)

in the usual coordinate system.
With these definitions, one can also write

JhAe AN (o) = fr (et @ 62 @ @ 6y (5.26)
and the above conservation equations reduce to
Vadfn@hghy =0, i=1,2,...,N,
or, in the usual coordinates {z!', p;, }i=1,2,.. ~, read
Va{fn@nty =0, i=1,2,...,N. (5.27)
When the dynamics is such that
Va{ntt=0, A;=1,2,...,8 i=1,2,...,N, (5.28)
one obtains the N Liouville equations
nAiVa{fn(z*)} =0, i=1,2,...,N. (5.29)

When this is true, a Liouville theorem is valid although fn does not satisfy
an N-particle Liouville equation, and one has

=N
dfn(z*) =Y fn(a®)ntidr = 0. (5.30)
=1

This is the case for electromagnetic interactions, for instance.

All that has been said about fy can be repeated mutatis mutandis for
all other densities, which can be met in what follows. We shall not pursue
this geometrical approach, which can be useful only in highly particular
cases.



Relativistic Statistical Mechanics 105

5.4. The Relativistic BBGKY’ Hierarchy

In order to obtain a BBGKY hierarchy for the various densities, a gener-
ating equation for the random distribution R; is first derived as [Yu. L.
Klimontovich (1960); R. Hakim (1967b)]

plo Ry (x,p) + 47r62VM{pU/dT dr’ d*a’ d*p'[p"ov — p™Vo*|D(x — )

X Z 0 W[z —ai ()]0 [p — pi(r)]8 W[z’ —a; (7)) [ — p (T’)]} =0,

(5.31)

where the elementary properties of the ¢ distributions have been used
together with the replacement of the various expressions of F'*”, A* by their
explicit forms. The expression between the brackets represents nothing but
the electromagnetic field F},,, and its source J*. The double sum in this last

equation can be split as
do=>+> . (5.32)
ij  i#j i=j
The first term on the right hand side (i # j) is simply what has been
defined as Rs after it has been integrated over T and 7/, while the first one
deserves a brief explanation. It is explicitly written as

Wo(z,p;2’,p) = /dT dr’ 25(4) [ — 2:(7)]0W[p — pi(7)]

x W2 — 2y (7)) 0D — pi(r')] (5.33)
and it represents essentially the probability density for a given particle to
be in the state (z, p) and next to undergo a transition to the state (z,p’).
While W5 must vanish out of the null cone (x—2")? = 0 (x or 2’ being in the
future of =’ or z, respectively, causality is implied by the timelike character
of the trajectory of the particle), this is a priori not the case for Ro, which
refers to different particles. From a dynamical viewpoint, W5 expresses the
back-reaction of the particle on itself; accordingly, since one deals with the
electromagnetic interaction, it is an infinite term, which is often discarded
a priori. However, besides an infinite term, it also gives rise to a finite —
albeit small — contribution (see the next subsection). Finally, setting

Py = (Wy), (5.34)

"Bogoliubov, Born, Green, Kirkwood and Yvon.



106 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

and taking the average value of the generating equation of the hierarchy, it
turns out that the first equation of the hierarchy reads

P“aufl(x,p) +47T62VM {pv/d4x' d4p/[p/uau —p’vau]D(.%' _x/)

x [fa(z, p;2p") + Po(, p; x'p')]} =0. (5.35)

The next equation of the relativistic BBGKY hierarchy is obtained by mul-
tiplying the generating equation by R; and averaging; after a little algebra,
one gets

PO fa(z, pya'p’)
+47e?V,, {pv / d*a’ dp'[p""oY — p"vo*|D(x — ")

", 1

X [fa(z,pya’,p's2"p") + F§[(2,p) — (2, p); (2", p")]
+ E2(2",p") — (2, p); (x,p)}]} =0. (5.36)

A few comments are now in order. While in the Newtonian case the first
equation of the hierarchy is an equation that needs the knowledge of f5 in
order to evaluate f1, in the relativistic case one also needs the knowledge of
one more function — say, P5. A glance at the next equation of the hierarchy
shows that the knowledge of one more distribution — say, F#[(z,p) —
(2',p"); (2", p")] — is needed too. This distribution is the distribution of one
particle undergoing the transition (z,p) — (2/,p’), while another particle
is present in the state (z”,p”). It is not useful to give the third equation
of the hierarchy, since in actual practice only the first two are needed.
This second equation is also supplemented by a symmetric equation on the
primed variables, unlike the nonrelativistic case.® However, one also needs,
at least in principle, an equation for Ps. It can easily be obtained from the
generating equation of the relativistic hierarchy, or from an equation for
Wy, as

p“aupz(l‘,p; .%'/p/) 4 47T62VM{pu/d4:L‘H d4p//[p//pav _ p//vau]D(x _ x//)

x [Py(z,pya’,ps2"p") + FE[(2,p) — (w’,P');w’QP")H} =0, (537)

8Note, however, that in the classical “multitime” hierarchy, one gets similar distribu-
tions.
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Fig. 5.2 Diagrammatic representation of the first equation of the relativistic BBGKY
hierarchy: f1 is expressed in terms of fo and P»; the dotted line represents the nonlocal
electromagnetic interaction, including a self-interaction on the term P>. This distribution
does not appear in the Newtonian theory.

Fig. 5.3 Representation of one of the second equations of the BBGKY relativistic
hierarchy — it can be obtained from the preceding one by adding a line to Fig. 5.2.
Once more, this shows the appearance of new kinds of distribution functions, which are
not encountered in the Newtonian framework.

where Pj is the distribution function for a given particle to undergo the
transitions

(z,p) = (@', p") — (2", p"). (5.38)

The generating equation of the relativistic hierarchy can be represented by
Fig. 5.2, from which all the equations of the hierarchy can be represented
and given an explicit form. In this diagram f; is represented by one vertex
and two external lines, fo by two vertices and four external lines, and P
by two vertices, one internal line and two external lines.

In order to obtain the second equation of the hierarchy, it is sufficient
to add to both diagrams a new vertex with two external lines.

From the above considerations, one can find a few rules allowing the
diagrammatic expression of any equation of the hierarchy; this is, however,
useless since only the first few equations are actually used.

5.4.1. Cluster decomposition of the relativistic
distribution functions

The various multiparticle distribution functions should generally be decom-
posed into cluster decompositions in order to close the hierarchy with
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some ansatz like the assumed vanishing of a particular correlation function.
The representations of the distribution functions by appropriate diagrams
show the way the new functions occurring in the relativistic BBGKY hier-
archy should be decomposed. First, it should be noted that f; can be
decomposed as

foe=f1 X f1+ g9, (5.39)

where gy is the two-body correlation function or diagrammatically (see
Fig. 5.4). Similarly, f5 is cluster-decomposed as

fa=hxfixh
+gxfitgpxfitgxfi
+ 93, (5.40)

which decomposition is represented by the following diagram:

Obviously, distribution functions like P» or Ps cannot be decomposed;
this is, however, not the case for mixed distributions like FZ[(z,p) —
(@', p"); (2", p")]. A glance at its representative diagram shows that it must
be decomposed in a way similar to fs, i.e. as

F§ = P1x fi+ g2 (5.41)

diagrammatically represented in Fig. 5.6, where g(3), is a three-point two-
body correlation.

\/
1 2 1 2 /12\

Fig. 5.4 Cluster decomposition of fo. This does not present any new particularity with
respect to the usual case; however, it constitutes a model for the cluster decomposition
of more involved distribution functions, suggesting that the connected parts of the rep-
resentative diagram of a distribution function have to be factored.

ANV
AARAAAS RN

3

Fig. 5.5 Illustration of the cluster decomposition — the case of f3.
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1]
b3
+

Fig. 5.6 Cluster decomposition of F32 The diagram representing this distribution
function is composed of two disconnected lines and hence its cluster decomposition con-
tains the product of the two distribution functions represented by these lines.

More generally, the rule for a cluster decomposition of a given distri-
bution function — when needed — is to decompose disconnected parts of
the representative diagram exactly as for f.

5.5. Self-interaction and Radiation

In a previous section, it was mentioned that the interaction term involving
P; is connected with a self-interaction of the particle. This has to be elab-
orated a little bit further. When we go back to the original § terms from
which it results, we can realize that this self-interaction is a consequence
of the action of the retarded electromagnetic field F,

particle and acting on the same one. When this retarded field is split as’

1 1
iy = SIFl + Flg) + 5IFE — Fil, (5.42)

¢ emitted by a given

ret ret adv ret adv

it can be shown that the self-interaction of a particle contains two parts:
the first one is infinite and of the general form
dzt(T)
X = (5.43)
while the second one is finite and takes account of the back-reaction of the
radiation emitted on the particle. The infinite term can be absorbed in a
formal mass renormalization. Finally, the equations of motion obeyed by
a system of electrons, embedded within a uniformly charged neutralizing
background, read

DAL — R @pialr) + 2PBL) +(m) 2l (),

3
(5.44)

de‘

9A.0. Barut, Electrodynamics and Classical Theory of Fields and Particles (MacMillan,
New York, 1965); F. Rohrlich, Classical Charged Particles (Addison-Wesley, Reading,
Massachusetts, 1965).
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i o
(pv 5
out” (@) = o [ D8V = a1l = sl )
J7#i
i=1,2,...,N, j=1,2,...#4,...,N. (5.45)

These equations must be supplemented by the asymptotic condition

lim +*(r) =0, (5.46)
T—00
which expresses the fact that the electrons are free at infinity. This
condition'® allows the elimination of the so-called “runaway solutions”
[see F. Rohrlich (1965)].

These equations are discussed in detail in the books by A.O. Barut
(1965) and F. Rohrlich (1965). The presence of the proper time derivative
of the four-acceleration in the equations of motion requires a modification
of the above statistical treatment of the system. In particular, phase space
needs to be enlarged so as to take account of the acceleration variables as

Dpew = I x {7} (5.47)

which necessitates the introduction of new distribution functions on this
new phase space. Accordingly, we introduce a random distribution Ry, (as
in a preceding section),

1z, p,y /dTZé Ve —z;(1)] 6D [p — pi(1)] 6P [y — 7i(7)], (5.48)

and also its average value over the initial conditions f; = (R;). Note that
this new f; is normalized through

/ s / d® / AW~ §(p fl(x »,7) =N, (5.49)

since the integration must obey the constraint p - v = 0.
The continuity equation in the new one-particle phase space,

0
Ou(p" Ra) + V(7" Ry) + G—W(W“Rl) =0, (5.50)

10 According to A. Lichnérowicz (private communication), the runaway solutions can be
eliminated on the ground of some analyticity assumptions, at least for the one-particle
problem.
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gives rise to a new generating equation for the relativistic BBGKY hierarchy
with radiation effects; or, explicitly, one obtains

0 p
PO Ri(z,p) + vV, R + 3—’7” <[— — W-WE] R1>

4me? i
mrg OyH

{pv /d4.’IJ/ d4p/ d(4),y/[p/p,av o p/'uap,]

x D(x — z")Ra(z, p; x’p’)} =0,

0

Vﬂza—pu,

2 e?
_sc 51
T0 3mc3 (55)

The term P, has disappeared from this generating equation: the self-
interaction has been eliminated in favor of a mass renormalization and of the
finite v terms. This equation, like the nonrelativistic one, is an equation for
f1 as a function of f;. However, in the higher order equations “mixed” dis-
tributions still appear. This equation looks quite different from the former
generating equation and it should be cast into a more useful form.

5.5.1. An alternative treatment of radiation reaction

As a matter of fact, there exists an alternative phase space and hence alter-
native distribution functions, more suitable for a perturbation in powers of
the small parameter 7. This quantity is actually much smaller than any
physically meaningful times in the system. This stems from the remark that
the equations of motion of the particles can be cast into the form

dn™ (T e . N

péh(_l 1) _ EFr(;t)uv (73)piv (Ti) + mToAFY (%) Yivs (5.52)
which shows clearly that the acceleration « can be expressed in terms of
p and 7. This means that another phase space can be used, namely

Chew = I x {4} (5.53)

with, of course, distribution functions depending on the variables (z, p,%).
Similarly, from the continuity equation in this new phase space,

: a .
Ou(P"Ry) + Vu[i* (2, p,7) Ra] + W(W"Rl) =0, (5.54)
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after some algebra, one obtains a generating equation of the form

P'0uRi(x,p,7) + 4meV { / da’ d'p’ d*y'[p"o” — p' o]
x D(x — 2")Ra(x,p,7; 95,»10/»1/)}

— -av &) [atiimen i) | (5.55)

The right hand side of this equation is nothing but the ordinary generating
equation, without self-interacting terms, while its left hand side represents
the effects of the back-reaction of the radiation on the electrons.

In view of obtaining the first corrections due to radiation, it is sufficient
to evaluate the right hand side at order 1 in 7g. At this order, the equations
of motion for the particles read

dpt e
i F;u}( ) A MY (0] .
dr; m 7o (P)¥iv (5.56)

where + is evaluated at order 0 in 7y, i.e.

o) _ Ao _ i{iFw , }“”
,}/ZV deL‘ ,}/ZV deL‘ m2 v plﬂ

{F @ B ps 4 plp2d,, FS) Y. (5.57)

Finally, inserting this expression into the equation for R; and integrating
over the variable 4, the generating equation for a relativistic BBGKY
hierarchy at order 1 in 7y reads

p”apfﬁ(x,p) + 47?62V#{pv/d4x’ d4p/[p/uav _plvaﬂ]
< Dl — ol i )}

= radiation term

= -7V, {A”“ /d477L0] x p)Rl(ac,p)}. (5.58)

More explicitly, the radiation term reads

4
Radiation term = —ToVM{A’“/(p)[< me” p” p /d4x’ d*p’

xm@—mmn@@—w&u@fwo
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471'622 4 0 34 1 g4 11 g4, 11
+ - Pa d*x’ d*p’ d*z" d*p

x (p,,0p — pdy)D(x — ') (p"*0, — p,0%)D(x — ')

x [Ry(z,p;a’,p's 2", p") + W5 (', p/s 2", p"; {x,p})]” }
(5.59)

The radiation term can easily be taken for a Vlasov approximation.
However, there exist two parameters with which one can sum. The first
one is the usual plasma parameter; the second one is proportional to 7.
The term in e?7y is the one which remains in the lowest approximation and
the first equation in order of radiation is studied briefly later on.

5.5.2. Remarks on irreversibility

In the case where radiation reaction is directly taken into account, one
expects an irreversible behavior of the system since radiation is emitted and
never absorbed. Therefore, one might expect some kind of an H theorem,

8,5 (x) > 0, (5.60)

even though the approximation made (e.g. the Vlasov approximation) does
not usually provide any kind of irreversible behavior of the system. This is
indeed what is actually found (see below).

However, a few words of caution are in order. Irreversibility is a complex
phenomenon, connected with time and length scales, to what is observed,
to the strength of interactions, to the instabilities of trajectories in phase
space, etc. The irreversibility reached with the emission of radiation has
little to do with the latter problems. Rather, it is connected to the absence of
a Liouville theorem: radiation emission gives rise to an exponential growth
of the phase space element, corresponding partly to the so-called runaway
solutions'! of the Abraham-Lorentz-Dirac equations.

Moreover, in spite of the fact that the particle entropy is growing
in the course of time — this is an immediate consequence of the above
inequality — the system never achieves an equilibrium state, as it should
if there would exist a true H theorem.

Let us now show briefly how the peculiar nature of the equations of
motion leads to an exploding phase space element. We shall show this in

11See F. Rohrlich, loc. cit.
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the case of noninteracting particles; they obey the equation

g .
0" f) + V(" f) + W(V“f) =0, (5.61)
or, equivalently, after the explicit calculation of its last term,
df 6m
—+—f=0 5.62
2=, (5.62)

which indicates that
F(7) ~ exp [_ (%) T] £(0). (5.63)

On the other hand, the conservation of the particle number reads

f(T)ou(r) = f(0)6u(0), (5.64)

so that one also has

Su(r) ~ exp Ki_?) T} 51(0). (5.65)

5.5.3. Remarks on thermal equilibrium

From the basic principles of statistical thermodynamics, the grand-
canonical ensemble could be defined as

1
fac = 7 exp[—B(u-P — uN)], (5.66)
where
P = [d%, T,
(5.67)
N = [d%,JY,

and where Z is the partition function.

This means that if the interactions between two macroscopic parts of
the system are switched off, then the two subsequent subsystems are still
in thermal equilibrium with the implicitly existing heat bath. Let us now
look at the above equations a bit closer and let us point out the differences
from the nonrelativistic case. In the nonrelativistic case, the energy E = P°
depends on the microscopic variable {x;, p; }i=1,2,... n only. In the relativistic
case, PY not only depends on these latter quantities but also on the initial
data themselves, at least implicitly. Moreover, the nonlocal character of
the interactions is quite peculiar to relativity. One might try to remedy
this situation by treating both the particles’ degrees of freedom and the
fields responsible for the interaction between them; however, such an idea
does not yield the desired result. Furthermore, the only data of fqc do not
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seem to provide a full description of thermal equilibrium; indeed, as we have
seen earlier when writing the relativistic BBGKY hierarchy, a complete
description of the system involves not only fy but also an infinity of other
types of distribution functions, such as Py, P3,...; W2, ..., WP ....

In order to be more specific and get some insight into the problem of
equilibrium, let us consider the case of a noninteracting gas. In this case,
with the expression for T#” and J” given in Chap. 1, fgc can be written as

fcc_—exp< 5%2/(12 /d4 /d35(4):1c—x1( )]

x W [p — pi(8)1p5%$?(5)>

i=N
X y 4 Dy — o,
xep(ﬁu;/zdﬂ /dp/d35 [ — zi(s)]

< 6Dl — pi(s)] b (s) ). (5.68)

which, after use of the ordinary properties of the ¢ functions and of the fact
that!?

dy, dr¥ = d*r, (5.69)
can be cast into the form

fac = H exp(—Ou-p; — u)); (5.70)

this is merely a product of N Juttner Synge distribution, as it should be.

This result is satisfactory in this sense that, despite the differences existing
between the relativistic and the Newtonian cases, the same sensible physical
consequence is provided. Unfortunately, the situation is so intricate with
nonlocal interactions that it is quite difficult to elaborate on this definition
of fac.

Let us now take a glance at a possible simultaneous treatment of a
system composed of charged particles and of the present electromagnetic
fields.

The “canonical distribution,” for the particles and the classical
electromagnetic field, then reads

1
fcanonical = EGXP(—ﬂU-P + ﬂ/LN) exp (—ﬂuM/ZdEV[T:rg + nf“’JA]) ,
(5.71)

12This can be justified by using adapted coordinates.
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where the term J-A represents the interaction between the electromagnetic
field and the particles, whereas

47

is the electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor.

1 1
T = — {FWFg = ZFMFW} (5.72)

To look at this expression in another way, let us consider the canonical
case in the Vlasov approximation. In such a case one has

(A*) =0, (5.73)
since the plasma is neutral and also
(AP AY) ~ (A*)(AY). (5.74)

Finally, the canonical distribution in the case of the Vlasov approximation
reduces to a product of Juttner—Synge distribution, as it should.

The expression for feanonical 18 quadratic in the four-potential A#. This
is quite satisfactory for an equilibrium state of the electromagnetic field
[see e.g. T.W. Marshall (1963, 1965)], since in this case the canonical dis-
tribution of the field is a Gaussian.

However, even though the field part of feanonical can easily be func-
tionally integrated, the remaining expression is quite involved and nothing
can be done with it; in particular, Z cannot be evaluated. On the other
hand, particles and fields are fully dealt with in the relativistic quantum
case and it is useless to spend so much effort on the classical relativistic
distribution. It might happen, however, that some particular equilibrium
quantities — such as some correlation functions — are needed in a given
problem. In this case, the simplest way to solve the problem is to start from
the lowest equations of the BBGKY hierarchy and to cut it at some order
and use approximations.

5.6. Radiation Quantities

The analysis of the electromagnetic field within a system of relativistic
charged particles has been made by A.O. Barut (1964) and by F. Rohrlich
(1965).13 They found that the radiation field, i.e. the far field part of F*,
is given by

R e S S X

13See also the references quoted in these books.
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where we have set

Xt =gt —2t, R?2= RFR,,
(5.76)
Q= XHty,.
In these relations, z* is the position of the emitting particle. FY (z) is a
quantity which enjoys all the expected properties of radiation, i.e.
0 Fl (x) =0, F' (2)Frad () = 0,
{ o » 8 (5.77)
0 Flaa(z) =0, " Flod () Frad o () = 0;

in other words, F"” (z) is a free field whose magnetic field is orthogonal to
the electric field and their energy densities are equal.
On the other hand, the radiation field (which obeys the above equa-

tions), whether far or not, is given by [A.O. Barut (1964)]

2 e . .

Fla@) = =3 —{p"y" = p"4"}, (5.78)
m

and thus its average value or correlation, etc., can be calculated without

difficulty; for example, one has

2

(Fi@) = 5= [ ' as(ps” = 5ol 1S wp ). (19

However, quantities like F’" _(x) are much more difficult to evaluate.
Indeed, they require the knowledge of, for example, the absorption of radi-
ation during its course, but also the data of the hyperboloid-like surface
where the photons do propagate.
Another quantity of physical interest is the energy and momentum
radiated per unit of proper time, i.e.
“w 2
% = ;%Wﬂw"- (5.80)
From the above expression of the radiation field, one can calculate

important quantities such as the (local) average at point x:

(Flii(z)) = “3Imn /d4p d4‘y%{p”’y” —p"AH Y} f(x, p, ). (5.81)

The spectrum of the radiation field, when defined as usual from the Fourier
transform of the intensity, has neither an invariant meaning nor a covariant
one. The quantity which does possess such a property is the correlation
tensor of the radiation field

(FI (2)F25(2))) — (P14 (2))(Fei (2)) (5.82)
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and, as remarked by T.W. Marshall (1963, 1965), what is of interest as to
the energy-momentum spectrum of radiation is rather the contraction

T (22 ) = (Frad i (0)Ffsa (& + ) = 300 (E0 () (P s+ 9)
(5.83)

from which the spectrum can be obtained.

5.7. A Few Relativistic Kinetic Equations

The first relativistic kinetic equation is, of course, the Vlasov one [S. Titeica
(1956)], and it is obtained from the relativistic hierarchy from the lowest
equation in which the two-body correlation function has been considered
to be negligible. It leads to a large number of applications to relativistic
plasmas (see the bibliography) and, as shown above, to the relativistic
normal modes of plasma. Here, we briefly outline the derivation by Yu. L.
Klimontovich (1961) of the relativistic version of the Landau equation, later
extended by W. Thomson (1968) to a covariant Lenard-Balescu equation.
This section is then concluded with simple relativistic equations of the
Vlasov kind that include the effect of radiation.

5.7.1. Derivation of the covariant Landau equation'

This equation is based on several assumptions, such as the absence of three-
body correlations, gs ~ 0, or

f3(1,2,3) = f3(1)f3(2) f3(3) + f1(1) f2(2,3) + f1(2)f2(1,3) + f1(3) f2(1,2),
(5.84)

where we have used the notation 1 = (x1,p1), etc. Also, this equation is
valid at order 4 in a small parameter proportional to e while the electron
gas is sufficiently diluted to allow small energy—momenta transfers only
during collisions; the system is spatially homogeneous. Finally, there exist
two timescales, the correlation time being the smallest one. Of course, as
in the classical case, these approximations can be justified rigorously and
it can be shown that they are not completely independent.

MSee Yu. L. Klimontovich (1960) and R. Hakim (1967).
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As usual,’® one starts from the first two equations of the relativistic
BBGKY hierarchy, dropping the radiation terms and the infinite self-mass
term. Using the cluster expansion of fo and f3, these equations may be
rewritten in a symbolic way as

p‘af1+€2/G[f1 ® f1+92] =0, (5.85)

p~8gg—|—62/G[W§+f1®gz+f1®gz+g3]:O, (5.86)

where G is an operator, which can easily be obtained from the exact equa-
tions. Note that there exists a second equation, in the primed variables.

Let us now use the assumptions indicated at the beginning of this
section. First, g3 ~ 0. Second, since we look for a kinetic equation at order
e*, go must be calculated at order €2, i.e. at its lowest order. It follows that
the second equation of the hierarchy reduces to

p-9gs + ez/GW??[O] =0, (5.87)

where VV32 Ol i nothing but W3 evaluated at order 0 in e®. At this order
W2 is given by

W psal pl {w, )]

" o_ 7_/)

~ fl(Z',p)fl(x/,pl)/d71/5(4) |:$// _ _p// (7' - (5.88)

This means that the electrons move practically along straight world lines
or, equivalently, that the field acting on particle 1 is the field produced by
particle 2 moving along a straight world line.

The equation for gs is now solved by taking account of the so-called
“adiabatic” hypothesis made above, namely that the time in f; is “frozen”
as compared to the one in go.

The next assumption is used in solving the inhomogeneous equa-
tions (5.87) and (5.88); it amounts to neglecting the arbitrary solution
to this equation. Furthermore, the densities f; which occur in the same
equations are to be “frozen” (adiabatic hypothesis)!® in the calculation
of ga.

15D.C. Montgomery and D.A. Tidman, Plasma Kinetic Theory (McGraw—Hill, New
York, 1964).
16D.C. Montgomery and D.A. Tidman, loc. cit.
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Equation (5.87) may be solved either with the use of Fourier transfor-
mation or, more simply, by using the “causal” Green function

K(z—2;u—u') = /dT dr'0(r—7")o[x—2"—u-(T—7")]6 (u—u") (5.89)

and letting the “initial” proper time tends to minus infinity: this is legit-
imate because of the existence of two timescales; “initial” correlations are
destroyed. The expression obtained for go, after tedious calculations, is the
one given by Klimontovich.

Finally, the covariant Landau equation, written in a symbolic way, reads

p-0fi = 'V, / Ol ) {1 ® Vafi — f1 ® Vafil, (5.90)

where the tensor ¢*3(p’, p) is given by

_éen
3974

Eaf j/d4kkak5(AP(k)~k#)2 (5.91)
[Yu. L. Klimontovich (1960b)], where A*(k) is the four-potential of the
charged electron in the independent motion approximation. This equation
is the one previously derived by S.T. Belyaev and G.I. Budker (1956).
Integration over k can also be performed and one gets

ap = 2me*nL - (u”uL)Q[(u”u;)2 — 1]3/2{[(u“ug)2 — 1]nap

— (uaup + upuy) — uuu (uaup + ugug)}, (5.92)

where L is the Coulomb logarithm,

dk
L:/E3 (5.93)

which is infinite and has to be treated by plasma techniques. Of course,
from such an equation a covariant Fokker—Planck equation can easily be
derived.

Let us finally note that the above calculation provides an evaluation of
the correlation function g, as a functional of f; at order e? so that, when
f1 is specialized to be the equilibrium Jiittner—Synge distribution, one gets
the equilibrium correlation function needed in the derivation of a relativistic
Guernsey kinetic equation.
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5.7.2. The relativistic Vlasov equation with radiation
effects'”

The first equation of the renormalized hierarchy is now used with the sim-
plest assumption — the neglect of correlations. In this approximation, it
is not necessary to enter into the full machinery of the BBGKY hierarchy,
since only the average (collective) electromagnetic field is dealt with. It
then reads

p"0.f(x,p) + 4me*V . f(z, p)

— RV, {AR(p) / a5 A0 @ p) i p )}, (5.94)

or, after replacing %[,O] by its expression,

) e

0 = ﬁ{eFmF"‘ﬁpg +pp0,F 0}, (5.95)
one obtains

PO, f (x,p) + 4me’p, FH'V , f (x, p)
ET
= — A )PP + 170, Fra}}

ET
- m_gf(xap){A#U(p){eFvaFOL +p*OuFra +pP8PFl’“}

5 17
- %eraFaﬁpg}. (5.96)

As mentioned above, one can easily prove [R. Hakim and A. Mangeney
(1968)] that this equation does possess an irreversible behavior in the sense
that the entropy of the system is always growing:

9,5 (x) > 0. (5.97)

This is due to the irreversible emission of radiation. It can be understood in
another way, by going back to the equations of motion, which indicate that
the phase space element is not conserved during the motion but instead
“explodes,” as has been shown above.

In order to evaluate the importance of the right hand side of this
equation, i.e. of the radiation terms, let us make a brief order-of-magnitude
analysis. To this end, dimensionless quantities are first defined with the

17See R. Hakim and A. Mangeney (1968, 1971).
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substitutions
T=7T,

p =17 'p=ep, '

fx,p) =45 f(3,p),

where [y and 7 are some characteristic length and time of the electron
plasma, respectively. Note that these substitutions preserve the light cone
and hence causality. Finally, the above kinetic equation for the reduced
quantities contains (i) an interactive collective term on its left hand side
that is of the order of

~ ol e 5.99
mTo ( )

and (ii) the radiation term on the right hand side, which is of the order of
707!, They are of the same order of magnitude when Iy ~ 7. Choosing
now the Debye length for [y,

lo~ e tn~2m=1/2 (5.100)

and the plasma frequency wp for 771,

wp ~ en'?m=1/2, (5.101)

one finds that the radiation term is of the same order of magnitude as the
collective interaction term when

kpT ~ mc?, (5.102)

i.e. when the plasma is relativistic.

From the above kinetic equation, one can derive dispersion relations for
the collective mode of the plasma and, by using the same techniques as in
the usual relativistic equation, one gets [R. Hakim and A. Mangeney (1968,
1971)]

2
(1 _ %G) +wh[If +itoJ}] =0 (transverse modes),

w? . wiw _
{(1 — ﬁG) +wh[IQ — it J] + ﬁ[[@ + ZT()JQ]}

w? . w3 k3
« {( _ ﬁc:) B — i) + 13}
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k3 ) .
= w}% {ﬂ[fo + ZT()JQ] + [Ig) + ZT()J??]}

why
k-k
which have been studied in detail elsewhere [R. Hakim and A. Mangeney

X {[Ig’ —itoJ3) + } (longitudinal modes),

(1971)]. In these equations, use was made of the notations

G = k1" + itk - u, (5.103)
= [ d' fto) (5104
== [ o) (5.105)
7= [ R fa). (5.106)

Note that the 79 factor in G is generally negligible since it would imply
plasma frequencies of the order of 1023 cycles/s. Also, the propagation of the
plasma waves was chosen to be along the third axis while these dispersion
relations were given in the rest frame of the plasma u = (1, 0).

Finally, the radiation terms lead, as expected, to a damping of the
plasma waves.

To conclude this subsection, let us briefly outline the extension of the
above kinetic equation to the case of the relativistic Landau equation
with radiation effects. It is then sufficient to evaluate the correlation
function go(k, p, p’) at order 1 in 79, while the order 0 was given by
[Yu. L. Klimontovich (1960b)]

202 (V]
o8 (hsp.9") ~ T e 00 . Vo (ko) (5.107)
and a similar expression with p and p’ exchanged. The first order in 7y turns
out to be

1 . 8m2e? 1
gé )(k;p,p/) ~ I e

P ol l[ak”] ko / ’

X B (P)pP P = —0(k ) fulk, p) fu(k, ) ). (5.108)
With these elements, the relativistic Landau equation including radiation
effects can easily be obtained and questions such as that of a Fokker—Planck

equation for a plasma with emission of radiation can be addressed [Yu. L.
Klimontovich (1960b)].
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5.7.3. Radiation effects for a relativistic plasma
in a magnetic field

A kinetic equation for such a system can be obtained once the substitution

FHv L Ry i (5.109)

ext

is performed in the equations of motion. Accordingly, one has

PO f (. p) + dme’*p, F*'N . f (z,p)
EeT|(
— g Vull (@, p) A" () {eFyaF*ps +p* pP0pFua}),  (5.110)

where the external field F!.; has been assumed to be homogeneous and
stationary. In order to evaluate the various terms of this equation through
an order-of-magnitude analysis, one must note that, in the presence of an
external magnetic field, one more dimensioned quantity now occurs, namely

the Larmor frequency

wp = §7 (5.111)
m
where B is the strength of the external magnetic field. Therefore, a large
number of scales of length and of time are available, giving rise to numerous
possible regimes (for practical purposes, there are almost an infinite number
of different regimes!). Typical lengths are

n-1/3

: average interparticle distance
e 'n=2(kpT)/?: Debye length
cwgl: wavelength of a plasma oscillation
unglz v, thermal velocity
etc.
Typical times are
wplwrt,n Y3 fur.

The various regimes are governed by the interplay of the various available
energies: mc?, kT, e?/ly and B23, where [y is one of the above lengths.

Note that the above considerations can be used as the basis of a rela-
tivistic magnetohydrodynamics of a radiating system.

18See F. Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1986).
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Finally, let us note that V.I. Berezhiani, R.D. Hazeltine and S.M.
Mahajan (2004), still starting from the Abraham-Lorentz—Dirac equations,
obtained the fluid equations of a relativistic magnetized plasma with radi-
ation reaction. They wrote the equations obeyed by the first few moments
and used a closure ansatz through a Jiittner-Synge local equilibrium dis-
tribution.

5.8. Statistics of Fields and Particles

As was mentioned at the beginning of this chapter, instead of treating
particle variables only, one might also deal with both fields and particle
data. This allows the use of a Hamiltonian theory, although at the expense
of manifest Lorentz invariance. In this section, we do not deal with this
Hamiltonian character and preserve the invariance properties of the theory
and only outline this possibility, the more so since only quantum statistics
fully account for both fields and particles, the latter being degrees of exci-
tation of the former. Furthermore, only the case of charged particles inter-
acting via an electromagnetic field is considered below since this is the only
case known in classical physics.

The starting point is, of course, the equation of motions for the particles

dpt' e
— = —F*"(x))py, 1=1,2,...,N, 112
o= @), i (5.112)
and for the electromagnetic field
i
0,5 (@) = e [ P Ra(a.p).
m (5.113)
O, FM (z) = 0.
The equations of motion then give rise to the generating equation of the
BBGKY hierarchy, which still reads

OR(z,p)

el (5.114)

e
p-OR(z,p) + —F"(z)p

m
Finally, the first equations of the hierarchy are written as

0
P Ofi(e,p) + g R p)EM (@) = 0,

8u<F“”(x)>/d4p%f1(x,p), (5115)

9, ("F™ (x)), = 0,
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while the second group is obtained from the generating (random) equations
by multiplying by either R(z’,p’) or F,, (') and reads

PR PR + o (Rl DR ) F™ () =0

O (R(z',p")F* (x)) = /d4P%<R($,p)R(x/,p')>, (5.116)

Oy (R(z',p")"F"" (x)) = 0,

p- O{R(z,p) PO (")) + S, 2

- a—w@(x,p)F”V(w)Fo‘ﬂ(x')) =0,

Q@) Pl = [ty (o) o0y, G

O, (*FH (z) F*P(2')) = 0.

One also obtains nonwritten equations after multiplication by *F*?(z’)
and averaging. These equations can, of course, be given alternative forms
by introducing f1, fa,... or correlation functions. As usual, this hier-
archy can be truncated with various assumptions, the simplest being the
Vlasov one

(Ra(z, p) F* () = f1(z, p)(F* (2)),

which yields the relativistic Vlasov equation with a few subtleties, which
we now discuss a little further.

First, a closer inspection of the generating equation of this BBGK hier-
archy indicates that the self-field of the particles is included in (F*(z)): the
random four-current occurring on the right hand side of Maxwell’s equa-
tions does contain the contribution of each particle of the system. This
means that when using the above Vlasov ansatz (i) one gives up the radi-
ation reaction terms and (ii) the mass appearing in the subsequent Vlasov
equation should be the finite physical mass, an implicit mass renormal-
ization being performed. Next, it should be clear, from these considerations,
that the mass occurring in the generating equations is the bare mass, which
must always be renormalized, at least implicitly.

Finally, it must be noted that the radiation reaction contributions in
the various equations of this hierarchy are not at all easy to separate
from interaction terms, for instance. To some extent this has been done
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by I. Prigogine and F. Henin (1962, 1963), starting from equivalent equa-
tions; this is, however, not quite simple.

As a first conclusion, one can assert that the field-plus-particle view-
point, in the nonquantum domain, is much more involved than the action-
at-a-distance one, for instance.



Chapter 6

Relativistic Stochastic Processes
and Related Questions

Besides their intrinsic interest, relativistic stochastic processes may be
involved in a series of semiphenomenological theories. For instance, they
permit the establishment of relativistic irreversible processes and hence rel-
ativistic Onsager relations. They also permit one to give a probabilistic
interpretation of various Fokker—Planck equations considered when one is
dealing with relativistic plasmas.

The problem of the relativistic Brownian motion has attracted much
attention not only because of its own interest, but also owing to the resem-
blance of ordinary quantum mechanics to such a stochastic process. Such
a formal similarity was noted long ago and was the object of many inves-
tigations.! Along this line of thought, it was thus quite natural to look for
a relativistic generalization of the ordinary Brownian motion. There exist
at least two main lines for achieving such a program: one is more mathe-
matical in essence, while the other is more physical. In the first case, it is
the stochastic process aspect which is generalized to relativity, while in the
second one, the physical problem of a heavy particle embedded in a thermal
substratum of light particles is dealt with in the relativistic context. The first
approach is interesting in itself but it often contains (physically) arbitrary
assumptions of a mathematical nature and leads to several indiscriminate
possibilities. The physical approach seems to be more natural and rests only
on the validity of the approximations performed to obtain the theory.

ISee, for instance, E. Nelson, Phys. Rev. 150, 1079 (1966); Dynamical Theories of the
Brownian Motion (Princeton University Press, 1967). U. Ben-Yaacov (1981) has made an
interesting attempt at the relativistic Brownian motion; J. Dunkel and P. Haenggi, Phys.
Rep. 471, 1 (2009) gives an important review of what was done recently on relativistic
Brownian motion.

128
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The main problem when one is dealing with stochastic processes, or
Brownian motion in relativity, is that space and time have to be con-
sidered on the same footing: time cannot play a particular role, unless
one encounters many difficulties in proving the Lorentz invariance of the
theory. Moreover, such a separation between space and time is definitely
outside of the essence of relativity. Finally, let us also add that a theory
in which space and time would a prior: be separated would be extremely
difficult to extend to general relativity. One could think of an indexation of
stochastic processes Ay, by spacelike three-surfaces, which would themselves
be partially ordered by causality:

Y1 < Yo & Yo is in the future of ;. (6.1)

Although this is not impossible, it appears more efficient to proceed in
another way, as can be seen below.
Also, the theory of stochastic quantization gives rise to such problems.

6.1. Stochastic Processes in Minkowski Space—Time

Let A(x) be a physical quantity defined as a tensor (or spinor) field on
Minkowski space-time. It is a random field whenever it depends on a mea-
surable (and measured) sample set 2. Whether one deals with relativity or
not, the random process A(z) can be apprehended and used in any physical
problem when its moments are given,? i.e.

(A(2)), (Az1) ® A(22)), ..., (A1) ® A(22) ® -+ ® A(n)),.... (6.2)

While this represents a stochastic process on space—time, it does not present
any supplementary difficulties and can be treated with the help of turbu-
lence methods,? for instance.

For example, when one is dealing with plasmas and radiation, another
possible treatment consists in dealing with the electromagnetic field by such
methods, as has briefly been outlined in Chap. 5.

2See e.g. R.L. Stratonovich, Topics in the Theory of Random Noise (Gordon and
Breach, New York, 1963).

3G.K. Batchelor, The Theory of Homogeneous Turbulence (Cambridge University
Press, 1982).
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6.1.1. Basic definitions

In Minkowski space-time, a stochastic process X*(w) will be characterized,
in a statistical sense, by the data of the currents

JH (1), JHH2 (g, 20), .oy JHF2 N (g @0y oo X )y (6.3)

normalized through

/dEquQ___unJuluQ”'”" (331,332, - ,l‘n)

= / d¥,,d¥,, ...dX, JHHE2bn (e ao, o x,) = 1,
X X X2y
(6.4)

where 31, %,, ..., %, are arbitrary spacelike three-surfaces. The probability
that X* is in the domain A; of X1, Ay of o, etc. is defined as

Prob{Al C E]_,AQ - 227...,An C En}

_/ d¥,,d¥,, ...dX,, JHHE2Ee (g 2o, L 1),
A1 CE1XA2CEa XX AR CEp

(6.5)

A more intrinsic definition could be given [R. Hakim (1968)] but is useless
for a practical purpose. The above definition reduces to the usual one when
one specializes the spacelike three-surfaces to three-planes ¢ = const; with
coordinates adapted to these latter surfaces, one has

July,z...un (5817 T, ... 7xn)dzﬂldzﬂ2 e dZMn
= JOO (g o )Py By ... dPTn, (6.6)
which shows that the zeroth components of the various currents play the

role of the usual probability densities.
These currents must be consistent in the following sense:

/ d¥,,d¥,, ... dX, JHH2En (g e, 2y)
1 XXXy
= JHEFR2 B (g 0 Tpio, ., Ty, (6.7)

for all n and ¢ with ¢ < n. Furthermore, they must not depend on the arbi-
trary surfaces X1, Yo, etc.; these latter conditions imply the conservation
relations

{OWJ’““Z“'““(:El,xg,...,xn) =0, (6.8)

forall/ <n=1,2,....
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6.1.2. Conditional currents

In view of the definition of Markovian processes in Minkowski space-time,
let us now define the current of transition probability as being
JH (o — x1) = J”(xo)JW(xo’xl),

def J)\(JZQ)JA(JZQ)

where the event x; is in the future of the event zg. J*(xy — z1) is thus
directly connected with the probability density that X, being in xq, will be
in z1, and this can easily be seen by specializing three-surfaces to three-
planes and looking at the zeroth components of the various currents. The
conditional current J*(xzy — 1) is normalized by

(6.9)

/ dZM(xl)J“(xo — .’I,'l) = 1, (610)
b
and this also implies the conservation relation
()" (w0 — 1) = 0. (6.11)
Conversely, given the currents J#(x1) and J*(xg — 1), one has
T (xo, 1) = JH(x0)JJY (k0 — 1), (6.12)

which may be found either from the probabilistic interpretation of the
various currents or from the definition of J*(zy — 1) considered in a
local coordinate system where J#(x1) reduces to its zeroth component.
The transition current J*(zro — x1) must also satisfy some causality
requirements, specific to relativity. For instance, velocities higher than the
speed of light should be forbidden and, accordingly, one should have

JH(xg — x1) =0,
for (x1 — x0)2 <0;

the transition four-current should thus vanish outside the null cone.

(6.13)

6.1.3. Markovian processes in space—time

We pursue our physicist approach of stochastic processes in Minkowski
space by looking at what could be a Markovian process. Such a process is
defined as usual except that we have to deal with currents rather than den-
sities. A Markovian process is thus completely characterized when the first
two currents, or the first and the transition currents, are given while
all other currents are expressed in terms of these currents. For instance,
JHA (2, w9, 23) is of the form

JHN @y, 20, 13) = JH(21)J" (21 — 22)J N (22 — x3), (6.14)
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where x3 is in the future of x, itself in the future of x;. Integrating this
equation over o and taking the consistency relation between currents, one
obtains

J“(xl — 1'3) = / dEV(Q)JV(x]_ — .%'Q)JM(LL'Q — .%'3)7 (615)
2

which is nothing but the relativistic Chapman—Kolmogorov equation. The
independence of this relation from the three-surface ¥ implies the conser-
vation equation

ay(g) (J”(xl — .%'Q)J“(l‘g — 1'3)) = 07 (6.16)
which reduces to
JY(x1 — 22)0y2) " (22 — 23) =0, (6.17)

after one uses the conservation relation obeyed by J¥. This relativistic
Chapman—FEnskog equation has already been given by J. Lopuszanski
(1953), though without proof. He has also shown that the Fokker—Planck
equation obtained from it reduces to this last conservation equation. This
absence of a second order Fokker—Planck equation shows that a theory of
relativistic Brownian motion cannot be erected on the assumption that such
a relativistic Markovian process may represent it.

Let us examine the consequence of the strict Lorentz—Poincaré
invariance on Markovian processes. For the first order four-current J#(z),
one has

Jh(z) = J*(0) = 0, (6.18)

since there is no four-vector in the theory. The second order current,
JH (21, 22), depends on the difference x1 — zo and so does the transition
four-current

JV(Jil — 332) = JU(Z‘Q — l‘l). (619)

From the continuity equation and the fact that the Lorentz—Poincaré
invariance requires that it should possess the form

JY (g —x1) = (xf — 2¥) f(71),
(g — 1) = (a5 —27)f(7) (6.20)
=z,
it follows that the function f(7) obeys
d
T—f(r)+4f(7) =0, (6.21)

dr
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whose solution is
const

1) = — (6.22)

Consequently, the transition four-current does not satisfy either the conti-

nuity equation (it is too singular on the light cone) or the causality require-
ments and hence there does not exist any relativistic causal Markovian
process obeying strictly the full Lorentz—Poincaré covariance.

Therefore, it seems a priori difficult to generalize the interesting results
of E. Nelson (1967) in a relativistic framework unless the causality require-
ments are relaxed. This is certainly possible, since quantum mechanics is
neither local nor causal (think that in its path integral formulation, sums
over all kinds of trajectories, including spacelike ones, are performed).

Let us now examine a few consequences of the existence of a macroscopic
four-vector, namely u*, and of Lorentz—Poincaré covariance. Then we have

JH(x) = J*(0) = nut, (6.23)
which needs a brief comment. Since n is a constant — because of space—
time homogeneity — this four-current cannot be normalize to unity; and
this corresponds to a uniform spatial probability density. The transition
four-current has the form

JV(ZL‘l — {L‘Q) = JV(.’IJQ - xl)
= J(z) =" fL + u"fa, (6.24)
where fi; and fo are functions of the available invariants, namely u - z,
A(u)-z-x and x-z. The “Fokker—Planck” equation written under the form

JY ()0, " (y) =0 (6.25)
yields
[#" f1(z) +u” f2(2)] O, [v" f1(y) + v fa(y)] = O, (6.26)
while the continuity equation gives rise to
Oy [2" f1(z) + u” fa(x)] = 0. (6.27)

6.2. Stochastic Processes in p Space

Elsewhere, a “geometrical” approach was given for stochastic processes
in 4 space [R. Hakim (1968)]; however, in this chapter we shall restrict
ourselves to a more intuitive way to deal with such problems, by using a
proper-time-dependent formalism which is equivalent to the “geometrical”
one, insofar as equivalent statistical assumptions are used.
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6.2.1. An overview

Let us consider a random point in p space, 24 = {z*,p,}. It may be
considered as being proper-time-dependent 24 (7) and thus as a “true”
stochastic process in u space. However, the proper time characterization
of the trajectory is only one among an infinity of other possible ones. Nev-
ertheless, it is useful owing to the physical meaning of 7 and also because
in the end it does not appear in the results. Therefore, we first extend
the methods used in the study of stochastic processes in Minkowski space—
time.

First, the probability that the state of a random process is in a domain
A of p space is defined by

Prob{(x,p) C A} = d¥y d*p P z", pt) (6.28)
ACEx P4

and is normalized as
/ ds, d'p PN a*,p") = 1, (6.20)
b

implying the following continuity equation in order to insure its indepen-
dence from the arbitrary spacelike three-surface ) :

WP}z, pt) = 0. (6.30)
Note that all this has also the form
Prob{(z,p) C A} = dxpPB(X), (6.31)
ACYx P4

where X = (x,p) and when {p} is on a mass shell different from that of
p?> —m? = 0, as is the case in Chap. 13. Therefore, the equation obeyed by
P is now

opPP =0, (6.32)
or, rather, in adapted coordinates,
O[F*(x,p)f]
w _
Ou(u!f) + o =0. (6.33)

More generally, the probability that the state of a random process is in a
domain A; of u space, and As, ..., A,, is defined by

Prob{(z1,p1) C A1; (x2,p2) C A2;...5 (Tn,pn) C An}

l=n

4 DD VIO VS T S
—/ dX¥y, d*pg P2t (o pls o ak pht),
A1 Ao X XA, CEX"™ (=1

(6.34)
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which is normalized through

l=n
/ [Ldss, dipe PYY2n (i phts ot pl) =1, (6.35)
3

Xn yx PX4n 1—1
which implies the continuity equations
On, Pz n (ght phts gt pt)y =0, £=1,2,...,n, (6.36)

which still express the conservation of probabilities.
The probability currents PMA2-An (2! ph's. ;28 ph), besides being
positive, must satisfy the consistency relations

/H dS,,, d*pe) Py (2l plts skt ph)
l=k+1

PP VINPY
= Pt (@, o Pl ) (6.37)
Finally, the stochastic process in p space is defined, in a statistical sense,

when the probability currents PA2-+An
An important remark is now in order concerning these probability cur-

(b, pl5. .2l pk) are all known.

rents. If one thinks of the stochastic process at hand as representing some
statistical system of massive point particles, then necessarily [see Chap. 5]
the various indices \;’s refer to p}’s, and one should have, for instance,

A1z, A TN % . — A1 A2 A IZEN T .
pzeAn (gl phts oo al ph) = prtpy? oot S (2l ph),

(6.38)

where fp,(af,pl;...;xk, pk) is a scalar function. However, it should be
borne in mind that the above equality is nothing but an assumption,
although natural. Note also that the element of integration in the four-
momentum-space, which we denoted generically by d*p, is generally — with
the same argument — equal to d®p/po. However, this is also an assumption,
since particles could well be “dressed” by the medium so as to satisfy
another relation than p? = m?, such as p? = [[(p) (see Chap. 13).

6.2.2. Markovian processes

Let us now restrict ourselves to the important case of Markovian pro-
cesses and, to this end, let us define the conditional probability density
that the process is in state {zf, ph} knowing that it was “before” in states
{a,pl's. . szt pit}. By “before,” is meant “according to the partial order
of Minkowski space—time.” The above sequence of states of the process is
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indeed partially ordered by the partial order of the z's:
o <ah <<k (6.39)

where the partial order < is defined as x{' < ) if and only if 5 is in the
future of x1, or

(x2 — 1) - (w2 — 1) >0,
2 (6.40)
(x5 —27) > 0.
The conditional density that a particle is in points («f,p/;...;2#, p") and
undergoes a transition to point (zf,pl) is
P (2, ps - s, phy g, pg )
Pf:\11>\2”')\" (xhy, plys ', Pl b ph) Paxyngonn (2, Pl oo e, pht)
P aeAn (i s an, ph) Py (@ P52, o) ’
(6.41)
obviously normalized by
/ dY, d*p P (ah pls. il pht ot pt) =1, (6.42)
Sx P4
and hence verifies the conservation relation
Do P (2 Y5 .. st ph Ja# pH) = 0. (6.43)

A relativistic Markov process is now defined as a stochastic process whose
conditional probability P® depends on the last state in which the process
was and not on the preceding ones, i.e. as

Py, pis -l ph ok, pi) = POl ply [2*, p) (6.44)
o <axh << ok <ok .

The Markov property then leads to the following forms for the P,’s:

A _
P A (gt phts Lk ph) = PR (b, plt) P (ah ple |k pl )

XPA"_Q (xﬁ,l,pﬁ,l |$Z72’pﬁ72) "'PAI (xg,pg |xllb7pllb) : (6'45)

Therefore, as usual, the relativistic Markovian process is completely deter-
mined by the data of both P and P. From now on, the notation

P (g, pf |2, p") = P ({zf,ph} — {a",p"}) (6.46)
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will be used, according to a current notation in physics. From the above
definitions, the Chapman—Kolmogorov equation can be written as

P ({afy,ph} — {a".p"}) = / s, d'py P” ({af,p5} — {25, 05})
Sx P4

x P*({ahy,ps} — {2, p"}), (6.47)

when p? = m?2. If this condition is not verified, then one has a different
normalization (see Chap. 13).
Note that if causality has to be satisfied, one must also have

P (et} — fatrp) = {70 o S (oay

When the assumption mentioned above is valid, one can write
{Pﬁ (a,p") = p* fo (a#,p*) | (6.49)

P ({af,ph} — {a#,p"}) = p"f ({2, 06} — {2, p"})

and the above Chapman—Kolmogorov equation can be rewritten as

Fatby = @) = [ a0 dpa o (af ) — (o)

< f({ah,ph} — {2, p"}). (6.50)
When p? = m? and for ¥ being a spacelike three-plane ¢ = const, this
equation is identical to the ordinary Chapman—Kolmogorov equation, and
the Fokker—Planck equation

1 02

)
PrOuf(e.p) = 5o (B 0)f(z.p)) + 55555

(D*(p)f(x,p)) =0 (6.51)

can be derived in the usual way.* In this last equation a stationary and
homogeneous process has been assumed so that we have been able to set

f(x,p) = f(0,po; x2 — x1,p1). (6.52)

6.2.3. An alternative approach

An alternative approach to the description of stochastic processes in u space
can be found if we think of a random mechanical system of point particles.
Let us designate by X4 the coordinates in p space:

XA = {a",p'}. (6.53)

4See R.L. Stratonovitch, loc. cit.
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The stochastic process X4 (1) is assumed, as usual, to be completely deter-
mined by the data of the distribution functions

Wo( X1, 1153 X, ), n=12..., (6.54)
normalized in p space through
l=n
/ H dpe W (X1, 71155 Xn,m) =1 forall (m,72,...,7,) (6.55)
=1
and satisfying the consistency relations
l=n
/ H dpe W (X1, 71155 X, ™) = We( X1, 15000 Xk, 1), k< n.
t=k+1
(6.56)

Note that dp is the volume element in the eight-dimensional p space.
The constancy of the total weight of these distributions implies the existence
of continuity equations of the general form

d%W" = %Wn+;pg~awn+;%(cgwn) =0, (6.57)
where CJ' can be an operator acting on W,. In fact, it cannot be given a
more specific form unless some statistical assumptions are provided. Such
a situation occurs not only in the relativistic context but also in the New-
tonian one.® An example is given below.

Note that notions connected with the proper time 7, such as station-
arity, have no direct physical meaning; however, from the W,’s one can
derive physical densities as in the case of relativistic statistical mechanics
[R. Hakim (1967b)] through

fn(xf,pf;...;xﬁ7pﬁ):/ dﬁ.../ AT Wy (X1, 71153 X, o) (6.58)
0 0

and normalized as

/H (dZM d peC”z)fn(xf,pf; Tk oph) =1, (6.59)

while the consistency relations between the W,,’s is accompanied by similar
conditions on the P,’s:

[T

d? De
<d2uz ——Che ) fa(al, o5 sat ph) = fu(al, plfs o).
{=k+1

(6.60)

5See e.g. R.L. Stratonovich, loc. cit.
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The fn(af,pl;...; 2k, pk)’s obey the continuity equation

9
{Zm-@ﬁWcé”}fn(x’f,p?;m;xﬁmﬁ) =0, (6.61)
¢ 4

which expresses the conservation of probabilities.

6.2.4. Markovian processes

Let us now restrict ourselves to the important case of Markovian pro-
cesses and, to this end, let us define the conditional probability density
that the process is in state {zf, ph} knowing that it was “before” in states
{1,005 2l )

This conditional density is defined by

P 1(1./1 pu.xu pll«.“..xu pu)
P!, phs. . coxk pt b ph) = i ANl ¥ o\ ERd SV o SRR R A7 51 6.62
( 1 pl n pn' 0 pO) Pn(ac‘f,p‘f;...;xﬁ,pﬁ) ( )
and verifies the conservation relation
0
[p -0+ a—pMC”] Pt pls . al ph z#, pt) = 0. (6.63)

A relativistic Markov process is now defined as a stochastic process whose
conditional probability P depends on the last state of the process and not
on the preceding ones, i.e. as

P, plfs ..l pht ot pt) = P(xh, pl |+, pH), (6.64)
A U .
The Markov property then leads to the distributions
Po (', pis sl phy) = Po(aly, phy) Py, ply |21, P 1)
X P(xﬁ—lapﬁ—l |$Z—27P¢L—2) = ~P($§ap§ |xiLapT) (6.65)

Therefore, as usual, the relativistic Markovian process is completely deter-
mined by the data of both P, and Ps.
The relativistic Chapman—Kolmogorov equation then reads

d3p
P(at, gl |, ) = / a5, TP om (P(alt, pt |2, p") P(a,p# 2, ),

Po
(6.66)
from which the relativistic Fokker—Planck equation can be derived:

p-OPy + 8;;“ {—B‘MPQ + %aipyD‘uVPQ} =0. (667)
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6.2.5. A simple illustration

Let us consider the problem of a particle embedded in a random force field.
It can be dealt with in two equivalent possible ways. Either we study the
random differential system

dzt(T)

m——=p"

. (6.63)
(1) _ p
dr ’

or we directly write, as in Chap. 1, the equivalent random Liouville equation
satisfied by

R(z,p;m) =8 [z — a(7)] 6% [p—p()], (6.69)
namely
0 9]

and next solve it. The former method is inspired by R.L. Stratonovich,®
while the latter is from R. Kubo.” The random force F is assumed to be
completely specified in a statistical sense when all the moments (assumed
to exist), (FQ F® -+ ® F), are known.

Let us now set

LO = _p'87
6.71
L,=F. ﬁ ( )
dp

With these notations, the above random Liouville equation can be
written as

9]
—R=—(Lo+ L1)R, 6.72
g (Lo + L1) (6.72)
and, in the interaction representation, reads
0
—R =—LR, (6.73)
ar

with

{éR = exp (—LoT) R, (6.74)

6R.L. Stratonovich, loc. cit.
"R. Kubo, J. Math. Phys. 4, 174 (1963).
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The random Liouville equation in interaction representation can be for-
mally integrated and yields

R = P exp (/0 dsL(s)) R(0)

=Pexp (/OT ds L(s)) (0),

where exp(...) designates symbolically the series

Pexp(/OTdsL ) Z/ dﬁ/ dry .. / dn,

x P [L(1)L(72) - - L(7n)] , (6.76)

with 7 < 7 <--- <7, and where P designates the chronological operator
that orders the 7;’s.

One generally wants to obtain an equation for Wj or W5, and hence for
f1 or fa. For W7 one finds that

% (R) = (% <eXp UOT dsL(s)D x <eXp UO dsL(s)} >_1 R, (6.77)

so that Wi obeys the equation

%Wl _ LW, & {exp (LoT) x % <e><p {/OT dsL(s)} >}

x <exp [/OT dsL(s)] >1 x exp (—Lor) Wi. (6.78)

The right hand side of this last equation can be explicitly written with the
use of the above definitions, equations and the moments of the four-force
Fr.

If one considers that F* is a term of order 1 in a supposedly small cou-

(6.75)

pling constant, then the various exponentials of operators involved in this
last equation provide an expansion into power series in this coupling con-
stant. This is useful in connection with the derivation of kinetic equations,
for instance, and in other problems.

To the first order in this coupling constant, this equation reads

0 Fr 0

—W; oWy + ——W.
o7 1+p- 1+ m Opt 1

= /0 ds K {exp (—[r — s]p- 9) x L1(s) x exp ([T — s]p - 0)}Wr,
(6.79)

where K{. ..} is the correlation function of the operator inside the brackets.
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6.3. Relativistic Brownian Motion

Many articles on the relativistic Brownian motion have been published;
unfortunately, none of them is fully satisfactory, either because they are
formal or mathematical generalizations, lacking any physical basis, or
because they contain some hidden drawback, or — more simply — because
they are not covariant under the Lorentz group.

The difficulties are of several kinds. First, even though relativistic
stochastic processes can be defined and studied in the covariant p space, it
is not clear whether the random process [X*(7), P*(7)] is still Markovian.
Furthermore, one also has to take account of the nonindependence of the
components of P*(7) owing to the mass shell constraint, while the time
coordinate X°(7) becomes a random function of the proper time. Secondly,
when one tries to write down a covariant Langevin equation, one encounters
similar difficulties. Such an equation should have the general form

%P“(T) + KM(P) = FM(r), (6.80)

where K is the friction four-force and F' is the random Gaussian force
supposed to take account of the other part of the shocks of the particles
within the medium on the massive Brownian particle. However, two kinds
of difficulties do occur when one is considering such an equation. The first
one deals with the specific form of the friction four-force; since the theory
contains two four-vectors only — namely P* and u”, the average four-
velocity of the medium — it has necessarily the general form

K"(P) = A(P)P" + B(P)u", (6.81)

where the dependence of A and B on P must occur through the only
possible invariant, P - u. Finally, the assumed® linearity of the relativistic
Langevin equation implies the general form

K"(P) = AP" + BP - uu” (6.82)

where A and B are now true constants, to be determined by physical con-
siderations. On the other hand, the above form of the friction force must
reduce to the ordinary one, or

K" — ppt (i=1,2,3), (6.83)

8This linearity is absolutely necessary; otherwise the usual manipulations on the
Langevin equation would hardly be possible.
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where [ is the usual friction coefficient. This implies immediately that K*#
has the form

K"(P) = BP" + 28P - uul. (6.84)

In order to obtain this last relation, use has been made of the nonrelativistic
limit of the zeroth component? of K:

K% — 23p°. (6.85)

However, one has to face another problem. In order for the mass shell
condition on P, i.e. P2 = m?, to be satisfied, the total force F+ K, acting on
the Brownian particle, must be orthogonal to P (in the sense of Minkowski
geometry), K*(P)P, — F*P, =0, or

Bm? +28(P-u)>=F - P. (6.86)

Accordingly, the four components of F' are not independent. Also, if F is
Gaussian this property is probably not satisfied by F°. Finally, the rela-
tivistic Langevin equation cannot be dealt with as simply as in the New-
tonian case.

Hence, it appears simpler to go back to the physical problem, namely
that of a heavy particle subject to the collisions of the light particles that
constitute the background medium, supposed to be in thermal equilibrium.
The random motion of the Brownian particle is described by its distribution
function f(x, p). It obeys a Boltzmann-like kinetic equation (Chap. 2) whose
collision term has the form

3. 43, 335

e =j [ S W )

x 8 (p+p" —p' = p) [fola,p) f(2.0") = fola,p)f (2, D)],
(6.87)

where fo(x,p) is the thermal (i.e. Jiittner-Synge) distribution function
representing the particles of the background medium. The fact that the
Brownian particle is much more massive than the background particles is
expressed by the fact that energy—momentum transfers are small compared
to the energy—moment of the background particles; or

lp—p'| < |pl. (6.88)

Expanding the above collision integral into powers of the energy—
momentum transfer and keeping as usual the first two terms, one arrives

9See P. Mazur, Physica, 25, 149 (1959).
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at the covariant Fokker-Planck equation for f(x,p):

2
POl (@) — 5 (B0 .) + 5 g (D) (0.1) = 0.
(6.89)

The Fokker—Planck coefficients B*(p) and DHY(p) can be evaluated
from the collision integral. Taking account of the tensors available in the
theory, the general form of the Fokker—Planck coefficients is given by

Bt(p) = Bi(p)p" + Ba2(p)u”,
Dr(p) = Di(p)n*” + D2(p)p*p" (6.90)
+D3(p)utu® + Dy(p)pHu?).
Also, they must be such that an H theorem is valid; in this case, it reads

0S*(z) > 0, wwz—@/ﬁwwmmuwm (6.91)

(kp: Boltzmann’s constant).
However, they must obey some general relations owing to the fact that
asymptotically — i.e. at infinity in a timelike direction — the Jiittner—
Synge equilibrium distribution must be a unique solution. The fact that
the Jiittner—Synge is an asymptotic solution renders the solution to these
equations easier to obtain. Asymptotically, one has
{B“ L9 p g pp g pi +D5;")}f0 —0, (6.92)
2 0p,

which does not present an interesting equation.

Finally, let us mention the so-called stochastic quantization of G. Parisi
and Y.S. Wu,' but it has only a formal resemblance to the usual Fokker—
Planck equation.

6.4. Random Gravitational Fields: An Open Problem

For a variety of physical reasons, a gravitational field g"*(z) on a space—
time manifold can often be considered as being random. For instance, the
energy-momentum tensor occurring on the right hand side of Einstein’s
equations,

1

R, (x) — §gw,(x)R(x) =8nGT,.(x), (6.93)

10G. Parisi and Y.S. Wu, Sci. Sinica 24, 483 (1981); among numerous other articles on
the subject, see also H. Nakazato and Y. Yamanaka, Phys. Rev. 34, 492 (1986).
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can be random because the particles and/or the field’s variables inside
T, (x) are themselves random. Another case, which can also occur when
T, (x) =0, is that of a gravitational field whose Cauchy data are random.

Like any other classical field, the gravitational field should resort to the
common methods in use in turbulence theory.!! In particular, it should be
fully characterized by the data of the quantities

(9o () 5 Gy (@) gy (&) (G (X) G () g (27)) 5, (6.94)

where the average values (...) are to be taken on the initial gravitational
field’s data. Unfortunately, no explicit expression of g,,(z) as functions
of these initial data can be explicitly calculated owing to the nonlinear
character of Einstein’s equations.

The random character of the metric tensor gives rise to a large variety
of complications and unsolved problems. Only a few are briefly reviewed
below:

(1) We first mention some new mathematical objects, the multitensors,
which were more or less studied by several authors when dealing with
propagators in general relativity.!? The simplest example is, of course,
(g (x)gpurr (2)), although there also exist biscalars like S(z, 2'). A partic-
ularly interesting process is the Gaussian one in which the various moments
of the metric tensor are such that

(Guawn (21)Gpuavs (T2) G (T))
= Z <§,u11/1 (xl)gﬂQl/Q (x2)><g#3vs(x3)g#4m ($4)>

permutations
of {1,2,..., n}

X X <gun711’n71(xnfl)gﬂnl’n(xn)>7 (6'95)

where we have set

G () = Gy (%) = (Gpur () - (6.96)

The Gaussian process is thus characterized by its average values and fluctu-
ations. In the case where the stochastic process can be considered as being

HSee e.g. G.K. Batchelor, loc. cit.

12 A. Lichnérowicz, Propagateurs et commutateurs en relativité générale [Publications
mathématiques de I'Institut des Hautes Etudes Scientifiques (Bures/Yvette, France),
No. 10 (1961)]. They were introduced by G. de Rham [ Variétés différentiables (Hermann,
Paris, (1955)] and used by physicists trying to quantize gravitation. A more recent work
is the one by N.G. Phillips and B.L. Hu, Noise kernel and stress—energy bitensor of
quantum fields in hot flat space and Gaussian approzimation in the optical Schwarzschild
metric [arXiv: gr-qc/0209056 v1 (2002)].
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Gaussian (or approximated by a Gaussian) and if the field correlations are
“small,” whatever this word means.

(2) The various physical quantities are generally tensors — say,
Viva...Vg . . . . .
Apn 4, — and in many instances it is necessary to raise or lower

some indices. However, doing so renders the new tensor random, as e.g.

V...V, o . viva...V, .
AVt oy, €ven though the original tensor Ay, "7 itself was not

random.

A natural, albeit nonunique, idea to circumvent this problem consists in
the systematic use of the average metric tensor (g,.(x)). Let us look a bit
closer at this problem and, to this end, let us split g,, () into an average
and a fluctuating part h,, (z),

{guu(ﬂﬁ) = (guv (2)) + By, (),
g (@) = (g™ (2)) + B (),
where, as usual, ||g..(z)| and ||g"”(x)|| are mutually inverse matrices:
gM(x)gA”(x) =0, (6.98)
This property of g, (x) and g"(z) yields'3
gun(@)g™ (@) gX(2)) = (gun(@)) (9™ (2)) + hyn ()R ()
+hy (@) (9 (@) + " (@) (gaw () (6.99)
= oY,
which after averaging leads to
(@)™ (@) = (ga(@) (@) + (Ba@F" @) 6 100

= 51/'
,,L’
this shows that, in general, one has not
(gur(@)) (g™ (x)) =aV. (6.101)
One could, however, try to impose this last condition; and this would
provide the following constraint on the metric fluctuations:

<ﬁu)\(x)ﬁ>\y(x)> —0. (6.102)

Of course, when the fluctuating part of the metric tensor is “small”'4 — and
this “smallness” should be specified more precisely — this last condition

(6.97)

3The fluctuating part h of the metric tensor has been under(over)lined in order to
emphasize that, for instance, one has E,“, = (gua>(gl,/g>ﬁaﬁ #h,,.
14This requires a particular discussion on the same type as the one given for Einstein’s

linearized equations [see e.g. S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology (Wiley, New York,
1972)].
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can be satisfied and the raising or lowering of indices with the average values
of the metric tensor is thus acceptable.

Accordingly, the usual manipulations of tensorial quantities must
involve the fluctuations of the metric tensor and require much care. On the
other hand, one could also decide a priori that the “real” metric tensor is
just (g (2)) = G (x) and thus raise indices with G*¥(z); this would be
a quite natural possibility and certainly the simplest. Note the relationship
between G (x) and (g"”(x)):

4

(9"(@)) = G*(2) = G (@) (lyn (@ (@) (6.103)

(3) Suppose now that we take the average value of Einstein’s equa-
tions. As a result of the above considerations on the average values of the
metric tensor, its average does not obey Einstein’s equations. Indeed, the
Christoffel symbols, which are implicitly present in the curvature tensor,
contain both g, (z) and ¢"”(z). One can then rewrite Einstein’s equations
in terms of the average metric tensor G, and another term, which, loosely
speaking, can be called “the energy—momentum tensor of the fluctuations.”
It should obviously be a rather involved expression, even though we only
are concerned with a Gaussian gravitational field.

(4) Tt should also be noted that a random metric might imply random
changes of the topology of the manifold under consideration. To be more
specific, let us consider a Friedmann—Lemaitre universe endowed with the
Robertson—-Walker metric

dx?
(1+ Lkr2)®
Suppose now that the curvature index is random and possesses some prob-
ability distribution

ds® = dt* — R*(t) (6.104)

p >0, fork =+1;
P(k){g>0, fork=0; withp+qg+r=1; (6.105)
r>0, fork=—1.

Then the metric tensor is itself random, both because of the explicit
presence of k in the Robertson—Walker metric and in its implicit depen-
dence on the scale factor R(t) via Friedmann’s equations. Suppose now that
the space—time manifold is in the state k = 1; then its spatial topology is
closed. However, there is a priori a nonvanishing probability that the metric
is in the state k = 0, where the spatial sections of the space—time manifold
can be either open or closed. It might thus be possible that the “system”



148 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

undergoes a transition in its spatial topology. The same conclusions can
be drawn if, for instance, the cosmological constant is itself random.'® Tt
should also be noted that it seems difficult from a physical point of view to
imagine how one can pass from a closed topology to an open one only via
local fluctuations of the metric and, perhaps, the topology of the manifold
under consideration (or of submanifolds) would just impose some restric-
tions on the stochastic nature of the metric.

6.4.1. A simple example

Let us now consider the example of a free particle embedded in a random
gravitational field; it obeys the following (random) equation of motion
(geodesic equation):

dp*

—— + T (z)p*p” =0, (6.106)
dr

which, in terms of the average metric tensor G, and the metric fluctua-
tions, can be rewritten equivalently as

dpt =
—— T Tap(@pp’ = Ffer, (6.107)
where ﬁgg (x) denotes the Christoffel symbols constructed from the average
metric tensor G, and F} ., is the apparent force occurring because of the
metric fluctuations; its explicit expression is obtained by replacing g, and

g" with their expressions in terms of G\, and hy,,, and is given by

1
—Fluer = 5pap” G [{0" o + 07, — b }

1 « v 14 v
+ 5h* {91, + 0" G, — 9,GM (6.108)

1
+ §pap”h""’ {0"hyp + Ou0*, — DhH },
and for a Gaussian random gravitational field (with (h) = 0), one gets

(Fiuet () = —%pap” (h {0 hyp + O, H*, — DphH, 1), (6.109)

which is the simplest form one is able to obtain, the more so since we used
h < g.

151f the cosmological constant X is interpreted as an energy density of the vacuum, then
it does actually fluctuate.
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6.4.2. The case of thermal equilibrium

To be more specific, this can be enlarged to an assembly of identical particles
whose initial data are supposed to be in thermal equilibrium and their
distribution is the Jiittner—Synge function

6eq

_ PMeq B o B
J(@.p) = 4rm2Ko(mp) exp [—Bgas(x)up”], (6.110)

which obeys the Liouville equation

0
p0f(@,p) + Tos(@p"p” 5 5 f (w.p) = 0, (6.111)
or
-0f(z )-i—{?“ (x)aﬁ_Fﬂ }if(:l: )=0 (6.112)
p P af3 pp fluct ap# ,P) = U. .

The four-current is

\/_/dpp D), (6.113)

and by taking into account the character of the decomposition of the metric
tensor as

v =Gy + (6.114)

and from the fact that h is “small,” one has

3 H
() = (/10 / ((;‘7;;“102” f(.p) (6.115)

plus a term of order h, which is exactly the same as the original term
once the average has been used taking account of the Gaussian character
of h. The energy—momentum tensors have thus the same form as in the
nonrandom case except that g,, = G, + hyw, and their averages are just
their expressions in the average gravitational field G, .

However, two problems have to be dealt with. The first one deals with
equilibrium itself. The implicit reasoning that leads to the Jiittner—Synge
function rests on the equivalence principle: thermal equilibrium is assumed
to hold in a locally Lorentzian frame of reference, and hence whatever the
metric fluctuations. This means that the mean free path of the particles
should be much smaller than the spatial scale on which the metric fluctu-
ations extend, and, of course, the same is true for the collision time and
the timescale of the fluctuations. This requires a particular analysis of the
physical case at hand.
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The second problem is concerned with the Jiittner-Synge distribution
itself. In spite of the fact that the main two observables (J,) and (T},.)
can be computed from the Jiittner-Synge function in the presence of the
average metric tensor G, this function is not a solution to the Liouville
equation since the Killing equation (see Chap. 4) with respect to the metric
G is not satisfied. Only the (random) Killing conditions

Vi (Bur) +V, (Bus) =0 (6.126)
are obeyed, but the average
Vo (Buv) + Y, (Bun) # 0, (6.127)

where the double-barred covariant derivatives are defined with respect to
the average metric tensor
VA, = 0,4, +T5 A (6.128)
and Su* does not, in general, represent a Killing four-vector.
Also these average observables cannot be found from (feq), which is
given by
<feq> = feq(Gm/) X exp [_6<h/w(x)haﬁ(x»uﬂuapypﬂ]7 (6.129)
in the case where the random metric tensor is Gaussian. Note that when the
fluctuations are “small” with respect to the average metric G, the equi-
librium distribution function is just the Jiittner—-Synge function in which
the replacement g, (z) — G, (x) is made.

6.4.3. Matter-induced fluctuations

The expression for the four-current equilibrium fluctuations calculated in
Chap. 1,
o XHrXY - X
dJH(X) = mfineq 5 €xp —mﬂuiu
ArKa(mB) (x - X)Y (x - x)Y
is still valid with the condition of making the change
N = v = G + hyuw,
Ihpw| < |Gl -
The observables’ fluctuations are thus (6J*”(xz,x’)), where the average is
taken over the random gravitational field
e XHXY
0JM(X) = § ”;{ﬁ” q -
Ko (mfB) (Gyy + hon) X7 XM)
(G + hy Ju" XV
((Gxp + hag) XX

), (6.130)

(6.131)

X exp (—mﬂ ) . (6.133)



Relativistic Stochastic Processes and Related Questions 151

Still separating the metric tensor into its average value and its fluctuating
part and retaining only the lowest order terms, one finds that

(8T = (6T )|, _g + hap B + -+ (6.134)

where B can easily be obtained. Note that in these expressions X* is an
involved expression of z and z’, and not of the difference between the coor-
dinates. Furthermore, the expression for §.J#”(X) is valid only for values of
2’ not very different from z.

Accordingly, and as expected, the metric fluctuations do induce matter
fluctuations: numerical four-current and energy—momentum tensor.

6.4.4. Random FEinstein equations

In this subsection, the treatment of random Einstein equations is only out-
lined, owing to the complexity of the results. Such a treatment is indeed
needed, in order to obtain an infinite set of equations for the moments
of the gravitational field. Of course, this set is much simplified when the
stochastic process is Gaussian, since only G, and hy,, are to be calculated;
the equations are nevertheless not quite simple.

It should first be noted that the Riemann curvature tensor R, ag is
constructed from the derivatives of the Christoffel symbols and from the
metric tensor, and thus contains generic terms of the general form

o' = gd{gg0g}

= 99990®)g + 999904, (6.135)

and from the decomposition
g=G+h; (6.136)

hence it has the generic form
R =R+ + hhhd®h + hhohoh, (6.137)

where the last term represents in a symbolic way the contribution of the
gravitational fluctuation to the curvature tensor. There is, however, one
particular case where these equations do simplify considerably; this occurs
whenever the random part of the gravitational field can be considered as
“small” with respect to its average part, with of course all the usual reser-
vations about the invariance of such “smallness” in coordinates’ changes.



Chapter 7

The Density Operator

In this chapter, the basis of relativistic quantum statistical mechanics is
presented: its basic tool — the density operator! — is briefly reviewed and,
as in the nonrelativistic case, it is given by

Pstat = Z |n)eon (n, an =1,w, >0, (7.1)

where the t,,’s are the statistical weights of the nth state, the {|n)}’s being
supposed to form a complete set. From the density operator p, one calculates
various quantities — such as Green’s functions, introduced into statistical
mechanics in 1959 by E.S. Fradkin, or Wigner functions on a “semiclassical”
phase space [E.P. Wigner (1932)] — from which the physics of the system
under study can be extracted. Average values are then obtained as

<A> pbtatA an n|A|n (72)

where A is a given observable. These relations are still valid in special
relativity, although some care is needed in their manipulation.

The density operator pstat obeys a “Liouville equation” derived from
the Tomonaga—Schwinger equation?; it reads [A.V. Prosorkevich and
S.A. Smolyanskii (1976)]

.6

Zﬁpsta‘c = [H, pstat]a (73)
where > is a spacelike three-surface. This approach, and some applications,
have been developed by the same authors in other articles (1976, 1978).

1In the subsequent chapters, the energy density is called p, as usual. Therefore, in order
to avoid some confusion with the density operator traditionally denoted by p, this latter
is called pstat-

28. Tomonaga, Prog. Theor. Phys. 1, 27 (1946).

152
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However, it is not very easy to handle and a simpler one is dealt with in
the subsequent sections.

7.1. The Density Operator for Thermal Equilibrium

In thermal equilibrium the density operator pgat possesses the general

form?

Peq = cONSt X exp (Z aiAi> , (7.4)

1

where A; are additive first integrals of the system and where «; are cor-
responding Lagrange multipliers. Whether in Newtonian physics or in rel-
ativity, there exist only seven time-independent such additive integrals:
energy, impulsion and kinetic momentum. To these constants of the motion
other additive observables must be added, such as the particle number
(i.e. the difference between the particle and antiparticle numbers), the
baryon number and the charge. As is usual in relativity, energy and
impulsion are treated on the same footing, while rotational symmetry will
not be dealt with. Therefore, the basic equilibrium density operator p.q has
the form

1
pea = — exp(=fuP" + BuN), (7.5)

where P! is the total four-energy—momentum of the system; N is the
particle number operator (or the charge operator, or the baryon number
operator, etc.), present when the number of particles is not constant and
(N) = const; 3, = Bu,, with* 3 = T1; and y is the chemical potential,
while Z is the partition function. It is obtained from the normalization of
the statistical operator as

Tr(pstat) = 1 (7.6)
or
Z = Trlexp(—B,P" + BuN)). (7.7)
P* is obtained from the energy-momentum tensor T"” of the system as
PH = / ax, T, (7.8)
b

3See e.g. K. Huang, Statistical Mechanics (Wiley, New York, (1963). Note that possibly
there are other additive operators to be taken into account, like the charge of the system,
or its total particle number.

4In what follows, a system of units where the Boltzmann constant kp is taken to be
unity; accordingly, temperatures are measured in energy units.
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where Y is an arbitrary spacelike three-surface, which can always be chosen
as being the spacelike three-plane ¢t = const, since T"" is conservative. This
energy-momentum tensor contains the contributions of all the fields and
their interactions — both quantum and possibly external — within the
system. Note also that when the system involves several particle species @
with conserved “charges,” one has to perform the following substitution in
the equilibrium density operator:

uN = piN;. (7.9)

Therefore, the grand canonical density operator is used in the context of
quantum field theory where particles are created and/or destroyed.

For later use, this chapter is mainly devoted to the free field case, either
fermionic or bosonic — a case first considered by A.E. Scheidegger® and
C.D. McKay (1951) and by A.O. Barut (1958), although the first study
of the relativistic and Fermi—Dirac distributions was made by F. Jiittner
(1928). The main thermodynamic properties are, however, briefly recalled
below.

7.1.1. Thermodynamic properties

In this subsection, the main thermodynamic relations occurring in the grand
canonical approach are given without proof and readers are referred to their
preferred textbooks.® They are consequences of the exponential form of the
statistical operator pstat and of the occurrence of the physical observables
therein in a linear way. They are provided in Table 7.1.

Let us now turn to the entropy; we have, successively,

S = —(10g putat) = —(—B.P" + BuN — log Z), (7.10)

or, more explicitly,

log Z
TS =—uN+U + 02 : (7.11)
from which we identify the free energy (Table 7.1) as
InZ
F=————: 7.12
3 (7.12)

5See also A.E. Scheidegger and R.V. Krotkov (1951); A.O. Barut (1958).
6See e.g. K. Huang, op.cit.; A. Isihara, Statistical Physics [Academic Press; New York
(1971)]; etc.
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Table 7.1
1 0lnZ
Particle number (charge, etc.) N=— OIn ‘
B Op B
InZ log Z
Internal energy U= — &‘ ol 9log ‘
B Inv B O g
1 0lnZ
Pressure P= = n ‘
B OV Ing
1 0lnZ
Chemical potential n=—= oms
B ON lgnyv
1 OlogZ
Particle number N=— Olog |
B Ou B8
InZ
Gibbs free energy F=— HT
Helmholtz free energy G=F+uN
Entropy S=InZ+4 U — BuN
ou ou

Heat capacities at constant volume, pressure Cy = — p= —
P P VT gy aT |7 p

The functional derivative of the entropy with respect to the “volume”” of
the system yields the entropy four-current S¥(z),

g v
§2y(x)s = SY(z), (7.13)
and since
0 0
—__—_ _pH — 2 _ = v = v
62’/@)]—7 T (z), 5Zl,(ac)N JY(x) = nequ”, (7.14)

we finally obtain
v _ nZ _ V] _
(@) = Bl (&) = (@] = 55"

The last term of this expression is the Helmholtz free energy four-current.
Multiplying both sides of this last equation by u”, we obtain

s(z) = Blo(x) — pneq(z)] + f () (7.16)

In Z. (7.15)

"The reader should be reminded that, in relativity, only local quantities have a real
meaning and that the notion of a finite volume can hardly acquire a specific invariant
definition. It is therefore preferable to use local quantities which are obtained by intro-
ducing into the various data some weight factors imitating the existence of a finite
volume, and hence the functional derivative is actually taken with respect to ¥ and this
arbitrary function.
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[f(z) is the free energy density], which, upon multiplication by an arbitrary
volume V', gives the usual thermodynamic expression:

U-TS—uN=F (7.17)

In terms of densities, the equation of state is obtained as

_ 1.2
pP= —Eneqaneq log Z(3, neq)s

. (7.18)
p= —neq% log Z(3, neq),

as a function of the invariant particle density neq; P is the pressure and p
the energy density.

It is thus necessary to evaluate the partition function in order to obtain
all physical relevant quantities, and this is done below for the case of the
simple ideal gas.

7.1.2. The partition function of the relativistic ideal gas

There is no difference between the relativistic and the Newtonian calcula-
tions of the partition function: the general structure of the two expressions
is similar except that the expression of the energy differs. Accordingly,
the calculation is quite general and does apply for slightly more general
systems than those composed of free particles, for instance to charged
systems embedded in magnetic fields. Thus, the usual calculations are
briefly repeated here. One begins with the definition of the partition
function and let {£} be the set of all quantum numbers that characterize
an energy states Ey,) of a generic particle in the system, and considers a
representation where the particle number N (or charge, baryon number,
etc.) is diagonal and has the eigenvalues {n}; one has

Z = Tr{exp(—B[H — uN])}
=Tr {eXp (—ﬁ [Z(H{E}E{é} - H”{é})D }
¢
=[] exp(=Blngey Erey — nngay)), (7.19)
n /¢

where nyy is the number of particles in the state {£}, with of course

n=>y ngy (7.20)
L
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and also
4

More explicitly, Z can be rewritten as

Z =" 1 exp{-Blngey (Egy — )]}

n niey
=Y ] (exp{-Bl(Egy — wI})" (7.22)
n niey
which is easily calculated for bosons [ng;y = 0,1,2,...] or fermions [ngy =

0,1] as

+> log{1+ exp[—B(E(y — u)]} (fermions),

log Z = ¢ 7.23
© — > log{1 — exp[~B(E( — n)]}  (bosons). (729
V4

It should be emphasized, once more, that these last expressions are valid
whatever the noninteracting system at hand and, in particular, for (free)
quasiparticles of whatever spectrum. They are also valid whether the system
is Newtonian or relativistic.

For free particles in the absence of external fields, one has

{6} =k, VZ /;ik?), (7.24)

so that
27r / —k# log(1 + exp{—B[E(k) — p]}) (fermions),
[log Z]* = ) o
T 2m)3 ] ko ——k"log(1 — exp{—p[E(k) — u]}) (bosons).

(7.25)

for the four-current® of the “quantity log Z.” In other words, in the rela-
tivistic case, one calculates densities rather than global quantities and the
various thermodynamic relations are intended to hold between densities or
four-currents.

A last remark: the fermions ‘log Z’ contains also a term where +p occurs
in the expression; this is due to the contribution of the antiparticles. If we

8In this expression, the division by k° makes the integration element invariant, while
the multiplication by k* shows the four-vector character of log Z, which thus appears as
a density.
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look at a complex scalar field, we should recover a similar term except for
the + signs.

7.1.3. The average occupation number

Let us now evaluate the average occupation number. It is given by

1
(af ar) = ETY{GZW exp[-B(H — uN)]}, (7.26)
and since
H=> afaB (7.27)
it turns out that
(a)fas) = B log Z. (7.28)
¢ BoE,

We are now in a position to calculate the average occupation number. Let
us consider the expression of (§/dFy)log Z, with E, = E(k), in order to be
more specific. It reads
_ldlogZ_+ 1 ) A3k
BOE(k)  (2m)30E(k) kb

_ 1 /d%’k,oéE(k’) exp{—B[EK)]}

k" log(1 — exp{—B[E(X) — u]})

@2m)? ) ky o SE(k) 1—exp{-B[E(K)— u]}
(7.29)
but, since (see App. C)
JE(X')
— L = Ok -K .
we have
16logZ 1
_ = , 7.31
5O ~ exp{BIE®R) —l} —1 3y
so that the average occupation number is
1
at(k)ak)) = . 7.32
o 09al)) = BB —ly —1 (732
Similarly, the average occupation number of the state £ reads
1 6 1
ngpy =————1logZ = . 7.33
t BE & exp[B(Ey — p)] — 1 (7.33)
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The case of fermions is quite similar and we obtain
1

Ny = .

O exp[B(Egy — )] + 1

(7.34)

7.2. Relativistic Bosons in Thermal Equilibrium

We first look for the properties of the ideal gas of free bosons obeying the
Lagrangian

1
= 5(0¢ - 0p —m?¢?) (7.35)
(where ¢ is real) and hence the equation of motion
Op +m?p = 0. (7.36)

Such a system admits the first integral

P”:/dZyT‘“’
b

= / dx, [8”@ <0 — M (%&p - 0p — mQ@Q)] (7.37)
b

as an additive constant of the motion and the conservation relation
0,T" = 0. (7.38)
As usual, the field ¢ is decomposed into creation and annihilation operators:
1
o(x) = @) / eI
Choosing® the arbitrary spacelike three-surface, involved in the definition

of P as being a three-plane ¢ = const, and in the local frame of reference
in which 8# = (3,0), the Hamiltonian P’ = H reads

{ak exp(+ik - ) + a; exp(—ik - x)}. (7.39)

L 1
H =35> wpalafgae +amaie] = v [a{i}a{k} + E] ,
(k) s,
(7.40)

where {k} indicates the set of those quantum numbers (i.e. the three-
momentum) that determine the state of the system whose energy is kg =
wiky with wpe = (k% +m?)Y/2. This Hamiltonian corresponds to a boson

9This can always be done without loss of generality, owing to the fact that the energy—
momentum tensor is conserved.
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field and the “vacuum” factor 1/2 can be absorbed into Z, so that it will
be omitted. Also, the operator “number of particles” is given by

N = Za?’k}a{k}, (7.41)
{k}

which is not conserved in the case of a real scalar field, since no conserved
four-current is available. Finally, the equilibrium density operator is of the
general form

1
Peq = E exXp (—5 Z w{k}a?k}a{k}> 5 (7.42)
{3}

which is formally identical to the usual one.'® This has the consequence
that the same calculations do apply in this case and that the statistical
distribution of the states {n} is still given by the ordinary Bose-Einstein
factor,

1
while the partition function reads'
log Z = = log{1 — exp[—Bw(k)]}
{k}
_ d ek,
-~ / St ol - el-gel), (4

where d is the degeneracy of the system.
For a free particle!? {n} = {k} and

winy = VkZ +m? (7.45)

so that, for such a free particle, the relativistic Bose-Einstein distribution
reads
d 1

Jealk) = (27m)3 exp(Bu - k) — 1’

(7.46)

10See e.g. K. Huang, op. cit.

1'We have omitted the [(8, u)-independent] zero-point energy since in this analysis it
plays no role in the thermodynamic properties of the system.

12 An example where the Bose-Einstein distribution is found with another set of quantum
numbers {n} can be found with the case of charged bosons embedded in an external
magnetic field [Ph. Adam and R. Hakim (1982)].
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where the four-momenta k* are connected through the mass shell relation
k? = m?2. It is “normalized” via
d d3k 1
Neq = Uad® = —= [ — Uk —————, 7.47
W=l = oo [ e ey 0
where J¢ is the particle four-current, a nonconserved quantity in this case.
In this relation, d is a degeneracy factor depending on the internal quantum
numbers (spin, etc.) and as usual, k° is the relativistic energy. From the
expression of the energy—momentum tensor
d_ [&Fk a5 1
(2m)3 | ko exp(fu-k)—1’

which has necessarily the perfect fluid form since u* and n** are the only

T =

(7.48)

available tensors, one obtains the energy density as
d A3k 1

= = T(Xﬁ o = — I k * 2 '4
and the pressure
1
P = P(Bm) = —gAaﬁ(u)Taf’
d d3k 1

= [ —Aup(u)k kK ——
3(2m)3 ) ko plu) exp(fu- k) —1
d d3k k2

= — (7.50)

32m)3 ) ko exp(Bu-k) —1°
These last two expressions then provide the equation of state of the ideal
Bose gas in a parametric form: p = p(8m), P = P(Sm). Note that, for the
photon field, the degeneracy is d = 2, and the equation of state is
1

P=_ 7.51
3P (7.51)

resulting from the elimination of the temperature in P and p.

7.2.1. The complex scalar field

The complex boson free field, whose Lagrangian and equations of motion are
1
L= =(0¢* 0p —m*p*p),
509" - 0y ¢ ) (7.52)
Oy +m2p =0,
possesses one more additive first integral, its total charge

—

Q= /EdE,, JY(x) = /EdE,, go*(x)§ 0" p(x), (7.53)
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since the four-current is conserved,

0,0"(0) =0, (3" (0) 5"(0) ) =0 (754)

as is easily shown from the Klein—-Gordon equation obeyed by ¢ and ¢*. It
follows that, in thermal equilibrium, the density operator reads

puse = 5 xp(—fu - P+ 5Q), (7.55)

where p is the chemical potential, and @ and P can be written in terms of
the creation/annihilation operators

1
plx)= [ak) exp(+ik - ) + b exp(—ik - z)],
27)3/2 \/— (k)
* ! @k ik b ik
7 @)= G \/T @y xP(—ik - ) + b exp(+ik - )],
(7.56)
as
pan = om0 (VR - Y
+{ Vit m? + u} oty | ) ,
so that the average occupation number is now
d sgn(u - k
Fealk) = e ) (757

@) explBlu-k— )] — 1’

Of course, one has
AGAD) =I&~{exp< 62 {Vie+m? — ) of o
(VT ] } (7.58)

and, more precisely,

3
_ﬁ/d CE pllog(1 — exp{—Blw(k) — 1))

+ log(1 — exp{—pBlw(k) + u})], (7.59)

[log Z]** =
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as written in a manifestly covariant form and where w(k) = |u - k|. The
various physical quantities are then given either through the use of the par-
tition function or from the expression of feq(k). Accordingly, one finds that

e d (PR
Neq = U S = W Kuak
1 1
g <e><p{ﬁ[w(k) —ul} =1 exp{Blw(k) + p]} — 1) ’ (7.60)

which connects the invariant number density neq to the chemical potential
u and the temperature 37 1; this relation thus normalizes the BoseEinstein
distribution. The pressure is obtained from the energy—momentum tensor

d d3k
T8 = (271-)3 Kkakﬁ
1 1
- (exp{ﬁ[w(k) - ,u]} —1 + exp{ﬂ[w(k) + M} — 1) (7.61)
as
3
F= —%Aag(u)T"‘ﬁ - _3(262)3 %Aaﬁ(u)kakﬁ

X ( 1 + ! )
exp{flw(k) —pl} =1 = exp{Blw(k) +pl} —1

d Bk, 1 1
~ 3(2n)8 /k—ok (exp{ﬂ[w(k) AT -1 (Ao +all - 1)

(7.62)
and the energy density is
d Bk
p= W/k—ouauf;ko‘kﬂ
. —
exp{fBlw(k) —pul} =1 exp{Blw(k) +p]} — 1

_d s o 1 1

= oy | <exp{mw<k> T =1 expl Bl + l} — 1) '
(7.63)

Note the minus sign in the expression of neq: it corresponds to the con-
tribution of the antiparticles. On the other hand, particles and antipar-
ticles contribute in a similar way to the pressure and the energy density of
the system; this explains the plus sign in front of the antiparticles’ Bose—
Einstein factor.
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The various thermodynamic quantities — in particular, the three adi-
abatic indices — have been expressed by P.T. Landsberg and J. Dunning-
Davies (1964) in terms of a number of integrals to be calculated numerically.

7.2.2. Charge fluctuations

The charge fluctuations of the free Bose gas is defined as

5Q* = (Q%) — (@), (7.64)

which can easily be calculated from the partition function since

0
Q)= eﬂ’la log Z,

(7.65)
2y _ 2 728_2
(@) =ep 6M210gZ
or
2
(6Q%) = e*p~? {6—1 og Z — (%logZ) } (7.66)
and one finds that
F F\?
5Q? = 5 58——@—”) %1; (7.67)

this is of course the same element as in Newtonian theory.

7.2.3. A few remarks on the calculation of various integrals

Let us add a few words about the numerical calculation of various integrals
that involve the Bose—Einstein factor. They are of the general form

- f(§)
160 = [ de ,
A A R TEAT ) (7.68)
with £ = E — m.
When f(€) is sufficiently regular (or even not too irregular!), such integrals
can be calculated via a Gauss—Laguerre method, i.e. as

o £(6)
18, ) = / e 2 Py
_ B f(€) exp(+€)
= / W) e~ (ot m] -1
N J (&) exp(+&r)
; opll& — (Pl — 1 (769
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where £, are the zeros of the Laguerre polynomial of order n and the con-
stants Ay are also connected with these polynomials and are found as well
in all computing programs.

Another simple remark, which is often useful, is that the Bose-Einstein
factor can be rewritten as

— coth (5) : (7.70)

exp(z) — 1 2

and that most computers have enormous precision in the calculation of a
number of functions, such as coth(x).

Finally, when the simple methods do not work, one is compelled to use
more sophisticated ones [see e.g. H.E. Haber and H.A. Weldon (1982a, b)].

7.2.4. Bose—FEinstein condensation

In this subsection, the usual'® path to Bose-Einstein condensation is
followed and it is first noted that the replacement

1 d Bk
v o | G (7 71)

used to calculate the partition function (and hence the Bose—Einstein dis-
tribution), is valid only when the lowest energy state, k = 0 and E(k) = m,
is not macroscopically occupied. When this is not the case, only the other
energy levels can be treated as in the above subsections (their distribution

T, T

crit

Fig. 7.1 The chemical potential as a function of the temperature. For the antipar-
ticles — they have not been considered here — one has to change p into —pu. One always
has m? < p2.

13See e.g. K. Huang (1963).
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function is, accordingly, the Bose-Einstein function) and the fundamental
level corresponding to k = 0 must be dealt with separately. Then the
noncondensed particles have density
d A3k 1
n = —— | —uyk® , 7.72

el = o | T M ety - 7
where the temperature has been considered to be low enough for the con-
tribution of the antiparticles to be neglected. The density of the condensed
particles, i.e. those that lie on the lowest energy level, is then given by

Tcond = Meq — Mnormal, (773)

and, as usual, the onset of the Bose-Einstein condensation phenomenon
occurs when the integrand in the expression of nyorma; diverges. This can
be seen by noting that, at fixed neq, when the temperature decreases the
chemical potential increases, and finally reaches its maximum value m, at
a critical temperature given by

n _ 4 /d?)—ku k<
normal — (271_)3 kO «@

" < 1 B 1 )
exp{Beritlw(k) —m]} =1 exp{Betlw(k) +m]} =1/
(7.74)

This relation provides the critical temperature T, for the occurrence of
condensation. In the ultrarelativistic limit, when Sm — 0, it is given by
[H.E. Haber and H.A. Weldon (1981)]

3l 1/2
Terit = q , 7.75
¢ ( dm ) ( )

in contrast with the earlier result,
" 1/3
Tepit = | — 7.76
' <8wd<(3)) (776)

[P.T. Landsberg and J. Dunning-Davies (1965)], where ((s) is the Riemann
function, because of the neglect of antiparticles in their calculation. The
above expression for Tg.; is to be compared with the nonrelativistic

Tt = — neg ) 7.77
w2 <d<<3/2>> ' )

value
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Below the critical temperature, the partition function can be written as

logZ = — (2i)3 [1 — exp(_ﬁm)]
d 3k
- (2n)p / mko log(1 — exp{-flw(k)]}), (7.78)

where the first term corresponds to the condensed particles for which k = 0.
It can also be written as

d A3k a
082 = 5 / S 10 = exp{=Ble00) — mINA (as(u)kk?)
+ log(1 — exp{—Blw()]})]. (7.79)

which, upon functional differentiation with respect to w(k), yields

d [0 (Ans(u)kek?) sgn(u - k)
feq(k) = (27T)3 { exp[ﬂ(m — u)] exp[ﬂ(u k- .U)] -1

where the contribution of the antiparticles and of the vacuum have been
re-established. In an interacting system both terms may contribute signif-
icantly to the final results [see e.g. H.E. Haber and H.A. Weldon (1982)].
This is the full distribution function of the bosons below the critical tem-
perature. We come back to a deeper view of Bose—Einstein condensation in
the next subsection.

} . (7.80)

7.2.5. Interactions

As an indication of the treatment of interactions we shall briefly consider
the example of a self-interacting complex scalar field, whose Lagrangian is

1 . AL
L= 5(0p"0p —m?*¢*) — (90" (7.81)

This system presents the following advantage over the similar one with only
a real scalar field [F. Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1991)]: it is still rela-
tively simple and, furthermore, it possesses a U(1) symmetry; moreover,
it sheds some light on the Bose—FEintein condensation of relativistic
gases.

Its free energy is thus

1
F =—-P+pju’ = gT“ﬁAag(u) + nuy, (7.82)
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where n is the invariant charge density. Using the above Lagrangian, one
obtains

F= % <%[8O‘<p*(9ﬁ<p + 9% 0%y
1 * * A *
—n*f {5(8@ dp —m*p ) — s <p)4}>

Z’ R
x Bap(u) + pgle™ 9"p)u”, (7.83)

where the brackets designate an average value calculated with the grand-
canonical density operator, and it is clear that, without any approximation
scheme, one cannot go very far (g is the absolute value of the charge of a
typical particle of the field).

Let us separate the fluctuating part ¢ of the field from its average value
o as

p=¢+0 (7.84)

and, rather than performing a perturbative expansion, the system will be

dealt with by using a Gaussian approximation'* for the interaction term®®:

*nl2) 2{p* 2,
(le™el®) = 2(¢7 ) (7.85)
(041) = (7 Ce ) = 0.
Thence the above free energy can be rewritten as
1/1 1 1
F=3 <5[8a¢*8% + %907 ¢"] — {§a¢*a¢ — 5mA (6" +0"0)

- %[2¢*¢<¢>*¢> + (0*0)?] + u%(qb* 5"¢>>u”}> Aas(u). (7.86)

Let us now examine a little further this last (approximate) expression for F.
The coefficient of 7*? constitutes an effective Lagrangian:

A
Lax = 306700 — Sm*(6°6 + 0"0) — 2 126°6(6°0) + (07 0))

Fut(s" 9 ). (7.87)

14The Gaussian approximation was introduced into quantum field theory by L.I. Schiff
[Phys. Rev. 130, 458 (1963)] and used subsequently by numerous authors [see F. Grassi
et al. (1991), for a bibliography].

I5R. Hakim, N. Verdon and H. Sivak, unpublished (1992).
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The constant terms quadratic and quartic in ¢ can be omitted from this
Lagrangian, and the corresponding effective Hamiltonian finally reads

1
(2m)3

Host = / & k{a™ (k)a(k)[werr (k) — 1] + bF (K)b(k) [werr (k) + 4},

(7.88)

where a vacuum term — irrelevant for what follows — has been omitted
and where

wer (k) = VM2 4+ k2, (7.89)
with
M? =m? + %<¢*¢>. (7.90)

Such an effective Hamiltonian represents the Hamiltonian of free quasipar-
ticles endowed with the effective mass M. This last equation constitutes,
in fact, an implicit equation for M since the term (¢*¢) is to be calculated
with the Bose-Einstein (M-dependent) function of these free quasiparticles,
and one finds that

M? =m?

+i 1/ 3k
12 (2m)3 ) VM2 + k2

1 1
. {exp[ﬂWM2 v ) S S 7T OV v e 1}’
(7.91)

which has to be solved together with the equation for u, i.e. the normal-
ization of feq(k). Also, the omitted vacuum term must be reinstated and
the resulting equation then contains an infinite term and should be renor-
malized [see F. Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1991) for details].

Let us now briefly examine the thermodynamics of the system. Since
the quasiparticles are free, its thermodynamic properties are those of free
bosons endowed with the effective mass M. There are, however, some differ-
ences to take into account. Apart from the renormalization of the equation
for M, the energy—momentum tensor must also be renormalized since it
contains an infinite vacuum term. Such a term cannot be omitted with the
usual normal product, as it is (7', n)-dependent. As important is the fact
that the whole thermodynamics of the system is entirely governed by the
equation for M. A last feature is that these properties a priori depend on
the average value o of the field .
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It remains for us to determine ¢ and this can be done by noting that the
free energy has to be a stable minimum, and this provides the conditions

dr 0
d - )
d2z0; (7.92)
P > 0.
The minimum condition yields
1
5( 2 _M*o =0, (7.93)

while the stability condition is obviously obeyed.

When there is no Bose-Einstein condensation, i.e. when p? < M?2, the
only possible solution is ¢ = 0. However, when a Bose—Einstein conden-
sation occurs in the system, i.e. when p? = M?, a coherent state o # 0
can develop. Note that this remark is valid for the free case as well. The
fact that a condensate develops for m? = M? gives rise to a spontaneously
broken symmetry'6 in the plane of the complex field ¢; o introduces a par-
ticular direction in the plane {Re¢,Im¢} and thus breaks the U(1) sym-
metry existing in the absence of Bose—Einstein condensate.

It remains for us, however, to determine the precise value of the con-
densate o. This can be done by looking at the charge within the condensate.
Since the charge density is given by

n= 5*1% log Z, (7.94)
it turns out that one has
d d3k
_ -1 2 2 /_ aka
n=_30 { mo* + —(27r)3 " U,

1 1
S Err e e ra e B
which provides o as a function of the total charge density and of the
density of noncondensed particles (and antiparticles). Note that we have
used p = m (for the free case, otherwise one would have p = M in the
above interacting case!”) but the case y = —m (resp. M) is quite similar.

16A. Casher and M. Revzden, Am. J. Phys. 35, 1154 (1967); J.M. Robinson and
S.L. Trubatch, Am. J. Phys. 39, 886 (1971); ibid. 39, 893 (1971); ibid. 39, 1190 (1971);
Y. Kano, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 36, 649 (1974); ibid. 37, 310 (1974). See also J. Kapusta
(1981).

171n this last case, o satisfies an implicit equation since the effective mass depends on o
itself.
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7.3. Free Fermions in Thermal Equilibrium

In all applications dealing with relativistic dense matter, the Fermi—Dirac
function plays a very important role with various different forms and has
thus been studied by many authors. Its first relativistic study was made
by F. Jittner (1928), while the first significant application was performed
by S. Chandrasekhar (1939), who realized that electrons in white dwarfs
were relativistic (1930), a fact that gave rise to the discovery of a limiting
mass for this kind of astrophysical objects, white dwarfs — the so-called
Chandrasekhar mass. Consequently, numerous studies were performed as
to the various integrals which come into play in the calculations involving
the relativistic Fermi—Dirac function, in particular treating of numerical
approximations in several physical regimes. Owing to the better perfor-
mances of modern computers and algorithms, many are now outdated, but
nevertheless they can be useful on some occasions. We mention the articles'®
by A.W. Guess (1966), R.F. Tooper (1969), P.P. Eggleton, J. Faulkner and
B.P. Flanner (1973), S.A. Bludman and K.A. van Ripper (1977), A. Wandel
and A. Yahill (1979), S.I. Blinnikov (1987), and B. Pichon (1989). On the
following, only elementary approximations are given (i) for temperature cor-
rections to the completely degenerate case and (ii) for the ultrarelativistic
nondegenerate regime.

In this section, only the noninteracting relativistic Fermi gas is studied.
For electrons, as they occur in white dwarfs, Coulombian corrections are of
the order of €2n'/3, to be compared to their Fermi energy ep; it appears
that, in white dwarfs, the Coulombian corrections constitute only a few
percent or the Fermi energy.

For fermions there exist the following differences: (i) both particles and
antiparticles are dealt with at the same time and (ii) the “charge” of the
system is conserved, not the particle number. The fermions are chosen to
be Dirac’s free fields obeying

{{ H} (7.96)
Y(x){iv- 0 +m} =0,
so that the equilibrium density operator can be written as
1
Peq = = exp(—plu - P — pQJ), (7.97)

Z

18Note that these articles often differ in their definition of energy whether they substract
the rest mass energy or not.
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with
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(7.98)

. (7.99)

The decomposition of the fields {t(x),1(z)} into creation/annihilation
operators, as

- Z / dgp{a(p7 S)U(p, S) eXp(—Zp . .’E)

£ d* (p, $)o(p. s) exp(+ip- )},

(7.100)
= Z/d3p{a+(p7S)ﬂ(p,S)exp(Hp-w)
+ d(p, 5)5(p, 5) exp(—ip- 2)},
with
a(p,s),at(p’,s)} = 65503 (p — p'),
{{ (p,s),a™(p',5")} = 056 (p — p) (7101
{d(p,s),d*(p',8")} = 6550 (p — P')

and the normalization for the spinors u(p, s) and v(p, )

Ip| +m
> ulpjup.s) =
§ (7.102)

lp| —
> v(p,s)o(p,s) = 2Ep

S

provides
Peq = —exp( 62 plafap + [Ep + pld d) (7.103)

which immediately leads to the particle and antiparticle occupation
numbers, in the same way as is the case for bosons:

1

’I’Lpart(p) = <agap> = exp(ﬁ[u p— 'u]) T 1, (7104)
nantipart(p) = <d;dp> = L (7105)

exp(Blu-p+p)) +17
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with
u-p=FEp=+p?+m3 (7.106)
Then one finds the expressions
ed d3p
Ja — R e
@) o’
1 1
X — , 7.107
(e =1~ w0
d d3p
pP=- —A, “p?
eyt | Aes O

1 1
X (exp[ﬁ(u-p— w)]+1 + exp[B(u-p+ p)] + 1) ,  (7.108)
d e
o (2ﬂ)3/ Po (u-p)

1 1
g (exp[ﬁ(u-p— 1 epBlupral+ 1) . (7.109)

In terms of n.q, P and p, these integrals can be rewritten as

d
Neq = ﬁ/dEE\/m

1 1
X (exp BE-—p]+1 exp[ﬁ(E T+ 1) ) (7.110)
Ny p—
. ) o (7.111)

) (exp[ﬂ(E -] +1 + exp[B(E + )] +1

p= %/dEE%/m
s

1 1
g (exp[ﬂ(E —p)]+1 * explB(E + )] + 1) . (1112)

Note that the density of states can be obtained by a simple change of
variables, |p| — F, since the integration element transforms as

d d’ d
W\/mcw (7.113)

(QTF) Po
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and is thus given by

o(B) = LB e, (7.114)

= o2

7.4. Thermodynamic Properties of the Relativistic
Ideal Fermi—Dirac Gas

The various possible regimes that govern the thermodynamic properties of
the Fermi gas are essentially linked to the values of the following parameters:

e ¢, the Fermi energy (or possibly the thermodynamic potentiall® p),

e T the thermal energy,

e ¢?n'/3 the Coulomb energy (when the system is an electromagnetic
plasma),

and they have to be compared to the rest mass energy m. For the system
to be relativistic, it is necessary that at least one of these parameters is
larger than or equal to m. However, the significance of the word “rela-
tivistic” varies according to which parameter is at stake. For instance, when
er > m this means that the system is extremely dense; when T > m, the
relativistic character of the system comes from its thermal agitation; finally,
when e2n!/? ~ m, the interaction energy is so high that pair creations are
important and one has to be careful with their treatment.

As to the interplay of the basic parameters, it is clear that when ep > T,
the system can be considered as being cold while it can be dealt with as a
noninteracting system whenever

ep > e2nt/? and/or T > e2nl/3,
Nevertheless, the ratio
e2nl/3
T
plays an important role in the onset of a possible crystallization (or melting)

of the system; for I' > 1, there is crystallization of the plasma,?® so as to
minimize the Coulomb energy.

9At T = 0, the chemical potential is called the “Fermi energy” (¢r), as in the nonrela-
tivistic case.

201t should be noted that the electron plasma is generally embedded in a neutralizing
positive background constituted by ions of charges Ze (Z should then be added to the
above formulae). Note also that the parameter I' and its signification are the same
whether the system is relativistic or not.
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7.4.1. Remarks on the numerical calculations
of various physical quantities

In the theory of white dwarfs and in many other applications, various data
are needed in a numerical manner. Many calculations have been made,
beginning with tables of the Fermi integrals or with more or less sophis-
ticated Fortran codes. For instance, A.W. Guess (1966) expressed most
quantities of interest in terms of the integrals

“+o0
1 / cosh(nf)df (7.115)

Qn(/fﬂmﬁ) = 5 oo exp(mﬂCOShe—ﬂ[m_u])+17

as

Neq = % [Q?)(:u) ﬁm) - Ql(,u7 ﬂm)L
p=3A[Qa(i, fm) — Q3(p, Bm) + Q1(k, Bm) — Qo(p, Bm)],
P = A[Qa(, Bm) — 4Q2 (1, Bm) + 3Qo(u, fm)],
S= %[wm{@(u, pm) — Qa(u, Bm)} — 6¢{Q3(p, Bm) — Q1(p, Bm)}],

d
153 4= Om—exp(Bp).

(7.116)
Then he proceeded to a Mellin transform of the @,,’s, particularly suitable
for their detailed study, obtaining thereby recursion relations and approx-
imations for various regimes. A similar method was used by R.F. Tooper
(1969), who improved Guess’ results. Finally, a large number of articles
dealing with particular regimes and improving the preceding results
appeared [G. Beaudet and M. Tassoul (1971); P.P. Eggleton, J. Faulkner
and B.P. Flannery (1973); S.R. Hore and N.E. Frankel (1975); S.A.
Bludman and K.A. van Riper (1977); B. Paczinski (1983); F.J. Fernandez
Velicia (1984); A.T. Service (1986); S.I. Blinnikov (1987)]. They have been
reviewed, compared and improved by B. Pichon (1989), to whom we refer.

7.4.2. The degenerate Fermzi gas

The completely degenerate case, T = 0K, can be obtained by taking the
limit 8 — oo in the preceding expressions. For an ideal gas composed of
relativistic fermions of mass m, the various energy levels are uniformly
occupied untill the Fermi level er is reached; the Fermi level is connected
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t4p)

Dirac ocean Fermi sea

-m +m g p°

Fig. 7.2 The completely degenerate relativistic Fermi-Dirac distribution exhibits both
the Fermi sea and the Dirac ocean.

with the Fermi momentum through the definition

pr =/ —m?2. (7.117)

The Fermi-Dirac distribution then appears as it is depicted in Fig. 7.2 and
reads

ﬁﬂmzé%@w

_ m2)

< {0(u-p)O(es —u-p) +0(—u-p)fu-p—m)}, (7.118)

where the first term represents the Fermi sea and the second refers to Dirac’s
ocean. In what follows, this “vacuum” term will be discarded although it
plays an important role in renormalization problems (see Chap. 9).

The particle density is then, as in the nonrelativistic case,

d
Neq = Wpi; (7.119)

or

62\ /3
”:<%J i (7.120)

whereas the energy density and the pressure assume a different form owing
to the different form of relativistic energy; they read
d d3p

p= W/p—O(U'P)QQ(Ef—U'P)

d PF
gz [ dplpt VT (r121)
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d

2
3, P —u-
3(2m)3 /dp /p2—|—m20(€F u-p

d PF p4
= — dlp| —. 7.122

w2 ), W (7122)
These integrals can be calculated explicitly and the equation of state can
be written in parametric form:

p dm” {x(1—|—2x2)\/1—|—x2—1n{x—|— 1—|—x2]},

P =

)

1672

dm? (2 4 3 5
P:MS? (14 z%) 3% —1|Vi+z —l—ln{x—i— 1+x} ,
_br

m

(7.123)

7.4.3. Thermal corrections: Sommerfeld expansion

In many physical problems the temperature is so low that only correc-
tions to the zero temperature Fermi—Dirac distribution are necessary. For
instance, in white dwarfs, the temperature of the electrons is of the order
of 108K, while the Fermi energy is of the order of a few MeV; this means
that (i) one should deal with relativistic electrons (their Fermi energy is
larger than their rest mass) and that (i) kT < €. A. Sommerfeld (1928)
gave an asymptotic expansion for these thermal corrections which is quite
useful.?!

When one is using the Fermi—Dirac function in practical problems, inte-
grals of the form

= / " dEfen(E)q(E) (7.124)

m

do appear, where ¢(E) is a given function?? supposed to have all desired

regularity properties. We also assume that the function g(E) possesses a
known integral:

E
Q(E) = / dE q(E). (7.125)

21Gee also S. Chandrasekhar, An Introduction to the Study of Stellar Structure
[University of Chicago Press, (1939); reprinted by Dover (1967)].
221t includes the density of states g(E).
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In the Sommerfeld expansion, one takes advantage of the fact that the
Fermi-Dirac function is almost steplike. Integrating the integral I by parts,
one finds that

= fEQRENE - [ B fm(®)- Q). (1120)

where the first term vanishes: for E = m, Q(m) = 0, by construction; and
for E — oo, frp(E) — 0. One finally has

I—- /de—me )-QE). (7.127)

m
Since frp(E) is almost a step function, its derivative is sharply peaked and
hence is almost a § function. When one expands the function Q(F) into a
series about F = u, the chemical potential, as

_y 1 dQ

(E—p)", (7.128)
one gets

_ N Lde .
I—_;a dE—nE_M/m dE—fFD( NE — ) (7.129)

or
— d " d"Q
_N 4 0 , 7.130
7;) 370 nl dET |, ( )
with
o 2" o0 22"
I, = dr——— — dr——. 7.131
/m xcosh(%x) /_Oo xcosh(%x) ( )

In the Sommerfeld expansion, the lower bound m is replaced by —oo because

of the peaked shape of the derivative of the Fermi-Dirac function; this

amounts to neglecting exponentially small terms. I,, can be evaluated more

precisely as

— n 2n\2n

{I2n = (=1)"(2 = 2°")7" Bap, (7.132)
Irpy1 =0,

where Bs,, are the Bernoulli numbers of order 2n. Finally, I turns out to be

0 d 67271 d2nQ
=) —(—1)"(2—2%")7*"B,, . 1
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The first few Bernoulli numbers are

1 1 1 1
Bo=1 B =—-=- Bs=-. Bj=——. B = —
0= 5 =1 2 TET e YT T30 0T 4
Be= L By=2>
87 7300 107 66

The integral I thus appears to be a formal expansion in powers of (kgT)" =
(B~™; but, as in the nonrelativistic case, this is a bit fallacious since the
chemical potential does depend on T itself. It is therefore necessary to
evaluate first the 1" dependence of p.

7.4.4. Corrections for various thermodynamic quantities

Let us now evaluate some thermal corrections for the main thermodynamic
quantities by using the Sommerfeld expansion method.

Chemical potential. The chemical potential is obtained via the normal-
ization of the Fermi—Dirac function

d 1
Neq = ﬁ/d.E‘.E\/.EQ—’n’L2

exp[B(E — p)] +1

— i/ dEEE? —m?
0

272

+ +O(T*).

22
(1 — er)erpr + diE (E\/EQ - m2>

6

E=p
(7.134)

The first term is the zeroth order expression on n.q and hence the term
between the brackets is essentially vanishing, so that finally one obtains

T2 1 d
— 1—- —— - E2_ 2 OT4
M €F{ 6 cr crpr dE( m)E_EF}—F (%)
7r2T2< a%)}
—epdl——"(1+ L) +00. 7.135
Hi-T (1+5) oy (7.135)

Energy density. One has

4(E) = %E%/ﬁﬁ —m? (7.136)

and therefore the energy density turns out to be

2
p(T) = p(T =0) + 202 ByT?e2pp + - = %T26Fpp +0(T*). (7.137)
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Pressure. In this case the function ¢(FE) is given by

d o 2\3/2
U(E) = e (E° —m7) 2, (7.138)
so that one obtains
P(T)=P(T =0) + L g i(E2 —m?)3/? +O0(T").  (7.139)
3672 dE Heep ' '
The quantities which appear in the above formulae, i.e. p(t = 0) and

P(T = 0), were calculated previously.

Other quantities can also be obtained, such as the (volume or pressure)
heat capacity.

The heat capacity (per unit volume and particle) at constant volume of
the degenerate electron gas plays an important role in many astrophysical
situations, such as the cooling of white dwarfs. It is given by

Ip(neq, T 2dr?
CVZ p(a; ) = ;TEFPF, (7.140)

Neq

which is obtained from the above approximate expression for the energy
density. As in the nonrelativistic case, Cy tends to zero when T — 0, and
hence the third law of thermodynamics is still obeyed.

This free electron gas model has been corrected by taking into account
both the electron exchange and its interaction energies to order O(e? log e?)
[T. Hamada and Y. Nakamura (1966)]. In Chap. 14, a more general
expression is given for Cy .

7.4.5. High temperature expansion (nondegenerate)

The high temperature corrections may be obtained from the remark that
they correspond to small s, namely when fm < 1. Consequently, it is
sufficient to use the following expansion of the Fermi—Dirac factor whenever
it occurs in the various integrals:

1 _exp[=B(/p* +m? — )]
exp[B(Ep —p)] +1 14 exp[-B(v/p? + m2 — )
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For instance, the fermions’ density is

noo__d &p 1
Pt = 0m3 ) po L explBlu-p— )] + 1

- St e o ()

2w

%25 Z 1) exp(Brp) Ko (Bmr), (7.142)

where K5 is still a Kelvin function of order 2. For large r’s, the Kelvin
function K» (see App. A) is such that

T
28mr

so that the above series converges since u? < m?2.

1/2
Ks(Bmr) = < ) exp(—pmr), (7.143)

7.5. White Dwarfs: The Degenerate Electron Gas

White dwarf stars have a long and interesting story, beginning about
150 years ago, when F.W. Bessel discovered that Sirius seemed to orbit
around a fixed point in the sky. He then assumed that in this fixed point
was a star, invisible at this time: Sirius B. Owing to its weak luminosity,
this star was detected only in 1862 by A.-G. Clark. The period of this binary
system was of the order of 50 years and this allowed, in 1910, determination
of the mass of the two components A and B as

My ~ 2.3 Msyn, Mp =~ 1.0 Mgy,
{Ms,m ~1.98 x 1033 g,
while the luminosities were
La~40Lsun, Lp~3x 1073 Lyyn,
{LSun ~ 3.9 x 1033 erg/s,

which did not present anything special except the disproportion between
the luminosity ratio (: 10%) and the mass ratio (: 2). In 1915, J.C. Adams
measured the surface temperature of Sirius B (: 8000 K), which is much
more important than that of the Sun (: 5800 K) and moreover much more
important than what might be expected (: 1300 K) from the star luminosity
and Stefan’s law.
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The problems and questions then began at this stage. The radius Rp
of Sirius B can indeed be estimated from the luminosity of the star and
Stefan’s law,

Lg = 4noT?

(the energy emitted by the white dwarf being o« R?Lp), where o is the
Stefan—Boltzmann constant,
—ﬁ—’é7x10’5 x (cm? x s x K4)7*
o= 5he) ~ erg X (cm” x s ,
and one finds that

RB ~ 0.26 RSuna
Rgun ~ 6.96 x 1019 cm.

These figures led A. Eddington (1922) to say that Sirius B possesses an
“absurd” density, of the order of 10°g/cm3. Later, other measures led to
higher surface temperatures (e.g. 32000K) and hence to still smaller radii
and, consequently, to still more “absurd” densities. The smallness of the
radii of white dwarfs was confirmed in 1925 by J.C. Adams, who used the
recently confirmed general relativity. This theory predicts a redshift of light
rays of the order

AN M

DU G ek (7.144)
which was indeed measured and confirmed the smallness of Sirius B’s
radius.?3

Sirius B thus appeared as a compact (i.e. massive, small and dense)
object and the question raised by this fact was: What kind of physical
phenomenon would be able to provide a sufficient pressure (P ~ 10° dyn)
to balance the gravity of the star (1.0Msgy,y) so as to maintain the star in
hydrostatic equilibrium.?*

After the discovery in 1925 of the exclusion principle (W. Pauli) and of
the subsequent Fermi-Dirac statistics (1926), R. Fowler realized that the
pressure necessary for maintaining the white dwarf hydrostatic equilibrium
was simply the pressure occurring between electrons obeying the exclusion
principle.

23Similar measures have been performed for numerous other white dwarfs; see e.g. J.L.
Greenstein, J.B. Okes and H.L. Shipman, Astrophys. J. 169, 563 (1971).

24In the Sun, the pressure is only 10'* dyn for a mass density of the order of that of
water.
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A few years later, E.C. Stoner (1929) and W. Anderson (1930) remarked
that, for sufficiently high densities (> 10°g/cm®), the electrons were rela-
tivistic and hence the expression of their energy had to be changed in
the Fermi-Dirac statistics [F. Jittner (1928)]. This was done in 1934 by
S. Chandrasekhar, who integrated numerically the equations of hydrostatic
equilibrium with the first relativistic equation of state (Fermi-Dirac). He
showed that beyond a certain limiting mass — the Chandrasekhar mass?® —
it was impossible to find any white dwarf in hydrostatic equilibrium.

After these beginnings of white dwarfs’ history, these stars became a
field of intensive theoretical and observational studies. In particular, their
internal relativistic electron plasma was the object of important researches.

The original models of white dwarfs start from the usual hydrostatic
equations for Newtonian equilibrium:

M () = 4mro(r),
) y (7.145)
2Py = -6 ),

where M(r) is the mass contained in a sphere of radius r, centered at the
origin of the star, supposed to possess the spherical symmetry; P(r) is the
pressure at distance r from the center; and G is the gravitational constant.
To this system, one must also add the boundary conditions

M(O) =0, P(R) =0, p(O) = Pc;

R (7.146)
M:/ 4reridr p(r).
0

The last condition defines the mass of the star, while the first one,
i.e. P(R) = 0, specifies its radius; p., the central density, is a free parameter
that specifies the star. It remains for one also to specify the equation of state
obeyed by matter in the star.

And they show that the star is in hydrostatic equilibrium only below
a critical mass, the Chandrasekhar limit, which corresponds to a critical
number of nucleons N, given by

Z\?
Ny a5.5x10°7 (=
5.5 % 10 (A>,

where the numerical factor comes from the various constants occurring in
E(R) (r is the number of electron and A is the number of nucleons of a

25In the simplest case, this mass is of the order of 1.44 Mgyp.
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typical star). It is obtained by taking the limit R — 0 of E(R.) and gives
rise to a total mass of the star of 1.44 Mgyn, for a He* composition. For
other chemical compositions the Chandrasekhar limit is of course lower.
Another fact that tends to diminish this critical mass is the § capture of
electrons in the star

e+ P — N+v,

which is easy to understand: since this process reduces the number of elec-
trons participating in the Fermi pressure, the star can sustain less mass.
In Fig. 7.3, a plot of the radius versus the mass of a typical white dwarf
has been given, with and without the effect of the neutronization process
after T. Hamada and E. Salpeter (1961). Of course, this process tends to
be important at high densities.

The above model is actually extremely simple and we have to mention
several possible corrections to be made; in particular, the effects of tem-
perature and of electrostatic interactions have to be examined. Also, two
important physical effects in connection with the cooling of the star and the
screening of ions are to be considered: they deal with the evaluation of the

100 R/Rgyp
L He \\
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Fig. 7.3 The typical radius-mass curve of white dwarfs (a) without 3 capture (dashed
line: Chandrasekhar curve) and (b) with neutronization for several compositions of the
star (He, Mg, C, Fe) [after T. Hamada and E. Salpeter (1961)].
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specific heat (at constant volume) of matter and the so-called pycnonuclear
reactions.

7.5.1. Cooling of white dwarfs

The state of matter within the star depends on the various scales of energies
within the system:

Fermi energy:ep

Thermal energy: T’
Electrostatic interaction energy: e?/(r) ~ e?n!/3

and its cooling properties do depend strongly on the state of matter within
the star. The luminosity — an important observable property — depends
on the cooling of white dwarfs.

One of the most important physical aspects of white dwarfs is their
luminosity, essentially because of the fact that — up to some physical
assumptions — it leads to the age of the stars; and the question of their
energy source’® has been resolved by Mestel (1962). He showed that a sat-
isfactory interpretation could be obtained by the assumption that the heat
gathered in the core of the star could be filtered slowly through the nonde-
generate envelope.

Let us briefly examine this point. The luminosity of the star is given by

R
oS
L= 471'/ drr?p(r) [Enuel - T—} , (7.147)
0 ot

where ey is the rate of energy produced by nuclear reactions (by second
and by mass unit) and S is the entropy of the stellar material by unit of
mass. Let us take a glance at the integrand of the latter integral; the last
term can be put in the form
0S| T  9Sop

ar|, ot op ot

~c, o
— Vat,

798 _

= - (7.148)

where Cy is the specific heat at constant volume of the stellar material,
and the last term has been neglected since the freezing of the star induces
generally very small gravitational contraction.

26See, e.g. H.M. van Horn, Cooling of White Dwarfs, IAU Symposium No. 42, ed.
W.J. Luyten (Reidel, Dordrecht, 1971).
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The term e,y will be neglected for other reasons (secular instability,
ete.).

From the degeneracy of the electrons in the core of the white dwarf, one
finds that their thermal conductivity is rather high. This can be realized
by noting that the thermal conductivity A can be estimated by

A =~ const X £ X ne X £ X p—F, (7.149)
EFr m
with
I~ (7.150)
Njons

where / is the average free path for collision ions—electrons and where o,
the effective cross-section of collision electrons—ions, can roughly be illus-

trated as
Ze2\?
o~ <_e) . (7.151)
EF

It follows that the average free path of the electrons effectively diffused is
larger than that of nondegenerated electrons — the electrons whose energies
are in the neighborhood of the Fermi energy; the diffusion of the others is
inhibited by the Pauli principle. Consequently, the thermal conductivity is
higher for the electrons close to the Fermi energy. Therefore, the core of
the star can be considered as isothermal, at least roughly.

Finally, the relation which gives rise to the luminosity reduces to

T,
L~ —CVMdd—tc, (7.152)

where T is the temperature of the isothermal core.

Of course, the main problem is now to evaluate Cy, and one can roughly
neglect the electron contribution since it contributes as T¢/ep. For low
density and hot white dwarfs, such an approximation would not be com-
pletely correct; the thermal capacity of the electrons has then a substantial
contribution.

In fact, we should have

M
T~ Cv—Te, (7.153)

which, once included in radiative equilibrium, contains both observational
data (L, M) and Cy, whose result does depend on the precise state of
matter within the star.
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7.5.2. Pycnonuclear reactions

In the presence of electrons and for high-enough densities, the heavy pos-
itively charged ions are screened and hence thermonuclear reactions will
occur provided that the Coulomb barrier is lowered enough. Thus, beyond
a critical temperature, which depends on the nature of the nucleus under
study, some thermonuclear reactions can occur. In fact, inside white dwarfs,
when the density is high enough, the electric field is screened, in particular
by the electrons. It follows that, even at zero temperature, nuclear reactions
can occur; such reactions are called pycnonuclear reactions.

Here are a few densities for the onset of some nuclear reactions to occur
between elements:

H Het Cl2

5-10*g/cm3®  8-10%g/cm3®  6-10° g/m?

The first figure shows that an average white dwarf cannot contain hydrogen
in its interior since it has already been burnt out. Let us also note that all
these critical densities are lower than the one calculated for the 8 capture:
pycnonuclear reactions are produced before neutronization.

7.6. Functional Representation of the Partition Function

Although we do not use functional methods?” in the following chapters,
it is impossible to ignore the functional representation of the partition
function for thermal equilibrium, especially owing to its general use and
its necessity when one is dealing with gauge theories. Accordingly, a few
simple elements?® are now given still in the relativistic case and, in this sub-
section, only the case of a photon gas is dealt with. Furthermore, we shall
not enter into the various subtleties and shall remain at a purely formal

27 Apart from the references below, see .M. Gelfand and A.M. Yaglom, J. Math. Phys.
1, 48 (1960).

28Gee the excellent book by R.P. Feynman, Statistical Mechanics: A Set of Lec-
tures (Benjamin, New York, 1972). See also R.P. Feynman and A.R. Hibbs, Quantum
Mechanics and Path Integrals (McGraw-Hill, New York, 1965); J. Kapusta, Finite Tem-
perature Field Theory (Cambridge University Press, 1989); M. LeBellac, Thermal Field
Theory (Cambridge University Press, 2000); Ch. G. van Weert, Statistical Field Theory:
An Introduction to Real- and Imaginary-Time Thermal Field Theory (lecture notes,
Amsterdam, 2001); E. Alvarez, Relativistic Many-Body Physics (1984).
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level. For more details see J. Kapusta (1989) and M. Le Bellac (2000). In a
first reading this subsection can therefore be omitted and it is useful only
when one is dealing with gauge invariance, where a number of techniques
should be admitted.

7.6.1. The partition function for gauge particles (photons)

When one is dealing with the electromagnetic field, one has to face the
problem of gauge invariance of the physical results obtained from calcu-
lations and approximations. The electromagnetic field F*”  expressed in
terms of the electromagnetic four-potential A* as

FrY(x) = oF AY () — 0" AM(x), (7.154)
is obviously invariant under the gauge transformations
At (x) — AP (x) — O*A(x). (7.155)

Such an invariance must be obeyed by all physical quantities, including the
density operator. On the other hand, the photon possesses two degrees of
freedom — its two degrees of polarization — and hence can be described
by the electromagnetic four-potential A*(z) only if there are imposed two
conditions that suppress two of its four degrees of freedom. A well-known
example is the Coulomb — or radiation — gauge conditions, which written
in a manifestly covariant way read

{uuA”(ac) =0,

(7.156)
Al (u)0,AY (z) =0,

where u*, in the case where matter is present, is the average four-velocity
of the system under consideration. Such gauge conditions that leave only
two transverse degrees of freedom for the electromagnetic field are generally
called physical gauges. The Coulomb gauge breaks the Lorentz invariance
since it a priori involves a timelike four-vector, u*. There exist, however,
covariant gauges like

OuA*(z) = x(z) or A*(x)A,(z) = const,etc. (7.157)

The first one, the Lorentz gauge, is among the most popular ones, while
it would be quite awkward to use the second one, which is nonlinear and
implies the manipulation of ghosts.?”

29C. Nash, Relativistic Quantum Fields (Academic, New York, 1978).
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A connected problem is the question of solving the equation obeyed
by A*,

OA"(z) — 9%(9, A¥ (z)) = J* (), (7.158)

which results from Maxwell’s equations. In Fourier space, it can indeed be
rewritten as

AL (K)A (k) = —J*(k), (7.159)

and it cannot be solved for A* since A, (k) is a projector, except of course if
one imposes some gauge condition and this amounts to solving the equation
in the three-space orthogonal to k#. With the Lorentz gauge x(x) = 0, the
equations obeyed by A* read

OA"(z) = J*(z) (7.160)

and can be solved in a straightforward way. Note that the Lorentz gauge
imposes the condition (JA = 0 on the gauge functions and, furthermore, still
lets the electromagnetic field be endowed with three degrees of freedom, and
we have to resort to other arguments to completely fix the gauge.

7.6.2. The photons’ partition function

From conventional methods explained at the beginning of this chapter, the
partition function of the blackbody radiation is easily found to be

3
logZ =2 / % {—%&u(k) —log(1 — exp[—ﬁw(k)])} ) (7.161)

and a wrong result would be obtained. This is due to the fact that the
functional integral used in the calculation, even though gauge-invariant,

also involves an integration over the nonphysical degrees of freedom of the
field A*:

Z:/D{A"}exp [—/05 d4x£E(A,8A)]. (7.162)

A possible way out of this difficulty is to introduce in this ill-defined integral
a constant factor, which does not break its invariance properties and allows
the reduction of the unwanted degrees of freedom of A*. This can be done
by inserting the factor

A
(“} , (7.163)

1= /'DA(S[G(A(A)H det [ SA
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where A\, = A" — 9*A is the transform of A" under a gauge transfor-
mation, and where G(A(y)) = 0 is the chosen gauge condition. Note that
this relation is the functional analog of the usual expression

- / des|G(x)] ’%ff)

The partition function then becomes

- / 4G(2)5(G (). (7.164)

Z = /DADAdet [5?/(6)} S[G(A))] exp{ — {/Oﬂ d*zLp(A, aA)} }
(7.165)

and is still gauge-invariant. It must also be noted that the insertion of the
constant factor

1= / DAS[G(A)) — v(x)] det [%] , (7.166)

where () is an arbitrary function independent of A, is quite equivalent to
the one above. Accordingly, one also has

1= /DweXp{—zig/d‘lx[G(A(A))]z}

< [ PAIG (W) (ol e | 2

_ / DAexp{—% / d4x[G(A(A))]2}det[6?j(\A)], (7.167)

so that the partition function now reads

A
Z:/DADAdet F (A)}

oA

B
X exp {— l/ d4x£E(A, 0A)
0

in which the change of “variables”

+21—g / d4x[G(A(A))]2}, (7.168)

A— A'=A—0A (7.169)

is performed so that, after using the gauge invariance of the electromagnetic
Lagrangian Lg and relabeling A’ as A, and integrating over the gauge
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function A, one obtains

_ / DA det {%} exp{ l / d*2Li(A,04)

rg [ e,

(7.170)
which can be rewritten as a functional of the effective Lagrangian
1
Eeff - em(A aA) 25[ (A)]2 (7171)

The parameter ¢ is called the gauge-firing parameter. As to the functional
determinant occurring in the expression of Z, one can show that it can be
cast into the form

det LSA} /DnDnexp[ (x)Mn(z)], (7.172)

where M is an operator depending on the particular chosen gauge. For
instance, in the Lorentz gauge, it has the form

M = 8,0,. (7.173)

The fields {n,7}, the so-called Fadeev—Popov ghosts, have quite special
properties?; in particular, they lead to a term that has the wrong sign in
the effective Lagrangian:

_[GA)? + 037 - 0. (7.174)

Lo = Lem (A, 0A) + %€

7.6.3. Illustration in the case of the Lorentz gauge

In order to get further insights into what has been effected above, the case
of Lorentz gauges is now considered:

G(A) = 0, A (x) = v(x). (7.175)

In this case, the operator M reduces to 8 and the effective Lagrangian is
given by

1
Lot = +7(0uAv — 0,4,)(0u Ay — 0, Ay)
1
- E(aagaaAg)z + 71605050an (7.176)

30Here, they are zero-spin-field but nevertheless they anticommute, thus not obeying
the spin—statistics theorem. For details, see one the following books: C. Itzykson and
J.B. Zuber, Quantum Field Theory (McGraw-Hill, New York, 1980); C. Nash, loc. cit.
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(where repeated indices denote a summation and these equations still refer
to the four-dimensional Euclidean space), so that the equations of motion
for the field A read

1
00 0n A (z) — Ea”(‘?aAa =0, (7.177)
which in Minkowski space read
1
OA*(x) — 58”8QA°‘ =0. (7.178)

Several remarks are now in order. First, one sees that, in the case con-
sidered so far, the ghost field decouples from the photon field; this is not
a general feature but it appears in this particular gauge. Next, the gauge
invariance of subsequent averaged physical observables will result from their
independence from the gauge-fixing parameter. Also, the operator

Nuw — %8;@ (7.179)

is no longer a projector, as can be seen in Fourier space, and hence can be
inverted.

From the preceding considerations on gauge problems, the method to
be used consists in (i) choosing a gauge convenient for the calculations and
(ii) checking the ¢ independence of the results.

Let us now calculate the partition function of the blackbody radiation.
The partition function reads

B
Z = /DADﬁDn exp{ —/ d*x K%GMAUG"A” - GMAVGVA“)
0

1
+ i(aaAay + (9a’f] : 8a77:| } (7180)
or, in Fourier space,

7z /DADﬁDnexp _ %ZZ(w?L—i—kz)Az(wn,k)

n k

+ (1 - i) (k- A)? —27(w? + k)n|. (7.181)

2€

The first term of this expression corresponds to the partition function of
free photons with an incorrect factor 4, which occurs because of the four
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degrees of freedom of A*. The ghost term, with the “wrong” sign, is also
a free particle term and it contributes to the total partition function with
a factor of —2, eliminating thereby the two spurious degrees of freedom
of A#. The last term — the gauge-fixing term — can be chosen so as to
vanish, since Z is gauge-invariant. Finally, one recovers the correct black
body partition function.



Chapter 8

The Covariant Wigner Function

The Wigner function (1932) is the quantum analog of the usual distribution
function on phase space with the difference that it is not always positive,
particularly in domains of the size of h3. Furthermore, because of the fact
that it does not constitute a true probability density but rather a theo-
retical way for the computation of statistical data on quantum systems,
it is not unique and many other definitions are possible.! In the rela-
tivistic context, the first uses of such a tool seem to be the ones by D.
Biskamp (1967) and by R. Balescu (1968, 1969). However, not only are
these relativistic Wigner functions not manifestly covariant but they also
contain an unnecessary normal product in their definition: this normal
product eliminates ipso facto all vacuum terms and hence some finite per-
tinent effects, after renormalization. Covariant, albeit not general, rela-
tivistic Wigner functions were introduced later by P.A. Carruthers and
F. Zachariasen (1974, 1976, 1983), R. Hakim and R. Dominguez-Tenreiro
(1976), and R. Hakim and J. Heyvaerts (1976). A covariant definition for
spin 1/2 particles was provided by Ch. G. Van Weert and W.P.H. de
Boer (1975). Finally, the full covariant definition occurred at about the
same time [R. Hakim (1976, 1978)]. This was then given a gauge-invariant
form [E.A. Remler (1977); V.V. Klimov (1982); J. Winter (1984); U. Heinz
(1983, 1985); H.-Th. Elze, M. Gyulassy and D. Vasak (1986)]. An inter-
esting attempt (see below) of a relativistic albeit nonmanifestly covariant,
gauge-covariant Wigner function has also been made by I. Bialynicki-Birula,
P. Gornicki and J. Rafelski (1991), with the aim of calculating the pair

1See L. Cohen, J. Math. Phys. 7,781 (1967), for the nonrelativistic possible Wigner-like
functions.

194
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production rate in a homogeneous electric field. Let us also add that
the covariant Wigner function technique has been generalized to curved
spaces [E. Calzetta and B.L. Hu (1987, 1989); E. Calzetta, S. Habib and
B.L. Hu (1988)] and applied, for example, to cosmology [E. Calzetta and
B.L. Hu (1989)].

8.1. The Covariant Wigner Function for Spin 1/2 Particles

As in the nonquantum case, the starting point of the construction of a
covariant Wigner function is the data of the basic observables of spin 1/2
particles, namely the four-current

JH (@) = (x)y" () (8.1)
and the energy—momentum tensor
T = %&(x)7#5”¢(x), (8.2)

where 1) is the fermion field and the ~’s are the usual Dirac matrices. More
generally, the four-current of an observable A is given by

Ju (@) = Y@y A (x) (8.3)
and their quantum-statistical average is given by
(T4 (2) = Te {pJ (2)}, cte., (8.4)

where p is the density operator discussed in Chap. 7.
Let us now introduce the covariant Wigner function operator as

Fop(a,p) = ﬁ /d4ReXp(—ip R)D <x + %R) © (ac - %R) ,
(8.5)

and the covariant Wigner function as its quantum-statistical average
value:

F(x,p) = (Fop(w,p)) = Tr{pFop(w,p)}

= (2;)4 /d4Rexp(—ip~R) <¢ <ac+ %R) ® P (ac - %R)>.

(8.6)
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Note that F(x, p) is a matrix in the spinorial (and possibly internal) indices;
explicitly, one has

(2i)4 /d4ReXp(—ip “R) g (m + %R) P <x - %R).
(8.7)

Fopozﬁ(x7p) =

Notice the opposite position of the indices for the ¢’s and for F'.
With this definition, the above average values of observables are given by

(J () = Sp / dprF(z,p), (8.8)

(T (2)) = Sp / d*pHp” Fz,p), (8.9)

where Sp indicates a trace over spinorial (and possibly internal) indices. As
to the four-current of a given general observable A, it has also the form

(J4(z)) = Sp / dtpy Az, p)F(x.p). (8.10)

although in each particular case one has to find out the specific form of the
function A-(x,p). In actual practice, only (J*(z)) and (T*") have to be
calculated, and possibly their fluctuations.

Conversely, one has the useful inverse formula

Bo) @) = [a'vesplip: (o) By (Glatuip). (1)

which is repeatedly used in the various calculations involving the covariant
Wigner function.

The one-particle covariant Wigner function F'(z,p) can be expanded on
the basis of the 16 Dirac matrices

Z. v
{IYA}A:LQ ..... 16 = (17'7#70—;1«1/ = 5 [’Yuv'y ] 7’757’75’7#) (812)

as

1 A

Fl,p) = ; XA: fa(z, p)y
1 oy
= Z [f(xvp)I + fu(x7p)’7ﬂ + Zfﬂ (x7p)0lw

< [f5(x,p)7° + fou(z,p)v"+"], (8.13)

with

fa(z,p) = %Tr [F(z,p)va] - (8.14)
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Besides the one-particle Wigner function, other quantum distributions are
needed, such as the two-body covariant Wigner function
d*R d*R'
Falapial,f) = [ 22552 e (<ip- Ryexp (<ip - )
(2m)" (27)

X <¢ <x' + %R’) ® Y (aH— %R)
® (ac _ %R) X <x _ %R’) > (8.15)

whose cluster decomposition can be written as
Fy(x,p;a’,p’) = Fi(z,p) x Fi(2',p') + ga(@,p; 2, '), (8.16)

where the correlation function gs(x, p; 2/, p’) contains both the correlations
occurring because of ordinary interactions and the exchange correlation.
For instance, in the Hartree—Fock approximation, one should retain in
g2(x, p; ', p’) only its exchange part. We come back below to this question.
Finally, notice the useful inverse expression

(@)Y (y)(2)(u) = /d4§d4§’ explig - (y — z) +i€ - (v — u)]

< Fap (30 255 40 € ). (817

Of course, three-body, ..., N-body Wigner functions can be defined, but
so far we have not used them.

8.1.1. Basic equations

Let us now examine the equations obeyed by the Wigner function F(x,p)
and, in order to be specific, let us consider noninteracting particles.? Then
the fermion field v satisfies the Dirac equations

{[w-a—m]w(m =0, (8.18)

P() [iy- 0+ m] =0,

which, once considered respectively at points z — R/2 and = + R/2, after
multiplying the first one by ¢ (ac + %R) exp(—ip - R) from the left and the

2See also the analysis of this case in S.R. de Groot, W.A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van
Weert (1980).
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second one by 1 (z — $R) exp(—ip- R) from the right, and integrating over
R, lead to

{iv-0+2[y-p—m]} F(z,p) =0,
F(x,p){wﬁ—?[%p—m]}:(x

where the operator {...} in the second equation acts on the left. There are
two equations for F, since they represent together both the mass shell on
which the particles lie and the statistical state of the system. Note that,
in the nonquantum case, there are two equations as well: the Liouville

(8.19)

equation and the mass shell equation.

One can get some further insights from the expansion of F'(x, p) on the
matrices v4 of the Diracs algebra and taking the trace of these equations.
One obtains the following 32 equations after they have been added and
substracted:

mf =puft, (8.20)

O f* +ptf —mfr =0, (8.21)
Lol — om frv — py fpeP M = 0, (8.22)
Oufl +2mfs =0, (8.23)

O f5 — 2praePVH [, — 2m fOH =0, (8.24)
Ouft =0, (8.25)

O f +dpafr =0, (8.26)

L0\ fspeP 4+ plefrl = 0, (8.27)
puft =0, (8.28)

OnforePH 4 2pH f5 = 0. (8.29)

Let us now investigate some of these equations and let us begin with the
first one. When the system possesses u* as its only macroscopic four-vector,
f* has the general form

fH = ap" + bu*, (8.30)

where a and b are functions of p. Furthermore, when the system is homoge-
neous and the particles are such that p?> = m?, f* o p*. As a consequence,
the second equation shows that 0, f*” o p”. The seventh equation, after
it has been contracted with p,,, yields p- 0f = 0, which is nothing but the
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one-particle Liouville equation , suggesting thereby that f is more or less
a quantum analog of the relativistic distribution function. Also, the inte-
gration over p of 0, f* = 0 provides the four-current conservation equation
OuJ* =0.

The second of these equations is interesting: if we go back to the field
form (via an inverse Fourier transform), it reads

(W) = <ﬁw5w> + 50, ([§or]), (8.31)

which is nothing but the Gordon decomposition of the four-current into a
convective part (the first one on the right hand side) and a spin part (the
second one). It follows that, when the spin effects can be neglected, one has

_ i o
() ~ <Ewa“w>7 (8.32)
which, in terms of the Wigner function, is expressed as
[, p) = p" f(x,p). (8.33)
This shows that, when the negligence of spin is permitted, Eq. (8.33) can
be chosen. Let us now look at the stationary and homogeneous solutions to
the basic equations satisfied by F'(p), which then read

{[v—p—m]F(p)Z(l (8.34)
F(p)[y-p—m] =0,
and multiplying, for example, the first equation by [y - p 4+ m], one gets
[p* —m®] F(p) =0, (8.35)
which shows that
F(p) <6 (p* —m?), (8.36)

and hence that all its components, f4’s, are on the particle mass shell. Also,
the general solution to these equations has the form

Fp)=ly-p+m]Ap)[y-p+m], (8.37)

where A(p) is an arbitrary 4 x 4 matrix. Furthermore, the above analysis
indicates that when u* is the only macroscopic four-vector present in the
system, f* o p* and F(z, p) has the general form

=L ). (8.38)

Below, another stationary solution of interest is given in connection with
polarized media.

F(p)
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When w* is the only possible four-vector in the theory, F'(p) has the
form

F(p) = {f@)u% (1)~ 5-<onup™ ™ F2(p) +f5u(p)757“},

(8.39)

o=

which results from simple manipulations of the equations for F'(p). Indeed,
f5(p) = 0 since there is no available pseudoscalar. Therefore, the most
general stationary Wigner function of a stationary system depends on only
two unknown functions, namely f(p) and f5,(p), to be determined from
the explicit data of the density operator.

Finally, note also the Fourier transform of the Wigner equation

Bt
Fop [7-<p+%k)—m]=07

which will be of much use in the sequel.

(8.40)

8.1.2. The equilibrium Wigner function for free fermions

Because of the general form obtained above for stationary solutions, only

Jea(p) = ﬁ Jdres ip- <¢ (f " %R) v <"“" ) %R> >

(8.41)
has to be calculated [R. Hakim and J. Heyvaerts (1978)]. The field ¢ is
expanded into plane waves,

d3p
V2po

Y(x) = [a(p)u(p) exp (+ip - x) + b" (p)v(p) exp (—ip - x)],
(8.42)

where @-u = 2m = ¥ -v are the free spinors, and with the usual commu-
tation relations and the relations

/ 53 (p p’)

(@™ (P)a(p’))eq = exp [B(p-u—p)] + (8.43)
+ "y — 3% (p—p') |

TP = ST n T I+
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are used; the final result is
0 [p2 — m2] ( 1

(2m)3 exp[B(p-u—p)+1

1
+ —0(—p-u ),
exp [B(p-u+p) +1 ( )

where d is a degeneracy factor that takes account of spin (then d = 2) and
other possible internal degrees of freedom. The first term is the contribution
of the particles, the second is the antiparticle term, and the third is a
vacuum term. This last one is absent when the definition of the Wigner

feq(p) =d

(8.44)

function contains a normal product; however, after a renormalization —
as we shall see in a later chapter — it leads to finite effects. Finally, the
equilibrium Wigner function Feq(p) can be written in a compact form:

8(p* —m?) sgn(p - u)
(2m)?  exp[B(p-u—p)]+1
where the function sgn(p - ) is the usual sign function.

Feq(p) =d[y-p+m] , (8.45)

8.1.3. Polarized media

Let us consider another case of particular interest, the one in which there
exists a macroscopic pseudovector n#, i.e. so that
ntn, = —1,
(8.46)
ntu, = 0.
We now want to find out the general form for F(x,p), still for a stationary
solution, from the general structure of the system of equations it satisfies.
From the system obeyed, one immediately finds that the following rela-
tions hold:

740) = 2 f0),

P (p) = = et fua(p),

2m (8.47)
fhp) = %e“mpufpx(p),
f5(p) = 0.

Since there exists a unique pseudovector in the theory — say, S*(p) — one
can always write

I (p) = S"(p)f(p), (8.48)
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with p,S*(p) = 0 as a consequence of p, f£'(p) = 0. It follows that the
general solution to our system of 32 equations is of the form

v-p+m1l+4y57.5"(p)
F(p) = o 9 f(p).
Note that, while the first factor of this expression is the projection over
the positive energy states, the second factor cannot be interpreted as a
projection over the spin states since a priori

Su(p)S*(p) # —1. (8.50)

Note also that these two matrix operators commute due to the orthogonality
of p* and S*(p).

At this point, the (pseudo-)four-vector S*(p) is completely arbitrary, for
two reasons. First, it depends on the polarization of the system whatever
its definition. Next, this arbitrariness reflects that of the Dirac spinors of
the free particle. Accordingly, a physical choice must be made as to S¥(p),
which is rewritten as

(8.49)

{S“(p) = S(p)N"(p), (8.51)

N#(p)Nu(p) = —1.

S(p) can easily be shown to be directly connected with the polarization of
the medium through the density operator, whose spin part reads

1+ 957,V (p) 1 — 57, N (p)
popin = €(p) — L 1 — () )
_ 1+ 260) = U7 N"(p)
2 b
where £(p) is the percentage of spin-up particles with four-momentum p.
As a result, one has

(8.52)

S(p) = 2¢(p) — 1. (8.53)

Given a unit and constant spacelike pseudo-four-vector n*, orthogonal to
the average four-velocity u*, one of the simplest choices for N*(p) is
(v
ultn¥Ip
N*(p) = L (8.54)
2 2
[(wp)* = (n-p)

whose physical meaning is that it represents a global spin quantization axis.

This choice is, in fact, a consequence of a simple analysis of the way a
system of charged particles is usually polarized. Suppose, indeed, that the
system under consideration is placed in a magnetic field (see Chap. 12):
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the various spins align along its direction, thus leading to a — more or
less, according to the temperature — polarized system. If the magnetic
field is now switched off, the system becomes metastable and depolarizes
more or less rapidly.? The study of electrons embedded in a magnetic field
(Chap. 12) precisely provides this N*(p): if we now look at the Wigner
fE(p) in the presence of a magnetic field, we can see (Chap. 12) that 4t is
proportional to N*(p) where n* is the space direction of the magnetic field.
The choice (8.54) is, accordingly, quite natural.

At this point, it should be noted that although spin does not commute
with the Dirac Hamiltonian, our choice is quite sensible since we do not
deal with a true equilibrium but a metastable one.

In order to get some insight into S(p), let us evaluate the various macro-
scopic quantities S*** (spin density tensor) and M* (polarization four-
vector). We have

M" = / d*pfL(p)

S(p)ulin? (8.55)
p)utn"ip,
= /d4p 9 9 1/2 fGQ(p)a
[(w-p)* = (n-p)°]
so that with the choice suggested by the magnetic field case,
S(p) = Pl(u-p)? — (n-p)?,
{ (p) =P[(u-p)* = (n-p)? (8.56)
‘P = const,
M* is easily evaluated as
MF = —PnFnegm, (8.57)
so that
1
P = n,M",
MMeq (8.58)

M#Pu, =0,
which shows that M* is always parallel to the spin quantization axis while
P is the polarization of the medium. The choice (8.54) has been used after
previous results of the magnetic field case (see Chap. 12).
From M*", one gets*

1
SHA — —55”“0‘Ma, (8.59)

3For He3, the relaxation time is of the order of a couple of days.
4For a study of polarization and connected questions, see e.g. R. Hagedorn, Relativistic
Kinematics (Benjamin, New York, 1963).
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so that, locally, the spin tensor reads
1

MM = S Ay = —55””’\“u,\Ma. (8.60)
In the rest frame of the system, where u* = (1,0), and taking n* along
the third axis, the only nonvanishing component of M*¥ is M!2. Finally,
our different choices appear to describe correctly a polarized medium in
(metastable) thermodynamic equilibrium. Other choices are of course pos-
sible but they deal with systems prepared in particular ways: particles
endowed with four-momentum p contain a prescribed p-dependent per-
centage of spin-up particles, etc.

8.2. Equilibrium Fluctuations of Fermions

Let us consider the thermodynamic potential 2:
1
Q= ~3 In{Trexp(—B[Ho + Hint — 11B])}, (8.61)

where B is the baryonic number (or charge) operator, p the chemical
potential, Hy the free Hamiltonian and Hj, the interaction Hamiltonian,

Hie = / d Jop () - Al2), (8.62)

in the case of a relativistic quantum plasma (Jop is the four-current
operator, which is proportional to e; A is the electromagnetic four-
potential). One can show that®

2 ¢ dk
Q= eree - W/O d@/ ]{}_2<J0p . J0p>(k:)7 (863)

an expression that exhibits the role of the four-current fluctuations in the
calculation of the thermodynamics of an electromagnetic plasma. In order
to calculate one-particle fluctuations like those of the four-current, of the
energy—momentum tensor, etc., the quantity needed is the fluctuations of
the Wigner function itself,

Foguv(,2"5p,p") = ([Fopap(@,p) — Fap(@,p)]
X [FOPHV(x/7pI) - va(x/,pl)]>, (864)

which we calculate for free particles in this section. We introduce the
notations

Aop = Aop — (Aop), (8.65)

5A. Fetter J. Walecka, Quantum Theory of Many Particle System (McGraw-Hill, New
York, 1971).
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so that the various fluctuations of interest read
(Jh (@) T4, (2")) = ezSp/ d* pd* p'y*y" F(z,2';p,p),

(Thr (2)T9P (2")) = Sp / d* pd* 'y p 'y pPF (2,2 sp, '), (8.66)

(T (x)J5 (")) = eSp / d* pd* p'y"p"y F(z, 2 p, ).

Since we are merely interested in a normal equilibrium state, one can assume
that the system is invariant under space-time translation and hence F'(z, z';
p, p') has the property

Foq(x,2';p,p") = Foq (0, 2" — 23 p,p"), (8.67)

where the spectrum of the fluctuating quantities can be obtained via the
Fourier transform of Foy (0, 2;p, p'):

Foq(k;p,p') = /d4:1c exp(ik - ) Foq (0, 23 p, p'). (8.68)

Let us now calculate the fluctuations of the Wigner function of the ideal
Fermi gas in thermal equilibrium. We can write

Feq(k; P7P/)

- / dhz exp(ik - 2)(F(0,p) F(x, p'))
, (8.69)
= ) /d4R d*R d*zexp(ik -z —ip-R—ip - R')
Vi

- (1 1 - 1, 1,
X <z/1 <§R) ®YP <—§R) ®YP <x+§R) ®YP (:Jc— §R)>
Using Wick’s theorem® written in the form

(P(WY2)Y(3)p4)) = (L)Y (2)) (V(3)¥(4)) + (P (1)¥(4)) (¥ (2)%(3))
(8.70)

and denoting by T F(z, p) the quantity
1 1 - 1
d*Rexp (—ip- R (:c - —R) ® (m + —R)
e | A Rep i Ry (- 5R) 03 (245

S(p), (8.71)

+F(£L‘,p) =

= —F(]J,p) - ﬁ

6G.C. Wick, Phys. Rev. 80, 268 (1950).
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where S(p) is the Fourier transform of the Dirac field anticommutator”

S(R) :z‘{w <x+%R),¢ (ac— %R)}, (8.72)
one finds that

’ 1 ].
Feq(k;p7p/) = (27T)45 “ (p - p/)Feq (P + Ek) +F‘eq <p - Ek) (873)
or, equivalently,

/ 1
Feq(k;p,p') = (27)*0 @ (p — p') Feq (p + 516)

1 i - 1
Fu(p— = -5k
(R (o-3) + e ® (- 24)]
From the form® of S(p),

S(p) =2mi[y-p+mle (p°) 6 (p* — m?), (8.75)
and that of Fyq(p),

1
exp (Blp-u—p]) + 17
(8.76)

! 56 (0°) 6 (p* —m?) [y -p+m]

Fog(p) =
(p) @)

the final result is

. n o 1 S (p - p/)
Feq(kap7p) - (27T)2 exp (ﬂw) 1

LR el -2
xa(p(z)—%‘ﬁ)fs <p+%k>2—m2] 5

1 1
) prwmk) ) e (31— —MU] |

where (p") is the sign function of p°.

"There should not be confusion between this anticommutator and the polarization.
8N. Bogoliubov and D.V. Shirkov, Introduction to the Theory of Quantized Fields
(Interscience, New York, 1959).
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The explicit calculation of <jé‘p(x),]~gp(ac’ )) and of <T§p”(ac)f’§)ﬂ(ac’ )) have
been made by H.D. Sivak (1985), who used them in the calculation of the
dispersion relation of a quantum relativistic plasma. After some elementary
calculations, one finds that

€2 1

JET ) eq(k) =
< > q( ) (27{_)2 exp(ﬂw) o 1
d3p
X né/ 0p1 — Mo
n,zz::ﬂ Vm2 + p2\/m? + (p + nk)? (G @
(8.78)
x 8 [\/m2 +p2 + 0/m? + (p + nk)? + nw}
> [%k%w + 2pMpY + np(“k”)} ,
where

1

"= 2 S BET AT (5:79)
This formula calls for several remarks. Firstly, the term &y — neq.
The 0 term is the vacuum fluctuation: it is present even though the
material term, i.e. neq, is zero. When matter is present, this term
is attenuated because of the Pauli principle. The term that contains
§(v/m? +p? + €y/m? + (p+nk)? + nw) is an energy conservation term
and comes from two different processes: fluctuations are nonzero whenever

W=+ [\/m2 T /mit (bt nkz)Q} L i=1, (8.80)

corresponding to either pair creation or annihilation by an electromagnetic
wave of frequency w, or

w::t[\/m2+p2—\/m2+(p+nk:)2}, 0= -1, (8.81)

which expresses the existence of transitions to different forms of energy
states of the electrons or of the positrons.

8.3. A Simple Example

As a simple example, we treat the case of a spin 1/2 field with a quartic
self-interaction,

2

£ =(@)37- 9(@) - mi(2)i(e) - g [ba)b(), (8.82)
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which is of course nonrenormalizable, but this is immaterial since our only
goal is to provide an illustration of the Wigner function technique. The
basic equations for the covariant Wigner operator are easily written as

{iv-0+4+2[y-p—m]} Fop(z,p)

d*R , ) , 1 ,
= -2y [ SR ety —€)- R Py (60— 3R,
. (8.83a)
Fop(a,p) {i- 0 =21y -p—m]}

4
— 29 [ S explilp— €) - R Fasy (x + 3R75;x,§’) ,
(2m) 2

(8.83b)
which connect the one-particle Wigner operator to the two-particle one.
Such a situation — quite analogous to that of the Newtonian BBGKY
hierarchy — is quite exceptional, as the various examples given below show.
One can also find an equation for F3, which involves higher order Wigner
functions, etc. The hierarchy can be cut with a supplementary assumption
such as the Hartree—Vlasov ansatz

Fy(x,p;a’,p") = Fi(z,p)Fi(a',p) (8.84)
or any other. Fj is connected to Fy and so on.

8.4. The BBGKY Relativistic Quantum Hierarchy

In order to illustrate the above techniques in a more concrete way, it will be
applied here to the so-called “scalar plasma,” first studied by G. Kalman
(1967, 1974). This toy model can also be considered as a particular case of
the phenomenological model for nuclear matter proposed by J.D. Walecka
(see Chap. 9). In addition, it has been considered by T.D. Lee and others?
in dealing with the question of “abnormal nuclear matter,” and by J.
Rafelski'? in the so-called “SLAC bag” model.*!

9T.D. Lee and G.C. Wick, Phys. Rev. D9, 229 (1974); T.D. Lee and M. Margulies, Phys.
Rev. D11, 1591 (1975); T.D. Lee, Rev. Mod. Phys. 47, 267 (1975); G.C. Kéllmann, Phys.
Letts. B55, 178 (1975); E.M. Nyman and M. Rho, Nucl. Phys. A268, 408 (1976); S.A.
Moszowski and C.G. Kéallmann, Nucl. Phys. A287, 495 (1977); M. Wakamatsu and A.
Hayashi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 63, 1688 (1980).

107, Rafelski, Phys. Rev. D9, 2358 (1974).

1A, Bardeen, M. Chanowitz, R. Giles, M. Weinstein and V.F. Weisskopf, Phys. Rev.
D9, 3471 (1974).
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The scalar plasma consists of a baryon field 1(x) coupled to a scalar
field ¢(x) and is described by the Lagrangian

1. = . 1
L= Sipy"i0, —p(m = gp)t + 5 (Tup - 0 — o), (8.85)

where m is the mass of the scalar particles and ¢ their coupling constant
with the baryon field.

As in the nonquantum case, the BBGKY hierarchy is of growing com-
plexity, involving more and more new Wigner functions and/or combination
with fields. However, in practice, one employs the first few equations of the
hierarchy and its use appears less involved.

Using the equations of motion

iy - 0Y(x) — [m — gp(x)] P (x) =
0P (x) -y +p(x) [m — gp(x)] =
(O4 p?) p(x) = gv(x)(z),

, (8.86)

and the definition of the one-particle Wigner operator, one is led to the
system

{iv-0+2[y-p—ml]} Fop(z,p)

d*R , , ,
= —29/ (27T)4d Eexp[—i(p—&) - R Fop(z, &) (m _ §R),

—

Fop(w,p){iv-a—ﬂv-p—m]} (8.87)

4
=2y [ S e (-ip-©) - Ble (4 3R) Fulo, )

(O+1?) ¢(x) = gSp / d'pFop(, p),

hereafter referred to as the generating equations of the relativistic quantum
BBGKY hierarchy, which is formally rewritten as

LFOPZQ/FOP%

L°Fy, = g/gaFOm (8.88)

KG(p:gSp/Fopa
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in order to facilitate the subsequent developments. After taking the average
value of this system, one finds that

LF= g/ (Fop®),

FLo— g / (OFo), (8.89)

KG(p)= gSp/F,

which is now briefly discussed. First, it connects F' to (Fop) and to (pFop),
showing that the one-particle Wigner function needs the knowledge of
another function. Next, the first two equations of the system must be con-
sistent with each other and thus must be such that the following equality
is always satisfied:

L [ (Fon) = [ (P, (3.90)

In order to calculate (Fo,¢), the first equation of the generating system is
multiplied by ¢ from the right and then averaged; this yields

L(Fopg) = g / (Fopt) (8.91)

and the knowledge of (F,,¢) demands the data of (Fopp), etc. Similarly,
from the third equation of the generating equation of the hierarchy, with
an analogous manipulation, one obtains

KG(Fune) =950 [ (FonFon) (8.92)
from which one gets

(o) = 9K G '8 [ (FonFin) (.93)
and hence

LF =g¢g*KG 'Sp / (FopFop). (8.94)

Note that (FopFop), which is not the two-particle Wigner function of the
baryons, is not related to the latter through (F,pFop) # (F2), as remarked



The Covariant Wigner Function 211

in the case of the calculation of fluctuations. The equations for (Fo,F,p)
involve new functions, such as (FipFop).

Finally, as in the classical case, the quantum BBGKY hierarchy cannot
be solved unless some approximation scheme stops its growing complexity.
The simplest way out is the Hartree approximation, which is the analog of
the classical Vlasov ansatz

(Fopsp) = F (), (8.95)

which breaks the hierarchy at its very beginning. The next approximation,
by far more involved, consists of retaining two-operator averages and
neglecting three-body correlations whatsoever.

A detailed example of the use of this hierarchy is given in the next
chapter, including renormalization.

8.5. Perturbation Expansion of the Wigner Function

An alternative BBGKY hierarchy can be found from the Yang-Feldman'?
form of the equations of motion for the fields, i.e. from

b(z) = Yol) + g / 042’ Sper (2 — ol (),

B(@) = Po(z) + g / P/ (@) oo (@ — 2 )p(a), (8.96)

(@) = go(z) + g / A4’ vz — oYY (a'),

which result from a formal integration of the equations of motion of the
fields. In this system, Spet(x) is the elementary solution to the free Dirac
equation (the retarded propagator) and A,e(z) the elementary solution to
the free Klein—Gordon equation (the retarded propagator); the index zero
indicates a free solution to the field equations at t = —oo. Notice that these
free field solutions obey the free field commutation relations

[o(a), z(mx')h =5 —a"), (8.97)
o\T

[po(z), po(x")]_ = Az — 2’), etc.

I2C.N. Yang and D. Feldman, Phys. Rev. 79, 972 (1950).
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Using once more the definition of F,,, the Yang-Feldman equations provide
the generating system

4

Fop(x,p) = FOop(x7p) + g/ (C;T(_];S

X exp [—iR- (p — %f) +i€ - (x — x')} Sret (x — %R — x’)
1 / 1 . / d4R 4,1 34 /
><F<2 [m +x+2R},§>¢(w)+9/(2W)3dwd§s0(x)
xF(% [a/+x—%R};f)Sret<x+%R—x'>
d*R

. / —— d*2' d*2" d*Eexp [~iR - p+i& - (' — 2")]
(2m)

X @(x/)gret (1’ =+ %R — J;/) F <% [x/ + J)N] ’§>

d*z’ d*¢

X Sret (ac - %R - ac”) o(z"), (8.98)
which can be symbolically rewritten as
Fon(a.) = Foon(&.9) + 6 [ (SutFon + ¢FonSic)
—92/<P5retFopSret80- (8.99)
If one introduces
p(a) = pola) + g [ & Bl — a)i(a)(a)
=o(z) +9 / d*pd* ' Aver(x — ') F (2, p) (8.100)
into the above generating equation, one is left with a generating equation

that contains only the F’s and ¢y and whose general structure is of the
form

Fop(xap) :FOOp(xap)+/FOpFOp+/FOpFOpFOp

+ terms involving {vo, Fo}, (8.101)
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which is particularly suitable for a perturbation expansion and its graph
representation: it allows the perturbative expansion of F(z,p) and ¢(z):

p(x)=>_ g"pwm (@),

n20 (8.102)

F(ac,p) = Z g”F(n)(x,p),
n=0

The natural — but not unique — choice for the initial distribution (Fg;)
and field (yg) is

Fo(w,p) = Feq(p);  (po(x)) = 0; (8.103)

it corresponds to a free equilibrium of the fermions at ¢ = +oo without
any coherent state of the bosons. Note also that similar considerations for
the boson field show that the initial value of the product {(@o(z")po(z’))
is also required. If one requires that the system be in equilibrium in the
past infinity, then this last average value is directly connected to the Bose—
Einstein function of the (free) bosons

{po(x)po(z")) = /d4§ exp [i€ - (2" — 2")] feq(§). (8.104)
For instance, at order g2, this works exactly as indicated on the equations

Fip =g / (SretF0)P(0) + $(0) F(0) Sret) — 9° / (0) Sret F(0) Sret £(0)

Py = g/AretF(0)7
(8.105)
and the same continues indefinitely.

8.6. The Wigner Function for Bosons

The covariant Wigner function for bosons is defined exactly the same as it
was for fermions with only one small difference; namely, we have to sub-
stract out the contribution of the average field. We thus have the following
definition for the one-boson Wigner function:

=g #remcn e (v38) (o o+
oo ) (oo 1)) o100
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where, for simplicity, we have considered a scalar field whose possible
internal indices are implicit and hence products of the field are implicitly
tensor products in the internal space.
For such a field, the main observables are the four-current
T, oM
Jop (@) = 5¢"(2)9 ¢(2) (8.107)
and the energy—momentum tensor

Iey (z) = %5(%* ()" p(x) — L™, (8.108)

where L is the Lagrangian and whose average values, written in terms of
the bosons’ Wigner function, read

JH(x) = /d‘*pp"f(:c,px (8.109)
= [ dtpp fap). (8110)

If the equation of motion of the field ¢(z) is written in the form
O+ p?) () = S(w), (8.111)

where S(x) contains the effects of possible other fields and/or ¢(x) itself,
then the Wigner function can be shown to obey the equations [P. Carruthers
and F. Zachariasen (1976, 1983)]

- 0fon(z,p) = %/%exp(—ipi?) ({¢* <x+ %R) s <x _ %R)}
- {s* (aH—%R)gb(ac— %R)}) (8.112)

<p2 — P+ %D) fop (2, p)
LR i [fo (o1 ) (o))
+{S* (m+%R>¢<x— %R) H (8.113)

which result immediately from the definition of the Wigner function and
from the equations of motion. For a free field, where S(x) = 0, this system
reduces to

{p'af(x’p) =0, (8.114)

(p* — p?) f(z,p) =0,
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which shows — as in the spin 1/2 case — that the first equation is connected
with the flow in phase space while the second one concerns the mass shell
of the particles.

The equilibrium Wigner distribution for scalar bosons is given by

2 _m2
feq(p) = ’ (p ) { ! - %0 (_U P)} ) (8115)

(2r)? exp(Bu - p) — 1

while for a complex scalar field it is given by
0 (s
(27)* exp [ (u-p—p)] -1

0 (p-u)
exp [B(u-p+p

feq(p) =

=1 9(—p~u)> (8.116)

_ (@ —m?) sgn (p - w)
(2m)?®  exp[B(u-p—p)] -1

where these equilibrium distributions can easily be obtained from the def-
inition of the bosons’” Wigner function definition, from the decomposition
of the free fields into plane waves

1 d®k . .
0a) = 7 [ S {0 exploik o] + a* () explik o]}
(real scalar field) (8.117)

1 B3k

0= Gy | Vr

{a(k) exp(+ik - x) + b(+k) exp(—ik - x)} ,

(complex scalar field)
(8.118)

from the usual equilibrium value

<a?i‘)a(k)> T exp [ﬂwl(k) —1]
1
@@W®>:mmmmm—m—u

(real scalar field), (8.119)

(complex scalar field) (8.120)

and from the comutation relations

[a&)»a(k’)] =60 (k—K), etc. (8.121)
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8.6.1. The example of the Ap* theory

The case of bosons is best illustrated on the particularly simple'® model of
the A\p? theory, whose Lagrangian is

1 A
L=350p-0p - p*¢* — 1", (8.122)
so that, in this case, one has
A
S(z) = —§<p3(x)7 (8.123)

and thus the above equation turns out to be

p - Ofop(z,p) = 2);), (d4 X exp (—ip- R) ({w (x + %R)

(B} (e i)ele-19).

so that

4
pOhaler) = gy [ Gsewlito ) A

| fan (60 = 3R.€) = faw (w6504 5R.E ) |

(8.125)

where the two-particle Wigner function operator is defined as

d*R d*R’ 1
oo G v a v el 1
fzop(ﬂc7p,x,p)_/(27r)4 (27r)4 exp (—ip- R —ip .R)ga(x—i—QR)

1 1 1
X @ (x/ + §R/) ® (ac/ — §R'> © <x — §R> ,  (8.126)

while the second equation, obeyed by fo,, reads

<p2 — 7+ iD> foo(2,p)

- et 0 o - )

+ f2op (:c,g;x+ %R@’)}. (8.127)

Thus, taking both sides’ average, we obtain an equation that connects f;
and fo. Then, multiplying for instance by fiop, and averaging, we obtain an

BFor simplicity, we use (¢) = 0.
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equation connecting f1, fa, f3 and others. And so on: we therefore realize
that a complete hierarchy is obtained.

Of course, it cannot be solved except when it is closed by some
assumption, such as the Hartree—Vlasov one:

fa(z,p;a’,p') = fi(x,p)fr(’,p). (8.128)

For instance, in the case of equilibrium the last equation of the first order
equations of the hierarchy reads

A [ d'R
=0 = [ G e it -9 BLAGAE)  (512)
or
Al 13 { 1 1 }
2
—pt == + -0, 8.130
=3 2m)* ) /p>+ M2 lexp(Bupr) =1 2 ( )
where M is the effective mass of the bosons (see Chap. 13). Note that the
term 1/2 is infinite and thus should be renormalized.

2

8.6.2. Four-current fluctuations of the complex scalar field

We now evaluate the fluctuations of the four-current operator in the case
of the complex scalar field ¢, assuming for simplicity the case (p) = 0. The
four-current operator is given by

S (@) = /d4pp“fop(x,p), (8.131)

so that the four-current fluctuation tensor J*”(x,z’') is given by

I (@,2") = (Jh (,2') /d4pd4pp P {fop(@,p) fop(2',p)), (8.132)

and thus it is sufficient to calculate (fop(z,p)fop(z’,p")) in order to get
the result with the bonus of the possibility of calculating all one-particle
operator fluctuations, such as the energy—momentum fluctuations. However,
this path is not followed here and the calculation of the four-current fluc-
tuations is directly performed by replacing the plane wave expansion of the
complex field in the definition of J*¥(x,z’). A straightforward calculation
then provides (see details in Chap. 13)

JH(z —2',0) = (277)4//d4k’ d*pexp [ik - (x — 2")]p'p”

y A(p;j(kﬁ)f)(liz k) {n (p— %k) —-n (p—i— %k)},
(8.133)
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where n(p £ 1k) is the usual Bose-Einstein factor and A(p) the commutator
of the scalar field.

8.7. Gauge Properties of the Wigner Function

For the sake of simplicity, the gauge properties of the covariant Wigner
functions are studied in the case of a QED plasma only. Under a gauge
transformation of the electromagnetic four-vector A*,

AF(x) — AP (z) + 0" A(x), (8.134)
where A(z) is an arbitrary function, a Dirac spinor is changed as

{wx) — bla) exp ieA(@)]. 135)
P(x) — () exp [—ieA(x)],

so that the Wigner function is changed as

Fap) — [ ng;exm_ip.R)exp{ie [A (“ 53) A <x_ %3)”
X <¢ <x + %R) QY <x - %R)> , (8.136)

which can be rewritten as

Fa.p) = / (Czlw])i d*¢exp[—i(p— &) - R

o [a (e 20) 2 (o 1)V peen s

8.7.1. Gauge-invariant Wigner functions

In order to eliminate the problem of proving the gauge invariance of
the results in each case, a gauge-invariant relativistic Wigner function
has been defined by several authors [E.A. Remler (1977); V.V. Klimov
(1982); J. Winter (1984); U. Heinz (1985); H.-T. Elze, M. Gyulassy and
D. Vasak (1986a,b); see also A.V. Selikhov (1988); H.T. Elze and U. Heinz
(1989)]. Such a formalism is very elegant and will probably have interesting
developments; however, at the present moment, it leads to very involved
equations for which approximation schemes are not easy to work out. Fur-
thermore, if a gauge-covariant formalism has been erected for gauge bosons
(photons, gluons, etc.), ghosts are not yet fully taken into account. For
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details, references and discussions, see the review article by H. Th. Elze
and U. Heinz (1989).

In this subsection, a one-particle gauge-invariant Wigner function is
defined in the case of QED only.!* There are three reasons for this. Firstly,
QED plasmas are relatively well studied and constitute a “laboratory” for
gauge theories. Secondly, no problems of ghosts are to be dealt with, when
using linear gauges'® in QED. Finally, by treating the case of a QED plasma
rather than the general case of a quark—gluon plasma, the use of an unnec-
essarily complex algebra is avoided without losing the basic ideas.

Let us start from the definition of the one-particle Wigner operator

Flr) = o [ ateo (ip ) bta) 53 - cato)| vie) - (8138)
it can be rewritten as
Fop(x,p) = (271r)4 /d4R exp (—ip - R) exp (—H%D . R) ¥ (x)
@ exp (—i%D . R) W (z), (8.139)
where D is the ordinary differential operator D, = —id,, which is the

generator of space-time translations. Those authors first rewrite the above
Wigner operator as

1
(2m)"*

Fop(z,p) = /d4Rexp (—ip- R) Y (z)exp (—H’%DJr . R)

® exp <—z’%D : R) b (), (8.140)

where DT is nothing but the same operator as D acting on the left. One
might think that D should be replaced by the kinetic (gauge-invariant)
four-momentum

{ D, — 8, + ieA,, (8.141)

D;L" — Oy —ieA,,

b2

defining a “gauge-invariant” translation operator, suggesting thereby a
way to reach gauge invariance; however, some care is needed when one
is applying this operator to the spinors ¢ and 1, and it must be carefully

defined.

141n another subsection, the gauge-invariant Wigner function studied by E.A. Remler
(1977) is briefly examined.
15See e.g. C. Nash, Relativistic Quantum Fields (Academic, New York, 1978).
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Let us now examine this line of thought with some details and, to this
end, we shall closely follow the articles devoted by D. Vasak, M. Gyulassy
and H. Th. Elze (1986) and by P. Zhuang and U. Heinz (1996) to the
Abelian plasmas. They constitute extensions and simplifications of earlier,
more developed works. 6

These authors first remarked that if one introduces a factor f(A;z, R)
such that

f(A;2, R=10) =0,

1 1 (8.142)
f(A=0A;z,R) = f(A;z,R) + A <x+ §R> —A (m — §R> ,
then the insertion of the term
1 1
U (A;x + §R,:1c - §R) = exp [ief(A;z, R)] (8.143)

in the definition of the Wigner operator allows the removal of the gauge
dependence, and finally they realized that the ansatz

F(Aia R) = —R“/OldsA# (aH—R{s— %})

z+1/2R

= —/ dz"A,(2), (8.144)
z—1/2R

where the integral is a path integral along a straight line, from point
(x — R/2)to (z + R/2), obeys the above conditions, and does lead to a
gauge-invariant definition of the Wigner operator. The above expression
of U (A; T+ %R7 T — %R) should be specified more precisely. Indeed, when
AF(x) is an operator, U must be supplemented by a path ordering of the
exponential,

1 1 ! 1
U(A;J;+—R,J;——R):Pexp [—R#/ ds A, (aH—R{s——})}
2 2 0 2

(8.145)

where P is the chronological order of exp(- - - ). A few words are now in order
about the choice used for the path. Indeed, there exist an infinity of other
possible paths that would lead to other gauge-invariant Wigner operators.

16H.-T. Elze, M. Gyulassy and D. Vasak (1986a,b).
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In fact, this linear path has been chosen not only for reasons of simplicity
but also for the following physical reason. Indeed, in doing so, the quantity

i =pt — eAt(z) = % (D—-D") (8.146)

acquires the signification of the kinetic momentum of a generic particle
while p is the canonically conjugate momentum to & [see D. Vasak,
M. Gyulassy and H. Th. Elze (1986a)]. The latter authors also remarked
that the two definitions, i.e. the intuitive one and the more sophisticated
one with a path integral, are equivalent.

Another point of importance is that the main observables, i.e. the four-
current and the energy-momentum tensor, are still provided by the same
relations as in the non-gauge-invariant Wigner function

j*(x) = Sp/d“pv“F(ﬂc,p),
(8.147)
T (1) = Sp/d”‘pp”v”F(x,p)-

Finally, starting from the Dirac equations derived from the Lagrangian
- = 1
L =d(x) {%a} (@) = 7P B (8.148)

and using the same techniques as at the beginning of this chapter, P. Zhuang
and U. Heinz (1996) arrived at the dynamical equations obeyed by the
gauge-invariant Wigner function [see also D. Vasak, M. Gyulassy and H.
Th. Elze (1986a)], which they wrote as

{{7“ [iDy(z,p) + 21 (z, p)] — 2m} Fop(z, p) =0, (8.149)
Fop(x,p) {v" [iDy(z,p) — 211, (z, p)] + 2m} = 0,
with the definitions
+1/2
D,(z,p) =0, — e/ ) ds Fy, (. — sV ) Vi,
—1/2
11/ (8.150)
II,(z,p) = pu — e/ ) sds Fp, (z — sV ) Vy,
—1/2

where V() = 0/0p; D, and II,, play the role of gauge-invariant operators in
place of 0, and p,,. The above dynamical equations satisfied by the gauge-
invariant Wigner operator can also be decomposed on the Dirac algebra in
order to get further insights [P. Zhuang, and U. Heinz (1996)].
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For a constant and homogeneous magnetic field, the above equations
read

[i'y . (8 — eFWVl(’p)> +2(y-p— m)] Fop(x,p) =0,
- _ (8.151)
Fop(x,p) [i'y . (8 — eF,“,Vf’p)> —2(y-p— m)} =0,

which are exactly the equations obtained with the “naive” non-gauge-
invariant Wigner function. This is an illustration of a result by A.V.
Selikhov (1988), according to whom there always exists a gauge where
the two functions do coincide; in this case, it is the Landau gauge (see
Chap. 15).

8.7.2. A few remarks

(1) The above gauge-invariant formalism for the Wigner functions of the
electrons and photons is very elegant and has been used for the study
of the classical limit by expanding both the equations and the Wigner
function in powers of h, and this allowed the obtaining of deeper
insights into their interpretation [D. Vasak, M. Gyulassy and H. Th.
Elze (1986a); P. Zhuang and U. Heinz (1996); etc.].

(2) In order to solve the problem of pair emission in an external homo-
geneous electric field, I. Bialyncki-Birula, P. Gornicki and J. Rafelski
(1991) used a gauge-invariant (but not manifestly Lorentz-invariant)
Wigner function and the transport equation it satisfies in the Hartree—
Vlasov approximation. This line was followed by several authors.!” The
equal time gauge-invariant Wigner functions used in this approach have
been connected to the manifestly Lorentz-invariant ones by P. Zhuang
and U. Heinz (1996). They showed that the equal time Wigner function
can be obtained from the fully invariant one by an integration over the
variable p?,

flx,t;p) = / dp° f (. p), (8.152)

and they found that the I. Bialyncki-Birula et al. equal time approach
was only one of several possibilities. Also, P. Zhuang and U. Heinz

17C. Best, P. Gornicki and W. Greiner, Ann. Phys. 225, 169 (1993); J.M. Eisenberg and
G. Kalbermann, Phys. Rev. D37, 1197 (1988); C. Best and J.M. Eisenberg, D47, 4639
(1993); G.R. Shin and J. Rafelski, Phys. Rev. A48, 1869 (1993); I. Bialynicki-Birula,
E.D. Davis and J. Rafelski (1993); O.T. Serimaa, J. Javainen and S. Varro, Phys. Rev.
A33, 2913 (1986); J. Javainen, S. Varro and O.T. Serimaa, Phys. Rev. A35, 2791 (1987);
S. Varro and J. Javainen (2003).
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(1996) realized that, in this approach, the off-shell effects contained
in the full covariant Wigner function are eliminated by the approxi-
mations. In addition, they discussed the advantages and disadvantages
of both approaches for the problem under consideration, i.e. pair cre-
ation in an electric field. In particular, they recalled that the complete
covariant Wigner function poses some difficulties when one is solving
the initial value problem present in this question [I. Bialyncki-Birula,
P. Gornicki and J. Rafelski (1991)]. This problem could, however, be
solved with some approximation methods: a very simple example of
solution is indeed provided in Chap. 12.

8.7.3. Gauge-invariant Wigner functions for the photon
field

The case of the electromagnetic field is much simpler than that of the
electrons; indeed, a definition of the Wigner function for A*(z) similar to
that of the scalar field, i.e.

gi (z,k) = / gLT];exp(—ik - R) {A“ <x+ %R) A" (ac - %R>

el (e () o

which is obviously gauge-invariant. From the (gauge-invariant) equation of
motion satisfied by the electromagnetic field

OA*(x) — 0" (0 - A(x)) = 4AnJH(z) = 47reSp/d4p'y“F(x,p), (8.154)
it is not very difficult to show that gh”(z, k) obeys the equations
k- 0ghy (x, k)

_ / (d;T};gexp(—ip-R) [A“ (x + %R) T (x - %R)
g (x-i— %R) An (x— %R)] ,
(1 - 10) )
-/ gT])%gexp(—ip-R) [A“ (x + %R) J” (x - %R)
g <x + %R) A (m - %R)] |

(8.155)
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It is, however, clear that in order to solve these equations, one has to choose
a gauge since they are equivalent to the equations of motion, and the sim-
plest covariant gauge is the Lorentz one, 9 - A(x) = 0. With such a choice
ghy (x, k) must satisfy
kugby (w,k) =0, kygby (v, k) =0. (8.156)
Indeed, Eq. (8.159) is not gauge invariant.
On the other hand, a glance at the right hand side of the equations
obeyed by the Wigner operator shows that, when one is writing the BBGKY
hierarchy, products of various Wigner operators and complicated expres-

sions involving products of the electromagnetic field F'* occur, suggesting
thereby to define a gauge-covariant operator as

d*R 1 1
uvaf _ ny - af I
Gop™ (@) /(%)4{F (“2R)F (m 2R)

(e ) () o

and since F*¥ and A" are connected through

Fr(z) = 9" AY (z) — 0¥ AP (z), (8.158)

the above Wigner functions are interconnected through

Gl (a, k)
— _ v iu a_ia nB v il/ B_iﬁ po
(14 ) (1o~ S ) i+ (w4 1) (w1~ ) s
— ka+zaa ku_zau g + ku+zau kﬂ_iaﬁ gre
2 2 op 2 2 op

(8.159)
and it obeys the equations
Z’ ro
(ku + 5@) GHrP (x, k)
d*R 1 1
= iSp//d4p 7 exp (—ip- R) Fob (ac + —R) v Fop (ac — —R) ,
(27) 2 2

(1 207 ) @t + (e S0 ) @)

1% Z 17 (03
+ (k + 50 ) GohP(z, k) =0,
(8.160)
which are nothing but the Wigner form of the Maxwell equations.



The Covariant Wigner Function 225

From the expression of G®?*(z,k), one can obtain the energy-
momentum tensor as

T (a) = (P @R @) + 10 PP ) Fap(o))

- /d4k {Gg“”(x,k) + in’“’Ggg(x,k)}, (8.161)

which is to be compared with the nonquantum results by T.W. Marshall
(1963, 1965) together with the covariant Wigner function for F**.

8.7.4. Another gauge-invariant Wigner function

The above analysis of the transformation properties of the Wigner function
indicates that the factors A which appear in the exponential of the trans-
formed F' could be compensated for with A terms. This is possible and has
been achieved by E.A. Remler (1977) with the following new definition for
the Wigner function:
d*R .
Fp) = Polep) = [ e it —4)- R

X <¢ (x + %R) ® Y (x — %R)> ,  (8.162)
where A is given by

Au(@,R) = (R-0) " {AM <x + %R) A, <x - %R) } . (8.163)

This operator can be formally defined through its Fourier transform as
being

Ay (z,R) = /d4k exp(ik - x) {A“—(k) [exp(ik - R) — exp(—ik - R)}} ;

ik-R
(8.164)
and when one expands the exponentials within the brackets, one obtains

o = oot (4 ([ (o))

=0
= Au(@) + 57 (R 0)* Aulw) + r o (R O) A (0) + -

(8.165)

It is clear that, in this definition of F¢, the exponential should be ordered
since A, is a priori not a ¢ number. However, in view of another version
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of the Hartree—Vlasov equation, A,, will be considered as a mean field and
hence as a ¢ number.

With this definition of the new Wigner function, the exact form of the
four-current is the same as to the older one and the energy-momentum
tensor is

™ = /d4p { (p“p” - in’“’) (p* —m?) + (8“8" - %TI’WD> } fa(z,p).
(8.166)

Let us now turn to an equation obeyed by the Wigner function and let us
consider the simpler case of scalar particles — hence, the Wigner function
reduces to a scalar function fg — embedded in a mean electromagnetic
field,

O(A*(z)) = 47reSp/d4pp“fg(x,p)

9u({At(z)) = 0,

(8.167)

80 as to avoid problems of ordering the exponential of field operators. After
some lengthy but straightforward algebra, E.A. Remler (1977) arrive at the
equation for fg

(LI +m?) fo(z,p) =0, (8.168)
with the operator I',, given by
1
r,= 58# —ip, +ieF), (x, —iV(p)) , (8.169)

where F), has been defined as

19 9 1
F#_{%tha—w}flu(x,y%y—flu <$+§?/>~ (8.170)

The resulting Hartree—Vlasov equation is highly nonlinear, quite intricate,
and very difficult to use. The same is true of the case of spin 1/2 particles.
Unfortunately, this line of research has not yet been fully developed.

8.7.5. Gauge invariance and approximations

The main problem, however, is raised by the question of the gauge transfor-
mation properties of the approximations performed during an actual calcu-
lation. It is clear that one cannot make assumptions of an almost arbitrary
nature even though they are apparently “physical.” Some do preserve the
transformation properties of the equations which are approximated but this
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is not the case for others. To be specific, the case of the Hartree—Vlasov
approximation,

(F(z,p) A (z)) = F(z,p)(A*(x)), (8.171)

for the non-gauge-invariant Wigner function is first dealt with. For a QED
plasma (see Chap. 15) the equations obeyed by the Wigner function read

{iv-0+2(y-p—m)} F(x,p)
_ ﬁ‘*'x—i/-x—x/ T _l/ B!
—26/(27r)4dp€ p[—ip’ - ( )]7#<F0p( P 2p)A( )>
(8.172)
F(w,p){ivﬁ—?(w-p—m)}

d41‘/ 4,1 -/ / / 1 /
= 2 [ S50t exp iy (@ = ) {4 Pl 04 570))

(8.173)
O(A*(x)) — 0" [0, (A (x))] = 47reSp/d4pw"F(x,p). (8.174)

Under a gauge transformation the third equation remains unchanged while
the first two have the same transformation properties whether they are
exact or are approximated with the above ansatz. The same is true of other
approximations for various correlations, for instance

(F(z,p)A(z')A(2")) =~ (F(z,p)) (A(a)A(2"))
+ (F(z,p)A(a)) (A(a")) + (F(z,p)A(2")) (A(z')) . (8.175)
This is one of the disadvantages of the nonmanifestly gauge-invariant
Wigner function: in each case one has to check the gauge invariance of
what is effectively performed.
Of course, the full covariant Wigner function has not this inconvenience.

For instance, the Hartree—Vlasov approximation (absence of correlations
between the electromagnetic field and the electrons) reads

(Fop (2, p) F* (")) ~ (Fop(z,p)) (F* (")), (8.176)

which is certainly a gauge-invariant approximation; it behaves in the
same way on both sides of the approximation. Suppose, for instance, that
(Fop(z,p)F* (2')) has to be approximated by something like

(Fop (. p) ™ (&) 2 (Fop (,p)) '/ (Fop (ar,p)) /* (P (a') ;
it is clear that the two sides of the approximation would not behave in the
same way and the gauge symmetry would be destroyed.



Chapter 9

Fermions Interacting via a Scalar
Field: A Simple Example

The case of fermions interacting through a scalar field occurs many times:
in the model of J.D. Walecka (1974), in the abnormal nuclear matter of
T.D. Lee (1978), in one form of the phenomenological model for quark
interactions of J. Rafelski (1974), etc. However, we study this model not so
much for the applications it could have, but for the ease it can have in oper-
ating the covariant Wigner function, and particularly the renormalization.
An interesting article devoted to the Walecka model has been written at
T = 0° K by S.A. Chin (1977).

In this chapter, we study the properties of the system characterized by
the Lagrangian

L=lin-0—m)y + g+ (00 — iho?) Lo, (01)

where (¢,1)) refers to the fermion field, ¢ is a scalar field mediating the
interaction and L. is the Lagrangian’s counterterms:

@ e S

However, we shall forget this term for some time and consider it in the
second part of this chapter. Here we consider this model as a simple tool
to show the use of the Wigner function. However, it may be looked at as
a part of the D.A. Walecka (1974) model for nuclear matter, the abnormal
nuclear matter model of T.D. Lee (1975), etc. Also, the Higgs mechanism
enters partly in the context of this model.

Such a system gives one the simplest quantum-field-theoretical models
for the description of relativistic dense matter or, more precisely, it repre-
sents a good “laboratory” for its study. Therefore, we shall be concerned, in

228
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this chapter, with the thermodynamic properties of the system, its renor-
malization and the scalar field spectrum.

It has sometimes been called the “scalar plasma” [G. Kalman (1974)],
both for brevity and owing to the fact that plasma methods were used to
deal with it.

We now come back to the case of the scalar plasma at finite density and
temperature [J. Diaz Alonso and R. Hakim (1978, 1984, 1988)], and the
Hartree—Vlasov approximation will mainly be dealt with. In this approxi-
mation (p) is only the collective field whose source is the fermion field and
correlations of whatever nature are neglected:

(Fopp) = F (),
(Fop @ Fop) = (Fop) @ (Fop),
(

) = (p)(p),
etc.

(9.3)

The basic equations of the hierarchy then reduce to the set

4
(-0 2~ ml}Flo) = ~20s [ T

< epl-itr—9) BP9 (v (o 37) ).

F(a,p){iv-0 =2y -p—m]} = +295/ éwjf

< explily =€) RIFE.6) (o (a4 3R) ).

@+ m2)(p(x)) = gsSp / d*p F(z,p).

& (09)

9.1. Thermal Equilibrium

In equilibrium, the system is stationary and homogeneous, and therefore
one has

{F(wm) = Feq(p), (9.5)

(p(x)) = const = peq,
and the above equations reduce to
[y p = m]Feq(p) = —gsFeq(P)$eq;
Fea(P)lv-p = m] = —g5Feq(P)Pea; (9.6)
MEpeq = 9sSp [ d*p Feq(p).
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The first two equations are rewritten as
[y = M]Feq(p) =0,
Feq(p)ly-p— M] =0, (9.7)
M=m— 9SPeq-
This means that the fermions of the system are endowed with the effective
mass M and in equilibrium, as shown in a preceding chapter, Fq is identical
with the equilibrium Wigner function for particles with such an effective

mass. Then Fiq is replaced in the third equation (Klein-Gordon), and
one gets

e e
M= Fm2§/0 JSQ—leXp(ﬁM[\/SQ—JEM])H 08

where the vacuum term has been dropped until a later subsection, where it
will be discussed. G. Kalman (1974) first obtained this equation at T = 0K,
to which it reduces at this temperature. Like Kalman, we have set

r:%%(m)? (9.9)

ms

which characterizes the strength of the interaction. This self-consistent
transcendental equation for M is strongly reminiscent of the usual gap
equation of superconductivity; hence, in the sequel, it is referred to as the
gap equation. This equation controls all the thermal equilibrium properties
of the system, since M occurs in the equilibrium Wigner function and hence
in the thermodynamic quantities (Fig. 9.1) [J. Diaz-Alonso and R. Hakim
(1978)].

The basic data — pressure, energy density, baryon number density —
are obtained through the standard formulae given at the beginning of
Chaps. 7 and 8, with the replacement m — M (u, ), and by adding to
the energy-momentum tensor the contribution of the scalar field, namely
(Fig. 9.2)

Tgu — _ﬁn,uu
1 17
= (5mdta, )
2
— m52 (M — m)2 nt (9.10)
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M/m

| \ eg/m¢
0.0 0.5 1.0

Fig. 9.1 The effective fermion mass is displayed as a function of the chemical potential
(in units of the fermion mass m). Note that below a critical temperature, the effective
mass presents a discontinuity expressing a first order phase transition. The vertical line
corresponds to a Maxwell construction.

0.0

141 rrtags 0.0 1
2 3 456781
X0.00

Fig. 9.2 The energy per fermion is plotted against the parameter kp for several values
of the temperature. In the left hand side diagram I' has been chosen to be 10, while its
value is 100 in the right hand side one. Note that there is a critical temperature below

which there exists a collective bound state of the fermions: it occurs whenever the energy
per fermion is smaller than 1 (in units of m).
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(remember that, in equilibrium, 9,,(¢)eq = 0), and the four-current

JH = Sp/d“pv“Feq(p)

:/d4p L (p)- (9.11)

Figure 9.3 shows the behavior of the pressure as a function of the
chemical potential for several temperatures. The coupling constant I' has
been chosen to be equal to 4. The double point is characteristic of a
first order phase transition and the Maxwell construction amounts to sup-
pressing the “loop” of the curve, represented by a dotted line. As usual, the
observables (n, p, P) are obtained without difficulty from J* and TH.

Pressure x10°

Chemical potential

~1.0 1 1 | 4
0.99 1.00 1.0 1.02 1.03

Fig. 9.3 Typical behavior of a first order phase transition shown for the
pressure/chemical potential, at several temperatures. The cut points correspond to the
Maxwell construction for every temperature, giving the transition pressures. The dashed—
dotted line connects the branch to a point between T and the critical temperature T¢.
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9.2. Collective Modes

The collective oscillation modes of the relativistic scalar plasma [J. Diaz-
Alonso and R. Hakim (1988)] are obtained in the random phase approx-
imation, i.e. from the linearized Hartree—Vlasov system obtained by
replacing the perturbed functions:

(9.12)

{F(x,p)% Foq(p) + Fi(,p),
(p(x)) ~ <§0>eq + 1,

where the higher order terms are neglected. With this linearization, the
above Hartree—Vlasov system, once Fourier-transformed, can be written as

[7. <p_ %k) - M] Fi(k,p) = —gsFeq (p+ %k) e1(k),

Fi(k,p) [7- (p + %k) - M] = —gsFeq (p - %k) v1(k), (9.13)

(k* —mZ)e1(k) = —4ﬂgssp/d4p Fi(k,p),

whose solution is

Fi(k,p) = —gs [v- (p— %k’) - M} h Feoq <p+ %k)
P S T

or, more explicitly,

7'(17_%]‘3) M ( 1 )
Fi(k,p) =—g Foolp+ =k
1k ) S{(p—%k)z—zw2+z’5 4 2

1 ) v-(p+3k)+M

F, S , 1
+gs q(p 2k (p—|—%k:)2—M2—ig}<pl(k) (9.15)

where the ie terms reflect the boundary conditions (compare with the Yang—
Feldman form of the equation of motion for F'; see Chap. 8). Note also that
the first term of the solution (resp. the second) is a solution to the first
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equation of the linearized system while the remaining term is a homoge-
neous solution to the other. Inserting now this solution into the equation
for 1, one obtains an equation of the form

(k% —m) + 11(k)] 1 (k) = 0, (9.16)

with

“(p—Lik)+M 1
1I - _9 2 4 v (p 2 Fe -
(k) Wgssp/dp{ — a|p+ 5k

. 1
- R <p— %k) 1t 5H) +M}7 (9.17)

k-p—ice

where use has been made of the fact that Foq(p £ %k) are on the mass
shells:

2
1
<p:|: 51:) = M? = £2k - p. (9.18)
The dispersion equation obeyed by the collective modes is thus

[(k* —m%) +TI(k)] =0, (9.19)

and once the traces have been performed one obtains an explicit form for
the polarization tensor II(k),

_ 2mgd [, PP — kP4 M? 1 1
k) =—~ [ dp — fea\p+ 5k | = fea P =5k )]
(9.20)

where divergent vacuum contributions are included. The modes are dis-
cussed in a later section after the theory has been renormalized.

9.3. Two-Body Correlations

(1) First, an alternative treatment of the collective modes of the scalar
plasma is briefly outlined; it is based on a particular treatment of corre-
lation, showing thereby how fluctuations are connected with such modes:
see the fluctuation—dissipation theorem.!

LA.G. Sitenko, Electromagnetic Fluctuation in Plasmas (Academic, New York, 1967).
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Let us rewrite the first two equations of the BBGKY hiererarchy in
symbolic form:

LF:/<FOPQO>a
KGlo)= [ (Fun)
L<F0pF0p>:/<FOpF0p‘P>v
L{Fopp) = / (Fopp), 8-21)

KGlpg) = / (Fupp),

KG{Fopp) = / (Fup Fop),

Neglecting three-body correlations, while retaining only two-body ones, the
latter are contained in the ansatz

(Fopipp) = Flpp) + > (Fopp){(i0) — 2F () (), (9.22)

where the sum is over a permutation of the variable occurring in the scalar
field operator. In fact, (¢p) can be known, in equilibrium, in an approx-
imate way once the excitation spectrum w = w(k) is given through a Bose—
Einstein factor, so that the hierarchy is finally closed.

Let us now briefly and symbolically rederive the excitation spectrum
of the scalar plasma. From the fourth equation of the above system, the
use of the other equations and the ansatz on the vanishing of three-body
correlations, we get

(Fopp) = L1 / Flog), (9.23)

which, once inserted in the fifth one, can be written as a homogeneous
equation for {(py),

KGlpyg) = / L / Flog), (9.24)

showing that the polarization operator is essentially

= /L*I/F. (9.25)
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A detailed calculation indeed indicates that we actually find anew, in ther-
modynamic equilibrium, the same II as in our preceding Hartree—Vlasov
calculation (see below).

(2) Let us first briefly implement this derivation of II for the quasibosons
of the scalar plasma model via the use of the second order equations of the
BBGKY. With the notations

{ Copl) = {ip(@ + 2)pla))ea = (P (9.26)
Cro(z,p) = (Fop(z', p)p(z — 7)) — Feq(p)(#)eqs
the first equations read?
1
(v-p—M)Fq(p) = —gs/d4k Cry (k,p+ §k),
) (9.27)
Feq(p)(y-p— M) = —gs/d4k Cry (k,p - §k’),
while the next order is written as
1 1
{W' (p - §k> - M} Cro(k,p) = —gsCpp (k) Feq <p+ §k) ;
(9.28)

1 1
Cre(k,p) {7- <p+ 51@) - M} = —95Cpp (k) Feq (p - 51@) ;
where several assumptions discussed below have been made, like

CFga(kap) ~ CLpF(kvp)7 (929)

or the space—time homogeneity of the system in equilibrium. Also, the above
ansatz,

(Fopp) = FeqCpyp + > Cro(@)eq — 2Feq(@)eq(P)eas  (9-30)

has been used. Similarly, from the Klein—-Gordon equation obeyed by the
scalar field ¢, one gets

m%‘ <§0>eq = gSSp/d4p Feq(p) (gap equation)7

(9.31)
(k2 = m3)Cyy (k) = —gsSp / d4p Cr(k, ).

When Fyq(p) is on the mass shell p> = m? — this is the case when Fyq(p)
is approximated by its Hartree—Vlasov form — the system can be solved in

2Remember that a(k) is the Fourier transform of a(z).
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the same manner as above and one gets

(p— L
Cry(k,p) = —gsCypyp (k) [V (p—zk) + MFeq <p+ lk>

. 1k M
+Feq<p_1/€>,y (pj—22)+
(p+35k)" — M2

(9.32)

2

Once introduced into the “second order” Klein—Gordon equation, one gets
exactly the same excitation spectrum as above. Note that Cy, (k) is essen-
tially the quasibosons’ Wigner function.

9.3.1. A brief discussion

A few remarks are now in order and, in particular, some assumptions made
have to be explained.

(1) Let us first come back to the assumption Cry(k,p) =~ Cyur(k,Dp).
It can be considered either as an assumption or as the result of a sym-
metrization of the basic Lagrangian. As a matter of fact, the quantization
of the field should be done after it is symmetrized: instead of C'r, and Cy,r,
one must quantize

1
5(Cor + Cor).
It follows that whether or not the equality is satisfied is immaterial since the

resulting equations are those given above. Another implicit assumption is
ImCy, (k) =ImCyp,(—k).

Indeed, in the second equation for Cp,, it is actually C,,(—k) that occurs
on its right hand side. However, the compatibility of two these equations
(i.e. when one changes k into —k in one of these equations, one should
recover the other) joined to the (implicit) symmetrization actually leads
to Cyup(—k). This relation may be interpreted as expressing the symmetry
beween the particles and their antiparticles: Cy,(£k) is directly related to
the Wigner function of the particles (antiparticles).

(2) It may be somewhat strange that our two derivations of the exci-
tation spectrum of scalar quasiparticles yield exactly the same results: in
the first derivation, correlations were neglected, while two-body correlations
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were retained in the second one; moreover, the first derivation dealt
with an (slightly) off-equilibrium state whereas this was not so in the
second case.

In fact, there is no paradox at all. We have already mentioned that
a small perturbation of the Hartree—Vlasov equilibrium state can also be
considered as a quasiparticle and hence is linked to a small two-body cor-
relation. Next, it should be recalled that, in our second derivation, Feq(p)
was approximated by the Hartree—Vlasov equilibrium Wigner function: cor-
relations of spin 1/2 particles were still neglected. On the other hand, when
this approximation is not performed, one goes beyond the random phase
approximation. For instance, Feq(p) can be expanded as successive “powers”
of two-body correlations (the zeroth order term being the Hartree—Vlasov
one) of ¢; then terms involving for example (¢®)(p¢) occur and one obtains
the nonlinear effects of the usual Hartree—Vlasov approximation, i.e. the
interactions of quasiparticles.

9.3.2. Exchange correlations

It is well known that the higher the density the better the Hartree
approximation. However, at moderate densities exchange effects cannot
be neglected and contain a great deal of physically interesting features.
Accordingly, the modifications introduced by the Hartree—Fock approx-
imation have to be considered. We still use the example of the “scalar
plasma.”

To gain some feeling for what should be a Hartree—Fock ansatz, the
Klein—Gordon equation for the scalar field ¢ is formally solved as

p=—gs [ d's'Ale - a3yl (93
where A(x) is an elementary solution to the free Klein-Gordon equation
OA(x) + p?Az) = 4m6@ (z). (9.34)

Although we choose the retarded solution,® this is of no importance for
what we are seeking: a Hartree—Fock ansatz. Next, this formal solution
is inserted into the right hand side of the first equation of the BBGKY

3See e.g. S. Schweber, An Introduction to Relativistic Quantum Theory of Fields
(Harper and Row, New York, 1961).
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hierarchy and provides
{iv-0+2[y-p—m]}F(z,p)
= —32¢% / d*a’ d*a" d*p exp[~2ip’ - (x — /)] A(z — ')
X (Fop(w,p — ') Fop(2”,p")) (9.35)

and, of course, another similar equation. The last term of this equation
involves a term of the form

<E <x + %R) QY (m — %R) Y (w” + %R”) QY (x” — %R”) >

whose Hartree approximation simply corresponds to
A 1 1 A 1! 1 /! 1 1 /!
Y| lz+-R|QY|z—zR| ¢y (2" +-R"|®¢y (2" - R
2 2 2 2
A 1 1 A 1 1 /! 1! 1 /!

(9.36)
which is equivalent to (Fopp) =~ F(p). The Hartree-Fock term is now
obtained by taking the average value of all possible pairs (with the correct

signs) among the four fermion operators occurring above. Note that, in
general, one has not

Wey)=0=Yey), (9.37)

but this property is true in equilibrium, provided that the total Fermion
number (baryonic or charge number) is conserved. Finally, the Hartree—
Fock term arises from the pairing

(af8) component = — Z <w_5 (ac + %R) N (ac” _ %R”>>

A

y <% (w - %R”) Ve (w - %R) > (9.38)

As a consequence, the Hartree—Fock term to be added to the Hartree term
has the form

3203 / PX dhe d' K (X, 6,650, p) (X, O)F(X, ), (9.39)
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where the kernel K is given by

/. — 4,0 g4 00 g4 g4 d*R'd*R" r_ i /
K(X,§,&a,p) = [ d*a'd*a"d pd'p ) A(z'—a") exp[—i(p — p') K]
x exp(—ip” - R") exp|— 22p — )]

X exp {zf . {x R/ + R }
X exp {Zfl . [m” -z —|— + R ] }
1
x 6@ {X - [ac” o+ (R - R”)] } : (9.40)

In thermal equilibrium this term can be somewhat simplified, owing to the
fact that (i) the Hartree term can be included in the left hand side of the
equation for Fyq via the effective mass term, and that (ii) the space-time
invariance of the system can be used. Finally, the equilibrium Hartree—Fock
term can be written as

3292 / d*kd* K K (k, k'; p) Feq (k') Fuoq(k), (9.41)
with

K(k, k';p) = 8¢%m6W (p — k)A(K — k), (9.42)
so that the first equations of the hierarchy read

{['7 P — Mop(p)|Feq(p) = 0,
FEOL(p) ['7 P = Mop(p)] =0,

where M, is a mass operator (acting on the right in the first equation and
on the left in the second) which is a functional of Feq itself.

(9.43)

9.4. Renormalization — An Illustration of the Procedure

So far, in our scalar plasma model, the vacuum Wigner function has been
neglected. It represents essentially a modified Dirac ocean: the modification
comes from the change m — M. The fermions’ vacuum is thus modified
by the temperature and matter density. As has long been advocated by
T.D. Lee,* the vacuum appears to be a physical medium per se. However,

4See, for instance, T.D. Lee, Particle Physics and Introduction to Field Theory
(Harwood, 1988).
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and as expected, the vacuum Wigner function gives rise to infinities
(i) in the gap equation, (ii) in the energy—momentum tensor and (iii) in the
excitation spectrum. So these quantities have to be renormalized. As usual,
after counterterms are introduced into the Lagrangian, first the physical
quantities are regularized and next the infinities are removed while arbi-
trary constants that occur in these processes are determined through the
values of the physical constants of the problem. As indicated above, the
vacuum Wigner function is given by

Y p+m

) S(p* —m2O(—p - u). (9.44)

Fvac(p) = -

Therefore, the following counterterms are introduced into the Lagrangian
and one has

L—L+L,, (9.45)
with
a0y s Ny 2
Le=qet5re +g9 + 9 —5009)" (9.46)

9.4.1. Regularization of the gap equation

With the latter counterterms the gap equation is easily found to have the
form

A
(m%+6m§)(m—M)+ags+ 2S%S(m—M) + g(m M)3
s

::4wg§8pj/d4p{Fga4p)+-fkwxp>h (9.47)

where mpg is the renormalized (finite) mass of the scalar field and F,at(p)
is nothing but the “matter part” (i.e. the Fermi-Dirac terms). The vacuum
term is explicitly given by

_ 167rg§ 87rgs /
@n)? \Fﬂf_

which is obviously infinite and is now regularized via the dimensional reg-
ularization procedure,” a method possessing the advantages of manifest

M/&wewWﬁ—M% (9.48)

covariance, elegance and, very often, simplicity. The final result, proven

5C. Itzykson and J.B. Zuber, Quantum Field Theory (MacGraw-Hill, New York, 1981).
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hereafter, is

/W 272 o2 (%)3 [1 —eln (%) A} Lo,

(9.49)

87T 95

where the integral is calculated in 4 — ¢ dimensions. It exhibits clearly a
pole term in 1/¢, while the term A is to be determined below.

In order to write down the vacuum Wigner function in 4 — e dimensions,
the following expressions are used®:

Tr(y"9") = ¢(4 — )™ (9.50)
and”’
d"k o r(p_ln) 1
/m =" F(p)2 (b2yp—n/2’ (9.51)

where p and n are integers and ¢(4 — ¢) is an arbitrary function with a
continuous derivative such that ¢(0) = 4. The vacuum Wigner function
written in 4 — ¢ dimensions reads

v-ptm
(2m)3p(4 — )

where x(4 — €) is another arbitrary function of the same kind as ¢(4 — ¢).
As a matter of fact, the function ¢(4 — ) does not play any role, since it is
eliminated while one is taking the trace of Fy,.. Furthermore, as will appear
below, x(4 — €) can always be taken to have the form

Foac(p) = — x(4 — 5)5(;02 — m2)9(—p ), (9.52)

X(4 —€) = (const)®. (9.53)

Accordingly, the vacuum part of the integral appearing in the gap equation
can be rewritten in 4 — ¢ dimensions as

3—
= l d Ep _ %ﬂ_l—s/QF <%€ _ 1) M2—6

/p2+m2
1, 1 1
:§7rM exp —§sln7r exp(—eln M)T' 55—1 .
(9.54)

6C. Ttzykson and J.B. Zuber, op. cit.
7C. Nash, Relativistic Quantum Fields (Academic, New York, 1978).
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Using the well-known functional relation I'(x + 1) = aI'(z) for defining
I' (12 — 1) and expanding the various terms of this last equation in powers
of €, one gets

M2

I= + M (In(rM?) ~ Infexpll + /(D)) +0().  (9.55)

It remains for one to expand the quantity x(4 — ¢)I, and one obtains

x(4—¢e)l = —TFMQ +7M?1n <%A) + O(e), (9.56)

3

with®

% = Jmexp {_ B + %F’(l) _ X/(4)] } . (9.57)

Introducing now these results into the gap equation, one obtains

A
(m2, + dm2)(m — M) + ags + 2%S(m M)+ 67 M)?
S

= 4mg? H/d‘*pfeq(p)} + M1 %Sm <%A)] +0().  (9.58)

2r2e 272

The pole term is now absorbed into the counterterms, leading to a redefi-
nition of the various constants that appear on the left hand side. This is of
course possible since the pole term is in M3, the same power with which it
appears on the left hand side. Then one is led to the following redefinition
of the various constants:

6 2.2
6/‘1’2_ n gS +BF7
e

2 3
o= m 9s +Af7
2”5 , (9.59)
1
y= "5 4 o,
e
12¢%
A=——25 4 pp,
e

8x being arbitrary, so is x’ and hence A is an arbitrary constant; moreover, since
only the first derivative of x is involved in this calculation, it can always be chosen as
x(4 — €) = (const)=.
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where the constants (Ap, Br, Cr and Dp) are finite constants to be related
to the renormalized experimental values of (ag, m%gp, Yr, Ar). We come
back to this question in a later section.

9.4.2. Regularization of the energy—momentum tensor

The vacuum Wigner function gives rise to other infinities which occur in
the energy—momentum tensor of the fermions

Tflgrymions = Sp / d4ppll«pl’ [Fmat (p) + Fvac (p)} (960)

and it is a priori not obvious that the infinities due to the vacuum term
can also be absorbed in the same counterterms as above.
Let us show these properties. The total energy—momentum tensor is

T = Taser + Thac + Ticas (9.61)
where Thv. .. is the finite temperature and density-dependent part of

the energy—momentum tensor of the fermions and T*7, is the energy—

scal
momentum tensor of the scalar particles,

N2
T = 1 {a(m C M)+ 602 (m - Ay
47 2
vy 3 A 4 (.

it includes the various counterterms. Only T#¥ is infinite and, owing to

vac

Lorentz invariance, it is necessarily proportional to n*",

Tiae = X", (9.63)
and X is given by
1 _
X = s Tr/d4 pp-y Fuac(p), (9.64)
where use has been made of?
N’ =4 —¢e = o(e). (9.65)
Using the above results, one is led to
4M?
X=————1Ix(4-— 9.66

9See e.g. C. Itzykson and J.B. Zuber, op. cit.
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where I is the same integral as the one occurring in the regularization of
the gap equation. Therefore, one has

M? M2 M M?
X =t {—”T +7M21n <EA) —”4 } (9.67)

where the constant pole term m*/87%¢ has been eliminated on the ground
that the energy—momentum tensor is defined up to a constant; in a vacuum
T = 0.

Finally, the regularized energy—momentum tensor can be written as

oA Bp m>2
e = D Ay b 22— M2+ S — M2
finite matter + A7 { gs (m ) + 29% (m ) + 29% (m )
Cr 3 Dp 4 M* M 1
——(m-M —(m—-M)"— —1In| —A —— .
X 3lg? (m ) 419t (m ) o \m P\ T

Note that the constant A is redundant and could have been absorbed into
the various counterterms.

9.4.3. Determination of the constants (Ar, Br,Cr,DF)

It remains for one to connect the constants (A, Bp, Cr, Dr and A) to the
renormalized (i.e. physical) data (ag, m%p, YR, Ar). First, A is determined
in such a way that, in a normal vacuum where (p) = 0, and thus when
m = M, the renormalized energy-momentum tensor Th” = 0. This is
achieved by choosing A = exp(1/4).

Next, by definition, the “experimental” constants (ar, m%p, Yr, Ar) are
respectively the coefficients of (¢/1!, ¢?/2!, ¢3/3!, ©*/4!), in a renormalized
Lagrangian. Note also that the coefficient of n** is nothing but an effective
Lagrangian that accounts for the quantum fluctuations in the Hartree—
Vlasov approximation.!? In this effective Lagrangian the coefficients of (),
(%), (¢3) and (p?), are not Ap, B, Cp and Dy, since the term M In M
also contains such terms when expanded in a power series of (¢). The Taylor
formula up to fourth order in (p) for the function

n({e)) = —f—zln <%) (9.69)

101t is rather an effective potential, since there is no kinetic energy term in this coefficient,
owing to the space—time translational invariance of the equilibrium state.
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is

m3 2m2 3m 4
ng) = ()L — (o Ty (plB0smm ()4 200%
(p)° 1
w2l — (gs/m)0(())] 5" 10

where 6 is an unknown constant such that 0 < # < 1 where 6 comes from the
Taylor—McLaurin formula. Identifying now the various renormalized con-
stants with the corresponding coefficients of (¢), ..., (©)*/4!, one obtains

3
ar _ Ar | gsm

FTE T
0— Br 7g§m2
=7 ;

2! 4n (9.71)
w _ Cr |, 13gkm
31 3 6r

Ar  Dp  25g%

TR TR
The various unknown constants are thus completely determined in the
function of the renormalized coupling constants and the mass. The above
expressions are identical to the ones first obtained by S.A. Chin (1977) in
an interesting article, with the use of conventional diagramatic techniques.

9.5. Qualitative Discussion of the Effects
of Renormalization

In this section we discuss the qualitative behavior of the role of the vacuum
on thermodynamics, whether in a normal or abnormal state. To this end
we consider the energy density TI%O of the system; it reads

9 A 3 5 5
TV — 700 | {*;_1!%<¢>2 + é—f<¢>>3 + 4—f<¢>4 o _g(;;b:n)((b)%!] } ’

(9.72)

where 6 is, as above, a parameter such that 0 < § < 1. This expression is
obtained by using Eqgs. (9.69)—(9.72) and (9.68). The effect of renor-
malization is twofold: (i) it leads to the observable values of the various
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constants /ﬁ%, ~vr and Ag, and (ii) it adds to the total energy density Tl%o a
vacuum contribution, i.e. the last term on the right hand side of Eq. (9.68).
It is not difficult to realize that this contribution is always positive, since
m—g(¢) >0and 0 <6 < 1.

First, we note that the minimum (or minima) of the energy density T}%O

with respect to (¢), i.e.
9 oo
51 T =0, (9.73)
leads to the renormalized gap equation, as it should.

The qualitative features of T2°((¢)) are shown on Figs. 9.4 and 9.5.
When the various constants u%, yr and Ag are such that matter is in a
normal state — only one minimum in T%((¢)) — the vacuum energy term
does not change the general shape of the energy curve: it only displaces the
position of the minimum and also the numerical value of the corresponding
energy density, which is increased since we add a positive quantity.

The situation is, however, not so simple in the case of abnormal matter.
In such a case, depending on the values of the constants p%, vg and Ag
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Fig. 9.4 The energy density is plotted as a function of (¢). The various continuous
curves correspond to various Fermi energies. On the dashed line lie the minima of the
continuous lines. At T' = 0K the equation providing these minima is the gap equation.
At T # 0K the free energy should be plotted.
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Fig. 9.5 The effect of quantum fluctuation on the energy density T°°((¢)) at T' = 0K
and for a given value of p; is represented. The quantum term in T°°((¢)) has two
effects: (i) it increases the energy density (the larger (¢) and the larger the increase) and
(ii) it shifts the minima in the direction of decreasing (¢). Various cases are shown in
diagrams (a)—(c). (a) Normal matter remains normal. (b) The degenerate ground state
becomes nondegenerate and the first minimum is the lowest: matter becomes normal.
(c) In the semiclassical case (continuous curve), matter is in an abnormal state; the effect
of quantum fluctuations may a priori be represented by one of the dashed lines labeled
1, 2 or 3: (1) matter remains abnormal, (2) the ground state becomes degenerate, and
(3) matter becomes normal. The existence of these various cases depends on the possible
value of m/g.

[a detailed discussion on the various cases has been given by T.D. Lee and
M. Margulies (1975)], there are two minima (separated by a maximum)
corresponding to two possibilities: either the lowest minimum is obtained
for the smallest values of (¢) (in such a case it corresponds to a stable
normal state while the other minimum is metastable and the maximum
is unstable) or it is obtained at a larger value, (¢) [in this case, the first
minimum is metastable — see Fig. 9.5(c) — while the second is stable and
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represents abnormal matter]. Moreover, whether these two cases [shown
on Fig. 9.5(c)] exist or not does depend on the possible limiting values of
(@), i.e. of m/g. What is now the effect of quantum fluctuations on this
situation? In fact, it is easy to realize that the term brought by the vacuum
fluctuations is not only positive but also monotically increasing with (¢).
This means that the value of the energy density corresponding to the first
minimum to the right of (¢) = 0 is less increased than for the second one,
corresponding to a larger value of (¢). It follows that several cases have to
be considered. For the sake of the discussion we label p; and ps the minima
corresponding to (¢)1 and (@)a, respectively, and take 0 < (¢)1 < (@)2; let
us also call V5 and V, the corresponding vacuum contribution (p; refers to
the quasiclassical case). Therefore, we examine the following different cases:

(i) p1 < p2 (metastable abnormal state — po; stable normal state — p1).
In this case p1 + Vi < p2 + Vo2 and hence the quantum fluctuations
enhance the stability of the normal state; also, they can possibly sup-
press the second (metastable) minimum, depending on its depth rel-
ative to the maximum (the energy density of the maximum is less
increased than that of the metastable minimum).

(ii) p1 = p2 (and (@)1 < (¢)2). In this case, the quasiclassical degenerate
normal state is split into a normal state (state 1) and, possibly, a
metastable state 2 (or no state 2 at all).

(iii) p1 > p2 (normal metastable state and abnormal stable state). This
is the most complicated case, since there are several possibilities:
(8) (62 > m/g, (b) p1+Vi = pa+Va, (¢) p1+Vi < pa+ Vs of course,
these various cases depend on the values of the constants at hand.

Finally, it should be mentioned that all these cases have to be considered
according to the value of m/g, since for example when (¢)2 > m/g there is
no physical second minimum.

9.6. Thermodynamics of the System

Before looking at the gap equation and its properties, we first indicate how
it can be obtained from the free energy of the system.
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9.6.1. The gap equation as a minimum of the free energy

We start from the usual thermodynamical relations

a=p—Ts,
_p—Ts+P (9.74)
H— neq 9

where a is the free energy density, s the entropy density, n.q the fermion
density, and e; the chemical potential. Note that c; is the Fermi energy
and p reduces to the latter only at T' = 0 K. Explicitly, one has

M* [
:—2/ e2Ve2 4+ 1(ny +n_)de

7+ I+ 22— 2w (1)

8w 247 967 82 m
3 2 2 2 4
agm Tmeg 5 13mg 25¢g
- 8? <¢> + 1672 <¢> - 2472 <¢> 9672’ (975)
1% R ;3 AR, 4 M* M
B 8_7r<¢> 2ar O g O T
3 2.2 2 4
gm Tm=g 9  13mg 3 25g
_ 9.76
()~ SO0 + Ty - 2T (9.76)
M4 [
Neq = ?/0 e2(ny —n_)de. (9.77)
In Egs. (9.75)—(9.77), ny are the usual Fermi-Dirac factors:
1
= . 9.78
exp[B(E F p)] + 1 (878)
From Egs. (9.74)-(9.76) one gets
a = Negit — P (9.79)
and, in thermal equilibrium, one has
oa oa
=0=— . 9.80
a<¢> T'\neq aM T\neq ( )
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On the other hand, it is not difficult to check that

aPmat___/v 3
oM 7wy VRt

M3 0
e2(ny +n_) +—ﬁ/ dee*(ny —n_)

Oey

52(n+ +n )+nEQ8M

de
— —_— 9.81
2 /o vez+1 (0.81)
which has been obtained with various integrations by parts and also by
using the properties of the Fermi-Dirac factors neq. In Eq. (9.81) Puat

is the pressure of the fermions, i.e. the first term of Eq. (9.81). Finally,
Eq. (9.79) yields

o= 22|, 0 9P
oM |y, ~ "0l O09)
e e /om d%ji%“” n-)
+ ﬁ [MQR<¢>> + D) + %R«;sf’ + 2’%\43 In (%)
+ gé\f B g;lj N 717;;92 @) — 13;193 ()2 + 265_7gr4<¢>3} ,

(9.82)

which is nothing but the renormalized gap equation.

9.6.2. Thermodynamics

With this full renormalization of the theory in Hartree—Vlasov approxi-
mation, one can finally write the basic equations that determine the ther-
modynamic state, i.e. the renormalized gap equation

3 2 702m2
95(061%—@)4-(%4' gsm)(m_M)
™ 2
13¢3m\ (m — M)? 25¢%\ (m — M)3
+<'7R_ 9s )( )+<)\R_ 95)( 2)
T s 695

omdg% (M\® (M
= 4rg? Sp/d4meat(p) s (—) In (Eel/‘*) (9.83)

m
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and the renormalized energy—momentum tensor

» » 1 ., gsm3 m? 7gEm?
13 = 1t + o { (an - ) (o + (52 + T2 ) (2
13g32m 25¢%
# (= ) o+ (- 22 ) i1

_(m—gs(e))" In (1 gs<@>>'

(9.84)

2 m

Note that, owing to the values obtained earlier for Ar and its relation to
ag, one has ag = 0.

Since the thermodynamic state of the system depends on the effective
mass of the fermions, it is necessary to study briefly the gap equation it
satisfies.

As an example of the role of the vacuum fluctuations in the thermo-
dynamics of the system, several figures are drawn below which allow a
comparison of the renormalized and semiclassical data.

Although these figures refer to the zero temperature case, results at finite
temperatures were also obtained elsewhere [J. Diaz Alonso and R. Hakim
(1984)]. The conclusions are quite similar: the effective mass is higher in the
renormalized case (Fig. 9.6) than in the semiclassical one and the pressure

3z

=
o

0.5 |~

0.0
0.0

Fig. 9.6 Plot of the effective mass (in units of the baryon mass) at 0K as a function of
the Fermi energy of the system for several values of the coupling constant. The dotted line
represents the semiclassical case (Hartree—Vlasov), while the continuous line corresponds
to the renormalized case [after J. Diaz Alonso (1985); J. Diaz Alonso and R. Hakim
(1984)].
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Fig. 9.7 The energy per baryon as a function of the Fermi momentum, at 0 K (same
notations as in the preceding figure [after J. Diaz Alonso (1985); J. Diaz Alonso and
R. Hakim (1984)].

(Fig. 9.8) is generally higher so that the first order phase transition is
somewhat softened, depending on the value adopted for the coupling con-
stant I'. Accordingly, the phase diagram is also slightly modified (Fig. 9.9).
The energy per fermion is also depicted in Fig. 9.7.

9.7. Renormalization of the Excitation Spectrum

When the vacuum terms are no longer omitted, the dispersion equation
(or the Fourier transform of the Klein-Gordon equation) — to which the
contribution of the counterterms has been added — can be written as

A
— k(L4 Z)p1 + |m% + 0p” + {peq) + §<</>eq>2 ©1

= [Hmat(k) + Hvac(k2)]7 (985)

where IL,¢ (k) has been calculated above and Iy, (k?) has a similar form
with the difference that feq(p) has to be replaced by fvac(p). Explicitly,
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Fig. 9.8 The pressure as a function of the Fermi momentum, at 0 K (same notations
as in the preceding figure [after J. Diaz Alonso (1985); J. Diaz Alonso and R. Hakim
(1984)].

one has
0(—£%)o(&* — M?)
(€ 17 =112

2 __29% 2 1.2\1.2 4
e (k) = =525 (4M% = k)R [ d'¢
s

+ 27%% /d‘*g O(—£%)8(€2 — M?). (9.86)

The two integrals occurring in Ily,.(k?) are clearly divergent and must be
regularized as integrals in the gap equation and the energy—momentum
tensor. These integrals are respectively called Iy and I, so that

242 242
e (K2) = _2’%(41\/_{2 — K, + %11. (9.87)

I; has already been calculated in 4 — ¢ dimensions in the regular-
ization of the gap equation, while Iy is given by [J. Diaz Alonso and
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Fig. 9.9 The phase diagram — I'"! as a function of the Fermi momentum — at 0 K
(same notations as in the preceding figure [after G. Kalman (1974); J. Diaz Alonso
(1985); J. Diaz Alonso and R. Hakim (1984)].

R. Hakim (1988)]

I Lor 7 fo) AM +1+1/1 da (1 ak?
- — n{—- = —1In - — .
07T R m 2)0 Vi—a AN

(9.88)
Finally, the vacuum polarization “tensor” reads
6M2g% k2
Hvac(kQ) = _Tgs + Wgs + H\J:ac(kz) (989)

where the finite part, II7,.(k?), is given by

292 M2 AM 1 (Y do ak?
f (k%)= 225 {3In | — 1 —/ n(1-—
vac( ) T { n m + + 2 o \/m n 4M2

21.2 1 2
gk AM 1/ do ok
— 22— 2ln| — 1+ - In({l—-——= .
W{n<m Tty ) vica T me
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The pole terms are now canceled by choosing the various counterterms 6p2,
Aand Z as

6 2.2
o’ = —2295 | By,
e
12mg?
y= "5 4 ¢,
e (9.91)
12g4
)\: - +DF7
e
2
z7=-954 7.,
e

where the constants indexed by F' are as yet arbitrary unknown constants
to be determined as above.

It should be noted that the poles occurring in these last expressions
are exactly the same as those obtained previously in the renormalization
of the gap equation. However, the infinite constants are a priori different
from the ones already obtained. It should indeed be borne in mind that
while the Hartree approximation is also used — and this explains the same
poles as before — the calculation of the excitation modes implies a slightly
off-equilibrium state: as a matter of fact, this off-equilibrium situation is
connected with a higher order equilibrium approximation. It follows that
the above finite constants are not necessarily the same as those obtained in
the renormalization of the gap equation.

In order to determine these constants, we first demand that, in a normal
vacuum (i.e. at T = 0 and py = 0), (¢)vac = 0, the dispersion equation
reduces to

k* —m% = O((k* — m%)?), (9.92)

when k2 = mzs; i.e. the dispersion curve possesses the usual meson branch
at least at low three-momenta. This condition leads, as usual, to the two
equations

(k) |2 = 2, =0,
(Pleq =0
(9.93)
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where TI(k) is the vacuum polarization tensor plus the finite part of the
counterterm contributions:

f10) = {~KZp + Be + Crlplea + 3 Drl0l, - W) ). (090

The second condition provides Zp as a function of g%, m% and m, while
the first one allows the determination of Br as a linear function of Zg. Cg
and Dp are now determined from the definitions of vz and AR,

d ~
H(k) 2 _ 2 = YR
d<@>eq Zo)cq :SO, (9 95)
d ) .
(k)2 _ 2 = Ag,
d(<p>§q ?W)eq :SO

and immediately lead to an explicit form of Cr and Dp as functions of g2,
m%, and of the “experimental” values of yg and Ag.

Finally, the arbitrary constant A is given the same value as above and
is thus chosen in such a way that the vacuum energy density is zero.

9.7.1. Comparison with the semiclassical case

We now compare briefly the renormalized and the second order cases.

First, we compare the dispersion curves w = w(k) in the case of v =
Ar = 0, still in the case I' = 100 and a temperature of 0 K. Furthermore,
several values of pr have been taken: pp = 0.41, 0.50, 0.60, in units of the
fermion mass m. Also, we take the value m/u = 3.

In both cases there exist four branches: (i) the usual meson branch
whose asymptote is the straight line k° = |k|, (ii) a zero sound branch and
(iii) two other meson branches at high frequencies and large wave numbers
related to the above vacuum polarization term.

Let us comment a little bit on these curves in the two approximations
under consideration. In both cases the meson branch is quite similar to
the usual one. In fact, when the fermion density (or the Fermi momentum
pr) tends to zero, this curve tends to the usual one, k%2 —k? = /ﬁ%. As to
the zero sound branch in the Hartree approximation, it exists only in the
unphysical region of the renormalized phase diagram while, in the pertur-
bative case, it still occurs in the physical region and furthermore it appears
to be larger and larger as the density is increased. Besides this property,
the Hartree curve is much smaller than the perturbative one.
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The second boson-like branch, at high frequency, stems from the vacuum
contribution. It also occurs in the perturbative context at order 2 in the
coupling constant. In a vacuum the dispersion relation has the form

(K — i3 AR) = 0, (9.96)

where A(k?) is a known function; it follows that the new branch obeys the
dispersion relation A(k?) = 0. Such a branch does occur in QED, but it is
usually considered as being unphysical, since it exists at ultrahigh energies
[~2m exp(137)]. However, it also exists in the 7 — N system at much lower
density (~4 GeV). Morever, even in QED, it has been shown that, in the
presence of a magnetic field ~1.9-10'¢ G, it does correspond to the possible
existence of a massive longitudinal photon and has a finite lifetime. In our
case also, a preliminary study of the stability of this branch indicates that
it is probably stable (i.e. it has a finite lifetime).

Consequently, it is no surprise if such a branch is also present in the
case of the system nucleon-scalar particle itself. In the case of a 4 GeV high
energy “pion,” this should lead to immediate experimental consequences;
in the scalar case, the situation is less clear because of the fact that an
actual physical system should first be associated with the case of the “scalar
plasma.”

9.8. A Short Digression on Bosons

Before closing this chapter, it should be worth having a few words on the
case of bosons. In other words, let us consider (Fig. 9.10) the case of a
Lagrangian,

1 % Ao
L == 2_ P02 M4 .
5(00)? — gt — S, (9.97)
where ¢ is a real field, in order to simplify the discussion.
In such a case, and since the chemical potential is zero,
F=-P, (9.98)

where the free energy F' is only the opposite of the total pressure P, and
the pressure is obtained from the energy—momentum tensor

T;U/ = <8u¢ : 81/¢ - 77;U/L> (999)

via its spatial components,

1
P =38 ()T", (9.100)
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Fig. 9.10 The Hartree approximation for the dispersion curves as compared to the g2

order; right — second order (renormalized) curve; left — renormalized Hartree—Vlasov
case. The curves indexed (iii) represent a renormalized contribution.
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A, (u) being the usual projector over the spatial components of the energy—
momentum tensor. The result is that

F =438, () (969°9) + 21 (%) + 71 (6%) — 5 ((06%) . (9.101)

Let us now be more specific by assuming that (¢) = 0, and let us also
assume that a Gaussian approximation,

(@)~ 0,
(6°") = (2n — 1)I{($%)",
does hold. This corresponds to the Hartree-Vlasov approximation of

fermions.
We also set

(9.102)

K = (¢?) (9.103)

and since
1 A3k
o) = o | T o

results from the freelike equations obeyed by ¢, K has the value

1 dSk 1 1
= (2m)3 / w(k) {ewk) — 5}' (9.105)

With this approximation, the free energy has the form

1 a3k 1 1 1 Ao 1
F= - — | M?— - =K - -K?
(2w)3/w(k){eﬂw(k)—1+2}x{2[ Ho—=7 3 ”

e~ g fett Ty (9.104)

(9.106)
the minimization of which, with respect to M, yields
A
M? =2 + 20K (9.107)

which is infinite due to the term 1/2 inside K.

A few comments are now in order. First, this last equation, the so-called
gap equation, is an implicit equation for the parameter M, and second, it
should be renormalized in much the same way as above, since it contains
the bare parameters 2 and \g and also the already-known infinite integral

1
2(27)3 / VKZ + M? (9.108)
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which we have encountered in the case of fermions. As to the gap equation
itself, it can also be obtained from the equation

A
D(e(2)9(0)) + g (d(2)(0)) + 70<¢($)¢(0)>K =0, (9.109)
which results from the equation of motion for ¢, its multiplication by
another ¢, and also taking the approximation into consideration.

These considerations are fully considered in an article by F. Grassi
et al. (1991).



Chapter 10

Covariant Kinetic Equations
in the Quantum Domain

In the last few years, many attempts have been made to calculate the
transport coefficients of relativistic dense matter, whether for nuclear (sym-
metric or pure neutrons) or quark matter. Two main motivations are behind
these attempts. Firstly, experiments involving heavy ion collisions demand
a better understanding of an assumed hydrodynamical stage! of the initial
fireball and an eventual return to a state of local equilibrium. Secondly, the
description of dense objects that occur in relativistic astrophysics (white
dwarfs, neutron stars, strange stars, etc.) necessitates the knowledge of
transport properties in many important problems, such as their cooling, or
the energy and momentum transfer from inner to outer parts of the star.

Although the various transport coefficients can be evaluated via the
use of Kubos relations,? or connected models, the transport coefficients are
generally calculated on the basis of kinetic theory, i.e. through the use of
a Boltzmann equation, or of its quantum version, or of any other kinetic
equation. Such an equation involves the dynamics of dense matter under
consideration through a cross-section. Unfortunately, the various cross-
sections are generally not completely reliable, because they are calculated
in a domain where little is known (deconfining transition for hadron/quark
matter) or where the perturbative expansion does not converge (nuclear
matter); also, the equation of state, from an experimental point of view, is
not at all satisfactory.

Below, a systematic study of a generalization of the relaxation time
approximation is performed, but let us briefly mention a few kinetic equa-
tions found in the literature. One of the most studied and used, particularly

ID. Bjorken, Phys. Rev. D27, 140 (1983).
2R. Kubo, Lectures in Theoretical Physics, Vol. 1 (Wiley, Interscience, New York, 1959).
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in heavy ion collision, is the relativistic version of the Boltzmann equation,
modified by Uhlenbeck and Uehling® in such a way that the relativistic
Fermi-Dirac or Bose-Einstein distributions are stationary solutions of the
collision term, which is not the case for the usual relativistic Boltzmann
equation. This relativistic version, merely phenomenological, is often called
the BUU equation. It reads

pﬁﬂam:%/i?i?%%ﬂ%ﬂuﬂwww@+ﬂ—ﬂ—m
X {f(x,p') f(x,p")1F fla,p)][L F f(z,p)]
— [, p) f(z, D)L F f(2,p)] x 1 F f(z,p")]} (10.1)

where the plus sign refers to bosons and the minus one to fermions, and
W', p" — p,p) is (up to the § term) the transition probability per unit
of time for two colliding particles, which is assumed to obey the detailed
balance property:

W', p" —p,p) =Wp,p—p,p"). (10.2)

Note that this equation is not an equation for F(z, p) but only for
f(x,p); it follows that spin effects are generally neglected in this merely
phenomenological approach.

For the reasons mentioned above, a more phenomenological approach is
preferred, based on the use of a relaxation time model of the collision term,
where all the dynamics is supposed to be contained in a single parameter,
via the relaxation time which should be estimated with another model.
Possibly, the relaxation time can be replaced by a momentum-dependent
“relaxation time function,” 7(p). Next, the transport coefficients are calcu-
lated via the usual approximation methods, such as the Chapman—Enskog
and 14-moment ones.

Such an approach is, of course, more modest than a general one but,
besides its pedagogical value — by avoiding the complexity of involved
equations — it presents the advantage of giving the general structure of
the transport coefficients as functions of the temperature T', the particle
density n, etc., and the relaxation time 7. Furthermore, when this last
quantity is roughly evaluated as

1

onven

T =

(10.3)

3E.A. Uehling, G.E. Uhlenbeck, Phys. Rev., 43, 552 (1933); E.A. Uehling, ibid., 46,
197 (1934).
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where n is the particle — or possibly quasiparticle — density, ¢ is the total
cross-section of the process under study and wy, is the average relative
thermal velocity of the two colliding particles, reasonable orders of mag-
nitude can be expected. Following this line, many authors have used a
relativistic relaxation time model of the general form

f(x,p) — feq(xvp)
) , (10.4)

where f(z,p) is a semiclassical distribution function for the particles (or

paf(ac,p) = -

the quasiparticles), f(x,p) a local equilibrium distribution and 7(p) a given
“relaxation time function” given a priori. For instance, Ch. Marle (1969)
used 7(p) = const, while the choice

7(p) = w7 (10.5)

is the one used by J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974) for reasons
given previously (see Chap. 2). This last choice for 7(p) leads, as already
indicated, to the Landau—Lifschitz form of relativistic hydrodynamics, a
form that leads to more sensible results at low densities, as discussed by
P. Danielewicz and M. Gyulassy (1985).

For the various reasons given in a subsequent section, J.L. Anderson’s
and H.R. Witting’s approach is generalized in this chapter.*

10.1. General Form of the Kinetic Equation

In the context of the Wigner function approach used throughout this
book, relativistic quantum kinetic equations — whether for fermions or
for bosons — are obtained by replacing the interaction term of the equa-
tions obeyed by the one-particle Wigner function with a suitable collision
term; for fermions, one can write

{{i7~3+ 2[y-p — m|}F(z,p) = C1[F(z,p)),
F(x,p){ivy-0—2[y-p—m]} = Co[F(z,p)],

where C1[F] and Ca[F] represent the collision term. However, they are not
independent and must satisfy the consistency relation (see Chap. 8)

{iv-0+2[y-p—m]} " 'C1[F (2, p)] = Col F(z,p)[{iy-0—2[y-p—m]} ",
(10.7)

(10.6)

4R. Hakim, L. Mornas, P. Peter and H. Sivak (1992).
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which is given a simpler form in the sequel. Furthermore, they must be
connected to the mass shell relation, as shown in a subsequent section.
Next, they must be such that the equilibrium Wigner function is a solution
of the collision terms

C1[Feq(p)] = C2[Feq(p)] = 0. (10.8)

As to a possible H theorem, the question is quite delicate and a possible
way out is indicated below.

Let us briefly outline the boson form of the relativistic kinetic equation
(see Chap. 13) and let us write

[K* —T0(k)]p(k) =0 (10.9)

as the dynamics of the boson field ¢. In terms of the Wigner operator
f(k,p), the kinetic equations (without an ad hoc collision term) read

{5 (o 58) =1 (- 31| } 1000 = Cut ). 10,10

{i o g =5 (o g0) +11 (o= 30) [} stk = oty
(10.11)

We write them in a Fourier transform and the relativistic kinetic equation
contains obviously a collision term in the first equation while the second
equation, which represents the mass shell, has no collision. In the case where
II is equal to m?2, exactly the Anderson-Whitting term is recovered.

10.2. An Introductory Example

Before studying the form of a general relaxation time kinetic equation, let
us begin with a very simple example: a version of the BGK equation for
spin 1/2 particles. This equation is written as the system
, - F(x,p) — Feq(p
{iv-0+2[y-p—ml}F(z,p) = —w-uw,
F(9C7p) B Feq(p)
T

(10.11)

F(x,p){iy-0—2[y-p—m]} = - iy - u,

where the brackets in the second equation act leftward. Feq(p) is the equi-
librium Wigner function of a relativistic ideal Fermi gas. This system pos-
sesses all the characteristics of the BGK equation. It is linear and the
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equilibrium solution is a stationary solution. Four-current and energy—
momentum conservations are satisfied provided that the Landau—Lifschitz
matching conditions are verified. The two “collision terms” are of course
mutually compatible. Finally, when one neglects the spin, i.e. when one
neglects the spin part of Fq(p), one recovers the formal® BGK equation
p-0f(x,p) = _p.uw7 (10.12)

given by J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting (1976). Besides its simplicity, this
kinetic equation possesses the interest of indicating a number of problems
to be found in other relativistic and quantum kinetic equations.

Let us first try to solve this system by a mnaive Chapman—Enskog
expansion in the parameter 7 and let us limit ourselves to order 1:

F(Z’,p) = FEq(xap) +7'F1($,p) +T2F2($,p) 4 ) (1013)

where Feq(x,p) is a local equilibrium Wigner distribution. Solving the first
equation, one obtains
‘pt+m
Fi(z,p) = —v-uvk%axfeq(x,p), (10.14)
m
while the solution to the second one is
yp+m
F =

which is different from, and in contradiction with, the first one; in the same
time, the two equations are consistent.
In order to see exactly the reason why this naive Chapman—Enskog

IYA’Y'ua)\feq(x7p)v (1015)

expansion provides wrong results, let us rewrite the above system as

8F J? p —{’Y C 2Z 'Y D= m)} [F(JZ,p) _Feq(x’p)]

(10.16)

OF (z,p)y= —[F(z,p) — Feq(z,p)] {’Y +2i(y-p— m)}

which leads to
v (% — 2ip) — 2im
F(z,p) — Feq(z,p) = — ( _ ) v-OF(x,p)
(% — 21p) + 4m?2

v (% + 2ip) + 2im

F(z,p) — Feq(x,p) = — OF (z,p) -y ( ) . (10.17)

(2 + 2ip)2 + 4m?

5Note that this equation is fully quantal despite its “classical” appearance: feq is indeed
a quantum distribution.
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After some rearrangements and setting p* =mf*, this system can be
rewritten as

v (%_%5) ~ 24 9F (x,p)
(%—21’}9)24-4 m
OF(z.p)-n " (%+2¢§)+2¢

m (%+2¢§)2+4

F(x,p) — Feq(z,p) = — )

(10.18)

F(x,p) - Feq(x’p) = -

)

which shows clearly that there are two expansion parameters in the system.
The first one is the normal parameter occurring in the Chapman—Enskog
expansion, i.e. ¢ = 7/L; and the second one is n = 1/mL, which is the ratio
of the Compton wavelength of the particles (remember that h = ¢ = 1) to
a typical hydrodynamical length, L. Accordingly, we expand the solution
of the BGK system in powers of ¢ and keeping the first order only;
we get

19+ 17-0Fq(z,p)
2 né-u m ’

Fi(z,p) = (10.19)

or, equivalently,

-
Fi(z,p) = —ﬂp'aFeq(x,P)a (10.20)

and the same expression is obtained from the second BGK equation,
achieving thereby a consistent approximate solution. The source of the pre-
vious problem was, of course, the incoherent mixing of the two expansion
parameters.

It might be argued that the particle Compton wavelength is always
extremely small compared to the other lengths present in a physical system.
This is generally exact except when one deals with quasiparticles whose
mass may approach zero. In Chaps. 11, 13 and 14, we shall study such
a case.

Another remark is that this solution for the relativistic BGK equation
leads exactly to the Anderson—Witting results. Let us now briefly show this.
What is needed is to get the transport coefficients in 7" and J#, which
can be obtained from F{;). These last equations can be rewritten as

= [atppr = [atppy, (10.21)
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indicating that only the function f("l) (z,p) is of interest in view of our goal.
It is given by

f(’;)(m,p) =

|
=
6

=
|

|
I
|
i
(S5}
P
3

=—fa), (10.22)

where the last equation is derived from the former with the use of the
Anderson—Whitting first order form.

In other words, it has exactly the same form as (and is identical with)
the Anderson-Witting results (1974b). This, of course, does not mean that
the physical content of the kinetic equation for F' is identical with that
of Anderson and Witting; for instance, higher approximations do differ;
or while it is appropriate for polarized media, this is not the case for the
Anderson—Witting equation. However, it has been found, for unpolarized
media, that most collision terms do possess the property that the first order
Chapman—Enskog solution coincides with the Anderson—Witting solution.

Let us now take a glance at polarized media, i.e. those whose equilibrium
Wigner function is given: f£ ..

It is not difficult to see that Eq. (10.20) is still valid and, more important,
so is the case for Eq. (10.22). It follows that the transport equations so
obtained are identical with those given by Anderson and Witting. However,
from Eq. (10.20), one can obtain the relaxation of the average polarization
four-vector fg(l)(ac,p),

1
fooy(@,p) = ZTr[%'y“F(l)(x,p)L (10.23)
as

p-0
- _ d*p=— fseq (., D), 10.24
T/ pp_ufs a(,p) (10.24)
and the corresponding transport coefficients

Ml (@) = u {~TAPn-X + Siaoa (T An, P 4 n- oP)}

1 .
+nt {7’ <i21 — §i41> P}

+ e {gpu,m-aua +T7)i21ha}, (10.25)
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where X is the thermal conductivity, X< is
X = A (u)[0x3 + Buyl, (10.26)

and 4y, and I,,, are integrals given by

o0 1
- _ . n m
tpum = /0 sinh” z cosh xiev coshata 11’

(10.27)

ycoshz—a

o0
_ . n m
Iym = /0 sinh” z cosh xi@ﬁ o Ta 11

It is finally clear that the system (10.11) does not allow — at least at
first order in the Chapman—Enskog expansion — a coupling between polar-
ization and four-current.

10.3. A General Relaxation Time Approximation

Although quite natural and valid more or less for dilute unpolarized
systems, the Anderson—-Witting equation possesses some obvious limita-
tions, which we first briefly review. First, the concept of a distribution
function does possess a well-known domain of validity and, instead, one
should use a covariant Wigner function. Next, nucleons or quarks are
fermions obeying some Dirac equations and spin is taken via a 4 x4 covariant
Wigner matrix, or a larger one when internal degrees of freedom are taken
into account, while it is not so in the Anderson—-Witting equation. On the
other hand, while this latter equation must be supplemented by a mass
shell constraint on p*, it is not so in the Wigner function approach. Finally,
polarized matter can be dealt with more completely using our Wigner
function approach. Moreover, when used in its original form, the Anderson—
Witting equation does not allow the existence of spin waves (or internal
quantum numbers waves).

Unfortunately, neither the obtaining of a relaxation time term for a rel-
ativistic kinetic equation obeyed by the Wigner function nor its Chapman—
Enskog expansion is a trivial problem. As to the collision term, it is indeed
difficult to infer its general form due to the matrix character of the Wigner
function. As to the Chapman—Enskog expansion, quantum theory and rela-
tivity do introduce, as indicated by the previous example, a supplementary
length and, accordingly, one more expansion parameter,

n=— (10.28)
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or the following one:

1 Compton wavelength
77 = — = N N .

mT relaxation time
In ordinary cases, however, 7 is generally much smaller than ¢, or 7 < 1,
and its contribution is perfectly negligible. Nevertheless, when one thinks of

systems of quasifermions, their effective mass depends on 7', e ¢, etc. and can

(10.29)

in principle be arbitrarily small, leading thereby to arbitrarily large values of
7. A well-known example is the J.D. Walecka model (1974) or G. Kalman’s
scalar plasma (1976), where the effective mass of the quasifermions is
given by

M =m — g(p) (10.30)

(see Chaps. 9 and 13) and tends to zero at high densities and/or tempera-

tures.b

10.3.1. Properties of the kinetic system

The basic system of the relativistic quantum kinetic equations reads
{{W-3+ 2ly-p—m]}F(x,p) = C[F(z,p)],
F(z,p){iv-0 — 20y -p— m]} = C[F(x,p)],
where C is chosen in such a way that this system is consistent, i.e. so that
C[F]) = —°CT[F]4°. (10.31)
This property results from the following one
YV FTA0 = F, (10.32)

and from the requirement of consistency.”
In what follows, the collision terms are decomposed on the basis of the
v matrices as

1
C = el +cun" + cuo™ + esrs)” + ¢35},

! (10.33)
C = AT + & + B0 + E5157" + G575}

6For instance, this property would not be true for nucleons interacting via a pseu-
doscalar meson field [see e.g. J. Diaz Alonso (1985)]; in such a case, one has indeed
M? = m? + g%(¢)? > m?2. Tt is, however, unstable.

"Note that this condition should be valid whatever the second member, be it a collision
term or an interaction. Only the subsequent results specialized to a linear collision term
are not general.



Covariant Kinetic Equations in the Quantum Domain 271

In our relaxation time approximation, F' appears linearly in C[F] and, since
C[Fsq] = 0, C[F] must depend on F through the combination

0F(x,p) = F(x,p) — Feq(z,p). (10.34)

The general BGK system does not look like a relativistic kinetic equation
and this is due to the fact that it includes both transport properties
and mass shell constraints. They can be disentangled in several ways and
after decomposing the system on the basis of the Dirac algebra, after
some algebra (after adding and subtracting these equations) one gets the
“transport” system

1 .
p-of = ?pﬂ(cu +¢u),
2
1 - m -
p- afu - p,uafz/ + mayf = ;p#(cpv - C;W) + Z(Cy + CV), (1035&)
1
p-Oft 4 ol f Ry = 4—2.6"”“%«1(05@ + &58),

1 - m .
p-0fs = 517“(0@ — Csp) — 3(65 +¢5),

1 (10.35Db)
paf&’;\ _pua/\féu = §5MVOU\pa(C,uV + E,uu)a
and the “mass shell” system
2 2 1 “w ~ m ~ oV
(p" = m7)f = 70" (e — Cu) + (e = &) + 0" fuv, (10.36)
1 - m ~ Pv ~
(p2 - mz)fu = _p'u(c;w - C;w) + _(cu - CV) + _(C - C)
2 4 4
1
+mauful/ - EEpAMVpMaAf§7 (1037)
1 ~ m -
(p2 - mQ)f;w == gepAW(Cg - Cg)pA + E(CW — Cuv)
1 - 1 Aap
+ gp[,u(cu} + cu]) + ZEp)\;U/p 0 fs
1 m
- Zp[uau]f - Za[p,fu}a (1038)
1 .. - m 5
(p2 - m2)f5>\ = - Ea“ Apa(cuv - Cuv) + Z(C? - CE)’)\)

1 N 1 e m
— PN (es + G) + 5 P padufy — S f5, (1039)
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1 - m N
(P —m?)fs = — 4—1.19“(05“ + c5u) + 4—2-(05 —C5)
1
T %aufg‘ — SEAm . (10.40)

“mass shell” system — need some discussion.

These last equations — the
In the absence of any external field or condensate whatsoever, in the kinetic
regime we are considering, collisions are pointlike and hence colliding par-
ticles lie on the mass shell p? = m?2. This property can be seen in another
way: when the solution to the transport equations is expanded into a con-
vergent approximation whose zeroth order is such that p? = m?, as is the
case for an equilibrium Wigner function, then owing to the linearity of the
collision term, each order is itself on the mass shell and, consequently, this

is the case for the complete solution.

10.3.2. The collision term

The collision term, which must be linear in (F' — Foq), might be chosen to
have the form

C(F)=M-(F —F.)-N, (10.41)

where M and N are 4 x 4 complex matrices. A priori they depend on
2 x 16 complex parameters, while the most general relaxation term assumes
the form

[C(F)]* = XU F = Feq)eds (10.42)

where the indices {a,b,c,d} are spinor indices running from 1 to 4 and,
accordingly, it depends on 4* parameters, and of course much less when
symmetries are taken into account. However, despite this lack of generality,
such a collision term possesses a sufficient degree of complexity to accom-
modate most useful physical cases. It will be briefly studied in what follows,
and for the moment let us make a few comments on the general collision
term C[F].

A first remark is that C[F] is necessarily built up from the most general
scalars that can be constructed from what is available, i.e. from

{§f7§f“»5fuu»5f§75f5»

o . 2h (10.43)
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where n# is the unit (spacelike) four-vector in the direction of a possible
polarization of the system. They obey exactly the same relations similar to
the equilibrium relations:

pﬂ
[
f - m 9
(10.44a)
f5 = 07
fo = B, fis,
(10.44b)

1
féu = Eguyaﬁpufmw

Note that we have suppressed the indices 1 and e of the f’s; they will
be re-established whenever necessary. It follows that, for instance, a scalar
such as u, f* is proportional to f and hence should not be considered as
essentially different from f. Finally, with all these constraints in mind, we
can write

m .
p-0feq = 5 (c+8) = af): + SVEATI (10.45)
m -
p0ft, =~ A p) es, + )
= 5 fye +d" fsu)e- (10.46)
Moreover, because of the relation p,ff,, = 0 = puf;u)s’ the tensors

a*, b, c*, d** should be chosen as being orthogonal to p*, so that these
last equations contain 1 + 3 4+ 3 + 3 x 3 = 16 independent parameters.
The various components of a,b”, ct and d** are functions of the various
components of p* and of constant relaxation times.

Let us now discuss the above system:

(1) The fact that f* o p*f has the interesting consequence that the
energy—momentum tensor is now symmetric. As a result, the local
polarization tensor is conserved at order e:

aAsullA — _%ENVAP/d4pf5p = O(E) (1047)

Unlike the results of the preceding subsection, where the first order
solution — in the parameter ¢ — implied a complete decoupling
between f and f2, here there exists a possible coupling via the func-
tions b* and c*. As a consequence, spin diffusion and other transport
phenomena connected with polarization do appear at this order and
not at order 7.
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(2) When the medium is not polarized, n* = 0 and the system (10.45),
(10.46) decouples still at order e.

(3) Equations (10.45) and (10.46) for f* and f*¥ do not contain any new
information, but these functions can be obtained from the relations
(10.44) once the system (10.45), (10.46) has been solved.

(4) One could be tempted to take as the most general form of the relaxation
quantum relaxation time approximation Eqgs. (10.45) and (10.46), with
the left hand side now containing the f4’s instead of the é‘(‘l’s and on
the right hand side f4 — :}1 instead of fé)s. In fact, this would be
equivalent to an equation (or, rather, a system) in which Fiy, = 0;
indeed, this would imply that F{;), = 0 obeys both

(v p—m)F1). =0

and C(F(1),) = 0, and it is not difficult to realize that their only solution
is precisely F{1),, = 0. This choice would also mean that the nontrivial
part of the solution would be at least O(n?).

(5) The system (10.45), (10.46) is linear in the unknown functions f(q).
and fé\(1) . and hence can be solved without any particular difficulty
and, consequently, allows the calculation of the transport coeflicient at
O(e) and O(n). On the other hand, the explicit calculation of F{y), —
although straightforward since all our equations are linear — is much
more involved.

10.3.3. General form of F(1)

First, the BGK system is expanded into a series of € and 7, on the basis of

8280 +581 +7781 +"',
{ (0) + €0y + nd)y (10.49)
F=Feq +eF)e +nFayy + -
After some algebra, one finds the first order correction in ¢ as
p-0Feq
Fiye =— 10.50
(e mA(p) ) ( )

where A(p) is a known function when the matrices M and N are given.
Note that despite its apparent generality, it is essentially similar to the
form given in the example discussed at the end of the last subsection, with
7 =7(p). Also, it is valid whether the system is polarized or not. However,
if we require that, at order €, the Landau—Lifschitz conditions be true, then
there exist simplified relations among the M and N relations.
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The calculation of F(y), is much more involved and finally leads to a
quite complex expression which is given elsewhere [R. Hakim, L. Mornas,
P. Peter and H. Sivak (1992)]. We only give the result as

I R S (s e PT
Fay, =1 4(5 B*)AY (p)uars + (6 5)4m

1 .
(5 ﬁ*)ekf’aﬂpwptaﬁ} 0] = 8 = A Do

4m LA (p)u,

* t av 1 * « v
F ot o) 20wty 4 25 3 AT D) A, (et

L(oﬂ—a*)p

Avp Pv v i T
— P — t :|+0'u [—r[upy]—4m o Py

4m

i A oa—a o
LB+ A DA ey + TP, A e g

8m
« ﬂ - ﬂ* o
- _(ﬂ ﬁ )6)\&5 up u tﬂl/] + ( 8m )A ﬁ(p)uatgpAa)\ppu
6—0* PEPA 1 " {2 N 2oy

{ * o { *
- Z(ﬁ — B)AYP (p)uats, + R(‘S — §)p tau

R R IR P Fr TR e

4m
(10.51)
where we have set
1
T = Eaufeqv (10.52)
1
t,uu = ma,u(sufeq), (1053)
Jr
Za = Exuva EUMTV’ (10.54)
o= — Mt mils (10.55)
p1 A+ mpg + —,U3
e Skl (10.56)

p1 +mpz + B s’
d = afA* (p)uyu,. (10.57)
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The above solution for F{y), finally depends on four real parameters only,
namely the real and imaginary parts of @ and (. In the case of an unpo-
larized system, the above expression for F{y), has a slightly simpler form,
obtained by setting S*(p) = 0,t*?(p) = 0.

We must add that a number of subtleties have been avoided and that the
actual calculations are somewhat more complex [see R. Hakim, L. Mornas,
P. Peter and H. Sivak (1992)]. We have only outlined an involved calculation
and the interested reader should refer to the given article for more details,
where he can see, for instance, the expression of the transport coefficients.



Chapter 11

Application to Nuclear Matter

An interesting phenomenological model! for nuclear matter has been pro-
posed by J.D. Walecka (1974) and S.A. Chin and J.D. Walecka (1974, 1979),
which we use hereafter in order to illustrate the covariant Wigner function
techniques. This model is based on the remark that the nucleon—nucleon
potential is repulsive at short distances and attractive at longer ones (see
Fig. 11.1). In order to mimic such a behavior, Walecka proposed using a
short range vector field A*(z), repulsive in the static limit, and a long
range scalar field (), attractive in the same limit; these fields are some-
times identified with the w and o meson fields, respectively. The parameters
of the model are then fitted with the nuclear saturation density and binding
energy per nucleon.

In spite of some known inadequacies,? such a model is certainly worth
studying, because it is the archetype of numerous other models for nuclear
matter, and as such has become a reference on the basis of which many
improvements have been made by taking into account other mesons, chiral
symmetry, the low energy nucleon—nucleon scattering data and nonlinear
couplings.

ISee the general review by B.D. Serot and J.D. Walecka (1986).
20ne of the problems of the model is the too-high value obtained for the nuclear
compressibility.

277
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400 V(r) (MeV)
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o] 1 2 (fermis)

Fig. 11.1 General shape of the nuclear potential.

The Lagrangian considered is given by

1. .
L= §ww(zau —gvAu) — (m — gsply
1 - -
- 51#[7“(%3# +9vAu) + (m — gsely
1 1 1
+ §(au<p SOt —mip?) — ZFWF“” + Em%,AMA“, (11.1)

with
F,, =0,A, —0,A,, (11.2)
from which one obtains the equations of motion for the nucleons

[Y*(i0y — gv A*) — (m — gsp)] = 0,

L (11.3)
Y (i0, + gv A*) + (m — gsp)] = 0,
and for the mesons
(O +m3)e = gsiy),
(O +m3) A" = gyipyhy, (11.4)

0, A* = 0.
Note that the last equation is a constraint which imposes the fields A* to
have only three degrees of freedom.
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The generating equation of the BBGKY hierarchy then reads

{iv-0+42[y-p—m]}F(z,p)

d4
— — s / - dt¢ expl—i

) <F ("“" - ‘R)>

oo [ AR et -7 e (o~ 20)),
RIGEE

)i

F(a,p){iv- 8 —2[y-p—m]}

d4R

—ng/(2 }i dfexp

@+ m2)(p(x)) = gsSp / d*p F(x,p),

(O 4+ ) (4 (@) = 9vSp [ d'p " F(a.p),

(11.5)
which leads to the Hartree—Vlasov system by neglecting two-body correla-
tions, including exchange ones:

(Fopp) = F(p), (FopAr) = F(AM), (Fop @ Fop) = F ® F. (11.6)

11.1. Thermodynamic Properties at Finite Temperature

In equilibrium the system is assumed to be homogeneous and stationary.
Hence, the various derivative terms disappear and one is left with

[V (p— gvAcq) — M]Fuq(p) =
Foa@)v - (p— gvAeq) — M] =

M2 peq = 955D / d'p Fuq (),

0,
0,

(11.7)

mi, Ak, = gvSp / d*py" Foq(p) = gvnequt,
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where the index eq refers to the equilibrium values; it can also be written as
- (p— 222 ) — M]Fuq(p) = 0,
Foq(p) [v— (p - ijn’%) - M} =0, (11.8)
M Peq = gsSP / d'p Feq(p),
where the effective mass M is given by
{ M =m — g5Peq;
Peq = (#)-

This system is formally the same as the one obtained in the case of the
relativistic scalar plasma with the following small differences:

(11.9)

(i) p is to be replaced by

2
p— (p - g—gnqueq> ; (11.10)
my,
(ii) the mass shell condition is now
g% ’
v 2
— _ne = M 7 (1111)
(o)
(iii) the equilibrium distribution becomes
2 2
Y- (P = gyneq/my) + M
Fuolp) = LT ) i)
4M
where
d 0(p* - u)
A -—— 5 *2 M2
Jea(p) (2m)3 [ ] {exp(ﬁp* cu—pF)+1
0(—p* - u) }
—0(—p*-u)p, 11.13
exp(—fp* -u — p*) +1 ( ) (11.13)
with
p*)\ _ p>\ _ gf/ngequ)\’
, (11.14)
wo=p—Ln
m%/ eqr

and d is the spin—isospin degeneracy factor [in symmetric nuclear matter
d = 4 (two spin states and two isospin states) and in pure neutron matter
d = 2 (two spin states only).

The ¢ field equation of the equilibrium Hartree—Vlasov system is for-
mally the same as the gap equation studied in Chap. 9 with the proviso
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that f.q possesses now the form given above. Note also that besides the gap
equation, another transcendental equation must be solved (except at 0K,
where it is trivial) — the one that connects the chemical potential x4 and
the equilibrium density 7.q,

g%“eq—/di”f (p: 11.15
mz ) 4Pl D5 s Teq) (11.15)
where the dependence of feq on p and neq has been made apparent in the
notations. Note that the degeneracy factor d allows the distinction between
symmetric nuclear matter and pure neutron matter (d = 2; two spin states).

In this chapter, the vacuum term of f.q will be dropped: it is the only
term that gives rise to infinities — the field A* does not give rise to diver-
gences in this approximation of thermal equilibrium — and the renormal-
ization procedure is exactly identical to the one performed for the scalar
plasma. Moreover, a renormalization process in a merely phenomenological
model does not make much sense, except for esthetical reasons.

p/n-m
10 //
oF /
- neutron matter
—_—— e

(MeV)
[e ]

symmetric
nuclear matter

s '
H N
T I

Fig. 11.2 The energy per nucleon (in MeV) as a function of the Fermi momentum (in
fm~1), in the Walecka model for pure neutron matter and symmetric nuclear matter. The
binding energy is adjusted to the experimental value —15.75 MeV at Fermi momentum
1.42fm~1! [after B.D. Serot and J.D. Walecka (1986)].
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As in the case of the scalar plasma, one can obtain the other thermody-
namic quantities through the calculation of the energy—momentum tensor:

2 2
2 [ 9y
T = Thg + T8 + T4 = Tt + my ( m;q) i

mat mat
v

2 2 2
+{ S (M —m)? +m?, (%@“‘) }nﬂ”. (11.16)

8mrg? 2

There remains for one to determine the as yet arbitrary constants
{m?%, g%;m% g&}. Let us first note that in this mean field approximation
these last quantities always appear through the combination

2 2
c2=g (), c2=42(22), 11.17
\% gv(m% s =J9s m% ( )

for which B.D. Serot and J.W. Walecka gave the values

Ct =195.9, C% =267.1.

This can be achieved by identifying the binding energy per nucleon
(Fig. 11.2) in nuclear matter calculated in the model and the exper-
imentally known value (—15.75MeV), fitted at the saturation density
(2.24 x 101 g/cm3 or py = 1.42fm™1) of nuclear matter.

11.1.1. Thermodynamics in some important cases

Note that one can expect a first order phase transition, of the gas—
liquid type, because of the role played by the (attractive) scalar field,
and indeed this is what appears after the calculations are performed.
Qualitatively, the thermodynamic properties obtained in this model are
similar to those of the relativistic scalar plasma studied in Chap. 9.

Therefore, only some important limiting cases are briefly given below:
(i) the degenerate case at low temperatures, (ii) the high temperature and
nondegenerate case, and (iii) the low temperature and nondegenerate case.
Use is made of the notations

M’ (11.18)

In what follows we shall set

Y =m*g8, o = e =g — giun(AM). (11.19)
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Degenerate matter and low temperature (v* > 1 and o* > ~v*). A Som-
merfeld expansion (see Chap. 7) of the integrals for the various thermody-
namic quantities yields

dr M3 w2 622 —3
nucleon ~ d 8 —, 11.20
o = A5 {0+ 0 (11.20)
drM* (x0 1
~Nd——m{ (227 - 1) — =1 0,
p~ i {52 = 1) - ginte+0)
2 2
mg 2 9y 2
—=(m—M 11.21
+ 292 (m ) + 2m%/ nnucleon} ’ ( )
drM* [ x0 3 2
Prd——{ —(22% - =1 U U
3(27r)3{8(x 5)+8n(x+ )+2’y*2x
9% 2 9y o
— - M 11.22
2m25 (m ) + 2m%/ nnucleon} ’ ( )
4 M3 (w2 7t 82° — 2323 + 182
~d———nq—a0 11.2
S TomE {’y*x T 12073 07 } (11.23)
while the gap equation reads
2 4 2
g ArM* (1 1 ™ x
M~m— 22d —z— =1 N+ ——1¢. 11.24
Tz 23 {2x )+ 55y (11.24)

High temperature and nondegenerate matter. In this case, the various Fermi—
Dirac factors occurring in the thermodynamic expressions can be expanded
into geometric series,

1
exp(—7y*[cosh(z) — p*/m*]) +1
= Z(—l)kexp(—kz”y*[cosh(x) — p*/m*)), (11.25)
k=0
1
{exp(—7*[cosh(z) — p*/m*]) + 1}

(—l)k(k + 1) exp(—kvy*[cosh(z) — p*/m*]), (11.26)

M

£l
I
<

of the exponentials, leading thereby to rapidly converging series of Kelvin
functions (see App. A). Replacing each Kelvin function by its high
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temperature approximation (small arguments of K,), one gets

Nnucleon & dM?2 5:2, (11.27)
p%{d7]\142407r2 d2i—%%; +d *22—%%};4’ (11.28)
P {d”\;[;(;rz —d2i—%%;+d2u*2%ﬂf—;} 714, (11.29)
S~ d79—7:)2 <%>3, (11.30)

and the gap equation is written as
M zm—i—di—% 1‘;\/:[;2. (11.31)

Low temperature and nondegenerate matter. In this case, one has v* > 1
(low temperatures) and o* < v*, with

* % 2

« _ VM 9y
= = — = Nnucleon | - 11.32
@ M ﬂ(,u m%/n : ) ( )

The various integrals are still expanded into a geometric series, giving rise to
a series of Kelvin functions which are replaced by their asymptotic expres-
sions (large values of the argument of K,,), and one finds that

M2 12 1 T
Nnucleon ~ d? (5) W exp (’Y |:M — 1]) R (1133)

M* fm\1/2 1 .|
Py (3) WGXP(V [M_ID

[\~

2 6 *
gs M> 1 « | K
d>25 — Il |
+ m?,g167r3w*3e}q)<’y [M })
2 6 *
gy M° 1 Ny
A YA R | 11.34
2 WSW*gexp(v[M D (11.34)
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Myt [1-8 T
Swpwdﬁ (§> {W—I—W}exp(’y |:M—1:|>7 (1136)

and the gap equation has the approximation

2 3 1/2 1 *
~ gs M~ (E) L o
M = m—!—dm% 57 | 3 T exp | 7" | 37 1] . (11.37)

11.2. Remarks on the Oscillation Spectra of Mesons

We give a few words on the spectra of the oscillations of ¢ and A*.
Therefore, we shall use the equations of the system only in a symbolic
way. It is thus written as

L:Fop = gVSp/'}/ . FOpA — gSSp/FopSO,
(11.38)

Fopl = —gvSp/A~7Fop +gsSp/s0Fop,

KG()O = gSSp/Fop7
(11.39)

KGA = gvSp / YEop-
Now the same approximation as that in Chap. 9 is made; it is
(0) & eq + (1),
(A) = Acq + Ay, (11.40)
(Fop) = Feq + Fu),
which are introduced into the first two equations of the hierarchy,

LFy = gVSP/VFqu(l) - gsSp/FeqsO(l), (11.41)

and another one that is similar, where we have introduced terms like ey,
in the star of £*. We now “solve” these last equations as

F(l) =t {QVSP/VFqu(l) — gSSp/Feq@(l)} (1142)
and introduce this into the Klein—-Gordon equations

KGy(p) = £ {gvSp/WFquu) —gsSp/Feq<P(1)}7
(11.43)

KGA(;) = £ {gvSp/wz‘MFqu(l) - gsSp/WFequu)};
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these equations can be rewritten in the form

KGo) = Hpadq) + Hepq), (11.44)
KGA(l) = HAA(l) + HA¢<p(1).

Once Fourier-transformed they lead immediately to the excitation spectra
of the (¢, A™).

When the coefficients 11,4 and Il4, are negligible, one recovers the
excitation spectrum of the scalar particle and that of the vector particle.
Note that in the latter case the excitation spectrum is quite similar to the
one obtained in QED (Chap. 15), with necessarily a Lorentz “gauge” and
with the change

1 1
p? tie - p2 —m2 e’

(11.45)

Note that in general the two spectra are coupled and that an interesting
discussion can be found in the article of S.A. Chin (1977).

11.3. Transport Coefficients of Nuclear Matter

The various transport coefficients of nuclear matter have usually been cal-
culated via the Boltzmann—Uhlenbeck-Uehling equation or Kubo’s formula.
However, as was repeatedly emphasized, it is at least as reasonable to
perform such a calculation in the relaxation time approximation studied
in Chap. 10. This has been done by L. Mornas (1992) and by R. Hakim
and L. Mornas (1993), and this approach is followed below, still in the case
of the Walecka model.

We shall use the collision term studied in the example given at the
beginning of Chap. 10, i.e.

(11.46)

so that our relaxation time kinetic equation reads (we have not included the
equations for the average scalar and vector fields, which remain identical
to the ones given above)

{iv-0+2[y-p—m]}F(z,p)

+ 295/ éjf; d*€ exp[—i(p — &) - R]F(x,¢€) <<p (m - %R>>
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4
N 29"/ (Zﬂjj4d4§exp[—i(p— §) - RIF(z, &)V <A“ (m - %R)>
= C[F(z,p)]; (11.47a)
F(a,p){iv -0 =2y - p—m]}

- 295/ éjf; d*€ exp|—i(p — &) - RJF(x,¢€) <<p (m + %R>>

w200 [ S atceploitr—9) 1) (4° (24 3R) ) Pl

= C[F(z,p)]. (11.47b)

In these equations, the only correlations retained are those due to collisions
between particles; this system thus describes nucleons interacting via mean
fields and pointlike collisions.

Before solving this system, a remark is in order. Since a nonpolarized
medium is to be considered, the 16 components of the Wigner function
F' are not all needed in the calculation of the transport coefficients: only f
and f* are required to calculate the off-equilibrium part of the four-current
and of the energy—momentum tensor. Accordingly, it would be desirable to
obtain a kinetic equation which would involve these two functions only.

To this end, one must realize that the Chapman—Enskog approxi-
mation — or almost any others — does imply a weak gradient assumption
for the average fields (p) and (A*). Practically, this means that these quan-
tities are expanded into a Taylor series which we limit to its first order:

(¢ (o 5R) )~ tote) £ 4R -0 (o(o), -

1
<A" <x + §R) > ~ (AM(z)) £ 1R -0 (AM(z)).
Once introduced into our kinetic system for F' and after performing lengthy

but straightforward algebraic manipulations, it is possible to eliminate the
components f£ and f# and arrive at the system

~ ~ 1 ~ ~ 0 ~ f_fe
. — h_ 2 _ ) f— .ot
p-Of —Omft — SO\(B" —m )82» pru————,
p-off —Pmf — laA(ﬁ - m%ifﬁ + 9Bl f,, (11.49)
2 Opx

8 _ 8
~.uf feq
T b
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which is somewhat simpler than the original system. Note also that the
same kind of approximation — first order Chapman-Enskog — for the
effective mass shell provides

(* —m?) L{“] =0. (11.50)

As a matter of fact, a consistent Chapman—Enskog expansion would have
led to the same final result, although in a much more involved way. In this
last system we have set?

{mzm—gsw(x)% (11.51)

Pt = pt — gv (At(z)).

11.3.1. Chapman—Enskog expansion

As in Chap. 10, the various physical quantities F, (¢) and (AH) are
expanded in the parameter 7 as

F:Feq+TF1+... ,
(P) = (Pleq + ()1 +--, (11.52)
(AF) = (AF)eq + (AF)1 + - -+,
and, instead of F’s, it is more appropriate to use the expansion

{ f:feq+7f1+"'7

11.53
Pr=fa T .

These expansions, introduced into the system for f and f#, then yield

1 1 0
fl = u <p* -0 — 58)\[23*2 - m*2]8—> feq7
P P (11.54)
p*
{L: ﬁfem
with the notations
m*=m — eds
{ 9s(P)eq (11.55)
P =pt — gy (AF)eq-

3Note that M = (m)eq and that p* = p — (A(z))eq-
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The off-equilibrium quantities Jj* and T} are then calculated and their final
expression reads

wo_
J=7

4rdm** { Ii 154

3(27)3 Ty, II,O} A () (92 + By ) (11.56)

for the baryon four-current, and

v 47Tdm*4 2 * * Qv * v
Ty :Tw{ﬁfa,_ﬂ o + 0" A (u)

v (LRI + AT, — 215,05 15, I
'y 2 -, I3 tlo
29 — 151453

drdm** g%,nB
b
3(2m)3 mi,

[wh A (u) + u” A (u))

Iia 15y 2 4mdm*?
>< s YT * 8 . * _ *
{ IZ,QO 4,0 ( >\6+ ﬂU)\) +7"}/ 3(271_)3 (m m )
L s+ LAL5, — 25050050 |, . v
X < — 1*2’ —7]* e — +16,71 0 n* (11.57)
29 — Ayl 3

for the energy—momentum tensor. Let us specify the notations used in the
expressions of J{" and T}'. The quantities I,, , are the integrals

) exp(y* coshy + a*)
¥t = [ dysinh® L , 11.58
nm / ysinh-ycoshy [exp(y* coshy £ a*) + 1]2 ( )
with
Y =m*p,
e et 2 B
= = — — 11.
@ m* ﬂ <.u gV m%/) ) ( 59)

* —

p = = gun(At)eq.
In the expression of T}, o is the (traceless) shear tensor (see Chap. 2),
not to be mistaken for a Dirac matrix, whose main properties are
v — « 126} 1 v af
ot = [ AP (u) AP (u) — gA” (W) AP (u)| Oaug,
u ot =0, (11.60)
At (u)op, = 0.
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In the determination of J{* and 71", implicit use was made of the conser-

vation relations which lead in fine to the equations:

. _ Y diolas — 152150 o*
3 (I3 — I3, 155
7 11,015,2 - 15,111,1

V= 55 0", (11.61)
3 (12,2)2 — 13,15

o =0 (1 4 o ) .

mo
These equations are identical to those obtained by J.L. Anderson and H.R.
Witting (1974) for particles moving “freely” (i.e. influenced only by the
mean fields) between collisions, the only difference being that nonstarred
quantities are replaced by starred ones. Note also that #* is a kind of

effective divergence of the four-velocity which appears (see below) in the
entropy production.

11.3.2. Transport coefficients: Eckart versus
Landau—Lifschitz representations

Once the off-equilibrium quantities have been calculated, they must be cast
into a form appropriate to the identification of transport coefficents, i.e. in
Eckart’s form (see Chap. 2). They have the general structure

Tl = RO (W)(0,8 + Bin,),
{off RAM (u) (0,0 + B ) (11.62)

TH =2not + %c OAPY (u) + AHY,
where A* can easily be obtained from the explicit expression of 71" as

drdm** g%/nB

v o__ vA v A
AR = TW m%/ [’U,MA (’LL) +u AH (U)]
I Iy
X {% —1;7%} (OxB + Biry). (11.63)

While the equation for J/i; obeys the first Landau—Lifschitz condition, this
is not the case for T, which is not orthogonal to w*. This is due to
the fact that the energy—momentum tensor includes the contribution of
the collective fields () and (A*); although its matter (baryonic) part does
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satisfy these matching conditions, this is of little use since it is the total
off-equilibrium part of the energy—momentum tensor which enters into the
dissipation processes.

In order to cast the off-equilibrium quantities into Eckart’s form, the
pressure, the energy density and the local hydrodynamical four-velocity
have to be redefined. This is achieved with the following changes, all of
order 0(7):

p— p+ 550%(m —m*),
P— P — £¢0*(m —m*), (11.64)
ut — UF =yt 4 &M,
with

et = 2 AR (0)(8,5 + Bin). (11.65)

np
Finally, one gets for the shear viscosity (Fig. 11.3)

drdm* |
n= Tm.[&_l’y s (1166)

=
(Q'
T

(fm-3)

shear viscosity

—
o
I

— e - -

Fig. 11.3 The shear viscosity as a function of the temperature parameter v = mg for
pure neutron matter. Continuous lines represent the above expression, while dashed ones
refer to J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting’s result.
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& -~

L ~ bulk viscosity

1 10 Y100

Fig. 11.4 The bulk viscosity as a function of the temperature parameter 7y for pure
neutron matter. Continuous lines represent the above expression, while dashed ones
refer to J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting’s result.

for the bulk viscosity (Fig. 11.4)

ddm™* | o Liols s+ 15115, — 215515 015 4
3(2m)3 "6t 15,22 —I3,154

S=7

+@H} (11.67)
and for the thermal conductivity (Fig. 11.5)

drdm*3 5154 {IZ,IIZ,I N }

(11.68)

A= TS Emne Tio

These expressions are formally identical to those obtained by J.L.
Anderson and H.R. Witting (1974), and they differ only by the occurrence
of starred quantities. Although this was not a priori obvious, it seems quite
natural. However, in spite of their analogy — which gives rise to similar
behaviors for the shear viscosity and the thermal conductivity — this is not
the case for the bulk viscosity.

In order to assess the importance of collective effects with their absence
in transport coefficients, several curves representing the bulk viscosity of
pure neutron matter have been plotted in Fig. 11.6, with and without the
effects of the scalar and/or vector fields.

The figures show that, at high temperatures, the attractive scalar field
is responsible for the behavior of the bulk viscosity, at least for the greatest
part. As to the other transport coefficients, it is the repulsive vector field
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Fig. 11.5 The thermal conductivity as a function of the temperature parameter v for
pure neutron matter. Continuous lines represent the above expression, while dashed ones
refer to J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting’s result.

which plays the main role in the modification of the transport coeffi-
cients. Details and analytical forms for extreme cases are given elsewhere
[R. Hakim and L. Mornas (1993)].

11.3.3. Entropy production

It remains for one to justify the passage to the starred quantities in the
above calculations. This can be shown by looking at the entropy production
in these dissipative processes; further arguments justifying the formal
analogy with the Anderson—Witting approach — through the use of effective
quantities — can be put forward when studying the entropy production.

This can be done in several ways; here we begin with a microscopic
point of view by noting that f(z,p) plays the role of a distribution function
on the mass shell p*2 = m*2. Therefore, the entropy four-flux is defined as
usual* for fermions as

s =k 3 [ @ Lo e nn faten)

(11.69)
=+ [1 - f:t(x7p)} 111[1 - fﬂ:(xap)]}a

4See e.g. S.R. de Groot, W. A. van Leeuwen and Ch. G. van Weert, Relativistic Kinetic
Theory (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1980).
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Fig. 11.6 The effect of the various collective fields is indicated in the case of bulk
viscosity for pure neutron matter, for two different values of the chemical potential. W
designates the result with the Walecka model, S with the scalar field only, V with the

1 10

vector field only and 0 without any collective effects.

where the plus sign refers to nucleons and the minus one to antinucleons.
Note that this definition of the entropy four-flux could be wrong but it is
correct in our case, due to the fact that we deal with free quasi-particles

100

and, in such a case, f is actually a distribution function.

(1) Here the entropy production of the off-equilibrium system is calcu-

lated on the basis of the covariant formulation of the Gibbs relation

St = PgB* — OéJ]ng + ﬂu,\T]ffC’\k,

(11.70)
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where 8 =T7! and o = pT~!, and S* is the entropy flux four-vector; the
total entropy of the system is thus

Sz/dZJMS” (11.71)
>

at “time” Y.
At order 0 (i.e. in local equilibrium), this last equation can be
rewritten as

*

qu = |:(p + P)nucleons;_ - CV*nB:| ut (1172)

and can be shown to obey J,,S% = 0, with the help of Egs. (11.61a) and
(11.61.b), as it should.
At order 1 in 7, it is difficult to show that Eq. (11.61) leads to
* ,7*

SH = Ijnucleons v*u,u —atJt + —*UAT'M)\ (1173)
m m

nucleons’

where the index “nucleons” refers to quantities calculated with the Wigner
function of the nucleons only and not, for example, to quantities connected
with the collective fields (¢) and (A*).

From Eq. (11.72) the entropy production rate ¢ is given by

— * A
o= 8#Sf‘l) =—-0,a"- J(”l) + (9#(ﬂu>\)T(1’; (11.74)
= 9" Jh + T Ou(y"un)
" (1) (1)nucleons m*
(11.75)

*

’y .
— (M&feq - b1y + gV " un ).

This expression is finally cast into sums of squares,
_ A * A 2 'Y* A2 1 ’Y* *\2
o = K {~[A"(u)Ora™ + Bgv F' uy] }+77%(U )"+ §<W(9 )%
(11.76)

where use has been made of the energy—momentum conservation relation
written in the form

0, T} = 9506 [ d'p S+ gv PV . (11.77)

In Eq. (11.75) the first square, [- - -]?, is negative, owing to the space char-
acter of the tensor involved therein, and the other terms are positive. The
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entropy production rate is positive, as demanded by the second principle
of thermodynamics. Furthermore, it can be written in the general form

o= Ax" (11.78)

where \; are the transport coefficients (11.66) and (11.67) and x; are the
associated thermodynamic forces. The latter appear to be modified by the
presence of the scalar and vectorial fields: for instance, 6 is replaced by
0* [see Eq. (11.61c)], which involves ¢oq and ¢eq. It should be noted that
had we not modified the pressure term in the energy—momentum tensor
(equivalently, had we not decomposed T(‘K as was done), then we would
not have obtained a decomposition of the entropy production rate of the
general form (11.77) and, consequently, our transport coeffficients would
have been ill-defined.

(2) We now calculate the entropy production from a microscopic point
of view, and let us show that it leads exactly to the same developments.

Note that since f plays the role of a distribution function on the mass
shell p*2 = m*?, the entropy can be defined as usual. Then calculation of
the entropy production rate yields

3
$=mt Y / i—jwﬂ{fm,p) In fi(z, p)

+[1 = fe(z,p)| [l — fi(z,p)]}, (11.79)

where w* = p'* /m*; the entropy production rate o is given by

o = 08" = 39, In(m*)S* — m*3 5"

_ _m*sg/ ‘i_‘:wu {m [lf_ifi] } (11.80)

using the expansion of f and f in powers of 7,

I I N } f)
1 [1_f] 1 [1—feq T (11.81)

and a similar expression for f. In the calculation of o, we must also use

8ufeq = [a,ua* - au(’)/*UA) 'wk]feq(l - feq)a
8u.feq = —[(9#(1* =+ 8#(’7*11“)\) ! wk]feq(l - feq)a

(11.82)
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so that we finally obtain

nucleons

4 *
o = 30, In(m") [S“ ot Jn - g’y—*u,\T’\“ }
m

*

— %UA [%m?g@)\d? + nguAJ“} — Opa” - Iy
A
+ 0, (7 uy) (Ld;nufe“s) . (11.83)
m
At order 0, as it should be, while the first order entropy four-flux reduces to
Sty = —a Tl + (mv—uﬂ TH) vseteons (11.84)
and the total entropy production rate
U:GM(Sé‘q—I—Sé‘l)), (11.85)
finally gives rise to Eq. (11.75),
9,8" = Kq* + ot o, + <02, (11.86)

which does coincide with the expression obtained through the use of the
thermodynamic relation (11.69):

St = PB* + BusT™ — aJ”

= B AN ()T + BuxT — ot (1L.87)

11.3.4. A brief comparison: BGK versus BUU

It was pointed out several times that, due to the present state of the the-
oretical and experimental arts, it was often useless to deal with involved
kinetic equations, the relaxation time approximation providing sufficient
results in a first study. A comparison has been done by L. Mornas (1994)
for the transport coefficients of symmetric nuclear matter at four times
the nuclear saturation density and for 7" < 200MeV. This is depicted
in Fig. 11.7, and below one can see the curves representing the various
transport coefficients calculated with the relaxation time model (dot—
dashed lines), with P. Danielewicz (1984) (where in-medium effects are not
taken into account) and from the Boltzmann-Uhlenbeck-Uehling (BUU)
equation with in-medium effects.

To perform this comparison, the relaxation time inserted in the BGK
equation has been taken to be the average value of the one calculated with
the BUU equation

3 7_71 eq .
L Prdell) - [ty e fule). (189




298 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

Thermal conductivity Bulk viscosity
10 T T T T T T Y 3 e v T -+
] ~ 10° - REL -
— - ] -
—u-. NB nO ] Nq 10-1
«E ‘E
N -3 -2 |
N 1 3"
h =
nd DAN__.] aald
~ K e - V VI — 107
T e R ad {
0.1 s 1 N ! PR " 10-‘ f ) 1 " i N 3 s
g 50 100 150 200 o 50 100 150 200
TI MeV] T Mev ]
Shear viscosity
‘0‘ v T . L v T E
— { ‘
’q X‘ NB=4n0 J
E 0 \ E
= ]
< i
3
=
=
0 50 100 150 200
T 1 MeV ]

Fig. 11.7 A comparison between the results obtained for transport coefficients with
and without in-medium effects and from the use of either the BGK or BUU transport
equations [after L. Mornas (1994)].

with
1
T p) = o /d4p2 d*ps d*ps W (p, pa — p3,pa) X { feq(P3) feq(pa)

X [1 = feq(p2)] + [1 = fea(ps)] [1 = fea(Pa)] fea(p2)} [fea(P)] -
(11.89)

This provides

1
=

- /d4p1 d*py d*ps d*ps W (p1,p2 — p3,p4a)
eq

X {feq(P3) fea(Pa) [1 = feq(P2)]} [fea(P)], (11.90)

which is depicted in Fig. 11.8 and compared with previous results by K.H.
Miiller, and J. Randrup.®

5J. Randrup, Nucl. Phys. A314, 429 (1979); K.H. Miiller, Phys. Lett. B93, 247 (1980).
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Fig. 11.8 Collision time (for three values of the baryon density; ng is the nuclear sat-
uration density) according to the above relation, and comparison with the estimates by
J. Randrup (1979) and K.H. Miiller (1980), respectively indicated by crosses and dots
[after L. Mornas (1994)].

It can be checked that the calculated 7 possesses the expected properties
of a relaxation time: it tends to a constant as T' — oo and is proportional

to ne_ql; at low temperatures it behaves as 772,

11.4. Discussion

Let us now summarize and discuss the various assumptions behind our
calculations.

(1) A specific model was chosen as to the description of relativistic nuclear
matter and the Walecka model was the dynamical basis for our calculations.
This particular model was chosen essentially because it is “canonical” in the
sense that it is used as a reference for almost all other relativistic models. Of
course, it contains its own problems, such as the much too large value of the
compressibility coefficient® of nuclear matter, but this can be remedied by

6B.D. Serot and J.D. Walecka (1986).
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adding suitable terms (or fields) to the basic Lagrangian: for instance, the
addition of self-coupling of the scalar field constitutes one such possibility.”
Therefore, our choice is not unreasonable even though it is not the only
possible one: our calculations can always be improved.

(2) Since our aim was an evaluation of some collective effects, the simplest
collision term was chosen: a relaxation time approximation, one that reduces
to the Anderson—Witting one in the absence of collective effects. This choice
was motivated both by the necessity of comparing similar results (with and
without collective effects) and by the physical content of this collision term.

(3) The dynamics of the system (within the relaxation time approxi-
mation) was entireley involved in the relaxation time, itself to be evaluated
with a more detailed analysis. However, the relaxation time could well be
dependent on the collective fields ¢ and V*. In order to discuss this point,
let us limit ourselves to the case of the scalar field. In the collision term, 7(¢)
appears only as 7!, so that in a first order Chapman-Enskog expansion
one has

o _ fo

7(¢) Tit%q) o7 (bea) + (11.89)
_Ju e
- T(¢eq) * 0( )

J — feq is a first order quantity and any (new) first order term like ¢(q)
gives rise to a second order term. Therefore, our results are formally not
affected by the possible ¢ dependence of the relaxation time. It is clear,
however, that the numerical value of 7 has changed and that the comparison
of our results and those obtained by Anderson and Witting makes sense
only for those 7’s such that 7(¢eq) = 7. In order to get a more precise
idea of the influence of ¢ on 7, we obviously need a specific calculation.
Nevertheless, an estimation of 7 as 7 & 1/noet can give some clues in the
absence of ¢: in oo, the mass of the nucleon m has to be replaced by
its effective mass, m* = m — gsgeq. A simple calculation shows that the
one-boson-exchange nucleon—nucleon total cross-section is proportional to
m~2. This leads to 7 oc m? and hence T o< (m — gggeq)?. It follows that ¢
makes 7 smaller: 7(¢eq) < 7(0). It should also be noted that in a one-boson-
exchange calculation (or in higher order processes), it is sufficient to use

"R.M. Waldhauser, J.A. Maruhn, H. Stocker and W. Greiner, Phys. Rev. C38, 1003
(1988); C.M. Ko and Q. Li, ibid. C37, 2270 (1988).



Application to Nuclear Matter 301

the customary vacuum boson propagator: in the domain of temperatures
and densities considered, both T" and p are much smaller than mg.

(4) A few words have now to be said about the Chapman—Enskog expansion
of the solution to the transport equation. This expansion was a series in
powers of the small parameter ¢ = 7/L, where L is a (macroscopic) hydro-
dynamic scale. As a matter of fact, there exist several other scales, namely
the ones defined by the various wavelengths occuring in the system, i.e.

1 1 1
AN=—, As=—, Ay =—. (11.90)
m ms my

Therefore, a complete Chapman—Enskog expansion should be an expansion
in powers of several dimensionless parameters, besides ¢, such as n = 1/mL,
X = 1/mgL and £ = 1/my. In fact, instead of n we would rather use
the parameter n* = 1/m*L. As discussed elsewhere [J. Diaz Alonso and
R. Hakim (1984)], while the parameter n* is negligible, it is generally not
so at high densities and/or temperatures for the parameter n* and, con-
sequently, a multiparameter expansion should be dealt with. On the other
hand, the remaining parameters y and & are also negligible in the approxi-
mation under study; however, when collective effects involve the consider-
ation of quasibosons (Chap. 13), their effective mass might lead to effective
parameters whose values are not negligible (compared to unity).

(5) The problem of renormalization has now to be discussed. In our cal-
culation no infinity occurred: this was due to the fact that, systematically,
the vacuum contribution to the Wigner function, i.e. terms involving

d

Feq(p) = —Wﬂ(—p*o)é (p™? —m™?), (11.91)

was discarded. Does this procedure make sense? The answer to this question
is twofold and it depends on the fact that the system is dominated either
by collisions or by collective effects. When collective effects dominate, the
thermal equilibrium state of the medium is controlled by a renormalized gap
equation arising from the regularization of the vacuum term occurring in the
gap equation [S.A. Chin (1977); J. Diaz Alonso and R. Hakim (1984)]. On
the other hand, if the system is dominated by collisions (as, for instance,
is the case for a dilute “gas”), the renormalization processes reduce to
the usual renormalization procedure, leading to a finite cross-section and
hence to a finite relaxation time. However, it should be borne in mind
that we are dealing with a merely phenomenological theory and also that
the length scale at hand (kinetic scale) is much larger than most scales
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where quantum fluctuations do show up, i.e. of the order of the Compton
wavelengths. Accordingly, it is not necessary to take quantum fluctuations
(via the vacuum Wigner function) into account. However, in order to be
consistent with what is usually done in the case of thermodynamical equi-
librium (in the Hartree approximation), one can use the renormalized gap
equation studied elsewhere (see Chap. 10) instead of the nonrenormalized
equation and various counterterms.

(6) The limiting cases (low densities and/or temperatures; high densities
and/or temperatures) can easily be understood in this model; m* is close
to the nucleon mass m, while for the effective chemical potential ;* one has
w* = pu+ O(np). Accordingly, our result should be close to those already
obtained by Anderson and Witting (1974): these properties can be checked
through the figures where the various transport coefficients are computed
as functions of the energy density expressed in units of the nuclear satu-
ration density, for several temperatures. In the other limiting cases, the
effective mass of the nucleon is almost vanishing [B.D. Serot and J.D.
Walecka (1986); S.A. Chin (1977); G. Kalman (1974); J. Diaz Alonso and
R. Hakim (1984)] and hence the general behavior of the transport coef-
ficients can be obtained from the extreme relativistic limit of Anderson
and Witting’s results. Finally, our results mainly differ in the intermediate
regime, as witnessed through the figures above. Note, however, the change
in the slope of the curves A\ and £ when v — 0.

11.5. Dense Nuclear Matter: Neutron Stars

Relativistically dense matter occurs in quite different situations. A first
instance is met on earth in large particle accelerators, where droplets of
compressed and heated nuclear matter are formed during very short times
in heavy ion collisions. Secondly, it is present in neutron stars. Thirdly,
the physics of the primeval universe involves relativistically dense matter
owing to both its densities and temperatures. All three situations represent
different physical conditions which are intensively studied. The main chal-
lenge is to reconcile all the regimes within one theory. Here, we shall focus
on the second situation.

Neutron stars were imagined by L. Landau, just after the discovery
of the neutron by J. Chadwick in 1932, on the basis of what was known
after S. Chandrasekhar (1932) about white dwarf stars. The principle was
identical in the two cases: the Fermi pressure, due to the Pauli principle,
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balanced the gravity due to the mass of the star. Shortly after (1934),
W. Baade and F. Zwicky, while observing the star then known as the
Baade object, in the center of the Crab nebula,® published a short note
concluding with these words: “With all reserve we advance the view that
supernovae represent the transitions from ordinary stars into neutron stars,
which in their final stages consist of extremely closely packed neutrons.” In
1939, R. Oppenheimer and G. Volkov® proved that Landau’s assumption
of the existence of neutron stars was consistent with general relativity.
With the assumption that neutrons form a relativistic ideal Fermi gas,
they were able to show that neutron stars were objects with a radius of
about 15km and endowed with a mass of 0.7 solar mass, which repre-
sented a central density of 3.6 - 1015 g/cm?, slightly more than 10 times
the nuclear saturation density. In 1967, J. Bell and A. Hewish discovered
the first pulsars, which were soon identified by T. Gold!® (1969) with
neutron stars.

Neutron stars are very interesting objects to study, essentially because
they involve many domains on the frontiers of physics. In particular,
relativistic statistical mechanics is involved in several aspects connected
with the bulk data (mass and radius) of the star: its stability and its
rotational accidents (“glitches”), which might be connected with a super-
fluid interior; its radiation, due to its magnetosphere; its strong magnetic
field, which gives rise to interesting effects (see Chap. 12); new states of
matter (such as “magnetic solids”; LOFER states; quark matter; meson
condensation; superfluidity and/or superconductivity, colored or not); etc.
In this section, a brief outline of some of the problems encountered will be
presented.

11.5.1. The static equilibrium of a neutron star

The static equilibrium of a neutron star is determined by the

11

general relativity equations of static equilibrium,'* otherwise called the

8W. Baade and F. Zwicky, Phys. Rev. 45, 138 (1934); see also ibid. 46, 76 (1934).
The Crab nebula was the residue of the explosion of a supernova, in 1054, observed
by the Chinese, Korean and Japanese astronomers. Today, the “Baade object” is known
as the Crab pulsar.

9R. Oppenheimer and G. Volkov, Phys. Rev. 55, 374 (1939).
10T, Gold, Nature 221, 25 (1969).

See e.g. S. Weinberg, Gravitation and Cosmology (Wiley, New York, (1972), or
R. Hakim, Introduction to Relativistic Gravitation Cambridge University Press, 1995).
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Tolman—Oppenheimer—Volkov equations, which read

AP(r) __ M(1)p(r) (1 N P(T)) (1 n M) (1 - 2GM)—1

dr 72 p(r) m(r) T

M(r):/o 4 dr’ p(r'),

(11.92)

where P(r) is the pressure at distance r from the center of the star; p(r) the
energy density, M (r) the mass contained in a sphere of radius r, and G the
gravitational constant. Note that the total mass of the star is M (R), where
R is its radius. Note that this system supposes that the energy—momentum
tensor of matter is of the perfect fluid form.

This system, often called the Tolman'?-Oppenheimer-Volkov (TOV)
system, is based on Einstein’s equations

1
R, — igm,R =87GT, (11.93)

and various assumptions, such as the spherical symmetry of the star, or
its stationarity. As to the energy-momentum tensor 7),,, it is supposed to
have the perfect fluid form.

In order to integrate this system, the first problem met is that of the
knowledge of a reliable equation of state, P = P(p). The second problem —
a merely technical one — is the question of the initial conditions and when
to stop the (numerical) integration of the TOV system.

The second problem is not difficult to solve: M(0) = 0 and the inte-
gration must be stopped when the pressure vanishes or so. This last con-
dition defines the radius of the star: P(R) = 0. Finally, the only remaining
parameter is the central energy density, pc. Outside the star, the metric is
the Schwarzschild (1916) metric, which matches smoothly the interior one.

As to the equation of state, which appears to be an essential ingredient
in all possible models of neutron stars, it depends on the composition and
the state of matter at different depths inside the star, and just as important,
on the assumptions used to describe matter.

11.5.2. The composition of matter in a neutron star

In the initial R. Oppenheimer and G. Volkov model (1939), a neutron star
was composed of an ideal Fermi gas of neutrons. However, one knows that

I2R.C. Tolman, Relativity, Thermodynamics and Cosmology (Oxford University Press,
1934).
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the neutron can desintegrate via the (-desintegration,
N—o>P+e +10,

(into proton, electron and antineutrino), so that a pure neutron matter
state is simply not possible and the neutron matter always contains a small
admixture of protons and electrons, the antineutrinos instantly escaping the
star due to their very weak interactions with matter. Conversely, protons
and electrons tend to recombine into neutrons:

P+e — N+ v,.

The balance of these reactions results in a chemical equilibrium. Inside the
star, the high density displaces the equilibrium in such a way that only a
few percent of electrons (and protons) subsist!?:

fe + fip = [N, (11.94)

since p, = pp = 0, owing to the fact that the neutrinos do not stay within
the star.

As to the nuclei composition of the star, it should be noted that since the
neutron—neutron force is weaker than the neutron—proton one, the excess of
neutrons is more and more loosely bound to their parent nucleus. Finally,
beyond a density of the order of 4 x 10!! g/cm?® — the so-called drip point —
all nucleons are essentially “free” inside the neutron star.

The calculation of the chemical composition of a neutron star was ini-
tiated by B.K. Harrison and J.A. Wheeler (1958). They had a detailed
calculation by G. Baym, H.A. Bethe and C.J. Pethick (1971) which rests
on a semiempirical mass formula E(A, Z) for the energy of a nucleus with A
nucleons and Z protons, and this is valid as long as the nuclei preserve their
identity. Such a formula — of the Bethe-Weizdcker type — takes account
of various contributions to the energy of a nucleus calculated with some
models reliable at low energies, and then extrapolated at high densities
where it is supposed to be still valid. An example of such a mass formula is

VA (A—22)?
— 2/3
E(A,Z) =15.68A — 18.56 A%/3 — 0.717 75 = 28.15———— + Ep,
1., A 12
Ep= (=D + (=17 x 75,

(11.95)

3Details can be found in the book by S.L. Shapiro and S.A. Teukolsky, Black Holes,
White Dwarfs and Neutron Stars (Wiley, New York, 1983).
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where one can recognize the energy per nucleon, the surface energy and
the electrostatic energy, and where Ep is a pairing energy. From the
empirical relation that connects the radius of a nucleus and its number of
nucleons,

R = RyAY? (Ry =1.25fm), (11.96)
one can infer that the centers of the nuclei all have the same density, the

so-called saturation density.
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Fig. 11.9 The equation of state of pure neutron matter in the Walecka model. In
our system of units the pressure and the energy density are measured in GeV/cm3.
Temperatures are measured in MeV and indicated along the various isotherms. The gray
area corresponds to a region where there exists a first order phase transition (it occurs
because of the scalar field). The horizontal lines are coexistence lines resulting from a
Maxwell construction. The curve p = p is the causal limit to which the Walecka equation
of state is asymptotic. This characteristic “stiffness” of this equation of state is due to
the (repulsive) vector field occurring in the model [after B.D. Serot and J.D. Walecka
(1986)].
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The total energy density of cold matter (T = 0K) is thus

p = nnucleiE(Aa Z) + Pelectrons + Pneutrons- (1198)

The chemical composition of matter is obtained by minimizing p with
respect to the parameters A and Z, treated as being continuous:

0 0

One then finds hypothetical nuclei — such as $32Ge, 135°Sn, [59°Sn and

10097y — that contain more and more neutrons as the density is increased.

From the expression for p, one obtains the equation of state (for den-
sities below the drip point) — necessary for completing the TOV system —
through

(11.100)

11.5.3. Beyond the drip point

Beyond the neutron drip point, the equation of state of neutron matter
(Fig. 9.9) is lesser and lesser known. It can be considered as reliable until
the nuclear saturation density, and also at slightly higher densities. The
equation of state obtained from models such as that of Walecka described
above needs to be matched smoothly to the low density results around the
saturation density, where the domains of validity of the approaches overlap.
At higher densities, one then extrapolates the equation of state at hand,
whether it be the Walecka one or any other extension. As an example, the
solution of the TOV system is given in the case of the Walecka equation of
state in Fig. 11.10.

Presently, there exist dozens of plausible equations of state for rela-
tivistic nuclear matter, most of which agree with low energy data, and the
possibility of observational discrimination between them is problematic.
Note, however, the possibility of eliminating a few equations of state by
looking at the measured masses of pulsars belonging to binary systems: if
the maximum mass for a neutron star, predicted by the use of a given
equation of state, is lower than the measured mass, then it has to be
rejected. One of the very few equations to be eliminated is the equation
of state of the ideal neutron gas used by R. Oppenheimer and G. Volkoff
(1939): it predicted a maximum mass of 0.7 solar mass, whereas one
observes neutron stars with 1.4 solar mass, for instance.
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mass
(in units|of solar mass)
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Fig. 11.10 The mass of a neutron star as a function of its central density. The con-
tinuous line corresponds to the Walecka model, while the dashed one takes account of
the influence of the p meson. Compared with observed masses of neutron stars — often
of the order of 1.4 solar mass — such an equation of state provides a too-important
maximum [after B.D. Serot and J.D. Walecka (1986)].

The state of matter below the drip point is quite problematic. Indeed, it
ranges from a neutron superfluid liquid to superfluid and superconducting

protons, quark matter, without forgetting pion condensation, color super-
conducting fluids, etc.



Chapter 12

Strong Magnetic Fields

V. Canuto and H.Y. Chiu (1968ff) have studied in great detail the electron
gas embedded in a strong magnetic field,! while the QED plasma modes
(still in a strong magnetic field) have been studied by many authors
[V. Canuto (1969, 1970); P. Bakshi, R. Cover and G. Kalman (1976);
D.B. Melrose and R.J. Stoneham (1976, 1977); D.B. Melrose (1983, 1997);
H. Sivak (1985); A.E. Shabad and H. Perez-Rojas (1976ff), etc.], and the
equation of state and the equilibrium properties of such a plasma have
been investigated by D.H. Constantinescu (1972ff), P. Rehak (1975), G.A.
Schulman (1972ff), S. Visvanathan (1962), etc. The results obtained via
the use of the covariant Wigner function techniques by several authors
[R. Dominguez-Tenreiro (1977); R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1982)] are pre-
sented here. An interesting domain where the strong magnetic fields are
involved deals with magnetized solids, a field initiated by M.A. Rud-
erman (1971, 1972) [see Dong Lai (2001)], and it was also studied by
V.V. Kadomtsev and V.S. Kudriatsev (1971), M.L. Glasser and J.I. Kaplan
(1975), and others. These magnetic solids play an important role in the
study of phenomena connected with the external crust of a neutron star.
However, they are not considered here.

By “strong magnetic field” is meant a magnetic field whose intensity is
of the order of the critical value defined by the approximate equality of the
Larmor radius and the Compton wavelength of a particle (4.414 x 1013 G).

Since 1968, when the systematic study of the electron gas embedded in
strong magnetic fields was undertaken by V. Canuto and H.Y. Chiu, the
magnetic field of neutron stars has been evaluated to be slightly subcritical
(= 10'2 G), and more recently new types of magnetic stars, magnetars, have

ISee the excellent review by V. Canuto and J. Ventura (1977).
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been discovered with much more intense fields, of the order of 10'°-10'6 G.
On the other hand, J.P. Ostriker and F.D.A. Hartwick? speculated that
even within some white dwarfs, magnetic fields as intense as 10''-10'3 G
could be found. Such magnetic white dwarfs were studied by D. Adams
(1985) and D. Adams and H. Sivak (1985).

Let us briefly mention how such intense magnetic fields are evaluated in
neutron stars.® Assuming that pulsars are neutron stars — and there exists
a general consensus as to this assumption — and that the magnetic field is
a dipole field, the energy radiated per unit of time during the rotation is

: 1
E= —6323%4 sin? 6, (12.1)

where w is the rotation velocity, B the magnetic field, R the radius of
the star, and # the angle between the dipole and the rotation axis. The
radiation emitted by the rotating dipole is at the expense of the rotation
kinetic energy of the star,

1
E= 51&, (12.2)

and accordingly

E = Tw. (12.3)

Assuming that the Crab pulsar is a uniform sphere of 1.4 solar mass and
of radius 12km, one gets

E=25x10%erg, F=6.4x10%%erg/s. (12.4)
The measure of the slowing down, or of w, for the same pulsar provides
E~5x10%erg/s, (12.5)

which is very close to the above evaluation. Finally, with § = 7/2, the
magnetic dipole model yields

B~52x10"2G.

Most pulsars, indeed, provide similar orders of magnitude. To explain the
additional three orders of magnitude recently discovered in magnetars, one
invokes the threading of magnetic field lines during a turbulent convection
phase in the progenitor supernova, thus bringing into action a transient but

2].P. Ostriker and F.D.A. Hartwick, Astrophys. J. 161, 541 (1968).
3See details in S.L. Shapiro and S.A. Teukolski, Black Holes, White Dwarfs and Neutron,
Stars (J. Wiley and Sons, New York, 1983).
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powerful dynamo. The recently discovered magnetars give rise to the figure
given above, B ~ 2 x 10" G.

In this chapter, the problem of a QED plasma embedded in a strong
magnetic field is addressed and, to this end, the thermal equilibrium prop-
erties of a magnetic electron gas are first dealt with. Note that when one is
speaking of an “electron gas,” it is always assumed that it exists within a
positive neutralizing background of ions, whether in the form of a fluid or
possibly as a lattice.

The calculations with magnetic fields are particularly long and involved
and require much notation. Therefore, only the main results are presented
here and only a brief outline of the calculations is given.

The free electron field, embedded in a magnetic field A*(z), obeys the
Dirac equations

{ {i7y- (0 —ied) —m}y(z) =0,
B . (12.6)
P(x){iv - (0 +ied) +m} =0,
which has first to be solved. H.Y. Chiu and V. Canuto (1968) used the
solution obtained by M.H. Johnson an B.A. Lippmann*; it is, however,
simpler to use the covariant solutions derived later® [R. Hakim and H. Sivak
(1982)].

The energy levels of an electron within the magnetic field, the so-called
Landau levels, are given by

B
E"’U’pl\vX = X\/mQ —|—pﬁ + B—(2n + o0+ 1), (127)
crit

Bt being the critical field where the Larmor radius of an electron is equal
to its Compton wavelength,

2.3
Bait = == = 4414 x 102 G, (12.8)
eh
where
xX=FL0=%1;n=0,1,2...; p e R (12.9)

X characterizes the positive /negative energies of an electron, o its spin state,
and n is the main quantum number describing, so to speak, the size of the
orbit of an electron; finally, p)| is the momentum parallel to the direction
of the magnetic field.

4M.H. Johnson and B.A. Lippmann, Phys. Rev. 76, 828 (1949); see also H. Robl, Acta
Phys. Austriaca 6, 105 (1952).
5H. Sivak, unpublished (1979) and thesis (1985).
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The spinors associated with these eigenvalues are®

(XE1n +m)pn
0
Piny = Clny exp(—ixFinz-u), (12.10)
D||¥$n
2(n + 1)eh] 211
(spin up)
0
(m + XE72n)S0n
(2neh)1/2<pn_1

—D||¥n

Y_1ny = C—2ny exp(—ixE_1nx -u), (12.11)

(spin down)
with
on = N, H, {(eh)l/Q[x(r) — a]}
X exp [—(26h)($(r> = a)? +ipy - vy + (2eh)iag - (20 — a)] )
(12.12)

where Hy, is a Hermite polynomial of order n and x(,y, x(y,), () are defined
by

L) = —T-T, L) =—T 8, Tn)=—T-N, (12.13)
and N, is the normalization coefficient. The definitions of the quadri-

vectors s, r and n are given in the next section; however, they reduce to z,
y and z, respectively.

12.1. Relations Obeyed by the Magnetic Field

The electromagnetic field F* possesses a magnetic character that is
expressed by the relations
FE,, >0,
" (12.14)
Euap P FOP = FWE,, = 0.
The second relation tells us that the electric and magnetic fields in an
arbitrary inertial frame are orthogonal to each other, while the first one

6M.H. Johnson and B.A. Lippmann, loc. cit.
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means the existence of an inertial frame where the electromagnetic field is
purely magnetic. Then it can be shown” that there exists a timelike four-
vector u* and a spacelike four-vector h* endowed with the properties

u ut =1,
hyht* = —h?, (12.15)
u,ht =0,

such that

(12.16)

Frv = sf‘mﬁhaug,
*frv — _opleyvl,

Thus, there exists a frame of reference where the electromagnetic field is of
the form

0 0 0
0 0 —-h O
P = =F,. (12.17)
0 +h 0 O
0 0 0 0
The unit spacelike four-vector antiparallel to A* is denoted by n*:
Iz
w_ v
" 1

Note that the four-vectors (u#, h*) are not unique and that from one pair
one can find another related through

(12.18)

u™ = ut cosh x + n* sinh y,
n'* = u* sinh y + n* cosh

which can be interpreted as a kind of “Lorentz transformation” in a two-
dimensional Minkowski space, and the use of such “vectors” should be
accompanied by the requirement for an invariance under these transfor-
mations.

We now introduce the following projectors which are repeatedly used in
what follows®:

[I* = pH — uku” + ntnv,
{ 1 (12.19)

QWY = yulu? — nHn”.

7A. Lichnérowicz, Relativistic Magnetohydrodynamics (Benjamin, New York, 1971).

8This projector should not be confused with the polarization operator used repeatedly
in this book with the same notation. For the polarization operator, one generally indicates
the variables on which it depends.
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The projector I1#” is a projection over the two-plane orthogonal to the
one spanned by u* and n*. It possesses u* as timelike and n* as spacelike
eigenvectors; it has two other spacelike eigenvectors — say, r* and s* —
which can always be chosen as being mutually orthogonal and of length —1:

", = 11*n,, = 0,
n*r, =r,, (12.20)
1I*s, = s,.
The four-vectors (r,,s,) are no more unique than (u,,n,) and the whole
family of possible such eigenvectors are given by

s'M = st cos @ + rH sin @,
,¢ ¢ (12.21)
r'* = —stsin ¢ + r* cos ¢.
With these notations, one easily finds the useful relations
[EFve = pre
1
TH = —(rkr? 4 sts¥) = —ﬁF”O‘F”V,
. (12.22)
rt = —Fls" = —6“”aﬁnaugsl,,
h
FHry = —h(rks¥ — rvsh).

The projector Q*" is a projection over the two-plane spanned by u* and
n*. Finally, the four-potential associated with the magnetic field F'** reads

1
Al (x) = —§F“,,x” (12.23)
in the Lorentz gauge. Note also the useful relations

Hu'y == %FuaFUom
QrY — L*Fua*FVa.
4h?

(12.24)

12.2. The Partition Function

Let us now study the various thermodynamical functions of the electron
gas in a strong magnetic field. The additive first integrals of the movement
are essentially:? @, the charge of the system; u,, P*, the energy; and n, P*,

9There also exists the rotation around the magnetic field; however, we do not consider
it. Neither do we deal with the collective movements along the magnetic field.
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the moment along the magnetic field. The partition function of the system
then reads

Pstat = %exp[—ﬂ(u#p“ - :UQ)]a (1225)

where H = P and the parallel component of P has been “forgotten”: there
are no parallel collective fields. From this equation the following formulae
are obtained:
10InZ
Neqg= = ——,
B o
p=uyu,TH,
”1 (12.26)
P = _§QWT“”,

Py = n,n, TH,

from which several derivations of these quantities can easily be obtained.
The partition function is thus

Z = {expl-B(H — nQ)]}, (12.27)

where we have retained only the main additive first integrals, H and Q.
leaving the remaining one. Let us now calculate this partition function.
First, the Hamiltonian has the form

B
H = Z \/m2 + p|2| + B—(2n +o+ 1)[a;,o,p”an,mp|\ + drt,a,pudn,man

n,0p)| crit

o E + +

Q - [an,a,puanJ,PH - dn,a,pudn,U,PH]? (1228)
n,0,D||

where the creation (destruction) operators of the electrons read
{aj,c,’pwan,mp”} = {aﬂ;mp”amg,pu + an,g,puaia,pu} = I and similarly for
the positrons (d’s and d™’s), and obey the commutation relations

+ — [t +
{an,g,pH > an/’al’p?l} = {an7a,p‘lan/7o‘/7pi‘ + an/’gl’pi\ a"»UﬁDH}
= 5%/600/51,”%, (12.29)
and zero when one of the quantum numbers is different. They are related as

w _ Z[aeueefiEgt + d;®€e+iEZt]7
4

. . 12.30
) = Z[a}ﬂge“Elt + dgvge™ et ( )

14
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Next, since this is a system without interaction, it can be treated as in
Chap. 7, or as

7 = Z Hexp(—ﬁ[neEe )

ne

= [T{exp(-BlE - u} (12.31)

where ng(nge = 0, 1) is the eigenvalue of a,, where ¢ is the total charge and
¢ = {x;o;n;p)}. Finally, the partition function appears to be

log Z = Z{l +exp[—B(E, — p)]}
¢

- <\/m2+p|2|—|—Bi_(2n+a+1)—,u>]},

(12.32)

> {1—|—exp

P||sN,0

where we have restricted this formula to electrons.

Now let us look at the sum Y which occurs in this last expression, and
let us use the developments of V. Canuto and H.Y. Chiu (1970) to calculate
the degeneracy level. We then consider the sum

1 —+oo +oo
7 Z Z — / / dpiidpioa, (12.33)

Pi1 P12

which, in cylindrical coordinates, reads

+oo  p+o00 ) 27 )
/ / dpridpis = / prdpy d¢ = 7r/ dp? . (12.34)
—o0 —oc0 0 0 0

Classical quantization yields

B
Pt — QanB— (12.35)
0

and from the quantization of energy it is actually a harmonic oscillator. To
obtain this degeneracy, it is sufficient to evaluate the equation
dpi1dpi2
2
between two successive levels of the energy, the way one quantum of action

of continuous level coalesces into
1 n+1

n — o_
2 ),

(12.36)

dpJ_]_ dpJ_27 (1237)
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and one gets
m? B
n=——. 12.
2w BO ( 38)

Therefore, one has

1 ,B oo
; - (27T)2m By ;;/—m (1239)

for the summation over the states of the system.
Finally, log Z is written as

r=2 oo

082 = 22/ d€ {In(1 + exp —BlE,a(€) — 1)
|€| =1n=0
(1 -+ exp —BEna(€) + )}, (12.40)

where the first bracket in the integral corresponds to the electrons, while
the other one is that of positrons, which we have restituted.

12.2.1. Magnetization of an electron gas

As an example where the above calculations of the partition function
work, we now calculate the magnetization. From the magnetic moment
operator M,

- o0H
M=—-——— 12.41
= (12.41)
we are going to take the average value
M = (M) = Tr(pstas M); (12.42)

however, before this is done a few explanatory words are in order. In the
magnetic moment operator, it is the derivative with respect to B which
plays a role and not with respect to h; B is the magnetic induction, while
h is the magnetic field. They are interrelated via the formula

B=H+ M(B) (12.43)

and, unlike what was done previously where there was no distinction
between H and B, now we have to be a little bit more serious. In par-
ticular, the Larmor radius should contain B and not H:

= —. 12.44
o= — ( )
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It is, indeed, shown that an orbiting electron is sensitive to the mag-
netic induction and not to the ambient magnetic field. In particular, the
eigenenergy of H is

B
En,s,pH = \/m2 —i—pﬁ + B—t(zn + s+ 1). (12.45)

Let us now calculate the average value M. We have
N OH
= -T stat 3 15
(M) I (P tat g B)

6 ln Z(T,B) (12.46)
(H is the Hamiltonian) or, in terms of the partition function,
10
= Ba_B%:d” In[1 + exp(—BEq + Bu)]. (12.47)
With the substitution
1 ,B
Z Z dp,dy, = " B (12.48)

p,n,s

introduced into Eq. (12.46)7 a form of the magnetization is written as

B & /S 1
M= —m? —
2" ( Beyit ;n/o €n 1+ ePmen

+%ﬁi d¢ In{1 + exp[—PBmeo(§) + Bul}

* ﬂ—m n; /OOo d€In{1 + exp[—en(&)mp + ﬂu]}) . (12.49)

There exists, however, a simpler form for the magnetization obtained after
an integration by parts,

/ d¢ In{1 + exp[—Bme,(€) + Bul} ﬁm/ d§

1
]_ + ePmen(§)—Bu’

(12.50)

which reads

€
M=—m?
™

B & /°° d¢ 1
- n
Bcrit n—0 0 €n(§) 1 + eﬁman(ﬁ)

+1/°0 d¢ 1
2 Jo ¢€o(§)” 1+exp[Bmeo(§) — Bp]
o d§ 1
+ Z/ 1+€En(£)mﬁ_ﬁul. (12.51)
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12.3. Relativistic Quantum Liouville Equation

In this chapter, a slight modification of the covariant Wigner function is
used and it reads

Faow (2, p) = (271r)4 /d4ReXp(—i7r ‘R) <¢ <x + %R) © <x - %R)> ,
(12.52)

where we have set
= pt 4+ eA¥(x). (12.53)

With this definition, the ideal electron gas thermodynamic quantities
are gauge-invariant since the energy—momentum tensor is itself gauge-
invariant,

T = Sp/d4p pHVVF‘neW(xap% (1254)

as mentioned in Chap. 8. In what follows, the index “new” is suppressed.

From this definition for F'(x, p) and Dirac’s equation, one easily finds
[R. Dominguez Tenreiro and R. Hakim (1982)] the relativistic quantum
Liouville equations as

{iv-0+2(y-p—m) +ieF* YV }F(z,p) =0,

— (12.55)
F(z,p){iv-0 —2(y-p—m)+ieF* 4" - Vo} =0.

Note that the Lorentz gauge condition, which is linear in z*, gives rise in

these equations to the terms

ieF® oyt =—. (12.56)

This equation is now investigated a bit further by looking at its form for
z-independent solutions F'(z, p) = F(p). To this end, F' is decomposed on
the basis of the algebra of the 16 Dirac matrices as

F(z,p) = i{f(w,p)l + fulz, p)y" + %f(%p)o‘“’ + f5(z,p)y° + fé‘(az,p)w”%},
(12.57)
with

1
falz,p) = ZSp['yAF(x,p)L A=1,2,...,16, (12.58)
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and one finds the system

2ip, f* —2imf — eF““ﬂf" =0

M 8]90‘ ’
2ip, f* — 2imf—|—eF“°‘if" =0

H 8]90‘ ’
2ip, f¥ + 2imfs — eF "o af5 =0,
2ip, L' — 2imf5 + e F* hap af5 =0,

2ipuf — 2imf, — 2ip® fuo — eF “a af + F“f’—fug

2Zp/1'f — 2sz/1' + 27;pafua + eFe f + Faﬁ—fuﬁ

Maa

. . (% (e} 8
—2ip(fo) + 2imfun + 2earnuwp® 2 + eF il

tieexpun F f5 =0,
) 1 (eDN a 9
_27’p[,ufz/] + 2szul/ - 2Eoz>\u1/p f5 — el u—afu}
op
—ieexgu f5 =0,
—%wﬂ for = 2ippf5 — 2im f
0
oA «
266/BU>\:UF ef f + F 8paf5 :Oa
+egorup” fON — 22pﬂf5 + 2imfs,
i 0
_§€Eﬁo—AuFﬂaaf —eF“ Mao‘fS_O

(12.59)

(12.60)

(12.61)

(12.62)

(12.63)

This system has a more useful form by adding and subtracting the equations

of each couple, and it reads

pﬂfﬂ_mfzoa

(12.64)
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puféu =0,
0

Fye

fE—2imfs =0,

2ip, f —2imf, —eF® ﬁ fg#

—2ipﬁf[3# +el<, =0,

0
ap
2p[,ufl/] - eEﬁAuyFaﬁifE}A =0,

op©

. 0
255/\ul/pﬁf£’;\ + 27’mfw/ + eFa[p%fu} =0,

0

ox _
aaf _07

4pﬂf5 + ecorgu ™™ of3

EgoauD [N + 2im f5, — eF®, a —f5=0.

12.3.1. Solution of the inhomogeneous equation

The solution to the inhomogeneous Liouville equation

0
{i7-3+2(7-p—m) +i€F%V”@}F(x,p) =5,

5 0
F(z,p) {iw-a —2(y-p—m) +ieFawua]7} — S,
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(12.65)

(12.66)

(12.67)

(12.68)

(12.69)

is of importance when one is dealing with some kinetic equation or the
linearized Vlasov equation, for instance. The source terms S; and Sy cannot
a priori be chosen arbitrarily and they must be consistent with each other,
as explained in Chaps. 8 and 10. A simple example is provided elsewhere
[R. Dominguez-Tenreiro and R. Hakim (1977)]. Given S; and Sa, it is not

difficult to find whether they are consistent or not (see Chap. 10).

It can be shown that the general solution F(z,p) depends on the two
functions f(x,p) and f5(x,p) only. This can be done by expanding the above
system on the basis of the Dirac algebra and after simple calculations [for
details see R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1982)]; it is therefore sufficient to solve
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the inhomogeneous equations

N 0
p-Of(x,p) +eF* pua—pﬂf(x,p) =Y,

5 (12.70)
p-0fs(z,p) + eF“”pua—Wfs(x,p) =Ys,
which can both be written in the generic form
d
—f=Y, (12.71)
dr

since these equations are the usual Liouville equations; 7 is the proper time.
The solution is thus of the form

fa) = for) + [ "4 Y{a(s). p(s)] (12.72)

where the integration lies on the classical trajectories.'® Such an integration
has already been done in the relativistic nonquantum case by B. Kursunoglu
(1966) and by O. Buneman (1968) in an investigation of the collective modes
of a relativistic classical magnetized plasma. Using covariant cylindrical
coordinates

-7 = —p, cosb, U= Py,
{p pL {p p (12.73)

p-s=—pysinb, p-n=-py,

k-r=—ki cosy, k-u=w,
) (12.74)
k-s=—ksingp, k-n=—k,

where the four-vectors r* and s* have been discussed at the beginning of
this chapter, and Fourier—transforming the Liouville equation, one is led to
the equation

{g + X} (wpu — pyjky|) — i(A’pLkL cos ) cos b

00
— Nk, siwsine} f=NY (12.75)
(A2 = —1/eh), whose solution is of the form [B. Kursunoglu (1966)]
= X exp[—A(0)] / " e (MO Y (@), (12.76)

10The word “classical” does not imply in any way a possible classical limit; the above
equations are fully quantal and “classical” merely refers to a mathematical problem
where it happens that the equation under study looks like a classical equation.



Strong Magnetic Fields 323

where!!
A(0) = iN*(wpu — pyjk)) )0 — iNpLkL sin(6 — ). (12.77)

Details of the calculation can be found in B. Kursunoglu (1966) and
O. Buneman (1968).

It remains for one to give the explicit expression of F'(z, p) in terms of
f(z, p) and f5(z, p); this has been done elsewhere [R. Hakim and H. Sivak
(1982)], and such an expression is quite long and so will not be given here.

This achieves the solution to the inhomogeneous Liouville quantum
system.

12.3.2. The initial value problem

Given the covariant Wigner function Fx(z, p) on a specific spacelike surface
3., what is the solution in the future of 37 In other words, we look for a
kernel K#(x, p; 2/, p') such that

Flop) = [ S, a9 K¥@pey)Bap)  (27)
reduces to Fx(z, p) whenever x lies on X.

When it is observed that the Cauchy problem for the Dirac spinors is
solved, this can easily be extended to the Wigner function. One has in fact

Y(z) = /EdELS(:c — ' )y s (a), (12.79)
where S(x — ') is given by'?

Sz —z') Zwr ) @ Yy (a'). (12.80)

Next, using the definition of Fy,

Fo(z,p) = ﬁ /d4Rexp(—i7r ‘R) <¢g <x + %R) ® ¥s (ac - %R)> ,

(12.81)

e is the sign of p - u; this means that particles turn from the infinite past to § while

antiparticles turn to the infinite future to 6 in the opposite direction.
21t is not difficult to check that this S(z — z’) actually solves the Cauchy problem for
the Dirac equations.
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one is led directly to the kernel

Kgﬂa,ﬁ, (x,p;2’,p") = /d4z d4R/ dyl exp[—im- R+1ip’ - (' — 2]
s

x/ _|_ x// _ 1
x ot <Z T2 ) VoS (08) (x/ e §R)

1 1.\,
X ({IT/ — T — §R> S(a)\) ((L‘ — .’IJ// — §R) ,7()\0/)7

(12.82)

which solves the Cauchy problem of the relativistic quantum Liouville
equation. Note that the indices between parentheses refer to spinor indices.

12.4. The Equilibrium Wigner Function for Noninteracting
Electrons

Let us begin with the density operator of such a system. It possesses three
additive first integrals, the total charge @), the energy u - P, the momentum
parallel to the magnetic field P and the projection of the total angular
momentum on the magnetic field axis F'*”J,,,, with

JH = LH + SV, (12.83)
Finally, the grand-canonical density operator is written as
1
p=exp(=fu- P+ fuQ — fAF,, J*), (12.84)
where p is the chemical potential and A is given by
w
A== 12.
3 (1285)

where B is the magnetic field induction and w the angular velocity of the
system around the magnetic field. An alternative way to write the density
operator is

p= 5 PG Py + 5@ — BAF, ™), (12.86)
where B* is an arbitrary four-vector of length 3. When (* is chosen to
be a timelike eigenvector of 2*”, the invariant 3,Q"" P, reads BPY in its
rest frame and there is no collective motion parallel to the magnetic field.
It should be noted that Q¥ P, actually represents two, and not four, con-
stants of the motion since Q*” is a rank 2 matrix (remember that it is a
projection on the two-plane spanned by the four-vectors n* and w*). In
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what follows, the collective motions of the magnetized electron gas will not
be considered — neither those parallel to the magnetic field nor the possible
rotations around it; and use will be made of
1

p= exp(—fu- P+ [uQ). (12.87)
For future use, let us calculate the partition function Z of such a system or
any system of free fermions. As mentioned in Chap. 7, it always possesses
the general form

Z =7 {1 +exp(~f[E: F ul)}, (12:88)
r,t

where r is the set of those quantum numbers that characterize the state of
the system and =+ refers to the electrons and the positrons respectively,
whose energy is F,.. The sum over the quantum numbers nonexplicitly
contained in the energy eigenvalue provides the degeneracy level, i.e.
4o LI
2m m?2
In the magnetized electron gas case, one has

(12.89)
r={a,s,n,p},a € RN;s=£1;n=0,1,2,...;p € R,

S 1 1
PN IEDD g/dpnm/da’ (12.90)

T n=0s=%£1

B
crit

and one then gets

> 1 m? [t
InZ = n;jt @7 Boms /o dpy In(1 + exp{—B[En(p))) F 1]})-

(12.91)

In this last equation a vacuum term has been dropped. Note that a careless
application of the usual formulae of statistical thermodynamics would give
incorrect results, as is the case of the pressure which is not proportional to
the derivative of Z with respect to the volume (see below).

12.4.1. Thermodynamic quantities

The first quantity of interest is the average charge of the electron system
10

(@) = Baan, (12.92)
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or

(@) =/zd2u<J">, (12.93)
with

(J%) =/d4pf"(p), (12.94)

and from the only timelike available four-vector u*, one necessarily has

() = / d*p F*(p) = nogu. (12.95)

The next important quantity, which involves the energy density and the
pressures within the system, is the average energy—momentum tensor. Its
most general form is

™ = putu” — P 11" + Pn*n”, (12.96)

so that the energy density and the perpendicular and the parallel pressures
are given by

p=uyuu,TH,
1
Py = 51T, (12.97)
]DH = (uuuu - QW,)T’“/ = n,m,,T’“’.

The anisotropy of the electrons’ energy—momentum tensor is the main
feature of such a system. However, in the thermodynamics of the system, it
is the whole energy—momentum tensor which must be taken into account,
including the magnetic field one:

T = putu’ — PLIIM + Pyntn + T4

magn?
1

1
TH  — FHepY  — g Fob
magn A ( 477 B )’

(12.98)

and not that of electrons only.

12.5. The Wigner Function of the Ideal Magnetized
Electron Gas

From the available tensors in the theory and the form of the quantum
Liouville equation, it can be shown that the equilibrium Wigner function
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can be expressed in terms of foq(p) only.'® A direct calculation confirms
this property. The direct calculation can be achieved in several ways. For

instance, the average value of (1)(z + 1) - ¢(z — 3)) can be computed as
EENE RS
(12.98)

in order to get feq(p), with
1
exp(BE, F fu) +1°

w, + is the statistical weight of the state (£, ) and the sum over these
states is intended to mean the average value. As to

> Z > 5o /dpnd /da (12.100)

T nOs:tl

Wr,+ = (12.99)

it represents a sum over all quantum numbers representing a Landau level
[see Eq. (12.7)]. After a straightforward calculation, one obtains for feq(p)

fea(p) = 2m exp(w) x {i 6(p-u— Ep)

(2m)? Eq exp(B[Eo — p]) +1

0p-u—Ey,)
+ Z n GXp [En _ /J/]) + 1 [Ln(—2w) - Ln—l(_2w)]} R

(12.101)
where w is the variable
w = d, "1 p,p,, (12.102)

which is roughly the (squared) length of the four-momentum perpendicular
to the magnetic field. L,, are the Laguerre polynomials.

The other components of the equilibrium Wigner function can be cal-
culated likewise and one finds that

“w 2
FE () = {p— X m >nwpy} fual®), (12.103)

m mw

13This has been shown in R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1982); however, it was argued by A.E.
Shabad (private communication) that a pseudoscalar was “missed” in our reasoning.
When one takes account of the PC invariance of the system, this pseudoscalar vanishes
identically, and the original reasoning becomes correct.
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i 2m ( )x{l d(p-u— Ey)

g@zwﬁﬁm“ By oo (Ao ) 71
o(p-u—Ey)
+ Z n exp E _ /J/]) + 1 [Ln(_Qw) + Ln_l(—Qw)]} s
(12.104)
(p) = —*Flp’— 1 0(p-u— Ep)
f5eq(p) =—"Fl'p h(27r)3 eXp(w) X {E_Oexp(ﬁ[Eo - ,u](; —
(12.105)
foea(p) = 0. (12.106)

12.5.1. The nonmagnetic field limit

Finally, it can be shown that the above “magnetized” Wigner function
reduces to the “nonmagnetic” one of Chap. 8, in the limit F},, — 0. Let us
do that. The essential trick consists in making the replacement

> - /dn, (12.107)

so that it follows that feq(p) takes the form

_2m o d [T gn 3o — En) L (2w)
m@—mﬁem %Adewm&_wH)

TL n— 2
/ dn ) 2wl (12.108)
exp(BlE, — p]) +1
Using the property
)\2
6(po — En) = Eé(n —0)
b2\ 2 _ 2 211/2 2 1
= =1po—Pj — =— (121
£= b= —pf —mTRN = o (12.109)
feq can be rewritten as
2mA2 exp(—w)L;, ! (2w
Jfea(p) = p(—w)l, (2u) (12.110)

(2m)3 exp(B[Ee — p]) + 17
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where L} is an associated Laguerre polynomial [I.S. Gradshtein and
I.W. Ryzhik (1965)]. On the other hand, one also has

L2\ 1
exp(—w)L; ' (2w) = —2¢+2 <—> (E) 2w/ F,

s

F= /OO dz exp(—2?) sin(2w'/?z) Hy(z) Ho_1 (). (12.111)
0

From the asymptotic value of the Hermite polynomial Hy and from the fact
that when B — 0, then A\ — oo and hence £ — oo, one gets

Fr—q(0— 1)N2772 (0 — 1)1/2 G) S(pL —b). (12.112)

Going back to feq(p), one obtains

exp(-u) i u) = (3) 77 DA SN

0 (£ - 1)1/2p2L(5(p2 - m2)7

(12.113)
which, for large ¢, reduces to
_ 2
exp(—w)L; ' (2w) ~ <ﬁ> S(p* —m?), (12.114)

where use has been made of

M~T ‘ 1 2 12.115
Finally, one gets the expression of foq:
. 4m §(p* — m?
lim feq(p) = (%)39@0) (p ) (12.116)

exp[B(Ep — p)] +1°
The limits of the other f4’s are obtained in the same way.

12.5.2. Equations of state

Our first task is now to normalize the Wigner function, i.e. find the con-
nection between the chemical potential p and the charge density neq.
From the four-current

JH =/d4p L (p) (12.117)

one obtains successively

1
Neq = E/d4pp'ufeq(p)

- ﬁ/dpodp\\d(_wdn)dapofeq(p), (12.118)
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which finally leads to

1 1 .
oo = oy | 1 {expwwo 1 B - 1}’
(12.119)

which is the result obtained by V. Canuto and H.Y. Chiu (1968). Note that
the factor 2 which occurs in front of the sum is due to the spin degeneracy,
which does not occur for the n = 0 level: the energy of the level (n+1) —1
(spin down) is the same as for (n — 1) + 1 (spin up). In the derivation of
this “normalization” condition, use was made of'4

oo 1 n
/0 dt exp <—§t> LLn(t) = (20 + 1)(=1)". (12.120)

12.5.3. Is the pressure isotropic?

If one starts from the thermodynamic potential, the pressure is given by

P :ngq%eqan (12.121)
and thus it appears to be isotropic, unlike the results obtained by V. Canuto
and H.Y. Chiu (1968) from calculations based on the density operator or
those obtained from the Wigner function. Several authors think that this
last expression for P is the correct one, the validity of thermodynamics
being absolute. They argued — we quote Dong Lai (2001), who explained
the point of view of R.D. Blandford and L. Hernquist (1982) — that “When
we compress the electron gas perpendicular to B we must also do work
against the Lorentz force density (V x M) x B involving the magnetization
current. Thus there is a magnetic contribution to the perpendicular pressure
of magnitude M - B. The composite pressure tensor is therefore isotropic,
in agreement with the thermodynamic result P = Q/V?.

On the other hand, the calculations leading to an anisotropic energy—
momentum tensor are correct and they start from a universally admitted
microscopic viewpoint and lead to an anisotropic stress tensor, exactly as
do radiative corrections, so that the pressure appears to be anisotropic.
Note also that these anisotropies constitute a typical quantum effect.

M1.S. Gradshteyn, I.W. Ryzhyk, Tables of Integrals, Series and Products (Academic,
New York, 1965).
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Fig. 12.1 Thermodynamical quantities. The dashed lines represent the nonmagnetic
case, while the continuous ones exhibit the typical oscillatory behavior which one finds
in the de Haas—van Alphen effect, for instance. The various data are plotted against the
electron density neq/n0, where ng = m3 /72 = 1.76 x 1039 particles/cm? [after V. Canuto
and J. Ventura (1977)].

The calculation of the pressure due to the vacuum terms shows that the
system is anisotropic: there exist a parallel and a perpendicular pressure.
Finally, the various thermodynamic properties are shown in Fig. 12.1. We
note the oscillations of the various variables corresponding to a jump of one
Landau level to a consecutive one.

12.5.4. The completely degenerate case'®

In the complete degenerate case, at 7' = 0 K, the Landau levels are
uniformly occupied untill the Fermi level, i.e. the last occupied one. This

I5H.Y. Chiu and V. Canuto (1968); see also V. Canuto and J. Ventura (1977).
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occurs for a Landau level indexed by a quantum number n* which depends
on the electronic density, which is

Bm®* (1 5— "X (., B \'?
’I’Leq = 7'('2Tcnt {5 Ef -1 + ngl (Ef —-1- 2nBcrit s (12122)

with, of course,

Bcrit
2B

n< (e} —1) (12.123)

The energy density p is given by

4
~m" B 1, 5 5 1 5 1 ]

X In )
14 2n 52
(12.124)
while the pressures are
B \Y2
2« €f—|—<€3f—1—2n—>
_ B "= Bcrit
P, = B > nln 5 ,
crit n=1 1+ m
crit
m* B 1, 5 5 1 5 o
n=n" 1 ) B 1/2 n=n" 1 B
- —1-2 ~ Y (142
* niz:l 2€f <€f nBcrit) ; 2 * nBcrit
1/2
- ef + (5? -1 —2anm>
1+ 2nBB_t
(12.125)

Note that the above condition on n implies that n* is given by

s+1 E\? Besit
* (& , 12.126
mt 2 <m) 2B ( )
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This equation comes from the expression of £ and from minimizing the
energy with respect to pj|. This explains the oscillations in the various
thermodynamical quantities. Suppose that the electron has the highest level
and we add some more energy. Then the electron energy begins not at the
level n but rather at p; # 0; and this occurs untill the level n + 1 is
reached, at which p|| comes again, with the value p;| = 0. Thus, there exists
an oscillation between p|| and the increase of the quantum n.

This means that the stronger the magnetic field is, the lower n* will
be; also, the higher the density is, the higher n* will be. Therefore, the
typical oscillatory behavior of the thermodynamical data is expected for
low values of n* and, accordingly, at low density and/or high magnetic
fields. As remarked by V. Canuto and J. Ventura (1977), in a typical white
dwarf (where neq ~ 103° particles/cm® and B ~ 10%G) one finds that
n* = 10%, while for a typical neutron star one still finds that n* ~ 10°.
However, the quantizing effects of the strong magnetic field can show up in
the much less dense plasma surrounding a pulsar.

Finally, let us note that in an interesting article C.O. Dib and O.
Espinosa (2001), expressing various thermodynamical quantities in terms
of Hurwitz functions (see their article), gave their temperature dependence
starting from the fully degenerate case.'® For instance, they gave for the
grand potential at finite temperature

[~ . oy xp(@)
T, ) _/_(#_1)/Td (i + Ta) o2 (12.127)

where €y corresponds to the zero temperature case.

12.5.5. Magnetization

Here we follow the approach of V. Canuto and J. Ventura (1977) and start

with the usual thermodynamic definition of the magnetization!'”:
10
M=-—mhZ 12.12
GoB™ (12.128)
The partition function Z of the system has already been calculated as
nZ = In{l+exp(—B[E, — u])}, (12.129)

where 7 still represents the ensemble of all quantum numbers that define the
state of an electron, and where the sum also involves an integral. Remember

16This result, although apparently correct, seems a bit strange, the more so since it is
known that the zero temperature case often contains pathologies.

7See e.g. H.B. Callen, Thermodynamics and an Introduction to Thermostatistics
(Wiley, New York, 1985).
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M

0.04

0.02

02 0.4 h/h.

Fig. 12.2 The magnetization as a function of the magnetic field (in units of hcyit) for
the Fermi energy €y = 4. The other curves correspond to ¢ = 8, 16 [after C.O. Dib and
O. Espinosa (2001)].

that the degeneracy of the Landau levels does depend on the magnetic field
itself and hence is taken into account'® in the derivation of M. Deriving
In Z with respect to 3, one finds that

_ 1 e ~ mB = n/oo dx 1
7T2 D%ompton BCYit n=0 0 €n($) exp{mﬂ[en(x) - H}} +1

+ % /OOO dz In{1 + exp(—mf[go — p])}

1= [
+ 3 E / dz In{1 + exp(—mg[e,, — ,u])}) , (12.130)
n=1 0
with the notations
p En ()
=P ()= 12.131
r=L c(m) = 2 (12.131)

An integration by parts of the last two terms and a comparison with pre-
vious results led these authors to the following final expression for the
magnetization of the system:

_b-P

M
B

(12.132)

18V, Canuto and J. Ventura (1977) gave several examples of incorrect calculations per-
formed when one does not take this B dependence into account.
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Thus the magnetization of the system appears to be proportional to the
degree of anisotropy of the electron pressure. It is interesting to note that
this relation is also valid for the magnetized vacuum [H. Sivak (1986)].

12.5.6. Landau orbital ferromagnetism: LOFER states

An interesting way to generate magnetic fields has been suggested by V.
Canuto, H.Y. Chiu and C. Chiuderi (1969), which they called Landau orbital
ferromagnetism, since the Landau levels play an essential role in their mech-
anism. They noticed that, in the above considerations, one has to make the
usual distinction between the external magnetic field H and the magnetic
induction B, to which the particle are sensitive through their equations of
motion, B and H being connected by the relation

B =H +47M(B), (12.133)

where M (B) is the magnetization of the medium. The question they raised
is then: Is it possible that when the external field H is switched off, the
above equation has a nonvanishing solution for B? The answer can be given
numerically only, owing to the involved character of M (B), and the result is
shown in Fig. 12.3, at T'= 0 K. There exist several possible solutions. The
T # 0K case can be expected to smoothen the oscillatory curves, which
presents more and more oscillations with less and less intersections with
the straight line in the figure.

Unfortunately, this interesting mechanism is eliminated by Coulomb
interactions, as shown by J. Schmidt-Burgk (1973). However, it could still
be valid in other circumstances (magnetars) and should be studied in the
case of colored fields.

4aM

B

Fig. 12.3 Graphical representation of the possible solutions to the equation M (B) = B.
The oscillatory line is M (B) [after V. Canuto and J. Ventura (1977)].
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12.6. The Magnetized Vacuum

In the presence of a strong magnetic field, the vacuum becomes mag-
netized and hence acquires anisotropy.'® As a consequence, the vacuum
Wigner function of this magnetized vacuum also reflects this anisotropy,
and the magnetized Dirac ocean is different from that of ordinary electrons.
The vacuum Wigner function plays an important role in the process of
renormalization.

12.6.1. The general structure of the vacuum
Wigner function

One could calculate the vacuum Wigner function directly; it is, however,
more instructive to determine a priori its general structure from the
quantum Liouville equation it obeys and the available tensor in the magne-
tized vacuum, namely p*, n*¥ and F*¥. From the fact that a pseudoscalar
cannot be built up from these tensors, we deduce that f3 . = 0. Also, since

*FHp, is the only pseudovector at our disposal, we have

fhvac(p) = a(p)"F"p,. (12.134)
Similarly, f# . assumes the general form
ac = b(p)p" + c(p) F*py. (12.135)

Note that b(p) and ¢(p) are actually functions of p since p? # m?. We now
have to specify f~. To this end, the equation

vac*

d
—2ipP fa, + eF%%f =0 (12.136)
can be rewritten as
. d
p° |if g (p) — Py g Fac(p) | = 0. (12.137)

It follows that this last equation has the form

PH A (p) =0

9A. Minguzzi, Nuovo Cimento 4, 476 (1956); ibid. 6, 501 (1957); J.J. Klein and B.P.
Nigam, Phys. Rev. B135, 1279 (1964); H. Constantinescu, Nucl. Phys. B36, 121 (1972);
D.B. Melrose and R.J. Stoneham, Nuovo Cimento A32, 435 (1976; ibid., J. Phys. A10,
1211 (1977); A.E. Shabad, Lett. Nuovo Cimento 3, 457 (1972); ibid., Ann. Phys. (N.Y.)
90, 166 (1975); I.A. Batalin and A.E. Shabad, Sov. Phys. JETP 33, 483 (1971); Y.T.
Wu, Phys. Rev. D10, 2699 (1974).
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and hence

A (p) = d(p)Auw (p) (12.138)

or, equivalently,

Fn(9) = B ) = () 1) (12.139)

where the right-hand side is symmetric ans the left-hand one is antisym-
metric. The can occur only when d(p) = 0. Finally we have

d
fu(p) = eFay a—p2fvac (p) (12.140)

Finally, with use of the second equation (12.68)

€

B
f5(p) = o Fpo g5 fune(): (12.141)

2m

From Egs. (66a) and (12.141) the equation for f#(p) is obtained:

PO = )+ g FaF o e )| 214

(e is the electron charge). The right hand side of this last equation can be
rewritten as

N ey, 12.143
(5 ) s (12.143)

Also, the second derivative in this last equation can be evaluated with the
help of Eq. (64a) as

0? 1
a(p2)2 flv) = <62H2Haﬁpapﬁ

) (p* —m*)f(p), (12.144)

so that, finally, the general form of the vacuum Wigner function is found
to be
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12.6.2. The wigner function of the magnetized vacuum

Since a vacuum is invariant under space—time translations, the general form
of its Wigner function Fy,.(p) is the one already obtained above and its
determination reduces to that of fy..(p). Expanding the fields ¢ (x) and
P(x) as

Y(z) = Yo,nto,n + ¢U,n—d;na

n,o

_ _ _ (12.145)
'(/J(.’I;) = Z wU,TL*FG’;:n + wa,’ﬂfdo'ﬂu

n,o
using the vacuum density operator
Pvac = |vac)(vac|

and the definition of f(p), it appears that the only surviving term is the
one that involves products of the form d,, »d; , so that

<Vac P (x + %R) W (ac - %R)

_ 1 1
vac> = ;%* (x + §R> Uy (ac — §R),
where 1), = 9, and r = {n,p),(—a),o} is the set of the quantum

(12.146)
numbers necessary for specifying the state of the electron. One then obtains
[H. Sivak (1986)]%°

4m

(2m)?

. { > —(_Eln)né(ﬂaﬁpam —m? - 2n|e|B>L;1<—2w>H :

fvac(p) = - [ exp(w)e(—p : u)

(12.147)
which indicates that the negative energy states are uniformly occupied —
an expected result.

Finally, the Wigner function of the magnetized vacuum reads

1 v
Fvac(p) = {m+7,u |:p# — I Pv

4m

p? —m? “m
2H dw

0
= |+ —0o, " —
1*$papg .

1 5, 0
— *Foud’ = ¢ feac(p), 12.14
5V Ewp aw}f (p) ( 8)

which, of course, leads to divergent expressions for the average four-current
or the energy—momentum tensor.

20 Another equivalent expression has been given in R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1982).
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12.6.3. Renormalization of the vacuum Wigner function

ui (p) — that leads to finite
physical results can be obtained by subtracting from Fy..(p) the first two
terms of the McLaurin series as

A renormalized expression for Fya.(p) — say, F.&

_ 8Fvac(pa h’) H2 12.149

—5, (12.149)
This is based on the fact that our basic reference is the unmagnetized
vacuum and the need for a finite electron charge?!; this leads to redefining
both the magnetic field and the electron charge as

)
Hy=0

~1
HO—O} ’
where p is the vacuum energy density.
After some calculations [see H. Sivak (1986)], one finds that

FE (p,H) = Foac(p, H) — Fuac(p, 0)

vac

HEH0{1+87T

_0_
amz"”
(12.150)

0
e= 60{1+87T Wﬂ
0

8m e e .
R(p) = ——(zﬂ)ﬁ(—p -u)Re / ds exp(i[Q" p.p, — m? + ic]s)
0

X {exp(iw tan s|e|H) — exp(iws|e|H) |1+ 2%(s|e|H)3] }
(12.151)

With this renormalized Wigner function one can calculate various radiative
corrections and, in particular, as to the energy—momentum tensor of the
magnetized vacuum

Ti = TY/d‘*pp’W”Fﬁc(p), (12.152)
which leads to
THE = pQFY — P TT*Y | (12.153)

vac

P~ 8n2 sz P le|H s 3)
e?H? [ ds sm? 9 1 2
Pl=— [ — - th®s — - — =
+ 82 / s P ( |e|H> <co TR 3)’

21E, Lifschitz and L. Pitayevski, Relativistic Quantum Theory (Mir, Moscow, 1973).

with

(12.154)




340 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

where P, is the orthogonal pressure of the magnetized vacuum. Finally, the
total energy—momentum tensor is obtained by adding to TH” the energy-—

momentum tensor of the magnetic field itself,

2

H
TZU - 8_71'(9’“/ - HMV)7 (12155)

where T} is the well-known Euler-Heisenberg expression for the energy
density of the magnetized vacuum, while P, represents the radiative cor-
rections to the pressure orthogonal to the magnetic field.

12.7. Fluctuations

The importance of the equilibrium fluctuations has already been empha-
sized; in particular, it provides — via the use of the inverse of the
fluctuation—dissipation theorem — a way to derive the plasma modes. Fur-
thermore, the knowledge of the spectrum of the four-current fluctuations
provides a direct calculation to the noninteracting Fermi gas.

From €2, the usual thermodynamic potential

Q = —3~" In[Tr exp(—B[Ho + Hiw] + 81Q)], (12.156)
we have
@ _ lTr{eXp[_ﬂ(HO + Hint B /J’Q)]Hmt}
de e Tr{exp[—B(Ho + Hin — nQ)]} (12.157)
or
o 1
5081 = < (Hine)- (12.158)

Hj, and Hi,, are the free and the interaction?? Hamiltonians, respectively.
Using now Maxwell’s equations in the form

—Ek2AP (k) = 4nJH(k), (12.159)
it follows that

2 € de’ 4 JOApJAop
0-to- g2 [ 4 [ Bz 2.160)

where )y is the noninteracting case. Similarly, the knowledge of the polar-
ization tensor (see next section) gives rise to corrections®® to the thermal

22That is to say, Hint = eJop - A; Hipg is a Hamiltonian and not a magnetic field.
23See e.g. E.S. Fradkin, Nucl. Phys. 12, 455 (1955); H. Perez-Rojas and A.E. Shabad,
Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 121, 432 (1979).



Strong Magnetic Fields 341

properties of the noninteracting electron gas through
Xz w k)
Q=0 E d'k 12.161
'~ s / [ et e

where x;(w, k) (i = 1, 2, 3) are the three nonzero eigenvalues of the polar-
ization tensor?* (see next section).

Besides the four-current fluctuations, others are worth studying
(energy—momentum tensor, etc.) and they can all be obtained from the

following “fluctuation” of the covariant Wigner function:

F(z,p;a’,p') = (Fop(,p) Fop(2',p")) — F(z,p)F (', p"). (12.162)
For instance, the four-current fluctuations
§JM (x,2") = (JHM(x) Y (2)) — (JH(x)){(JY (")) (12.163)

can be obtained from F as
§JH (z,2') = Sp/d4p d*p'y" @ v F(x,p 2, p'). (12.164)

F has been calculated elsewhere [R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1982)] and the
result is a bit too long to be reproduced here.

12.7.1. Fluctuations of the four-current

From the definition of the four-current operator and the development of the
electron—positron field

b(@) =Y a bt (z) + T (2),

) 12.165
b(a) = Y af ol (@) + dept 7 (), ( :

in which the %’s are the covariant Johnson-Lippman spinors, one makes
the explicit calculation of four-current operator fluctuations using Wick’s
theorem,

(aragaza4) = (a1az2){azas) — (ar1as){asas) + (a1a4){azas), (12.166)
where the a’s are either a, d or a™, dT. Setting

ST (z) = 6% (0, 22 — 1), (12.167)

24Because of the transverse character of the polarization, zero is an eigenvalue and k#
the corresponding eigenvector.
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5%10°2

5x10°2|

Fig. 12.4 Data for the magnetized vacuum plotted against the decimal logarithm of the
magnetic field (in units of the critical field): (a) the energy density, (b) the orthogonal
pressure, (c) the parallel pressure and (d) the magnetization. The continuous curves
represent the various data for matter plus radiative corrections and the dashed ones
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represent only the matter contribution [after H. Sivak (1986)].

since one calculates the fluctuations in thermal equilibrium, and using the
average occupation numbers of positive and negative energy electrons in
the quantum state r,

nt = {(ata,) =

exp(BlE, — p]) +17

= ) = BB — i T

E,. >0,

(d)

E,. <0,

(12.168)



Strong Magnetic Fields 343

one obtains

5 (2 <Z{nn 1— ) @)y gl (1) x §P (2a)7" i (w2)

71,72

+ (1= ny I b5 (@) ) (1) x ) (@2)7 9 (a2)
8 () (1) x 0 ()7 9 (w2)

+ (1 =n )1 - nﬁ)wﬁl)(wl)ﬁ’”wj)(xl)wg)(xz)W'/%(q)(xz)}>-
(12.169)

The first term on the right hand side of this last equation represents the
contributions of the electrons only, while the second term is that of the
positrons. The last two terms are connected with the possibility of pair
creations or annihilations by electromagnetic waves propagating through
the plasma.?® After some long calculations [see some details in R. Hakim
and H. Sivak (1982)], one finds that

exp ,
v = n+n
0T (k) = = d2[exp ;Z;ﬂ jb(—

/E By 08735 < (B LBy + jw). - (12170)

where j§", designates a symmetrical (S) or antisymmetrical (A) tensor
given by

35" = (0 — [t +nn))
X[—fEnE;l/ +p||(p|| — kH)] . [LzlinLZ/in + Ln 7nLZ/ nl}Q'uV
+ Q(Ln nLn n’ +Ln—nL )+4nLn—nLn—n/ Qr
m n n—1 -1 d2 r—1
— §[Bn(p) — k) — By - [ "L L L )

— [LEnE}y +mP 4y (py—ky)] - (L1 " LN RURENS SRR Aaits 1 (i

25These two cases correspond either to a damping of these waves or to Cerenkov emission
[see V.N. Tsytovich (1961)].
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_ 2kakaL2L_1n+l LZI_n/_l (2H;1,0'H1/o¢ _ Hao’nuu)

B (L L L L

n’'—1
— (B (L Ly = Ly L ) Ju )k
+ oy (—Lp L Ly L
+(py = k)L L T = L L) )
(12.171)
Y

rrn'—n—17n—n'+1 n'—n+1rn—n'—1
X {_](Ln L - Ln—l Ln’ )

n’—1

x [(E,E, +m® + py(p) — k)| F*

B (L L 4+ L L

— B (L L o L Ll
—dlpy (L L+ Ly L

oy — k)L Ly Ly S L)l P kg,

(12.172)
where use has been made of the notations?%
_ 2. .2 2
E,= \/m +p|| + QTL/dn,
E;L, = \/m2 + (pH - k||)2 + 2n’/d%“
(12.173)

Lb=1rt (%d%ki) (associated Laguerre polynomials),

QL = ulu? + nFnY.

The above results for §J* (k) require a few comments. First, the various
values of ¢ and j(£) (a separation between j and (+)) and the J-term
indicate that the fluctuations of the electron (or positron) four-current are
nonvanishing only when

w=+(E, — E.), (12.174)

26We adopt the convention L& = 0 whenever n < 0.
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and these fluctuations correspond to transitions between Landau levels for
either electrons or positrons. On the other hand, the fluctuations between
positrons and electrons are possible only when

w==+(E,+E)) (12.175)

and correspond to either pair creation or anihilation by (or into) an elec-
tromagnetic wave of frequency w.

Another remark deals with the charge conservation, a property
implying that

k0" (k) = 0. (12.176)

Although not obvious on the explicit form of 6J#¥(k), this can be proven
by using various properties of the associated Laguerre polynomials (see
App. A).

Finally, in order to complete the calculation of §J#*¥ (k), the integration
on p can be performed and this can be achieved with the use of the well-
known formula

0(x — xp)
8(g(z)) ; 7o) (12.177)
where z, is a simple zero of g(x), which is the case here.

The two figures below represent the spectra of longitudinal (Fig. 12.5)
and transverse (Fig. 12.6) fluctuations of the density, at T = 0K, and for
the critical value of the magnetic field. We have chosen ey = 1.6m. A
common feature is the existence of transparency regions where (n?); = 0.

Let us begin with the longitudinal fluctuation spectrum, i.e. those fluc-
tuations with k; = 0. Two curves are presented (Fig. 12.5), each for one
specific value of k||, namely k| = 1 or 4. The first branch on the left of the
figure is related to the fluctuations’ density of matter only (i.e. without any
vacuum contribution), while the other branches contain the vacuum fluctu-
ations occurring because of possible transitions from the vacuum to positive
energy Landau levels (such as pair creation electromagnetic waves, a phe-
nomenon that gives rise to a damping of electromagnetic waves) not already
occupied (the presence of matter inhibits such fluctuations, owing to the
exclusion principle), and vice versa. The purely material part, i.e. the first
branch, appears at a given frequency and disappears at another: this effect
comes from energy conservation, as can be seen from a closer inspection of
§J%(k), where § factors occur. As a matter of fact, the main effect of a lon-
gitudinal wave on the electrons of the Fermi sea is to accelerate them along
the magnetic field without ever exciting transitions n — n'. Unlike the first
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Veon?y,

Fig. 12.5 Spectrum of the longitudinal density fluctuations versus —w, for two values
of k|| (continuous line — k|| = 1; dashed line — k|| = 4). This curve represents the case
of the critical field and is plotted for a value of the Fermi energy ey = 1.6 m(T = 0K).

branch, the others — related to the vacuum fluctuations — exhibit reso-
nances, corresponding to pair creations or annihilations on those Landau
levels such that |w| = 2E and k)| = 2p|.

Between the “matter part” and the “vacuum part” of the figure lies a
transparency region, in the sense that the imaginary part of the polarization
tensor?” (see next section) vanishes. Physically, this is due to the fact that
the frequency of the electromagnetic wave is not sufficient to excite vacuum
fluctuations. Let us also add that this brief discussion is valid for all values
of k|| as well.

As to the case of transverse fluctuations of density (k| = 0), it also
presents some branches which are related to matter and others to the
vacuum (see Fig. 12.6). A plot of <§n2>]1€/2 has been made on the figure

27See e.g. F. Bakshi, R.A. Cover and G. Kalman (1976, 1980); H. Perez-Rojas and A.E.
Shabad (1979); H. Sivak (1985); D.B. Melrose and R.J. Stoneham (1977).
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Veon?y,

_/
| ) -w

3

Fig. 12.6 Spectrum of the transverse density fluctuations versus —w, for k;, = 0. This
curve represents the case of the critical field and is plotted for a value of the Fermi energy
ey =1.6m (T =0K).

(still versus —w) for k; = 0.35, and it presents similar features.?® First,
the branches on the left of the figure begin at specific frequencies for the
same reasons as before (energy conservation) and all present resonances

corresponding to
1 2nB 2n'B
—|w| = 2 + 2 . 12.1
2|w| \/m +B \/m + B (12.178)

crit

Between two successive branches, there exists a gap still corresponding to
a transparency region; it occurs when w is not yet sufficient to excite a
Landau level n to another one n’. These left hand side branches still refer
to matter only. The last such branch is represented by a vertical line on the
figure, and on its right are the vacuum contributions ezcept for the vertical
lines, which are also due to matter.

28For other values of k| , the curves present the same characteristics.
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12.8. Polarization Tensors of the Magnetized Electron Gas
and of the Magnetized Vacuum

The polarization tensor of a neutralized magnetized electron gas has
the form

I (k) = %%, (k) + TP (k), (12.179)

mat vac

and its matter part 1157 (k) is studied independently of its vacuum part
T4 (k). The latter is infinite and must be renormalized. From the four-

current fluctuations tensor, one has (see Chap. 15)

y 1 exp(Bw’) — 1 y
I+ (/{3) = _%/dw/w(—iuj)—u-j<‘]“'] >eq(w/,k), (12180)

in which the above expression for (J*.J")eq has to be substituted. The result
is an expression of the above general form where I/, refers to the (finite)
matter part of the polarization tensor while IT#Y is its infinite vacuum
contribution, to be renormalized. The results obtained by H. Sivak (1985),
which are quite reliable, are presented below without any discussion and
the reader should refer to the original articles for more details.

In Chap. 15, it will be shown how the inverse of the fluctuation—
dissipation theorem can be used to obtain the dispersion properties of the
plasma, with no magnetic field.

The matter part of the polarization tensor is then given by

. — 29XP( 2)
mat (271')2dn
dp J (k)
n+n Il
XT%:/ Z/E En/,aEn +£En/,a+a(w+i5)’
(12.181)
with the notations??
2= ——d "k, k.,
E,=,/m2+ |2|—|—3—", (12.182)

Byt = \Jm? + (p) + aky)? + 5.

29Here IIM" is the projection operator on the two-plane orthogonal to the four-vectors
u* and n”.
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It can be decomposed into a Hermitian part, responsible for the propa-
gation of the waves, and an anti-Hermitian one, responsible for the damping
of waves. In any case, it is too long to be written explicitly here and
the interested reader should go back to the original article of H.D. Sivak
(1985).

12.8.1. The vacuum polarization tensor

The vacuum polarization tensor can be decomposed into its Hermitian and
anti-Hermitian parts:

v i v
I e = — 5 lim [exp() — 1177 (k),
B— o0
e 1 / d () — 11 1) (12.183)
H,vac — o — W é‘:g) Xp P .

The anti-Hermitian part is finite, while the Hermitian one is divergent
and must be renormalized. The renormalized polarization tensor I}
is obtained by

H,vac

my  (FOP k) =T (FP k) — T (0, k) + TI%  (0,k). (12.184)

H,vac H,vac H,vac H,vac

Let us remember that II%/ (0,k) can be obtained by subtracting from

H,vac
I 0 (0, k) the first two terms of the McLaurin series

1 02
- vac(0 )| kTR
2 ko ok 0

(12.185)

ﬁlI}V,vac (O’ k) = Hl]?,vac (07 k) - Hl]?,vac (O’ O)

and after some calculations [see H. Sivak (1985)] one finds that

b bg
b’

5 e (F7 k) = > T (k) (12.186)

where II,(k) are the three nonvanishing eigenvalues of 1’[’12,"\,,“(F("ﬁ7 k):

6) = gy [ [ o { st = 220 ey |
(12.187)
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with
Cy = k2(1 —5)%7
Cy— Q”/{AC oM, Smh(yi/fﬁ;;r(l;/(z;—6]/di), (12.188)
Cy = QkﬁC + 20"k, k, £(1 — €) cosh(y/d2),
x= T kyky dys Smh(yﬁ/dsil;l(ny};(cﬁ[) ) (12.189)

s=sgn(Q"k,k,£[1 — & — m?).

The three symmetric tensors b)b) are constructed from

. T°Pkks v QPkoks
b = {H“ by = =5 k“} =— {Q“ by = =" k“},

b Pk, (12.190)
bl = *Frvk,,

These results coincide with those obtained by I.A. Batalin and A.E. Shabad
(1971) and A.E. Shabad (1972, 1975).

12.9. Remarks on the Transport Coeflicients
of the Magnetized Electron Gas

The transport coefficients are evaluated from a kinetic equation, as has
been done several times in this book. Here we only want to show how
modifications occur because of the magnetic field.

Let us begin with the kinetic equation. In an arbitrary gauge, the BGK
equations read

{iv-0+2[y-p—m]}F(z,p)

4
+ 26/ é?r])i d*¢ exp[—i(p— &) - RIF (2,£)7 - Acxt (m - %R)

= —ivy- uw (12.191)
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F(z,p){iv-0—2[y-p—m]}
d*R . )
_ 26/ 2n) d*¢ exp[—i(p — &) - R)|F(x,&)7 - Aoxt <x _ §R)

F - F,
_ (z,p) a(p) iy -u, (12.192)
T

which reduces to

. L9
{iv-0+2[y-p—m]}F(x,p)+eF" pua—p#F(w,p)

— —iv-u (12.193)

F(ac,p) B Feq(p)
—
in the Lorentz gauge and the other equation.
In the absence of any magnetic field, it was recognized that there exists
another expansion parameter — besides the ratio of the relaxation time and
a macroscopic hydrodynamical time — connected in the quantum domain
to the existence of the Compton wavelength. When a magnetic field is
present, a new scale of length does exist, the electron Larmor radius,

e (12.194)
m

where the thermal velocity vy, should be replaced by 1, the velocity of light,
in a truly relativistic regime.

In order to get an idea of the various possible regimes, the above
equation is first rewritten in terms of the dimensionless quantities®’

eB

xzﬁla’c,RzélR,A: <
Lo

) Ap=L. (12.195)
l3

where {...} is one of the possible available lengths; and one obtains

A
)\COmpton
B
+ 245 (27r)4d §exp[—Z(P -§)- R]F(S,f)wy Ao (017 — §R£1
= iy oS (12.196)
-

30Note that since the BGK equation is linear in F, it is not necessary to replace this
quantity by a dimensionless one.
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(and the other dimensionless companion equation), which allows a com-
parison of the orders of magnitude of the different terms and hence does
indicate the possible regimes, after a choice for the various lengths has been
made. Since there are a priori three possible length scales, this gives rise
to nine choices and a few dozen possible regimes. Only one case has been
treated [R. Dominguez Tenreiro and R. Hakim (1977b)], i.e. the one in
which

T < ~eB, (12.197)

so that the left hand sides of the equations are of order O(7). This is a
relatively simple situation.

The results for the various transport coeflicients are essentially an oscil-
latory behavior around the values obtained (see Chaps. 2 and 10) in the
absence of a magnetic field [R. Dominguez Tenreiro (1978)]. In this regime,
however, not all transport coefficients are nonvanishing.

The next problem deals with the definition of the transport coefficients
in the presence of a magnetic field. This has been done by J.L. Anderson
(1976), in an unpublished work, on the basis of group-theoretical arguments.
It is, however, possible to extend nonrelativistic results by S.I. Braginskii®!
to the relativistic case [R. Dominguez Tenreiro and R. Hakim (1977b)],
although there is no unique way to reach this aim.?? These different pos-
sibilities are largely a matter of adaptation to experimental situations,
or to the symmetries of the problem under consideration. Nevertheless,
it should be noted that the physically meaningful quantity is the viscous
stress tensor and not necessarily its decomposition. We have already given
the covariant generalization of Braginskii’s results, so we shall not repeat
them (see Chap. 2).

When one calculates the off-equilibrium part of the energy—momentum
tensor, one can encounter the nonsymmetric tensor

1" nP(9,u, — d,u,), (12.198)

which is a vorticity tensor expressing the rotation of the charged particles
around the magnetic field axis. This term also exists in the nonrelativistic

318.1. Braginskii, Review of Plasma Physics, Vol. 1 (1965).

32See e.g. A.N. Kaufman, Phys. Fluids 3, 610 (1960); J.A.R. Coope and R.F. Snider,
J. Chem. Phys. 56, 2056 (1970); S.R. de Groot and P. Mazur, Non-equilibrium Ther-
modynamics (North-Holland, Amsterdam, 1962); P.C. Clemmow and J.P. Dougherty,
Electrodynamics of Particles and Plasmas (Addison-Wesley, Reading, 1969).
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and nonquantum case.?3 As to the various viscosity coefficients, they corre-
spond to a transverse coefficient, a parallel one, a crossed parallel /transverse
one, etc.

Let us show briefly the off-equilibrium part of the four-current and the
heat flow; the latter can be decomposed as

Q" =Q +Qf, (12.199)
with
Q’i =11"Q, = +)‘J_H/w(ﬂ71ih/ - 81/571)7

Qﬁ = nuanV = _)\||nuny(671uu - uﬂil)a

in agreement with Eckart’s definition. However, the calculation of J/i; also
contains terms proportional to 0,neq. The latter can be eliminated with
the help of the zeroth order conservation equations but terms involving gra-
dients of the magnetic field do remain. Conversely, if these terms are not
eliminated but only the gradients of the magnetic fields, then we should
resort to a Robinson-Bernstein3
namely that the entropy obeys a minimum-maximum principle, i.e. it is
not a minimum but a saddle point. Therefore, this question should be con-
sidered as open.

(12.200)

version of the entropy considerations,

12.10. Astrophysical Aspects

In several astrophysical quantities, the issues of the occurrence and the
properties of strong magnetic fields have been questioned. We mention the
influence of strong magnetic fields on the § decay of some models of disin-
tegration, the neutronization reactions, the mass—radius relation of a star
(magnetic white dwarfs or neutron stars), the stability of the star, the pos-
sibility of an a priori strong magnetic field in the primeval universe, etc.

Let us briefly review some of these modifications brought about by the
strong magnetic fields, and let us first examine the neutron disintegration
of the neutron

N — P+e + e,
which is the simplest one. The essentials of this disintegration lie in the

modification of its phase space; in neutron stars, the intensity of the mag-
netic field is of the order of the critical one, so that the proton is not affected.

33See S.R. de Groot and P. Mazur, loc. cit.
34B.B. Robinson and I.B. Bernstein, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 18, 110 (1962).
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In terms of the disintegration lifetime, it reads

127G} [ d’pdiq
[ 2 oy — _ fH _m—
- B By B, {f'"lavn —p—q) = fSlav —p—q)}

x{(14+A)gn - qpu + (1= X)p-anu — (1 = X)mpmygu},
(12.201)

where ¢y is the neutron four-momentum, p the proton four-momentum,
q the neutrino, Gy the weak coupling constant and A\ the axial vector
coupling constant. As expected, the magnetic field occurs only in f# and
fE, ie. in F(q).

As to the neutronization, occurring for example in neutron stars,

P+e 2 N+v,,
it is governed by the equality of chemical potentials

1P + e = N + [y, (12.202)

where p, vanishes almost completely since the neutrinos escape the star.
From these equalities between the u’s, from their expressions as functions
of B, neq, €tc., one obtains relations for the nucleons, etc. (see e.g. G.A.
Schulman (1974ft)).

As to white dwarfs, for instance, J.P. Ostriker and F.D.A. Hartwick?®
made detailed calculations on magnetic white dwarfs, showing that inside
the magnetic field it could be as high as 10*'-10'3 G. We look briefly at the
impact of magnetic fields on white dwarfs. We limit our considerations to
the ones presented in the book by S.L. Shapiro and S.A. Teukolski (1983).36
Starting with the wirial theorem

W 43I+ M =0, (12.203)

where W is the gravitational energy, Il the work done by the pressure and
M the magnetic energy; we write explicitly the various data as

W= [@op@o@ M=o [Eapn= [@ar a2
us

or

2

M P B2\ 4
— —aG— T=bM{Z= M=c{=VZrR3 12.2
w aGR, b <p>’ C<87r>37TR (12.205)

35].P. Ostriker and F.D.A. Hartwick, Astrophys. J. 153, 105 (1968).
36S.1. Shapiro and S.A. Teukolski, Black Holes, White Dwarfs and Neutron Stars
(J. Wiley and Sons, New York, 1983).
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(the constants a, b and ¢ are of order unity), so that the virial theorem can
be written as

GM? P )2
— bM { — — =0 12.206
= + < 5 > +c 7 , ( )
where the last term is the magnetic flux
B
)= 72 (12.207)

and use has been made of an ultrarelativistic and nonmagnetic limit for the
equation of state of electrons. The nonmagnetic field limit is taken since
the various calculations indicate that only the “weight” of the magnetic
field makes sense. Therefore, the effect of the magnetic field is — crudely
speaking — to decrease the effect of gravity:

’ C ¢2 M
G HG—EW—GO—W). (12.208)
This means that, for a given mass of the star, its radius can be substantially
larger. This has also been found by D. Adam,?” in a model less rigorous than
that of Ostriker and Hartwick, but more rigorous than the crude model. In
fact, he also took account of the modifications of the equations of state of
the electrons brought about by the magnetic field. In addition, he calculated
the various pycnonuclear reactions.

37D. Adam, Astron. Astrophys. 160, 95 (1986).



Chapter 13

Statistical Mechanics of Relativistic
Quasiparticles®

The concept of the quasiparticle appears in a large number of nonrelativistic
physical situations, where it brings substantial technical simplifications and
also far-reaching clarifications of the problems under consideration. Quasi-
particles are widely used in the framework of solid state physics' and,
consequently, have been studied in detail. Another case where quasipar-
ticles occur, namely plasmons, has been systematically considered in plasma
physics.?

However, in a relativistic context, in spite of numerous studies on
QED plasmas®* and of an exponentially growing interest in the quark—
gluon plasma expected to be observed in heavy ion collisions,” no sys-
tematic considerations of relativistic quasiparticles have been undertaken.
It should also be mentioned that such theoretical objects are of much
interest in the context of nuclear matter whether relativistic [B.D. Serot
and J.D. Walecka (1986)] or not and in the study of Bose condensates®
occurring in dense matter. Very simple relativistic quasiparticles (i.e. “free”
quasiparticles endowed with an effective mass) are also considered in a

*This chapter was partially done with our late friend Horacio D. Sivak (1946-2000)

and has been partially published in Class. Quantum Grav.: 10 (Suppl.), 223 (1993).

ISee e.g. C. Kittel, Quantum Theory of Solids (J. Wiley, New York, 1963).

27T. Kihara, O. Aono and T. Dodo, Nucl. Fusion 2, 66 (1962); A. I. Alekseev and Yu.
P. Nikitin, Sov. Phys. JETP 23, 608 (1966); E. G. Harris, Adv. Plasma Phys. 3, 157
(1969).

3See e.g. N.P. Landsman and Ch. G. van Weert, Phys. Rep. 145, 141 (1987).

40One should also include the “phenomenological QED” of J.M. Watson, Phys. Rev. 74,
950 (1948); ibid. T4, 1485 (1948); ibid. 75, 1249 (1949).

5See e.g. L.P. Csernai, Introduction to Relativistic Heavy Ion Collisions (Wiley, Chich-
ester, 1994) or Hot Hadronic Matter: Theory and Ezperiment, eds. J. Letessier and
J. Rafelski (Plenum, New York, 1994).

6 A.B. Migdal, Rev. Mod. Phys. 50, 107 (1978).
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toy model constituted by the Ag? theory in Gaussian (or other nonper-
turbative) approximations™® or in the case of the so-called relativistic
“scalar plasma.”? Apart from the early attempts by J.M. Jauch and K.
Watson!? (1948, 1949), the most advanced study of relativistic quasipar-
ticles seems to be the one by A.B. Migdal (1978) in connection with con-
siderations of boson condensates and, in what follows, his results are found
anew in a more general context and also are extended and specified more
precisely.

The reasons why there do not exist systematic studies are multiple:
(i) many people seem to consider that a relativistic extension of the concept
of the quasiparticle is trivial (it will be realized, below, that this is certainly
not the case); (ii) the need for relativistic quasiparticles was not really
urgent, because of the relatively recent emergence of statistical consider-
ations for relativistic quantum dense matter. Apart from the interest of
their own, relativistic quasiparticles can be a source of new progress when
we are dealing with dense matter and, in particular, with the QCD plasma;
nevertheless, it should be clear that only new physical inputs (ideas, approx-
imations, etc.) can bring new developments and, in this respect, quasipar-
ticles can only represent a technical instrument that may express such an
input.

It is, of course, not possible to deal with all cases and hence we limit our-
selves to a sufficiently general one so as to accommodate many situations:
it is assumed that the polarization tensor (for bosons) or the mass operator
(for fermions) is given as a function not only of the four-momentum but also
of macroscopic quantities such as the average four-velocity of the system, its
temperature, its density, etc. Accordingly, and at least as a first step, only
free quasiparticles are dealt with. Whether the system under consideration
is correctly described by an assembly of (free or interacting) quasiparticles
or not is another question depending on the specific problem at hand. So is
the case regarding the approximation method that leads to the polarization
tensor (or the mass operator) at hand.

7Among numerous articles on the subject, we quote only the following: G. Baym and
G. Grinstein, Phys. Rev. D15, 2897 (1977); T. Barnes and G.I. Ghandour, Phys. Rev.
D22, 924 (1980); W.A. Bardeen and M. Moshe, Phys. Rev. D28, 1372 (1983); P.M.
Stevenson, Phys. Rev. D33, 2305 (1985); M. Ciancitto, Nucl. Phys. B254, 653 (1985);
etc. See Ref. 9 for more references.

8F. Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A6, 4579 (1991).

9G. Kalman, Phys. Rev. D9, 1656 (1974).

103 M. Jauch and K. Watson, Phys. Rev. T4, 950 (1948); ibid. 74, 1485 (1949).
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Therefore, our first assumption is concerned with the general form of
the equations of motion obeyed by the quasiparticle fields. For quasibosons,
it reads

Op(x) + /d4x II(z, z'; macroscopic quantities) p(z') = 0, (13.1)
while for quasifermions one has
iy 0¥ (z) — /d4x' ¥(z,2'; macroscopic quantities) U(z') =0. (13.2)

In the following, we deal rather with the space—time translational invariant
case, where

H(z,2") =(z — 2',0) = H(z — 2’) (13.3)
for bosons, and
Y(z,2') =S(x —2',0) = X(z — 2) (13.4)

for fermions. Therefore, we treat mainly the case of Egs. (1.1) and (1.2),
which are rewritten in Fourier space as

{ [k? —TI(k)]e(k) =0 (quasibosons),

oone (13.5)
[v-p—2(»)]¥(p) =0 (quasifermions),

and these equations also signify that the quasibosons obey the dispersion
equation

D(k)=[k* —TI(k)] =0 (13.6)
while the quasifermions obey
Det[y-p —X(p)] = 0. (13.7)

From this “dynamical” starting point, the usual quantum field theory path
is followed. First, the equations for the “classical” field ® or ¥ are cast into
a Lagrangian form; this allows the derivation of the usual conservation laws,
whenever valid (this is discussed later on), and hence explicit expressions
for the four-current, energy—momentum tensor, angular momentum, etc.
These expressions are needed not only for the macroscopic description of
the system at hand but also for the quantization of the “classical” quasipar-
ticle field. Indeed, explicit normalization of those quasiparticle plane waves,
in which the field is expanded, is a necessity since a covariant expression
for the scalar product of two free wave packets is needed to that end. Fur-
thermore, from the energy—momentum tensor the quasiparticle Hamiltonian
is obtained. Once quantization is achieved, statistical mechanics (for both



Statistical Mechanics of Relativistic Quasiparticles 359

equilibrium and nonequilibrium situations) is almost a matter of routine.
Next, applications can follow. The above dispersion equations lead to non-
local equations for the quasiparticle fields.

Finally, a strong emphasis should be put on the comparison with the
nonrelativistic case since, essentially, two new classes of problems show up.
First, one knows that negative energy states lead to the concept of antipar-
ticles: for quasiparticles, the question is much more delicate and subtle and
“antiquasiparticles” depend strongly on the medium of which they are sup-
posed to be excitations. It appears that this question is entangled with
the problem of the thermodynamic stability of the system under consid-
eration. This is briefly discussed in Sec. 13.3. A second class of problems
is connected with causality. In general, nonlocal field theories are plagued
with troubles arising from a “lack of causality.” This can be understood
in an intuitive way: the function II(z) [or > ()], besides its order of mag-
nitude (II), introduces implicitly a new dimensioned scale, connected with
its spatial/temporal extension, i.e. the “width” of these functions. This
means that the approximations contained in the calculation of II gen-
erally involve a change of scales for time and space that does not preserve
the light cone: this either becomes sharper or gets flattened so that, for
example, a timelike four-vector becomes spacelike, implying a certain lack
of causality. A well-known example of such a lack of causality is provided
by the propagation of heat, whether in a nonrelativistic or a relativistic
context.

13.1. Classical Fields

In this section, we limit ourselves to the case of complex scalar fields, the
extension to other possibilities being either straightforward or explicitly
dealt with. These fields obey the equation

Op(a) + / dty TI(y)p(z — y) = 0. (13.8)

A possible Lagrangian for this equation is

1
L=0,p(x /d4y II(y)e* <x+ 2y) ® (ac — §y), (13.9)

as can be checked by minimizing the action integral, while the variation
with respect to ®

d 4 1 * _
m/dz L{@}, {8} =0
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yields
O®* () + /d% H(y)®*(z +y) =0 (13.10)

with IT*(y) = II(—y) in order that both equations may be consistent; the
Lagrangian is thus Hermitian. On the other hand, this condition joined to
Onsager relations implies that, in Fourier space,

(k) = IT* (k) = II(—k). (13.11)

This condition comes from our results in the case of long-lived quasipar-
ticles. Such a case can be found in many physical situations or problems:
plasmons in QED plasmas, quasinucleons of the Walecka model, qua-
sibosons of the Ap* theory in Gaussian approximation, quasiparticles
involved in some regimes of hard thermal loops, etc. Note also that dis-
sipative contributions to these long-lived quasiparticles arise from mode—
mode interactions!! or from a more or less phenomenological collision term
like the Boltzmann or the relativistic BGK one.

The equations of motion are obtained by using the well-known relation

0
0D(x)

®(z') = 0W(x —2'). (13.12)

However, such a derivation of the equations of motion (13.1) and (13.2) from
the Lagrangian (13.3) possesses the inconvenience of hiding some conditions
to be satisfied by ® and ®* and, furthermore, it needs a separate deduction
of the various currents associated with symmetries, whether space—time or
possible internal ones.

13.1.1. Internal symmetries and conserved currents

From the Lagrangian, one can obtain (such as from a minimal coupling
assumption) the Lagrangian of the system in the presence of an ‘“elec-
tromagnetic” field A*(z) — say, L [{®*},{®},{4*}]. In such a case, the
charge current J#(z) is nothing but the functional derivative of the action
integral with respect to the electromagnetic field and considered for A* = 0.

See e.g. R.Z. Sagdeev and A.A. Galeev, Nonlinear Plasma Theory (Benjamin,
New York, 1969).
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Such a gauge-invariant Lagrangian is given by

L[{07}, {8}, {A"})] = D" (x) - D D(x) + / d'y T1(y)

1 ! 1 1
x OF (x + —y) exp(—iey”)/ ds A* [x +y <3 — —)} P [x — —y] ,
2 o 2 2
(13.13)
with
D = 0" +ieAt(x), (13.14)

and where the integral over the parameter s is nothing but an integral along
the straight line joining the space—time points x — y/2 and x + y/2. Notice
that, for quantum fields, the exponential occurring in this last equation
must involve an ordering with respect to the parameter s. The above
Lagrangian represents the dynamics of fields ® and ®* minimally coupled
to the electromagnetic field A* and is inspired by J. Schwinger’s.'? Similar
problems (of gauge invariance) connected with covariant Wigner functions
can be found elsewhere [E.A. Remler (1977); J. Winter (1984); H. Th. Elze,
M. Gyulassi and D. Vasak (1986, 1987); U. Heinz (1985); H. Th. Elze and
U. Heinz (1989); etc.]. The basic idea is that quantities like ®(x — y) can
be rewritten as exp (y-9). ®(x) and, accordingly, the gauge-invariant form
are obtained by replacing 0 with 0 + ieA. The fact that the path integral
occurring in this last equation is taken along a straight line was first proven
by D.G. Boulware!? on the basis of both Lorentz and space-time trans-
lation invariance. Another argument has been given in another context by
R. Marnelius (1973).1

Let us form the functional derivative 6S/0A*, where S is the action
integral S = [ Ld*z. We get

éS

54, (x)

AX=0

2
S —'A/ldA "+ _1 o -1
(SAM({L‘)GXP 1y | sAx|x' +yls 5 o T 2y

12J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 125, 397 (1962); ibid. 128, 2425 (1962).
13D.G. Boulware, Phys. Rev. 151, 1024 (1966).

= Ji(z) = i®* "D — /d4x’ d*y' T(y)®* <x + 1@/)
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< 1
=i®*HP + i/d4x/ dy/ TI(y)y" * <x + §y>

1 / r_ 1
X/ g A [ +y (s = 3)] exp{_iyA
0

6Au(x)
! / 1 / 1
X dsAx |2 +y|s— = oz —-y). (13.15)
0 2 AXY=0 2
Using now
6A(2") _ (4) /
SAR(D) Oru0 ™ (x — ), (13.16)

the above equation for the four-current reduces to

+1/2

JH () = 979" D +i/d4y/ dsTl(y)y" & [m +y (s + %)]
—1/2

coler(s D) wan)

and is similar to the expression given by R. Marnelius' after a Fourier
transformation and an integration over the parameter s.

Such a derivation is valid for any gauge field whatsoever and allows
one, accordingly, to obtain any macroscopic four-current, such as an isospin
four-current. For instance, in the gauge-invariant Lagrangian used in the
derivation of J* the exponential has to be changed as follows:

ool ier [Las e (o= D]} pesn Lo [
cralo(s D) s

where the matrices T are the infinitesimal generators of the group under
consideration g is the coupling constant of the gauge field and P is a chrono-
logical ordering of the integration path. Then the functional derivative
with respect to the gauge field A, specialized to Ay = 0, provides the
corresponding four-currents. One can easily check that J* is conservative:
OuJ* = 0.

MR. Marnelius, Phys. Rev. D8, 2472 (1973).
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13.1.2. Space—time symmetries

The conservation laws for space—time symmetries obviously depend on
the transformation properties of the polarization tensor II(z) under the
Poincaré group. Clearly, for equations of motion as given above, one expects
the conservation of the energy—momentum tensor: IT depends on the dif-
ference x — 2’ and is thus invariant under space—time translations. However,
this is not so for the general equations of motion. Also, it is clear that II is
not necessarily invariant under spatial translations; therefore, even though
the energy—momentum tensor of the quasiparticles is conserved, this is not
necessarily the case for the general angular momentum tensor.

Let us look for the conserved — or nonconserved — energy—momentum
and angular tensors of quasiparticles by means of Noether’s theorem. To
this end, let us consider an infinitesimal z-dependent coordinate change,'®

x—z+e(x), (13.19)

in the expression of the action integral S = [d*zL. Owing to the fact that
the Jacobian of this transformation is 1 + de(x), up to first order, and
that — still to this order — the derivatives become

Dy — 0y — 0™ () - O, (13.20)

we find that

68 =0= /d% {LO - e(z) + 0"69*0,® + 0"®*0,0®
— O"eM@)0\ D0,y ® + 6Ln }, (13.21)
with
4 * 1 1

Lyp=—- [ d&yll(y)®* |z + 3V ®|z— 3V (13.22)
and 6@ = e(x)0®. After an integration by parts, the equation for 4.5 yields

0= / d*z (—eOL + e* 0" [0\ @*0,,) @] + 6L — 6*9?® — 0*°®*5D)
= /d% {— €L + X 0"[0\®*0,,)®] + 6Ln

+ /d4y II(y) [0 P(x — y) + P (x + y)6<I>]} , (13.23)

15See the excellent article by E.L. Hill, Rev. Mod. Phys. 23, 253 (1951).
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where use has been made of the equations of motion. This last equation
can be rewritten as

0= / P (-wu&aﬂ[@@*am@] + / d'y /0  dsniy)
) )
P e
~ [ ( ~coL 2000 e [y Y sty
oofrfos(eeloefes(-3)
S S

0= /d4x5/\(x)8“Tu,\(x)7 (13.25)

or

where TH” is the energy—momentum tensor we were looking for; explicitly,
it is given by

T = 91e* 9V d — 'V L + /01/2 ds/d4y I(y)y*
X {(I)* [ac+y<s+%>} 0" d [x+y<s—%>}
ow oy (=D af (o4 D)) asm

Note also that, as already remarked for the four-current J*, this T+ is
similar to the form given by R. Marnelius. From the vanishing of 4.5 for
arbitrary e*(z), it is deduced that the energy-momentum flow is conser-
vative: 0,7*" = 0. This can also be checked directly by using the equa-
tions of motion, and the specific form of TH”, as expected for a system
invariant under space—time translations. However, it should be borne in
mind that this conservation property holds as far as the first index is con-
cerned: 9,7" = 0, and generally 9,7"" # 0. On the other hand, the
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energy-momentum tensor is even not symmetric, as is often the case for
the canonical one.'6

These last points have to be discussed a little bit further on. Usually,
a symmetric and conserved energy—momentum tensor can be obtained by
the Belinfante-Rosenfeld method!”: in the Lagrangian all Lorentz indices
are replaced by generally covariant ones, while the Lorentz metric n*¥ is
replaced by a general one, g"”; then T}y is obtained via the following

functional derivation of the action integral then specialized to gh” = nH¥:

T = 5 g S U AR} o) ymy, - (1320

This expression is the exact analog of the derivative functional with respect
to the electromagnetic field given above for the four-current: gravitation
[i.e. guv(z)] is minimally coupled to matter via the source Thg, itself a
conservative and symmetric tensor by construction. Unfortunately, while
for fields obeying local equations of motion this last construction method
can be worked out more or less easily, in our nonlocal case the situation
is technically rather involved and delicate problems of bitensors, transport,
etc. show up.'® Furthermore, at the moment, there does not seem to exist
a gravitational analog of the so-called “link operator,”!?

Ul(z,y) = exp [ie /m ’ A“(z)dzu] (13.28)

(used in the calculation of the four-current), in order to get a covariant
[under the gauge group U(1), in that case] space—time translation operator
acting on ®.

In fact, the nonsymmetric character of T#” is by no means surprising
since the polarization tensor II(z) a priori contains macroscopic tensors
that might break the Lorentz (and also the rotational) invariance of the
basic system; as a consequence, the angular momentum tensor is in general
no longer conserved and hence the usual symmetrization procedure of the
energy—momentum tensor no longer applies. Therefore, even though the

16D.G. Boulware, Phys. Rev. 151, 1024 (1966); C. Itzykson and J.B. Zuber, Quantum
Field Theory (Mc Graw-Hill, New York, 1980); Ch. W. Misner, K.S. Thorne and J.A.
Wheeler, Gravitation (Freeman, San Francisco, 1973).

17See preceding footnote.

18See e.g. S. Dowker, J. Phys. AT, 1256 (1974).

19See e.g. [17]. H.-Th. Elze, M. Gyulassi and D. Vasak, Nucl. Phys. B276, 706 (1986);
D. Vasak, M. Gyulassi and H.-Th. Elze, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 173, 462 (1987); U. Heinz,
Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 161, 48 (1985); H.-Th. Elze and U. Heinz, Phys. Rep. 183, 81 (1989).
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technical problems mentioned above were solved, the intrinsic lack of sym-
metry of the energy-momentum tensor would be inconsistent with the sym-
metric form obtained via the Belinfante-Rosenfeld method. These technical
problems also appear, in our case, as reflecting the possible breaking of rota-
tional symmetry.

In order to get further insights, let us now consider the invariance of the
system under the infinitesimal rotations

{ Mx) = w9 (2)z,,
W (z) = —w(2).

In this particular case of arbitrary infinitesimal variations, the basic relation
65 =0 yields

0= /d4x w7 () {O" (o Tau ()] = b Tou(z)}

(13.29)

_ / d'e o (2){0" 2, T, (@)] =0t Tu(@)}, (13.30)
showing that the usual definition of the bosonic angular momentum tensor
TN () = TH et — TH " (13.31)

is still valid; nevertheless, J**(z) is generally not conservative and its
divergence is

O T ) = T (2), (13.32)

where T (z) is the antisymmetric part of the energy—momentum tensor.
A more transparent form of the energy—momentum tensor for discussing
symmetries can be obtained and it reads

T () = %™ (2)0") d(z) — " {(9¢()) + ¢* (z)0(x)
+1/2

+0¢*(x)p(z)} + /_ s ds / d*y y”%ﬂ(y)

x ¢* [x—i—y(s—i—%ﬂqﬁ[w—i—y(s—%)], (13.33)

from which it follows that whenever II(y) is a function of 42 = y*y only,
TH () is symmetric and J#*(x) is conservative.

These apparently strange results occur, as already mentioned above,
because of the noninvariance of II(y) under the Lorentz group, although
the basic dynamics (i.e. before one uses approximations involving quasi-
particles) used to describe the system are invariant. This does not mean
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that the consideration of quasiparticles does not make sense in relativity or
even that they should be restricted to fully Poincaré-invariant cases, but
only that, being part of an approximation scheme, they bring a number
of apparent pathologies when they are considered independently of their
physical context: not only are they mutually interacting but they are also
interacting with the ground state (i.e. the “vacuum”); in turn, the latter
acts upon them more or less as an external force field and the subsequent
exchange of energy, momentum and angular momentum has also to be taken
into account.

Another important case is found whenever II(y) depends on two vari-
ables, namely y? and y - u, where u* is a timelike unit four-vector, as the
average four-velocity of the system. Then, there exists a reference frame —

precisely the one in which u* reduces to (1, 0) — where the system is
isotropic and hence where the spatial part,
Jhell = JreB A (u) A (u), (13.34)

of JHB(z) is conservative: ang,cgf =0.

13.1.3. A general remark

The above results were obtained with the help of functional methods
which greatly simplified their derivation. However, the same results can
also be obtained with more “pedestrian” means. Starting again from the
Lagrangian

L= 0" 00sle) ~ [ty (a4 g0) e (e 5u) (1339

and expanding the fields ¢ and ¢* into Taylor’s series, one gets

. 1 l+n
L= 0p(0)0"ele) - X ()" (3)
l,n
< [ a0 @0 ela),  (1330)

where use has been made of A.O. Barut’s notations:?°

{y”(") = yiht ol

(13.37)
yu(n)aﬁt(n) = Y1 Oy Y5 Opz Yy O -

20A.0. Barut and G. Mullen, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 20, 184 (1962); ibid. 20, 205 (1962);
A.O. Barut, ibid. 5, 95 (1958).
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It follows that we have to deal with a Lagrangian with derivatives of arbi-
trary orders. It can be treated as usual and, at the end of the calculation,
the complete series can be summed and it provides the above equations
of motion. The same is true of the symmetries of the system. The four-
current and the energy—momentum tensors are obtained as double series
which must first be rearranged before being summed.

As an example, we evaluate the energy—momentum tensor of quasi-
photons whose action reads (see Chap. 15)

_ [ Yrasn A o2
S—/d x{ 4F Faa 2(8A)
1 4 1 v 1
+§ dyA, |z + y " (y)A, |z — Ey , (13.38)

where II*” is the polarization tensor of the medium and X is a gauge-
fixing parameter. The first term is the usual action for the electromagnetic
field which gives rise to the ordinary energy-momentum tensor and we
concentrate on the second part only, which we call Sp.

The infinitesimal space—time traslations

{614‘”(1‘) = 50‘(33)80414#(3:)’ (13 39)
50¥ Al (z) = 8 (e° ()00 A () '

provide

6Sm = = /d4 {“(aH— y)aA (ac—k%y)ﬂ“”(y)/ly(x—%y)
ca (e b g (- 5o (- L)) anan

which, after addition and subtraction of a derivative of the term involving
the polarization tensor, yields

Su= [ s { 8£n+{ 2) [ d0u A, @1 () Ao )

1

+Au(z + I (y)da Ay (z) — a Ay (x + 1y) 1" (y) A, (x -3 )

A, (m + ly) 17 ()0 A, <x _ %;,) }} (13.41)

The last two terms of this equality represent the term —0,Ly, and they
are now expanded in a Taylor series,

1 400 + A(n)
A, (m + §y) =3 %ak(n)Aﬂ(x), (13.42)
n=0 :
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where use has been made of A.O. Barut’s notations. Accordingly, one
rewrittes
+oo k=n—

OoLr = —/d4yz

1
x [a/\(nk1)aaAu(~’3)HW(y)a,\(k)Ay (ac — Ey)}

()" S
k=

+ Da AT (3) A, ( - éy)

+oo 2O ( 1)2

+ Z (%) _EI Oa Ay ()1 (y) O (1) Av (w - %y)
-

+ocon—1
Yy
+ Z —§> 8/\(6)
=1 k=0
[8,\(k DAy, ) " (y)On(n—k—1) Av (SU)]

(-
e (o)

A(0) ( 1)e
+Z( ) (o) (:c+ y)H’“’( )0a A, (2)
(13.43)
Using the following expression for the function B(m + 1,¢+ 1),
mie! !
B 1 0+1)=———— = [ ds s™(1—5s)" 13.44
L) = ) /0 s 57(1 =) (13.44)
and changing the indices as
m=n—k—1,
(13.45)
l=k
in the expressions of T"”, where m = 0,1,2,... and [ = 0,1,2,..., one
finally sees that
1
= ——8”A Fre — F”C‘@” — —8”A“ (0-A)— = (8 A) 9" AH

/d4yy/1/2ds{8” ( y{s—%DH("ﬁ(y)
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<ag (o= [sg]) = o (oo s+ 3] ) mo)

1
x 0" Ag (m +y {s - 5}) } -n"L,, (13.46)
where £, is the Lagrangian of the quasiparticles (quasiphotons),
1 . A 2
L"’)’ == —ZFM F/J.l/_ 5(814)

1 1 1
+ 3 /d4y A, (m + 53/) I (y)A, (m - 53/) , (13.47)

and the Hermitian character of the polarization tensor implies that
I+ (y) = 0" (—y), (13.48)

after analysis of the various terms of these expressions.

13.2. Quantum Quasiparticles

In the preceding section, the “classical” quasiparticle fields have been
studied and their conservation laws derived; the latter are to be used in
what follows. Before one quantizes these fields, it must be recalled that, in
actual practice, one starts with a given physical system obeying an involved
quantum field theory at finite density and/or temperature; thence approxi-
mations of various types (perturbation, one-loop, random phase, etc.) must
be performed and they finally lead to equations of motion for the excita-
tions propagating within the system. It is the quantization of these excita-
tions, of these approximate “free” fields, which we want to consider in this
section. The important point, here, is that our starting point is an approx-
imation and hence it should not be surprising if pathologies appear. For
instance, since our equations are nonlocal in essence, problems of causality
might be expected. However, it should also be emphasized that, within
the framework of a specific approximation, only particular scales (of time,
length, energy, etc.) are to be dealt with and, most generally, pathologies
appear at smaller scales: when one is dealing with scales of ~1071° cm,
a possible lack of causality occurring on the scale of 10~'* em should not
really be considered as a problem.

In this section, the quantization of the “classical” quasiparticle fields is
first performed in a formal manner and next discussed in connection with
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specific problems such as the existence and interpretation of antiquasipar-
ticles. Such a quantization is not very complicated, the more so since only
free quasiparticle fields are dealt with here.

A last remark is, however, in order. The quantization performed below
parallels the standard quantum field quantization. It has, however, been
argued that quasiparticles behave as if they would obey parastatistics.?' In
such a case, there exist peculiarities of the quantization procedure which
should be taken into account.

13.2.1. Formal quantization

First, we assume that the ® vacuum is normal, in the sense that
(vac|®|vac) = 0, so that the field ® can be expanded into normalized plane
waves. Whenever (Vac’q)’vac} # 0, the vacuum average value of ® has just
to be subtracted out.

The vector space of the solutions of the (linear) quasiparticle field can
be attributed to the Hermitian product

@ls) = [ %, {21000
+ /t:z/ds dy TI(y)y" % [m +y <s + %ﬂ
ol (D)) s

where ¥ is an arbitrary spacelike three-surface and ®;(z) (i = 1,2) are
two solutions to the equations of motion. It is not difficult to see, that
the integrant of this last expression is divergent-free and hence that this
Hermitian product does not actually depend on X (use the equations of
motion). It reduces to the usual one (the first term on the right hand side)
when T(y) = —p26™ (y) (Klein-Gordon equation) and is suggested by the
form of the four-current and, as in the latter case, is not definite positive
since “charge” can have either sign. It allows the normalization of plane
wave solutions to the equations of motion

& (z) = Npexp(—ik - x) (13.50)
through the usual condition
(Bye|Pre) = 6 (k — K'), (13.51)

21See e.g. O.W. Greenberg and A. Messiah, Phys. Rev. 138, 1155 (1965).
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and one finally obtains

1 .
or(z) = 12 exp(—ikx), (13.52)
(271')1/2 <2wk = )
where wi = k® is a solution to the dispersion equation given at the

beginning of the first section. Such a normalization obviously implies that
the quantity 2wk — (8/0wk)II(k) is positive: this is, however, the case
for particles [see the discussion below and A.D. Migdal (1978)] and, pre-
sumably, when the medium is thermodynamically stable. This property
is discussed later in a subsection. Note that the above normalization was
already obtained in another way by Migdal.

In order to be specific, let us consider the case of a real scalar field,
the extension to other fields (complex, with internal degrees of freedom,
fermion, etc.) being straightforward. It is expanded into normalized plane

waves as
1 A3k
¢(x) = Z 3/2/ oD (1/2

w lw=w, (k)

x {ag(k) exp|—ik - 2] + a/ (k) exp[+ik - z] } (13.53)

where D(k) = k% — II(k) and where the sum over [ refers to a sum over
all possible modes, solutions to D(k) = 0. Of course, when II(k) = —pu?,
one recovers the usual free field expansion; a¢(k) and a/ (k) are the anni-
hilation and creation operators, respectively, of the quasiparticles under
consideration and obey the conventional commutation relations

[ae(k), af (K')] = 6006 (k — K). (13.54)

Covariant annihilation/creation operators Ay and AI are connected to the
above {a(k),a"(k)} through

aD1/?
and obey the commutation relation
D
[Aw, A ] = [g—w} d®(k —K). (13.56)

Furthermore, ¢(x) can be rewritten in a manifestly covariant form as

o(x) = W/dllk (D {Ak exp[—ik - x] +A+ exp[+ik - x]}

(13.57)
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After a little algebra and using the basic commutation relations for the
creation/annihilation operators, one gets the commutation relations obeyed

by ®(x), i.e.

(00). 6] =~y [ Ak (DR sin - (@ =] 0GR, (13.58)
or in the form
[6(x), d(y)] = —# [t )5 D@ exp ik (e~ ). (1359)

In this last equation, and in the transition from the noncovariant to the
covariant forms, use has been made of the well-known formula

oD |2 -1
B)] = 6w —wi(k)] ( e ) ; (13.60)
‘

w=w, (k)
where wy (k) is a simple root of the dispersion equation D(k) = 0.
In a vacuum, the field <I>( ) has fluctuations given by

(vac| ¢(x)p(y) |vac) = /d4kz 0 [D(k)]exp ik - (x —y)] (13.61)

so that, at point = = y, they are

(vac| ¢*(z) [vac) = 27T — Z/ = 1/2 (13.62)

w lw=w, (k)

This last quantity is certainly infinite: the propagating modes are likely to
behave as w = k for large k’s (this is the case in known relativistic systems
such as QED or QCD plasmas), so that this last integral would diverge.
Neveretheless, there exists a counterexample with the longitudinal modes
of a QED plasma. Although this question is interesting in itself, it should
be borne in mind that, for (w,k) — oo, the notion of the quasiparticle
can be questioned. On the other hand, tachyonic modes could lead to finite
fluctuations of the quasiparticle vacuum and also to finite renormalizations,
although they are expected to possess very short lifetimes.

From the expansion of the field ®(z) in plane waves and the expression
of the energy—momentum tensor, one immediately obtains the Hamiltonian
of the quasiparticles as

H = d*x T

t=const

= ; /t:COnst (ggT];?)CUé(k) |:az_ (k)az(k) + 1:| , (1363)
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as it should be in the usual cases (see below, however). Of course, from
this Hamiltonian and Schwinger’s action principle, one could recover the
assumed commutation relations of the creation/destruction operators given
above.

Unfortunately, actual physical situations are not so simple and they lead
to difficult problems, which we now discuss.

13.3. Problems with the Quantization of Quasiparticles

13.3.1. A first example

In order to be specific and yet remain at a level where calculations do not
hide the problems, the following equation of motion is first chosen:
(O+m?) (O+m3) ®(z) =0, (13.64)
where ®(x) is still a real scalar field. Equations of that form, or more general
ones, have been discussed a few decades ago in connection with the hope
of resolving the question of the divergences of quantum electrodynamics.??
This particular equation of motion corresponds to a “polarization
tensor” II(k) given by

X! 2,2
(k) =~ (13.65)
mi +mj
and to the dispersion equation
D(k) = (k* —m?)(k* —m3) =0, (13.66)
so that the quantity
oIl 2 22k
i — o— = 2 [”“2’”—22} (13.67)
Owy, . mi + m3

is positive for one root of the dispersion equation and negative for the
other. It follows immediately that the plane wave normalization is no longer
possible and must be replaced by

(@) D) = 0P (k — K'); (13.68)

22See e.g. B.T. Darling, Phys. Rev. 92, 1547 (1953); P.T. Mathews, Proc. Cambridge
Philos. Soc. 45, 441 (1949); W. Pauli and F. Villars, Rev. Mod. Phys. 21, 434 (1949); W.
Pauli, Rev. Mod. Phys. 15, 175 (1943); R.J.N. Phillips, Nuovo Cimento 1, 823 (1955);
L.K. Pandit, Suppl. Nuovo Cimento 11, 157 (1959); K.L. Nagy, Suppl. Nuovo Cimento
17, 92 (1960); T.W.B. Kibble and J.C. Polkinghorne, Nuovo Cimento 8, 74 (1958); H.M.
Fried and J. Plebanski, Nuovo Cimento 18, 884 (1960); A.O. Barut and G.H. Mullen,
Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 20, 184 (1962); ibid. 20, 203 (1962); A. Pais and G.E. Uhlenbeck,
Phys. Rev. 79, 145 (1950); E.C.G. Sudarshan, Phys. Rev. 123, 2183 (1961).



Statistical Mechanics of Relativistic Quasiparticles 375

in other words, the Hilbert space of the solutions to the equations of motion
is now endowed with an indefinite metric. In this last normalization relation,
+s refers to the sign of

o
8wk

9 o

dD(k)
=% [w? — II(K)]

w=wy (k) Ow

Qwic — (13.69)

Wr=wi w=wy (k)

With such an indefinite metric, the Hamiltonian operator now reads

d3l<: 0D(k)
i = Z/ ( ow

where the creation/destruction operators now obey the commutation rela-
tions

)mk)az(k)ae(kx (13.70)

w=wy (k)

[ac(1),af (1] = sem ( D()

and where sgn is the sign function. In fact, rather than using a plane wave
expansion of ®(x) in the above form, it is preferable to write it as®?

) 5000 (k — K') (13.71)
w=wg (k)

d*k ar(k)exp(—ik - x) b} (k)exp(+ik - x)
@ (x) —/ @ X IE + = , (13.72)
Ow lw=wi (k) Ow lw=ws (k)
so that the commutation relations now reads
a(k),at (k)] =63 (k — K),
la(k), a™ (k')] ( ) (13.73)

[b(k), 0" (K')] = —6¢) (k — K),

where the a’s correspond to the plus sign of € and the b’s to the minus sign.
The Hamiltonian then reads

H= / % {\/k2 +m?at(k)ak) — \/k2 + m2 b*(k)b(k)} . (13.74)

assuming that k2 = m? is the positive energy mode or, equivalently, that
m?2 < m3. This expression shows clearly that the Hamiltonian operator is
not positive definite, with the disastrous consequence that there no longer
exists a vacuum state defined as being a minimum energy state.

Many solutions to these drawbacks have been proposed and discussed in
the literature: transformation of the real field ® into a purely imaginary one;
introduction of supplementary conditions; projection onto positive energy

23In order to simplify the notation, we assumed only one positive energy and only one
negative energy mode, which is the case of our example. Of course, the various other
commutation relations are vanishing as [a, b] = 0, etc.
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states regarded as sole physical states; etc. Unfortunately, none of them can
be considered as being really satisfactory.

Moreover, one has to distinguish between theories supposed to be fun-
damental and phenomenological ones, describing partly a given physical
system in a definite class of states. While in the first case, known properties,
such as causality or Lorentz invariance, have to be imperatively obeyed, in
the second one, these basic properties might be relaxed at given scales.
In order to gain some further insights, several other examples will now be
discussed.

13.3.2. Another example: the QED plasma

A more physical situation can be found in the case of a QED plasma, and
even in the case of a nonquantum and/or a nonrelativistic one. For such
systems (ions plus electrons plus modes or radiation) the existence of what
is known as “negative energy modes” has been recognized for a long time?*:
these modes are precisely those which correspond to
OIl(k)

2wy — e <0. (13.75)
Usually they are interpreted via the sign of the imaginary part of the fre-
quency of an eigenmode of the plasma

ImIl(w, k)
Wk — Ow w=wpg (k)

where |y| < w and we(k) is a solution to the dispersion equation. In this
expression for v, II is to be understood as being either the transverse or
the longitudinal part of the polarization tensor. It can also be shown to
represent essentially the ratio of the energy dissipated by the propagating
wave and of its total energy?®; and it can be rewritten as

: (13.77)
w=wr, (k)

T= " ® a5,
%8% (wEL)

where E is the electric field, J the three-current and e, the longitudinal
dielectric function. For transverse waves there also exists a quite similar
expression. The negative energy modes then appear when the signs of these

247, Kihara, O. Aono and T. Dodo, Nucl. Fus. 2, 66 (1962); A.I. Alexseev and Yu. P.
Nikitin, Sov. Phys. JETP 23, 608 (1966); E.G. Harris, Adv. Plas. Phys. 3, 157 (1969).
25@. Bekefi, Radiation Processes in Plasmas (Wiley, New York, 1966).
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two energy differ: when the total energy is positive and the dissipated energy
is negative, the particles of the plasma provide energy to the wave so that
the latter is amplified; the opposite case leads to a similar conclusion.?
Detailed features of these modes, in connection with mode-mode interac-
tions, have been discussed by V.N. Tsytovich.2

A first conclusion of this short analysis is that when one considers modes,
whether quantized as quasiparticles or not, it is essential to take the energy
(and possibly quantum numbers) exchanges with the basic system or, in
other words, with a prescribed vacuum supposed to provide a satisfactory
description of it. This shows that when one quantizes the eigenmodes of a
system, not only negative energies may appear but also they are as physical
as positive ones. Unlike the case of a system obeying a fourth order equation
(or a higher order one) like in the example briefly studied in the preceding
section, where there is no obvious way to treat the negative energy states
(which lead to a basic instability of the system since, in such a case, there
is no vacuum in the theory), the case of a plasma (whether classical or
not, whether relativistic or not) is quite different: in a real physical system,
there always exists a ground state; this ground state is, of course, the lowest
possible energy (or free energy) state and the negative energy of the modes
is physically bound from below.

To these remarks, it should be added that for a nonquantum and non-
relativistic plasma, a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence
of negative energy modes, has been given by several authors.?” It is based
on the analysis of the second variation of the free energy of “equilibrium”
(i.e. steady states) distributions, whose sign determines its linear stability.
Unfortunately, such an analysis has not yet been performed in the rela-
tivistic quantum case.

Finally, one should conclude that these strange modes have to be dealt
with and must not be eliminated a priori. Furthermore, a full discussion
on the stability of the original system (considered in the approximation at
hand) is certainly required.

13.3.3. Migdal’s approach

In a general review of pion condensation, A.D. Migdal (1978) gave a few
basic tools for the quantization of quasiparticle fields. With our notations,

26y N. Tsytovich, Non-linear Effects in Plasma (Plenum, New York, 1970).
2"H. Weitzner and D. Pfirsch, Phys. Rev. A43, 4532 (1991); P. J. Morrison and
D. Pfirsch, Phys. Rev. A40, 3898 (1989); Phys. Fluids B2, 1105 (1990).
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for a complex scalar field ®(z), he wrote (we limit ourselves to the case of
only one mode, for brevity)

d3k a(k)exp(—ikt -x)  bT(k)exp(+ik™ - x)
o) = / (2m)3/2 X |20 1/2 * oD (1/2 ’
w=wt(k) w lw=w—

(13.78)

where the + and — signs refer to the positive and the negative energy mode,
respectively. Accordingly, the corresponding Hamiltonian reads

&k oDk
= / CaEhie ( (9c(u )

where, for this discussion, an irrelevant vacuum term has been dropped and
e(x) is still the sign function. Furthermore, the factor k%sgn(...) should
be understood as being taken for k° = w* (k) when acting on the term
at(k)a(k), and as being taken for k¥ = —w™ (k) when acting on b (k)b(k).

For a normal stable vacuum, whose quantum numbers are essentially
zero, one has D(k) = D(—k) and hence dD/0k°, as a function of k°, is
odd. Consequently, the quantity k’sgn(0D/9k") is always positive and the
Hamiltonian H is definite positive. This is the case when, for instance,
one deals with symmetric nuclear matter: the vacuum does not carry any
nonvanishing quantum number (for instance, the equilibrium state of the
system has a vanishing isotopic spin) and the quasiparticle spectrum is
symmetric with respect to the change k — —k [see A.D. Migdal (1978) for
some examples]. Unlike symmetric nuclear matter, neutron matter gives
rise to a “vacuum” state carrying isospin and the relation D(k) = D(—k)
is no longer valid. It follows that the change of sign of k° and of 9D /9k°
generally do not occur at the same time. In this last case, the Hamiltonian
is nondefinite positive: there is no vacuum and the system as quantized, as
above, is unstable. Several examples of such spectra are provided by A. D.
Migdal (1978).

This brief discussion shows that Migdal’s approach is not always ade-
quate. Moreover, it is easy to see that when OD/0k? changes its sign for
k% # 0, the plane wave expansion of the “quasifield” does not provide a

) [a* ()a(k) — " (K)b(K)], (13.79)
w=w(k)

complete basis in the Hilbert space of the solutions to the equations of
motion since Migdal suppresses two terms in the plane wave expansion of
the field.

Although this important problem of negative energy modes cannot be
considered as being solved, an alternative, but not unique, interpretation
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is briefly outlined and discussed in the next section. Note also that a quan-
tization of quasiparticle fields according to parastatistics would perhaps
provide an interesting way out.

13.4. The Covariant Wigner Function

In this section and in the following, a stable ¢
is assumed and hence no negative energy modes can be excited within
the medium. When these conditions are realized, it is not very difficult to
obtain the basic statistical properties of those quasiparticles propagating in

the system, whether in thermal equilibrium or not. In this section we still

‘vacuum” or equilibrium state

limit ourselves to the case of a complex scalar field without any internal
symmetry, the extension to this case (or to other Bose fields) being straight-
forward.

When quasiparticles do interact, or when a number of problems such as
the calculation of the fluctuations of various physical quantities are dealt
with, the use of the covariant Wigner function presents a certain interest.
As before, it is defined as the average value of the Wigner operator

fop(,p) = ﬁ /d4Rexp (—ip- R) ¢* (x + %R) b <x - %R) :
(13.80)

where, as mentioned in Chaps. 8 and 9, the average value of the field has
been subtracted:

o(z) = o(x) — (o(2)). (13.81)
Such a definition should generally be preferred, in contrast with those given
by other authors, since quasiparticles are associated with the field fluctua-
tions above a “vacuum.”
Using now the equations of motion obeyed by the fields ¢*(z) and ¢(z),
a straightforward calculation similar to those already used?® in preceding
chapters leads to the transport equation

p-0f(ep) ~ 5 [ dpd'yTiy) explip-v)

x [f (m + %y,p) —f (m - %y,p)} =0, (13.82)

28See also P. Carruthers and F. Zachariasen (1976); F. Cooper and D. Sharp (1975);
F. Cooper and M. Feigenbaum (1976); P. Carruthers and F. Zachariasen (1983).
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valid for free quasiparticles only. This equation is the analog of the rela-
tivistic Liouville equation for a classical relativistic system of free particles.
In fact, there exists another equation obeyed by f(z,p) which plays the
role of a mass shell: this property is more obvious in Fourier space and
hence it will be shown below. This “Liouville equation” is a basic equation
when one is dealing with transport properties of the system; in such a case
it must be supplemented by a collision term C(f) which might be of the
Uhlenbeck—Uehling form or another phenomenological nature. As a matter
of fact, as has been emphasized several times, the most reasonable one is
probably a relaxation time approximation where

cr) =~ (e tt) ) L1 (1.8
In this collision term, 7 is the relaxation time and the factor
P o T1(p) (13.8)
OpH

has been chosen so that the Landau matching conditions
updle =0, uw, Tl =0 (13.85)

are satisfied. This can be checked by integrating the two sides of the con-
sequent kinetic equation for the “small” off-equilibrium part of the Wigner
function.

In terms of the above Wigner function, the four-current operator J§ ()
can be written as

+1/2
T () = / dip dy p fon(,p) + / d'y /
1/2

x / dAET1(y) exp(iE - ) fop i + y5. ), (13.56)

while the energy-momentum tensor operator T () reads

Ty () = / d*p ({219“19” - [p2 — 382 - H(p)} } fop(, )

1/2
_ z/ ds/d4yeXp(zp y)I(y)y"

X Kp” + %8”) flx+ys,p) + <p” - %8”> flz— ysm)D ;

(13.87)
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an unpleasant expression?® quite different from what was assumed in dif-
ferent relativistic versions3? of the Landau theory of normal Fermi liquids.

Let us now go over to the Fourier space expressions, since much can
be learned from them. We still denote by the same symbol a function and
its Fourier transform, the variables k and x being sufficient to make the
distinction. First, the Fourier transform of f(x,p) reads

f(k,p) = ﬁ <¢3* (p - %k) ¢ <p+ %k)> : (13.88)

so that the equation of motion for ¢(k),
[k* —II(k)] ¢(k) = 0, (13.89)
yields

(p:l: %k>2 —1I <p:|: %k)] flk,p) =0, (13.90)

which finally gives rise to the equations for f(k,p)

R e
((7+39) 2o+ 32) en o 3) oo

obtained by subtracting or adding the preceding equations. The first of
these last equations is nothing but the Fourier transform of the above “Liou-
ville equation.” In the long wavelength and low frequency limit k ~ 0, it
reads

(13.91)

k-vf(k,p)=0 (13.92)

where v* can be considered as the four-velocity of the (free) quasiparticles.
The second equation is directly connected with the “mass shell” of the
quasiparticles and this can be seen in the case of a stationary and homo-
geneous state — like an equilibrium state — since, in such a case, one
has

flk,p) = 6@ (k) £(0,p) = 6@ (k) f (p), (13.93)

29 An irrelevant divergence-free term has been omitted in the expression of the energy—
momentum tensor.

30G. Baym and S.A. Chin (1976); T. Matsui (1981); Ch. G. van Weert and M.C.J.
Leermakers (1984); M.C.J. Leermakers and Ch. G. van Weert (1984); Ch. G. van Weert
and M.C.J. Leermakers (1985a,b,c); M.C.J. Leermakers Ch. G. van Weert (1986); M.C.J.
Leermakers, Ch. G. van Weert and A.M.J. Schakel (1986).
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so that the second equation reduces to

[p* = T(p)]f(p) =0, (13.94)
whose solution has the general form
f(p) = 6[p* = T(p)] x(p), (13.95)

where x(p) is an arbitrary function.
In Fourier space, the Lagrangian reads

1
L(k) = /d4p [pz - ZkQ — (k)| f(k,p), (13.96)
so that the total action [ is
I=L(k=0). (13.97)

The average four-current J*(k) (see App. E for useful formulae) is easily
found to be

+1/2 9
(J"(k)) = 2/d4p p"f(k,p) —/ dS/d4p P f(k,p) 5~k + ps),
—1/2 Pu
(13.98)
while the energy-momentum tensor is given by

(T (k)) = 2/d4p [p”p” - ik’”k’”] f(k,p) — " (k) — 0" L(k), (13.99)

with
1/2
a (k) = / ds [ty v s0p) {p£ [[(p + ks) + TL(p — ks)
m

- %kua% M(p + ks) + (p ks)]}. (13.100)

It is obviously not symmetric as expected; however, when one deals with
an isotropic equilibrium system, it is symmetric, as can easily be shown.
Note the general form below for (T"*”(k)) in thermal equilibrium.

13.5. Equilibrium Properties

From the knowledge of the quasiparticle Hamiltonian and of the “charge”
(i.e. the conserved property whose four-current is given above)

Q= /d3x J (), (13.101)
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the equilibrium density operator is given, as usual, by

p = esp(~HIH ~ Q). (13.102)
with
Z =Tr{exp(—-0[H — pQ])}. (13.103)

In manifestly covariant form p can be rewritten as

1
p=exp (-m /E dsy [T — MJ’\]), (13.104)

where g is the chemical potential associated with the conserved charge )
and [, is the average velocity four-vector of the system times the inverse
temperature 3 (in the rest frame of the system); this last equation reduces
to the preceding one.

Since either expression for the density operator has the same structure
as usual,®! this leads to quite similar expressions for the physical quantities
such as the average charge density, energy—momentum tensor (or energy
density p and pressure P), entropy four-current, or average occupation
number.

In manifestly covariant form these latter quantities respectively read

1

n(k) = 13.105
®) exp (Bukt — fu) — 1 ( :
for the average occupation number,
1 0D (k)
JH = d*ksgn(k®)n(k)s [D(k 13.106
e | A (D) (13.106)
for the “charge” four-current, and
1 0D(k)
St = —k /d4ksnk0nk5Dk
niopo | sen)n(95 (D) T

x {n(k)log[n(k)] — [n(k) + 1] log[n(k) + 1} (13.107)

for the entropy four-current. When the system does not involve any other
four-vector than u*, (T*") has the general form

(TH) = (p+ P)uru” — Ppt, (13.108)

31See e.g. K. Huang, Statistical Mechanics (Wiley, New York, 1963).



384 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

with
_ ! aD(k) , _
p= (27)° /d4k (k)5 (D(k)) ky o WU n(k) (energy density),
(13.109)
1 4 OD(k) \ )
P= m/d k 8(k0)5(D(k))ky%A (u)n(k) (pressure).
(13.110)

In more usual notations, i.e. in a Lorentz frame where u* = (1, 0), one has

I 11
Mea = = _Z,Zﬁ:(27r)3/dkeXP[ﬁ(wf(k):F'u)]_l

o= L/cﬁ we (k)
~ (2n)° oxp [0 (we(k) F p)] =1
3
bl 1 3 / &k LD (k)
3 0+ (27T) 3g—(k) ok w=wyg (k)
w=w, (k)
we (k)

“oxpBwk) T -1 (13.111)

The only differences from the usual case3?

are (i) the summation over the
various modes, denoted by |, and over the “anti”-quasiparticles (summation
over t), and (ii) the expression for the pressure, which, in the case where
k2 = m?2, reduces to the known expression.

These equations indicate that the role of the four-velocity of the quasi-
particles is played by the quantity

(k) = 5 2D
2 Ok,

while their four-momentum is k*. It follows from this equation that the
three-velocity w of a quasiparticle excited in the ¢th mode is given by

(13.112)

_9D(k) _ (0D(k)\
= ok X ( P (13.113)
w=wy (k)
so that the pressure P retains its customary form:
P= %(w - k). (13.114)

32See e.g. J. Ehlers (1971).
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This is in contrast with an earlier incorrect result3? but in accordance with
Ch. G. Van Weert and M.C.J. Leemakers (1984) when one realizes that
their spectral function A(k) is related to our D(k) through A(k) = 0[D(k)],
where 6 is the Heaviside step function. Note also that the above definition
of w is identical to the definition w = v /v°.

Other derived thermodynamic quantities can be obtained via the cus-
tomary relations. For instance, the heat capacity of the quasiparticles is
given by

Ip
Cv = o (13.115)

it should be remembered that an expression like this contains the temper-
ature not only through the average occupation number parameter 8 but
it also occurs implicitly in the mode we(k). One has to bear in mind too
that this is only the contribution of the quasiparticles and that the medium
must be taken into account. This is briefly developed below.

13.6. A Simple Example: The A¢* Model

The previous concepts are now illustrated in the case of a real scalar field
obeying equations of motion derived from the Lagrangian
1 1 1

L=g (8¢)* — gu%gbz - IAO&. (13.116)
This simple model is, of course, not intended to represent an actual physical
situation whatsoever, even though scalar fields play an important role in
particle physics via the Higgs mechanism and, consequently, in the pri-
mordial universe.34
From the equation of motion

1
O+ u3) o+ §A0¢3 =0 (13.117)

and the definition of the Wigner operator, after an average one obtains the
two equations

2ip- Of (x,p) — % / (d;T})i exp(—ip- R) <¢> (x + %R) ¢* (ac - %R)

— ¢ (x + %R) ¢° <x - %R)> =0, (13.118)

33R. Hakim (1978).
34See e.g. G.W. Gibbons, S.W. Hawking and S.T.C. Siklos, The Very Early Universe
(Cambridge University Press, 1983).
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2 [p* —O0— ] fla,p) — %/%exp(—mﬂ) <¢ <x+ %R>

)
3 1 1 3 1
X ¢ x—iR +¢ x-i-ER @ x—ﬁR =0, (13.119)
where, for simplicity, we have assumed — but this is not an essential

restriction — that (¢) = 0. The integral terms of these equations could be
expressed in terms of the two-particle covariant Wigner function; however,
this is not necessary, since they will be expressed here in terms of f(z,p)
with the help of the Gauss (Hartree—Vlasov pairing) approximation. This
latter is expressed by

(Lo 2)oB)s ()~ Y (6(0)d())e (k) (), (13.120)

all pairs

where the labels 1,2,...,¢,... indicate space—time points. Inserted into the
above equation, the Gaussian approximation leads to

. a /\0 d4R 4 1 34 11 . /
ip-Of(x,p) — — 7d°p" dp" exp (—ip- R) f(z,p')
4.J (2m)

(e ) o )] o
1 A d'R 4, 4 . /
[p2 T1 “g} Jwn) = ZO/ P 4 b B)f (.0

X [f <x+ %R,p”) +f <x— %R,p”)] =0,
(13.121)

the solution of which must be mutually consistent. The first equation
expresses the statistical evolution of the system of quasiparticles, while
the second one is connected to their “mass shell.”

Of course, other kinds of approximations would lead to other kinetic
equations. In particular, this is the case when, instead of terms like =~ ¢3¢,
one introduces a two-body Wigner function fs(x, p; 2/, p); then new func-
tional expressions of fo[{f}] vield new kinetic equations and it should
be emphasized that the choice of this functional greatly depends on the
physical problem under study and also on the available scales of energy,

length, time, etc. Here, use was made of the simplest possible choice, where
only collective effects are taken into account so that the kinetic equations
obtained are strongly reminiscent of the ordinary Vlasov equation of the
usual plasma physics.
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Let us now briefly provide some elements on thermodynamic equilibrium
for this system and in this approximation. Since f(x,p) = feq(p), the first
of the above equations is trivially satisfied while the second one reduces to

A
{17181 = 3 [ @91l } Sl =0 (13.122)
which can be rewritten as

[p? = M?] feq(p) = 0, (13.123)

where the constant effective mass M satisfies the transcendental equation

A
M2 =42+ 70 /d4pfeq(p). (13.124)

These equations indicate that, in Gaussian approximation, the system
can be considered as being composed of free quasiparticles endowed with
the effective mass M. This means that feq(p) is the usual Bose-Einstein
function — plus the vacuum term — and hence this last equation is a self-
consistent equation for M that controls the whole thermodynamics of the
system. This equation reads

1
M? =2 X +35] (13.125)

+ /\0 / d3p 1

2) PP+ M? |exp (6\/p2+M2>
which has yet to be renormalized. This result is by no means new and can
be found many times in the literature, where it was derived with several
techniques.?®

There exist many possible cases of thermodynamic states for this
system, which are analyzed in detail elsewhere. The above figure, for the
effective mass plotted against the temperature, indicates a phase transition
and the existence of a critical temperature above which M = 0. As men-
tioned earlier, the thermodynamic properties of the system are controlled
by the effective mass and they can be obtained through the free energy of
the system F = — P, which reads in the case of Fig. 13.1,

ME M? M> m
12372 (2 n [T] - 1) +5 [(0)? - 8?} , (13.126)

where m; and A are arbitrary constants which can be related to the renor-
malized quantities Ag and /ﬁ%. The figure below shows the effective potential

35For a more complete list of references, see F. Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1991).
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m? —ﬁ

T

Fig. 13.1 A typical behavior of the renormalized effective mass as a function of temper-
ature for (¢) = 0, in the case of the so-called “precarious” solution [after F. Grassi, R.
Hakim and H. Sivak (1991)]. Continuous line — stable solution; dotted line — unstable;
dashed line — metastable.

(free energy) corresponding to the effective mass of the preceding figures as
a function of (¢) (see Fig. 13.2).

Let us briefly mention the off-equilibrium properties of this system and,
in particular, its transport properties. They can be calculated from the rel-
ativistic version of the Bathnagar—Gross—Krook equation, which, in Fourier
space, can be written in the particularly simple form

ip- kf(k,p) = —p~u—f(k’p);feq(p)
and hence is identical to J.L. Anderson and H.R. Witting’s form (1974).
Accordingly, the general form of the various transport coefficients of this
system is identical to those given by these authors, although their depen-
dence on the thermodynamic properties (such as from the temperature) is
not the same owing to the presence of the effective mass. Note also that
some care is needed because of the absence of a conserved current in this

particular system.

(13.127)

13.7. Remarks on the Thermodynamics of Quasiparticles

The expressions obeyed earlier for P, p and @) do not generally obey the laws
of thermodynamics unless strong conditions are imposed on the polarization
I1. This can conveniently be seen in the rest frame where the ordinary forms
of thermodynamics apply, at least for ordinary systems. One might indeed
think that an assembly of free quasiparticles obeys the law of thermody-
namics. However, things are not that simple. For instance, while in the A¢*
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0 o <>

Fig. 13.2 The free energy as a function of the average scalar field at a given temperature.
The various branches correspond to those indicated on the effective mass curve [after F.
Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1991)].

theory at finite temperature [F. Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1991)] the
laws of thermodynamics are not satisfied by the quasiparticles alone, they
are valid for the quasiparticles of the Walecka model of relativistic nuclear
matter [B.D. Serot and J.D. Walecka (1986)]. Also, in the A¢* theory at
finite temperature, when the interactions between the quasiparticles are
taken into account, one finds that the thermodynamics is recovered.

The reasons why thermodynamics are obeyed in these two examples lie
in the following remarks. In both cases the macroscopic parameters involved
in the excitation spectrum of the quasiparticles are determined in a vari-
ational manner: in the Walecka model by minimizing the grand potential
2, and in the A¢? theory by minimizing the free energy F. In either model
there exists an effective mass M obeying a self-consistent equation whose
general form is

S_J\g = 0 (Walecka model),

o (13.128)
—_— = 4

I 0 (A@* theory).

As a result, since the various thermodynamic quantities are essentially
derivatives of either Q or F, their dependence on M can be ignored.3%

36B.D. Serot and J.D. Walecka (1986); F. Grassi, R. Hakim and H. Sivak (1991); M.I.
Gorenstein and S.N. Yang, J. Phys. G21, 1053 (1995); Phys. Rev. D52, 5206 (1995).
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These variational properties were noticed by M.I. Gorenstein and Shin
Nan Yang (1995), and they suggested another solution to this problem: only
the whole system, composed of the quasiparticles and the background (i.e.
the vacuum), must obey the laws of thermodynamics and not the system
reduced to the free quasiparticles. As a matter of fact, they assumed that

T o =T + T (13.129)

system quasiparticles vacuum-*

Accordingly, they assumed that the pressure and the energy density should
be modified as

Psystem = Pquasiparticles + Ba
Psystem = I quasiparticles — B7 (13130)
B : contribution of the vacuum.

However, their approach rests on the implicit assumption that the vacuum
contribution is as usual, i.e. such that p + P = 0. In general, a material
medium, like the quasiparticle vacuum, possesses an energy—momentum
tensor of the form

T o = (A+ B)u'u” — By (13.131)

vacuum

(or even a more involved form), so that, on the line of M.I. Gorenstein and
Shin Nan Yang (1995), one should perform the changes

system = Pquasiparticles 1 A7
{'0 vt duasipart (13.132)

Psystem = Pquasiparticles - B7

in order to recover the thermodynamics, and this is precisely what was
noticed above.

In order to be more specific, their approach is rephrased with our nota-
tions and in accordance with the preceding remarks. Let us call Lgystem the
Lagrangian of the system under consideration, averaged with the density
operator of the quasiparticles; this means that, in Lgystem, the fields are con-
sidered as being assimilated into the quasiparticle fields and then averaged.
Assume also that this is a correct approximation in some range of the macro-
scopic parameters. In addition, let us denote by Lquasiparticle the Lagrangian
of the quasiparticles, not to be confused with Lgygem. Also, let TA

system

uv : _
and Tquasiparticle be the corresponding energy—momentum tensors. They

are respectively given by

Tb’“; em =t — " Leystem,
{ " vt (13.133)

— UV KUY UV . .
quasiparticle — " +a n Lquas1part1cle,
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where t"* is the kinetic part of the energy—momentum tensor, essentially
that part involving first order derivatives; where a*” is defined above. Note
that ¢* for the system and for the quasiparticles are identical since the
true Lagrangian and energy—momentum tensor are approximated by quasi-
particle fields. Thence one can write

T#l/ = T,uu - [auy + 'r]’“/ (Lsystem - Lquasiparticle)] (13134)

system quasiparticle

where t*¥ has been eliminated. The term a*” contains in general a term
proportional to u#u” and also to n*¥.

Following M.I. Gorenstein and S.N. Yang (1995), the term in the
brackets [--], on the right hand side of the above equation, was inter-
preted as the medium (or the vacuum) contribution to be added to the
quasiparticles’ macroscopic data; and this seems quite natural. However, a
glance at this term indicates that such an interpretation is hardly tenable.
All that can be said is that, indeed, this term contains a contribution of
the medium and of the interactions with the quasiparticles, but only in a
general and loose sense.

This can best be realized by looking at specific examples. In the J.D.
Walecka model of relativistic nuclear matter, one finds that

T, o =TH (13.135)

system quasiparticle

and the brackets vanish identically. In such a case the system is approxi-
mated by an assembly of free quasiparticles and obeys the law of thermo-
dynamics. A second example is provided by the A¢* theory in Gaussian
approximation; in this model, one finds that

A
[auy + 7]’“/ (Lsystem - Lquasiparticle)] = §<¢2>2nwja (13136)

which shows that (i) the bracket term is certainly connected with the inter-
actions and that (ii) it cannot be identified with the contribution of the
medium. Furthermore, one can verify that the laws of thermodynamics are
still obeyed by the quantities derived from T{({.,,, and not from T} 7 . ..

Finally, one must conclude that each case requires a delicate discussion.

13.8. Equilibrium Fluctuations

In many physical situations the equilibrium fluctuations of some observables
are required. For instance, this is the case for a QED plasma where the fluc-
tuations of the four-current (J*(x)J”(y)) induce the electromagnetic modes
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propagating in the system via the inverse of the fluctuation—dissipation
theorem (see Chap. 15). Another example of interest is the one provided
by the pion correlations that occur in heavy ion collisions®”: although these
correlations are well represented by those given by a free pion gas, there
exist some discrepancies which might be interpreted as being due to the
fact that one should rather consider a gas madeup of quasipions.

Here the equilibrium expression for the correlations of the Wigner
function operator, namely

(fly,p) f(2,p")) = (f(0,p) f(x —y,p")) = Flz —y;p,0), (13.137)

or, more precisely, the Fourier transform of F, is evaluated below — say,
F(k; p, p'). From this quantity one can easily calculate the fluctuations of
all one-quasiparticle observables. For instance, the equilibrium four-current
fluctuation tensor is given by

sJH (k) = /d4(x —y)exp [ik - (x — y)] <J“(x)j”(y)> : (13.138)

First, we define the “adjoint” Wigner function operator

ﬁ / d*Rexp (~ip- R) § (x— %R) & (:c+ %R) (13.139)

With this definition and Wick’s theorem, which is valid since only free
quasiparticles are considered, we obtain successively

Flk;p,p') = /d4x exp(ik - ) <f(0,p)f(x,p’)>

1
(2m)°

()22 (- 30)5(- 29)
(o (o) (3030

= /d4x d*Rd*R expli(k-z—p-R—p'R/
{7 () o (=3m)) G (577 (+37))

37J. Rafelski and J. Letessier (eds.), Hot Hadronic Matter (Plenum, New York, 1995).

*fop =

/d% d*Rd*R exp[ik -2 —p-R—p' R
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and finally we get
F(ksp.p') = 2m)" 60 (p - p) f (p + %k’) y (p - %k’) - (13.141)
On the other hand, the Fourier transform of the commutator of the fields
¢ and ¢* and the fact that [¢(x), d(y)] = [¢*(x), *(y)] = 0 yield
“f(k,p) — f(k,p) = Alp), (13.142)

so that the Wigner function for the fluctuations reads

Flkspp') = 2m)" 09 (0~ p) [f <p+ %k> f (p - %k)

+f <p+ %k) A <p - %kﬂ . (13.143)

While the first term of this expression represents the fluctuations of matter
(under the form of quasiparticles), the last one contains a “vacuum” con-
tribution or, more precisely, it is a term arising from the equilibrium state
of the system.

This expression can be rewritten in another form, by using the identity

1 1 1 1
J__ - (13.144)
r—1y—1 y—1 x—-1])a/y—1

and the equality

f(p) = n(p)Alp), (13.145)
where n(p) is the Bose-Einstein factor. One finds that

(o)t ]

and thus
A(p+ k) A(p— 3k)
exp(fw) — 1

(o 2)n (e )l s

in these last expressions one recognizes the Bose—Einstein factor of the exci-
tations of frequency w. Note that the commutor has already been calculated
in a preceding section as

1
[¢(.’IJ)7 ¢(y)] == (27T)3

Fkip,p') = (2m) 6@ (p — p')

/d4k sgn(k°)S[D (k)] explik - (x —y)], (13.149)
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and hence

A(p) = —segn(k°)s [D(p)]. (13.150)

13.9. Remarks on the Negative Energy Modes

Let us now briefly examine how the negative energy modes behave in
thermal equilibrium. When they are taken into account in the equilibrium
density operator, they give a contribution of the form

prexp =B bibp(—wp + p)|, (13.151)
p

which is quite similar to the usual case and hence gives rise to the average
occupation number for these modes
1 _
(bbp) = _ o owBlep—ml g
exp [—Blwp —p)] =1 exp[B(wp —p)] -1
obtained by applying without any precaution the usual procedures of
quantum statistical mechanics. In other words, these modes give a wrong

sign for the Bose—Einstein factor; however, the average occupation number
is still positive, owing to the vacuum term +1.

Let us look at the consequences of this “wrong sign,” and let us begin
with the average energy of these modes. Surprisingly enough, the wrong
sign of the Bose—FEinstein factor compensates for the negative sign of the
energy. On the other hand, the sign of the four-current is the same as that of
the normal modes. These two properties, joined to the fact that —u and not
+u appears in the Bose-Einstein factor, do not justify A.D. Migdal’s claim
(1978) that the negative energy modes are the antiparticles of the normal
modes. Moreover, the vacuum term — which gives a negative energy —
cannot be forgotten.

However, when we go back to the usual technicalities involved in the
implicit derivation of (brf bp), it is easy to see that we have actually summed
a divergent geometrical series, and hence that the above expression is not
valid as such. Nevertheless, this suggests that a kind of renormalization has
to be performed although its physical basis is yet unclear in the absence of
a specific problem. In any case, the vacuum should play an important role.

We now give a merely qualitative example that shows how the negative
energy modes could be generated and what could be the role of the vacuum.
Let us assume that the system under consideration possesses a free energy



Statistical Mechanics of Relativistic Quasiparticles 395

free energy

«energies»

Fig. 13.3 A possible model for the generation of negative energy modes (see text).

of the shape shown in Fig. 13.3, i.e. it consists of a metastable state, 1,
and a stable state, 2. This also means that the system is capable of exci-
tations above the relative minima 1 and 2. Suppose now that the system
is condensed on the state 1, usually termed the “false vacuum.” Then the
system decays gradually to the “true vacuum,” 2. When undergoing this
phase transition, the system releases energy: modes are excited above the
state 2. These modes are amplified at the expense of the “false vacuum,”
1, and possibly — but this is not essential here — also at the expense of
the “true vacuum,” 2. They are thus unstable and have the “wrong” sign
for the energy.

This situation is, of course, suggested by the usual interpretation of the
negative energy modes of an ordinary plasma. Such a situation is hidden
when one is simply given the dispersion equation for the quasiparticles: the
system at hand must imperatively be specified in a precise way. Let us also
emphasize that this example does not eliminate other possible explanations
for the “wrong” modes; it is based only on what can be learnt from the usual
plasma physics.

13.10. Interacting Quasibosons

There are many examples in the current literature of quasiparticles whose
associated polarization operator is not a mere function IlI(p) but an integral
operator. For instance, in Chap. 9, when investigating the Hartree—Fock
approximation, a more general “mass operator” was met which did not
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enter into the scheme studied above. A closer inspection of the transport
equations obeyed by the quasiparticles considered so far shows that they
are not subjected to any force whatsoever; this is in fact quite natural,
since our kinetic equation contains only the kinematics of noninteracting
quasiparticles. Also, when one tries to obtain the relativistic analog of the
Landau theory of the normal Fermi liquid38:3° from the above results,*C it
appears that this absence of a force term is a serious drawback. Therefore,
the study of quasiparticles obeying more general equations of motion is
absolutely necessary. Another reason can be found in the following consid-
erations.

In this section the various modifications of the preceding results are
briefly given, without any comment except whenever necessary, since the
basic arguments and calculations are essentially similar.

The equations of motion are now written as

O®(z) —|—/d4yH(ac,y)<I>(y) =0, (13.153)
which can be derived from the Lagrangian

LI{@),{27)] = 00" (2) -0 (z) ~ [ a'y1 ( ilan %y)

1 1
x O* (x + §y> ¢ (x - §y> (13.154)
or from the action

Sl@),(27)) = [ aty 00°(y) - 08(y) ~ [ da 'y U(w, )P (1) B(a),
(13.155)
where the fact that the action must be real implies that
(z,y) =" (y, ), (13.156)
which is nothing but a statement of the Hermiticity of the operator II. After
some elementary calculations the covariant Wigner function f(z,p) can be
shown to obey the equations

+1k2f(k )—L/d‘*k'n iy Tk

« f (k:/;p _ %[k _ k:’]) , (13.157)

38L.P. Kadanoff and G. Baym, Quantum Statistical Mechanics (Addison-Wesley,
Reading, 1989).

39G. Baym and S.A. Chin, Nuclear Physics (1976).

40 Either from equations for quasifermions (see Chap. 14) or from the ones above,
which amounts to neglecting the spin, a nonessential point as to the present discussion.
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1 2 1 ’ 1 1 ’
[p—gk} fk,p) = W/d4k H<p—§k;—p—§k+k)

x f (kz’;p — %kz + %k'), (13.158)
where use has been made of the property
I1 <p—|—lk’; —p—|—lk’) =1t (p— lk:;—p— lk:) (13.159)
From the action integral, one obtains the (conserved) four-current

+1/2

JH(z) = &° (2)0" D (x +2/1/2ds/d4yy
xH[x+y<s+2) x+y<s—%>}
e eru(oe Y]afro(e-2)] o0

and the (nonconserved) energy—momentum tensor

+1/2
T = 9 () - 9V P (x +2/ ds/d‘*yyﬂ

1/2

fufera(sd)eera(- )]
cofoeu(or D))o fren(s- )]
s () eov o)

ow ool (3)])

—n* L. (13.161)
The divergence of TH" is now nonvanishing and is given by

1 1 1 1
0, TH (z) = —/d4y o1l [x + YT~ 5;4 o (x + §y> ) (x — §y> .
(13.162)
The fact that the energy—momentum tensor is not conserved can be under-
stood if one remembers that the polarization operator is not invariant
under space—time translations. As a matter of fact, this lack of conser-

vation amounts to considering quasiparticles in a force field representing an
interaction or/and an external field (see below).
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13.10.1. The long wavelength and low frequency limit
This can be seen as follows. Introducing now the notation

(k,p) = I (k: —p, k%) , (13.163)

the function f(k, p) can easily be shown to obey the equations
1\° A - 1 1
4= _ 2R N / Lo
(p5%) n) = [ et b= Kap g (0% 500 17).
(13.164)

and by looking at the weak gradient approximation of the latter equations
or, equivalently, in the long wavelength and low frequency approximation.
In this approximation the difference between these equations reduces to

o(@,p) -0 (e,p) + Fla,p) - a%f(x,p) —0, (13.165)

where v#(z, p) and F*(z, p) are given by the Hamiltonian-like equations

oM (x, = V*H(z,p),
(z,p) (z,p) (13.166)
Fﬂ(l‘,p) = —8MH($,p),
with
1745 =
where TI(z, p) is the covariant Wigner transform of TI(z, z'):

I (z,p) = (2;)4

~ 1 1
/d4Rexp(—ip -R)1I (ac + §R; x — §R> . (13.167)

These properties are proven below. The transport equation then appears
as the ordinary relativistic Liouville equation and F* as an external force
field which is not present when II is invariant under space—time translations,
while v* is the quasiparticle four-velocity.

Let us now briefly indicate how the above “Liouville equation” can be
obtained. The expansions

. 1 . .
I (ac:l: §R;y) ~ 1 (zyy) £ 2R 9,11 (23y)
(13.168)

1 ~
f (w + §y;p’> ~ f(z;p) £ 3y - 0,10 (23 y),
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introduced in the Fourier transform of the equations of motion for f(x, p),

i.e. in
2
1 d4R 4, 44 1 ip.y ,—i(p—p').R
<Pi §8> f(z,p) _/Wd yd'pe®le
- 1 1,
xMeF gRiy| fleFgyr ), (13.169)
lead to

p-0F (2 p) — SVl p)0"f(0.p) + 50uT1(p) - o f ) =0,

dp
p’f(x,p) — Il(z,p) f(z,p) = 0.
(13.170)
The last equation represents the “mass shell” where the quasiparticles live,
while the first one is nothing but the above “Liouville equation.”

It should be noted that the calculation of transport coefficients via the
use of for example the Chapman—Enskog method contains an assumption
of weak gradients; it follows that such a calculation can be based on a
transport equation of the form

f(z,p) — feq(p)

lp) - 0 .p) + Flap) - 5 flap) = —un o p) L

(13.171)
or with any other collision term on the right hand side. This has been done
in order to evaluate the transport coefficient of nuclear matter within the
Walecka model at finite temperature (see Chap. 11).



Chapter 14

The Relativistic Fermi Liquid

Landau’s theory of the Fermi liquid' possesses a large domain of applica-
tions, ranging from quantum plasmas to solid state physics, without for-
getting nuclear matter. A relativistic generalization has been proposed by
G. Baym and S.A. Chin (1976) with a close parallel to the usual New-
tonian theory. Several other authors, like T. Matsui (1981), have used the
conventional Landau’s theory by replacing essentially the nonrelativistic
expression of the energy by the relativistic one, although covariant forms
are sometimes conserved. The only tentative work which is manifestly
covariant is the one by Ch. G. van Weert and M.C.J. Leermakers (1984);
they applied their theory to the QED plasma (1985). In this chapter, rela-
tivistic concepts, equivalent to the phenomenological ones commonly used,
are considered ab initio and developed step by step as far as necessary for
a phenomenological theory.

14.1. Independent Quasifermions

In this section, one starts again from the equations of motion of
quasifermions, written in the form
iy 0¥ () — /d4x' Yz —2")¥(2') =0,
(14.1)
iW(z)y-0— /d4x’ V(2 )E(x —2') =0,
where the mass operator ) is assumed to be invariant under space—time
translations — an important property when one is dealing with equilibrium,

ISee e.g. G. Baym and C. Pethick, Landau Fermi Liquid Theory: Concepts and Appli-
cations (Wiley, New York, 1991).

400
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for instance. ¥ is defined as
Y(x —2') =4°8T (2" — 2)4°, (14.2)

where the cross indicates the Hermitian conjugation. These equations of
motion provide the following system for the covariant Wigner function:

[v- (p— %k> -% (p— %kﬂ F(k,p) =0,
F(k,p) [V' <p+ %kz) - <p+ %k)] =0.

In the preceding chapters, several examples have been considered for the

(14.3)

“mass operator” 3. For the scalar plasma in the Hartree approximation,
one had a very simple case with ¥ = M. For the Walecka model of nuclear
matter (see Chap. 13), in the same approximation, the following relation
was obtained:

2
S(k) = {7~ <k - %) - M}, (14.4)
my,
where M is the effective mass. However, a much more involved expression
was obtained for the scalar plasma in the Hartree—Fock approximation (see
Chap. 9). A priori the mass operator X (k) can be expanded on the algebra
of the 16 Dirac matrices
| A=16
2(p) =7 D Salhr™; (14.5)
A=1

however, the most common case usually encountered is the one where only
its components on I and <" are present, as is the case for the examples
given above:

E(p) =Xs()I + Zp(p)y™. (14.6)

This corresponds to an unpolarized medium, owing to the absence of the
other terms (see Chap. 8). In this chapter, we shall limit ourselves to
this case, the extension to other possibilities being generally straight-
forward albeit it contains sometimes-involved calculations. In an unpo-
larized medium where the only macroscopic four-vector u,, exists, ¥(p) has
the general form

E(p) = Xs() + [Ep(P)pp + Bu(p)uply”, (14.7)
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to which we shall restrict ourselves. Note also that the Hermitian character
of 3(p) implies the fact that X4(p), X, (p) and X,(p) are all real.

From the Fourier transform of the equations of motion and this latter
form for X(k), one obtains the mass shell on which the quasiparticles live
as

Det[y - p —2(p)] =0, (14.8)
or
1 —u-pSp) - Su@ = [ - S0P 9 + B (149)
Note that the quantity
a(p) =1 —u-pEy(p) = Su()]® — [1 = Zp(p))*p* — (Bs(p)®  (14.10)
is directly connected with the eigenvalues of the matrix D(p)
D(p)=~-p—X(p) (14.11)

or

{D(p)ua(p) = a(p)us (p), (14.12)

D(=p)vs(p) = —a(=p)vs(p)-

14.1.1. Quantization and observables

As was done for the quasibosons in the preceding chapter, the field ¢ can
be quantized mutatis mutandis as

SN [ ()

¢ o=1,2

(5

where ¢ indicates the excited mode, o is the spin index and D are the
eigenvalue of D. The a’s and the d’s are the creation/annihilation operators
of the particles and antiparticles, respectively; and they obey the canonical
anticommutation relations

{aes(P), at, (P')} = 0e:650 6 (p — P'),
{deo (D), df . (D))} = 6000050 0P (p — P'), (14.14)
{aes(P),deo (P')} = 0, ete.,

Ugo (p) aeo(p) exp(—ip - )
ko=E,

o) diy ) exp(ip o) b (1413
ko=E,
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which specify the normalization of the spinors u and v as

1 (0) o D(p) () = s (R+ ) agff)) \ag—;ﬂ |
_ 0 B 0D(—p)\ |0D(p)
veo(p)a—mD(—p)veaf (p) = —doorsgn (R [p] B ) ‘ o (1,4 .

for one mode. Remember that D(p) is the 4 x 4 matrix

D(p)=~-p—2(»), (14.16)

while R, [k] is given by

{R+(p) = w[l = Z,(p)] — Sulp) + Zs(p),
R_(p) = =Ry (—p).

The spinors v and v can be calculated without any difficulty and one finds
that

(14.17)

Xo
uo(p) = VIR+(P)l | 1 - x(p) ;
- . P 0Xo
L R+ (p) (14.18)
Xo
ve(p) = VIR-(P)] | 1 — x(—p) :
_?”P "0 Xo
where
X1 = Ll)], X2 = [ﬂ (14.19)

represent spinors for spin up and spin down, respectively.
In order to obtain the anticommutation relations at equal time, one
imposes the following normalization (on the mass shell):

af _
uéoa(p)al)aip(p)wgzﬁ(p) = (50[,/5(]3) ‘agp(p) 7
aDaﬁO 80 5 (14.20)
010 0) 22 P ) = ()| 222

Note that D(p) is the eigenvalue of D®?(p). Note also that these normal-
izations of w and v can be checked on Eq. (14.15).
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The charge (or baryonic, etc.) four-current and the energy—momentum
tensor are easily found to be

Jop(x) = @)y ¢ (z)

_i/d4yy”/:;:2dsw (J;+y [s+ %D S(y) (aH—y {s— %D

(14.21)

1/2 1
1) = [ Fanln) - [ as{ (v - 1) 95+ k)
0

+ (p“ + %k“) VYE(p - ks)} Fop(k,p)

—n"{v-p—Z(p)}Hop(k, p), (14.22)
where the Fourier transform of the energy-momentum tensor has been given
for future use and where

0
opx’
The Hamiltonian of the quasiparticles is the zeroth component of the
energy—momentum tensor taken for k = 0 (this amounts to integrating

VA

(14.23)

TH(z) over a three-plane ¢t = const). After using the plane wave expansion
of the quasiparticles’ field, one obtains

H=T"%k=0)
=> / d'pp’{e(p)a) ,(P)aco(pP) — e(=p)des (P)d/, (P)}. (14.24)
l,o

As for quasibosons, this Hamiltonian can be negative, a pathology indi-
cating a possible instability of the system, a phase transition, etc.

Similarly, the expression for the Wigner function operator reads, for
k=0,

—1

= 4T 0 _ w M
Fpa(0,p) = 2 z;;/ {5[17 e+(p)] ‘ am
- -1
X Uato (D)upta (P)by, (P)bear (p) + 6[p° + we—(p)] ‘%p;p)
X Uala(_p)vﬁéa’(—p)dga(—p)dzﬂ(_p)}’ (1425)

which is to be used below.
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14.1.2. Statistical expressions

Let us now turn to the main statistical relations used in what follows.
After taking the trace of sums and the difference of the resulting equations
of motion (with the 7’s), they read

{/«A - [EA (p+ %k) -3 (p— %k)]}f(k,p)
_ [25 <p—|— %k) ~ g <p— %k)] Pk, p),

op* — [ (pt 2k ) + 52 (p— 2k k e
{p [ <p2) <p2)] f(k,p)
= [=s (v 34) + 25 (0= 35) | Pk
Note that we have set
ZAp) = 8y (p) + 0 Eu(p) (14.29)

in order to make the correspondence with further notations. The consistency
with results of Chaps. 9 and 11 can easily be verified.
The four-current and the energy—momentum tensor are expressed as

{ JH () = (Jg, (),
T (x) = (T35 (2)),

and their general form is the same as the one above for the corre-
sponding operators. J#(x) and T (z) assume an interesting form when the

(14.30)

system is invariant under space—time translations. In such a case, they are
given by

J' = Sp/d4pV”D(p)F(p), (14.31)

T = Sp [ d'pp" VD), (14.32)

which shows — as was the case for quasibosons — that in this case the role
of the four-velocity of a quasifermion is provided by

v*(p) = VYD(p) =" — V"E(p) (14.33)
This remark will be exploited in a later section. Note that when
¥ (p) = m = const, (14.34)

one recovers the usual Dirac result. Also, it should be realized that this
quasiparticle four-velocity is now a 4 x 4 matrix. Note that d*p is a
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shorthand for

d'p = 20(p°)é[p* — D*(p)]. (14.35)

14.1.3. Thermal equilibrium

We notice first that the algebric structure of the quasiparticle Hamiltonian
is similar to that of the free particle case. Next, it should be remarked that
the structure chosen for X (p) possesses the same general form as that of
the Walecka model in thermal equilibrium. Accordingly, one has

_ 7P =3Ev(p)] +Zs(p)

Feq(p) 455 (p) fea(p), (14.36)
with
_ d %2 2 6(]9* i u)
feq(p) - (271_)35[79 Es(p) ] {eXp(ﬁp* Cu— 'u*) + 1
exp(—fp* u—p*)+1 or )}’ (1437)

where use has been made of the notations

{p*“ =p"[1 = 2,(p)] — Bu(p)ut,
(14.38)

p=p—Xs(p),

and where the last term, (—p* - u) is a “vacuum” (ground state) term. The
main observables are finally obtained as

B d3p +1
ea = dz&i/ (2m)% exp{Blwe(p) F ul} +17
B d3p we(p)
P=ddis / (2m)3 exp{Blwe(p) F u]} + 1’ .

L d d3p p - Vwe(p)
=3 Zfvﬂ:/ (2m)° exp{Bluwe(p) F ul} + 17

where the vacuum term has been omitted. It will be briefly discussed
later on.
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14.2. Interacting Quasifermions

We begin by extending briefly the results of the last section to interacting
quasifermions, which are supposed to obey quasifield equations of the forms

iy - O(z) — /d4x’ Sz, 2" )p(x') =0,
(14.40)

()i - 9+ /d4x' p(2" VB (2, x) = 0,
which derive from the Lagrangian

L= 'w(x)y-aqp(x)—/d‘*w(H%y)z(w%y,x—% )¢<x—%y>
(14.41)

N =

These equations, together with the definition of the Wigner function,
provide the following system for F'(z,p):

[iv -0+ 27 - p]F(z,p)

d*R 1
—2/(2ﬂ)4d4yd4p’exp (—ip-R-i—ip’- {x+§R—y]>

1 iR
O O

(14.42)
F(x,p)[iy-0— 2y p]

+2/ d4Rd4 d*p e —ip- R+ip - +1R—x
(2ﬂ)4ypxpp Pyt

+y— 3R 1
xF(H%m’) by (ymc—i— §R> =0.

These equations can be rewritten in Fourier space a quite useful form:

1
v <p+ §k’) F(k,p)
44k 1 1 S ,
1
F(k,p)y - (p— §k’)

41./
- /ﬂp (kz’,p+%(k—k/))z<p—1k,—p—%k+k'> =0.

(2m)4 2
(14.43)
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From the above Lagrangian, the four-current is obtained as

TH(@) = Y(@)y () + i / d'y [ t: ds "y ("3 v {5 " %D

sfensfo b sl 2)

(14.44)

which, in terms of the covariant Wigner function, can be written as

JH(z) = Sp/d”‘p{v“F(aE,pHi/d“y y*

+1/2 R
X / dsexp(ip-y)E(x—i—ys;y)F(x—i—ys,p)} (14.45)
~1/2

where use of the convenient definition

E(x;y)zi(x—gy;x—y> (14.46)
has been made. Note the useful relation
Sk k') =% (k + ks %(k - k’)) : (14.47)
and also
S(k; k') = 6@ (k + K2 (K) (14.49)

for a system invariant under space—time translations.
Similarly, the energy-momentum tensor reads

s feue ["alrs(eos]i-1)
A O
e dseoprthenf-)
oo (s fion ove v )
P a0

T =

DO .
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This energy-momentum tensor is not conserved as expected since the
system is not invariant under space-time translations, and one has

— 1 1 1 1
0, TH (z) = /d4x’1/) x4 =2 )OS v+ =a/so— =2 | (2 — =2 ).
2 2 2 2
(14.51)
This equation shows that, after averaging, and in equilibrium where
1 /. 1 AT 1 / 1 /. o /.
E<x+2x,x 2x)-2<[m+2x] [m 5% ;0] =X(2;0),

(14.52)

the right hand side vanishes and 0, T""(z) = 0, as it should be. In terms
of the Wigner function, it reads

7a) = $p{ [ atp 9"~y p - S ) Fep)
+ [aatn [ " sy esplin- )
< S+ ys: 1) (p” T 58) F(o+ys,p)
Sy (1 - 50 ) Fe-wsn | (459

14.2.1. The long wavelength and low frequency limit

The approximation of the long wavelength and low-frequency limit is
obtained by retaining the lowest order terms in the expression

5 (p—i—%k) F(k,p)—/é;k); [1— (k_’;/)'v...]
xE(p—i—k—%kﬂ—p—%k’) F(K',p)=0,
Py (p-34) - [ P

1 1 k—K

(14.54)
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Taking the trace and making the difference of these two equations, one

obtains s 1 1
K ft — / W[(k — k) -V { [23 <p+ k= Sk —p— §k’) f(kZp)]

1 1
+ |:Eu (p + k - §k/7 iy 2 §kl> uﬂfﬂ(kl7p):|

+ [Zp (p—|— k— %k", —p— %k/) puf“(k:’,p)} } =0. (14.55)

When spin does not play an important role, f* = p* f /X ¢(p) and the above
equation reduces to

b s = [ st — )9 [ (b k= 0 p = 307 ) 100

+ [Ep (p+ k— %k —p— %k) u-p f(k’,p)} } =0, (14.56)

which is a closed equation for f, similar to a relativistic Liouville equation,
once we go back to configuration space; it can be rewritten as

ko %{(k W) VKK ) (. p)] = 0, (14.57)
where K (k’,p) is given by

1 1 1 1
K(K',p) =Xs (p+k— §k’,—p— §k’> +3 (p+k— §k’,—p— §k’)-

(14.58)

14.3. Kinetic Equation for Quasiparticles

Let us now treat the kinetic equation for the quasiparticles; however, in
order not to mix up all the indices — spin, internal numbers, etc. — we shall
treat the problem of an unimportant spin. Therefore, only the “boson” part
of ¥ has to be considered and (k, p), I(k,p). Let us also recall that the
tilde over (k,p) or II(k, p) denotes a Wigner transformation. In addition,
we should recall that we have

H(w,p) = 5l = Ti(z,p) (14.59)
{ v'(z,p) = VI H(x,p),

(14.60)
Fﬂ(xap) = —8”H(1‘,p)
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[see Egs. (13.167) and the following]. Now, an important point is to be
emphasized. While in the usual Landau theory of Fermi liquids what plays
the role of a Hamiltonian is simply the energy of a quasiparticle, here in the
relativistic context, no Hamiltonian at all with the meaning of an energy
(or an energy density) exists. If we take the above Hamiltonian in the case
of free particles, we have only

H(z,p) = %(p2 —m?), (14.61)
which is formally a Hamiltonian but has no particular meaning. Of course,
in the case of a nonmanifestly covariant theory, one can find a Hamiltonian.

Finally, the relativistic kinetic equation for the quasiparticle reads

v”(x,p)&,f(x,p) + Fu(xvp)vuf(xvp) = C[pv f(p)]v (14'62)
where we have added a collision term which might be a BGK one,

Clp, F ()] = —uno? (z, p) L)~ eal®:P), (14.63)

T

or any other. At this stage, the collision term is left unspecified and satisfies
only the standard conservation relations and H theorem conditions:

/d4p C[pv f(xvp)] =0,
/ d*p p°Clp, f(z,p)] = 0, (14.64)

f(z,p)
1- f(xvp)

While an integration of the above Liouville equation (or, equivalently, over

—kB/d4p v*(z,p)log { ] Clp, f(x,p)] > 0.

the relativistic kinetic equation) over the four-momenta immediately pro-
vides the four-current conservation, the energy-momentum tensor conser-
vation law is not obtained, as expected from the results of the last chapter.
This means that in the whole system — which is conservative — energy and
momentum are not conserved. Such a pathology occurs mainly because of
the implicit use of two different definitions of the energy—momentum tensor:
that of the quasiparticles and that used for the system.

Let us now study a bit further the energy—momentum tensor that arises
from the Liouville equation; we first multiply it by p* and then integrate
over d*p. We get

aij(iLuVasi(x) - /d4p ayH(xap)f(xap) == O (1465)
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This means that the “dressing” of the quasiparticles (implied by the second
term) does contain some energy and momentum. Actually, a solution to
this problem has been obtained by C.G. van Weert and M.C.J. Leermakers
(1984) in the context of the Landau Fermi liquid theory.

14.4. Remarks on the Relativistic Landau Theory

The Landau theory? of the Fermi liquid was originally a phenomenological
theory designed to describe a weakly excited fermion system in a normal
state, where the word “normal” means that no phase transition occurs
whatsoever and that the basic ground state is not symmetry-breaking, for
instance. Loosely speaking, Landau’s idea is essentially that of a conti-
nuity and a one-to-one correspondence between the nonexcited states of
the system and the low-lying excited ones. This means that starting from
the noninteracting Fermi system, the distribution function preserves its
general shape when the interaction is adiabatically switched on.

Although we do not give a complete Landau theory, we present a number
of remarks on the relativistic case:

(1) The first idea is to choose the noninteracting-looking Fermi distribution;
this is simply the usual thing to do, i.e. as the Fermi—Dirac function

1
exp[B(puut — p)] +1
where p-u is the quasiparticle energy (p), which is a complicated function
of p, and this function is by no means trivial. The density tensor of the
quasiparticles is

neq(p) = (1466)

T = / d4p " (p)eq(p), (14.67)

where v#(p) is the velocity of the quasiparticle. The next step is to expand
(functionally) the energy density of the system until the second order of a
possible variation dn of neq:

O0F = 06(T* uyuy)

- / d'p pu, e (p)uydn(p) + / d*p dp'* §(p, o )6n(p)on(p)

o [ doprua Gubnto) = [ Eppusn). (1469

21t is useful to consult the article of G. Baym and C. Pethick, loc. cit.
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We shall thus try a more natural way in which the manifest covariance will
be part of the theory.

Therefore, let us use the distribution function developed above. This
means that it still assumes its equilibrium form,

_ 7 p—=30(p)] +Xs(p)

Feal?) 455 (p) fea(®), (14.69)
with
d *
fea(p) = (27T)35[p 2 _ 5,04
1 1
and

Yolp) =p-Ep+u- Xy, (14.71)

where the vacuum term should be omitted, since we deal with a phenomeno-
logical theory, and where positrons also have to be omitted. Although in
a complete theory positrons must be dealt with, here we assume that the
temperature is relatively low and hence there are only a few antiparticles
present. Note, however, that the second Fermi factor refers to the quasiholes
and not to the particles themselves: indeed, they cannot be separated from
the excitations of the system. As in the nonrelativistic case, this expression
for Foq(p) is by no means trivial since it depends on itself through the p°(p)
which occurs in the explicit expression.

(2) In the usual Landau theory, the distribution function Fiq(p) is derived
from the basic principles; note that, although simple, it is not trivial from
the point of view of physics. This derivation consists in minimizing the
entropy (density) while taking account of the total energy (density) and
the total number (density) within the system. However, the entropy of a
Wigner function is by no means clear. We could define it as

St = —/d4p 0" (P){fea(p)10g feq(P) + [1 = fea(P)]10g[1 — fea(P)]},

(14.72)

which is the common entropy of feq(p) for Fermi particles, and minimize

the result. This would lead to the usual part of Fcq(p), i.e. the expression

for feq(p), and also we could add a nonessential term in order to take the
coeflicient

7P —%o(@)] +Xs(p)

43 5(p)

(14.73)
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into account. Therefore, we shall follow the usual way and thus admit that
the basic function is that given by Eq. (14.69). However, the fact that the
entropy is the one drawn above comes from the fact that we deal with free
quasiparticles: the derivation of the entropy is the same as for free particles;
it comes from S = —Tr(plog p). The other part of Fiq(p) comes from the
equation of motion (see Chap. 7).

In the above expressions, there is still something that should be
explained. If we look at the symbols of the equilibrium quantities [namely
Eqgs. (14.39)], they are all of the form

— 3 9(p)
(o) = [ dtp B (14.75)

and if we want to vary the quantity (g(p)), we must vary also w(p) =
p°. This is quite awkward from a covariant point of view and it would
certainly be more valuable to keep the function feq(p) fixed and thus use
the equivalent form

Y TR g(p)
(o) = [ ol - sl o P ()

so that the variation depends not on that of feq(p) but on that of w(p) only.
The starting point is now the equilibrium expression for the energy—

momentum tensor,

TH — Sp / d*p PV” D(p) Feq(p)

—Sp [ d'p p'9 S5 (0) Fualp) (14.77)
where S5 !(p) is the propagator of the free quasiparticle:
Sg'(p) =~ -p—(p). (14.78)

(3) Usually, the first step of the Landau theory consists of adding a particle
to the medium and investigating the subsequent variation of the energy (or
energy density) of the system, after the added particle has been “dressed”
by the interaction with the quasifermions in the medium. Such an additional
particle thus modifies the energy — and the energy density — of the system.

Following first G. Baym and S.A. Chin (1976) or T. Matsui (1981), we
consider the variation of the energy density,® with no modification of the
general form of the equilibrium distribution.

3This is the same thing as considering the variation of the energy: we look at the density
times a volume of value 1.
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Therefore, we have
p=T"u,u, (14.79)
and hence
0E =6p=06(T* uyuy). (14.80)

Thus, we have two possible variations: (i) the usual one, as dealt with by
G. Baym and S.A. Chin (1976) — 6T"" - u,u,; and (ii) the variation of
the timelike u#”, which is typically relativistic — in the Newtonian theory
all timelike four-vectors are parallel and there is not any possibility of
varying ut.

Let us begin with the second point. Since T"" is dependent on u* and
on ¥, it has the general form

™ = Aurv” + BnM”, (14.81)

and since udu, = 0, the variation is zero. Note that this is only for an
equilibrium energy—momentum tensor.
Let us now briefly look at the first variation; it reads®

0T w,u, = Sp / d*pp'u, v”(p)|n:ncq u, 0F (p)

1
+380 [ dpds! fo)], ., SF )W)+ OL6F)),
(14.82)
where® v”(p) is as given by Eq. (14.33); note that
v”(p) =" — V"X(p), (14.83)

and that o#(p) # v*(p).

In addition, note that if the system involves three- or four-body inter-
actions, as is the case for quark matter, the above form should be supple-
mented by the terms

1
TR / d'pd'p’ d*p" f(p,0' ") e, 6 fea@)0feq(P)feq (") (14.84)

4 f(p, p') has the meaning, in this section, of the usual “interacting” factor of the Landau
theory: it should not be mistaken for other f(p,p’)’s which occur in other chapters.

5Tt should be noted that assuming a tensor fu. (p,p’) gives rise to a scalar f(p, p’) owing
to the product by u*u”.
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for three-body interactions, and
1
ISp/dzlp d4p/ d4p// d4p/// f(p7p/7p//,p///)|n:ncq

X 0 fea(p) fea(p')d fea (p")d fea (@) (14.85)

in the case of four-body forces. These terms should be added in the theory
unless there exist arguments as to their possible small size.
It should be noted that two relations hold:

oTHY
Uy Uy ——— = pHu, Y (p) - uy = pluy[y” — VVE(p)|uy, 14.86
Wl Sy P (p) Pruly (p)] ( )
OTHY ,
v ~7 N — 5 . 14.

Let us rewrite the basic variation of the Landau assumptions, but with the
spin indices

0T - uyu, = Sp/d4pp”uﬂul’(p)ul, dFu3(p)

1
+§Sp / d*pd*p’ fPX (p, 0 )5 Fop(p)d Fyry ('), (14.88)

where the spin indices obey the usual tensorial rules. We shall now analyze
a little bit this expression. The first term indicates that it is only 6 feq(p)
that occurs in the equation. The second one necessitates a more detailed
analysis. fagy(p, ") depends on p and p’ only. It is thus twice a four-vector:
fuv(p,p"). The second term has the form

0Fap(p)0Fyy (') = 0([1la fea(@))O([]1xy fea(p')); (14.89)

where the expressions between brackets are

Vs [Pu = Zou(P)] + LapEs(p)
Ys(p) .

(14.90)

This term has the value

fuu(p7p/){[]aﬁ[]ﬁv}(sfm(p)(sfeq(p/) (14.91)
or
faﬁm (p,p/) 0Fap (p) 0F (p/)
= [pﬂ - ZS(P)HP/V - ES(p/)]f,uu(pyp/)6feq(p)5feq(p/)' (14'92)

It should be borne in mind that in the Landau assumptions [Egs. (14.69),
(14.84), (14.86) and (14.87)], use was made of the fact that the energy
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density is a functional series, each term of it being taken at feq(p) = const;
this is the reason why there was no differentiation of the term []ag.
Finally, the basic Landau assumption reads

0T uyu, = Sp/d4pp”u#v”(p)uy 0 feq(p)

+380 [ dpd Fu (o0 " - I - S0

X 0 feq(p)d fea(p') (14.93)
and hence we can safely set
F®.0') = fu(p.p") " =S50 — 25 (p)]; (14.94)

where we have given the same name for the initial f(p, p’) and the final one.

(4) Finally, we have the two equations at the basis of the theory

(T upu,) _ Pt (p)un,
8 feq(p)
(14.95)
82 (TH u,uy,) — o)
3 feaP)ofea(@) P

The first equation is shown to be an exact generalization of the nonrel-
ativistic one: in the rest frame it reduces to p°v°, and thus to p° in the
Galilean limit. The second equation, once integrated (functionally) over

0 feq(p), yields
Pt (p)ity, = P (puslo + / &Y F o p)5fea(p)s (14.96)

where the reference to the implicit dependence on fq has been omitted and
the index 0 in the first term on the right hand side refers to a noninteracting
quasiparticle at T' = 0 K. Explicitly, one has

"% (p)]o = \/ D — So(er)]? + m2g [° (D)o, (14.97)

where m?2; is the effective mass of the quasiparticle and Xo(ep) comes from
the mass shell of the quasiparticle. It is defined, as usual, through

_|prl _ |pF|
eff = m — F)
. (14.98)
P (P
v=Vp'(p) = :

dp
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where the index F refers to the value at the Fermi surface. In the Landau
theory of the Fermi liquid, the system is indeed weakly excited above its
Fermi surface, where the quasiparticles have a sufficiently long lifetime.
Near the Fermi surface, one can always expand p°(p) into a Taylor series
and write

P’(p) = er + (Ip| — pr)vr, (14.99)

as in the nonrelativistic case.
Furthermore, we shall also neglect spin effects in the following way.
A glance at the equation for the effective four-velocity

*(p) =" = V'E(p) (14.100)

indicates that, in the case considered, the only 4 x 4 matrix dependence
occurs only through the usual term introduced by the four-current. This
latter implicitly contains two terms: a spin term — the Gordon term —
which we neglect, and a convective one which has the form %5 All this
leads to the substitution

, P —3VI(p)
- & @ 7

8l (14.101)
Meff
and hence to a quasifermion four-velocity that reads
1
v — VI
pi(py = L 2VIP) (14.102)

TMeff

(5) In this approach to Landau-Fermi relativistic liquids, the knowledge
of the effective mass is immediate since the dispersion equations of the
quasiparticles are already known as

p* =T(p), (14.103)
and since they “live” in the vicinity of the Fermi surface, one has
p® =M(pr) = mZ; (14.104)

or, if one has

[p— V() =1(p), (14.105)

then one also gets

H(pr) = m2s. (14.106)
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Note that the term with the index 0 does not depend on feq(p) taking
account of the fact that it is related to free quasiparticles. This equation
being valid for arbitrary ¢ foq, performing the ¢ operation and taking into
account the symmetry of f(p,p’), one has

v (p)u 1
pHuy, :p/\uA v”(](g;);b + p— /d4p'f(p7p’)§feq(p’). (14.107)

Note the difference from the nonrelativistic equation

e=r¢ep+ /d4p’f(p7p/)§feq(p’). (14.108)

(6) A final remark is that spin cannot be dealt with here separately: it is
not a constant of the motion; only the total kinetic momentum is a first
integral, or rather its projection over an axis. Hence, we shall first look at
the case where spin is not explicitly taken into account. Later we shall deal
with the case of a magnetic field interacting with spin; in such a case, the
additional Hamiltonian,

1
}ﬁ::uNPW”LW::uNPW”~Pmy4—§mw], (14.109)

also commutes with the ordinary Hamiltonian (uy is the magnetic moment
of the quasiparticle) and we have to consider spin. In this case, since
unFH* J,, is a first integral of the motion, we have to make the substi-
tution

1

fea(P) = feqB(p) = exp(BH -u+ BunFr J,,) + 1

(14.110)

where F'*¥.J,, commutes with H - u, the latter quantity being the Hamil-
tonian of the system with a magnetic field (see Chap. 12). However, the
Wigner function with a magnetic field is certainly not of the above form
and is extremely complicated. Nevertheless, when the magnetic field is weak
enough not to perturb the equilibrium distribution — i.e. when the above
feqn is still valid — spin effects can be studied.

(7) Let us now present the way the distribution function is varied under
Landau’s assumption. This variation consists of two types: that of f.q and
the other. Let us first consider the first variation. This distribution function
can vary (i) from 07", (ii) from du, and finally from du*. Let us look at these
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variations. They are given by

1
Healp) = 6eXp[6p “u— Bl +1
_ pu—pt BT g -T S
(exp[Bp - u — Bu] +1)? (exp[Bp - u — Bu] + 1)
- T (14.110)
The other parts of F'(p), i.e.
7-lp—E@)]+2s(p) (14.111)

Es(p) ’
are subject to

Y- lp=X@)]+Xs(p) | _ 7 uZu(p) +7-pEs(p)
R Bl S5 j

0 (X,
0 (%, 0 (3,
K p{aT (Es>§T+ o <Es>}7

where the variation of u" is zero because of u*éu, = 0.

(8) Let us now go beyond the equilibrium and start with the idea of C.G.
van Weert and M.C.J. Leermakers (1984) to get a conservative energy—
momentum tensor. They used the following remark: if there exists a prim-
itive P of the functional equation

SP(z) = /d4p H(z,p)éf(z,p), (14.113)
then the tensor
v v v 4
T# = T(/;uasi - 7]# |:P - /d P H(xvp)f(xvp)

is conservative and thus represents the energy—momentum tensor of the
system. Before discussing this expression, let us show explicitly how it
occurs. A variation of the position z — x + dx yields

0P(x) = 0,P(z)dz" (14.114)

and hence it gives

O P(z) = /dp H(x,p)0.f(x,p). (14.115)



The Relativistic Fermi Liquid 421

From this relation, it follows that the conservation equation now takes on
the announced form. It remains for one to identify the specific value of the
functional P. Those authors found that P can be identified with the usual
pressure. To see this, let us evaluate the above energy—momentum tensor
in thermal equilibrium; we then obtain

Feq = /dp H(p) feq(p), (14.116)

so that from Landau’s hypothesis — i.e. the off-equilibrium one has the
same form as the equilibrium one — it follows that

P(z) = /dp H(z,p)f(z,p). (14.117)



Chapter 15

The QED Plasma

The quantum-electrodynamical plasma is a theoretical object of par-
ticular importance in astrophysics and, as already mentioned, in white
dwarfs, where it is degenerate, and in the magnetosphere of pulsars,
where it is strongly magnetized. Below, some physical properties where
it occurs for white dwarfs are briefly mentioned. The QED plasma has
been studied by numerous authors, in the pioneering works of E.S. Fradkin
(1959a,b, 1960, 1965) — extended by I.A. Akhiezer and S.V. Peletminskii
(1960), A.I. Akhiezer, I.A. Akhiezer and A.G. Sitenko (1962) — and of
V.N. Tsytovich (1961), B. Bezzerides and D.F. DuBois (1972). Finally, in
an article by H.A. Weldon (1982), an analysis of this kind of plasmas has
been made from the viewpoint of a non-Abelian system.

15.1. Basic Equations

The electron field obeys the Dirac equations

Fwwa+m®—mwww=m
) - (15.1)
P(x)iy - (0 —ied) +m] =0,

and the electromagnetic field Maxwell equations, which are written for the
four-potentials as

{10 — 0,0, } A% () = dmed(a)y,nb(x), (15.2)

to which the Lorentz condition
0,A"(z) =0 (15.3)
should be added. Note that the gauge could be fixed by adding to the

Lagrangian a term proportional to (9,AY(z))? or any other nonlinear

422



The QED Plasma 423

term: the modes and other physical results must not depend on the
proportionality coefficient, exhibiting thereby their gauge invariance.!
These equations are expressed in terms of the Wigner function operator:
{iv-0+2[y-p—m|}Fop(x,p)

d*zx

4 .0
_ 4,1 il ot _1 / WAt
= 2@/ (27r)4d P exp[—ip’ - (x — 2")]v. Fop (J;,p 5P AP (z")

Fop(z,p){iv-0 —2[y-p—m]}

d*a’ 4,1 -/ / Wt 1 /
= —2¢ (271)4d p exp[—ip’ - (x — 2")]A* (") Fop | 2, p + 3P ) u

OA*(x) — (1 — N)0"0, A" (x) = 47reSp/d4p v Fop(x, p),

(15.4)

where A\ is the gauge-fixing parameter. From this generating equation
and the Hartree—Vlasov ansatz, one gets the relativistic quantum Vlasov
equation

{iv-0+2[y-p—m|}F(z,p)

o éf} P explipt - (¢ — ) F <x,p - ;p) (A0 ('),

—

F(x,p){iv-0 —2[y-p—m]}

= —2@/ (6;7:;/4 d*p’ exp[—ip’ - (x — ') |(A*(z'))F <x,p + %p') Vi
O(A*(x)) = 47reSp/d4p Y F(z,p), (15.5)

where we have chosen A = 0.

15.2. Plasma Collective Modes

We could follow exactly the same path as for the “scalar plasma” or for the
classical electrodynamic plasma: the Hartree—Vlasov equation is first lin-
earized around the equilibrium state and next solved in a Fourier transform
so as to find a homogeneous equation for the electromagnetic field and

IThis is done, as an example, at the end of this chapter.
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finally the dispersion relations obeyed by the plasma modes [R. Hakim and
J. Heyvaerts (1978)].
The Vlasov—Hartree ansatz for solving the equation is

(F(x,p) @ A(z)) ~ F(z,p) ® (A(2")) (15.6)

and, in order to obtain the dispersion relation for electromagnetic waves
propagating through the plasma, it is linearized about an equilibrium
state,

(A" (2))eq =0,

m (15.7)
Foqlp) = 220 £ 0),

where foq(p) is given, as usual, by

P2 —m?)
fealp )3 Z exp :l:ﬂ (u-p—p)]+1 (15.8)
Notice that the linearization procedure
{F(x,p) ~ Feq(p) + F O (p), 159)
(A (z)) ~ A (2)

is essentially equivalent to the random phase approximation, as has been
noted long ago [(see e.g. B. Jancovici (1962)]. Once they have been lin-
earized and Fourier-transformed, the resulting equations read

[v- (p - %k’) - m} FO(k,p) = AW (k) - yFeq (p+ %k>

FO) |1+ (0 58) = m| =eAV®)Fg (5 gb) o

Particular solutions to these equations are easily found to be

FO(k,p) = ) (MP%k>+m]72[v-<p+%k>+’"]> fea (p + %k) :

(15.10)

4m (p—%k) —m2
eADM (K (p—Lk)+m]y* [y-(p+1k)+m 1
F(El)(kap) = Zm( ) <[Af (p zp—ké]’l:)z[zn(i ) ]> feq (p B §k> ’

(15.11)
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where the necessary ie terms have been provisionally omitted. The most
general solutions to these equations are respectively of the general forms

1 1
F(l) ZFcEl) + |:’7 (p— 5143) +m:| Gl <p— 5]{3) s
@ _ p) ) )
F =F" 4 Gy p+§kz v - p+§kz +m|,
where the last terms on the right hand sides represent the arbitrary solutions

to the inhomogeneous equations (15.11). In the last equations G; and Gs
are arbitrary 4 x 4 matrices of p and are respectively on the mass shell

1\2
(p—ﬁk:) =m? fori=1,

1\2
(p+§k) =m? fori=2.

(15.12)

(15.13)

The reason why G1(p — k/2), for instance, contains a §[(p — k/2)? — m?]
factor can be seen by applying the operator [y-(p—k/2) —m] to Eq. (15.11)
from the left. The first term vanishes since F; ’ is a solution, while the
second vanishes only if G1(p — k/2) also contains a §[(p — k/2)? — m?]
factor.

From the necessary identity of these equations, one concludes that

PO Fél) +Fb(2)

[r- (p = 3k) +m]v- AV [y~ (p+ 5K) +m]
k-p

x |:feq (p+ %k> — feq <p - %k)] : (15.14)

where use was made of the fact that

(&

8m

2 2
1 1

(p + 5/{:) —m?=42k-p when (p + 5/{) =m?, (15.15)

valid only when both of the Equations (15.15) hold.

Using
Ty (k) = T (k) A (k) (15.16)
finally, one then finds that
2

M (k) = —w2 KM (k) — Q20" — K2AM (k)<L T (15.17)

4n
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for the polarization tensor, where one has set

K”l’(k) _ %/d4p php” (f(p+ %k) -/ (p_ %k)> ’ (15.18)

k-p+ie
1 1
- fan(Hoisom)
T 2
0p = 4me /d4p fea(p). (15.20)

In these equations the ie of the resonant denominator (1/k-p)~! have been
re-established — they correspond to the usual Landau prescription; as a
result these equations acquire an imaginary part that is vanishing as long
as the waves are superluminous.

From the general equation for collective modes

Det [k*n — TI" (k)] = 0, (15.21)
and the Lorentz gauge condition
k-Aqy(k) =0, (15.22)

the transverse modes are found to be

(953 w, w?
- K%' k) - =EI1=0 15.23
wz—k2+w2—k2 (k) 4n ’ ( )
while the longitudinal modes are
02 w? W w? w2
-2 - P K%+ =L K¥(Fk) - L1=0.
w2 —k2 w2 — k2 ()+|k|w2—k2 (k) 4n

(15.24)

Several remarks are now in order. First, these last equations for the
longitudinal and transverse modes reduce to the classical relativistic equa-
tions [R. Hakim and A. Mangeney (1968, 1971)] when % — 0. To see this,
(i) neglect spin, i.e. I, (ii) suppress the contributions of the positrons and
(iii) suppress the +1 of the Fermi factor in Eq. (15.14); finally, take the
long wavelength limit.

A second remark deals with the absence of vacuum contributions:
indeed, in the absence of matter feq(p) goes to zero. This is due to the
fact that we have implicitly used a normal ordering of our field operators,
thereby killing all vacuum contributions. Actually, if we do not omit the
vacuum contribution to feq(p), we have to replace feq(p) by its expression
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Fig. 15.1 Two typical curves of the collective oscillation of a plasma; It means “longi-
tudinal” and T “transverse.”

plus the vacuum Wigner funtion

(;Tm)?)e(—po)é(ﬁ —m?). (15.25)

fvac(p) =
Inserting this expression into Eq. (15.17), for instance, gives rise to the usual
polarization tensor at order e2. Notice that Fy,.(p) is given by an expression
quite similar to that of Feq(p); the calculation of fiac(p) is performed with
Pvac = |vac)(vac|. The last equation expresses the fact that the Dirac ocean
of negative energy electrons is uniformly filled.

These relations have been derived with a great variety of methods by
several authors [V. Tsytovich (1961), D. Biskamp (1961), B. Bezzerides and
D.F. Dubois (1972), R. Hakim and J. Heyvaerts (1978), H. Sivak (1984),
B. Jancovici (1962) (at T = 0K)] and we refer to V.N. Tsytovich (1960)
for a discussion.

It is, however, quite instructive to look for these modes via the use of
plasma fluctuations® [H. Sivak (1984)].

2See the general study of plasma fluctuations in A.G. Sitenko, Electromagnetic Fluc-
tuations in Plasmas (Academic, New York, 1967).
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15.3. The Fluctuation—Dissipation Theorem and Its Inverse

As an example of the role played by fluctuations, let us consider the ther-
modynamic potential €2,

0= —% In{Tr exp(—3[Ho + Huns — uB])}, (15.26)

where B is the baryonic number (or charge) operator, p the chemical
potential, Hy the free Hamiltonian and Hj,; the interaction Hamiltonian,

Hipy = / >z Jop(z) - Az), (15.27)

in the case of a relativistic quantum plasma (Jop, is the four-current operator
which is proportional to e; A is the electromagnetic four-potential). One can
show that?

2 ¢ d*k
Q= Qe — W/O de/ k_2<!]op : Jop>(k;), (15.28)

an expression that exhibits the role of the four-current fluctuations in the
calculation of the thermodynamics of an electromagnetic plasma (see also
Chap. 12).

A formal connection can exist between the linear response to a given
excitation of a system and a related quantity, and this connection is
known as the fluctuation—dissipation theorem.* For instance, if a plasma
is excited by an external electromagnetic field Aext(z), the perturbation
being linear as

/d3x Oop * Aext (1), (15.29)

where O,p, is the operator representing some physical quantity, then the
spectrum of Oy}, in thermal equilibrium is provided by

R Y
<Oop00p>(k:) eXp(ﬁW) 1

where o (k) characterizes the linear response of O,p to the external dis-
turbance Aext(z):

[ (k) — o (k)] (15.30)

<00p>(k:) = aﬂy(k)Avext(k)- (1531)

3A. Fetter and J. Walecka, Quantum Theory of Many Particle System (McGraw-Hill,
New York, 1971).
4See e.g. L.E. Reichl, A Modern Course in Statistical Physics (Arnold, London, 1980).
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Therefore, the spectrum of the fluctuations of Oy, is determined when the
anti-Hermitian part of the response function is known. Conversely, causality
implies the Kramers—Kronig relations, which relate the Hermitian and anti-
Hermitian parts of ¥ (k). Accordingly, the full response function o (k)
can be obtained from the knowledge of the spectrum of the fluctuations of
Ogp.-

Let us now be more specific. First, we split the response function o*¥ (k)
into its symmetric and antisymmetric parts,

o (k) = ols” (k) + o'y (k), (15.32)
so that the fluctuation—dissipation theorem can be rewritten as
v 2 : v v
<ng00p>(k) = —W [ZRQ O(i (k) + Im Oégv (k)] . (1533)

Next, with the use of the Kramers-Kronig relations®

Im a* (W', k
Re o (w, k) = o (w — o0, k) /d na ),
W —w
1 » o Rew (3 (15.34)
Im o (w, k) = —/dw’a (W = 00, k) — Rea(u, )7
m

W —w
the above expression can be inverted as
!/
(k) = o' (w — 00, k) — % /du/%(O“ O, >eq(ka)7
(15.35)

allowing thereby the full determination of the response function from the
equilibrium fluctuation spectrum. The quantity o’ (w — oo, k), which does
not appear in the nonrelativistic case, must be determined by other physical
considerations and has been discussed and found by H. Sivak (1984), whom
we have followed here.

Finally, note that this derivation of the inversion of the fluctuation—
dissipation formula is quite standard and that relativity does not enter
into it.

15.4. Four-Current Fluctuations and the Polarization
Tensor

Let us now use Kubo’s formula and its inverse to study some fluctuations
in the QED plasma.

5See e.g. L. Landau, E. Lifschitz, Statistical Physics (Pergamon, Oxford, 1980).
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(1) We first study the fluctuations of the four-current J* and their con-
nections with energy—momentum fluctuations 7#. Using the fluctuation of
the Wigner function F(k;p,p’) and after a straightforward calculation, we
obtain [H. Sivak (1984)]

(' T )eq(k) =

(THT)eq (k) =

(35,

q(k’) ==

e? 1
(2m)? exp(ﬂw) 1

/ _ , /
X ;;a EEZ/ (601 — Ng)O(E + LBy + ¢'w)

1
% [Ekzn“” + 2ptpY + CpHE) | (15.37)

1 1
2r)? exp(ﬂw) —1

x o 7 (801 = Np)S(E + (Ep + ('w)
0,0

A 4
v, Y v 8 . 1.8
x(p +2kz)<p +2kz)

1
X [§k2nw + 2pFp® + E’p(“k"‘)] , (15.38)

e 1
(27)2 exp(ﬁw) -1

x Yo QEd(E—i—EEg/ + l'w)
£,.0

v 1
X (p” + 5/{”) [§k2nw + 2pkp™ + PR | (15.39)

where the following notations have been used:

|

Ng
QE

]:

E=9p=/p2+m?, (15.40)
15.40
By =+/(p+'k)? +m?,
1 1
(15.41)

exp(BlE — ) + 1 exp(BE + /) + 1
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Fig. 15.2 Spectrum of density fluctuations (parameters are indicated), after H. Sivak,
Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 159, 351 (1984).

Let us note that these three spectra are all orthogonal to k* owing to
the four-current and energy—momentum conservation, as can directly be
checked on Figs. 15.2-15.4. An explicit expression for them at zero tem-
perature can be found in the article by H. Sivak (1984). The figures below
refer to this case where the fluctuations are plotted versus w for only one
value of k [other values give rise to similar curves and can be found in H.
Sivak (1984)].

These three figures present common characteristics; there exist two
branches for each curve, except for the energy density/charge density
spectrum, which has no right branch. The left branch is connected with the
process of electron-Fermi-hole pair production and the right one with
electron—positron pair production. This can be seen from the ¢ terms which
occur in the formulae for the various spectra, which express the energy con-
servation when the pairs of whatever kind are excited by a plasma wave
of frequency w. The gap between the two branches corresponds to a fre-
quency region where a plasma wave cannot excite pairs of whatever type —
a transparency region.

(2) Conversely, let us study the electromagnetic fluctuations from the polar-
ization tensor II*¥ (k). We first relate II*(k) and o*” (k). From the defi-
nition of II* (k) and o*¥(k), and from Maxwell’s equations together with



432 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

mg(ﬁﬁ)(k}
- W
Vs g
/ ,/ '| /__.--—-""‘"‘"" -
-1 I - |
II N A it
[ |
[ |
[ I
| I
[
| |
| | €f=‘|.5
, | m =1
! | T =0K
| ! — 1kl =1
—== 1kl =2
—-— |kl =3

Fig. 15.3 Spectrum of energy density fluctuations (parameters are indicated), after
H. Sivak, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 159, 351 (1984).

the Lorentz condition

{_k?%(k) = 4 e R, (15.41)
k- Al (k) =0,
we get
Ir(k) = K{E ™ + 470 (k) } T (k) Apexc () (15.42)
and hence
af (k) = K {k*n™" + 47117 (k) } 11 (k). (15.43)

Finally, the four-current fluctuations are given by

(Judu) iy = —ikzm[{k%aﬁ + 417 (k) } o A (k)

—{E*n*® + 4x 1P (k) } T (k). (15.44)
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Fig. 15.4  Spectrum of energy density/charge density fluctuations (parameters are indi-
cated), after H. Sivak, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 159, 351 (1984).

From Maxwell’s equations, the fluctuations of the electromagnetic field are
easily obtained as

Gy = =i s R+ 4T ) A
— {k*n™ + 4xT1P (k) } 1T (k). (15.45)

In matrix form, it looks a bit simpler:

o (Am? 1 Ir(k) —TI(k)
(A A)w = — k2 exp(fw) — 1 k21 + 4xIl(k)’

(15.46)

15.5. The Polarization Tensor at Order e?

We now compute the polarization tensor (i.e. the linear response to an
external electromagnetic field) from the ideal gas four-current fluctuations
with the use of the fluctuation—dissipation theorem, and we get

I (k) = —i/dw’M(J“J”>eq(w’7k). (15.47)

21 w —w—ie
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In order to make an evaluation at order e?, it is sufficient to replace the
equilibrium fluctuation spectrum of the four-current by its ideal electron
gas expression, which has been calculated above. We then find that

I (6) = W)~ s 3 / e

1 1
>< —
[exp(ﬁ[E —pu))+1  exp(BIE+pu]) +1
%n”“k% + 2ptpY + E’p(”k’z,)
E +/{Epy + V'(w+ i¢)

where II#Y (k) is the vacuum polarization tensor, calculated from the

vac

fluctuation—dissipation theorem, and in which the limit

n — 0,
{ﬂ o (15.49)

: (15.48)

is taken. Also, the following notation has been used:
kj ={—l'(E +(Ey), k}. (15.50)

The vacuum polarization tensor is obviously infinite and must be renor-
malized; this has been done many times and the result is®

~ 27.2 2 2 2
v () = = Auu(k){§+4ﬂ—<1+2ﬂ) g Ame

3(2m)2 37 k2 2 2

4771,2 —1/2
x |2arth (1 - ?> —ime(w)f(k? — 4m?)| .

(15.51)

As to the matter part of the polarization tensor, it can be written in the
form

I (k) = Py(k)A™ (k) + Py (k) AP (u) A7 (u)kko, (15.52)
where P; (k) and P»(k) are given by
k* .
Py(k) = _Fnﬁlat(k)“uum
(15.53)

Py(k) = % {%met(k)AW(u)Avlf’(u)km - Pl(k)} 7

6See e.g. C. Nash, op. cit.; or C. Itzykson and J.B. Zuber, op. cit. See also the interesting
derivation by H. Sivak (1984).
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which we now give at T'= 0K. The real part of II5, (k) is obtained from
the real parts of P (k) and P»(k); P1(k) is found to be

k2 EfDF 2m? 4m?2
RePl(k)—l—{S &z 2arsh(m>+ 1+k—2 1—k—21(k)
25 (35 5\, |(K*—2psk|)? —
e (4"" +5f) In (kz2+2pf|k\)2 122
— (pslk| 4 wey)?
(3K2 — 1262 — w?)In ,
4\k|3 - k4 A(psk| — wey)?
(15.54)

while P(k) is given by

1 k?
RGPQ(/{?) = 871’Tk2{ —4psey <1+2P>

k2 am?  (2e5 4 l'w)?

H (15.5%

k? — 2|klps + 20'wey
k2 4+ 2|k|py + 20wey

X(2e¢ + {'w)n

where I(k) is given by

4 2
(5f +pf 4m2> 4n}€4w
I(k) = =In , (15.56)
4m2 4miw?
(5f — Py ) 2!

2m? |k| + k2 2m2|k| — k2
m” k| + Pf]_artl m?[k| — k*ps

I(k) = artg Lf Fyra. Eyra 2)] . (15.57)

for 1 — 4,?32 <0

This result is identical with B. Jancovici’s (1961) except for a misprint:
I(k) has a negative sign for k% > 0.

At the frequencies of pair creations of whatever kind (electron—
positron or electron-hole), the real part of TIL, (k) presents singularities,
i.e. whenever

jwl = e~ +exl,
(15.57)
lw| =e4 L e5.



436 Introduction to Relativistic Statistical Mechanics: Classical and Quantum

15.6. Quasiparticles in the Relativistic Plasma

As mentioned at the beginning of this chapter, the thermal properties of the
QED plasma play an important role in astrophysics. Here only two prop-
erties are considered. First, the modification of the blackbody spectrum due
to the propagation of quasiphotons in the medium; next, the modifications
brought by the quasielectrons in the QED plasma. While the first consid-
erations apply mainly to white dwarfs and the second ones to the primeval
cosmology, only very small variations were obtained [M. Lemoine (1995)].
In this section, we follow M. Lemoine’s (1995) work. Note that this has
been considered in the nonrelativistic case by R. Chappell.”

15.6.1. Quasiphotons in thermal equilibrium
Basic definitions and equations. The quasiphotons obey the field equation
[k — (1 — NE*E” — 11" (k)] A, (k) = 0, (15.57b)

where A is still the gauge-fixing parameter and IT#¥(k) is intended to be
the retarded polarization operator. This field equation can be derived from
the Lagrangian

L= —%FWF,W — %(aA)2 + l/d‘*yAu (x + %y) T (y) A, (x — 1y).

2 2
(15.58)
The Hermitian character of £ implies that
I+ (y) = T4 (—). (15.59)

From these equations, the energy—momentum tensor is found as in the
preceding chapter, and reads

T = —%[aVAaFW + FRO9Y Ay

quasiphotons
1 1/2 1
—|——/d4y y”/ ds{@l’Aa (x—y{s——})ﬂaﬁ(y)
2 o 2
1 1\ s
xAglx—vy s+§ — Ay lz+y s+§ %" (y)

X9 Ag (m +y [s - %}) } — Lk, (15.60)

- %[(T’A"(BA) + (DA)IHAY]

“R. Chappell, Thesis (1959).
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This expression can be rewritten in terms of the covariant Wigner operator®
of the quasiphoton field,

fw(x,k)dzef/ (;TR)LL exp(—ik - R) Ay (3: + %R) A, (ac -~ %R) , (15.61)

where the following useful properties are still valid:

Foelbon) = sz (5 =0) u (5E ) (15.62
Au)a0) = [ B eslip: -l (S5Lp) . (1569)

OaA, ()0 A, (1) = —/ngI;exp(—ik-x)/d% (%ka —pa>

< (39 99) Fnlh). (15.64)

With these notations and definitions, the equation for the Wigner operator
can be written as

{(p+ ) e (S ) (B )
— (%k +p) } fugop(k,p) =0,
Samon 1) {(p— ) - (g ) ()

1
— TI#A <§k—p) =0,

while those for the energy—momentum tensor read

(15.65)

T ooton (k)

quasiphoton
1 1 1
— [ d*= | 2k —p? ) [ Zkr £ i) Fo
fensl (=) (o)

8This corresponds to the general definition of fuv; however, in the case considered
here, one has (Fju)eq = 0, and (A,) reduces to a pure gauge. Note that f,, is not
Sp(Fo.). For the sake of simplicity, we shall choose (A,) = 0, and we must show the
gauge invariance of the final results.
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1 1 1 1
I Rl R 2 7 T L (e} " T I RZ v «
<2k' p)<2k +p>fa+<2k’ p)<2k +p>fa
1 1 1 1
| 2o _ & ~ L v " iy A 2N 7 iy X (e o
<2k p)<2k +p>fa+>\<2k p)<2k +p>fa
1 1
Lo o A% v o
+)\<2k p)<2k +p>fa}
1 [ 1
()
2 Jo 2
11/ v af
- 516 =p” )| VI (p + ks) | fa
1/1 1/1 1
72 7 el -2 2 a = Lo o ~1.8 3
r ) i) (o)

2
A (%kz —pa) (%kﬂ +pf’) fon + %Ha%)fﬁa} C(15.66)
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T3

The second-quantized field A*(x) is expressed in terms of the plane wave
solutions to the wave equation in the same way as in Chap. 13 and reads

-3 [ e T

+ef <k>az<k> exp<+z'k )} po— (-

1/2 {5€ ae(k) exp(—ik - x)

(15.67)

As in Chap. 3, the dispersion relations read
Dy (k) = k* — (k) =0,
(transverse modes)
(15.68)
Dp(k) =k?> —n(k) =0,
(longitudinal modes)
so that the sum over £ is a sum over 7" and L, T" being twice-degenerated.
We now quantize the field A* exactly as in Chap. 13 and, finally, the

quasiphoton Hamiltonian can be written as

0Dy
Hquasiphoton = Z /d4p po(s[po — we( )]Sgn < apf)p)>

ZLT

X {ae (p)az(p) + ae(p)a?(P)} ’

(15.69)
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which is quite similar to the ordinary Hamiltonian of quantum field theory,
but with two differences: (i) there exists an extra degree of freedom that con-
cerns the longitudinal mode and (ii) according to the sign of the derivative
of the dispersion relation, it is possible to get the so-called “negative energy
modes” discussed in Chap. 13.

Statistical properties of the quasiphoton gas. In thermal equilibrium
where the system is invariant under space—time translations, the energy—
momentum tensor reads

aB
T2 o = —5 [ @00 20 ) (15.70)

quasiphoton 9 ap

where an irrelevant 6(*) (k) factor has been eliminated. The calculation of
f8a(p) is straightforward, owing to the quasiusual form of the Hamiltonian
operator and hence to the fact that

1

—exp[ﬂwg(p)] —7 (15.71)

(af (P)ae (p'))eq = 6@ (p — P')
and one finds that
nv = _97 2 1 nro_ _ l pﬂpy
(o) = =200 {000 + e b o = (1-5) 22,
(15.72)

Finally, the quasiphoton energy—momentum tensor has the perfect fluid

form, where the energy density and the pressure are given by

B 0Dy (p)
Pquasiphoton = sn 0
¢=L,T bo
X — )
eXp(ﬁpr) - po:wf(\P\) (15 73)
iy 1 '
Pquasiphoton = Z / 8D47 (;D) ‘ b
f L,T
dDy(p) 1
p  exp(Bpo) =1, —u, (ol

In these expressions a vacuum term — which has to be discussed — has
been dropped. In the various figures below, some comparisons with the
usual cosmological blackbody results are given.

The numerical results shown in Fig. 15.5, obtained by M. Lemoine
(1994), indicate that the difference from the usual blackbody equation
of state is very small. Lemoine has also calculated the effects of these
modifications on the light element production in the early universe and,
as expected, they are quite tiny.
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Fig. 15.5 The shift of the pressure, with respect to the ideal photon gas, as a function
of the temperature and at zero chemical potential (after M. Lemoine).

15.6.2. Gauge properties

We now have to discuss the gauge properties of what we outlined from
the statistical properties of quasiparticles. We are going to show that our
results are gauge-invariant provided that they are considered in thermal
equilibrium.

We first use the Wigner function

4
fuv(x, k) dff/ (C;TI; exp(—ik - R)A, (ac + %R) A, (a: -

which is transformed as

1 d*R . 1 1
Jww = fuw + ) / Wexp(—ﬂf - R) [+Ay (ac + §R) OuA (ac — §R>
1

R), (15.74)

N =

(15.75)
when performing a gauge transformation
Au(z) — Au(x) + 0uA(x); (15.76)
note that the derivatives act as
Oy — 9 (15.77)

Oz + LR
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Let us use the Fourier transform of this last quantity,

fuv(k,p) = ﬁflu (p - %k) A, (p + %k) (15.78)

after a gauge transformation, we have
1

1 1

oo = o+ g (=) A (37) 4

1
(e (Geor)a ()
1
At this point, we have all that is necessary for proving the gauge invariance
of our results.

In thermal equilibrium, k£ = 0, the Fourier transform of f,,, is somewhat

simpler. Let us look, however, at the energy—momentum tensor in thermal
equilibrium; it reads

v 1 aDaﬁ ( )
T(;Luasiphoton = _5 /d4p fﬁa( ) (1580)
where
D*P(p) = p*n™” — (1 = \)p*p® — 11" (15.81)

Discarding the A-dependent terms for the moment, taking account of the
transverse character of A*, i.e. p,A® = 0, using the fact that £k = 0, and also
the transverse character of II*” (which makes the term including V,I1%%
vanish), we find that after a gauge transformation

—pa(=p)As(+p) + ppAa(—p)A(+p) — papsA(—p)A(+p)  (15.82)

0 2 _af «, (3 af

X api [p™n*” —p®p” —11*"] = 0. (15.83)
Let us now take the average value: it follows that the equilibrium energy-—
momentum tensor is itself gauge-invariant. Similarly, all the average
values, i.e.

af
B = [ B0 ). (158

are gauge-invariant. It remains for us observe that the remaining A\ part
does not play any role: this is due to the independence of the macroscopic
quantities of this term; it contains no term in A* — only on A(—p)A(p).
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This can also be inferred from the fact that, in spite of the lack of gauge
invariance of the equation

OA*(x) — (1 — N)o*0, A" (z) = 47reSp/d4p Y Fop (2, p), (15.85)

its poles, i.e. P|(k)and Py (k), are independent of the gauge chosen; from
the four equations leading to the poles, only one depends on the gauge [see
Eq. (15.81)]. As a result, the calculation of the data of the quasiphotons —
such as the pressure or the energy density — is actually gauge-independent.
This also results from the use of only Pj(k)and P, (k) in the thermal equi-
librium Wigner function.

Finally, it should be noticed that the same results as those obtained with
replacing in the equilibrium distribution the only gauge-invariant quan-
tities, are obtained.

15.6.3. Quasielectron modes in thermal equilibrium

The quantum-electrodynamical plasma involves a phenomenon which does
not occur in the relativistic classical case: the temperature- and density-
dependent “dressing” of the electron mass. This can be understood easily,
since the one-loop mass operator is proportional to A. One expects that in
astrophysical conditions — such as in the case of white dwarfs — this effect
does not play an important role, owing to the energies involved; and this is
what was actually found [M. Lemoine (1995)].

Let us rederive the electron mass operator Y(p) at order e?, by using
the Wigner function technique. We start again from the first equations of
the quantum BBGKY hierarchy:

{iv-0+2[y-p—m]}F(z,p)

4
= 26/ (CQlﬂ])i d*p’ exp[—i(p’ — p) - R]

X <F0p(x,p’)%A“ (m — %R)> ,

Fa,p){iv-0 —2[y-p—m]}

d*a’ _
— % / s expli - (2~ )

X <7HA” (ac + %R) F(ac,p')>,

(15.86)
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{iv-0+2[y-p—m]}(Fop(z,p)Aa(a’))

=2¢ / (Czlw]; d*p’ exp[—i(p’ — p) - R]

< (B (2= R) A )

(Aa(@')Fop (@, p)){iv- 0 — 2[y - p — m]}

(15.87)

4 /
= —26/ (C; i d4p’exp[ ip' - (v —a')]

x <7#Aa(ac/)A“ <x + —R> F(x,p’)> ,
(O™ — (1 — NP9 HA, (z)) = 47reSp/d4p/F(aC ),
{On — (1= A)0"0” } (A, (x) Aa(a'))
— 47eSp / d'p' Y (Fop(, ") Aa ('), (15.88)
{0 = (1 = X)010" }(Fop(2', p) Ay (x))
= dmeSp / A4/ (Fop (2!, p) Fop (1, 7)),

{iv - 84‘2[’75 m]}F(z,p) ,
=20 [ ety eplitf )R (Pt (= 57)).
F(x,p){iv-0 - fh, p—ml}
= —26/ (C; L ~d*p exp[—ip’ - (x — 2')] <'yﬂA” (x—f— %R) F(ac,p')>7
(15.89)

which are formally inverted as
(Y Fop(2,p") Apu(a'))eq = €/d4y d'p"{On®” — (1= N)9"9"} " (y)

X <'7MF0p(x»p/)7uF0p(x/ -y, 0"), (15.90)

(0 Fopli. ) A, )ea = é:;

x iy -0+ 2[y-p—m]} (y)y”

X <‘FOP(‘,Ij - y7p//)AV (.’E —Yy— %R/) AM(.’I}/)> .
eq

d*y d*p" exp[—i(p” —p') - R']
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In these expressions — which look quite different from each other — two
uncompletely defined operators appear: the propagator

{0 — (1 — N)orov} 1 (15.92)
and
{iy-042[y-p—m]}~ " (15.93)

Actually, they are defined up to a homogeneous solution and it can be
checked that one form obtained above for (F,, A) is a homogeneous solution
for the other equation. As a result, a general expression for this last quantity
is the sum of the two solutions up to a common homogeneous solution
which can be obtained from the initial conditions on the system, such as
an adiabatic switching-on of the interactions.

In order to obtain a simple form for the mass operator X(p), a few
approximations must be made. First, use is made of the Hartree-Fock
approximation of (Fo,Fop). Its form has been given in Chap. 8.

1 1
Fealkip ) = (205D~ ) Fuq (+ 38) £ (5= 35) . (1500

and, next, the “photon gas” is considered as being uncorrelated (only col-
lective effects of the latter are considered) with the electron matter

(FoyAA) ~ F x (AA); (15.95)

(AA) is essentially the photons’ Wigner function.
A calculation, made by D. Lemoine (1995), with the help of the
fluctuation—dissipation theorem, yields

<AMAV>|k5 =2 {0(k0) + W}

X ( — w{é[k2 — ReIlr(k)]6[Im I (k)] }P,w
+6[k? — Re Il (k)]0(Im 1) Q0

‘ T T (k) Tm T11 (k)
+%WWﬂW—£wW%+W—iw#MD’

(15.96)

where P is the principal value. With these approximations and after the
replacement of the expression obtained for (F,,A), the first equation of the
quantum hierarchy can be rewritten in the form

{y-p—m—%(p)}Fea(p) =0, (15.97)
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with
Y(p) = Gy(p) + G2y(p) (15.98)

YHFL (p — k)" 1\ kyky
Gy (p) 262/d4qu e — (15 ’,;2 ,

d*k Py - k) +m|y”
G(2)(p) = _62/ (271-)4,7 [’}(Ipff]:;Q )_th ],y <AMAV>eq(k)'

Note that, in Chap. 14, for systems that contain only the tensor u*, 3(p)
has the form

and

(15.99)

Y(p) = a(p)I +b(p)y - u+c(p)y - p, (15.100)

where a(p), b(p) and c(p) are known functions. This immediately leads to

D(p) =1 —c(p)u-p—bE)]* - [L - c@)]* A" (w)pupy — [m + a(p)]?,
(15.101)

which in turn leads to the dispersion relation of the quasielectron mass,
D(p) = 0.

The mass operator is then obtained at order e? by replacing Fe:’,; and
(A AL )eq with their ideal gas expressions:

(AR AY) 0y (k)

~ o {G(k’o) + W} 5(k?) {n*‘” - (1 - %) %} ,

Pl (2) = Goyalt = Fea®)lly -+ mlsgn(po)o(s® — )

(15.102)

Otherwise, the expression for ¥(p) is a rather involved nonlinear expression
which exhibits the nonperturbative nature of the Hartree—Fock approxi-
mation. Note that an expression for (A*A") ) has already been obtained
by H. Sivak (1984) in terms of the polarization tensor given above, and
another form by D. Lemoine (1995).



Appendix A

A Few Useful Properties of Some
Special Functions

A.1. Kelvin’s Functions

Kelvin’s functions must be considered when dealing with the Juttner—-Synge
equilibrium distributions and in various approximation schemes. They are
defined by

K,(x) :/0 ds cosh (sn)exp (—z cosh s),

T\" I (5) : 2n
K,(z)= (—) —— ds exp (—z cosh s)sinh*" s.
2 r (TL + 5) 1
The following relations are repeatedly used in relativistic statistical
mechanics:

2 (6) + K (6), (A.2)

Kyt1 (6) = 3

d n _ n
%[5 Kn(§)] = =" Kn-1(8),

d (A.3)
% [f_nKn(g)] =" n+1(§)'
Equivalently, one has
EK,(§) + nKn(§) = —EKn-1(8),
2K7/l(§) = - {Kn+1(£) + Kn—l(&)} ) (A5)
LK) = (K (€) = Kual©)) (A6)
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The Kelvin’s functions obey the second-order differential equation

() + L F6) - (1+ )K@:o. (A7)

They have several integral representations:

1-3-5f 2n—1) / d¢ sinh™" Cexp (€ cosh ()

/OO d¢ coshn exp (=€ cosh () . (A.8)
0

Tl2

62

Kn(§) =

For large values of argument &, the functions K,,(£) behave like

7w\ 2 dn? —1  (4n2 —12)(4n? — 32
K”(f):<2_§> eXp(_g){H 118¢ # 2!()8(5)2 )+“'}»

(A.9)
while for small values of £, one has
Ko(€) = —0.5772 — logg .
n (A.10)
K (f) = lF(n) 2 +

More properties can be found in M. Abramovicz and I.A. Stegun (1965) or
in I.S. Gradshteyn and I.W. Rizhik (1965).

A.2. Associated Laguerre Polynomials

They repeatedly enter into the quantum calculations that involve magnetic
fields. We give only a few formulae that are used here:

d
J;%Lg =nL%—(n+a)L%_4

(m+1)Ly,, —(n+a+1—x)Ly,

zLot = (n+a+1)LY — (n+1)L%,
=Mn+a)lf ;- (n—2o)L%,

Le-' =—ro_ o

n—1

(A.11)




Appendix B

~v Matrices

In the derivation of various formulae dealing with the covariant Wigner
function for spin 1/2 particles, use was made of the following properties of
Dirac’s matrices. Besides the usual anticommutation relations

YA Ayt =t (B.1)
and the definitions
i
v’ = Eé”“"%%%ﬁﬁ
N , (B.2)

1
T = 5 WY = ]
from which one has
P® + 424 =0, (B.3)

use was made of the representation

o (1 0 (0 o s (0 I B4)
T o 1) T\ e 0 ) T T o ‘

where the o;’s are the common Pauli matrices. From the commutation
relations and the various definitions given, one easily gets the following

formulae
YyY =t 4+t (B.5)
Py = I e} g ey, (B.6)
’)/VO'ﬁA _ ,,,]V[ﬁ,y)\] _ Z.(:‘VﬁAU’YO-’YS, (B 7)
Uﬁ)\’}/y _ nV[A,yﬁ] _ iEVﬂAU’}/U’}/57 :
)
P = e MM Va (B.8)

3!
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,yu,yuo.aﬂ _ nu[anﬁ]p, + {nr[anﬁ]pnku + nA[anﬁ]VnuT
+ naknﬂrnuu} oxr + iEozﬁ/u/,YS’
o.ozﬁ,yu,yu _ nu[anﬁ]p, + {np[anﬁ}rnku + nl/[anﬁ]knur

4 naknﬂrnpu} oxr + iaaﬁpu,yfi,

YRS = —jehv @By 4 [pelBpplv 4 puBpred yays (B.11)
['757 Uul/] =0,

Ysorr = —%6””50&5. (B.12)

Furthermore, any 4 x 4 matrix M can be decomposed on the basis of the
16 matrices v4 of the Dirac’s algebra

v ={Ly" 0, 7°, 7"},

(B.13)
Ya = {-[7 ’Y#»Uuu»WS»’YA’YS}
with
vya =1, Sp{r*yp} =403, Sp{ya} =0. (B.14)
Therefore, one has
M=1Y may
4 (B.15)
ma = Sp{M~va}.
Let p* and u* be two time-like four-vectors such that
P2=m? ul=1,
then the following relations too are extremely useful:
(v-pEm)y* (y-pEm) =2p"(y-pE£m), (B.16)
(v-pEm)oagup’ (v-ptm) =0, (B.17)
(ypEtm)o™ (y-ptm)= 2{p[“a”]>‘p>\ +m2ot + ie””o‘ﬁpa%'yg},
(B.18)
pEtm “pFMmM “pFMmM
(vp )W (vp ):%(WP ) (B.19)

2m ° 2m 2m
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(v p+m) (y-p—m)

1
- 2m2 {p,tﬂ/ ‘p+ mU;wpy - m27u}7

2m Tn 2m
(B.20)
(v-p+m) (v-p—m) P (yp—-m)
SR e i) B.21
2m ST o, m T 2m ( )
v poty - p = m2at 4 2plta P py (B.22)
Wp:l:m m 57pim 1 YT i vaf p# 5
=3 + —et vO0aB — 5 o) " 5
om | om 9V FayS ProeB T o Py
(B.23)
7‘p‘my.qﬂ'p+m:{p'“ youp TEER (B
2m 2m m 2m

(vptm) (-p—m)

om om 2m2 {mp 1 pltorle p‘“}’ (B.25)

(0" puu)? = =AM (w)pp, (B.26)
[y-poy-uly=2p (B.27)
[v-p, 0" uupy] . =0, (B.28)
[v - u, 0" uupy], = 0. (B.29)

Various formulae including the Levi-Civita tensor e#®? are also used. This
tensor is completely antisymmetric and is such that

€912 = _gg193 = +1 (B.30)
and obeys the relations
rauwe’? = 2 (5355 - 5§5§), (B.31)
5 0 o,
P e e =— |05 O . (B.32)

oo o oy



Appendix C

Outline of Functional Methods

Functional methods are nowadays absolutely basic in various branches
of theoretical physics. Functional integration, for instance, has become
essential when quantizing gauge theories and/or for the decription of
their thermal properties. In this appendix,! mathematical problems are
completely skipped and our approach is merely formal or intuitive; it is
important that the reader gets familiar with these methods and can make
some elementary manipulations.

In what follows, we start with a given functional, that is a mathematical
object that depends on a function in its entirety as £({¢};a,b, f(x), etc),
where f(z) is a given function, a,b,... are constants, etc.; £ depends on
the function ¢ in its globality as, e.g. in

E({e}ia,b, f(z),ete.) = ag(ac)/dx o(2) () + b. (C.1)

In a sense, a functional is a “function of functions.” Of course, ¢(z) itself
is a also functional.

Several definitions are of common use in theoretical problems.

One consists in making the line interval discrete, the interval of defi-
nition of the function ¢ is then divided into intervals Ax; where the function
¢ is approximated by its average value ;, so that a functional £({¢})
reduces to

E({e}) = &1, 02, ..). (C.2)

In this case, the functional appears to be approximated by a function of an
infinite number of variables.

1See, W.F. Chen, Lecture notes on Techniques and Method in Path Integral Quanti-
zation of Field Theory [NCTS]. These notes are particularly clear and comprehensive.
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The second possible definition rests on the fact that in many cases the
function ¢ is an element of a separable Hilbert space and hence can be
expanded on an orthonormal basis {ay, }n=01,...:

o@) =Y anl) / 0 o (o ),

/ Az aun () am (%) = S, (C.3)

Z ap(x)ap (') =6 (z —2'),

so that, finally, the functional is still expressed as a function of an infinite
number of variables

E({e}) =E(a1,aa,...). (C.4)

C.1. Functional Differentiation

By analogy with ordinary differentiation, the functional derivative with
respect to ¢ of a given functional £({¢}) is defined through
) £lole) 20 —y) ~ Elple)

wé’(g@(x)) = lim 6 :

so that we have the useful relation

do(x) - p(x)+ed(x—y) —plx)
Sp(y) L c = 6(z —y). (C.6)

For instance, the functional

E({p)) = / a2’ K (2, ') p(e') ()

has the following functional derivative with respect to ¢(y):

w/
— | d2'K(z,2)p(2) = K(z,y). CS8
5o () (z,2")p(2") = K(z,y) (C.8)
It can be checked that, mutatis mutandis, the ordinary chain rule for deriva-
tives still applies for functional differentiation.
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In statistical mechanics or in quantum field theory, one encounters
expressions like

E({p)) = Kofa) + [ o' (wsa )l
+ /dx’dx"Kz(ac; ") ol )p(x") + -

+ /dx’Kg(x, 1,2, ., x0)p(x1)p(x2) - o(xe) + -+ (C.9)

which can be called a functional power series in . It is not difficult to
check that, when the kernels K, are symmetric in all their arguments

(z,z1,2,...,x), then one has
1 0
Ki(x,x1,29,...,20) = = & ,  (C.10
¢ ( 1,42 @) 0 5@($1)6(p($2) . 5@($[) ({80}) om0 ( )

and in this case only can one speak of a functional Taylor expansion of the
functional £({¢}). When this symmetry property is not satisfied, then K,
is not given by this last expression. A sufficient condition for a functional
to possess a Taylor expansion

EIE ! ’ e
= 0! Gp(1)dp(x2) - - p(x)

. p(z1)p(2) - p(0)

(C.11)
is that the function 6(\) defined by

0N =€ ({p+ ¢} (C.12)

possesses a Taylor expansion.? The proof, which is quite simple, uses the
alternative definition of the functional differentiation

) o Elp(@) + A0 (2) — € (p(2)
Go(y) S P = Jim ) '

(C.13)

C.2. Functional Integration

The notion of functional (or path) integration goes back to 1923, with
N. Wiener approach of the Brownian motion. Later R.P. Feynman invented
the path integrals, now commonly used in quantum physics, with a then

new interpretation of quantum mechanics.?

2See C. Nash, op. cit.
3R.P. Feynman, Rev. Mod. Phys. 20, 367 (1948).
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A functional integral is an expression of the form

/Dwf({so}x (C.14)

to which it is intended to make sense and where ¢(x) is supposed to be
an element of a separable Hilbert space such as £2(C™). In general, one is
interested in functional integrals of the form

/ Do e({e}) expl-S{e}), (C.15)

where S({¢}) is quadratic in ¢, and where £({¢}) can be expanded into a
Taylor series. In particular, one is interested in Gaussian integrals, i.e. where
ST{e}] is quadratic and where the functional £ is independent of ¢:

/Dgp exp [—%/d‘lx @(m)Agp(x)} (C.16)

where A is an operator acting on . In an ordinary finite-dimensional space,
such a Gaussian integral would be equal to [27 det (A)]_l/ ?, provided the
positive definite character of the matrix A is verified. Functional integrals
require some simple generalizations. In the above integral, the functional

el = |- [ doeta) o) ©17)

is then approximated as

E{g}) ~ sz iP5 (C.18)
=1 j=1
with
Ay = / do () Aa (). (C.19)

The functional integral under study is now defined as

oo e[~ [ drpoac)]

i=n j=n
:nILIEO/Hd Ty exp ——ZZ% 705 | (C.20)
=1 j5=1

in other words, it is defined (in fact, ill-defined!) as the limit of an
ordinary n-dimensional Gaussian integral. Note that if A;; were an ordinary
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diagonalizable matrix, the value of this integral would be

zn]n

/Hd Ty exp ——ZZ% i | = det [2mA]” 1/2 (C.21)
=1 j=1
with, obviously,
det 2 A] = exp(Tr In27A4). (C.22)

This last relation is then extended to operators and hence

/D<p exp [—%/d% @(x)A@(x)] = exp (—%n« 1n27rA>. (C.23)

Let us calculate this last integral in the case of the free real scalar field

8
L= %/ d*z {0, 0(x)0n p(z) + m*@*(z)}

0

1/,
5| e (= @07 o) - 0/0m) o(a)
—8¢(x) - Bp(x) + m*p*(z)}, (C.24)

and remember that we are working in the Euclidean space so that

where the sum over n is over the Matsubara frequencies w, = 27anT. An
integration by parts in the expression of Lg yields

Lp=—= /0 ? it {@(x) [(8/87)2 + 32} o(z) — m2g02(ac)}, (C.26)

which, in Fourier space can be rewritten as
1
= 530D {#ln k) [wn + K2+ m? elw, k), (C.27)
n k

with w, = 2mnT. In the preceding expressions for Lg, the operator A is
respectively given by

{ - - [(8/87)2 + 02|+ m?,
A=k2

) (C.28)
+m? =w?+k%2+m?
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Using the Fourier form of the operator A thus provides

__l 1 3 n w2 2 m2
log Z = 2;(2W)3/d kln [{w? +k° +m?}], (C.29)

where an irrelevant factor of 27 has been eliminated since it plays no role in
the thermodynamics of the system; it only leads a constant term. In order
to calculate log Z, we use the known formula

1" 1 B 2
o S o e

to arrive at

3
log Z = — / % {%&u(k) +log[l —exp (—ﬂw(k))}}, (C.31)

where, once more, an irrelevant infinite constant term has been dropped.
With the above definition of a Gaussian functional integral, one can
calculate integrals of the form

1= [Dociiehon (- [dopwac@).  (©32)
i.e. the ones to which one generally has to face, as

I= > /Dsogmm...nm’“w"?-~~s0"“ exp (—/d‘*w(w)Aw(x))
g

N1,M2,. .y

(C.33)
They can indeed be deduced by functional derivations with respect to j(z)
from the generating functional

8
1(5) = /1790 exp (—/0 d'z [p(x) Ap(z) +j($)80($)]> (C.34)

since the latter can also be cast into a Gaussian form by “completing the
square.”



Appendix D

Units™

D.1. Ordinary Units
¢ = 2.99792458 x 1010
h = 1.05457266 x 10727 = 6.582122 x 10722 MeV's
EBoltz = 1.3806513 x 10716 = 8.617344 x 10~ MeV/K
e = 4.8032068 x 10719
o = e*/hc = 137.0359895 "
G =6.67259 x 1078
g = 980.665
Meloctron = 0.91093897 x 10727 = 0.51099906 MeV = 5.92989 x 10° K
Mproton = 1.6726231 x 1072* = 938.27231 MeV = 1.0888184 x 10" K
Mpeutron = 1.6749286 x 1072 = 939.56563 MeV = 1.0903193 x 103 K
mE = 2.48801 x 1072 = 139.567 MeV
me = 2.40594 x 1072 = 134.963 MeV

s

Neviocron = 3.86159323 x 10711
A2 =1.73660252 x 10%
Acproron = 2-10308937 x 10714
Al . = 107504542 x 10!
Nevournon = 2.10019445 x 10~
A3 =1.0794971 x 10*

Cneutron

Ac. = 141385 x 1071
Aepo = 1.46208 x 10713

+Compiled by H.D. Sivak.
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MeV = 1.60217733 x 1075 = 5.0677289 x 1073 fm ™"
= 1.16045 x 10'°K
gram = 5.6095862 x 10%° MeV
fermi~! = 197.32705 MeV
second ™! = 1.5192669 x 10** MeV
Ry = 1/2a?*mec? = 2.1798741 x 10~ = 13.6056981 eV
re = €2 /mec? = 2.81794092 x 10713
or = 87/3r = 0.66524616 x 10~ *
ap = h?/mee* = 0.529177249 x 108
pB = eh/2mec = 9.2740154 x 10~
pn = eh/2mye = 5.0507866 x 10724
Na = 6.0221367 x 10%3
o = 12k%/60h3c* = 5.670399 x 10°
= 6.418014 x 10" 1/cm? s MeV?

D.2. Other Units of Interest

Absolute units
Energy = v/hc? /G = 1.95633 x 10'6
Time = /hG/c> = 5.39056 x 10~
Length = \/AG/c3 = 1.61605 x 10733
Mass = \/he/G = 2.17671 x 107°

Degenerate electron Fermi gas at pp=m
Pressure = 7.38231 x 10%? = 4.60768 x 10?® MeV /cm®
= 3.54031 x 10~* MeV* = 82.1393 g/cm®
Energy density = 6.05263 x 10% = 3.77776 x 10%° MeV /cm®
= 2.90264 x 107> MeV* = 673.446 g/cm®
Electron density = n = 5.86515 x 10%° = 4.5065 x 1073 MeV?

Critical magnetic field

Heyio = c®/eh = 4.4140056 x 10* Gauss

2
Melectron
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Symmetric nuclear matter at the saturation density
(as a degenerate Fermi gas)
Nsaturation = 0.16 fm ™ = 1.6 x 10 = 1.23 x 105 MeV?
Fermi momentum = 1.33 fm™" = 263 MeV = 0.28 myeutron
Pressure = 3.67 x 10% = 2.29 x 10> MeV /cm®
=1.76 x 10" MeV* = 4.09 x 10'? g/cm®
Energy density = 2.46 x 10%> = 1.54 x 10 MeV/cm3
=1.18 x 10" MeV* = 2.74 x 10" g/cm®



Appendix E

Some Useful Formulae for Wigner
Functions

E.1. Useful Formulae for Bosons

We now provide a few useful formulae for bosons and, the calculations
being straightforward, no details are given. For simplicity, it is assumed
that (¢) = 0. A first remark, trivial but important to avoid errors, deals
with the Fourier transform of the fields, i.e.

o(k) = /d4x exp(ik - x)o(x); (E.1)
one has

6'(0) = [ atvesp(-ik-)6" (@
(E-2)

# /d4x exp(ik - x)¢™ (z).

The Fourier transform of the Wigner operator

ot = s [ R e ip R (w4 5r) o (- 18) m3
is given by
Jonth,p) = 30 (= 34) 0 (4 31). (B4
or, equivalently,
o* (k)¢ (k') = (2m)* fop </<J — K, F —; y ), (E.5)

while the product of fields reduces to

5 @0t = [atcewlic o) o (5L
(E-6)

600" ) = [atceplic: (- ) fon (L),
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Note also that f* =*f. In the derivation of the energy—momentum tensor,
use was made of the following useful relations:

Oy®” (v) ¢ /d pexp(ip- (y — x)) [—Hp + a(w)}
X fop(w, )|w:y 2)/2
Pllw=(y+2)/2 _ 1 1)
" () 0y @ (v) = /d4pexp(ip-(y—x)) —ip“+§agw)}

Xfop(w’ p) |w:(y+m)/2 1)

1
¢* (y) 0%y (2) = /d4p exp(ip - (y —)) [—ip® —ip - Q) + Za?w)]

Xfop(w’ p) |w:(y+m)/2 1)

1
09" (W) ¢ (2) = /d4p exp(ip - (y — @) | —p* +ip - Ow) + Za?“’)}

Xfop(wap)|w:(y+m)/2 )
(E.8)
: v 1 . v
0" (1) o (a) = [ 'pesplip- (v =) |~ 9"+ 3in7,
1 14
+ Za&)a(m)] fOP(w’p)|w:(y+x)/2 : (EQ)

For completeness, the main equations derived from the equations

[k2 - H(k)] Jop(k) =0 (E.10)

are repeated:

a2l ) o)

(E.11)
s 1., 1 1 1
{p +4l<: 5 p+2/<: + P 2l<: fop(k) =0
The main observables then read
1 +1/2
(JH(k)) = §/d4pf(k,p) 2pt —/ ds VFII (p + ks) (E.12)
—1/2
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(still with V# = 0/9dp,,) for the four-current; and

@) = [ o) {20t = Gk | 10hp) — ) — i)
(E.13)

for the energy—momentum tensor; and where a*¥ (k) is given by

1/2 1 1
a? (k) = / ds/d4pf(k:,p) [(p” — §k’”> VHIT <p+ 5/{:)
0
1 1
and where the Lagrangian is given by
1
£ = [ iy [ — 14 - 1) 0. (B.13)

Finally, let us also note the very useful relations

k-VI(p+ks)= :l:agﬂ(p + ks). (E.16)
s

E.2. Useful Formulae for Fermions

The equations of motion for the quasifermion, in the case of interacting
quasiparticles,

iy - 9(z) — / d4a' S (2, 2') (') = O,

(E.17)
Pz )iy - 0+ /d4:1c’ (2" ) (2, 2) =0,
are obtained from the Lagrangian
L= %E(w)v ~Op(x) — /d4x/a (ac + %Jil>
R 1y
x2<x+2x,x 2x)¢(x—|—2x). (E.18)

Note the relation

Y (z,2") =72 (2, 2)° (E.19)
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which arises from the consistency of the equations of motion, where the
cross indicates the Hermitian conjugation. From the Lagrangian, the four-
current is derived as

+1/2

Tyte) = Bertote) +i [ty [ sy (o4 [s+ 5] )
-1/2
xZ{x+y{s+%],x+y{s—%”w{aH—y[s—%”
and the energy—momentum tensor as
) — — 1/2 _
™ = %w(x)'y“ 0 "Y(x) —/d4yy”/0 ds {8”1/} [m—y (s— %)]
ofes( e Do)
—E[w—f—y(s—f—%)]E[m—l—y(s—i—%),x—i—y(s—%ﬂ

x 0”1 [x —y (s — %)] } — L. (E.21)

Let us note that this tensor is nonconservative since
— 1 1 1 1
9, TH = /d4x' (x + 51‘/)2 (ac + 51;',33 - 51;') P (ac - 51;')

In term of the covariant Wigner operator for the quasifermions and of the
convenient definition

E(x,y)EE(x+y7x—y), (E.23)

the four-current reads

+1/2
JH = Sp/d4p{7”F(x,p)+i/d4yy“/ ds
~1/2

x exp(ip - y)5(z + ys, y) }F(w +ys,p)}, (E.24)
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while the energy—momentum tensor has the form

™ = Sp/d4p {p"v” -t [w P i(%m)] }F(%p)
1/2
+/d4yd4p/ dsy* exp(ip - y)
0

~ 1
X [E (x+ys,y) (p” + 58”) F(z+ys,p)

+ 5 (z—ys,y) (p” - %au) Fla—ys, p)] (E.25)

and the equations satisfied by the Wigner function in Fourier space read
1
v <p+ §k’) F(k,p)

S (v ) (v )
) (E.26)
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