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Free classical particles have well-defined momentum and position, while free quantum particles
have well-defined momentum but a position fully delocalized over the sample volume. We develop
a many-body formalism based on wave-packet operators that connects these two limits, the ther-
mal energy being distributed between the state spatial extension and its thermal excitation. The
corresponding ‘mixed quantum-classical’ states, which render the Boltzmann operator diagonal, are
the physically relevant states when the temperature is finite. The formulation of many-body Hamil-
tonians in terms of these thermally-excited wave-packets and the resulting effective scatterings are

provided.

Connecting wave-packets to quantum particles has
been a challenge since the advent of quantum mechan-
ics. Schrodinger was aware of the problem shortly after
deriving his equation from de Broglie’s matter wave. Af-
ter various infructuous attempts to establish a one-to-one
correspondence between wave-packets and free particles,
he discovered coherent states of harmonic oscillators, that
is, the minimum-uncertainty wave-packets in phase space
that follow classical trajectories and remain localized at
all time [1]. How to describe free particles in terms of
wave-packets remained a core problem until the under-
standing of the openness of the system, the seminal work
of Joos and Zeh [2, 3], and Zurek decoherence program
[4], showing how decoherence leads to a reduced density
matrix for the system that represents an improper ensem-
ble of position-space wave-packets whose widths rapidly
decrease toward the thermal de Broglie wavelength.

A challenge remains for the representation of thermal
equilibrium: even for the simplest case of free particles,
the classical and quantum representations are strikingly
different. Indeed, while the first reads in terms of parti-
cles with a well-defined momentum and position, the sec-
ond involves eigenstates with a well-defined momentum
but a fully delocalized position over the sample volume,
which are far from any classical-particle state. A repre-
sentation involving localized quantum states (in the form
of wave-packets) is necessary to look for a continuous con-
nection between the quantum and classical descriptions
of a thermal gas.

We provide such a description here, and give a repre-
sentation of a N-particle ideal gas in terms of thermally-
excited wave-packets that have all the features of classi-
cal particles, that is, a well-defined average momentum
and position. The present derivation provides a more
physical picture of this new formalism than the one pro-
posed recently [5]. In addition to bridging the gap be-
tween traditional quantum and classical representations,
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the many-body formalism developed here provides a ver-
satile basis where the wave-packets spatial extension can
be chosen at will.

Thermal states are ubiquitous in various area of
physics: either as the assumed initial state of a system
— and thus the starting point for most quantum calcula-
tions — or as a state of a reservoir interacting with the sys-
tem of interest — and thus the central state for describing
an open system. Due to this central role, studying differ-
ent representations of thermal equilibrium is not only an
interesting problem by itself, but also a handy tool. The
versatile formalism we propose allows one to choose the
most adequate basis according to the problem at hand.
It can assist in simplifying calculations and facilitating
physical interpretation—e.g. the representation of ther-
mal light in terms of photon-number or coherent states
leads to significantly different calculation methods, one
providing a much easier route than the other in many
applications. Because our formalism provides freedom in
the choice of the states involved, it allows for a versa-
tile representation in terms of states which are physically
relevant for finite temperature systems.

The paper is organized as follow: we first intro-
duce wave-packets, and define the creation operator for
quantum states having a well-defined momentum and
position.  Section II shows that, despite their non-
orthogonality, a complete basis can be constructed from
these thermally excited wave-packets. In Section III, we
use this basis in a many-body problem, and in Section
IV, we determine the wave-packets that diagonalize the
Boltzmann operator e~ o, In Section V, we discuss
their physical relevance. In Section VI, the practical use
of this basis is illustrated by calculating the correlation
function through a Green’s function procedure. This last
Section also includes a discussion and conclusions. To
make this manuscript easier to read, we have relegated
some derivations to the appendices, in order to only keep
the ones having some physical insights in the main text.
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I. WAVE-PACKET OPERATORS

Let us consider the |R, K) state having a wave function
in momentum space reading as

(k|R,K) = e ™R (k — K|¢). (1)

By using the |k)-state closure relation, ), |k)(k| = 1,
we find (R, K|R,K) = (¢|¢) and the momentum expec-
tation value as

(R, KkR,K) = K(¢|¢) + Y _(k-K)[(k-K[¢)]*, (2)
k

the second term reducing to zero for |¢) chosen such that

(k|¢) = (—k|¢). For such a |¢), the momentum mean
value in the |R, K) state is equal to K,
(R, K[k/R,K)
K=-—"——-". 3
RKR.K) )

If we now turn to r space and use (r|k) = e™*/LP/2
in a sample volume L we find the |R, K) wave function
as

(r|R,K) = EC(r—R) (¢

> (k) (kR K) =

k

r—R|¢). (4)

The |r)-state closure relation in a finite volume L7,
Jpp dr|r)(r] =1, then gives

(R.KFIRK) = Rolo)+ [ di(e—R)|e—RI9), (3

the second term reducing to zero for |¢) a symmetrical

state. So, the mean value of the ¥ operator in the |R, K)
state is equal to R,

_ (R K[FR,K)
- (R, K|IR,K) ’ (6)

All this shows that the operator ahK, defined from

IR, K) = a;7K|v> where |v) denotes the vacuum state,
creates a wave-packet with average position R and aver-
age momentum K. The state |¢) characterizes the wave-
packet extension, either in r space around R through
(r — R|¢), or in k space around K through (k — K|¢).
From the k and r closure relations, we find that this cre-
ation operator expands as

thac = LA WRK) = [ draleiRK). ()
k

with (k|R,K) and (r|R,K) given in Egs. (1,4). The
|¢) extension controls the amount of |r) and |k) states
making the |R, K) state.

For a highly peaked function in k space satisfying
(Kl9) = (—K|g), that is, (kI¢) = Oxo and (rlg) —

2

S (rlk)(k|¢) = L7P/2) so that |¢) flat in r space, the
aLMK operator reduces to

alce KR = /L ' al g ' K), (8)

So, for such a |¢), the expansion of aR K in terms of ak

is highly peaked on aK but fully delocalized in terms of
al. And vice-versa for |¢) highly peaked in r space.

II. COMPLETE BASIS MADE OF
WAVE-PACKETS

While the |k) states form an orthogonal set, the |R, K)
states do not, due to their spatial expansion. Indeed, we
find from Eq. (1)

R K[RK) = (6]6)e’ 5 M R5, (R - R, K’ -
The function 64(R’ — R, K’ — K), precisely given by
5s(R' = R, K' — K) = (¢]¢) " (10)
K - K K - K
),

x DR glp - = (pt
P

characterizes the state overlap. It is such that 6,(0,0) =
1, and §4(R,K) ~ 0 for K or R larger than the ¢ ex-
tension in the respective space. In the case of a highly
peaked |¢) in k space, i.e., (k|¢p) = Jko, the dg(R’ —
R, K’ — K) function reduces to éx'k, and (R, K|R', K’)
reduces to ok e’ R =R ().

Although the |R, K) states do not form an orthogonal
set, they still form a complete basis. Indeed, for (¢|¢) =1
as taken for simplicity in order to have normalized states
(R,K|R,K) = 1, the operator

X

is the identity in the one-particle subspace. The above
.I.

SIRK)(R.K|=1, (11)

equation gives the a; operator in terms of the normalized
aRK’S as
Z / ak x (R K[k), (12)
and similarly for a],
d=3 [, Tooka® K. )

the (R, Kk) and (R, K|r) prefactors being given by Eqgs.
(1) and (4), respectively.

More generally, the closure relation in the N-particle
subspace,

N N' Zakl'

akN|v (vlaky - - - Gk, (14)

K).(9)



appears in a compact form in terms of a; K operators,

dR;
Iy = N' Z /LD{ } IRy K,y - CLEN,KN| )

{K:}

(15)

(V|ary Ky - - ARy K, -

Thus, the aLl’Kl "'a;tN,Kle states form a complete

basis for the N-particle subspace, and as such, can be
used to decompose any state or write any many-body
operator.

III. MANY-BODY HAMILTONIANS

We now construct a many-body formalism in terms
of the normalized wave-packet operators aI;LK defined
above. Using Eq. (12), we first note that the particle-
number operator remains diagonal,

N= Za’kak —Z/ LDG‘;{KG‘RK (16)

If we now consider the free Hamiltonian, the same
equation leads to

Hy = ZQCLLGk (17)

dR’ dR
= Z/LD LD LDaR’ K’aRK<R K/|H0|R K>

with the prefactor given by

(R',K'|Ho[R, K) = ¢/ “F (R -R) (18)
(R K - K K - K
D epprxe™ T (Gp - =— =) (p+ ).
P
In the case of a highly peaked (k|¢), i.e., (k|¢) = dxo,

the ¢ part of the above equation reduces to ék/kdpo, and
Hy reduces to Y i eKaI(aK, as expected.

In the same way, the two-particle interaction of a
many-body Hamiltonian,

1
V= 2 Z Va Z aL1+qaL2_qak2akl, (19)
q kiko
reads, with the help of Eq. (12),

R,K, R.K,

V= Z/ { } (RgKg R.K, (20)
{K}
w ol T

R; K R, K, TRy Ko TRy K s

where the scattering amplitude between wave-packets
splits as

RIK, RoKo) PR
V (Ri K/l RlKl —_— zq:Vqu( 17K1, Rl, Kl)

xu_q(R’Q,K'Q; RQ, KQ),

(21)

the g-channel amplitude being given by

uq(R, KR, K) =) (R, K'[k + q)(k|R,K)
k (22)
=R R/ K’ — q|R,K).

The 64 function appearing in the above wave-packet
scalar product, see Eq. (9), forces K’ close to K + q
and R’ close to R. In the limit of a very highly peaked
|¢) in momentum space, uq(R’,K’;R,K) reduces to
Sxre BT R o—K-R 414 we recover the potential given
in Eq. (19), as expected. For a broad |¢), the scattering
potential is broadened in space and momentum.

IV. BOLTZMANN OPERATOR

Let us now consider the Boltzmann operator for a free
system, e A0 with 8 = (kpT)~!, that describes thermal
equilibrium.

(i) As [Ho , au = ekaL

aLe*ﬁ(H‘)*ek), the Boltzmann operator in the N-particle
subspace takes a diagonal form when written with the

yields e‘ﬁHoaL =

help of |k) states. Indeed, since e~ #Ho|v) = |v), we read-
ily find
1
{e_BHO}N = e_ﬁHoﬁ Z altl . .aLN|v><v\akN ..
{ki}
_ L S (e =Eas)al, . .f
= (e i 1)ak1 ey o) (vlaky - ak,

{ki}

The aL operators used in this representation do not de-
pend on the temperature 7'; all the thermal energy is
carried in the Boltzmann factors, e “#%_ which physically
correspond to the probability for the |k) = aL\v) state to
be thermally occupied. As the |k) state eigenenergy is ey,
the |k) state energy variance, oy = (k|HZ|k)— (k|Ho|k)?,
reduces to zero.

(ii) We can also write the Boltzmann operator starting
with the |r)-state closure relation,

_ _ 1
{e BHO}N:e ﬁHOM/LD d{r;}

xal ...al |[v)(v]ary...ar.

(24)

To pass e #Ho over al, we use the relations between the
al and aL operators, namely

— Zk:alt<k|r>, al. = /LD dr al(rlk).  (25)

They readily give

af, = e "al(klri) =Y af (k|ry e ot
k

k

(/ dria r1|e BH°|I'1>>€_5H°. (26)

B*BHO

akl (23)



To go further and write Eq. (24) in a diagonal form,
we must decouple rj from r; in the above equation. This
is done by splitting e #Ho as e=FHo/2¢=FHo/2 apd by
inserting the |r)-state closure relation between the two
e~ PHo/2 operators

(rile=olr,) = (rf|e= P10/ (27)

X (/ de‘I'1+I'IlfR1><I‘1 +I'/1 R1|> 67ﬂH0/2|I‘1>.
LD

Due to the translational invariance of the system,
(r}|e=PHo|r;) depends on |r} — r;| only, as directly seen
from

(rhle™ Py =

_Be Zr
(ke x (klry) = Fhe

k
(28)
where Ar is the thermal length that we defined as
B =kpT =4 h?/(2mA2), (29)

and Z7 = >, e P = (L/Ap\/7)P is the partition func-
tion for one free particle. This shows that (r + r’ —
Rle=#Ho/2|r) reduces to (r' — R|¢r) with

|or) = e P 2r = 0). (30)

Equations (26,27) then give
e Pogl = (/ dRy afy, r(¢r|r: — R1>> e PHo,
LD

with akhT defined as

T —
R, 1T = dr’ a
LD

which follows from Eq. (25). By noting that the (¢r|r; —
R;) factor in Eq. (31) can be used in Eq. (24) to produce
the ag, 1 operator, it becomes straightforward to show
that the Boltzmann operator in the N-quantum particle
subspace written with the help of the |r)-state closure
relation as in Eq. (24), also takes the following diagonal
form

fehm), = & /L R} (33)

t

xaRl’T. . AR, ,T-

'O’I:LN,T|’U><’U|G’RN,T"

In the next section, we will study the physics associated
with the a;LMT operator, and show that it creates a wave-
packet with spatial extension Ar around R, and a mo-
mentum equal to zero.

(iii) Tt also is possible to write e A0 in a diagonal
form in terms of operators that create wave-packets with
non-zero average momentum, by splitting the thermal en-
ergy kgT into a part accounting for the spatial extension

2 /42
—[ri—r1[*/A%

of the wave-packet and a part accounting for its kinetic
energy, namely

kT = kpTRr + kpTx. (34)

Using Eq. (28), it is easy to check that (r}|e=#o|r;)
splits as
AT A \ P
(e lry) = (VTR (35)
T

x(ryfe” m Ao ey ) (1) e e oy ).

To go further, we again have to decouple r} from r;.
In the (rj|e=#=rHo|r|) part, we use the |r)-state closure
relation, as done to get Eq. (27), and we obtain Eq. (28)
with 3 replaced by Br. In the (r}|e#<Ho|r;) part, we
use the |k)-state closure relation, namely

(ehfePeHoley) = 3

K;

— R1|K1>€7BK6K1 <K1|I‘1 — R1>

(36)

The same procedure as the one used to obtain Eq. (31)
allows us to rewrite Eq. (26) as

r)

o—BHogt — (\f)\TR)\T,C) Z o~ Brexy i (37)

([ e s = ) 00~

the athl,T operator being defined as

af, . = L7 /LD dr} aigeiKlv(rl_Rl)@‘ﬁ - Rilor)

= L7P2Y al e Pk —Kilpr).  (38)
k

The above equations are similar to Egs. (1,4) with |¢)
replaced by L=P/2|¢7).

Tt is then straightforward to show that Eq. (2
reads

(g (V)X (o)

4) also

i T
x LD d{Rl} OR, K., Tr" " RN, Kn,Tr |U>

<U|CLRN7KN7TR' - ORy, K1, TR (39)
which is diagonal in the basis formed by the states

aI’n,Kl,TR' . G/LN,KNyTR|U>. The physics associated with

the a; k.7 operator is discussed in the next section. We
will show that this operator creates a wave-packet with
average position R and average momentum K, the po-
sition and momentum extensions being controlled by Ar
and )\;17 respectively.



V. THERMALLY-EXCITED WAVE-PACKETS
A. Properties of the [R,T) = aI{YT|U> state

Let us now understand the physics associated with the
aTR7T operator making e~#0 diagonal.

(i) As seen from Egs. (28, 30), the (r|¢r) wave function
is localized at r = 0 with a spatial extension Az /v/2; so,
the operator a;}T defined in Eq. (32) creates a wave-
packet |R,T) = aRT|v> with wave function (r|R,T) =
(r — R|¢7) localized around R with a spatial extension
scaling as Ar, the norm of the |R,T) state being given

by
1 D
e ﬁ) C (0)

The scalar product of two |R, T') states having same T’
is given by

R.TIR.T) = {prlor) = (

RIRT) = [ dnlorle ~ R}~ Rlon)
E<¢T|¢T> 6¢T (R - R/)a

with 4, (R) equal to 1 for R = 0 and to ~ 0 for |R| large
compared to )\T Hence, due to the wave-packet spatial
extension, two aR r|v) states with different R’s are not
exactly orthogonal As illustrated in Fig. 1, when T goes
to zero, At goes to infinity and the wave- packet is fully
delocalized in space: it then looks like a free quantum
particle. By contrast, when T goes to infinity, Ax goes
to zero and the wave-packet is fully localized in space: it
then looks like a classical particle.

(i) This wave-packet does not move as seen from the
mean value of the momentum operator k which reduces
to zero for |¢7) a symmetrical state.

(iii) The energy of the |R,T) state reads (see Ap-
pendix)

(41)

(R,T| Hy |R,T)

R, TR, T) —kBT (42)

which is exactly equal to the energy of a classical particle
when the temperature is T within the a; o representa-
tion, the thermal energy entirely lies in the spread of the
wave-packet operators.

(iv) The energy variance omr 1 of the aR)T|v> state,
found equal to £ (kgT)? (see Appendix), has the same
value as that of a classical particle.

B. Properties of the R, K,T) = a;’K’Th)) state

(i) The operator a;,KwT defined in Eq. (3

to the wave-packet operator akK defined in Section I,

8) is similar

with |¢) replaced by L=P/2|¢r). So, it creates a wave-
packet localized around R with momentum around K,

FIG. 1: The wave function of the state |R,T) = a;’T, as
defined in Eq. (32), is represented in r space for various tem-
peratures. The highest the temperature, the more localized
the state is.

its spatial expansion scaling as Apr and its momentum
expansion as /\;1. From (9), the scalar product of two
same-T1" states is equal to

+K ( /7R)

- K), (43)

<RI7K/aT|RaK7T> L~ D<¢T|¢T>

x84, (R — R, K/

where the extension of d4, (R, K), defined in Eq. (10),
is now controlled by the temperature. As illustrated in
Fig. 2, when T goes to zero, Ar goes to infinity and
the |R,K,T) wave-packet is fully delocalized in space:
it then looks like a free quantum particle. By contrast,
when T goes to infinity, Ay goes to zero and the wave-
packet is fully localized in space: it then looks like a
classical particle. Also note that the overlap is ~ 0 for
|IR| > Ar or |[K| > 1/Ar; so, Ap corresponds to the de
Broglie wavelength characterizing the spatial extension
of the wave-packet.

(ii) It is possible to show that the |R,K,T) wave-
packet moves with an average momentum equal to K,
independent from the wave-packet spatial spread, the K-
momentum probability at equilibrium being controlled
by the Boltzmann factor e~ #xx as seen from Eq. (39).

We can also calculate the uncertain-
ties in  momentum and  position. As
(R, K.T|k;[R,K.T)/(R,K,TIR. K, T) =
K2 + 2/X% for each cartesian coordinate, while
RK,Tz|R, K, T)/(R, K, TR, K, T) = R, and
(R, K, T|#?|R, K, T)/(R,K, TR, K, T) = R2 + \%/8,
the momentum uncertainty of the |R,K T> state is
equal to

2 _ <R’K7T|]%920|R7K’T> _ <R,K,T|]%1|R,K,T>2

(Akz)

(R,K,T|R,K,T) (R,K,T|R,K,T)?

A

and the position uncertainty is equal to (Az)* = A2./8.
Not surprisingly, the fluctuations around the mean posi-
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FIG. 2:

Real part (solid lines) and absolute value (dashed lines) of the coordinate representation of the wave-packet wave

function defined by the |IR,K,T) = aRK’Th}) state for increasing temperatures (from a to c¢). (a) The 7" — 0 limit recovers
the eigenstate |K). For non-zero temperature, the thermal energy is distributed between the state spatial extension and its
thermal excitation, witnessed by the state average momentum K.

tion and momentum dependent on the wave-packet ex-
tension. These uncertainties give Ak,Az = 1/2; so,
the |R,K,T) states correspond to minimum uncertainty
states, independently from their extension.

(iii) The energy mean value of the |R,K,T) state is
equal to

<R7K>T‘H0|R3K7T> D
= —kgT .
R, K, TR, K,T) sl e

= (14)
This energy has a classical component given by the first
term and a quantum component given by the second
term. When T' — 0, the wave-packet energy tends to the
energy of the quantum state |K); by contrast, for K = 0,
we recover the energy of the zero average-momentum
state |R,T), Eq. (42), which is totally classical.
(iv) Similarly, the variance in energy is given by

1 D 2
ORKT = 7 E 612<+K€_ﬂ5k — <2kiBT+6K> (45)
k

which again has a classical part and a thermally excited
quantum part.

(v) The time evolution of the |R,K,T) state follows
from Eq. (38) as

‘R7K7T>t = eiiH0t|R7K7T> (46)
= L7PPY 7 ke R (k- K] gr).
k

This readily shows that the norm of this state stays
constant and equal to {(¢7|¢7r)/LP. In the same way,
the wave-packet average momentum stays constant and
equal to K, as expected for a non-interacting system with
Hamiltonian Hy. If we now consider the average position,
we find (see Appendix)

N (¢r|oT
t<R,K,T‘I’|R,K,T>t ~ %Rta (47)

with R; = R 4+ Kt m. The wave-packet thus moves with
a velocity K/m, as a classical particle, without changing

its velocity and its symmetrical shape, as can be directly
seen from

r|R,K,T), ~ L~ P12eiextgKE—R)p _ R |pr)
= e"®'(r|Ry, K), (48)

with (r|R,K) defined in Eq. (4) for |¢) = L=P/2|¢7).
We could expect the wave-packet to spread over time
because each k component travels at its own velocity,
but the approximation ex ~ ek + (k — K) - K/m that we
used to obtain Eq. (47) amounts to neglect these other
components.

VI. DISCUSSION

We first wish to note that the splitting of 7" in T'r +Tx,
as done in Eq. (34), appears in a natural way when
considering correlation functions. Indeed, the correla-
tion of two operators, A and B, namely (A(t)B(0)) =
Tr(A(t)B(0)psn), can be obtained from the thermal den-
sity matrix pg, = e P /Tr(e=PM), which corresponds to
the normalized Boltzmann operator in the subspace of
interest. The Fourier transform of the correlation func-
tion yields the retarded Green’s function, which is easy
to evaluate for one free particle (see e.g. Chap. 4 in [6]),
as

Gipw) = [ e (A0BO)

it iHot Hot € PHO
_ w (7 10) —tllo
= /dte Tr (e Ae BTr(e—5H0)11>
2T

- e Px6(e — aw +w)(k|AK) (K| B[k),
T

(49)

where Z7 = Tr(e~#H0). This expression follows from the
conventional representation of the thermal state, that is
the eigenstate representation given in Eq. (23), here writ-
ten in the 1-particle subspace. The same function can be
evaluated using the newly developed, thermally-excited
wave-packet basis. This is done by using the Boltzmann



operator given in Eq. (39) and by inserting k closure
relations. This yields (see Appendix)

Cin(@) = 3 ek — e + ) (KIAIK) (K BIK) (50)
kk’

D
X KEK 7?_6](7}(.
(Y S etese
Identification of this expression with Eq. (49) requires
that

TAn AT \

e Pex — (%) 2:6—3)<61<e—6716k4<7 (51)
K

which can be evaluated in the continuum. This leads to

gt = ﬁfal + ﬁ,gl, which just corresponds to Eq. (34).

One important question still remains to be answered:
what is the appropriate decomposition in Tx and Tk for a
given temperature 77 In other words, how much energy
should be put into the spread of the wave-packet, and
how much into the distribution of its momentum? One
approach to tackle this issue might be to relate the spatial
extension with an effective state temperature: the more
spread in space, the lower the temperature.

Another approach might lie in the search for a con-
nection between quantum mechanics and quantum sta-
tistical mechanics. The thermally-excited wave-packet
representation presented here pins out the two essential
features required for thermal states, as argued in a re-
cent work [7], namely stochasticity and spatial extension
of the particle wave function. In a sense, the maximal
extension of the wave-packet defines how much stochas-
ticity lies in the state. Hence, the answer to how the
thermal energy must be split between the spatial exten-
sion of the wave-packet and the momentum distribution

could lie into the intrinsic stochasticity of the state. Such
an interpretation would support the argument that the
stochasticity and irreversibility in statistical mechanics
reflects the true features of nature, but needs further in-
vestigation. Future works will address these problems.

Note that, among the current methods that success-
fully describes many-body systems at finite temperature,
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations [8] rely on point
particles with a finite spatial extension. The spatial ex-
tension is defined either by the electronic shell or by the
nuclei thermal wavelength obtained from path integral
ab initio calculations that account for electronic proper-
ties of electrons or nuclei. The advantage of the wave-
packet representation we here propose, is to treat the
particle and wave properties of the matter on equal foot-
ing. This is of particular importance for fermions, where
the Pauli exclusion principle limits the state occupation
in the wave-packet distribution when N > 2. Quantum
features are relevant when the density is large enough
such that the wave-packets display some non-zero over-
lap.

In conclusion, we propose a general formalism that
represents thermally-equilibrated systems of free mas-
sive bosons or fermions at finite temperature, in terms
of thermally-excited wave-packets. These wave-packets,
which have the features of classical particles, provide the
missing link for a continuous connection between classi-
cal and quantum representations of a thermal gas. This
formalism allows one to choose the wave-packets involved
according to the relevant physical length of the system
of interest.
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Appendix A: Wave-packet operators

We provide here some details supporting the deriva-
tions presented in the main text.

The momentum expectation value of the |R,K),
Eq. (2), is obtained from

(R, K[KR,K) = K(¢|¢)+ Y (k—K)|(k—K]¢)[*, (A1)
k

while the position expectation value, Eq. (5), comes from

(R, K|t|R,K) = / dr(R,K|r)(r — R+ R)(r|R,K).
LD
(A2)
The norm of the |R,K) state reads

(R,K|R,K) = Z(R K|k)(k|R,K)

(A3)
Z k- K) (k — K|¢) =

k

(0]0)-

From the definition of the ak,K operator, Eq. (7), it
is easy to show that

lax, ak k] = (KR, K),  [ar,ah ] = (r|R, K)(A4)

[aR,,K,,a;K - (R,K'[R,K).

We now look at the free Hamiltonian in the wave-
packet basis, Eq. (18). In the case of a highly peaked
(k|@), i.e., (k|p) = ko, the ¢ part of the mentioned equa-
tion reduces to dx'kdpo. So, Hy appears as

dR’ K- (R'—R
S 50 ([, T o

(A5)
We have shown in Eq. (8) that for such highly peaked |¢),

the a}t Kk operators reduce to aLe*iK'R; so, Hy reduces

to Yk exaiak-
Appendix B: State characterization

We detail below some of the state properties, keeping
the same numeration as in the main text for clarity.

1. |R,T) state

(ii) The momentum mean value of the state |R,T)

reads, since (v|ay kal,|v) = > k(r—Rk)(k|r' —R),

2
(R, TKR,T) = > k ‘/ dr(¢r|r — R)(r — R|K)
K L
= > k|(klon)], (B1)
k

which reduces to zero for |(k|ér)|? = |(=k|o7)|>.
(iii) The energy of the |R,T) state follows from

(R,T|H0|R, T) = (B2)
| s @rle — R)W = Rlor)(olar Hoal o).

To decouple r from r’, we rewrite the Hy term as
>rex(r — Rlk)(k|r" — R). Integrations over (r,r’),
readily performed through closure relations, give the
r.hs.  of the above equation as Y, ex|(k|or)[? =
LD exe P9 So, the energy of the |R,T) state re-
duces to

(R,T| Hy IR, T) Y, e P D
R,TIR,T) Y ,e P 2

ksT,  (B3)

(iv) The energy variance of the a;)T|v> state is defined
as

IR <R7T‘R7 T> <R3T|Ra T>2 (B4)
D

2. |R,K,T) state

(i) The operator ak,K,T defined in Eq. (38) creates a
state |R, K, T) = a}LK’Th}) with wave function
(r[R, K, T) = L™P/2HC0"R e — Rlgr),  (B)

which is similar to (r|R,K) defined in Eq. (4) with |¢)
replaced by L="/2|¢r). In the same way, Eq. (38) gives

kIR, K, T) = L™P/?e R (k — K|¢r), (B6)
which is similar to (k|R,K) in Eq. (1) with the appro-
priate |¢).
(iii) The energy mean value of
the R, K, T) state follows from

(R K, T|HoR, K, T)=L"2P Y, ex|(k—K]|o7)|?, as
given in Eq. (18) replacing |¢) = L~P/2|¢7).

(iv) Similarly, we can derive the variance in energy.
From (R, K, T|HZR,K,T) = L™2P Y e} e P, we
find the variance (45) from its definition

(R.K.T|Hf R.K.T) _

<Ra Ka T| HO |Ra K7 T>2

ORK,T =

<R7 K7T|R7K7T> <R7K7T‘R7 K’ T>2

(v) The position expectation value for the time-
dependent wave-packet, defined in Eq. (46), is obtained
by splitting (k|#|k’) through the |r)-state closure relation,

t<R7K7T‘f'|R7K7T>t (B7)

= > (R K, T[k)(k|F[K) (K'|R, K, T);
kk’

= L*D/ drr
LD

2

S (orlk - K) (k[r) 0 rad

k




To go further, we note that (¢r|k — K) forces k ~ K.
This leads us to expand €y as ~ ek + (k — K) - K/m for
h =1. So, by setting R + Kt/m = R, we find

(R K, T|FR, K, T),
2
- /LD dre 3 (rlk ~ K) ki)
(¢pr|dT)

1
,—TD/LD drr|(pr[r — Ry)|* = ~—Dp R

(B8)

Q

Appendix C: Retarded Green’s function

We provide here details for the calculation of the re-
tarded Green’s function written in the wave-packet ba-
sis, Eq. (50). Starting from its definition, Eq. (49), and
using the Boltzmann operator represented in the wave-
packet basis, Eq. (39), we can insert k closure relations
to write the function as

1 7T)\ >‘ (wtex—e€s
GEB(W)=7T(\F+;T’C) 3 /dt€<+ W)t

k. k/ .k’

Using the fact that

/ dR<kH|R7 K, T> <Ra K, T|k> = 5k”k|<k - K|¢T>‘2a
LD

(C1)
and the k representation of the |¢r) state,
(Klor) = (kle”/2|r = 0)

= e Pa/2[=D/2 (C2)

the Green’s function reduces to Eq. (50) given in the
main text.

X Ze*ﬁ’“}‘ /LD dR(k|A|K')(K'| BIK") (K" R, K, Tr)(R, K, Tr k)
K
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