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We revisit the derivation of the nonlocal collision term in the Boltzmann equation for spin-1/2
particles, using both the Wigner-function approach by de Groot, van Leeuwen, and van Weert, and
the Kadanoff-Baym equation in 7T-matrix approximation. Contrary to previous calculations, our
results maintain full Lorentz covariance of the nonlocal collision term.

I. INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY

The observation of polarization phenomena in relativistic heavy-ion collisions [1-8] motivated a plethora of theo-
retical developments [9-33] in recent years, which aim at describing the dynamics of spin polarization in relativistic
fluids. Analogous to the nonrelativistic Barnett effect [34], a rotating relativistic fluid with spin degrees of freedom
can be polarized along the vorticity direction through the mutual conversion of orbital and spin angular momentum.
In order to understand this process within a theoretical framework and to calculate the resulting spin polarization in
a quantitatively reliable manner, considerable efforts have been made to derive a theory of relativistic spin hydrody-
namics [35-72].

It is convenient to first derive a kinetic theory from quantum field theory, which in turn serves as the starting
point for the derivation of spin hydrodynamics, e.g., by a Chapman-Enskog expansion [40, 44| or by the method of
moments [66, 71]. It was found in previous works [41, 73| (see also Refs. [74-82] for related studies) that, in spin kinetic
theory, a nonlocal collision term is responsible for the mutual conversion of orbital and spin angular momentum, and
therefore polarizes the fluid along the vorticity when equilibrium is approached.

In Refs. [41, 73], we derived the Boltzmann equation to order O(h) for massive spin-1/2 particles in the approach
of Ref. [83], termed “GLW approach” in this paper. For Dirac particles with spin 1/2 and for binary elastic collisions,
it assumes the form

1 _
p-0.f(z,p,8) =C[f] = 1 /drldFQdF’dS(p) (27h) 6™ (p+p' — p1 — p2)

X W[f(CE + A — Avplvsl)f(x + A — A7p2752) - f(;v,p,%)f(x + A — Avplvsl)] : (1)

Here, W is the transition probability for the scattering process and f(z,p,s) is the spin-dependent single-particle
distribution function in extended phase space, i.e., ordinary phase space extended by spin degrees of freedom. We also
defined dT" := dPdS(p) as the integration measure over on-shell momentum space dP and spin space dS(p), see Egs.
(6) and (7). Note that in Eq. (1) there is in principle also a contribution from collisions which exchange only spin but
not momentum, cf., e.g., Eq. (24) in Ref. [41]. It can be shown that such a contribution corresponds to corrections
to the drift term, as well as an additional Vlasov term, on the left-hand side of the Boltzmann equation. We defer a
detailed discussion to a subsequent work [84] and, for the sake of simplicity, omit such a contribution in this paper.
We also note that the collision term (1) agrees with the one given in Refs. [41, 73] only when replacing z — A by z.
The form given in Eq. (1) is actually the more accurate one. The overall shift of all positions by —A was neglected in
Refs. [41, 73] by an argument assuming an expansion around local thermodynamical equilibrium, for details see App.
D of Ref. [73].

The nonlocality of the collision term (1) manifests itself in the fact that the distribution functions of the collision
partners are taken at space-time points shifted from position z# by A" — A# Al — A* and AL — A¥, respectively.
These shifts were calculated in Ref. [73] and are of the order of the Compton wavelength of the particles, e.g.,

h .
A, = ———— €va tY aﬁﬁ s 2

and similarly for A’*, A¥ and AY, replacing (p®,s?) by (p'®,s'%), (p%,s"), and (p$,s5), respectively. In Eq. (2),
¥ := (1,0) is a time-like unit vector defining the frame where p® is measured. The nonlocality of the collision term
allows for the conversion of orbital into spin angular momentum. It was shown that the collision term vanishes in
global equilibrium and that the spin potential is then equal to a constant value of the thermal vorticity. We remark
that the expression (2) is identical with the so-called Berry curvature, cf. e.g. Ref. [85].
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However, a serious shortcoming of the previous work [41, 73] is that the Berry curvature violates Lorentz covari-
ance, since it explicitly depends on the frame vector ¢#, which does not transform under Lorentz transformations.
The technical reason for the occurrence of the Berry curvature is that at some point of the calculation one has to take
momentum derivatives of the Dirac spinors appearing in the Wigner functions. At the same time, momentum deriva-
tives of the scattering matrix elements are neglected, arguing that these derivatives should be small if the interaction
is sufficiently localized. However, in doing so one neglects momentum derivatives of the Dirac spinors appearing in
the matrix elements, which otherwise would lead to similar Berry-curvature terms, which, if kept, restore Lorentz
covariance.

In this paper, we improve on the previously made approximation and derive a nonlocal collision term which mani-
festly respects Lorentz covariance. The form of this term is similar to Eq. (1), but the space-time shift (2) is replaced
by a (much more complicated, but) Lorentz-covariant expression. For a current-current interaction as in the time-
honored Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [86, 87], i.e., an interaction which couples the fermion current /T'(¢)¢) with
itself with coupling strength G., where I'(®) is a Dirac matrix and the index ¢ characterizes the particular interaction
channel (for details see Sec. IIT), we obtain

h 4G.G g m* : | - |
A=~ deIm{Tr hr<d>h2r<0>] Tr[l“(d)hw“l“(c)h’ — Tt [ A0 gy @ /D@ () } . (3a)
h 4G.G g m* : | - |
Af =~ deIm{Tr hr<d>hﬂ“r<6>} Tr[l“(d)hll“(c)h’ — Tr [ A0 py T /@ i () } . (3b)
h 4G.G g m* - - — -
A= 2228 deIm{Tr _hl“(d)hgl“(c)] Tr [F(d)hll“(c)h’v“_ T _hr<d>hlr@h’wﬂd)hgr(c)_} . (30)
h 4G.G g m* - - — -
ar = =220 dmw m{Tl“ _hw“l"(d)hgf(c)} Tr [P<d>hlr<0>h’_ T _hwﬂd)hlr@h’r(d)hgr(c)_} . (3d)
where
W = m? G‘;gd 16 Re {Tr [hr<d>h2r<0>ﬁ} Tr [r<d>h1r<6>h’] ~Tr [hf(d)th(c)h’F(d)hQF(c)B}} : (4)
Here,
B 1
h=h(p.) = (14 3H)(p+m) 6)

and similarly for h’, hy, ho, and h, with (p,s) replaced by (p’,s'), (p1,51), (p2,52), and (p,§), respectively. Equations
(3) are the main result of this work.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we recall some facts about the Wigner function. In Sec. III we
define the Lagrangian underlying our investigations. In Sec. IV we carefully repeat the calculation of the collision
term via the GLW approach [83] performed in Refs. [41, 73], but now paying attention to maintaining full Lorentz
covariance throughout the calculation. For the purpose of making our calculations more concise, various definitions
and conventions differ from those of Ref. [83] and used previously in Refs. [41, 73]. This also facilitates comparison
with other works, which adhere to more commonly used notation. Our result is the nonlocal Boltzmann equation (1)
with the space-time shifts (2) replaced by the expressions (3). In Sec. V we then confirm our results by repeating
the calculation in the Kadanoff-Baym (KB) approach (see, e.g., Refs. [88, 89]), showing that the results coincide
for an interaction of NJL-type. The KB approach was previously used by some of us (N.W., D.H.R.) in Ref. [81],
where the nonlocal collision term was derived in T-matrix approximation. However, the use of the matrix-valued spin
distribution functions in that work prevented a direct comparison with that of the GLW approach of Refs. [41, 73]. In
this paper, we complete the derivation of the nonlocal collision term in the KB approach, using the scalar distribution
function f(x,p,s) in extended phase space that was used in the GLW approach. We note that a similar study in the
nonrelativistic limit has been performed in a recent paper [90]. Finally, in Sec. VI, we conclude our work with an
outlook for future studies.

We define the Lorentz-invariant measure in momentum space as

d*p
dP = iy (6)

The Lorentz-invariant measure in spin space for particles with spin 1/2 is defined as [41, 73]

dS(p) ::U%d“s&(s-s—i—& d(p-s). (7)



This measure implies the following relations for integration over the spin 4-vector s*:

/ ds(p) = 2, / dS(p)s* = 0, / dS(p) s's” = —2 (g“” - 7%) . (8)

The measure (7) is chosen in such a way that integrating over the whole spin space gives the number of spin degrees
of freedom, see the first relation in Eq. (8).

We adopt the following conventions: the metric tensor is g,, = diag(+,—,—,—) and the four-dimensional unit
matrix in Dirac space is denoted as 1, while the Dirac matrices are denoted as v*. The four-dimensional Levi-Civita
symbol is €923 = —egi93 = 1, and summation over repeated indices is implied if not stated explicitly. The scalar
product of two four-vectors a* and b" is a - b := a*b,. Furthermore, we define ¢ := y"a,. (Anti-)symmetrization in
Lorentz indices is denoted as a[ub,j] = a,b, —ayb, and a(ubl,) = a,b, + a,b,. We choose natural Heaviside-Lorentz
units, ¢ = g9 = pop = kp = 1, but the reduced Planck constant % is kept explicitly in order to perform the power
counting. Lorentz indices are denoted by Greek indices, except for «, 8, v and §, which are used for Dirac indices (if
necessary with appropriate sub-indices, e.g., @, a1, o, ...). Spin indices are denoted by the letters r, s, .. ..

II. WIGNER FUNCTION

In this section, we collect some well-known facts about the Wigner function, which will be used in the calculation of
the collision term in the GLW as well as the KB approach. We start with a discussion of the two-particle correlation
function in the closed-time path formalism and then focus on the definition of the Wigner function, its Clifford
decomposition, as well as its equation of motion. We then establish a relation between the Wigner function and the
single-particle distribution function in extended phase space.

A. Two-particle correlation function in closed-time path formalism

On the closed-time path (see, e.g., Ref. [88]), the two-particle correlation function assumes the following matrix
form,

G+ (21, 2) G+(a:1,:z:2)) _ (GF(UCLM) G<($1=$2)> ' (9)

G($17$2) = (G—+(x1,x2) G——(th) G>(ZE1,I2) GF($1,{E2)

where G (z1,72) (with i,j = +, —) means that the first time argument t; = z{ lives on the time branch i and the
second time argument t5 = xJ lives on the time branch j. The definitions of the various Green’s functions are

Gijﬁ(xl,xg) = <T¢a($1)E5(I2)> y (10&)
Giﬁ(xla@) = (Tatha(z1)Yg(22)) | (10b)
G, wa) = (Pglra)hal21)) (10c)
Gig(whwz) = <¢a($1)wﬂ($2)> 5 (10d)

where T" and T4 denote the time-ordering and anti-time-ordering operators, respectively, and angular brackets denote
averages computed with respect to some initial state. Note that we define G< with opposite sign as in Ref. [81], but
with the same sign as in Ref. [80].

Not all components of the correlation function (9) are independent. In fact, one may express G and G by G<
and G~ using the definition of the time-ordering and anti-time-ordering operators, respectively,

Ggﬂ(xl,:vg) = 9(t1 — tg)Ggﬂ(Jil, ,TQ) — 9(t2 — tl)G§B($17$2) 5 (11&)
Gfﬁ(xl,:vg) = —9(t1 — tg)Gsﬁ(iUl,Jig) + 9(t2 — tl)GZﬂ(,Tl,wg) . (11b)

B. Wigner function

The Wigner function G<(z,p) in the KB approach is defined as the Fourier transform of the two-point function
(10c) with respect to the difference y := 21 — x5 of the two space-time points z1 and x4,

Giplaop) = [Alyer M GEylaraa) = [atyer ™ (G (o= B) v (24 8)) | (12)



where x := (21 4+ 22)/2 is the arithmetic mean (or center) of the two space-time points z; and z5. Similarly,

Gog(x,p) = /d4y e y/h Gog(w1,29) = /d4y e y/h <z/1a (x + %) U (:v — %)> . (13)

On the other hand, in the GLW approach [83], the Wigner function is defined as

Wap(z,p) = /d4ye*%p'y <: g (a: + %) Yo (33 - %) :> , (14)

i.e., similar as in Eq. (12) when substituting y — —y (in order to facilitate the comparison with previous work, we
do not perform this substitution explicitly), but with an additional normal-ordering operation on the field operators.
This bears no further consequences, since we will neglect antiparticles anyway.

Note that compared to Refs. [39, 41, 73, 83] the factor (2wh)~? in the integration measure in Eq. (14) is absent,
because we choose to absorb such factor into the four-dimensional momentum-space measure d*p/(27h)*. A further
consequence is that the single-particle distribution function does not have a prefactor (27h) 3 as, e.g., in Eq. (85) of
Ref. [41]. This facilitates the expression for Pauli-blocking factors, which simply read 1 — f, instead of 1 — (2wh)3f in
the notation of Ref. [83].

C. Clifford decomposition

We can expand G<(z,p) (or W(x,p)) in terms of the 16 independent generators of the Clifford algebra, T,
a=1,...,16, with

Lo € {1, 4", —in®, """}, (15)
where o := £[y*,~"], such that
< — 1 ) H 5.1 1 pv
Similarly,
> 1 yn O D iy S A 1 pnr g
GZ(x,p) = 7 | £+ P+ "Vt " Ay + 50" S | (17)

The real-valued coefficient functions F, F, P, P, Vo, \7#, A, fl#, Suv, and S;w are the scalar, pseudo-scalar, vector,

axial-vector, and tensor components of G (z,p) (or W (x, p)), respectively, which can be obtained by taking the trace
of GS(z,p) (or W(z,p)), multiplied with the appropriate generator I', of the Clifford algebra.

D. Equation of motion

The equation of motion for the Wigner function G<(z,p) can be derived from the Dyson-Schwinger equation for
the two-particle correlation function. In the quasi-particle approximation one obtains [81]

(K —m) G<(x,p) = Lcon , (18)

where m is the mass of the particles and
K* ::p“+%ag . (19)
The collision term Iy is given by
ot = 3 [35(,0)G (2,9) = 5 (2,9)G (2,1)]

+ hZ [{E<(x,p),G>(;p,p)}PB o {E>(:E,p),G<(x,p)}PB] . (20)



Note the change of sign in the collision term as compared to Ref. [81], which is due to the opposite sign in the definition
of G<. In Eq. (20), ¥2(z,p) are the Wigner transforms of the self-energies 2 (21, 22) on the closed-time path and
we introduced the Poisson bracket

{A, Blpp = (924) - (0pB) = (9pA) - (0:B) . (21)

By multiplying Eq. (18) with the generators of the Clifford algebra and taking the trace, we can derive a system of
equations of motion for the Clifford components of the Wigner function. The real parts of these equations read

PV —mF =ReTr (Ieon) , (22a)

mP + g O* A, = ReTr (i7" Leon) (22b)

DuF iV, + 8 S = ReTr (uon) (220)

% €uvpop”S"7 + mA, — 7—; O,y P = ReTr (V"7 Leon) (22d)

b A7 + Sy gaz[#v,,] — _ReTr (0 Loon) | (22¢)
while the imaginary parts are

gagjvﬂ = TImTr (Teon) , (22f)

A, =ImTr (—iv°Leon) , (22g)

P Su 5 O = I Tr (leen) (221)

PP+ 2 0877 = I T (4P ) (22i)

PV + fLenga;’A" =—ImTr (o lcon) - (22))

2

Acting with the operator K 4+ m onto Eq. (18) and combining the resulting equation with its Hermitian conjugate,
multiplied from the left- and the right-hand side with 7°, we can derive a mass-shell constraint and a Boltzmann
equation for the Wigner function G<(z,p),

<p2 —m?— %26§> G<(z,p) = % {(K +m) Leon 4+ 7° (K + m)ICOH]TWO} , (23a)

hp . 8zG< (%p) = _% {(K + m)Icoll - 70 [(K + m)Icoll]T’YO} ’ (23b)

where we have used 7°(G<)"1? = G<, which follows from Eq. (16). Taking the trace with the appropriate basis
elements of the Clifford algebra, we obtain for the components of the Wigner function

2
(p2 —m? - %a};) Tr ([.G<) = ReTr [To(K +m)leon] (24a)

hp -0,y Tr (T,G<) = ImTr [To(K + m)Leon] , (24b)

where we have used 7°T'f+® = I',. It was shown in Ref. [81] that off-shell contributions in Eq. (24b) are of higher
order, O(G%), in the coupling constant. They are therefore neglected in the following. In this approximation, we will
also show by an explicit computation that, at least to order O(h), all propagators are on the mass shell.

Similarly, in the GLW approach the equations of motion for the Wigner function (14) read [73, 83|

<p2 —m? - %28£> W(x,p) = hoM (x,p) , (25a)

Here we defined

N | =

SMayp(z,p) = dbye 7yP <: [ﬁ(wl) (zhgm + m)}ﬂ Ya(w2) + (1) { (—ihd, +m) p(acg)} . :> . (26a)

DO | .

/
Coslep) =5 [

diye=#vP <: [ﬁ(wl) (—ih%m + m)}ﬂ Yo (w2) — Pg(1) { (ihd, + m) p(acg)} . :> ,  (26b)



where

pla) = —3 <= (27)

with the interaction Lagrangian Lin of the theory under consideration, and where v (z) = ¥ (2)7°, B(z) == pf(x)7°
are the Dirac adjoints of the fermion field ¢(z) and the source term p(z). Note the formal similarity between Eqgs.
(23) and (25).

Similar to Egs. (23a) and (23b), Eq. (25a) is a mass-shell equation for the Wigner function, while Eq. (25b)
represents a Boltzmann-type equation. Again, off-shell terms in Eq. (25b) can be shown to cancel [73], such that we
have

D azVVon—shcll(x;p) = Con—shcll(xap) ) (28)

where the Wigner function and collision terms are decomposed as
W(z,p) = 47Tmﬁ5(p2 - m2) Won-shell (%, p) + Wogtshen (7, p) , (29a)
C(z,p) = 47Tmﬁ5(p2 - m2) Con-shell (T, p) + Coft-shen (,p) - (29b)

Note that the prefactor is chosen such that the usual momentum-space measure is recovered for the on-shell terms,
as is discussed in App. A. This also implies that the % in the prefactor of Egs. (29a), (29b) does not participate in the
h—power counting.

E. Single-particle distribution function in extended phase space

Our goal is to derive a Boltzmann equation for the single-particle distribution function f(x,p,s) in extended phase
space from the Boltzmann-type equations (23b) and (25b), respectively. To this end, we need to establish a relation
between f(x,p,s) and G<(x,p) or W (x, p), respectively. Since we work in the semi-classical expansion, we can do this
order by order in . We work up to order O(h?) in the equation of motion (18) for the Wigner function. Since the
collision term Iy is already of order O(h), cf. Eq. (20), for the computation of the latter we only need to determine
f(z,p,s) and G=<(z,p) or W (x,p) up to first order in A.

First of all, following Refs. [41, 73] we introduce a scalar single-particle distribution function in extended phase
space,

f(:v,p,s) = []:(JI,]D) -5 .A(x,p)] ) (30)

N =

and analogously

?(!T,p,ﬁ) = % []:—(l',p) -5 "Zl(xvpﬂ : (31)

Note that f(z,p,s) and f(x,p,s) are distribution-valued and thus not identical, but proportional, to f(x,p,s) and
f(x,p,s), respectively.
We now expand all quantities in powers of A, e.g.,

f(z,p,5) = 1O (z,p) + BFV (2,p,5) + B*f P (2, p,5) + O(R®) ... | (32)

and similarly for all other quantities. Here we have assumed that spin effects enter § first at order O(h), cf. the
discussion in Refs. [41, 73].

1. Zeroth order in h

Since the collision term I is already of first order in A, cf. Eq. (20), at zeroth order in i we obtain from Egs.
(22a) — (22d)
puvl(f)) — mFO — 7 (
p0) — , (33b
puF O —my® =0, (33c

1 v o
5 Cuvpal SOro 4 mALO) =0. (33d
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In order to proceed, we make the additional assumption that A, = hALl) + O(h?), i.e., that AELO) = 0, see Refs.
[41, 73]. This can be justified by assuming that polarization effects are at most generated dynamically within the
system, but are not induced already from the outset by, e.g., external fields. In this case, Egs. (33b) — (33d) imply
that

PO =0, VO = % FO A9 =0, §9=o0, (34)

and the only independent Lorentz component of the Wigner function at order O(h°) is F (0). Analogous relations hold
for the Clifford components P(®), pﬁo), AELO), and Sﬁ?} of the Wigner function G~ .
Furthermore, we conclude by combining Eqgs. (33a) and (33c) that

p?FO = mp“VlSO) =m?FO (35)

i.e., F( is on-shell, and thus also V,SO) is on-shell. Similar arguments apply to F(© and 17&0).
Inserting Eq. (34) into Eq. (16), we immediately derive

+m 1
G<(O) (‘Tup) = W(O) (‘Tup) = p4—m]:(0)(x7p) = 5 A+(p)]:(0) (:Eup) ) (36)
and similarly
1 _
GO w,p) = 5 A () FO(w.p) , (37)
where we used the projector
+m
At =T 38
(p) ==~ (38)
onto positive-energy states. On the other hand, because AELO) =0, to order O(h°) Eq. (30) reads
1
1O, p) = 5 F O x.p) (39)
and similarly Eq. (31) reads
50) (4. ) — LFO)
Since F(© and F(© are on-shell, we can factor out a mass-shell delta function from §(©) and j(©,
1O (@, p) = drmhd(p® —m*) fO(x,p) , F(x,p) = drmhs(p® —m*) [ (x,p), (41)

where the prefactor 4rmh is introduced to make f(°) and f(©) dimensionless and to ensure that f(©) converges to the
Fermi distribution function in the thermodynamical limit (see App. A), while f' () becomes a Pauli-blocking factor
1 — f©. Note that the factor 27/ in the prefactor in Eq. (41) does not contribute to the power-counting, since it
does not appear with either a gradient or a spin-related quantity. It merely serves to cancel a (27h)~! from the
four-dimensional momentum-space measure, cf. App. A. We thus obtain the final expressions for GS(©) and W(©) in
terms of f(© and f(©),

G<O(z,p) = WOz, p) = drmhd(p* — m*) A (p) f O (z,p) | (42a)
G”O) (2, p) = drmh s (p* — m*)AT (p) f Oz, p) . (42b)

Following the discussion in Sec. V of Ref. [81], we expect f(©) =1 — f(®) (note the sign difference in our definition of
G< with respect to that reference), i.e., it is sufficient to know f(®) to reconstruct both G<(©) and G>(©),



2.  First order in h

To first order in h, we employ Eqs. (22a) — (22e), as well as Eq. (22g), which read

PV —mF® =Rer (1)) (43a)

E S OLAWD +mPW = ReTr (751} ) (43b)

a;;s,};} — puFV +mV) = —ReTr (%1531) : (43¢)

% urpo?” ST +mAD = ReTr (v7,151) (43d)

% 896[#])5?) - EWPUPPA(UG 1) =ReTr (O—HVI(Scl)H) ) (43e)

prAD = Tr (—ir°1G)) - (43f)

Because G>1) = —Gg<() [8}J, we have F() = — (1) pM) = _p) "y, ® = Vﬁl , A Aﬁl), and S;(ﬁj) = —S;(ﬁj),
respectively. We also have f() = — f(1),

With Eq. (34) we conclude from Eq. (43b) that
1 !
2 M = E ReTr (1751501)1) = O(Gi) . (44)

Since we are ultimately interested in computing the collision term, we may make further approximations. Namely,
when using the Clifford decomposition for G<() in the collision term, a term such as in Eq. (44) gives an overall
contribution of order O(G%), which can be neglected. We can therefore safely assume that P™) ~ 0.

Equation (43c) together with Eq. (34) yields

p 1
V) =B FO) - = Rely (%1501)1) ~ EN FO (45)
In the last step, we have again neglected the contribution of order O(G?) from the collision term, since this gives rise
to an overall contribution of order O(G*) when inserting the Clifford decomposition for G<() into the collision term.

Finally, Eq. (43e) together with Eq. (34) gives

1 1 1 1 1
1) _ 1)o (0) (1) 1)o 0
s(1) _Eewpgpp,A( ) 4 %81)[;))”] - ReTr (UWICOH) _EGWPUPPA( o _ Wp[uaww]]:( ). (46)

nv
By the same arguments as above, the contribution from the collision term can be neglected.
Furthermore, combining Eqs. (43a) and (43c) and using Eq. (34), we conclude that

P2FD = m2FD 4 ReTy [(p + m)I(E})fl] ~ m2FD (47)

i.e., FMU is on-shell up to collisional contributions, which can be neglected when inserting the Clifford decomposition
for G<(M) into the collision term.

We can also derive a mass-shell condition for AE}). To this end, multiply Eq. (43e) by pae”**™ and insert Eqgs. (43d)
and (43f). Using Eq. (34), this results in

p2A(1)T = m2AMT _ ReTr Y5y (P—i_ m) c(ol)ljl ~m2AMT 7 (48)
ie., AE}) is on-shell up to collisional contributions, which can be neglected when inserting the Clifford decomposition
for G<(M) into the collision term. On account of Egs. (30) and (31), also ') and §*) are on-shell up to collisional
contributions.

We can now insert Eqs. (44), (45), and (46) into the Clifford decomposition (16) of the Wigner function G<M)(z, p) =
W™ (z,p) and obtain up to collisional contributions

GO (a,p) = WO(a,p) =~ G5 (2,p) + G5 (2, p) | (49)



with
1
G (z,p) = 5 AT ) [f(”(af,p) + 757 A (z,p)]| | (50a)

1
G (@.p) = g 50" P 0LF O (D) (50D)

where in the terminology of Ref. [81] the subscript “qc” denotes the so-called quasi-classical contribution, while the

subscript “V” denotes the gradient contribution. The gradient contribution Gé(l) can be immediately expressed in
terms of f(©(x,p) using Eqgs. (39) and (41),

wh
G5 (@,p) = — (" - m?) o p, 0, f O (,p) , (51)
and similarly
wh 7
G20 wp) = T 50"~ m?) 0, 7O (r.p) &2

Both the quasi-classical and the gradient parts are “quasi-particle” contributions in the sense that they are on the
mass shell. Since Bﬁf( =05 f (0), we confirm that G>(1 G<(1

In order to express the quasi-classical contribution Gqc in terms of (), we need to invert Eq. (30). This can be
done with the relations [41, 73]

Fla.p) = / AS(p) f(2,p,5) ,  Au(w,p) = / dS(p) 5, f(,p,5) - (53)

Using the definition (30) of f(z,p,s) and the identities (8), one proves that the first relation is strictly valid to all
orders in A, while the second relation is strictly valid up to order O(A°) and valid up to order O(h) if collisional
contributions are disregarded, such that p - A ~ 0, cf. Eq. (43f).

Inserting the first-order expressions F(!) and Af}) into Eq. (50a), and factoring out a mass-shell delta function from
iV (z,p,9),

i (z, p,5) = drmhé(p* — m?) Y (2,p,5) (54)

we then obtain
G (@, p) = 4mmhd(p® — m?) / dS(p) h(p,s) fM (z,p,s) (55)

where we have used Eq. (5) and the relation

(L+7s8)A" (p) = AT (D) (L +58) (56)
which holds since p - s = 0. Similarly,
Gl (@, p) = 4mmhé(p* — m2)/d5(p) h(p,s) V) (x,p,5) , (57)
Since f1) = —f(V) we confirm that also G;C(l —G<(1

To summarize the results of this subsection, we have expressed the Wigner functions GS(z,p) and W(z,p) up to
first order in % in terms of f(©, £ £ and f cf. Egs. (42) and (49) with Egs. (51), (52), (55), and (57). For
further use, we note that, because of Eq. (8), up to first order in i we may write

G=<(z,p) = W(x,p) = drmhd(p® — m?) /dS(p) h(p,s) f(z,p,s) + G (z,p) . (58)
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IIT. INTERACTION LAGRANGIAN

For the interaction L;,; between fermions we consider one-boson exchange. Assuming the interaction range to be
much smaller than all other scales in the problem, we can integrate out the boson fields and reduce the interaction to
a four-fermion vertex, similar to the NJL model [86, 87]. Thus, the interaction Lagrangian reads

L =Y Ge Y [B@T0(@)] gth [P0 v(@)] - (59)
c a,b
The sum over ¢ runs over all possible interaction channels, e.g., scalar (¢ = S), pseudo-scalar (¢ = P), vector (¢ = V),

axial-vector (¢ = A), and tensor (¢ = T') channel. The matrices e, FZ()C) represent the corresponding elements of the

Clifford algebra: FSIS) =1, I‘EIP) = —1i7s, ng) = M, FEIA) = 5", and FEIT) = oM. In the scalar and pseudo-scalar
channels, the sum over ¢ and b only contains one element and ggg_ p) = 1. In the vector and axial-vector channels, a

and b are Lorentz indices, which are summed over with gg‘l}_ 4= g"¥. In the tensor channel, a and b represent pairs of
(unequal) Lorentz indices, say a = (uv), b = (po) and gag) = gM?¢¥?. Finally, G, denotes the four-fermion coupling

in channel (c).
In order to simplify the notation, in the remainder of this work we will omit the indices a,b and the metric ggcb),

and just indicate the particular interaction channel ¢ at the element I'(®) of the Clifford algebra, i.e., an appropriate
summation over (a,b) is implied,

> [F@rv@)] ¢ [F@ry?v@)] = [F@r9u@) [Fr@v@) . (60)

a,b

IV. THE NONLOCAL COLLISION TERM IN THE GLW APPROACH

In this section, we rederive the collision term in the GLW approach using slightly different and more commonly
used conventions than in Refs. [41, 73], in order to facilitate comparison with results from the KB approach. We first
repeat parts of the derivation of the collision term as presented in Ref. [73] and then focus separately on the local and
the nonlocal parts of the collision term. Finally, we summarize our results.

A. The collision term revisited

In the following we restrict ourselves to the particle sector, i.e., p* > 0 for all on-shell momenta p#; the antiparticle
sector can be derived analogously. The positive-frequency “in”-fields are given by

vne) =5 3 [aPu@ape " (61)

where p# is on-shell, dP was defined in Eq. (6), and as(p) annihilates a particle with momentum p and spin s. In
our convention (which differs from that of Ref. [83]) the nonzero anticommutation relations for the creation and
annihilation operators are

{as(p),a}(p)} = (2r0)*2p°6 (p — )6, , (62)
while the orthogonality and completeness relation of the basis spinors read
Ura(P)ug (p) = 2mbrs ;Y uf(p)lrs(p) = (p+m)% . (63)

Note that, from now on, we will not distinguish between upper and lower Dirac indices. When evaluating the
expressions, it is implied that the Dirac indices are on their natural position, e.g., upper (lower) indices for spinors
(adjoint spinors), and repeated indices are simply summed over (without additional sign change). Following Ref. [83],
we may cast the collision term (26b) in the following form,
2
2 U 2
—:s
P o)

1 1 u?
" _ d42/d42/d42 2_ 2.2
Cap(z,p) 2 (27h)12(2m)* 222/ z p u - D 5
2

Gz — U o B ;
X H en' I il o (pj + ?7) Wb (x4 5, pj)ur; g, (pj — ?) . (64)

j=1

DPap(p)

in
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Note that the different prefactor as compared to Eq. (11) of Ref. [73] is due to the different definition of the momentum-
space measure. Here, for the sake of brevity we used the notation of Ref. [83] for sums, integrals, and two-particle
states,

2

in%;r2> = ‘Pli%mzi%;ﬁﬁ2> : (65)

o) = g [ vt { [ ()], v () 00 () v ()

) P PR

[\]

N——
2
=
e}
/T\
N

where P, denotes the momentum operator. The calculation needed to compute the matrix element in Eq. (64) has
been discussed in Refs. [73, 83|, but we will nonetheless show the main steps. After the insertion of a complete set of
“out”-states and performing the y-integration, one arrives at

u? v
P+ ?;52>in = Z;/dP’é(‘l)(p—i—p/ —p1—p2)

2 2
+
p2+u—;52> <p2—u—;7°2 p’;r’> (?_;/Ll ;/LQ—i—m)
2 in in out 2 a’B

2
2 2
PP s PP P’ : (67)
2 in in 2 out

Next we evaluate the matrix elements of the fields v, 1. These fields can be written in terms of the “in"-fields as

¥a(0) P (0) :

X <p/, T/
out

_(P—Fw—i_m) <p/;7.’
aa’ out

P Po’ (0) : EB (O)

$(0) = in(0) + / A4z Sp(—2)p(x) | (68)

where Sp is the retarded fermion propagator, whose Fourier transform is given by Sr(p) = —(1/h) (p+ m)G(p), with
the scalar propagator G(p) := —h?/(p? — m? + iep®). Using the orthogonality relation of the momentum eigenstates,

W (P57 P20 )i = [2(270)°pY Y [5(3) (P1 = P1)3r,r; 0 (P2 = P5)0rsry — 6% (P1 — P56y 6 (P2 — p’l)%rﬂ :
(69)
in conjunction with the fact that for one-particle states “in”- and “out”-states are identical, we find

u? U u
<p’;r’ v(0) Ip* + 5 32> = 2(27h)’p"° [usl (pl + 31) 5@ (p’ —p2 — 72) Oprsy — (1 4 2)]
out in
~ U U u?
+Skr (p1+71 +p2+ 32 —p') <p’;7°’ : p(0) p2+7;82> (70)
out in
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Employing this relation and using the projector A*(p) defined in Eq. (38), we can rewrite Eq. (67) as

2 2
in<p2—u7;7”2 p2—|—u7;$2>in
u u 2
= im({usl,a (pl + ) 5@ (p —Pp1+ 72) 0 po + \/(Pz + 72)
2
2 W2 - ) uz + uy + ug
X in<p -5 : par(0) : ‘pz + 7,S2>out ALs (p— T) +(1+ 2)}
_ ul U2 us ) 2
{ro b )8 - )s e o 9)
{u 1,8 (pl 2) P—P: D) P+ P2 5 +
Uy +u U u2
<AL, (p+—— <P2——2;7‘2‘1pa/(0): PP+ =) +(12)
2 out 2 2 in
m ~ U1 + uo ~ U1 + usg U1 + U9
——=>_ [ dP's® '~ — G — =) -G (p—-——=)| AL, -
3 T// (p+p —p1—p2) p+ 5 D 5 o Lo+ 5

u? u? _ w1 + Uz
x (P Pt s PP =52 o (0) ) MGy (p——5—) ). (71)
out 2 in in 2 out 2

Here we used that |p1,p2; s1,82) = — |p2, p1; 82, s1). Next, we have to make use of the relation between the source
terms and scattering-matrix elements, which is given by [83]

Pap(p)

0_ .0
+m? —pj —p21

m?2 — p{ —pgl

't par(0) :

@2rh)* W (p+p' = p1 — p2) w0, 0/ [E[p%50?),, = i (0, s |(S = 1) |77,
= —(2rh)* W (p+p' — p1 — p2)tir(p) ot (037 |P(0) P75 72), (72)

where S is the scattering matrix. We now split the transfer matrix into real and imaginary parts and make use of the
optical theorem [83],

% W00 (=) [P
_ (2775) (4) . 2|7t
== 0 +p = - Z dQ,dQa , (p, 1’ |t |¢%5 57),, (¢ %[t PP r?),, - (73)

In the remainder of this paper, we will neglect the real parts of the transfer matrix and defer a more detailed discussion
of the latter to a subsequent work [84].
We now employ the optical theorem and the following expression of the transfer-matrix elements

(p,p'sr, | T|p?r?) = % (p, 577" | + Lint (0) = [p?7?)
= U0 (D) (P Yty s (D1) gy (p2) MO 12 (p, p py, po) (74a)

(P r? | |p, s’y = 2(1} r2|: £5,(0) < [p,psr,r)
= iy (91 )T cun (02t (D)t o () VT2 (p1, 2, 9, ) (74b)

where M is the tree-level vertex function of the theory in momentum space, i.e, the Fourier transform of the fourth

functional derivative of the classical action with respect to the fields, and M e = =0 ﬁ”yg, ﬁ,”yg 8 1722 5, M *BB' 162
With these we are able to rewrite the source terms in the second and fourth lines of Eq. (71) as

ur +u U u?
A;ra, D+ ! 2 <p2——2;r2‘ : par(0) p2+—;s2
2 out 2 2 in

= _Zm *(2rh)* /dQldQ2 5 (p+p2 + % -—q - (J2) MalazglﬂzM%WélézAl_al <p+ %)

_ Uz Uy U2
XAEI»YI (ql)A;;,m (q2)uT27O¢2 (p2 - 7) Usy,61 (pl + 7) Usy,b2 (p2 + ?) (758‘)
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and

2
2 U 2| . = U2 I Uy + usg
T :a’()i‘ —;>A/ -
_ _m2(27Th)4/dQ1dQ2 5(4) (p+p2 _ % —q - q2) MoaazBleM.yl,m(;lézAglﬂ <p— #)

U2y _ ury _ U2
XAélal (ql)A62a2 (QQ)'UJW B2 (p2 + 7) Usy,y1 (pl - 7) Usz,yz (p2 - 7) ) (75b)

: par(0)

respectively. On the other hand, the source terms in the last line can be written as
uy + UQ)

U +u u? u? _
ZAM/ ( - 2) <p’;7°' p*+ 7;s2> <p2 = 5| e (0) ‘p’;r’> Abg (p— 5
out in in out

516 U +u U +u
_ 2mMa1a26152M’>'1’72 102 4+ (p+ 1 2) A;5|.16< 1 5 2) Ag;az(p/)

[e7e 5] 2

U1 ug\ _ U\ _ U2
X Usy,By (pl + 7) Usy, B2 (p2 + 7) Ury,y1 (pl - 7) Ury,ya (p2 - 7) . (75C)

Furthermore, in the Boltzmann equation only on-shell terms contribute, i.e., it has to hold that p? = m? [73, 81|. For
this reason we may use the relation

G <p N #) e (p _ %) = 2mil6(p® —m?) (76)

in Eq. (71), since the neglected terms are all off-shell contributions.

Inserting Eqgs. (75) and (76) into Eq. (71) and the result into Eq. (64), we arrive with the definition of the on-shell
quantities (29) at the following result for the collision term,

Con—shell,a,@ ((E, p)

4
_ (27‘(71)4% /dpl dPQ dP//d4 2Ma1a2ﬁ1ﬁ2M71’y25162A;-a/ < + U1l ‘;’UJ2> AE/IB <p_ (5% ‘|2'U2>
@ U2
(894 = o1 = )0 55 AL, DA, (11 + ) Ay ()

2 B 15t
XAZFE'n (p1 N %) Ag—;m (p2 - %) H {ngijheu(xvpjﬁm (uj) —ih {85j5(4)( ﬂ 9, Jﬁi]heu(x pa)}

j=1
_%53{/55;5(4) (p-f—P' —p1—Dp2— —) A;ﬂ (p' )Agrl% <p+ U2 ;u1> A(;ZW (p' B %>
POA L0 () {Wai b (7.0 + 5 ) 69 ) = i |02, 69 (un) | Wi (20 + 52) |
o (WA 2,06 () — i [0, ()] O WA o 2,0))
_%531,5?{5(4) (p+p/ —p1—p2+ %) A;ﬂ (p’ -5 ) Aﬁwl (p+ Uy ;uz) AZYZ’Q (p’ N %)

Y

XA, 0 (PN (p2) {Woithon (0 = 5) 6@ (ur) = [8“ 6 ()| Wi (20— ) }

x W% 210 (uz) — i [0, 59 (uz) | DE W ieuw’)}) - (77)

+
><A51a1

Here we used the completeness relation of the basis spinors multiple times, assumed that M = M, and took M to
be independent of momentum. Furthermore, we expanded the Wigner function to first order around x; = 0 and
considered only the on-shell part of the collision term, cf. Eq. (28). The first terms in curly brackets in Eq. (77)
provide the local contributions, while the respective second terms, which are proportional to space-time derivatives
of the Wigner functions, constitute the nonlocal parts of the collision term.
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B. Local collisions

From Eq. (77) we can read off the local collision term as

local
Con—shcll,aﬁ (LL', p)

4
= m? /dPl dP, dP’ (27Tﬁ)45(4) (p _|_p’ —p1— p2)M0¢10¢25152M71’Y25152A1'a/ (p) AE’B (p)
2
o 56 759
X {5011 551 Ag_zotz (p/)Agl’Y{ (pl)A;;’Yé (p2)A;§’Yl (pl)A;_Q’m (p2) H Won-shell (,5)

j=1
1 o 5B’ o 5B (5, 1%
SN, NG, (AT, o, (1), (2) [5% 55 AL () + 0508 A, <p>] W:;.;,dl(w,p)W;f.;map')} (78)

Next we show how to translate this expression into extended phase space. To this end, we first note that all Wigner
functions in Eq. (78) are sandwiched between energy projectors. Because of the relation

AT (p)o" p, AT (p) =0 (79)

this has the consequence that the gradient part of the Wigner function vanishes, cf. Egs. (50b) and (58), such that

A* (0) Wonsten (a2, p)A () = / dS(p) h(p.s)f(z,p.5) - (80)

One may wonder whether this introduces a discrepancy to the KB approach (where no such cancellation occurs).
However, in the GLW approach another gradient contribution is generated at order O(%) by an integration by parts,
so that in the end both approaches yield the same result.

Inserting Eq. (80) into Eq. (78), the local collision term becomes

local
Con—shcll,aﬁ (LL', p)
m4

= / dl'y AT dIY dS(p) (2mh)* 6™ (p + p/ — p1 — po) MOr25152 1720102

X {Al_al (p) A;Siﬁ (p) h520t2 (plvsl)h31% (plusl)hﬁzw (an52)f($7p1751)f($7p2752)

—f(2,p,5) (2,0, 8" ) 16,0, (P1,51)Piy05 (P2, 52) {hm (p,8)AS, 5 (p) + AL, (0) hﬁlﬁ(pv§>]hﬁz'y2 (p'vﬁ')} , (81)

where we used that
[ aswnir.) =A%), (52)

Lastly, we employ that € shen = %(1 + 759) Mc;‘f_ shel» Which then gives

4
glocal (z,p,8) = mT /dFl dly dI’ dS(p) (27Tﬁ)45(4) (p+p — p1 — po) M1@2B1B2 pym20162

Xhﬁl’h (p1751)h,32’72 (p2752)h520z2 (plvsl) [h51,3(p75)h6a1 (p,ﬁ) + h513(p7g)h3a1 (p,ﬁ)]
X [f(xuplusl)f($7p2752) - f(.%',p,g)f(,f,p/,ﬁ/)] ) (83)

where we also made use of the relation
/dg(p) [h51ﬂ(p75)h3a1 (p,ﬁ) + h513(p7g)hﬂ0t1 (p,ﬁ)] = 2hl510z1 (p,ﬁ) : (84)

Note that the dependence on 5 in Eq. (83) can be eliminated employing a so-called “weak equivalence principle”
[41, 73]. This then gives a clearer interpretation of the last term in Eq. (83) as a loss term corresponding to particles
with momentum p and spin 5. The new collision term then has the form

ég;c_z}le]l(x7p75) = /drl dF2 dr/ W[f(xuplusl)f(‘rup2752) - f(x7p/75/)f(x7p75)] ) (85)
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with

ma
-

W= —2rh) 6@ (p +p' — py — pp)MOre2BrB2 102002 5 (1 51V hign, (D2, 82) h6,05 (P, 8 ) hsyay (P,5) . (86)

This agrees with the local collision term derived in Refs. [41, 73] up to the part corresponding to collisions without
momentum exchange.
If we employ an NJL-type interaction according to Eq. (59), we obtain

Mere2BiPz — 2_7650 (I‘(C)alﬂlr(c)a262 _ I‘(C)alﬂQI‘(C)OQBl) , (87)

from which it follows that

Merozfifz p o0z hBl’Yl (pl , 51)hﬂ2V2 (p27 52)h520t2 (plv 51)h51ﬂ(p7 s)h,@al (pv §)

8G.G - _
= o {Tr [hgl"(d)h'l"(c)} Tr {hlﬂd)hhr(c)} ~Tr [hgl“(d)hhl“(c)hlF(d)h’l“(c)] } : (88)
where we abbreviated h; := h(p1,s1) and likewise for ho, h’, h, and h. Here, the symbol “=" means that the expressions

are equal under the respective integrals where they appear. This allowed us to use the symmetry under exchanging
the integrations over (p1,s1) and (p2,s2), which is reflected in an additional factor of two in Eq. (88). Taking the
complex conjugate of Eq. (88) and using that At = 7°h~? as well as AOT(140 = T(°)  we find

[Mala25152M71726152hﬁ1’71 (p1,51)hﬁ272 (an 52)h520t2 (p/a 5/)h515(p75)hﬁ0¢1 (p,ﬁ)} "

SGF;Gd {Tr [hgﬂd) h/ﬂc)} Tr {hlrw)ﬁhr(c)} — Ty [hQF(d)BhF(C)hlI‘(d)h’F(c)}} : (89)

This allows us to bring Eq. (83) into the following form,
. 4G.G _
Q:L%C—:Lcll(xvpa 5) = h2 dm4 / dFl dr2 dF/ dS(p) (27Th)45(4) (p + p/ —P1— p2)
«Re {Tr [hmd)h’r(c)] Tr [hlI‘(d)hEI‘(c)} Ty [h2r<d>hﬁr@hlr(d)h’r(c)} }

X [f(x,pl,ﬁl)f(izr,pg,ﬁz) - f(I,p/,g)f({E,p,ﬁl)] . (90)

C. Nonlocal collisions

In order to obtain the nonlocal contribution to the collision term, we have to integrate by parts in the variables
uy,ug in Eq. (77). Fortunately, the derivatives acting on the projectors are straightforwardly evaluated, e.g.,

U 1
ouat (p+5)| = 91
WA P35 ) (91)
We split the effect of the wuj, us-derivatives into four contributions (enumerated by capital Roman numbers): First,
the derivatives act on the projectors AT (p 4 u3 /2 + u5/2) in front of everything, giving

Comleiy p (@ p) = T [ APy APy AP 2rh) '8 (p 4 pf = pr — po) M2 020102
” m

X | A5 () = Ao (0) 7] {5a/a16ﬂ/51A;2a2 )05 [Wohen (@ pOW B (, 2)]

1 ,6,

- §A<J5r1a1 (pl)A;;az (p2) [5a’7{5ﬁ1ﬁ’55ivl + 5a’715516’55171]8i [W;i_slhcn(x,p)WfIf_men(a:,p’)} } , (92)
where we already simplified some contractions of energy projectors and Wigner functions. Translating this expression
into extended phase space, we find

ih m*

Qgﬁf}slﬁgﬁfl(%pvs) — Y dry dl'y dT” dg(p) (27Th)45(4) (p +p/ —p1— pz)MalazﬁHﬂzM’Ylethéz

X [h(pvs)vﬁ)ﬂu]ﬁ/a/ {5a/a15ﬁ/61h52a2 (p/75/>h51’>'1 (plasl)hﬁ2'72 (p2,52)8ﬁ [f(I,p1,51)f($,p2,52)]

— hsia, (plaﬁl)h(baz (p2;52)hﬁ2’72 (p/,ﬁ/) ha/’vl (pag)(sﬁ/ﬁl + hg,pr (pvg)(sa/'yl 8ﬁ [f(x,p,ﬁ)f(x,p/,s’)] } :
(93)
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Since the parts of f(z,p,s) that are proportional to s* are at least of order O(h), we may perform the dS(p)-integral
trivially to obtain

.h 4
et ps) = - [ AUy Lo dl (2nh)*60 (p+ p — py — pa) M1 025152 pg7120102

X hsyo (08 )iy (P1:81) 1pans (P2, 52) [1(D: ), V)50, O (@, 01) f (2, p2) — %f(x,p)f(x,p’)

(94)

Here we used that {[h(p,s),v"], AT (p)} = [h(p,s),¥*] since h(p,s)(p —m) = 0.
As a second nonlocal contribution, after integration by parts the uy, us-derivatives in Eq. (77) act on the remaining
projectors. Performing the same steps that led to Eq. (94), we find

.h 4
62211}(;531 11(157]975) _ _42_% dr, dry ar’ (27Th)46(4) (p + p/ —pr— p2)Ma1a23132MV1726162
’ m

x {f@,pz) (028 @,20) | Bisns (08 s (02, 52) 10y (0 9) [R(P1, 51):77] 5,

- (@,00) |05 (0, 92) | Bssa (88 s (91,511 0s (9, 5) 11(D2,52), 7] 5
— f(x,p) [0% f(2,0")] Pgiys (P1,81) hpyys (P2, 52) D6, 0 (D 8) [R(D'87), 75, 0

- %[f(x,p’)aﬁf(x,p) - f(xvp)aﬁf(xap/) hﬁl’)’l (p1,51)hﬁ2'y2 (p2a52)h520¢2 (plvsl) [h(p75)77#]51a1 } .
(95)

Thirdly, a us-derivative acts on the Wigner functions Wg;_i}leu (,p £ uz/2) in the loss term, yielding

. il m* _
o (@, p.s) = -7 [ Ay dTadL dS(p) (2mh) 6 (p+ p — py — po) M1 02 P2 p 1120002
’ m

X [(%Lf(x,p)] [aﬁf(‘%p/)} h@ﬂl (plvsl)hﬁﬂz (p2=52)h520t2 (plvsl) [h(p75)7 h(p,g)](;lal . (96)

Note that, after performing the dS(p)-integration trivially, this term vanishes as a consequence of our assumptions
that polarization effects enter at order O(h) and that M = M.

Lastly, there are ui-derivatives acting on the momentum-conserving delta function in the loss term, which can be
rewritten as derivatives with respect to p’ and then act both on projectors and the Wigner function, giving

i 4 B
621??51}(;513{1 IV($=p75) _ _Z_mT dT; dly 1’ dS(p) (27Th)46(4) (p +p —m _p2)Ma1a23132MV1’725162
’ m
X g,y (p1751)hﬂ272 (p2,52) [aif(xvp)} [h520t2 (plvsl)ag’f(xvpl) + {h(p/751)77M}62a2 f(xapl)}
X [h(p,8), h(p:5)]5,0, - (97)

Like Eq. (96), this contribution vanishes due to our assumptions.

D. Summary
Collecting both the local and the nonvanishing nonlocal contributions, we find
p-Ouf(x,ps) = i /drl Ty dl" dS(p) (27h)* 6™ (p+ p' — p1 — p2) W
*[fe+ A= Apre)f@+ A = Apa, ) = flap ) @+ A = ApS)],(98)
where we defined the local transition rate

W= m4M0t10¢2,31,32M’71V25152hﬂ1’h (p1751)h32’¥2 (p2752)h520z2 (plvsl) {h(p75)7 h(p7§)}61a1 ) (99)



17

and the nonlocal shifts read
ih m*

Af = WMW?BIBZMWZ‘”‘”h@ vz (P2, 52) 6505 (D', 5 ) 15,00 (05 5) [P(D1,51),7"] 5,4, (100a)
A = — LIZT;VMQW?&B?MWZ‘”‘S%B 1 (1,51 M550, (10,8 M50 (P 8) [P(D2,52), 7] 5,4, > (100b)
Al = - if@ ﬂljv MOoreRBB N2 g (p1,81)Rsgn, (P25 52)hsyan (P, 8) [R(D'8'): 7] 50 (100c)
N iZT;LVMalaﬂlﬁzM””?‘sl‘”hmw (P1,51) 272 (P2, 52) hsyan (P, 8) [, 8), V5,0, - (100d)

At this point, two remarks are in order. Firstly, the factor m* in the local transition rate (99) does not necessarily
imply that W vanishes in the massless limit, since it cancels with appropriate inverse factors in the energy projectors
AT (p). Indeed, considering the case where the distribution functions do not depend on spin, it is apparent that the
spin-integrated transition rate becomes in the massless limit

/dSl (p1) dSa(p2) dS’(p/) dS‘( YW = 16MalazﬁlﬁbM71’Y25162p11ﬁ171p21ﬁ272p;2a2 [(]l + 75#)?} S1on (101)

which is (assuming that the vertices M do not diverge) manifestly finite. Nevertheless, in order to properly assess the
collision term in the massless limit, the calculation in the GLW approach should be repeated taking into account the
different equations of motion for W (x, p) in this case, which is beyond the scope of this work.

Secondly, it is reassuring to see how Eq. (98) agrees with the known expression for binary elastic scattering in the
limit of local collisions and distribution functions independent of spin [83]. In this case, the integration over dS(p) in
the first line of Eq. (98) will produce a factor of two, similar to the other spin-space integrals. Finally, there is a factor
of 1/2 on the right-hand side of Eq. (98), which can be interpreted as a symmetry factor due to the indistinguishable
nature of the particles.

Upon inserting the explicit NJL-type interaction (87), we arrive at the main result of this work, i.e., Egs. (3) with
Eq. (4). Note that, in order to arrive at the precise form of those equations, we switched the index pairs 81 + (s,
Y1 ¢ 72, and used the symmetries of the vertices, i.e., M®1@26182 — _pforezfefi — _ prozaafiffz

V. THE NONLOCAL COLLISION TERM IN THE KB APPROACH

In this section, we derive the collision term within the KB approach. We first discuss the mass-shell constraint and
the Boltzmann-type equation in the semi-classical expansion, i.e., order by order in A. We then compute the various
collision terms in T-matrix approximation. The advantage of the KB approach as compared to the GLW approach is
that full quantum statistics is retained.

A. Equations of motion in semi-classical expansion

We first derive a mass-shell constraint and a Boltzmann-type equation for the single-particle distribution function
f(x,p,s) in extended phase space. Taking Eqgs. (24a), (24b) for T';, = 1 and ', = v5*, multiplying the latter with s*,
and adding them, we obtain with Eq. (30)

(p2 - %235 - m?) f(z,p, ) = %ReTr (1 +58) (K +m)Leon] (102a)

hp- 0y f(x,p,s) = % ImTr [(1 + v58) (K + m)Ieon] - (102b)

We now expand Eqs. (102) up to second order in #, i.e., we need f(z,p,s) up to second order in A, cf. Eq. (32).
Furthermore, the collision term (20) is already of order O(h), i.e.,
+R21%)

coll

Teon = h 1%

coll

+0O(h3) . (103)

The Wigner functions GS and the self-energies Y.< entering the collision term are therefore only required up to order

O(h),
G=(z,p) = G5Oz, p) + hGZW(z,p) | (104a)
2(z,p) = 22O (2, p) + h £V (z,p) . (104b)
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Inserting this into Eq. (20), we obtain

1 7
10 = . (2<<0>G><0> _ 2><0>G<<°>) : (105a)
2 1 0
Ic(ol)l = AIc(ol)l + Ic(ol)l, PB > (105b)
where
AIé(l)l)l — % (E<(1>G>(°> _y> (GO 4 <O G>1) _ E>(0)G<(1)) , (106a)
© Lo >0V _ [y>0) a<0)
Leon, pB 1 ({E G }PB {E G }PB) - (106b)

1. Zeroth order in h

At O(RY), the collision term (20) vanishes, I C(gl)l = 0, since it is at least of order O(h). Equation (102b) is trivially
fulfilled, while Eq. (102a) becomes

o)+ (p*—m?) i x,p)=0. (107)

This confirms that §© (2, p) ~ §(p? — m?), i.e., it is on-shell, cf. Eq. (42).

2. First order in h

At O(h), Egs. (102a) and (102b) become

(p? = m2) i (2, p, s) = _i T T {(ll+ 258 (p + m) (2<<0>G><0> N 2>(0)g<(0))} 7 (108a)

p-0u §O(z,p) = % ReTr [(u +58)(p + m) (2<(0)G>(0) _ 2>(0)G<(0))} _ (108b)

8. Second order in h

At O(h?), we also need to take into account the O(h) contribution to the operator K*, cf. Eq. (19), when computing
the right-hand sides of Egs. (102a) and (102b). We thus obtain

(1~ m?) 1) (z,p,5) — 10210 (@, p) = S ReTr [(1 4 35)d, (2500 - 2> 0g=<0)]

- % Ty [ (1 + 758)(p + m) (2<<1>G><0> ~ 9GO | p<Og>0) _ 2>(0)G<(1))}
1 [ <0 > _ [x>0) q<O
+ 5 ReTr | (L4 758) (p + m) ({z Ne }PB {2 Ne }PB)] , (109a)
p- 0. § (2, p,5) = —é ImTr |(1+ v54)d, (E<(O)G>(O) - E>(O)G<(O))}

+ % ReTr [ (1 + v5#)(p + m) (2<<1>G><0> 2 OGO 4 2<Og>0) _ E>(°)G<(1>)]

+ % ImTr :(IH- 58)(p + m) ({2<<0>, G><O>}PB - {2><0>, G<<O>}PB)] . (109b)
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Figure 1. Feynman diagrams for (a,c) ¥ (x,p) and (b,d) ¥<(z,p). Solid lines represent fermion propagators, dashed lines
represent the one-boson-exchange interaction of coupling strength G. or Gg4, respectively. Vertices denote elements F(C), r
of the Clifford algebra corresponding to the interaction channels (¢) or (d), respectively.

B. Collision terms
1. Self-energies in T-matriz approrimation

For binary elastic scattering, the self-energies Ez(x,p) will be taken in T-matrix approximation, where they are
given by the Feynman diagrams shown in Fig. 1,

4 4 4,1
Eg(x,p)zélGCGd/(d p1 d'px  dp

12 2nh)d (2rh)* (27h)
< { T [POG2 (0, p)T OGS (9| TOG2 (@,p2) 0~ TDG2 (2, p)TO G (2, )T DG (2, p2) T |
(110)

— (2mh)* W (p+p' — p1 — p2)

The first term in the second line of Eq. (110) corresponds to the “direct diagrams” of Figs. 1(a) and (b), while the last
term corresponds to the “exchange diagrams” of Figs. 1(c) and (d). The coupling constants G. and G4 are associated
with the one-boson-exchange interactions in channel (c) or channel (d), respectively. Each vertex carries a factor A1,
giving rise to the factor h=2 (which was missed in Eq. (131) of Ref. [81]).
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2. First order in h
To first order in &, we need to compute the real and imaginary part of
To=Tr [(11 +758)(p +m) (E<<°>G>(°> - E><°>G<<0>)} , (111)

cf. Egs. (108a), (108b). The self-energies ¥5(0) are given by Eq. (110), with all Wigner functions taken at zeroth
order in i, i.e., by Eq. (42). Inserting these expressions into ¥5(%) and the result into the trace (111), we obtain with
the cyclicity property of the trace, with Eq. (56), as well as using the idempotency of AT (p) the result

Ty = 8m*! GeGa 4rmhé(p* — m?) / dP; AP, dP’ (27h)*6™ (p + p' — p1 — p2)

h2
X To [0 FOFO - O 50 O] (112)
where we introduced the abbreviations
A= 1O, p), £ = fO%,p), = fOa,p), fO=fO,p), (113)

and similarly for _1(0), f: 2(0), O and f© respectively. We also defined

To i= Tr [(1+95) AT ()T AT ()T Tr [POAH (p DO AT ()]

T [+ 95 )A (DDA (p) IO (IO (p)T )] (114)

In App. B1 we prove that, because of the symmetry of the integrand in Eq. (112) under the exchange p/ <+ p4, only
the real part of 7y contributes, wherefore in the following we will set Im7y = 0 under the integral.

Inserting Eq. (112) into Egs. (108a) and (108b), we obtain with Eq. (41) for the mass-shell constraint and the
Boltzmann equation at order O(h)

(p* —m?*)j(z,p,5) =0, (115a)

G.G
p- 0y fO (z,p) = 2m* 2 d /dP1 dP, dP’ (27771)45(4) (p+p —p1—p2)

« ReTq [f1<0> FLO p(0) 7(©) _ §(0) £(0) pr(0) f<0>} , (115b)

The right-hand side of Eq. (115a) vanishes because Im7 = 0. This has the consequence that §(1) is on-shell, which is
consistent with Eq. (54), see also Ref. [79].

In order to facilitate comparison with the result from the GLW approach, we extend the integration on the right-
hand side of Eq. (115b) to extended phase space, dPydPydP’ — dI'1dT'2dIdS(p), using the relations (8). Since the
integrand does not depend on any of the spin variables sf, b, s, and 8", we may also extend the definition of 7
under the integral,

To =T =32 {Tr [0 OR) Tr DO D] = Tr [hDOR OB TORr @R | (116)

where we used Eq. (5). With this, we obtain from Eq. (115b)

1 _ o o =
p-0: fO(x.p) = / ATy AP dT dS(p) 270)* 69 (p + 9 = p1 = p) W [ [0 57 7O O — [0 F0 @ O]
(117)
where

1 GGy

3

ReT , (118)

ol
=t
[N

cf. Eq. (4).
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3. Second order in h
At order O(h?), we need to compute three different traces, cf. Eqs. (109a) and (109b). The first one is
I, =Tr [(]1 +58), (2<<0>G><0> - 2><0>G<<0>)} . (119)

The last term in parentheses under the trace is the same which already occurred in Eq. (111). Accounting for the
additional 7, matrix in @, and the fact that the partial derivative in this term acts on all distribution functions
appearing in the self-energies X5 and in the Wigner functions GZ(?), we readily obtain

G.G
T, = 4m® = L Armhé(p? — m?) / AP, dPy dP' (27h)*6™ (p + p' — p1 — p2)

T [(0eR?) B FOTO — (00 10) B OO+ 10 (o117 ) FOFO — 1 (o177 ) 11O 1
+ fO O (ag; Jmo)) FO _ fO) j0) (35 f/(o)) FO 4 £ £0) 5100) (8;; f‘(o)) FO 70 prc0 (8;; f<0>)} 7

(120)

where

Ti® = Tr [(L4 95) A ()3T D AT ()1 T [POAH ()T OA* ()
— T [(14 95 AT ()3 DDA (p)TO A (DDA ()T (121)
The second trace we need to compute is

B (s g (500 G 450G 0G|

Here,

S0 =155 [ e et 290+~

{ [P(d GZW (g, p )T GSO (5 7p/)] TGO (g, )T — TDGZD) (2, p)TOGSO) (2, p )T DGO (g, po)T©

Ty {p(d)Gé(O)(I, p)TOGSW (2, 5 ]pw GZO) (2, po)T© — TDGZO) (2 5 \TOGSW (2 p\TDGZO) (3, o) T
T Tr {p(d)Gé(O)(x,pl) AGSO) (g, ' }pw GZW (g, p)T@ — I‘(d)Gz(O)(x7pl)F(C)G§(0)(%p/)l"(d)G%(l)($,p2)1"(0)} ,
(123)

According to Eq. (49), each of the Wigner functions G2 contains two terms, a quasi-classical contribution and a
gradient contribution. Since GZ(!) appears linearly in all terms in the trace (122), the latter also splits into two parts,

IQ = IQqC + IQV . (124)

The first part, Zoqc, contains the quasi-classical parts Gi(l), and the second part, Zov, contains the gradient parts
G20,

Let us first focus on Zyqc. Inserting G(i(l) from Egs. (55) and (57) as well as GS(©) from Eq. (42), we obtain
m_ G Gd
2 h?
[T [0 0 710 7O _ 010 10, 10] 75 1040 0 0 _ 0 10 0]
LT [FOLH0 P00 0 10 0 0] [0 0 000 00 pon g0} (13

Trge = 4rmh§(p* — m?) /dFl dTy dI7dS(p) (2h) 6™ (p + p' — p1 — p2)
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where we defined

Tii=Tr [(1+ 35$) AT ()T @A (p2) T Tr [P (14 758, )A* (p)DOA ()]

= T [+ 3s$)AT ()T (1 4+ 758, ()T QAT ()T DA ()T (126a)
To =T [(1+ 35$) AT ()T (L4 5,) A (p2) T Tr [TOAT (p)DOA ()]

= T [ (1 95 )AF ()P DAT ()T A ()T (1 -+ 758) AT ()0 (126b)
T o= Te [(L+ 95 ) AT ()N DAT (p2)DO | T [TOAH ()T (1 + 758 )AT (1)

T (L4 959)A ()T DAT (p)T ) (L 4+ 958) AT ()T DA (o)1) (126c)
T = T [(1+959)AT (DDA (o)D) (1 +959) | Tr [TOAT (o)L OAT ()]

= T [ (1 ) AT ()P OAT (p)D A ()T DA ()T (14 959)| (126d)

and introduced the abbreviations
W= D @prs), B =D (@pesa), U= Oy s), [0 = D@ps), (127)

and similarly for fl(l), fél), f'D ) and )| respectively. Note that, in Eq. (125), we extended the phase-space
integration from dP; dP, dP’ to d['; dT'o dI’ dS(p)/16. Because of Eq. (8), this merely inserts a factor of one in all
terms which do not depend on the respective spin vector. Because of this, we may also extend the definition of the
quantities (126) so that, under the extended phase-space integration, all become identical,

T=T=T=T=T, (128)

where we used Eq. (116). Consequently,

N eNe _
Toge = mT 2 < prmh 5(p? —m?) /dFl dly dI’dS(p) (27Tﬁ)45(4) (p+p —p1—p2)
< T | fV A0 FOFO — FD 0 pr) pO  pf0) ) pro) po) _ {0 b pr(©) p(©)

OO0 0RO OO0 4 100 0700 _ g0 0 po 0] o)

We now consider the gradient part Zoy. Inserting Gé(l) from Eqgs. (51) and (52) as well as GS(9 from Eq. (42),
we obtain

Iy = 2m? G;LQGd
ATt [(021) SO FOFO — (2 7) 1750 7O

+ T vy [17 (02557) FOFO = 7 (0178 1@ 5]

+ T 0 [0 57 (007 @) 7O = FO 7 (015/0) 1]

+ T [ A 10 7O (047) = 5O 70 51O (025 ]} (130)

Armhé(p> — m?) / AP, dPy dP’ (27h)*6™ (p + p' — p1 — p2)



where we defined

7d1,,uv =Tr (1l + 75#
Topw = Tr | (L4 258)A" (0D, 0| Tr [DOAT ()TN (o)

p<c>} Tr {pw) A*(pl)F“’oW}

ng

T! =T [ (L + vs8) A () DDA (s

Tow = Tr [ (1 + 15 #) AT (P)TO AT (py

The third trace we need to compute is

I3 :=Tr {(]l +78)(p +m) ({E<(O)’ G>(O)}PB a {E>(O)’ G<(O)}PB)} '

For the Poisson-bracket terms, we need

i
GO = armhé(p? — m*) AT (p)or O 85G<w)_4wmﬁ6@2—nf){1——%A+@ﬁ$}fw)

2m

_ o _
OG> = armhé(p? — mA) AT (p)or fO 85G>@)_4wmﬁ6@2—nf){1——%A+@ﬁ$}fw)

2m

where we neglected off-shell terms ~ §’(p? — m?) in the equalities on the right-hand side. We also need

01 5<O) (2, p) = 4m? Gth / APy dPy dP’ (2wh)*6™ (p + p' — p1 — po)

x { T [N ()T EOAT ()| TOAH (p) T — DDA ()TN (p)POA* ()P |

x [(ag f1<°>) £ 10) | O (ag f2<0>> FO 40 40 (35 f/(o))} ,

ory> O (z,p) = 4m 3Gch

Q/dﬂd&dP%%mf6®@+p—ﬂh p2)

X { T [DOA* (p)TOAT ()| TOAH (p) T — DDA (p)TOAT ()POAT (o)1 |

< [(0er™) 1O 7O 4+ 1O (00787 ) 1O+ OB (005@)]

G.G
e%zﬂmmJﬂ:—Amg;ﬁd/deRﬂP%%mfﬁ“@+p“ﬂn—Pﬂ

x(H{F@A+@Q(@[——+A*(Qq4}FWMf@QF@

@At ()@ [2 AT ’)a;;,} F<d>A+(p2)F<c>) © 40 710)

G.G
93>0 (z,p) = —4m> =L [ AP AP, dP' (27h)6™W (p+ p' — p1 — p2)

X <1r{r*ﬁA+( )r@>[2 4—A+(’)@§}}IW”A+QE)F“>

_ F(d)AJr( )F(C) [2 + A+( /)3:5/} F(d)AJr(pQ)F(C)) _1(0)f_2(0)f/(0)

In Egs. (134c) and (134d), we used the fact that, because of the energy-momentum conserving delta function, d}
and then integrated by parts. In the course of the latter, we have neglected off-shell terms ~ §(p’
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(131a)

(131b)

(131c)

(131d)

(132)

(133a)

(133b)

(134a)

(134b)

(134c)

(134d)

= 8;5,,

m?). Inserting
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Egs. (133a) — (134d) into Eq. (132), we arrive at

2

G, G
Ty = 4m> /dP1 dP, dP' (2h)*6W (p +p' — p1 — p2)

)
" {2m76 [(851“1(0)) f(o 7 (apf(o)) _ (35f1(0>) f-2(0>f/(0> (szf(O))
n fl(o) (('%jfzo)) 7 (8pf(0)) _ *(0) (3uf(0)) F10 (3ﬁf(0))
OO (067 ®) (a7 @) - FO R (025 (a15)
i flo)f(O (3# /(0 ) (awf(O) f(O ( f/(O)) (fo(o))}
+ 70 [(04r7) BV O FO - (£ 7) B 5O 5O
n f1<o> (ag f2(0)> 71O FO) _ f10> (ag f2<0>> £10) £(0)
+ 04O (ag f-/<o>) FO 70 £(0) (35 f/<o>) f<o>}
+ T { 100 40 Fr(0) (35 f<o>) _ FO) 0) (@) (35 fw))” : (135)

(p> —m

(0)
(0)

where we have used Eq. (114) and defined

T = Tr (14 95 A (DDA ()T T [POAT () DO ()]

= T [+ 35 $) A ()T DA (pr)DOA () )DOAT ()T, (136a)
TA = Tr (14 s ) A ()T DA ()T T [DOA ()T,

= T [ (1 95 #)AT (DD AT (pr)D O, DDA ()1 (136b)

In App. B2 we prove that, under an integral of the same type as in Eq. (135), 7;(17) = ’ﬁfa)*, while in App. B3 we
prove that under the same type of integral the imaginary part of 7;(0) vanishes.

Inserting Eqgs. (120), (124) with (129) and (130), and (135) into Egs. (109a) and (109b), and using the identities of
App. B, we obtain

(p2 - m2) f(2) (l’,p,ﬁ) - Wmhé(pz - m?)aﬁ f(O) (‘Tup)

3
_ M GeGa 4rmh§(p* —m?) / ATy dDy dT'dS (p) (27R)*6@ (p 4+ p' — p1 — p2)

16 n2
x {[2minT £+ Rexy,, (00 )] AV FOFO — [2mImT 7Y + RexXy, (00 7)) | V5@ 5
59 ot 18+ ReX, (219)] FO D 1O ot 1 + e, (2£50)] 7070
0 9 a0 e (029)| 70— 0 29 a0+ e (02| 70
£ A9 A0 7O [2minT FO 4 ReX, (927©)] = £ L0 O [2minT 7O 4 Rex, (927)]
—mReTy | (24£”) 577 (a050) = (a2717) B0 7O (a25)
4o (35 fzgo>) 7O (35 f-<o>) 7o (3u f<o>) 71O (ag f<o>)
+ A0 (orF©) (150) = FOE (925@) (92)
+ OO (55, Jz/<o>> (55 f(@)) _ FO o) (a;j, f/<o>) (‘9i f<o>)}} 7 (137a)
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1 7m G.Gy
paxf( )(.I,p,ﬁ)— 16 h2

y {[2mReT D nx,, (35 f1<o>)} FL0 r0) o) _ [QmReT 7O _tmx,, (3# f<0>)} FLO) §1(0) 4(0)

/dF1 dl'y dI'dS(p) (27Tﬁ)45(4) (p+p —p1—p2)

+ 1 omReT 1V — 1mXa, (92 17)| FOFO = £ [2mReT SV — X, (92 57)] £10 1O
+ OO0 [2mReT O —mx, (ag f’“”)} FO _ fO #0) [2mReT FO X/, (ag f’“”)} 7
+ 7O £{0) £1(0) [2mRe’T FO ~Imx, (a;; f‘“”)} — FO 70) r(0) [2m ReT fO — ImX, (ag f<0>)” . (137b)

where we have used Eq. (54), employed Im7y = 0 under the dP; d P>-integral, and defined

X, = % T =T - ﬁﬂ,m =i [Inﬂ;(“’ - %ﬂ,uup’f} , (138a)
Koy = 2 [T = T] = ooy = [Imﬁ@ - ﬁnwp;} , (138)
X! = % 'TH@) _ Tﬂ(zz)*: 3 %TM’UP’” _ [Im’rﬁ _ ﬁ%p”’] 7 (138¢)
X, = % T — T - ﬁ'ﬁwp” = ReT(") — %7;50) - %75 : (138d)

In Egs. (138a) — (138d), we used the fact that 7L(b) = 7L(a)* under the dI';dI'; integral. For the second equality in
Eq. (138d) we employed Eq. (B19). Note that X, is purely real under the dI';dI'y integral.
In the following, we focus on the Boltzmann equation (137b) and define

Al = —2:15{?7, = Qmi{eT % ReT,,p" — Imn(“)} = % (A, —Ay) (139¢)
A, = % = (139d)

All identities right after the definitions hold under the integral. The final identities, which relate the barred A’s on
the left-hand sides to the space-time shifts (3) on the right-hand sides are proven in App. B 5, using identities from
App. B4.

Then, with Eq. (118) the Boltzmann equation (137b) reads

p-0x fM(z,p,8) = i/dn dTy dIdS(p) (27h)*6™ (p + p' — p1 — p2) W
A0+ A (010)] £ FOFO — [1D 4 Au (02 7)] B0 50 5 ©
10 [ A + Do (020)] OO = FO (7D + Do (0277|110 5O
+ O 4o {f SEYY) ( (0 )} FO _ FO £0) [f/u) + A (35f/<o>)} F©
AV B PO [0+ A, (2F0)] - AV O (50 + A, (00 O) [} (140)

C. Summary

Expanding f(z 4+ AA, p,s) in powers of & around f©)(z,p),

fl@+hA,p,s) = fO,p) + hfD(z,p,5) + hA,04 fO (2, p) + O(B%) (141)
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and similarly for fi, fa, f', f, f1, f2, and f’, we now combine the results (117), (139), and (140) to write the complete
Boltzmann equation for f(x,p,s) up to first order in % as,

1 _
P O: f(x.p.5) = 5 / dr'y dT dT'dS(p) (27h) 6™ (p+ p' = p1 = p2) W

X [f(z+ A1 — A p1,s1)f(z+ Do — A, pa,s2) f(x + A" — A p',8) f(2,p,5)
_f(x + Al - A7p1751)f($ + A? - Aap2752)f(x + A/ - Aup/75/)f(x7pvg):| + O(hQ) : (142)

This result agrees with that of the GLW approach, Eq. (1), in the limit of Boltzmann statistics, where f, . fi,
f2 — 1, and generalizes it to the case of quantum statistics.

VI. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have revisited the nonlocal collision term derived in Refs. [41, 73]. In those works, the nonlocality
of the collision term manifested itself by certain space-time shifts (given by Eq. (2) for a particle with momentum p*
and spin vector s*) of the collision partners. However, the explicit dependence of these space-time shifts on the frame
vector t* = (1,0) violates Lorentz covariance. In this work, we restored Lorentz covariance by carefully recomputing
the collision term in the GLW approach [83], and confirmed the result by a calculation within the KB [89] approach.
This results in the more complicated, but manifestly Lorentz-covariant expressions (3) for the space-time shifts.

In future work, one should repeat the derivation of spin hydrodynamics along the lines of Ref. [66, 71] with the
Lorentz-covariant space-time shifts (3). For such a calculation one cannot use the space-time shifts (3) directly, since
the trace T appears in the denominator, which depends on the spin variables, cf. Eq. (116). However, in order to
perform the integrations over spin space, the latter should appear in the numerator, where one can apply the relations
(8). One therefore needs to resort to the form of the nonlocal collision term as given, e.g., in Eq. (137b). Here, both
T and the first-order distribution functions are linear in the spin variables and thus appear under the integral in a
form where the relations (8) are applicable. In App. C we give the trace terms required for such a calculation for
scalar boson exchange as a simple example.
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Appendix A: Prefactor in Eqgs. (29) and (41)

In this appendix, we convince ourselves of the correctness of the prefactor in Eqgs. (29) and (41). To this end,
consider the expression for the canonical energy-momentum tensor in terms of the vector component of the Wigner
function,

d%p
THY — VP Al
/ e (A1)

At order O(R?), VO = pr FO) /m cf. Eq. (34), and we obtain with Eqs. (39) and (41)

v d'p » 2 2\ £(0) v £(0)
T* ‘Q/Wp L dmmhd(p? —m?) 1O (w.p) =2 [ dPpp O o) (A2)
This is the standard expression for the energy-momentum tensor for a non-interacting gas in kinetic theory. In

equilibrium, f(©) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function, fég) = [e(P=#)/T 4 1]=1, The overall factor 2 counts the
two spin degrees of freedom. Thus, Egs. (29a) and (41) are correct.
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Appendix B: Properties of trace terms

In this appendix, we prove a set of identities for the traces 7o, 7L(a), ’m(b), H(C), T1,0Y s T2, 0Dy, 7zyp/”, and T,..p",

respectively. These identities make use of the symmetry properties of the dP;dP; integrals under which these various
traces appear.

1. 7o is real

We prove that, under an integral of the form

/dP1 dP>To f(p1,p2) (B1)

where f(p1,p2) = f(p2,p1), the imaginary part of 7y can be set to zero. To this end, we compute
T = Te [(L+ ) AT ()P OAH ()T T [PONF ()TN (o)
T [(1 4 3sf) AT ()T AT (p) DO AT (7 )TOA (o)1)
= Tr {F(C)TA+(p2)TP(d)TA+(p)T(]1+ 755)1‘} Tr [A*‘(p')TI‘(C)TA"’(pl)Tl"(d)T]
—Tr [F(C)TAJr (pQ)TF(d)TAJr (p/)TF(C)TA-ir (pl)TI‘(d)TA"’ (mta+ 75;{)1‘} ) (B2)

Using A(p)t = 7°A*(p)7° (and similarly for A*(p1), At (p2), and AT (D)), (1 + 758)T = YO(1 + 754)7°, as well as
[t = 40740 we obtain

To = Tr [DOAT (p) DA () (L 4+ 759) | Tr [A* ()T A (pr)T )|
— T [POA (p) T DA ()TN (p)TOAH (D) (1 + 758)| - (B3)
We now exchange the summation indices ¢ <+ d in both terms, which is possible, since the prefactor ~ G.Gq4 of the
collision integral is also symmetric under this exchange. Under an integral of the form (B1), we are also allowed to

exchange the integration variables p4 <+ p§ in the second term, because f(p1,p2) is symmetric under this exchange.
Finally, using Eq. (56) and the cyclic property of the trace, we arrive at

To =To, (B4)

which proves that the imaginary part of 7y vanishes under the integral (B1).

2. 7;517) is complex conjugate of 7;5‘1)
We prove that, under an integral of the form
/dP1 AP, T f(p1,p2) , (B5)
where f(p1,p2) = f(p2,p1), we may set 7L(b) = 7L(a)*. From Eq. (121) we compute
TS0 = Tr [+ 95 ) AT (P DA ()T | T [TOA* (p)TOA* ()]
= T [(1 35 $) AT ()3l DA (pr )T AT (PO A ()T
Ty {F(C)TAJr(pQ)TF(d)T,YLAJr (p)T (1 + wgﬂ Ty [A+(p/)fp<c>TA+ (pl)fp(d)T]

Ty [p<c>TA+(pQ)Tp(d>TA+(p/)Tp<c>TA+(pl)TFw)TﬂM(p)f(]l n %W} , (B6)
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Performing similar steps as in App. B 1, because f(p1,p2) in the integral (B5) is symmetric under p} <+ p}, we then
show that

T = Tr [(L+ 45 $) AT ()T DA ()T, | T [TOA ()P0 ()]
—Tr [(]l + 75#)/&*(p)F(d)A+(p1)F(C)A+(p')l“(d)AJr(pz)F(c)w] =70, (B7)

cf. Eq. (136a).

3. 7.9 is real
We show that, under an integral
/dpl APy T f(p1,p2) , (B8)
where f(p1,p2) = f(p2,p1), the imaginary part of 'Efc) vanishes. To this end, we compute

T =T (4 93 $)AT )TN ()] T DDA (pr)1 ),

— T [(1 4 35 ) A ()T DA (pr )T, PO () 0]
=Ty [F(C)TA+ (p2) T@TA* ()T (1 4 wgﬂ Ty Mp(c)fﬁ (pl)TF(d)T]
— Tr [F(C)TA+ (pg)TI‘(d)HlI‘(C)TA"’(pl)Tl"(d)TA"’(p)T(]L + 75;;)1‘} ) (BY)
Employing similar steps as in App. B 1, we obtain
T = T [(L+ 35 #) A (DDA ()T | Tr [TO AT (pr)T

= T [(1 s ) AT ()T DAT ()L, DO ()1 O] = T (B10)

4. Identities for Ti,,..pY, T2,ups, T,.p0", and T..p"
We first show that, under an integral of the form

/ AP AP, T, 0" F(pr,pa) , (B11)

where f(p1,p2) = f(p2,p1), 7., 0" assumes the form

7;1Up”’ =2m Im{Tr [(]l +754)AT (p)F(d)AJr (pg)F(c)} Tr [F(d)AjL (pl)F(c)[VL (p’)”y#}
= T [(L+ 35 )AF ()T DAT ()T AT ()7, DDA ()T } : (B12)

To this end, note that oy, p" = %[y, p'] = im[y,, AT(p')]. Therefore, Eq. (131c) (multiplied by p”) can be written
as

Thp” = im { Te [ (14 98) AT ()T DA (p2)D | Tr [N ()0, A+ ()]
=T [(1+ 95$)A" ()T A (o

) )
) )

= T [(1 93 ) AT (DDA (p2)DO| Tr [DOAF ()TN ()3,
) )

+ T [(L+ 35 )AF (D DAT ()T AT ()7, DA (p2)T )] | (B13)
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Using similar steps as in App. B 1, we exploit the symmetry under the integral (B11) to show that the terms in the
first two lines in Eq. (B13) are the complex conjugates of the terms in the last two lines. This proves Eq. (B12).
Next, we show that, under an integral of the form

/ APy APy [Ty’ £ (p1p2) + Topul 9(pr,p2)] | (B14)

with real-valued functions f(p1,p2), g(p1,p2) which fulfill f(p1,p2) = g(p2, p1), we may use the following expressions
for 71 uwpt and T . p5,

Tt = 2 tn{ T [(1+ 75¢>A+<p>r<d>A+<p2>r<c>} [P A+ () A*(zo’)}

=T (L4 95f) A ()T DA (pr) I OAT (DDA (o) (B15a)
Tt = 2m Ind T (14 26 A% (IO A ()T T [FOA )T <C>A+<p’>}

T (0 AT IO T (), )] (B15b)

The proof follows similar steps as that of Eq. (B12). We first write 0,,,pf o = %[”y#,pl 2] =1im
this into Eq. (131a) (multiplied by pY) and Eq. (131b) (multiplied by p¥), respectively,

(Vi A+(p1,2)] and insert

Tippf = im {Te [(1+ 358 AT (T DAT (p2)D | Tr [T, A% (p) TN ()]

= T [ (1 s ) AT ()P D AT (p) TN (DDA ()T

= T [ (L 95 )AT ()T DAT (o)D) | Tr [TOAF (p1)7, DA ()]

T (14958 A ()T D AT (1), DA (DDA ()T )] | (B16a)
To bl = im {Tr :(11 4 ysf) AT ()T Dy, A (m)pu)} Tr [F<d>A+ (p1)TOA+ (p/>:

— T [(L+ 35§ A ()T O AT (py )T AT ()T A () 1|

= T (14 359 AT ()T D AT (p2) 7,0 | T [TOAT ()P A% ()

T (14 958)A ()T DAT (p)T QN ()T DA (p2)7, 0] | (B16b)

Multiplying 71, ,.,py with f(pi,p2) and Ts ..ph with g(p1,p2), and taking the sum, we then prove that, under the
integral (B14) and using f(p1,p2) = g(p2,p1), the complex conjugate of terms resulting from the last two lines in Egs.
(B16a) and (B16b) is

{m]a+ WS¢>A+<p>r<d>A+<p2>r<C>} T [POA* ()7, DA ()]

~Tr
+{ﬂ
—Tr

= Tr
—Tr
+ Tr

—Tr

—

L+ 359 AT (PIT DA (p1)
(1+ 758 ()T DA (p)T

(4 35$) AT ()T DA™ (pr)T

)
)
1+ 755)
)

(4 35 $) AT (T DA (o), D] T

(C)A+(p’)I‘(d)

(L) AT ()T Dy A (p1)T

TN (LA (o)1

@ A+ () DD A (o) 7, )]

A* ()P D, A% ()T T [PEOA* ()P

[F(d)A+ (pl)F(C)A+

@A+ (! )TO A (py) 1]

(+959)AF (DDA ()0 | Tr [P AT ()T ONF ()] (01, p2)

”Y;LA+ (p2)F(c)

g(pl,pz)

)] 9pr.p2)

f(Plapz) . (B17)
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This shows that, under the integral (B14) and in the combination 7i .., pY f(p1,p2) + 72,05 9(p1,p2), the terms in
the first and second lines of Egs. (B16a), (B16b) are (up to a minus sign) the complex conjugates of the terms in the
third and fourth lines. This completes the proof of Eqs. (B15a), (B15b).

Finally, we compute

1 1 . v c
S T’ = 3= (L4 759)AT ()T DT (o) T Vi p” | T [DOAT ()02 ()]
1 : v
- 5T [(]l +758) AT (DT D AT (p)TOAT ()T DA (p2)T Vi p } : (B18)

Using i07,,,p" = —yupp + ppu, the cyclicity of the trace, the relation p(1l +v54) = (11 +s58)p, which holds since p-s = 0,
and the identity pA™(p) = mA™*(p), which is valid for on-shell particles, we arrive with Eqs. (114) and (136a) at

L O T (B19)

1 ) — Pu
3 T?” = g To = 37,0 = 52 To

The last identity uses the result of App. B2, which is possible since the term on the left-hand side appears under an
integral of the type (B5), cf., e.g., Eq. (137b).

5. Relation between traces and space-time shifts

Consider the traces in Egs. (114), (121), (131), and (136). Under the dI'; dT'o dI"” integral, we can replace the
energy projectors by the quantities defined in Eq. (5) as, e.g., AT (p1) = 2h(p1,51), since the additional terms vanish
because of Eq. (8). Employing this for A*(p1), AT(p2), and AT (p’), we find with Eqgs. (B4), (B7), (B10), (B12),
(B15a), (B15b), and (B19),

Im7, = —-Im7,¥) = 4m Gf;d % % : (B20a)
Im7,< =0, (B20D)
2—Re'7i,w,p1 =4m Gh;d ::i A;i’” , (B20c)

S ReTs p = dm Gh;d W L (B20d)
%Renl,p”’ =4m %;d % %L , (B20e)
%Re'ﬁ”,p” =2m Gf;d % % ; (B20f)

with the space-time shifts (3) and W from Eq. (4). Using Eq. (118), we immediately prove Egs. (139).

Appendix C: Traces for scalar boson exchange

In this appendix, we evaluate the various traces occurring in the collision term for scalar boson exchange, I'(®) = 1.
Using the Mandelstam variables

=+ =@ +p)?, t=@-p)?=0 —p)* uw=@p-p)*=0-m), (C1)
with s + ¢ +u = 4m?, Eq. (114) becomes

(s+t)(2s+t) s—t i v o
To= St T o2 + ﬁeuvaﬂsup D1 pg . (C2)

We denote the momentum p# in the C.M. frame as p§ = (Ey, ps), with E, = \/p2 + m2, where p, = |ps|. It then
follows that p/ = (E,,—p,). Furthermore, we define p¥, = (E,, p14), such that Phy = (Ex, —Pp1x). Here we have
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used that, in the C.M. frame, |p.| = |p1+| = P, such that the on-shell energies of all particles are equal. Introducing
the scattering angle © = £(py, P1+), we have s = 4(m? +p?), t = —2p2(1 —cos ©), u = —2p2(1 + cos O), and therefore

2 4
Py Pi
ReTy =2 1+W(1+2cos®)+m(l—l—cos@)(?w—cos@) . (C3)
The low-energy limit is therefore lim,, ,oRe7p = 2, and the limit of small scattering angles is limg_,o Re7p =
4
2(1+32 + ).

Similarly, we evaluate the traces (126). This is simplified by taking the difference of these traces and 7. Using
energy-momentum conservation multiple times to eliminate the dependence on p’*, we find

[s—t t(s+1) 5-p1( u 51D 51'?2) §:P251-p
— =55 — —
Ti=To ' 2m2 8m? ] m \4m? m + m m?
7; 1%
+ ﬁeuuaﬂslllp p(ll P'g ) (C4a‘)
(s —t (28—|—t)($—|—t) 5-py [25+1t S9-D S9 - p1 S-p1S2-p
— =55 — — —
T2=To > 2m2 8m?* L am?2  m m m?
)
R LINCE Y Y Py, (C4b)
, Js—t  tls+1) s-pp (8 -p u 8 po 5-py (8 p t s -p1
T =T [2m2 8m4 m m + 4m2 m m m + 4m?2 m
7
+ Eeyuaﬁs/#pyp? pg Y (C4C)
- _[s—=t (2s+t)(s+1) $-P1§-p2  S5-p25-p1
T=To [2m2 8m4 + m2 m?2
7 _
+ 3 Cuvaps PPT Py - (C4d)

We note that the last two terms in the first line of Eq. (C4d) are antisymmetric under the exchange of p; > p2 and
thus vanish under a dP; dP; integral where the remainder of the integrand is symmetric under this exchange.

In the low-energy limit, i.e., where the C.M. momentum p, — 0, one can show that all four-products between spin
vectors and momenta vanish. This is most easily seen in the C.M. frame and using the orthogonality of the spin
four-vector with the four-momentum. Also, in this limit all momenta just have a time component, e.g., p* — (m,0),
and similarly for the other momenta. Then, all imaginary parts in Eqs. (C4) vanish. This then yields

pl*igo (Ti —To) =25 - 51, (Cba)
pl*igo (T2 = To) = —25- 82, (C5b)
pl*iglo (T'—To) =2s-5", (C5c)

lim (7 —7To) =255 (C5d)
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Similarly, we compute from Egs. (131)

ﬁ vV, & ﬁ vV, & ﬁ
$-p1 p'prps t \ s'ptpy | t—u s'ppy
Tipw = €uvos [ 21t T

m  2m m 4m?2  m
. 3s s—t 3t
+1 [<1 — m) Pu + Wpl,# + (1 — m) p2,,u:| ) (Céa)
VO ﬂ VvV, ﬂ V ﬂ
v 5-P2 PPIDy ( u )5p1p2 t—u—4(s+1) s"ppy
T2 Ewaﬁl m  2m? + +4 2 m + 4m? m
. 3s 3u s—u
— |:<1 — W) pﬂ—i_ <1 — W) pl)H + ng)u} y (CGb)
V& ﬁ VvV, ﬁ VvV, 6 VvV ﬁ
' 1w s-(p1 —p2) P'PIPy | t—u PP, t \ s'ppi ( u )sppg
= —Cuva 1 - 5 1 - 5
TP Cuvap l m 2m? 4m?2 m U 4m? A 4m? m
fu—t s—t uU—3S8
o (4m2 Put gz Por T 2 p2’“> 7 (€60
and from Eq. (121)
o0 o8 _ o8
g _ ($E3tpu _sHEPLu S Pap o (PIPy U PPy sHT—u pip )
s 4m?2 m  4m?2 m 2m2 m praf m?2 4m?2 m2 4m? m2 ’
as well as from Eq. (136b)
. o, B o, B o, B
@_ [uttpn BsH+0pu  stupe] i (pes pp |, P o8
7 le2 m dm? m dmE o | g s m2 m? w2 ) (C8)

Note that some terms in these expression can be further simplified using the symmetry under the dP; d P, integral.
From these results we finally compute the space-time shifts using Eqs. (139),

h 1
A ,=————R .Y
LT oOmReT 2m TPy
h s p1 P piph t O\ s'pipy | t—u s"popl
= s | L 1 , C9
2mReT Cuvap l m  4m3 * * 4m?2 2m? 4m2  2m?2 (C9a)
h 1
Noyyy=—"——R D5
24T 9mReT 2m T2, w2
h 5P p”p‘f‘pé3 ( U s”p‘f‘pg t—u—4(s+1t) s”po‘pg
R 1 ) , C9b
2mReT Cuvap m  4m3 U 4m?2 2m2 4m? 2m2 ( )
h
AI — R ! /v
n 9mRer P
h _5.( _ )VozB t_usuaB t suaﬂ U 51/015
_ €avas P1—Pp2) P PP p1p2+ 1+ pp1+(1+ ) b P
2mReT " m 4m3 4m?  2m?2 4m? 2m2 4m? 2m? ’
(C9¢)
h
A, = Im7,(®
b 2mReT w7,
h o Py u ppl  5tt—u PP (C9d)
= o 5 ~+~ ura - .
2mReT " A m?2 4m?2 m?2 4m? m2

In the low-energy limit, the spacetime shifts vanish.
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