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We present an approach to solving the evolution of a classical N -particle ensemble
based on the path integral approach to classical mechanics. This formulation provides
a perturbative solution to the Liouville equation in terms of a propagator which can be
expanded in a Dyson series. We show that this perturbative expansion exactly corresponds
to an iterative solution of the BBGKY-hierarchy in orders of the interaction potential.
Using the path integral formulation, we perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation
(HST) to obtain an effective field theoretic description in terms of macroscopic fields, which
contains the full microscopic dynamics of the system in its vertices. Naturally, the HST
leads to a new perturbative expansion scheme which contains an infinite order of microscopic
interactions already at the lowest order of the perturbative expansion. Our approach can
be applied to in and out of equilibrium systems with arbitrary interaction potentials and
initial conditions. We show how (unequal-time) cumulants of the Klimontovich phase
space densities can be computed within this framework and derive results for density and
momentum correlations for a spatially homogeneous system. Under the explicit assumptions
for the interaction potential and initial conditions, we show that well-known results related
to plasma oscillations and the Jeans instability criterion for gravitational collapse can be
recovered in the lowest order perturbative expansion and that both are the effect of the
same collective behaviour of the many-body system.
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1. Introduction

The overwhelming success of the path integral formulation of quantum field theory had sparked a
keen interest in an analogous formulation for classical mechanics more than half a century ago. The
pioneering work of [1], - now known as the MSR formalism -, laid the groundwork for a path integral
formulation for stochastic systems [2] and for classical Hamiltonian systems [3, 4]. The idea behind the
introduction of the path integral formalism to classical mechanics was to apply the wealth of already
developed functional methods to classical systems [5]. Perhaps more importantly, the goal was to give
to the theory of classical statistical mechanics the same generality and rigour as quantum field theory[1].
The path integral formulation was, thus, intended to encompass the properties of a system, be it
conservative or dissipative, or in or out of equilibrium. It would also provide a graphical representation
in terms of Feynman diagrams and it would allow to apply non-perturbative methods from quantum
field theory to classical systems. While the works of [1, 2, 5] have given rise to many applications
of the path integral formalism for stochastic systems [6–8], not much attention – beside a purely
academic interest [9–12] – has been paid to the path integral formulation for classical Hamiltonian
systems introduced by [3, 4]. However, there are many applications for the latter, ranging from plasma
systems [13] to cosmic Dark Matter large-scale structures [14, 15]. The common denominator for such
systems is that typical mean-field approximations or standard fluid descriptions become insufficient for
their description when they are dominated by effects that go beyond collective behaviour. To study
such systems, numerical N -body simulations have become the standard method. These are, however,
computationally expensive, especially for systems with long-ranged interactions, and heavily tailored
to each particular application. Although, they can successfully reproduce results for those systems
they were designed to simulate, they are not suitable as a general framework to gain a fundamental
understanding of many-body physics.
To establish such a framework, we thus, return to the original idea of the MSR formalism in order

to establish a general and rigorous analytical approach for the study of classical N -particle systems
based on the path integral formulation of classical mechanics proposed by [3, 4]. Our main interest
is the study of structure formation and evolution in terms of n-point correlation functions of the
Klimontovich phase space densities. We obtain a perturbative solution to the Liouville equation in
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terms of a propagator which can be expanded in a Dyson series, which corresponds to an iterative
solution of the BBGKY-hierarchy in orders of the interaction potential. This microscopic perturbative
expansion is not new. However, the path integral formulation allows us to establish a macroscopic
field theory by applying a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation (HST) [16, 17] to the generating
functional. The HST leads to an effective field theoretic description which contains the full statistics of
the microscopic system in its vertices. A similar approach was explored in [14].

We set up a new macroscopic perturbation theory in terms of macroscopic propagators and vertices,
which corresponds to a re-ordering of the microscopic perturbation theory. The macroscopic propagator
contains a re-summation of microscopic terms of a certain class to infinite order in the interaction
potential. Furthermore, the macroscopic field theory allows us to apply functional (non-perturbative)
methods from (quantum) field theory which we shall discuss in future work. The macroscopic theory is
therefore especially interesting for long-ranged interaction potentials where perturbative approaches
do not suffice. The approach presented here is completely general, it can be applied to in- and
out-of-equilibrium systems for any (two-particle) interaction potential and arbitrary initial conditions.

The contents of this paper are structured in the following way: In Sec. 2.1 we introduce our notation
and refresh the readers memory on a few well-known quantities from statistical mechanics that will
be used later on. We then derive the path integral for classical mechanics in Sec. 2.2 and discuss
the microscopic perturbation theory extensively in Sec. 2.3. We provide calculations of Klimontovich
phase space densities up to second order in perturbation theory and draw the connection to the
BBGKY-hierarchy, the Boltzmann and the Vlasov equation. In addition, we provide an intuitive
picture of the microscopic perturbation theory, as it will play an important role in the macroscopic field
theory, which we derive in Sec. 3. First, we construct a generating functional and perform a (modified)
HST in Sec. 3.1 in order to obtain the macroscopic field theory. We then derive Feynman rules in Sec.
3.2 and discuss the free or tree-level theory and its connection to the microscopic theory in Sec. 3.3
and Sec. 3.4. Finally, we provide an instructive toy-model application in Sec. 3.5 where we compute
the tree-level density and momentum correlations for a spatially homogeneous system. At the end of
Sec. 3.5 we recover two well-known effects – one from plasma physics and one from cosmology – in
our tree-level theory and show that both are, in fact, the result of the same collective behaviour of a
many-body system.

2. Time Evolution of the Classical Ensemble

2.1. Basics and Notation

We denote the microstate of an N -particle ensemble in three-dimensional Euclidean space by the
set of phase space coordinates xj = (q⃗j , p⃗j)

⊤ , j = 1 · · ·N of the individual particles, with respective
canonical positions and momenta q⃗j , p⃗j . Furthermore, we assume the Hamilton function of the system
to be of the form

H(x1 , · · · , xN , t) = H0(x1 , · · · , xN , t) + V (x1 , · · · , xN , t) , (1)

with

H0(x1 , · · · , xN , t) =
N∑
i=1

p⃗ 2
i

2m
, V (x1 , · · · , xN , t) =

1

2

N∑
i ̸=j=1

v(|q⃗i − q⃗j |, t) , (2)

where v(|q⃗i − q⃗j |, t) is a possibly time dependent two-particle interaction potential depending only on
the absolute value of the distance of the two particles. Moreover, all particles are assumed to have
the same mass m. The temporal evolution of the system is now described by the set of phase space
trajectories {xj(t)} of the particles which are subject to Hamilton’s equations of motion

˙⃗qj =∇p⃗jH(x1 , · · · , xN , t) (3)

˙⃗pj =−∇q⃗jH(x1 , · · · , xN , t) , j = 1 · · ·N (4)
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which can be brought into the symplectic form

ẋj = ω · ∇jH(x1 , · · · , xN , t) , (5)

where ω =

(
0 13×3

−13×3 0

)
and ∇j = (∇q⃗j ,∇p⃗j )

⊤ are the symplectic matrix and the phase space

gradient, respectively. Due to the indistinguishable nature of the particles almost all of the quantities
we are interested in will depend on the whole particle ensemble. Thus, in order to increase readability,
we introduce a tensorial notation, bundling all objects which carry a particle index, e. g. qj , into
multiparticle objects,

A =
N∑
j=1

Aj ⊗ ej , (6)

where ej is the N -dimensional canonical unit-vector. The set of phase space coordinates {xj} is now,
for instance, represented by the tensor x. Note that from the definition of the tensor product, the
scalar product between two quantities A and B decomposes as

A · B =

N∑
j,i=1

(Ai ⊗ ei) · (Bj ⊗ ej) =

N∑
j,i=1

AiBj ei · ej︸ ︷︷ ︸
=δij

=

N∑
i=1

AiBi . (7)

Functions depending on the whole set of particle positions will be denoted by

F ({xj}, t) = F (x1 , · · · , xN , t) ≡ F (x, t) . (8)

Furthermore, the integration measure of the N -particle phase space is written as

d6Nx = d3Nq d3Np ≡ dq dp = dx . (9)

Using this notation, the equations of motion for the whole bundle of particles can be brought into the
convenient form

0 = E(x) = ẋ− ω · ∇H(x, t) , (10)

where ω = ω ⊗ 1N×N is the tensorial generalization of the symplectic structure.

Note, that by the above equation of motion the phase space trajectories travelled by particles are
uniquely defined by the Hamilton function once an appropriate set of initial conditions x(i) = x(t = t(i))
at initial time t(i) is given. This makes the determinism of classical mechanics manifest.

In general we do not know the initial phase space coordinates explicitly but only on a statistical
level, i. e. through an initial phase space probability density distribution

ϱN (x(i), t(i)) = ϱN (x1, · · · , xN , t(i)) . (11)

Consequently, the specific final positions of the particles are only known on a probabilistic level,
even though the trajectories themselves are deterministic. Drawing different realizations of initial
coordinates from ϱN (x(i), t(i)) and evolving them according to (5) will eventually result in a final phase
space density distribution ϱN (x, t). Thus at any given time t > t(i), the probability density of the
system is given by

ϱN (x, t) =

∫
dx(i)K(x, t|x(i), t(i))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) , (12)

K(x, t|x(i), t(i)) = δD(x− xcl(t;x
(i))) , (13)

where xcl(t;x
(i)) denotes the classical solution to (10) evaluated at time t, with parametric dependence

on the initial conditions. In the above equation, K(x, t|x(i), t(i)) can be seen as the transition probability
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from the initial phase space density to the final one. Classical determinism, as discussed above, implies
that K(x, t|x(i), t(i)) is exactly given by the Dirac-Delta distribution in (13), ensuring that the particles
are found at xcl(t;x

(i)).

A classical, time-independent observable is defined as a phase space function O(x) of the 6N variables.
Its value at time t, given by O(t) = O(x(t)), is, by the above discussion, also a random variable.
Consequently, its statistical average at time t can be computed as

⟨O(t)⟩ =
∫

dxO(x)ϱN (x, t) . (14)

Inserting equation (12) we find

⟨O(t)⟩ =
∫

dxdx(i)O(x)K(x, t|x(i), t(i))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) . (15)

Integrating the above equation over the phase space coordinates dx we eventually arrive at an expression
for the classical expectation value of O in terms of the initial phase space density

⟨O(t)⟩ =
∫

dx(i)O(xcl(t;x
(i)))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) . (16)

This result can be generalized to correlations between operators O1, · · · Ok at respective times t1, · · · tk,

⟨O1(t1) · · · Ok(tk)⟩ =
∫

dx(i)O1(xcl(t1;x
(i))) · · · Ok(xcl(tk;x

(i)))ϱN (x(i)t(i)) . (17)

For simple systems with analytic solutions xcl(t;x
(i)) equation (17) gives the prescription on how to

compute expectation values. In general, however, the analytical solution to (5) is not known, such
that we need a different approach. Our main objective in this work will, therefore, be to construct a
path integral expression for the transition amplitude (13), thereby facilitating a more quantum-like
treatment of the N -particle statistical system.

2.1.1. Macroscopic Observables

Let us now briefly define the primary observables and statistical objects that will be of interest to
us. Given the probability distribution at some time t, we are typically interested in the computation
of collective properties of the whole N -particle ensemble. Let us therefore introduce the (local)
Klimontovich phase space density,

f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) =
N∑
i=1

δD(q⃗1 − q⃗i(t1))δD(p⃗1 − p⃗i(t1)) ≡
N∑
i=1

δD(x1 − xi(t1)) , (18)

which counts the number of microscopic particles of the ensemble, living in 6N -dimensional Γ-space,
that occupy a phase space point x1 = (q⃗1, p⃗1) in 6-dimensional µ-space at time t1. Each particle thus
contributes a term δD(q⃗1 − q⃗i(t1))δD(p⃗1 − p⃗i(t1)) to the local macroscopic phase space density. In the
following, we will refer to x = (q⃗, p⃗) and xi = (q⃗i, p⃗i) as the macroscopic and microscopic variables
respectively. The phase space density is consequently a function of external macroscopic variables
(q⃗1, p⃗1) and the microscopic variables x(t1) describing the state of the system at time t1. For better
readability however, we generally keep the latter dependence implicit as the state of the system is
already characterized by the time t1. It should also be noted that the index i in equation (18) is a
particle label, while the index 1 attached to the µ-space coordinates of f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) refers to the phase
space point at which we read off the Klimontovich phase space density. We trust that the appropriate
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meaning of the indices should become apparent from context. Further observables such as the physical
density ρ(q⃗1, t1) or the momentum density Π⃗(q⃗1, t1) can be obtained from (18) according to

ρ(q⃗1, t1) =
N∑
i=1

δD(q⃗1 − q⃗i(t1)) =

∫
d3p1f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) , (19)

Π⃗(q⃗1, t1) =
N∑
i=1

p⃗i(t1) δD(q⃗1 − q⃗i(t1)) =

∫
d3p1 p⃗1 f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) . (20)

In general we will also be interested in higher order correlations of (19) and (20), connecting different
points q⃗1 · · · q⃗k and times t1 · · · tk in configuration space, such as unequal-time two-point density
correlations. We will thus be looking at observables of the form

O(q⃗1, t1, · · · q⃗k, tk) =
∫

d3p1 · · · d3pkF (p⃗1, · · · , p⃗k)f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) · · · f(q⃗k, p⃗k, tk) , (21)

where F (p⃗1, · · · , p⃗k) is some function of the momenta. The collective properties of the system are then
captured by taking the average over the microscopic degrees of freedom at the respective times, giving

⟨O(q⃗1, t1, · · · q⃗k, tk)⟩ =
∫

d3p1 · · · d3pkF (p⃗1, · · · , p⃗k)⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) · · · f(q⃗k, p⃗k, tk)⟩ . (22)

Consequently, our main task reduces to the computation of averages of products of the Klimontovich
phase space density, which can be done within the path integral framework.

2.1.2. Reduced phase space densities

For a given phase space density ϱN (x, t) we define the s-particle reduced phase space density according
to

fs(x1, · · · , xs, t) ≡
N !

(N − s)!

∫
d3xs+1 · · · d3xNϱ(x1, · · · , xs, xs+1, · · · , xN , t) . (23)

It captures the statistical information of an s-particle subsystem at time t. Depending on the concrete
observable to compute we may thus describe the system using the reduced phase space densities fs
instead of the full phase space statistics ϱN (x, t) which reduces the amount of complexity considerably.
Due to the indistinguishable nature of the particles and the resulting symmetry of ϱN (x, t) under the
exchange of any two particles, the definition of the reduced densities in (23) is equivalent to

fs(x1, · · · , xs, t) =
∫

dx

N∑
i1 ̸=···̸=is=1

δD(x1 − xi1) · · · δD(xs − xis)ϱN (x, t) . (24)

By equation (14) the equal time expectation value of a product of k-phase space densities at time t is
given by

⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t) · · · f(q⃗k, p⃗k, t)⟩ =
∫

dxf(q⃗1, p⃗1;x) · · · f(q⃗k, p⃗k;x)ϱN (x, t) , (25)

where we made the dependence on the microscopic degrees of freedom explicit. Using (24), this integral
decomposes into reduced densities, such that

⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t) · · · f(q⃗k, p⃗k, t)⟩ = · · ·+ fk(x1, · · · , xk, t) . (26)

The ellipsis in the above equation stands for all terms which involve reduced phase space densities
of degree lower than k. They arise from terms in the product of sums in (25) in which at least two
indices are identified, e. g. for k = 2 we find

⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t)f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t)⟩ = δD(x1 − x2)f1(x1, t) + f2(x1, x2, t) . (27)
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We call the respective terms in the decomposition in (26) the r-particle contribution with 1 ≤ r ≤ k to
the k-point correlation function, as they depend on the statistics of r-particle subsets. On an intuitive
level, they correspond to the possibility of randomly picking the same particle multiple times in order to
measure the k-point correlation function. Thus, in order to study the evolution of correlation functions
(26), it is enough to understand the time-evolution of the s-particle densities. In the case of equal-time
correlation functions this corresponds to the standard approach leading to the BBGKY hierachy. For
comparison to our approach we summarize the key points in appendix B.

If our system is in an uncorrelated state, i. e. the particles are distributed in a statistically independent
way sucht that the probability of finding a particle at some point is independent of any of the other
particles, the s-particle reduced distribution function takes the form

fs(x1, · · · , xs, t) =
s∏

j=1

f1(xj , t) . (28)

In order to measure how much the system differs from such an uncorrelated state, we decompose
a set of s-particles into all possible disjoint subsets which contain at least one particle. Each such
cluster represents a group of mutually correlated particles. The clusters themselves are statistically
independent from each other such that we can write, for instance,

f2(x1, x2, t) =f1(x1, t)f1(x2, t) + g2(x1, x2, t) , (29)

f3(x1, x2, x3, t) =f1(x1, t)f1(x2, t)f1(x3, t) + f1(x1, t)g2(x2, x3, t)

+ f1(x2, t)g2(x1, x3, t) + f1(x3, t)g2(x1, x2, t) (30)

+ g3(x1, x2, x3, t) ,

...

where gr(x1, · · · , xr, t) denotes the irreducible r-particle distribution function containing the subset
of correlated particles within fs. Importantly, this decomposition of the total phase space density
ϱN (x, t) into reducible and irreducible s-particle distributions can be done in general at any time. Our
approach described in the following will make use of it in order to decompose the initial phase space
density into initial correlations, which are then propagated in time.

2.2. Time Evolution via Classical Path Integrals

In quantum mechanics, the intuitive picture behind the path integral representation of the transition
probability is to allow the particles to travel all possible trajectories connecting two fixed end points in
configuration space. Each trajectory is then functionally integrated over, weighted by the exponential of
the classical action. This idea can be transferred to the classical situation as described in the following.
To keep things short we mention the main ideas here and postpone a more detailed derivation and
further discussion to appendix A and especially the literature [6, 10, 18].

The classical transition probability (13) between an initial time t(i) and a final time t(f) satisfies the
important relation

K(x(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) =

∫
dxK(x(f), t(f)|x, t)K(x, t|x(i), t(i)) , (31)

which can be used to decompose the evolution into N steps. The Dirac-Deltas then ensure that at every
time step the particles can be found on the respective classical trajectories, which in the continuum
limit N → ∞ converges to the classical trajectory and thus leads to the path integral representation of
the classical transition amplitude,

K(x(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) =

x(f)∫
x(i)

Dx(t)δD[x(t)− xcl(t;x
(i))] , (32)
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where the functional integration measure Dx(t)δD[x(t)− xcl(t;x
(i))] gives weight 0 to all trajectories

but the classical one, with fixed end points at x(i) and x(f). This ensures classical determinism in
the path integral approach. We can now perform a transformation x → E[x] inside the functional
Dirac-Delta distribution in order to explicitly use the equations of motion instead of the classical
solution, which is not explicitly known in general. To this end we make use of the functional relation

δD[x(t)− xcl(t;x
(i))] = δD[E[x(t)]] · J , (33)

where J =
∣∣∣ δE[x]δx

∣∣∣ is the Jacobian emerging from the change of variables. In appendix A we compute

the Jacobian explicitly during the rigorous discretization procedure and discuss how its explicit form
depends on the convention for the discretization. Furthermore, we show that by using the pre-point
prescription in the discretized theory which corresponds to defining Θ(0) = 0, the determinant is
constant and can be absorbed in the functional integration measure. This phenomenon is also known
from the theory of stochastic dynamics and has been discussed in great detail in the literature
[19, 20]. Keeping this in mind, we plug (33) into (32), absorb the Jacobian and introduce a doublet
χ = (χq,χp)

⊤ in order to express the remaining Dirac-Delta distribution in terms of its Fourier
transform. We then arrive at the expression

K(x(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) =

x(f)∫
x(i)

Dx(t)Dχ(t) exp

[
i

t(f)∫
t(i)

dtχ(t) · (ẋ(t)− ω · ∇H(x(t)))

]
, (34)

where we explicitly inserted the equations of motion (5). Note that the functional integration is per-
formed over all x(t) trajectories with fixed endpoints and over all χ(t) trajectories with no restrictions
on the end points. The representation (34) for the classical transition probability together with (12)
opens the possibility for a functional approach to the time evolution of classical N -particle systems in
and out of equilibrium, depending on the explicit form of the initial phase space density ϱN (x(i), t(i)).
The out of equilibrium case will be the main goal of our application.

As is well known, the time evolution of a classical statistical system is governed by the Liouville
equation,

∂t ϱN (x, t) = −iL̂ ϱN (x, t) , (35)

where the Liouville operator is defined by

L̂ =i∇H(x) · ω · ∇ = i∇qH(x) ·∇p − i∇pH(x) ·∇q . (36)

The formal solution to (35) is then given by

ϱN (x, t) = Û(t, t(i)) ϱN (x(i), t(i)) (37)

with the classical time evolution operator1

Û(t, t(i)) = e−i(t−t(i))L̂ . (38)

In fact, as has been shown in [4, 10], (34) corresponds to the path integral representation of the time
evolution operator (38). Indeed, expanding (34) for small time steps, one recovers the Liouville equation
(35). Thus, it is the functional formulation of the associated operator formalism famously known as
the Koopman-von Neumann formalism [21–23], which describes classical mechanics as an operatorial
theory on the Hilbert space of complex square-integrable classical wavefunctions, in complete analogy to
quantum mechanics. As is clear form the exponent in (34), χ plays the role of the conjugate momenta
to x in an extended phase space [10]. With that intuition in mind we finally note that the whole path

1Here we assume a time independent Hamilton function for simplicity.
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integral construction is very similar to the one used in stochastic dynamics describing the Brownian
motion of a particle subject to a Langevin equation [24]. However, in contrast to the latter case, we do
not have a noise term spoiling the determinism of the time evolution. The only probabilistic element in
our system enters through the initial phase space density distribution. It is thus the initial state which
describes the statistical properties of the system, and thus determines whether it is in an equilibrium
state or not.

From the path integral representation of the transition probability we can now construct analogous
expressions for time ordered expectation values (17) in the following way: We insert the observables
inside the path integration which enforces the microscopic classical trajectories. Furthermore, we
integrate out the final microscopic degrees of freedom x(f) and formally let tf → ∞, which leaves us
with

⟨T̂ O1(t1) · · · Ok(tk)⟩ =
∫

dx(f)

∫
dx(i)ϱN (x(i), t(i))× (39)

×
x(f)∫

x(i)

Dx(t)Dχ(t)O1(x(t1)) · · · Ok(x(tk)) exp

[
iS[x(t),χ(t)]

]
.

The effective classical action is given by

S[x(t),χ(t)] =
∞∫

t(i)

dtχ(t) ·
(
ẋ(t)− ω · ∇H(x(t))

)
, (40)

which, inserting (1), can be split into a free and an interacting part

S[x(t),χ(t)] =S0[x(t),χ(t)] + SI[x(t),χ(t)] , (41)

with

S0[x(t),χ(t)] =

∞∫
t(i)

dt
{
χ(t) ·

(
ẋ(t)− ω · ∇H0(x(t))

)}
, SI[x(t),χ(t)] =

∞∫
t(i)

dtχp(t) · ∇qV (q(t), t) .

(42)
There are several ways to proceed with the computation of (39). The most straight forward way is to
introduce sources for q and χp and to pull the interactions and the operators out of the path integral
by replacing the variables with appropriate functional derivatives. This has been done in [11, 15, 25]
and results in a perturbation theory in terms of the interaction potential, leading to particle trajectories
which deviate from their inertial free motion governed by H0(x). If the interactions are weak, the full
trajectory can be approximated very accurately by low orders of the perturbative expansion. If, however,
the operators one is interested in are non-polynomial functions of the underlying degrees of freedom
x(t), this approach requires Taylor expanding these functions, introducing a further approximation
and consequently a loss of accuracy. In the next section we therefore take a different path which, as
we will see, is more closely related to standard kinetic theory and exhibits similarities to many-body
quantum mechanics, such that it eventually results in a better approximation of the time evolution of
the density.

2.3. Microscopic Perturbation Theory

In this section we describe the perturbative approach to the computation of expectation values. Without
loss of generality we assume that the times of the operators are ordered, t(f) > t1 ≥ · · · ≥ tk ≥ t(i). As
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described in appendix A.1, the path integral may then be split at the respective points x(tk) ≡ xk, i. e.

x(f)∫
x(i)

D′x(t)Dχ(t)O1(x(t1)) · · · Ok(x(tk)) exp

[
iS[x(t),χ(t)]

]
= (43)

∫
dx1 · · · dxk K(x(f), t(f)|x1, t1)O1(x1)K(x1, t1|x2, t2) · · · Ok(x1)K(xk, tk|x(i), t(i)) . (44)

Note that the integration dxk signifies integration over the whole ensemble at time tk. Furthermore,
due to the full propagator being a Dirac-Delta distribution of the classical trajectories (13), we find

1 =

∫
dx(f)K(x(f), t(f)|x1, t1) , (45)

such that we can integrate out x(f) in (39) which thus leaves us with

⟨T̂ O1(t1) · · · Ok(tk)⟩ =
∫

dx1 · · · dxkdx
(i)O1(x1)K(x1, t1|x2, t2) · · · (46)

· · ·K(xk−1, tk−1|xk, tk)Ok(xk)K(xk, tk|x(i), t(i))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) .

Equation (46) is a direct generalization of (15). We evolve the initial density with the full propagator
until we take the first average at time tk by integrating over the ensemble xk. The density is then
further evolved until we take the next average over xk−1 at tk−1. This procedure is repeated up to t1
where we take the last average over x1 giving the full unequal-time correlation between the observables
O1 , · · · ,Ok. The microscopic perturbation theory now consists of expanding the full propagator (34)
in a Dyson series and sorting the resulting terms in (46) by powers of the potential. Let us therefore
write

K(x(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) =

x(f)∫
x(i)

D′x(t)Dχ(t) exp

[
iS0[x(t),χ(t)] + iSI[x(t),χ(t)]

]
(47)

=

x(f)∫
x(i)

D′x(t)Dχ(t) exp

[
iS0[x(t),χ(t)]

] ∞∑
n=0

in

n!

(
SI[x(t),χ(t)]

)n
(48)

=
∞∑
n=0

Kn(x
(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) . (49)

In the following we occasionally abbreviate

Kn(k|l) ≡ Kn(xk, tk|xl, tl) , Kn(f |i) ≡ Kn(x
(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) ,

in order to condense the notation. We easily find the zeroth order propagator,

K0(f |i) =
x(f)∫

x(i)

D′x(t)Dχ(t) exp

[
iS0[x(t),χ(t)]

]
(50)

=δD

(
x(f) − xcl,0(t

(f);x(i))
)

(51)

=δD

(
q(f) − q(i) − p(i)

m
(t(f) − t(i))

)
δD

(
p(f) − p(i)

)
, (52)
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describing the free evolution of the particles. In order to restrict ourselves to causal propagation, we
multiply the free propagator with Θ(t(f) − t(i)) such that

K0(f |i) = δD

(
q(f) − q(i) − p(i)

m
(t(f) − t(i))

)
δD

(
p(f) − p(i)

)
Θ(t(f) − t(i)) , (53)

i. e. the density evolves from earlier to later times. Inserting the explicit form of the two particle
potential (2) into SI[x(t),χ(t)] we find for K1

K1(f |i) = i

x(f)∫
x(i)

D′x(t)Dχ(t) exp

[
iS0[x(t),χ(t)]

]∫ t(f)

t(i)
dt̄

N∑
i ̸=j=1

χ⃗pi(t̄) · ∇qiv(|q⃗i(t̄)− q⃗j(t̄)|, t̄) . (54)

In appendix A.1 we show that this expression can be brought into the form

K1(f |i) =
∫ t(f)

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx̄1K0(f |1̄) V̂(1̄)K0(1̄|i) , (55)

where the potential operator V̂ (1) defined as

V̂(1) ≡ V̂(x1, t1) ≡
N∑

i ̸=j=1

∇q⃗1i
v(|q⃗1i − q⃗1j |, t1) · ∇p⃗1i

(56)

acts on the free propagator on its right and describes the reaction of the system to inter particle
interactions. Again, we recall that x1i refers to the i-th particle at time t1. To second order we
analogously find

K2(f |i) =
∫ t(f)

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
dx̄1dx̄2K0(f |1̄) V̂(1̄)K0(1̄|2̄) V̂(2̄)K0(2̄|i) . (57)

Attention has to be paid to the time ordering, which we have made explicit in the boundaries of
the time integration. In general there are n! possibilities of ordering n interactions, which exactly
cancels the 1

n! appearing in the expansion of the Dyson Series (47). Iterating the above procedure, we
eventually arrive at the familiar integral equation for the full propagator

K(f |i) = K0(f |i) +
∫ t(f)

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx̄1K0(f |1̄) V̂(1̄)K(1̄|i) . (58)

If we multiply (58) with the initial phase space density distribution and integrate over the initial state,
we find the following Lippmann-Schwinger like equation for the full phase space density

ϱN (x(f), t(f)) = ϱ
(0)
N (x(f), t(f)) +

∫ t(f)

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx̄1K0(x

(f), t(f)|x̄1, t̄1) V̂(x̄1, t̄1) ϱN (x̄1, t̄1) , (59)

where ϱ
(0)
N (x(f), t(f)) is the freely evolving density. Equation (59) describes how the full final density arises

as a scattering process2 in which the incoming full phase space density is deformed by the interaction
operator V̂(x, t) due to the presence of inter particle interactions. The first order approximation of this
equation thus corresponds to the analogy of the Born approximation in scattering theory. Importantly,

2The analogy with the scattering theory of many-body quantum mechanics is not a coincidence. In quantum mechanics
the Lippmann-Schwinger equation describes a scattering process of a wave function with a potential w. r. t. a free
evolution. Famously, classical mechanics ca be formulated within the same framework as quantum mechanics, know
as Koopman-von Neumann formalism [21]. Within this framework it can be shown that a postulated classical
wavefunction obeys the same evolution equation as the classical phase space density. Thus the scattering process
described by the wave function translates to a scattering process of the density.
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integrating (59) over the full final phase space, and using the normalization of the free and the full
phase space density, we find the condition∫ t(f)

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx̄1 V̂(x̄1, t̄1) ϱN (x̄1, t̄1) = 0 , (60)

from which we obtain the normalization condition∫
dxi∇q⃗iv(|q⃗i − q⃗j |, t) · ∇p⃗i ϱN (x, t) = 0 , (61)

which also holds order by order in perturbation theory. It can also be verified by partially integrating
over the momenta p⃗i and using the fact, that the density vanishes at the boundaries in momentum
space. Thus, all terms vanish in which the momentum of particle i, affected by the force induced by
particle j, is integrated over. This normalization argument will be used in the following in order to
find all contributing terms in perturbation theory.

Keeping the above in mind, we can further simplify the integrals over x1 and x2 in (55) and (57),
respectively. Performing the integrals over the Dirac-Delta distributions, we find

K1(1|2) =
∫ t1

t2

dt̄1

N∑
i ̸=j=1

∇q⃗1i
v
(∣∣q⃗1i(t̄1; t1)− q⃗1j (t̄1; t1)

∣∣ , t̄1) · ∇p⃗1i
K0(1|2) (62)

=

∫ t1

t2

dt̄1

N∑
i ̸=j=1

L̂i j(t1, t1; t̄1)K0(1|2) , (63)

where we introduced the short-hand notation

q⃗1(t
′; t1) = q⃗1 −

p⃗1
m

(t1 − t′) , (64)

describing the history of a freely evolving particle as seen from x1 = (q⃗1, p⃗1) at time t1 and also defined
the interaction operator

L̂i j(t1, t1; t̄1) ≡ ∇q⃗1i
v
(∣∣q⃗1i(t̄1; t1)− q⃗1j (t̄1; t1)

∣∣ , t̄1) · ∇p⃗1i
. (65)

The latter describes how particle j exhibits a force on particle i at time t̄1. Both particles positions are
described by their backwards evolution as seen from t1. As expected, K1 describes the deviation from
the free density propagation due to the interaction between i and j integrated over all possible times
t̄1. The corresponding expression for K2(1|2) reads

K2(1|2) =
∫ t1

t2

dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t2

dt̄2

N∑
i ̸=j=1

L̂i j(t1, t1; t̄1)

 ∑
k∈{i,j}

N∑
l=1
l ̸=k

L̂k l(t1, t1; t̄2)

 K0(1|2) , (66)

and describes how a second interaction operator deforms the propagation of the initial density which
has already been deformed by an interaction at earlier times. Importantly, the particle with index k,
which is deflected in the earlier interaction has to be either the deflected particle i or the deflecting
particle j in the later interaction. This is again due to the normalization condition (61). The same
logic applies to all higher orders.

As an illustrative example we shall present the computations of the Klimontovich phase space density
correlation functions ⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩ and ⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)⟩ up to second order in the perturbation
theory.
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2.3.1. Free Theory

In the simplest case we only have free propagators appearing. The expectation value of the Klimontovich
phase space density at time t1 is obtained by averaging over the ensemble x(t1) ≡ x1 at the respective
time, i. e.

⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩(0) =
∫

dx1dx
(i)f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)K0(x1, t1|x(i), t(i))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) . (67)

Inserting the definitions (18) and (53) of the Klimontovich density and the free propagator, we easily
compute

⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩(0) =
N∑
i=1

∫
dx

(i)
i δD

(
q⃗1 − q⃗

(i)
i −

p⃗
(i)
i

m
(t1 − t(i))

)
δD(p⃗1 − p⃗

(i)
i )ϱN (x(i), t(i)) (68)

=f1

(
q⃗1 −

p⃗1
m

(t1 − t(i)), p⃗1, t
(i)

)
(69)

≡f
(0)
1 (x1, t1) , (70)

where in the first step we inserted the definition of the one-particle reduced initial phase space density
(24) and in the last line we defined the freely evolved one-particle reduced distribution function.
The final result is therefore, as expected, simply the shifted initial phase space density. A similar
computation for ⟨T̂ f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)⟩ reveals

⟨T̂ f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)⟩(0) =
∫

dx1 dx2 dx
(i)f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)K0(1|2) f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)K0(2|i) ϱN (x(i), t(i))

(71)

=δD(x2 − x1(t2; t1))f
(0)
1 (x1, t1) + f

(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t2) , (72)

which corresponds to (27) in the case of the free theory case with unequal times where

f
(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t2) = f2

(
q⃗1 −

p⃗1
m

(t1 − t(i)), p⃗1, q⃗2 −
p⃗2
m

(t2 − t(i)), p⃗2, t
(i)

)
(73)

is the freely evolved unequal-time generalization of f2. Only the initial reduced phase space densities
f1 and f2 appear in (70) and (72), respectively, since the free evolution does not add any further
correlations to the ones already present at initial time. Thus, the result is, as expected, simply the
initial correlation function shifted by the free trajectories. For the free theory we can generalize the
result to n-th order correlation functions and find

⟨T̂ f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) · · · f(q⃗n, p⃗n, tn)⟩(0) = · · ·+ f (0)
n (x1, t1, · · · , xn, tn) , (74)

where again the ellipsis stands for all lower-order particle contributions. Furthermore, the freely evolved
k-particle reduced distribution function is, in analogy to (73), given by

f
(0)
k (x1, t1, · · · , xk, tk) = f2

(
q⃗1 −

p⃗1
m

(t1 − t(i)), p⃗1, · · · , q⃗k −
p⃗k
m

(tk − t(i)), p⃗k, t
(i)

)
, (75)

where each particle is shifted individually.
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2.3.2. First and Second Order Perturbation Theory

The first order correction to ⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩ now includes an interaction operator (65) and can be
computed using (62) as

⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩(1) =
∫

dx1 dx
(i) f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)K1(x1, t1|x(i), t(i))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) (76)

=

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx1 dx

(i)
N∑
i=1

δD(x1 − x1i)
N∑

j ̸=l=1

L̂j l(t1, t1; t̄1)K0(1|i)ϱN (x(i), t(i)) (77)

=

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx2 L̂x1 x2(t1, t̄1; t̄1)

[
f
(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t̄1)

]
. (78)

In the second equality we inserted the definitions of the Klimontovich phase space density. From the
second to the third line we made use of the normalization condition (61) to identify the particle indices
j with i and performed the remaining integrals over the Dirac-Delta distributions. Furthermore, we
substituted x1,l(t̄1; t1) by x2, such that the interaction operator now has the indices x1 and x2. The
interpretation of the result is clear: A freely evolved two-particle distribution connecting the phase
space points x1 and x2 is deformed by the force acting from x2 on x1. The result is then averaged over
x2 to yield the first-order correction to the mean density at x1. Note, that the two-particle distribution
f2 evolves x2 until it interacts at time t̄1, while the density at x1 is evolved to the final time t1.

The first order correction to ⟨T̂ f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)⟩ comes from the following two terms,

⟨T̂ f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)⟩(1) =
∫

dx1 dx2 dx
(i)f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)K1(1|2) f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)K0(2|i) ϱN (x(i), t(i))

(79)

+

∫
dx1 dx2 dx

(i)f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)K0(1|2) f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)K1(2|i) ϱN (x(i), t(i)) ,

since both terms come with a single power of the interaction potential. The first term describes an
interaction taking place after the first average over x2 has been taken, while the second term describes
the interaction even before the first averaging. Note that in the first term, the interaction operator again
enforces, by the normalization argument (61), that the particle deflected by the potential corresponds
to the particle contributing to the density f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1), while in the second term, the deflected particle
can either be the particle contributing to f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) or to f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2). Nicely, both contributions to
the deflection of the particle belonging to f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) add up to a single time integration over the
whole time interval. Thus, upon performing all of the remaining integrals over the free propagators as
above, we get the result

⟨T̂ f(x1, t1)f(x2, t2)⟩(1) = δD(x2 − x1(t2; t1))

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx3 L̂x1 x3(t1, t̄1; t̄1) f

(0)
2 (x1, t1, x3, t̄1)

+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1 L̂x1 x2(t1, t2; t̄1) f

(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t2)

+

∫ t2

t(i)
dt̄1 L̂x2 x1(t2, t1; t̄1) f

(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t2) (80)

+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx3 L̂x1 x3(t1, t̄1; t̄1) f

(0)
3 (x1, t1, x2, t2, x3, t̄1)

+

∫ t2

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
dx3 L̂x2 x3(t2, t̄1; t̄1) f

(0)
3 (x1, t1, x2, t2, x3, t̄1) .

The first term is the first order correction to the one-particle contribution to the two point density
correlation. The second and third terms are contributions in which densities at q⃗1 and q⃗2 influence
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Figure 1: A schematic diagram representation of the terms up to second order in perturbation theory
for the mean Klimontovich phase space density ⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩ is given. In a) we present the
free theory (70), in b) the first-order perturbation theory (78) and in c) the second-order
perturbation theory (82). The filled circles represent positions in phase space. Interactions
are depicted as arrows. The direction of the arrows indicates that, for instance, in b) a force
is acting on the one-particle distribution at phase space position x1 labeled 1. The dotted
lines represent initial correlations. All phase space positions are connected by a dotted line,
representing the respective s-particle phase space density. We present all possible topologies
of diagrams. The last two terms for the second order contributions in c) introduce a new
type of diagram. It represents an indirect interaction between the rightmost phase space
position and 1 via an intermediate interaction.

each other respectively, while the last two terms represent contributions in which an external densities
at q⃗3 influences the densities at q⃗1 and q⃗2. See Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 for a diagrammatic representation of
the first order corrections to ⟨f(x1, t1)⟩(1) and ⟨f(x1, t1)f(x2, t2)⟩(1).

Last but not least, we present the second order corrections to the mean density. Using (66) we find
by the same computations as above

⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩(2) =
∫

dx1 dx
(i) f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)K2(x1, t1|x(i), t(i))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) (81)

=

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
dx2L̂x1 x2(t1, t̄1; t̄1)

[
L̂x1 x2(t1, t̄1; t̄2)f

(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t̄1)

]
(82)

+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
dx2L̂x1 x2(t1, t̄1; t̄1)

[
L̂x2 x1(t̄1, t1; t̄2)f

(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t̄1)

]
+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
dx2dx3L̂x1 x2(t1, t̄1; t̄1)

[
L̂x1 x3(t1, t̄2; t̄2)f

(0)
3 (x1, t1, x2, t̄1, x3, t̄2)

]
+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
dx2dx3L̂x1 x2(t1, t̄1; t̄1)

[
L̂x2 x3(t̄1, t̄2; t̄2)f

(0)
3 (x1, t1, x2, t̄1, x3, t̄2)

]
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Figure 2: All diagrams up to the second order in perturbation theory for the Klimontovich two-point

correlation ⟨T̂ f(x1, t1)f(x2, t2)⟩ are represented. We list in a) the free theory (72), in b) the
first-order perturbation theory (80) and in c) the second order perturbation theory.

A diagrammatic representation of ⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩(2) can be found in Fig. 1. The second order correction
emerges from all possibilities of how a single particle can be influenced by two interactions: Particle
1 is either deflected twice by the same particle, or it first deflects another particle which then acts
again on particle 1. The last two terms involve three particles. Here, two different particles can
interact with particle 1 or, particle 1 is deflected by a particle which has been previously deflected
itself. The free reduced density distribution evolves the particles individually to their latest respective
appearance in the contribution. The same pattern emerges for the second order correction of the
two-point density ⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)f(q⃗2, p⃗2, t2)⟩(2) whose diagrammatic representation is also included in
Fig. 2. This scheme is continued with increasing order in the perturbative expansion. Note, that the
derivatives of interactions at later times act on the potentials of all interactions at earlier times and on
the initial density distribution. Thus by the product rule the number of terms increases rapidly in
higher orders of the perturbation theory.

The microscopic perturbation theory thus generates additional correlations in the system to the ones
already present at initial time by connecting all possible clusters of particles at a given order of the two
particle potential. It becomes clear that each increasing order in the perturbative expansion requires
the knowledge of higher freely evolved reduced s-particle densities, which can easily be computed,
given an initial phase space distribution as shown above. It can be directly seen from the examples we
have presented, that each order in the perturbative expansion introduces higher derivatives which act
on the interaction potential as well as the initial density distribution, thus causing further deformation
of the initial phase space density.

We note that the microscopic perturbative expansion corresponds to the formal solution of Liou-
ville’s equation (35) in terms of an iterative solution of its Greens [26]. In fact, this solution scheme
corresponds to a truncation of the BBGKY-hierarchy where the reduced s-particle distributions are
computed iteratively, meaning that the one-point distribution to first order in interactions contains
the free solution of the two-particle distribution and the second order contains the solution for the
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two-particle distribution to first order in the interactions and so on. The order of the interaction
potential, thus, introduces a truncation criterion. However, the perturbation scheme we have presented
here is not a typical truncation scheme for the BBGKY-hierarchy. In appendix B we discuss the typical
procedures used to truncate the hierarchy which lead to the Boltzmann and the Vlasov equation and
how they differ from the approach presented here. It is important to note that, unlike the Vlasov
equation, our evolution equations do contain collision terms. These appear, for instance, in the second
and third line of equation (80). Each order in our perturbation series will bring in additional collision
terms. Hence, we do not make additional assumptions on the collision terms, as is typically done for the
Boltzmann equation, nor do we introduce additional truncation criteria for higher-order correlations
that appear in our evolution equations. These collision terms are especially important, if we start out
with initial conditions that contain no correlations, or if we wish to work with finite ranged interaction
potentials.

Just as an iterative solution of the BBGKY-hierarchy, our approach directly provides evolution
equations for the correlation functions. Although the information content is the same, our path integral
formulation offers two major advantages: first of all, it is easily possible to compute unequal-time
correlators which can be seen as a generalisation of the BBGKY-based approach. More importantly,
due to the path integral formulation it is now possible to apply field theory methods which allow us to
construct a macroscopic field theory, implicitly restructuring the perturbation theory in such a way
that we can resum microscopic interactions to infinite order, as we will show in the following.

3. Macroscopic Field Theory

We construct a non-perturbative description of the system in terms of macroscopic fields using the
path integral formulation introduced in Sec. 2.2. Our approach is based on the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation (HST) known from equilibrium statistical mechanics. The underlying idea is to describe
the system of N particles interacting via a two-body potential in terms of a fluctuating macroscopic
field whose correlations can directly be related to the macroscopic observables discussed in Sec. 2.1.1.
In order to apply the HST to out-of-equilibrium systems with arbitrary potentials, we introduce
a slight modification of the HST. We, thus, obtain an effective field theoretic description of the
underlying, microscopic physics in terms of macroscopic quantities, which contains the full statistics
of the microscopic system in its vertices. One important advantage of this approach is that already
the free (or tree-level) theory contains an infinite order of microscopic interactions in terms of the
macroscopic propagator. A similar approach was pursued in [14], where a macroscopic field theory was
constructed based on the microscopic theory of [25].3

We apply our macroscopic field theory to a homogeneous many-body particle system and provide
the expressions for density and momentum correlations of the tree-level theory. These equations are
exactly solvable by means of the Laplace transformation if the system is time-translation invariant. In
a last step, we specify the initial conditions to a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution and show that in the
low-temperature limit we recover two important results which show the power of this formalism: (a)
For a Coulomb potential, we find the that the system exhibits a collective oscillating behaviour at the
Langmuir frequency. (b) For the Newtonian gravitational potential, we find collective behaviour leading
to a gravitational instability with the characteristic time-scale known from Jeans theory. We show
that our approach describes both effects fully, already at lowest order in the macroscopic perturbation
theory, and that both phenomena share the same origin.

3As described at the end of Sec. 2, however, our microscopic perturbation theory differs from that of [25], which
consequently also leads to a different macroscopic theory.
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3.1. Field Theory Construction for Classical N-particle Systems

In this section we present the derivation of the macroscopic field theory approach, based on a general-
ization of the HST to arbitrary potentials. The main ideas are based on the equilibrium description of
self-gravitating gases by [27]. Our goal will be to ultimately obtain a field theory from which correlation
functions of the Klimontovich phase space density f(q⃗, p⃗, t) can be obtained.

Let us therefore observe that the interacting part of the action (41) can be written as

iSI [x(t),χ(t)] = i

∞∫
t(i)

dt
N∑

i ̸=j=1

χ⃗pi(t) · ∇q⃗iv(|q⃗i(t)− q⃗j(t)|, t) (83)

=

∫
dX1

∫
dX2 B(X1) δD(X1 −X2) f(X2) , (84)

where we defined the phase space and time coordinates X = (q⃗, p⃗, t), with

dX1 = d3q1d
3p1dt1 , A(X1) = A(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) , (85)

and the Dirac delta distribution

δD(X1 −X2) = δD(q⃗1 − q⃗2)δD(p⃗1 − p⃗2)δD(t1 − t2) ≡ 1(X1, X2) . (86)

Beside the already known Klimontovich phase space density f(X) we introduced the response field
B(X), defined as

B(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) = i

N∑
i=1

χ⃗pi(t1) · ∇q⃗iv(|q⃗i − q⃗1|, t1) . (87)

It is, just like f(X), a function of the microscopic and macroscopic variables and, as its name and form
suggests, describes the reaction of the system to the presence of a density f(X). Note, that although
the momentum integrals are trivial and can be performed immediately, we included them explicitly in
order to keep the momentum information in f(X). The above action can be brought into a quadratic
form upon introducing a macroscopic field doublet,

Φ(X1) = (B(X1), f(X1))
⊤ , (88)

and the matrix

σ(X1, X2) =

(
0 1(X1, X2)

1(X1, X2) 0

)
. (89)

We then find

iSI [x(t),χ(t)] =
1

2

∫
dX1

∫
dX2Φ(X1)

⊤ · σ(X1, X2) · Φ(X2) . (90)

We now include a source doublet,

J (X) = (Jf (X), JB(X))⊤ , (91)

into (90) such that

iSI [x(t),χ(t);J ] =
1

2

∫
dX1

∫
dX2

(
Φ(X1) + J (X1)

)⊤
· σ(X1, X2) ·

(
Φ(X2) + J (X2)

)
. (92)
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Our key object, the macroscopic generating functional, is then defined as

Z[Jf , JB] =

∫
dx(f)

∫
dx(i)ϱN (x(i), t(i))

x(f)∫
x(i)

Dx(t)Dχ(t) exp

[
iS0[x(t),χ(t)] + iSI [x(t),χ(t);J ]

]
.

(93)

It is immediately evident from the discussion around (46) that applying functional derivatives on
Z[Jf , JB] w. r. t. Jf and JB results in correlation functions of the Klimontovich phase space density
and the response field, i. e.

δZ[Jf , JB]

δJf (X1)

∣∣∣∣∣
J=0

= ⟨f(X1)⟩ ,
δZ[Jf , JB]

δJB(X1)

∣∣∣∣∣
J=0

= ⟨B(X1)⟩ , (94)

which extends to all higher-order and mixed correlation functions. We now apply a HST to the
exponential of SI by expressing it as a Gaussian functional integral,

e
1
2
[Φ+J ]⊤·σ·[Φ+J ] = N

∫
DΨe−

1
2
Ψ⊤·σ−1·Ψ+Ψ⊤·[Φ+J ] , (95)

with the doublet Ψ(X1) = (Ψf (X1), ΨB(X1)), conjugate to Φ(X1), and the matrix

σ−1(X1, X2) =

(
0 1(X1, X2)

1(X1, X2) 0

)
, (96)

inverse to σ(X1, X2). The normalization factorN will later be chosen such that Z[0, 0] = 1. Importantly,
in contrast to f(X1) and B(X1) the fields Ψf (X1) and ΨB(X1) no longer depend on the microscopic
degrees of freedom. For that reason we will refer to them as macroscopic conjugate fields whose physical
interpretation will be clarified in a moment. Thus, the generating function (93) assumes the form

Z[Jf , JB] = N
∫

DΨe−
1
2
Ψ⊤·σ−1·Ψ+J⊤·Ψ · I(0)

fB [Ψf , ΨB] , (97)

where we absorbed all the remaining microscopic degrees of freedom into the functional I(0)
fB [Ψf , ΨB],

defined as

I(0)
fB [Ψf , ΨB] =

∫
dx(f)

∫
dx(i)ϱN (x(i), t(i))

x(f)∫
x(i)

Dx(t)Dχ(t)×

× exp

[
iS0[x(t),χ(t)] +

∫
dX1Ψ

⊤(X1) · Φ(X1)

]
.

(98)

Clearly, I(0)
fB [Ψf , ΨB] is the moment generating functional of f -B correlation functions for the free

microscopic theory. This can be seen by functionally differentiating I(0)
fB [Ψf , ΨB] w. r. t. its arguments

which yields the respective f -B correlator (see (46)). Consequently, the respective cumulant-generating
functional is given by

W(0)
fB [Ψf , ΨB] ≡ ln

[
I(0)
fB [Ψf , ΨB]

]
, (99)

and has the series expansion

W(0)
fB [Ψf ,ΨB] =

∞∑
r,s=0

1

r!s!

[
r∏

m=1

∫
dXmΨB(Xm)

][
s∏

n=1

∫
dX ′

nΨf (X
′
n)

]
×

×G
(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s) ,

(100)
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where the coefficients G
(0)
f ···fB···B denote the free f -B cumulants. They are defined as the connected part

of the respective correlation functions containing r phase space densities and s response fields, i. e.

G
(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s) = ⟨T̂ f(X1) · · · f(Xr)B(X ′
1) · · · B(X ′

s)⟩(0)c . (101)

As earlier, the combinatorial prefactor in (100) accounts for all permutations of fields of the same kind
in the above time ordered product. The above correlation functions are computed as described in Sec.
2.3.1. In appendix D we derive general expressions for the free cumulants. Note that from the coupling
between Ψ and Φ in (98) the f fields inside the cumulant couple to the macroscopic ΨB field and
vice-versa. Plugging (99) into (97) we get the final result for the macroscopic generating functional,

Z[Jf , JB] =N
∫

DΨfDΨB exp

[
− S[Ψf ,ΨB] +

∫
dX1Jf (X1)Ψf (X1) +

∫
dX1JB(X1)ΨB(X1)

]
,

(102)

where the macroscopic action is given by

S[Ψf ,ΨB] =

∫
dX1Ψf (X1)ΨB(X1)−W(0)

fB [Ψf ,ΨB] , (103)

with W(0)
fB given by its series representation (100). By construction we find

⟨f(X1)⟩ =
δZ[Jf , JB]

δJf (X1)

∣∣∣∣∣
Jf ,JB=0

= ⟨Ψf (X1)⟩ , (104)

which extends to all higher correlators, i. e.

⟨T̂ f(X1) · · · f(Xn)⟩ = ⟨T̂ Ψf (X1) · · ·Ψf (Xn)⟩ . (105)

We have thus constructed a non-local effective field theoretic description of a general systems with
two-particle interactions from which phase space density correlation functions can be obtained, by
applying appropriate field theoretic methods. The vertices contain the full information on the free
microscopic statistics. At this point we still have, in principle, the full knowledge of the N -particle
ensemble. The microscopic degrees of freedom are encoded in the vertices of our new field theory. The
term ‘effective’ therefore refers to the fact that our field theory contains the full hierarchy of possible
vertices (or couplings) and it is therefore inevitable that a truncation scheme must be chosen in order
to obtain physical quantities. In the following sections we study the structure of the field theory and
put it in relation to the microscopic perturbation theory.

3.2. Feynman Rules

As is usual in field theory, we split the macroscopic action into a part that contains all terms that are
at most quadratic in the fields Ψf and ΨB and a part containing higher orders. We then define the
free macroscopic action4,

S0[Ψf ,ΨB] =

∫
dX1dX2ΨB(X1)

[
1(X1, X2)−G

(0)
fB(X1, X2)

]
Ψf (X2) (106)

−
∫

dX1ΨB(X1)G
(0)
f (X1)−

1

2!

∫
dX1dX2ΨB(X1)ΨB(X2)G

(0)
ff (X1, X2) , (107)

and the interaction part which contains all higher order vertices,

SI[Ψf ,ΨB] =
∞∑

r+s>2

1

r!s!

[
r∏

m=1

∫
dXmΨB(Xm)

][
s∏

n=1′

∫
dX ′

nΨf (X
′
n)

]
G

(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s) .

(108)

4As derived in appendix D all pure G
(0)
B···B(1, · · ·n) cumulants vanish identically.
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Note that in this context ‘free’ refers to all such terms that can be computed exactly within the
path integration. In order to avoid confusion with the free microscopic theory, we will talk about the
tree-level theory in this context. We can then pull the vertex part out of the generating functional,
by replacing the fields Ψf and ΨB by a functional derivative w. r. t. to the respective source. The full
generating functional than assumes the form

Z[Jf , JB] = N ′ exp

[
SI

[
δ

δJf
,

δ

δJB

]]
· Z0[Jf , JB] , (109)

with the free generating functional given by

Z0[Jf , JB] = N ′′
∫

DΨfDΨB exp

[
− S0[ΨB,Ψf ] +

∫
dX1Jf (X1)Ψf (X1) +

∫
dX1JB(X1)ΨB(X1)

]
.

(110)
The normalization N = N ′N ′′ is chosen such that Z[0, 0] = 1 = Z0[0, 0]. In appendix C we show that
the free generating functional is given by

Z0[Jf , JB] = exp

[
1

2

(
Jf
JB

)⊤
·
(
∆ff ∆fB
∆Bf 0

)
·
(
Jf
JB

)
+ Jf ·∆fB ·G(0)

f

]
, (111)

where the integration is implied in the products. Furthermore, we introduced two different types of
propagators, defined by

∆fB(X1, X2) =
[
1 −G

(0)
fB

]−1
(X1, X2) , (112)

∆Bf (X1, X2) ≡∆fB(X2, X1) , (113)

∆ff (X1, X2) =

∫
dX̄1dX̄2∆fB(X1, X̄1)G

(0)
ff (X̄1, X̄2)∆Bf (X̄2, X2) . (114)

Since G
(0)
fB(X1, X2) ∝ Θ(t1− t2) as shown in appendix D, we will refer to ∆fB(X1, X2) and ∆Bf (X1, X2)

as the retarded- and advanced causal propagators, respectively. They describe the propagation of
interactions through the system as we will discuss shortly. The statistical propagator ∆ff (X1, X2),
on the other hand, carries information about fluctuations of the macroscopic density field, which are

imprinted in the two-point cumulant G
(0)
ff . Note, that the inverse in (112) has to be taken in the

functional sense, i. e. as the solution to the integral equation∫
dX̄1

[
1(X1, X̄1)−G

(0)
fB(X1, X̄1)

]
·∆fB(X̄1, X2) = 1(X1, X2) . (115)

We define a diagrammatic representation for the propagators and vertices so that we may represent
terms of the perturbative expansion in terms of Feynman diagrams. For the causal propagators ∆fB
and ∆Bf we define the following lines:

∆fB(X1, X2) =
X1 X2

, (116)

∆Bf (X1, X2) =
X1 X2

. (117)

The time flow inherited from the Heaviside function in G
(0)
fB is always from a dashed line to a solid line,

indicated by the arrows. The vertices are represented by

∫
dX1 . . . dXr dX

′
1 . . . dX

′
sG

(0)
f...fB...B(X1, . . . , Xr, X

′
1, . . . , X

′
s) =

X1 Xr

X ′
1 X ′

s

, (118)
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where each f field corresponds to a dashed line while each B field corresponds to a solid line. The

statistical propagator ∆ff itself is a composite diagram of the two-point vertex G
(0)
ff and the retarded

and advanced propagators ∆fB and ∆Bf , respectively. We introduce a separate rule, as ∆ff plays an
important role in carrying initial two-point correlations,

∆ff (X1, X2) =
X1 X2

≡
X1 X2

(119)

With those rules, all diagrams can be constructed by attaching propagators with their appropriate
endpoint to the vertices and integrating over every vertex argument.

3.3. Connection to the Microscopic Theory

Let us now discuss the physical interpretation of the propagators, the vertices and the Feynman rules
and compare it to the physical picture of the microscopic perturbation theory. In appendix D we derive
general expressions for the free f -B-cumulants with the help of a diagrammatic representation. As

is easily seen, the pure f -cumulant G
(0)
f ···f simply corresponds to the connected part of the free phase

space density correlator (74). Hence, it only consists of freely evolved irreducible phase space densities

g
(0)
r (x1, t1, · · · , xr, tr), which contain the information on the initial correlation between the respective

points. On the other hand, the mixed cumulants G
(0)
f ···fB···B describe how the respective pure density

cumulant responds to forces exhibited by external densities that are not connected to the given cluster.
These forces are represented by the B fields. For instance, we find

G
(0)
fB(X1, X2) =

[
L̂x1 x2(t1, t2; t2)

]
·G(0)

f (X1) , (120)

G
(0)
ffB(X1, X2, X3) =

[
L̂x1 x3(t1, t3; t3) + L̂x2 x3(t2, t3; t3)

]
·G(0)

ff (X1, X2) , (121)

G
(0)
fBB(X1, X2, X3) =

[
L̂x1 x2(t1, t2; t2)L̂x1 x3(t1, t3; t3)

]
·G(0)

f (X1) , (122)

where the interaction operator L̂x1 x2(t1, t2; t2) is defined as5

L̂x1 x2(t1, t2; t2) ≡ Θ(t1 − t2)∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 −
p⃗1
m

(t1 − t2)− q⃗2 |, t2) · ∇p⃗1 . (123)

The expression for G
(0)
fB is clearly reminiscent of the first-order correction to the one-point correlation

function of the Klimontovich phase space density (78). It thus describes how the single particle

distribution at x1 at time t1 responds to a force originating from x2 at an earlier time t2. Next, G
(0)
ffB

describes the same process in which G
(0)
ff is deformed by an interaction with an external density, while

G
(0)
fBB represents the deviation of the single particle distribution function at x1 from its free evolution

due to two consecutive interactions with two external densities. Importantly, the Heaviside functions
inside the interaction operator ensure that the interactions act from later times to earlier times. In

general, a G
(0)
f ···fB···B thus describes the deflection of the corresponding freely evolved G

(0)
f ···f cumulant

due to forces exhibited by external particles located at the positions and times of the respective B
field. These different types of cumulants thus represent the building blocks of the macroscopic field
theory. They appear as vertices of our macroscopic field theory and comprise all possible ways to
correlate different points in space and time through either initial correlations or interactions. Since
our macroscopic field theory contains an infinite number of vertices, we must choose some truncation
criterion. This leads us to an effective field theory. By determining which vertices are taken into
account, we implicitly control the type of microscopic effects contained in the macroscopic description.

5The reader might have noticed, that in contrast to (65), we absorbed the Heaviside function into the definition of
the interaction operator in order to keep the boundaries of the time integration independent from each other. The
causality is then ensured by Θ(t1 − t2).
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We could, for instance, neglect all pure f vertices beyond the three-point vertex G
(0)
fff which would

mean that we neglect all higher-order initial n-point correlations while higher order n-point correlations
induced by the interactions enter through the mixed f − B-vertices.

With that intuition in mind, we can now take a closer look at ∆fB(X1, X2) defined by the functional

inversion (112). It is the formal solution to the Neumann series of G
(0)
fB(X1, X2), i. e.

∆fB(X1, X2) =

∞∑
n=0

[
G

(0)
fB

]n
(X1, X2) (124)

=1(X1, X2) +G
(0)
fB(X1, X2) +

∫
dX̄1G

(0)
fB(X1, X̄1)G

(0)
fB(X̄1, X2) + · · · (125)

=1(X1, X2) + ∆̃fB(X1, X2) , (126)

where in the last line we summarized all terms containing at least one interaction potential into
∆̃fB(X1, X2) and separated them from the identity. Thus, ∆̃fB(X1, X2) contains the true interaction
information and, importantly, is subject to an equation analogous to (115) given by

∆̃fB(X1, X2) = G
(0)
fB(X1, X2) +

∫
dX̄1G

(0)
fB(X1, X̄1)∆̃fB(X̄1, X2) . (127)

Its physical meaning is best understood by explicitly computing expectation values. The tree-level
expectation value of the one-point density correlation function is given by

⟨Ψf (X1)⟩(tree) =
δZ0[Jf , JB]

δJf (X1)

∣∣∣∣∣
Jf ,JB=0

(128)

=

∫
dX̄1∆fB(X1, X̄1)G

(0)
f (X̄1) (129)

=
X1

. (130)

Iterating the Neumann Series (125) of the retarded propagator and inserting it into (129), we find that
the tree-level correlator of the phase space density consists of an infinite sum of interaction chains. A
typical chain has the structure∫

dX̄1 · · · dX̄nG
(0)
fB(X1, X̄1)G

(0)
fB(X̄1, X̄2) · · ·G(0)

fB(X̄n−1, X̄n)G
(0)
f (X̄n) .

The contribution to the mean density at X1 thus arises in the following way: A phase space density at

X̄n described by G
(0)
f (X̄n) sources a force acting on the density at X̄n−1 which is thus deflected from its

free evolution. This is described by G
(0)
fB(X̄n−1, X̄n). The deflected density then again acts with a force

on the density at Xn−2 and so on. The chain ends with a density at X1, contained in G
(0)
fB(X1, X̄2).

The causality of the G
(0)
fB factors make sure that interactions only affect the future evolution of the

density and not its past. Summing over all possible intermediate steps, starting from the free evolution
of the density and ending with an infinite chain of interactions, eventually gives the full tree-level
density. Thus, the role of ∆̃fB(X1, X2) is to propagate information from a density at X2 to a density at
X1 by iteratively deflecting the evolution of one-particle distribution functions. The solution of (127)
then contains infinite orders of the interaction potential. In Fig. 3 we provide a diagrammatic represen-
tation of the tree-level evolution of the density for illustration. Importantly, expanding the Neumann
series to first order we recover the reducible part of the first-order correction in perturbation theory (78).
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X1

Figure 3: A diagrammatic representation of an interaction chain contributing to the tree-level evolution

of the phase space density ⟨Ψf (X1)⟩(tree) in (130). The tree-level correlator ⟨Ψf (X1)⟩(tree)
is given by an infinite sum of such chains with increasing number of links, starting at zero.
phase space points which take part in the interactions are shown in gray.

A similar calculation reveals for the two-point correlator,

⟨T̂ Ψf (X1)Ψf (X2)⟩(tree) =
δ2Z[Jf , JB]

δJf (X1)δJf (X2)

∣∣∣∣∣
Jf ,JB=0

=
X1 X2

+
X1

X2

. (131)

The connected part of a correlator can, as usual, be extracted by defining the Schwinger functional
W[Jf , JB] as

W[Jf , JB] = ln
[
Z[Jf , JB]

]
. (132)

We then find for the connected part of the two-point correlator,

⟨T̂ Ψf (X1)Ψf (X2)⟩(tree)c =
δ2W[Jf , JB]

δJf (X1)δJf (X2)

∣∣∣∣∣
Jf ,JB=0

(133)

= ∆ff (X1, X2) (134)

=
X1 X2

. (135)

From the definition of the statistical propagator ∆ff (X1, X2) in (114) we see that it describes the
connected correlation between two points X1 and X2: Two initially correlated densities, described

by G
(0)
ff are connected to the points X1 and X2 by two causal ∆fB propagators, which transport

the statistical information of the inner densities as described above. The causal flow is consequently
outwards oriented at both ends of ∆ff . A diagrammatic representation of the statistical propagator
can be found in Fig. 4. Again, upon expanding the causal propagators to first order, we recover the
reducible part of the last two terms of the microscopic perturbation theory in (80).

Let us now briefly motivate the one-loop contribution to ⟨Ψf (X1)⟩. It can be computed by including
the vertex part of the theory. Since (108) includes an infinite sum of possible vertices, let us restrict

ourselves to the contributions coming from G
(0)
ffB and G

(0)
fBB. The respective correction is then found
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X1 X2

Figure 4: An interaction chain which contributes to the tree-level two-point phase space density

⟨T̂ Ψf (X1)Ψf (X2)⟩(tree) in (135) is shown here. The dashed line connecting the two phase
space points at the base of the diagram represents the connected part of the correlation
between those points. phase space points which take part in the interactions are shown in
gray.

by computing

δ⟨Ψf (X1)⟩(1loop) ⊃
1

2!

∫
dX̄1dX̄2dX̄3

G(0)
ffB(X̄1, X̄2, X̄3)

δ4Z[Jf , JB]

δJf (X1)δJB(X̄1)δJB(X̄2)δJf (X̄3)

∣∣∣∣∣
Jf ,JB=0

+G
(0)
fBB(X̄1, X̄2, X̄3)

δ4Z[Jf , JB]

δJf (X1)δJB(X̄1)δJf (X̄2)δJf (X̄3)

∣∣∣∣∣
Jf ,JB=0

 (136)

⊃
∫

dX̄1dX̄2dX̄3

[
∆fB(X1, X̄1)G

(0)
ffB(X̄1, X̄2, X̄3)∆Bf (X̄2, X̄3)

+
1

2
∆fB(X1, X̄1)G

(0)
fBB(X̄1, X̄2, X̄3)∆ff (X̄2, X̄3)

]
(137)

=
X1

+
1

2 X1

, (138)

where we only included the connected contribution to the loop correction. This time, we also have
purely internal propagators. The two contributions are schematically depicted in Fig. 5 from which the
microscopic interpretation can be deduced. As we can see, in a given diagram the internal f field from
a vertex sources the deflections of density statistics due to the B field of another vertex. The Heaviside

function then ensures the correct causal structure of the diagram. Furthermore, we can resum the G
(0)
fB

contributions by means of (127). The effect of more than one interaction acting on a density, or the
inclusion of higher density statistics is thus part of the loop-corrections to the density. A more detailed
study of the loop corrections, as well as non-perturbative field theoretic methods will be covered in a
future work.

3.4. Tree-level Expectation Values for Operators

As discussed in section 2.1.1 we are mainly interested in the computation of observables O(q⃗, t) rather
then the phase space density itself. Let us therefore shortly discuss how this can be done within the
macroscopic field theory.

One important feature that we shall exploit is that G
(0)
fB(X1, X2) is independent of the momentum

p⃗2 of the response field, which is consequently also the case for ∆̃fB. Thus, we may perform the
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X1 X1

Figure 5: A diagrammatic representation of the one-loop contributions δ⟨Ψf (X1)⟩(1loop) in (138) is given.
The diagrams correspond to the second and first Feynman diagram in (138) respectively.
The dashed line connecting the two phase space points at the base of the diagram represents
the connected part of the correlation between those points. For clarity, we do not explicitly
depict the gray phase space points taking part in the interactions.

integration over ⃗̄p1 on the right hand side of (127) by pulling it past G
(0)
fB(X1, X̄1) and defining the

density projections of ∆̃fB and G
(0)
fB as

∆̃ρB(q⃗1, t1, q⃗2, t2) =

∫
d3p1∆̃fB(x1, t1, q⃗2, t2) ,

G
(0)
ρB (q⃗1, t1, q⃗2, t2) =

∫
d3p1G

(0)
fB(x1, t1, q⃗2, t2) .

(139)

In particular, ∆̃ρB itself is now subject to the following self-consistency equation

∆̃ρB(q⃗1, t1, q⃗2, t2) = G
(0)
ρB (q⃗1, t1, q⃗2, t2) +

∫ t1

t2

dt̄1

∫
d3q̄1G

(0)
ρB (q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1)∆̃ρB(⃗̄q1, t̄1, q⃗2, t2) , (140)

where we have made the causality of G
(0)
ρB explicit through the time integral boundaries. (140) is a

Volterra-Fredholm integral equation whose solution is, in general, highly non-trivial to find and requires
sophisticated numerical techniques. In the next section, however, we present a special case in which an
analytical solution can be found. We can now bring (127) into the form

∆̃fB(x1, t1, q⃗2, t2) =

∫
d3q̄1

∫ t1

t2

dt̄1G
(0)
fB(x1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1)

[
δD(⃗̄q1 − q⃗2)δD(t̄1 − t2) + ∆̃ρB(¯⃗q1, t̄1, q⃗2, t2)

]
(141)

where ∆̃ρB is a solution to (140). We thus see, that the iteration is not performed with G
(0)
fB but rather

with G
(0)
ρB . The reason for this is that in (84) we artificially included the integration over the momenta

in order to keep track of the full phase space information. However, the two particle potential itself

only couples to the physical density (19) defined as the momentum integral over G
(0)
f (X1),

G(0)
ρ (q⃗1, t1) =

∫
d3p1G

(0)
f (q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) . (142)

It is therefore sufficient to solve the Volterra-Fredholm equation (140) for ∆̃ρB. Only in the very last
step, of the iteration the momentum information is restored in (141). Thus, in order to compute the
tree-level or loop contribution, we only need the momentum information of external legs. For instance,
if we aim to compute the tree-level expectation value of a one-point operator,

O(q⃗1, t1) =

∫
d3p1F (p⃗1)f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) , (143)
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we find

⟨O(q⃗1, t1)⟩(tree) =
∫

d3p1F (p⃗1)⟨Ψf (q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩(tree)

=G
(0)
O (q⃗1, t1) +

∫
dt̄1d

3q̄1 ∆̃OB(q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1)G
(0)
ρ (⃗̄q1, t̄1) , (144)

where we defined

G
(0)
O (q⃗1, t1) =

∫
d3p1F (p⃗1)G

(0)
f (q⃗1, p⃗1, t1) ,

∆̃OB(q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1) =

∫
d3q̄2

∫ t1

t̄1

dt̄2G
(0)
OB(q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q2, t̄2)

[
δD(⃗̄q1 − q⃗2)δD(t̄1 − t2) + ∆̃ρB(¯⃗q2, t̄2, ¯⃗q1, t̄1)

]
,

G
(0)
OB(q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1) =

∫
d3p1F (p⃗1)G

(0)
fB(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1) .

(145)
The same logic applies to the computation of tree-level two-point correlation functions,

⟨O1(q⃗1,t1)O2(q⃗2, t2)⟩(tree)c =

G
(0)
O1O2

(q⃗1, t1, q⃗2, t2) +

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
d3q̄1∆̃O1B(q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1)G

(0)
ρO2

(⃗̄q1, t̄1, q⃗2, t2)

+

∫ t2

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
d3q̄2G

(0)
O1ρ

(q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q2, t̄2)∆̃BO2(⃗̄q2, t̄2, q⃗2, t2)

+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t2

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
d3q̄1d

3q̄2 ∆̃O1B(q⃗1, t1, ⃗̄q1, t̄1)G
(0)
ρρ (⃗̄q1, t̄1, ⃗̄q2, t̄2) ∆̃BO2(⃗̄q2, t̄2, q⃗2, t2) ,

(146)

where G
(0)
O1O2

, G
(0)
O1ρ

and G
(0)
ρρ are defined in the same way as in (145). All higher-order correlators and

loop corrections can be obtained analogously. In particular, if we are solely interested in information

on the physical density ρ, we can integrate over all momenta and only need cumulants G
(0)
ρ···ρB···B of the

physical density in all equations.

3.5. Tree-level Density and Momentum Correlations for Homogeneous Systems

Last but not least, we illustrate the application of our formalism to the case of a homogeneous system
of N particles confined to a finite volume V . In the end, we will perform the limit N,V → ∞ while
keeping the mean background density constant, ρ̄ = N/V = const.. Since the system is assumed to be
homogeneous at initial time the reduced initial one-particle density is constant in space, i. e.

f1(q⃗
(i)
1 , p⃗

(i)
1 , t(i)) = ρ̄ φ(p⃗

(i)
1 ) , (147)

where the momentum distribution function φ(p⃗ (i)) is normalized,∫
d3p(i)φ(p⃗ (i)) = 1 , (148)

and describes the momentum dispersion of the individual particles. Due to homogeneity, the reduced
initital two-particle density only depends on the relative positions, such that we can generally write,

f2(q⃗
(i)
1 , p⃗

(i)
1 , q⃗

(i)
2 , p⃗

(i)
2 , t(i)) = f2(q⃗

(i)
1 − q⃗

(i)
2 , p⃗

(i)
1 , p⃗

(i)
2 , t(i)) , (149)

g2(q⃗
(i)
1 − q⃗

(i)
2 , p⃗

(i)
1 , p⃗

(i)
2 , t(i)) = f2(q⃗

(i)
1 − q⃗

(i)
2 , p⃗

(i)
1 , p⃗

(i)
2 , t(i))− ρ̄2φ(p⃗

(i)
1 )φ(p⃗

(i)
2 ) . (150)

We also define the initial radial correlation function ξ(q⃗
(i)
1 − q⃗

(i)
2 , t(i)) as∫

d3p1d
3p2f2(q⃗

(i)
1 − q⃗

(i)
2 , p⃗

(i)
1 , p⃗

(i)
2 , t(i)) = ρ̄2

[
1 + ξ(q⃗

(i)
1 − q⃗

(i)
2 , t(i))

]
. (151)
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Our goal will be to derive tree-level expressions for the following density and momentum correlators

⟨ρ(q⃗1, t1)⟩ , ⟨ρ(q⃗1, t1)ρ(q⃗2, t2)⟩ , ⟨Π⃗(q⃗1, t1)⟩ , ⟨Π⃗(q⃗1, t1)⊗ Π⃗(q⃗2, t2)⟩ (152)

in this general setting. Therefore, the required macroscopic phase space density cumulants are G
(0)
f ,

G
(0)
ff and G

(0)
fB which can be computed as described in appendix D. For our system they read

G
(0)
f (p⃗1, t1) = ρ̄ φ(p⃗1) ,

G
(0)
fB(R⃗, p⃗1, t1, t2) = ρ̄∇R⃗ v(|R⃗− p⃗1

m
(t1 − t2)|, t2) · ∇p⃗1φ(p⃗1)Θ(t1 − t2) ,

G
(0)
ff (R⃗, p⃗1, t1, p⃗2, t2) = δD(R⃗− p⃗2

m
(t1 − t2))δD(p⃗1 − p⃗2)ρ̄ φ(p⃗1)

+ g2(R⃗− p⃗1
m

(t1 − t(i)) +
p⃗2
m

(t2 − t(i)), p⃗1, p⃗2, t
(i)) ,

(153)

where we made explicit that all cumulants only depend on the difference R⃗ = q⃗1− q⃗2 due to homogeneity.

From those we can infer the macroscopic density and momentum cumulants G
(0)
ρ , G⃗

(0)
Π , G

(0)
ρB , G⃗

(0)
ΠB, G

(0)
ρρ ,

G⃗
(0)
Πρ, G⃗

(0)
ρΠ and G

(0)
Π⊗Π. We list their analytical expressions in appendix D.2. The Volterra-Fredholm

integral equation (140) for ∆̃ρB for the homogeneous system now reads

∆̃ρB(R⃗, t1, t2) = G
(0)
ρB (R⃗, t1, t2) +

∫ t1

t2

dt̄1

∫
d3XG

(0)
ρB (R⃗− X⃗, t1, t̄1) ∆̃ρB(X⃗, t̄1, t2) . (154)

As the integral in (154) is a convolution in X⃗, we can Fourier transform it to eliminate the integration
over X⃗,

∆̃ρB(k⃗, t1, t2) = G
(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1, t2) +

∫ t1

t2

dt̄1G
(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1, t̄1) ∆̃ρB(k⃗, t̄1, t2) , (155)

where k⃗ is the Fourier conjugate variable to R⃗. Equation (155) is a simple Volterra integral equation,

which can be solved numerically upon time discretization. Due to the causal structure of G
(0)
ρB the

resulting matrix equation consists of inverting an upper triangular matrix via forward substitution. If
we furthermore restrict to time-translational invariant systems, i. e. time independent potentials, we

see from (153) that both, G
(0)
ρB and hence ∆̃ρB, are functions of time differences t1 − t2 which turns the

remaining time integral in (155) into a Laplace-convolution. Hence, it can be solved by means of a
Laplace transformation,

L
[
∆̃ρB(k⃗, t1 − t2)

]
(s) ·

(
1− L

[
G

(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1 − t2)

]
(s)
)
= L

[
G

(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1 − t2)

]
(s) , (156)

such that the resulting equation can be solved algebraically for ∆̃ρB, with the solution

∆̃ρB(k⃗, t1 − t2) = L−1

 L
[
G

(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1 − t2)

]
(s)

1− L
[
G

(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1 − t2)

]
(s)

 (t1 − t2) , (157)

where s is the Laplace conjugate to (t1 − t2). Independent of how we obtain the solution of ∆̃ρB, either
numerically or analytically, we can now proceed with the computation of the tree-level expectation
values (152). We start with the one-point observables ⟨ρ⟩ and ⟨Π⃗⟩. According to (144) and using the
explicit expressions listed in D.2 for the density and momentum cumulants we find

⟨ρ(q⃗1, t1)⟩(tree) =G(0)
ρ (q⃗1, t1) +

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
d3q̄1∆̃ρB(q⃗1 − ⃗̄q1, t1, t̄1)G

(0)
ρ (⃗̄q1, t̄1) (158)

=ρ̄+ ρ̄

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
d3q̄1∆̃ρB(q⃗1 − ⃗̄q1, t1, t̄1) , (159)
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and also

⟨Π⃗(q⃗1, t1)⟩(tree) =G⃗
(0)
Π (q⃗1, t1) +

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
d3q̄1G⃗ΠB(q⃗1 − ⃗̄q1, t1, t̄1)G

(0)
ρ (⃗̄q1, t̄1) (160)

+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
d3q̄1d

3q̄2G⃗ΠB(q⃗1 − ⃗̄q1, t1, t̄1)∆̃ρB(⃗̄q1 − ⃗̄q2, t̄1, t̄2)G
(0)
ρ (⃗̄q2, t̄2)

=0 + ρ̄

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
d3q̄1G⃗ΠB(q⃗1 − ⃗̄q1, t1, t̄1) (161)

+ ρ̄

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t̄1

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
d3q̄1d

3q̄2G⃗ΠB(q⃗1 − ⃗̄q1, t1, t̄1)∆̃ρB(⃗̄q1 − ⃗̄q2, t̄1, t̄2) .

Both observables hence formally acquire tree-level corrections to their free evolution. However, as one
can easily see from (153) we find ∫

d3RG
(0)
fB(R⃗, p⃗1, t1, t2) = 0 , (162)

due to homogeneity. As a consequence, both tree-level corrections vanish: The mean density stays
constant while the mean momentum remains zero. From the physical point of view this was to be
expected, since in a homogeneous system with homogeneous potential there is no mean force acting on
a given particle. Hence, the system stays consistently homogeneous6,

⟨ρ(q⃗1, t1)⟩(tree) = ρ̄ , ⟨Π⃗(q⃗1, t1)⟩(tree) = 0 . (163)

Using (146) we find for the connected component of the tree-level density

⟨ρ(q⃗1, t1)ρ(q⃗2, t2)⟩(tree)c =

G(0)
ρρ (q⃗1 − q⃗2, t1, t2) +

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫
d3X∆̃ρB(q⃗1 − q⃗2 − X⃗, t1, t̄1)G

(0)
ρρ (X⃗, t̄1, t2)

+

∫ t2

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
d3Y G(0)

ρρ (Y⃗ , t1, t̄2)∆̃Bρ(q⃗1 − q⃗2 − Y⃗ , t̄2, t2) (164)

+

∫ t1

t(i)
dt̄1

∫ t2

t(i)
dt̄2

∫
d3Xd3Y ∆̃ρB(q⃗1 − q⃗2 − X⃗, t1, t̄1)G

(0)
ρρ (X⃗, t̄1, t̄2) ∆̃Bρ(Y⃗ − X⃗, t̄2, t2)

≡ρ̄2ξ(R⃗, t1, t2)
(tree) ,

where in the last line we defined the tree-level unequal-time radial correlation function ξ(R⃗, t1, t2)
(tree).

Again, homogeneity ensures that it is only a function of the difference R⃗ = q⃗1 − q⃗2. Note that the
above equation is again a convolution in the spatial variables, such that the equation is again easier to
compute in Fourier space. The same holds true for the two-point momentum expectation value, which
results in a similar but significantly longer expression. Omitting all integrals for better readability it
reads

⟨Π⃗(q⃗1, t1)⊗ Π⃗(q⃗2, t2)⟩ = G
(0)
Π⊗Π + G⃗

(0)
ΠB ⊗ G⃗

(0)
ρΠ + G⃗

(0)
ΠB ⊗ ∆̃ρB · G⃗(0)

ρΠ + G⃗
(0)
Πρ ⊗ G⃗

(0)
BΠ

+ G⃗
(0)
Πρ∆̃Bρ ⊗ G⃗

(0)
BΠ + G⃗

(0)
ΠB ⊗G(0)

ρρ · G⃗BΠ + G⃗
(0)
ΠB ⊗ ∆̃ρB ·G(0)

ρρ · G⃗BΠ

+ G⃗
(0)
ΠB ⊗G(0)

ρρ · ∆̃Bρ · G⃗BΠ + G⃗
(0)
ΠB ⊗ ∆̃Bρ ·G(0)

ρρ · ∆̃Bρ · G⃗BΠ ,

(165)

on a schematic level.

3.5.1. Low-Temperature Limit

Before concluding, we present a case in which (157) is exactly solvable. Consider a homogeneous system
of particles in which the momentum distribution function φ(p⃗) is given by a Maxwell–Boltzmann

6The same can be shown to any loop order, which is covered in future work.
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distribution, i. e.

φ(p⃗) =
( m

2πT

) 3
2
e−

m
2T

p⃗ 2
, (166)

with the temperature T . From (273) we find that the exact expression for G
(0)
ρB (R⃗, t1, t2) is given by

G
(0)
ρB (R⃗, t1, t2) =

ρ̄m2

(t1 − t2)2

( m

2πT

) 3
2

∫
d3X∆X⃗ v(|X⃗|, t2)e

−m3

2T

(
R⃗−X⃗
t1−t2

)2

. (167)

According to the discussion around (155) we Fourier transform G
(0)
ρB and find

G
(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1, t2) = − ρ̄k⃗ 2ṽ(|⃗k|, t2)(t1 − t2)

m
e−

T (t1−t2)
2

m3 k⃗ 2

, (168)

where ṽ(|⃗k|, t2) is the Fourier transformed two-particle potential which only depends on the absolute
value of k⃗. In the limit of small temperatures we can expand the exponential to lowest order and find

G
(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1, t2)

T≪1
= − ρ̄k⃗ 2ṽ(|⃗k|, t2)(t1 − t2)

m
. (169)

If we further assume the potential to be time-independent, we can perform the Laplace transform for

G
(0)
ρB w. r. t. (t1 − t2) analytically,

L
[
G

(0)
ρB (k⃗, t1 − t2)

]
(s) = − ρ̄k⃗ 2ṽ(|⃗k|)

ms2
. (170)

Using the inverse Laplace transform of the form

L−1

[
−A

s2 +A

]
(t) = −

√
A sin

(√
At
)
, (171)

we get a closed expression for the causal propagator ∆̃ρB(k⃗, t1 − t2), given by

∆̃ρB(k⃗, t1 − t2) = −ω(k) sin
(
ω(k)(t1 − t2)

)
, (172)

with the k-dependent frequency

ω(k) =

√
ρ̄k2ṽ(k)

m
. (173)

Equation (172) is the general solution of the causal tree-level propagator in the low-temperature limit
of a Boltzmann-Gas. Interestingly, we see that if the potential is repulsive, i. e. ṽ(k) > 0, ∆̃ρB exhibits
oscillatory behavior with frequency ω(k). For instance, consider the Coulomb potential,

vC(q⃗1 − q⃗2) =
e2

4πε0

1

|q⃗1 − q⃗2|
, (174)

whose Fourier transform is

ṽC(k) =
e2

ϵ0

1

k2
. (175)

Inserting this into (173) we recover the well-known plasma frequency (or Langmuir frequency),

ω(k) =

√
ρ̄e2

mϵ0
≡ ωP . (176)

In a homogeneous system where the thermal motion of the particles is negligible, a repulsive inter par-
ticle potential, such as the Coulomb potential, will lead to a collective oscillating behaviour within the
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system. It arises due to the system’s response to a local perturbation as it tries to restore homogeneity.
The charged particles, thus, fall back to their equilibrium position and oscillate around it. This effect
is completely covered by the tree-level theory of our approach.

On the other hand, if the potential is attractive, ṽ(k) < 0, we find

ω(k) = i

√
ρ̄k2|ṽ(k)|

m
= i|ω(k)| , (177)

and thus

∆̃ρB(k⃗, t1 − t2) = −i|ω(k)| sin
(
i|ω(k)|(t1 − t2)

)
= |ω(k)| sinh

(
|ω(k)|(t1 − t2)

)
. (178)

In this case, the propagator consists of an exponentially growing and an exponentially decaying mode.
As an example, consider the attractive Newtonian gravitational potential,

vG(q⃗1 − q⃗2) = − Gm2

|q⃗1 − q⃗2|
, (179)

with Fourier transform

ṽG(k) = −4πGm2

k2
. (180)

The propagator now reads

∆̃ρB(t1 − t2) = ωG sinh
(
ωG(t1 − t2)

)
, (181)

with the growth rate
ωG =

√
4πGmρ̄ . (182)

In a homogeneous system with negligible thermal motion, attractive forces such as the Newtonian
gravitational potential lead to exponentially growing structures due to local perturbations. On a
physical level a local overdensity in a self-gravitating gas leads to a collapse of the whole surrounding
system and thus to an exponentially growing perturbation. This result is famously known as Jeans
instability. The frequency we recovered in (182) is related to the characteristic timescale of collapse for
a collisionless fluid τ by τ = 1

ωG
and is usually referred to as the free-fall collapse time. This same effect

is responsible for the growth of cosmic large-scale structures on the largest scales, where the lowest
order approximation exhibits “linear”7 growth of initial perturbations. This effect is also incorporated
in the tree-level description of the theory. We can thus easily show that plasma oscillations as well as
gravitational collapse in astrophysics and cosmology have the same origin and can both be described
already at tree-level.

4. Outlook and Conclusion

In the first part of this paper we have used the path integral representation of the time evolution
operator of classical mechanics in order to construct a perturbative approach to the time evolution of a
given initial state of the system. We have expanded the full propagator of the theory in a Dyson series
and showed that we could express the evolution of the phase space density as a classical analogue of the
Lippmann-Schwinger equation. In essence this allows us to consider the (perturbative) solution of the
Liouville equation in terms of a scattering process. Our microscopic formalism thus formally resembles
many-body quantum mechanics. This resemblance can be well understood through the Koopmann-von
Neumann formalism.

7Normally, the gravitational potential in cosmology would be time dependent, due to the expanding background.
However, by a convenient choice of the time coordinate this time dependence can be neglected. The resulting structure
growth is then linear in the new time variable.
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As discussed in Sec. 2.3, the path integral based approach is equivalent to the (iterative) solution of
the Liouville equation and as such of the BBGKY-hierarchy. Consequently, it does not provide an
improvement over the textbook approach to solving the Liouville equation in terms of an iterative
solution of its Green function. In fact, this approach suffers from two major issues: First, the number
of terms that have to be evaluated grows rapidly with increasing order of perturbation theory since
the number of possible interactions within a cluster of particles increases quickly if more particles
are involved. Just imagine that computing the second order contribution to the two-point correlation
⟨f(x1, t1)f(x2, t2)⟩ would involve the combinatorics for up to five interacting particles, which results in
fifteen terms (see Fig. 2). As there is no additional consistent truncation criterion, all terms have to be
included such that the computation becomes very complex already at low orders of the perturbative
expansion. Second, each additional perturbative order introduces a further particle into the cluster,
which is also initially correlated with the other particles. Thus the knowledge of increasingly higher-
order reduced initial phase space densities is required, which renders the computation impracticable in
general. Again, there is no criterion which would consistently truncate the initial correlations that
have to be included. The main result of this paper is, therefore, the development of a non-perturbative
description of the system in terms of macroscopic fields which allows us to overcome both these issues.
Using a slightly modified version of the HST, we have thus constructed an effective field theoretic

description in terms of macroscopic fields. The underlying microscopic statistics of the system is encoded
in the vertices of this macroscopic field theory. The macroscopic propagator re-sums a particular class
of microscopic particle interactions to infinite order. The propagators and vertices of the macroscopic
field theory can be directly related to terms appearing in the microscopic perturbative expansion as
we discuss in Sec. 3.3. Our macroscopic theory, thus, re-structures microscopic perturbation theory
in a convenient way, allowing us to separate effects of the interaction potential from effects of initial
correlations. This gives us a much better physical understanding of possible truncations for the
macroscopic theory.

Expansion schemes for the macroscopic theory will typically involve a truncation in terms of vertices.
Since the vertices are simply free cumulants of the phase space density, such a truncation automatically
induces a truncation on the microscopic level. However, a truncation on the level of vertices of the
microscopic theory offers a better way to include (or neglect) certain microscopic effects. For instance,
if we only keep pure f -cumulants as vertices, we keep only the information on initial correlations of the
particles and neglect interactions which would appear in the mixed fB-cumulants. In this way we can
decide if we want to include more effects of the interactions between particles or if we deem initial
correlation effects more important. In future work we intend to study whether there exists a hierarchy
of vertices which can help us in finding a suitable truncation scheme.

The causal propagator ∆fB of our theory is simply given by the Neumann series of G
(0)
fB and therefore

only contains effects of interactions. It therefore describes how correlations are propagated in time, but
does not account for feedback effects, which would appear as self-energy corrections of the statistical
propagator such as ∆ff . In this paper, we have limited our discussion to the tree-level theory. Such
self-energy corrections will be the subject of future work where we shall make extensive use of the
Feynman diagrams introduced in Sec. 3.2.

To round up the discussion on the tree-level theory, we have provided an explicit application of the
theory to a spatially homogeneous system in Sec. 3.5. Furthermore, we have specified the momentum
distribution to a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution and computed the causal propagator in the low-
temperature limit for a system where the particles interact through a Newtonian gravitational potential
and for a system where the particles interact via a Coulomb potential. For the latter, we have recovered
the collective oscillating behaviour at the Langmuir frequency related to plasma oscillations. For the
gravitational system we have recovered the collective behaviour leading to a gravitational instability
with the characteristic time-scale known from Jeans theory. Through our formalism we could show
that both effects are the result of the same collective behaviour.

In a separate paper we will, in fact, apply the formalism presented here to a realistic setting in the
field of cosmic large-scale structure formation and show that the analytic results obtained with our
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tree-level theory indeed reproduce results known from numerical N -body simulation and observations
of cosmic large-scale structures.
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A. Derivation of the Discretized Path Integral

In this appendix we describe the derivation of the path integral representation of the classical transition
amplitude (34) motivated in section 2.2 by the usual time discretization procedure. We follow the
derivation of the path integral representation of the Langevin equation (see e. g. [19]), which is slightly
different from the motivation given in the main text. In order to keep the notation as simple as possible
we restrict the construction to a simpler dynamical equation and generalize the result to (5). Let us
therefore consider the dynamical equation8,

ẋ(t) = F (x(t)) , (183)

for some real scalar variable x(t) and force field F (x(t)). The initial value x(t(i)) is randomly distributed
by the normalized probability distribution ϱ(x(i), t(i)). We discretize the time interval between the
initial time t(i) ≡ t0 and the final time t(f) ≡ tN into N steps of length ϵ and use the abbreviation
xk = x(tk). The time discretization now introduces an ambiguity into the evolution equation as it is a
priori not clear at which end point of every finite difference time interval the right hand side of (183)
has to be evaluated. Following [19] we therefore define the discretized version of (183) as

xk − xk−1

ϵ
= aF (xk−1) + (1− a)F (xk) , (184)

where the parameter a ∈ [0, 1] has been introduced in order to track this ambiguity in the following
derivation. In the context of stochastic dynamics, we have two famous prescriptions, known as the
Itô-related interpretation for a = 1 or the Stratonovich related interpretation for a = 1

2 . For convenience,
we introduce

Ek,k−1 ≡
xk − xk−1

ϵ
− (aF (xk−1) + (1− a)F (xk)) . (185)

Starting from the initial probability distribution, we define the partition function

Z =

∫
dx(i)ϱ(x(i), t(i)) , (186)

and update it N -times by inserting a “1” à la Faddeev-Popov,

Z =

∫
dx0

[
N∏
k=1

∫
dEk,k−1 δD(Ek,k−1)

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

=1

ϱ(x0, t0) . (187)

8This, of course, corresponds to a one-dimensional Langevin system with vanishing noise. Indeed, classical mechanics
can be seen as a Langevin diffusion process where the noise distribution function is set to zero by a Dirac-Delta
distribution [28] which makes the evolution is deterministic.
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We can now perform a change of variables in order to write

Z =

∫
dx0

∫ [ N∏
k=1

dxk δD(Ek,k−1)

]
J ϱ(x0, t0) , (188)

where the Jacobian J is defined as the determinant

J =

∣∣∣∣∣∂(E1,0, · · · , EN,N−1)

∂(x1, · · · , xN )

∣∣∣∣∣ . (189)

Introducing auxiliary fields χk in order to represent the Dirac-Delta distributions in (188) by an
exponential function, we find

Z =

∫
dx0

∫ [ N∏
k=1

dxk
dχk

2π

]
exp

[
i

N∑
k=1

χk · Ek,k−1

]
J ϱ(x0, t0) . (190)

The determinant itself can easily be computed from (185). It results in the determinant of a lower
triangular matrix and is thus the product of the diagonal entries given by

J =
N∏
k=1

(
1

ϵ
− (1− a)F ′(xk)

)
=

1

ϵN

N∏
k=1

(
1− (1− a)ϵF ′(xk)

)
. (191)

Importantly, for a = 1 the determinant is constant, while for a = 1
2 the determinant depends on the

variable x. Adopting Itô’s convention (a = 1), we can absorb the 1
ϵN

factor into the χ fields and find
for the partition function

Z =

∫
dx0

∫ [ N∏
k=1

dxk
dχk

2π

]
exp

[
iϵ

N∑
k=1

χk ·
(
xk − xk−1

ϵ
− F (xk−1)

)]
ϱ(x0, t0) , (192)

where we explicitly included (185). Note, that there is no divergent 1/ϵ in the above equation.
Extracting the integration over dxN = dx(f) from the product, we may interpret the remaining integrals
as a transition probability, propagating the initial probability distribution from t(i) to t(f), i. e.

Z =

∫
dx(f)ϱ(x(f), t(f)) =

∫
dx(f)x(i)K(x(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i))ϱ(x(i), t(i)) , (193)

with

K(x(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) =
x(f)∫

x(i)

[
N−1∏
k=1

dxk

][
N∏
k=1

dχk

2π

]
exp

[
iϵ

N∑
k=1

χk ·
(
xk − xk−1

ϵ
− F (xk−1)

)]
(194)

N→∞−→
ϵ→0

x(f)∫
x(i)

Dx(t)Dχ(t) exp

i t(f)∫
t(i)

dtχ(t) · (ẋ(t)− F (x(t)))

 , (195)

where we inserted the definition of the Riemann-integral

t(f)∫
t(i)

dt = lim
ϵ→0

N∑
k=1

ϵ , (196)

and defined the path integral measure as

Dx(t) ≡ lim
N→∞

∫ N−1∏
k=1

dxk , Dχ(t) ≡ lim
N→∞

∫ N∏
k=1

dχk

2π
. (197)
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Note, that within the transition amplitude, there is no integration over the end points x(i) and x(f), as
they are kept fixed. Replacing the dynamical equation by the actual classical equations of motion (5)
yields the desired result (34).

Note, that there are many more points that should be mentioned, especially concerning the determi-
nant. Since these points clearly exceed our scope, we will briefly mention a few interesting aspects and
refer the interested reader to the relevant literature. First note, that the role of the determinant in the
context of stochastic quantization has been investigated in [5, 20]. It has been shown that it plays
an essential role in the universal supersymmetry arising in such systems and in stochastic systems in
general [29]. Furthermore, in a functional approach the above Jacobian is a functional determinant
and can formally be written as an exponential function, i. e.

J = det
(
(∂t −∇x F (x))δD(t− t′)

)
∼ exp

[
tr ln

[
1− ∂−1

t ∇x F (x)
]]

(198)

= exp

[
Θ(0)

∫
dt∇xF (x)

]
, (199)

where the greens function ∂−1
t = Θ(t− t′) has been used. Thus, the determinant is indeed dependent

on the convention used for the Heaviside function evaluated at zero as mentioned in the main text.
Our adopted choice, Θ(0) = 0 leads to a constant determinant as in the previously mentioned Itô
discretization prescription, while the symmetric Stratonovich convention Θ(0) = 1

2 which is mostly
used in the filed theoretic approach leads to a determinant which depends on the field variables and
thus has to be included. Only in those cases do the Feynman rules in the continuum theory and
those derived in the discretized theory coincids [30]. Note however, that for volume preserving flows
(i. e. ∇xF (x) = 0) the determinant vanishes as well [31]. This is the case in classical mechanics due to
the symplectic structure of phase space, i. e. ωab∇a∇bH(x) = 0. However, it is nevertheless possible
to include the determinant into the classical mechanical path integral formulation. Its role in this
context together with the aforementioned emerging supersymmetry has been excessively studied in
[3, 4, 10, 32, 33], who showed its connection to the Jacobi fields known from classical mechanics, the
Ljapunow exponents in chaotic systems [18] and its crucial role in the cancellation of loop corrections
in classical field theories [34].

A.1. Path Integral with Operators

In the following we show how the path integral splits, when operators are inserted. As this is a standard
textbook method, we keep things short. Again, we restrict our self to the simpler case from the previous
section. If we aim to compute the following expectation value,

⟨O(ti)⟩ =
x(f)∫

x(i)

Dx(t)Dχ(t)O(x(ti)) exp

i t(f)∫
t(i)

dtχ(t) · (ẋ(t)− F (x(t)))

 (200)
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we take a step back to the discretized version (194), making a breakpoint at ti to arrive at

⟨O(ti)⟩ =
x(f)∫

x(i)

[
N−1∏
k=1

dxk

][
N∏
k=1

dχk

2π

]
O(xi) exp

[
iϵ

N∑
k=1

χk ·
(
xk − xk−1

ϵ
− F (xk−1)

)]
(201)

=

∫
dxi

x(f)∫
xi

[
N−1∏
k=i+1

dxk

][
N∏

k=i+1

dχk

2π

]
exp

[
iϵ

N∑
k=i+1

χk ·
(
xk − xk−1

ϵ
− F (xk−1)

)]
× (202)

×O(xi)

xi∫
x(i)

[
i−1∏
k=1

dxk

][
i∏

k=1

dχk

2π

]
exp

[
iϵ

i∑
k=1

χk ·
(
xk − xk−1

ϵ
− F (xk−1)

)]
(203)

N→∞−→
ϵ→0

∫
dxiK(x(f), t(f)|xi, ti)O(xi)K(xi, ti|x(i), t(i)) . (204)

The same generalizes straight forward to the case of multiple operators as in (43). In particular, if we
expand the exponential containing the force field in (195) in a series (47), we find for the first order,

K1(x
(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) =− i

x(f)∫
x(i)

Dx(t)Dχ(t) exp

i t(f)∫
t(i)

dt (χ(t) · ẋ(t))

 t(f)∫
t(i)

dt1χ(t1) · F (x(t1)) . (205)

We can now repeat similar steps as above in order to find the correct splitting of the propagators.
However, care has to be taken, as the inserted observable now also contains a χ(t) variable. We
compute,

K1(x
(f), t(f)|x(i), t(i)) =− i

N∑
l=1

ϵ

x(f)∫
x(i)

[
N−1∏
k=1

dxk

][
N∏
k=1

dχk

2π

]
χ(tl) · F (x(tl)) e

iϵ
∑N

k=1 χk·
(

xk−xk−1
ϵ

)
)

(206)

=− i
N∑
l=1

ϵ

∫
dxl

∫
dχl

x(f)∫
xl

[
N−1∏
k=l+1

dxk

][
N∏

k=l+1

dχk

2π

]
eiϵ

∑N
k=l+1 χk·

xk−xk−1
ϵ × (207)

× χl · F (xl)

xl∫
x(i)

[
l−1∏
k=1

dxk

][
l−1∏
k=1

dχk

2π

]
eiϵ

∑l
k=1 χk·

xk−xk−1
ϵ (208)

=− i

N∑
l=1

ϵ

∫
dxl

x(f)∫
xl

[
N−1∏
k=l+1

dxk

][
N∏

k=l+1

dχk

2π

]
eiϵ

∑N
k=l+1 χk·

xk−xk−1
ϵ × (209)

× F (xl) · (−i)∇xl

xl∫
x(i)

[
l−1∏
k=1

dxk

][
l∏

k=1

dχk

2π

]
eiϵ

∑l
k=1 χk·

xk−xk−1
ϵ (210)

N→∞−→
ϵ→0

−
t(f)∫

t(i)

dt1

∫
dx1K0(x

(f), t(f)|x1, t1)F (x1) · ∇x1K0(x1, t1|x(i), t(i)) . (211)

In the second step we replaced the χ field with a gradient w. r. t. the corresponding x acting on its
right. In the above, K0 denotes the propagator w. r. t. the free theory, i. e. with F = 0. We were thus
again able to regroup everything to eventually give a splitted Propagator as above. Replacing F by
−∇q⃗ v(q⃗) and ∇x by ∇p⃗ yields the result used in the main text, i. e. the replacement

χ⃗p · ∇q⃗ v(q⃗) → ∇q⃗ v(q⃗) · ∇p⃗ , (212)

within the path integral.
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B. The BBGKY Hierarchy, the Vlasov and the Boltzmann Equation

In this appendix we present the standard textbook apporach to the time evolution of classical systems.
We mainly follow [35]. In order to study the time evolution of expectation values such as in (25) it is
thus sufficient to understand the time evolution of the reduced s-point densities. These can be obtained
from Liouville’s equation (35)

∂tϱN (x, t) = −∇pH(x, t) ·∇qϱN (x, t) +∇qH(x, t) ·∇pϱN (x, t) (213)

which, upon insertion of the explicit Hamilton function (1), takes the form

∂tϱN (x, t) = −
N∑
i=1

p⃗i
m

· ∇q⃗iϱN (x, t) +
N∑

i ̸=j=1

∇q⃗iv(|q⃗i − q⃗j |, t) · ∇p⃗iϱN (x, t) . (214)

The well-known BBGKY hierarchy is then obtained by integrating out the microscopic degrees of
freedom as in (23) on both sides in order to obtain evolution equation for the reduced phase space
densities, which ultimately yields[
∂t +

s∑
i=1

p⃗i
m

· ∇q⃗i

]
fs(x1, · · · , xs, t) =

s∑
i<j=1

∇q⃗iv(|q⃗i − q⃗j |, t) · (∇p⃗i −∇p⃗j )fs(x1, · · · , xs, t) (215)

+

∫
d6xs+1

s∑
i=1

∇q⃗iv(|q⃗i − q⃗s+1|, t) · ∇p⃗ifs+1(x1, · · · , xs, xs+1, t) .

The above equation describes the temporal evolution of an s-particle cluster. On the left hand side
we find the free evolution, while on the right hand side the first term describes interactions among
the particles within the s-point cluster and the second term describes interactions of any of the s
particles with an external one. Thus we obtain a system of equations which relates the evolution of an
fs reduced density to a higher (s+ 1) reduced density. Most prominently, the equations for s = 1 and
s = 2 read [

∂t +
p⃗1
m

· ∇q⃗1

]
f1(x1, t) =

∫
d6x2∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|, t) · ∇p⃗1f2(x1, x2, t) , (216)[

∂t +
p⃗1
m

· ∇q⃗1 +
p⃗2
m

· ∇q⃗2

]
f2(x1, x2, t) =∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|, t) · (∇p⃗1 −∇p⃗2)f2(x1, x2, t) (217)

+

∫
d6x3

[
∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 − q⃗3|, t) · ∇p⃗1 +∇q⃗2v(|q⃗2 − q⃗3|, t) · ∇p⃗2

]
f3(x1, x2, x3, t) .

As the system of equations only closes with the inclusion of fN (there is no fN+1 in an N -particle
ensemble), which is out of scope in almost all cases, one has to find another way in order to truncate?)
(215). Note that even if at some time t all particles are distributed in a statistically independent way,
i. e.

fs(x1, · · · , xs, t) =
s∏

i=1

f1(xi, t) , (218)

a statistical dependence among the particles is generated during the evolution due to the presence of
inter particle interactions. This is most easily seen in equation (217) where the first term on the right
hand side affects the factorizability of f2(x1, x2, t). Thus, in the very first time step an irreducible
g2(x1, x2, t) term is generated by the two-particle potential. In order to study the time evolution of
f1(x1, t) we can insert (29) into (216) to obtain the Boltzmann equation,[

∂t +
p⃗1
m

· ∇q⃗1 −∇q⃗1Φ(q⃗1, t) · ∇p⃗1

]
f1(x1, t) =

∫
d6x2∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|, t) · ∇p⃗1g2(x1, x2, t) , (219)
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where we introduced the mean macroscopic potential

Φ(q⃗1, t) =

∫
d6x2v(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|, t)f1(x2, t) . (220)

The last term on the left hand side of (219) involving Φ(q⃗1, t) is the so-called Vlasov term and the
term on the right hand side is usually referred to as the collision term. As we can see, the solution
of (219) requires the solution for the evolution equation of g2(x1, x2, t), which would require us to
solve the BBGKY hierarchy. Since this is not possible, assumptions are made to close the hierarchy.
Probably the most famous assumption is the Stosszahlenansatz introduced by Boltzmann requiring
that f2(x1, x2, t) = f1(x1, t)f1(x2, t) and thus g2(x1, x2, t) = 0, effectively neglecting connected inter
particle correlations. This ansatz leads to the collision-less Boltzmann equation also known as Vlasov
equation, [

∂t +
p⃗1
m

· ∇q⃗1 −∇q⃗1Φ(q⃗1, t) · ∇p⃗1

]
f1(x1, t) = 0 . (221)

The Vlasov equation is formally the Liouville equation for a set of non-interacting particles moving in
an “external” field which is generated by the particles themselves and depends on their instantaneous
distribution. It is thus an inherently non-linear equation. It is easy to see that the Vlasov equation
can only describe a non-trivial evolution for spatially inhomogeneous systems, since the Vlasov term
vanishes for a homogeneous system. However, even for an inhomogeneous system, the Vlasov term
only plays an important role when the interaction potential is long-ranged (compared to the range of
variation of the density gradient), which is the case for the Coulomb or the gravitational potential. For
a finite range of the interactions or if a system is considered where the mean free path of particles
is large, e.g. a dilute gas, the contribution from the Vlasov term becomes negligible. The Vlasov
equation is thus only able to describe some of the collective effects in a system, but is insufficient to
treat mutual encounters of the particles (or collisions in a broader sense). The latter are not only
important for the treatment of homogeneous or dilute systems or systems with a finite interaction
range, but necessary to describe the irreversible evolution of a system towards equilibrium. In order to
encompass collisions and correlation effects it is, thus, necessary to retain the term on the right hand
side of (219). The goal is then to truncate the BBGKY hierarchy in such a way as to keep the the
necessary collisional dynamics. If we neglect three-body correlations, we can write down the evolution
equation for g2(x1, x2, t) using (217),[

∂t +
p⃗1
m

· ∇q⃗1 +
p⃗2
m

· ∇q⃗2 −∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|, t) · (∇p⃗1 −∇p⃗2)
]
g2(x1, x2, t) (222)

= ∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|, t) · (∇p⃗1 −∇p⃗2)f1(x1, t)f1(x2, t) . (223)

Using (219) together with (223) and assuming that the system is homogeneous, the well-known Boltz-
mann kinetic equation for dilute gases can be derived.9 Once the evolution equation (219) for f1(x1, t) is
solved, expectation values of macroscopic quantities such as the physical density (19) or the momentum
density (20) can be obtained according to (22) where the expectation value of the Klimontovich phase
space is taken over f1(x1, t). This corresponds to taking the moments of the Boltzmann equation.
Taking the zeroth and first moment will then lead to the well-known hydrodynamical balance equations,
i. e. the continuity, the Euler and the energy-conservation equation.

The path integral approach presented in this work is equivalent to the solution of the Liouville
equation and therefore to the solution of the BBGKY-hierarchy. It is clear that also in this approach
an appropriate truncation scheme has to be chosen in order to solve the evolution of an N -particle
ensemble of interacting particles. The microscopic perturbation theory discussed in 2.3 is based on an

9We reference Balescu, because it is the authors’ favourite book on statistical mechanics, but the arguments given here
can as well be found in other standard texts on statistical mechanics.

38



expansion in powers of the interaction potential. If seen from the perspective of the BBGKY-hierarchy,
the order of the interaction potential naturally introduces a truncation criterion. For instance, if we
wanted to compute the expectation value of the Klimontovich phase space density to first order in
interactions, we see from (216) and (217) that we only need to insert the free evolution of f2(x1, x2, t)
into (216) since all other terms in (217) will introduce higher orders of the interaction potential.

C. Free Macroscopic Generating Functional

In this appendix we derive the expression (111) for the free macroscopic generating functional. We
start with the path integral expression for Z0[Jf , JB], given by (110) and bring it into a Gaussian form,

Z0[Jf , JB] = N
∫

DΨexp
[
− 1

2

∫
dX1dX2Ψ

⊤(X1) ·∆−1(X1, X2) ·Ψ(X2) +

∫
dX1K⊤(X1) ·Ψ(X1)

]
,

(224)
where we defined

Ψ(X1) =

(
Ψf (X1)
ΨB(X1)

)
, K(X1) =

(
Jf (X1)

JB(X1) +G
(0)
f (X1)

)
, (225)

and the quadratic form

∆−1(X1, X2) =

(
0 1 −G

(0)
Bf

1 −G
(0)
fB −G

(0)
ff

)
(X1, X2) , (226)

with G
(0)
Bf (X1, X2) ≡ G

(0)
fB(X2, X1) The solution of the Gaussian functional integral is as usual given by

Z0[Jf , JB] = N ′ exp
[1
2

∫
dX1dX2K⊤(X1) ·∆(X1, X2) · K(X2)

]
, (227)

where ∆(X1, X2) solves the equation∫
dX̄1∆

−1(X1, X̄1) ·∆(X̄1, X2) = 1(X1, X2) . (228)

The new normalization constant N ′ is chosen such that Z0[0, 0] = 1. In order to find the explicit form
of ∆(X1, X2) we write

∆(X1, X2) =

(
A(X1, X2) B(X1, X2)
C(X1, X2) D(X1, X2)

)
, (229)

and read off the four equations from (228) determining the coefficients A, B, C and D,∫
dX̄1

(
1(X1, X̄1)−G

(0)
Bf (X̄1, X2)

)
C(X̄1, X2) = 1(X1, X2) (230)∫

dX̄1

(
1(X1, X̄1)−G

(0)
Bf (X̄1, X2)

)
D(X̄1, X2) = 0 (231)∫

dX̄1

((
1(X1, X̄1)−G

(0)
fB(X̄1, X2)

)
A(X̄1, X2)−G

(0)
ff (X1, X̄1)C(X̄1, X2)

)
= 0 (232)∫

dX̄1

((
1(X1, X̄1)−G

(0)
fB(X̄1, X2)

)
B(X̄1, X2)−G

(0)
ff (X1, X̄1)D(X̄1, X2)

)
= 1(X1, X2) (233)

From this we can conclude

A(X1, X2) =

∫
dX̄1dX̄2B(X1, X̄1)G

(0)
ff (X̄1, X̄2)C(X̄2, X2) (234)

B(X1, X2) =
[
1 −G

(0)
fB

]−1
(X1, X2) (235)

C(X1, X2) =
[
1 −G

(0)
Bf

]−1
(X1, X2) (236)

D(X1, X2) =0 . (237)
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Thus the full free generating functional is given by

Z0[Jf , JB] = exp

[
1

2

(
Jf
JB

)⊤
·
(
∆ff ∆fB
∆Bf 0

)
·
(
Jf
JB

)
+ Jf ·∆fB ·G(0)

f

]
, (238)

where the integration is implied in the product. Furthermore, we defined the propagators

∆fB(X1, X2) =
[
1 −G

(0)
fB

]−1
(X1, X2) , (239)

∆Bf (X1, X2) =∆fB(X2, X1) , (240)

∆ff =∆fB ·G(0)
ff ·∆Bf . (241)

D. Free Cumulants

D.1. General Expression for Free fB-Cumulants

In this appendix we derive general expressions for the free G
(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s) cumulants
which constitute the vertices of the macroscopic field theory in section 3.1. Our goal will be to express
them in terms of a general initial phase space density ϱN (q(i),p(i), t(i)) and its respective connected

reduced phase space densities gk(x
(i)
1 , · · · , x(i)k , t(i)).

As described in the main text, the free cumulants G
(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s) are defined as
the sum of all connected, time ordered correlation functions containing r phase space densities and s
response fields. Thus, we have to compute

⟨T̂ f(x1, t1) · · · f(xr, tr)B(x′1, t′1) · · · B(x′s, t′s)⟩(0) , (242)

where f(x1, t1) and B(x1, t1) are defined as

f(x1, t1) =

N∑
i=1

δD(q⃗1 − q⃗i(t1))δD(p⃗1 − p⃗i(t1)) , (243)

B(x1, t1) = i
N∑
i=1

χ⃗pi(t1) · ∇q⃗iv(|q⃗i(t1)− q⃗1|, t1) . (244)

The above correlators are computed as described in the beginning of 2.3 with respect to the free theory.

The simplest case of pure density cumulants G
(0)
f ···f has already been discussed in 2.3.1. We only have

to deduce the connected part form (74). In analogy to (75) we define the freely evolved unequal time

irreducible phase space densities g
(0)
k (x1, t1, · · · , xk, tk) as

g
(0)
k (x1, t1, · · · , xk, tk) = g2

(
q⃗1 −

p⃗1
m

(t1 − t(i)), p⃗1, · · · , q⃗k −
p⃗k
m

(tk − t(i)), p⃗k, t
(i)

)
, (245)

which is simply the initial irreducible k-particle phase space density, where each phase space point is
again individually shifted by a free trajectory. We thus find for the one-and two point cumulant as
described in 2.3.1,

G
(0)
f (X1) =⟨f(q⃗1, p⃗1, t1)⟩(0) (246)

=f
(0)
1 (x1, t1) , (247)

and

G
(0)
ff (X1, X2) =⟨T̂ f(x1, t1)f(x2, t2)⟩(0) − ⟨f(x1, t1)⟩(0)⟨f(x2, t2)⟩(0) (248)

=δD (x1 − x2(t1; t2))) f
(0)
1 (x1, t1) + g

(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t2) . (249)
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Interchanging both f ’s in G
(0)
ff yields the same term which is accounted for by the 1/2! in (100). The

first term in the last equality comes from the i = j part of the sums belonging to both f ’s, which yields
a one-particle contribution to the two-point density correlation function. It represents the possibility of
measuring the correlation by incidentally picking the same particle twice. This explains the appearance
of the reduced one-particle correlation function f1 times the Dirac-Delta distribution identifying the
phase space position x1 with x2(t1; t2). The second term contains the true two-particle correlation.

This can be generalised to arbitrary r-point density cumulants G
(0)
f ···f (X1, · · · , Xr) giving

G
(0)
f ···f (X1, · · · , Xr) = · · ·+ g(0)r (x1, t1, · · · , xr, tr) . (250)

In the above equation the ellipses is a place holder for all lower order l-particle contribution in which at
least two indices in the sums are identified. As in the discussion around equation (248) they correspond
to the possibility of randomly picking the same particle multiple times which thus contribute by a
lower order irreducible phase space density to the r-point cumulant. Every such term will also be
accompanied by a Dirac-Delta distribution which identifies the particles at different times as in equation
(248). Note, that only irreducible phase space densities appear, since we always subtract the connected
part, which also affects the lower order contributions. For instance we find for the three point density

cumulant G
(0)
fff (X1, X2, X3)

G
(0)
fff (X1, X2, X3) =δD(x1 − x2(t1; t2))δD(x2 − x3(t2; t3))f

(0)
1 (x1, t1)

+ δD(x1 − x2(t1; t2)) g
(0)
2 (x1, t1, x3, t3)

+ δD(x2 − x3(t2; t3))g
(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t2)

+ δD(x1 − x3(t1; t3))g
(0)
2 (x1, t1, x2, t2)

+ g
(0)
3 (x1, t1, x2, t2, x3, t3) .

(251)

Having understood the general expression for the pure density cumulants, let us now extend the above

discussion to the case of mixed G
(0)
f ···fB···B cumulants. First, we note that as has been shown in appendix

A, placing a B field in front of free propagators amounts to the computation of

B(x, t2)K0(x2, t2|x1, t1) =

N∑
i=1

∇q⃗2,iv(|q⃗2,i − q⃗ |, t2) · ∇p⃗2,iK0(x2, t2|x1, t1) , (252)

since the χ⃗pi may be replaced by a gradient w. r. t. the momentum p⃗i. Thus we find

G
(0)
B (X1) =

N∑
i=1

∫
dx1dx

(i)∇q⃗1,iv(|q⃗1,i − q⃗1 |, t1) · ∇p⃗1,iK0(x1, t1|x(i), t(i))ϱ(x(i), t(i)) = 0 , (253)

due to the normalization condition (61). By the same logic a B field can never be placed on the left,
i. e. with the latest time in a time ordered expectation value. In particular a pure B correlator vanishes
and consequently

G
(0)
B···B(X1, · · · , Xs) = 0 . (254)

Thus the simplest mixed correlator is

⟨T̂ f(x1, t1)B(x2, t2)⟩(0) =
∫

dx1 dx2 dx
(i)f(x1, t1)K0(x1, t1|x2, t2)B(x2, t2)×

×K0(x2|x(i), t(i))ϱN (x(i), t(i)) ,

which straight forwardly computes to

⟨T̂ f(x1, t1)B(x2, t2)⟩(0) = ∇q⃗1v(q⃗1 −
p⃗1
m

(t1 − t2), t2) · ∇p⃗1f
(0)
1 (x1, t1)Θ(t1 − t2) , (255)
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where the Heaviside function ensures that t2 is earlier than t1, i. e. the B field is on the right side of f .
From ⟨B(x2, t2)⟩(0) = 0, we get

G
(0)
fB(X1, X2) =∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 −

p⃗1
m

(t1 − t2)− q⃗2 |, t2) · ∇p⃗1f
(0)
1 (x1, t1)Θ(t1 − t2) (256)

=L̂1 2(t1, t2; t2)
[
f
(0)
1 (x1, t1)

]
, (257)

where we defined the operator

L̂1 2(t1, t2; t3) ≡ Θ(t1 − t3)∇q⃗1v(|q⃗1 −
p⃗1
m

(t1 − t2)− q⃗2 +
p⃗2
m

(t2 − t3) |, t3) · ∇p⃗1 (258)

describing how the one-particle density distribution at q⃗1 at time t1 is influenced by a particle located

at q⃗2 at time t2 due to an interaction taking place at an earlier time t3. G
(0)
fB is thus a one-particle effect

in the sense that it physically describes the deflection of the free one-particle density belonging to the
single f field of the cumulant. This interpretation generalizes to higher order cumulants. It is straight

forward, but tedious, to work out analytic expressions for G
(0)
ffB(X1, X2, X3) and G

(0)
fBB(X1, X2, X3).

In the latter case, there is only one contribution with both B fields on the right of the single f field.
We find in a similar way as above,

G
(0)
fBB(X1, X2, X3) =L̂1 2(t1, t2; t2)

[
L̂1 3(t1, t3; t3)

[
f
(0)
1 (x1, t1)

]]
(259)

=L̂1 2(t1, t2; t2)
[
L̂1 3(t1, t3; t3)

[
G

(0)
f (X1)

]]
(260)

where again, both B fields can be interchanged with each other giving a combinatorial prefactor as
above. The causal structure however requires that both times t2 and t3 are earlier than t1. Physically,
(259) describes how the one-particle reduced phase space density at q⃗1 at time t1 is affected by two
consecutive interactions. First, the freely evolved density is deflected by a particle at q⃗3 and then
again deflected by a particle at q⃗2. The product rule in the evaluation of (259) signifies that the
second interaction now affects either the density or the force which acted beforehand. If we consider
all correlators with two f fields and one B field and substract the disconnected part, we end up with

G
(0)
ffB(X1, X2, X3) =

[
L̂1 3(t1, t3; t3) + L̂2 3(t2, t3; t3)

]
G

(0)
ff (X1, X2) . (261)

Again, interchanging both densities results in a prefactor. However, we now have two contributions to

the time ordered product, since the interaction can affect both densities. In analogy to above, G
(0)
ffB

describes the deformation of the freely evolved two-point phase space density correlation connecting a
particle at x1 at time t1 with another particle at x2 at time t2, due to an interaction affecting each of
both particles separately. We now have all ingredients to generalise these results in the following way:

An arbitrary mixed G
(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s) cumulant consists of a differential operator T̂r,s′
applied to the free pure density cumulant G

(0)
f ···f (X1, · · ·Xr),

G
(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s) = T̂r,s′ ·G
(0)
f ···f (X1, · · ·Xr) . (262)

The differential operator itself is given by the sum of all possibilities of connecting all the positions
X ′

1, · · ·X ′
s belonging to the response fields B to the positions X1, · · ·Xr belonging to the phase space

densities f by L̂x x′(t, t′; t′) operators, where x′ and t′ belong to a response field. In order to avoid the
repeated tedious computations it is convenient to summarize the form of T̂r,s′ on a diagrammatic level
by the following set of rules:

1. Draw one filled circle for every f and one empty circle for every B appearing in the cumulant and

label them with their respective phase space arguments. For a G
(0)
f ···fB···B(X1, · · ·Xr, X

′
1, · · ·X ′

s)
cumulant we draw

X1

· · ·
Xr X ′

1

· · ·
X ′

s

(263)
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2. Start exactly one line at each empty circle which can end at any of the filled circles. Multiple
lines can end on a filled circle. Note that not all of the filled circles have to have a line ending on
them.

3. A path segment connecting two circles
X X ′

, corresponds to a L̂x x′(t, t′; t′) operator, where

the arrow signifies the causal flow due to the Heaviside function inside L̂.

4. For each diagram all path segments are multiplied. For example,

X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6

= L̂x2 x5(t2, t5; t5)L̂x2 x6(t2, t6; t6)L̂x3 x4(t3, t4; t4) . (264)

Note, that if multiple operators end on the same position, the product rule applies. However the
order of the operators does not matter. In the above example, the first operator acts also on the
second. We could also have switched both giving the same result.

5. All possible diagrams for given r, s′ are summed up to obtain T̂r,s′ .

6. If there is no B field involved, T̂r,s′ = 1

As an example we give the diagrammatic representations for the following cumulants:

G
(0)
fB(X1, X2) =

[
X1 X2

]
·G(0)

f (X1) =
[
L̂x1 x2(t1, t2; t2)

]
·G(0)

f (X1) (265)

G
(0)
ffB(X1, X2, X3) =


X1 X2 X3

+
X1 X2 X3

 ·G(0)
ff (X1, X2) (266)

=
[
L̂x1 x3(t1, t3; t3) + L̂x2 x3(t2, t3; t3)

]
·G(0)

ff (X1, X2) (267)

G
(0)
fBB(X1, X2, X3) =


X1 X2 X3

 ·G(0)
f (X1)

=
[
L̂x1 x2(t1, t2; t2)L̂x1 x3(t1, t3; t3)

]
·G(0)

f (X1) (268)

G
(0)
ffBB(X1, X2, X3, X4) =


X1 X2 X3 X4

+
X1 X2 X3 X4

(269)

+
X1 X2 X3 X4

+
X1 X2 X3 X4

 ·G(0)
ff (X1, X2)

=
[
D̂x1 x3(t1, t3)L̂x1 x4(t1, t4; t4 + L̂x1 x3(t1, t3; t3)L̂x2 x4(t2, t4; t4) (270)

+L̂x1 x4(t1, t4; t4)L̂x2 x3(t2, t3; t3) + L̂x2 x3(t2, t3; t3)L̂x2 x4(t2, t4; t4)
]

·G(0)
ff (X1, X2)

Clearly, the higher order diagrams represent interactions, which deform higher, freely evolved phase
space statistics multiple times. The last cumulant for instance describes how the connected two-point
statistic can be affected by two interactions.
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D.2. Density and Momentum Cumulants for Homogeneous System

In this appendix, we list the cumulants for the homogeneous system which contribute to the tree level
expectation values of (152). They are computed as described in the previous section.

G(0)
ρ (t1) = ρ̄ (271)

G⃗
(0)
Π (t1) =0 (272)

G
(0)
ρB (R⃗, t1, t2) =

ρ̄m2

(t1 − t2)2

∫
d3X∆X⃗ v(|X⃗|, t2)φ

(
R⃗− X⃗

t1 − t2
m

)
, (273)

G⃗
(0)
ΠB(R⃗, t1, t2) =

ρ̄m3

(t1 − t2)3

∫
d3X

[
(R⃗− X⃗)∆X⃗ v(|X⃗|, t2)−∇X⃗v(|X⃗|, t2)

]
φ

(
R⃗− X⃗

t1 − t2
m

)
, (274)

G(0)
ρρ (R⃗, t1, t2) =

ρ̄m3

(t1 − t2)3
φ

(
R⃗

t1 − t2
m

)
(275)

+
m6

(t1 − t(i))3(t2 − t(i))3

∫
d3Xd3Y g2

(
Y⃗ ,

R⃗− X⃗

t1 − t(i)
m,

Y⃗ − X⃗

t2 − t(i)
m, t(i)

)

G⃗
(0)
Πρ(R⃗, t1, t2) =

ρ̄m4

(t1 − t2)4
R⃗φ

(
R⃗

t1 − t2
m

)
(276)

+
m7

(t1 − t(i))4(t2 − t(i))3

∫
d3Xd3Y (R⃗− X⃗)g2

(
Y⃗ ,

R⃗− X⃗

t1 − t(i)
m,

Y⃗ − X⃗

t2 − t(i)
m, t(i)

)

G⃗
(0)
ρΠ(R⃗, t1, t2) =

ρ̄m4

(t1 − t2)4
R⃗φ

(
R⃗

t1 − t2
m

)
(277)

+
m7

(t1 − t(i))3(t2 − t(i))4

∫
d3Xd3Y (Y⃗ − X⃗)g2

(
Y⃗ ,

R⃗− X⃗

t1 − t(i)
m,

Y⃗ − X⃗

t2 − t(i)
m, t(i)

)

G
(0)
Π⊗Π(R⃗, t1, t2) =

ρ̄m5

(t1 − t2)5
R⃗⊗ R⃗φ

(
R⃗

t1 − t2
m

)
(278)

+
m8

(t1 − t(i))4(t2 − t(i))4

∫
d3Xd3Y (R⃗− X⃗)⊗ (Y⃗ − X⃗)×

× g2

(
Y⃗ ,

R⃗− X⃗

t1 − t(i)
m,

Y⃗ − X⃗

t2 − t(i)
m, t(i)

)
(279)

where for G⃗
(0)
Π we made the reasonable assumption that that the mean momentum of the homogeneous

system vanishes. For G
(0)
ρB and G⃗

(0)
ΠB we performed a partial integration.

E. Special Case: Field Theory Approach to Self Gravitating System in and
out of Equilibrium

We will use the explicit example of a self-gravitating system to provide some physical intuition for the
newly constructed field theory in Sec. 3.1. This special case of our theory is a generalisation of [27],
where the HST has been used to study a self-gravitating gas in terms of a grand canonical equilibrium
system.

We consider the Hamilton function (1) and assume throughout this subsection an explicit two-particle
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interaction of the form,

v(|q⃗i − q⃗j |, t) = mimj vG(|q⃗i − q⃗j |) , vG(|q⃗i − q⃗j |) = − G

|q⃗i − q⃗j |
, (280)

namely the gravitational potential. We introduce the doublet

Φ(t1, q⃗1) = (Bm(t1, q⃗1), ρm(t1, q⃗1))
⊤ , (281)

with the particle mass density ρm(t1, q⃗1) and the response field Bm(t1, q⃗1) defined as

ρm(t1, q⃗1) =
N∑
i=1

miδD(q⃗1 − q⃗i(t1)) (282)

Bm(t1, q⃗1) =− i

N∑
i=1

miχ⃗pi · ∇q⃗1δD(q⃗1 − q⃗i(t1)) . (283)

Note that contrary to the response field introduced in Sec. 3.1, Bm(t1, q⃗1) does not contain the
interaction potential. In analogy to (84), we bring the interaction part of the action (41) into a
quadratic form,

iSI [x(t),χ(t)] =i

∞∫
t(i)

dtχp(t) · ∇qV (q(t)) (284)

=

∫
dt1d

3q1

∫
dt2d

3q2Bm(t1, q1) vG(|q1 − q2|)δD(t1 − t2) ρm(t2, q2) (285)

≡ 1

2

∫
dQ1

∫
dQ2Φ(Q1)

⊤ · σ(Q1, Q2) · Φ(Q2) . (286)

where in the last line we abbreviated the notation by writing

dQn ≡ dtnd
3q⃗n , A(tn, q⃗n) ≡ A(Qn) , (287)

and defined the interaction matrix

σ(Q1, Q2) =

(
0 σBρ(Q1, Q2)

σρB(Q1, Q2) 0

)
, (288)

with
σBρ(Q1, Q2) = σρB(Q2, Q1) = vG(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|)δD(t1 − t2) . (289)

Introducing a source doublet
J (Q1) = (Jρ(Q1), JB(Q1)

⊤ , (290)

we can define the macroscopic generating functional in complete analogy to (93), such that by
construction functional derivatives w. r. t. Jρ(Q) and JB(Q) produce integrals over the interaction
potential and density and response field correlators,

δ

iδJρ(Q1)
Z[Jρ, JB]

∣∣∣
Jρ,JB=0

=

∫
dq⃗′vG(|q⃗1 − q⃗′|)⟨ρm(t1, q⃗

′)⟩ (291)

δ

iδJB(Q1)
Z[Jρ, JB]

∣∣∣
Jρ,JB=0

=

∫
dq⃗′vG(|q⃗1 − q⃗′|)⟨Bm(t1, q⃗

′)⟩ , (292)

which continues analogously for higher order and mixed correlation functions. In order to solve for the
density and response field correlators in (291) and (292), the gravitational interaction potential (280)
has to be inverted by means of its Green function, the Laplace operator,

1

4πG
∆q1 vG(|q⃗1 − q⃗2|) = δD(q⃗1 − q⃗2) . (293)

45



This allows us to directly compute correlations of the density and response field as

1

4πG
∆q1

δ

iδJρ(Q1)
Z[Jρ, JB]

∣∣∣
Jρ,JB=0

= ⟨ρm(Q1)⟩ (294)

1

4πG
∆q1

δ

iδJB(Q1)
Z[Jρ, JB]

∣∣∣
Jρ,JB=0

= ⟨Bm(Q1)⟩ , (295)

which can be generalised to higher order correlation functions in a straightforward fashion. We now
apply the HST and follow the steps (97) to (103) using that the inverse of σ(Q1, Q2) is given by

σ−1(Q1, Q2) = δD(t1 − t2)δD(q⃗1 − q⃗2)

(
0 1

4πG∆q1
1

4πG∆q1 0

)
. (296)

After the HST, the generating functional takes on the form

Z[Jρ, JB] = N
∫

DΨexp

[
− 1

2

∫
dQ1dQ2Ψ(Q1)

⊤ · σ−1(Q1, Q2) ·Ψ(Q2)

+

∫
dQ1J (Q1)

⊤ ·Ψ(Q1)

]
· Z(0)

ρB

[
ΨB,Ψρ

]
, (297)

where we defined,

Z(0)
ρB

[
ΨB,Ψρ

]
=

∫
dx(f)

∫
dx(i)ϱN (t(i),x(i))×

×
x(f)∫

x(i)

D′x(t)Dχ(t) exp

[
iS0[x(t),χ(t)] +

∫
d1Ψ(Q1)

⊤ · Φ(Q1)

]
. (298)

The absence of an interaction term in (298) makes it clear that Z(0)
ρB

[
ΨB,Ψρ

]
corresponds to the free

ρB-generating functional, whose functional derivatives w. r. t. ΨB and Ψρ produce free ρB-correlation
functions,

δr+s

δΨB(Q1) · · ·ΨB(Qr)Ψρ(Q1
′) · · ·Ψρ(Qs

′)
Z(0)
ρB

[
ΨB,Ψρ

]∣∣∣
Ψ=0

= ⟨ρm(Q1) · · · ρm(Qr)Bm(Q1
′) · · ·Bm(Qs

′)⟩(0) . (299)

The physical interpretation of the macroscopic fields can be seen as follows: The expectation value
of Ψρ(Q1) can be computed as usual by taking a functional derivative,

⟨Ψρ(Q1)⟩ =
δ

δJρ(Q1)
Z[Jρ, JB]

∣∣∣
Jρ,JB=0

. (300)

From (294) we thus find
∆q1⟨Ψρ(Q1)⟩ = 4πG⟨ρm(Q1)⟩ (301)

which is the Poisson equation. Thus Ψρ(Q1) corresponds to the macroscopic gravitational field induced
by the microscopic 2-particle interactions of the ensemble. The macroscopic correlators are thus
correlation functions of the gravitational field itself and we find in general the correspondence

∆q1 · · ·∆qn⟨Ψρ(Q1) · · ·Ψρ(Qn)⟩ = (4πG)n⟨ρm(Q1) · · · ρm(Qn)⟩ . (302)

Analogous equations can be derived for the macroscopic field ΨB(Q1) which encodes the macroscopic
response of the system to fluctuations of the gravitational field. As expected,

∆q1 · · ·∆qn⟨ΨB(Q1) · · ·ΨB(Qn)⟩ = 0 , (303)
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due to ⟨Bm(Q1) · · ·Bm(Qn)⟩ = 0. Consequently, the HST has inverted the scale on which we describe
our system: Instead of microscopic particle dynamics, we now describe the dynamics of a fluctuating
macroscopic field whose self-interactions are sourced by the underlying microscopic free statistics.It is
worth noting that in this special case, due to the functional inversion of the interaction potential, we
were able to split the generating functional (297) into a part containing the full interaction potential
Ψ(Q1)

⊤ · σ−1(Q1, Q2) ·Ψ(Q2) and a free part (298) containing no effects of the interaction potential at
all. A very similar procedure has led [27] to a field theoretic description of a self gravitating gas in
equilibrium. In our case however, we are not restricted to the equilibrium case, as we may put the
system initially in any desired state. The free correlators will then transfer the initial information into
the macroscopic field dynamics. Last but not least, we note that the above procedure can be applied
to different two-particle potentials, provided, that there exists an appropriate differential operator of
which the potential is the Greens function (293). The physical interpretation of the macroscopic fields
will change according to the potential.
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