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1. Introduction

In a 1988 paper [1], E. Gozzi outlined how the successful path integral formalism of quantum field theory
can be used to describe classical systems as well. In the following years, Gozzi further developed and
studied this approach in collaboration with M. Reuter and W.D. Thacker [2, 3] and others [4, 5]. Relatively
recently, G.F. Mazenko and S.P. Das [6, 7] developed a perturbation scheme and applied the formalism
to phase transitions in glass. Based on this, the group of M. Bartelmann began to apply the path integral
approach of classical mechanics to the study of cosmic structure formation [8]. Since then, the approach
has been subject to significant further development [9, 10, 11, 12, 13] and is now known as Kinetic Field
Theory (KFT) [14].

Conceptually, KFT mimics the approach of numerical simulations to describe the time evolution of an
interacting N-particle system. Via use of path integrals over phase space trajectories, one keeps track of
the positions and momenta of all particles over time. Mathematically, this information is stored in the
generating functional Z of the theory. Collective quantities like, e.g., the density field can be extracted
via functional derivatives of Z. Explicit expressions for the generating functional are obtained either via a

perturbative approach [8] or through the use of suitable approximations [9].

There is one significant difference between the formalism of KFT and numerical N-body simulations.
Namely, the latter always have to start out with some explicit initial conditions, i.e., initial positions and mo-
menta for all particles. A priori this is also true for KFT. However, in an analytic setting we can abstractly
integrate over a probability distribution of initial conditions to obtain expectation values. This would be
prohibitively expensive for numerical N-body simulations which therefore have to resort to other methods
of extracting macroscopic quantities. The integration over initial conditions in KFT yields an ensemble

average which in many applications is the observable we are interested in.

In this article we revisit to the initial perturbative approach to KFT in [8]. We give a self-contained and
pedagogical introduction to the framework of KFT in a general setting and then specialize it to interact-
ing N-body systems. Unlike the perturbative treatment in [8], we perform the integration over the initial
conditions not on the level of the generating functional, but on the level of observables. This allows us
to interpret intermediate results describing observables of a system with explicit initial conditions. Upon
integrating them over a suitable probability distribution, we obtain statistically averaged expectation values,
i.e., macroscopic observables describing the collective system. While ultimately mathematically equivalent,

this change in procedure makes the perturbative treatment significantly more transparent and simpler.

Our ultimate aim is to supply a simple and consistent procedure for obtaining observables in cosmic struc-
ture formation, in particular the non-linear density fluctuation power spectrum. The initial probability distri-
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bution for this particular application is relatively complicated. For the sake of self-containedness and clarity,
we repeat the discussion from appendix A of [8]. In particular, we explain how the integration over initial
conditions fits together with the perturbative treatment. Having done so, we will be able to obtain analytic
parameter-free perturbative expressions for the non-linear density fluctuation power spectrum. These ex-
pressions are expanded in both the initial correlations and the interactions. More precisely, on the one hand
we expand the density and momentum correlations imprinted in the initial conditions of the N-particle sys-
tem and on the other hand we treat the particle interactions perturbatively by expanding the forces relative

to the free particle trajectories.

Surprisingly, we find that the expansion in the initial correlations is significantly more difficult than the
expansion in the interactions. Indeed, for higher-order correlations our expressions acquire integrals over
wave vectors which are challenging to solve even numerically. Conversely, each interaction order merely
supplies a simple time integral. To conclude this article, we calculate the density fluctuation power spectrum
in first order (i.e. linear) correlations and up to very high interaction order. Combining the contributions
for linear correlations and arbitrarily high interaction orders precisely reproduces the linear growth of the
power spectrum at all scales. This reveals that any non-linearities in the power spectrum are solely due to
higher-order correlations in the initial conditions and thus can be studied completely independently of the

linear evolution. Results for higher-order correlations will be presented in a future article [15].

2. KFT Framework

Let us consider a generic classical physical system. Denote its space of possible states by X, such that any
point x € X uniquely characterizes a state of this system.! In practice, we usually take X to be phase space
consisting of all (generalized) coordinates and associated momenta. Any evolution of such a system can be
described as a map ¢: R — X which associates to any point in time ¢ € R a state of the system ¢(¢) € X.
However, the vast majority of such maps describe unphysical evolution. We are only interested in the maps
which satisfy the equations of motion which we symbolically write as E(¢(f)) = 0. In almost all cases, the
equations of motion are differential equations which require that the change of the state is determined only
by the state of the system at the same instance in time. For classical systems, given a state x € X at initial

time #;, there is exactly one solution of the equations of motion (#; x) which satisfies @(z;; x) = x.

In a more general setting, we might not precisely know the initial state x € X, but instead our knowledge
of the system at initial time #; may be encoded in form of a probability distribution P(x) on the space X. In

case P(y) = 6p(y — x) is given by a Dirac §-function, we recover the deterministic setting above. However,

'All bold faced symbols take values in X, i.e., they are generally some high-dimensional vectors or tensors.
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if the probability distribution is more complicated, the state of the system is stochastic for all times ¢. This
means that for any time 7 there is a unique probability distribution P(x;¢) describing the system. In fact, it is
simple to give an explicit expression for this probability distribution by using the solution to the equations

of motion,
P(x;1) = P(p(=1;:x)) , (D
where on the right-hand side we have the initial probability distribution. Obviously it is P(x; ;) = P(x).

The probability distribution P(x;¢) allows us to extract expressions for observables at any point in time. As
an observable we regard in this context any function O: X — R, i.e., a map which assigns to a state of a
system some number (this can easily be generalized to tensor-valued observables). For such an observable,

we define its expectation value at time ¢ as

@m=fmamwm. @)
X

In the deterministic case P(y) = dp(y — x), we simply have
(O)(1) = O(t:x) = O (@(1:x)) . (3)

Here we defined the notation (j(t; x) for the observable evaluated along the solution of the equations of

motion for initial value x at time ¢.

From the discussion above one may arrive at a seemingly simple recipe to calculate observables: determine
the solution @ and use it to express any quantity of interest. However, as is well known, even for seemingly
simple classical systems one can prove that there is no elementary expression for @(#; x). In many cases one
can determine @ numerically instead, but this can become computationally costly for systems with a high-
dimensional space of states X. A prime example for this is an interacting N-particle system. The formalism
of KFT provides an alternative approach for calculating observables by analytical methods which we want

to introduce below.

2.1. Path Integral Formulation of Classical Mechanics

The formalism of KFT is based on the path integral formulation of classical mechanics which to the best
of our knowledge was first proposed by E. Gozzi [1]. Readers familiar with the path integral approach to
Quantum Field Theory (QFT) will notice many similarities between KFT and QFT. In fact, these similarities
are one of the main theoretical motivations to use KFT, as one can use the powerful tools developed in the

framework of QFT to describe the evolution of a classical physical system.
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Let us consider a classical physical system which at initial time ¢ is in a state x € X. Denote the solution
of the equations of motion E(p) = 0 subject to these initial conditions by @(¢; x). Further, let y € X be
some possible state of the system at a later time ¢ > #;. Then the transition probability 7//(y, t; x, 1;), i.e., the

probability of observing y at ¢ > #; given initial conditions x at ¢ = ¢;, is given by

) (N=y
T/i(y, t;x,1) = Dy 6p [(t) — ;)] . (4)
o(t;)=x

The interpretation of this quantity is rather simple: While the path integral adds contributions from all
possible paths in state space X from x to y, the §p-functional (a generalization of the Dirac §-function) picks
out a single one of these. This is reminiscent of taking the classical limit in the path integral formulation of

quantum mechanics, where the classical path supplies the dominant contribution as 7 — 0.

Clearly, the transition probability 7/ (y, 1; x, ;) is one if y = @(¢; x) and zero otherwise. This is not surprising
given that the evolution of classical systems with explicitly specified initial conditions is deterministic.
Using the fact that the path selected by the dp-functional is the solution of the equations of motion, we
can replace condition ¢(f) = @(#;x) encoded in its argument by the condition E(¢) = 0 which avoids
explicit reference to the solution @. Generally, such a change in the argument of a dp-functional changes

the normalization according to

-1

oE
oo 18] = a2 @) ol ®
This is a generalization of the identity
P -1
0 (f(x) = det(a—f: (Jz)) 6p (x= ©)

for the usual Dirac ¢-function which is valid if the function f has exactly one root x = ¥. However, as proven
in equation (3.51) of [2], the determinant in equation (5) is constant in the case of Hamiltonian equations of
motion. This may be understood in terms of Liuville’s theorem which states that the Hamiltonian flow in
phase space preserves volumes. The numerical value of the determinant is irrelevant and can be absorbed

into the normalization of the path integral.

While it is possible to keep the determinant in equation (5), it would unnecessarily complicate our treatment.
Therefore, we shall restrict ourselves to the case of Hamiltonian dynamics, i.e., the space of states X actually

is phase space and the equations of motion E(¢) = 0 are of Hamiltonian form

E(p) =01 — T 9,H(p) =0. (7)



Here, 7 is the usual symplectic matrix and H is the Hamiltonian. Using equation (5), the transition proba-
bility can be expressed as
p(1)=y

iy, t,3,1) = f Dpsp [E@)] ®)
("4

(ti)=x

o(H)=y !
= f o Dy f Dx eXp(i f dt’x(t’)-E(¢(t’)))- 9)
o(t)=x 1

In the second line, we used a standard functional Fourier transform to write the dp-functional as an ex-
ponential function. The object y is a purely auxiliary abstract mathematical function and does not have
an obvious physical interpretation. In analogy to the path integral approach to QFT, we may regard the

exponent as the action of the system under consideration.

Further building on the analogy to QFT, we now define the so-called generating functional which is the
central mathematical object of KFT. Integrating over the final state y of the system (or, equivalently, setting

y = @(x,1)) to get rid of the endpoint of the path integral over ¢ and introducing a source field J for ¢, it is

Z[J; x] =f Z)(pfi),\( exp(if dt',\/(t’)‘E(go(t’))+if dr J(t’)-go(t’)). (10)
p(ti)=x ti ti

The generating functional contains complete information about the physical system under consideration.
Any observable depending on the phase space position at a single time ¢ can be derived from it by means of

functional derivation with respect to J(f).” Indeed, for a given observable O: X — R it is

(5(t;x)=0(i6](t))Z[J;x] Y (11)
= L (n):xﬂso f Dx O (p(1)) exp (i fl Idt’X(t’)~E(¢(t’)) (12)
= L (ti):xi)st(sa(t)) op [E(p)] (13)
=0 (§(t;x)) . (14)

We used the notation O introduced in equation (3) to denote the observable as evaluated along the solution
of the equations of motion @(¢; x) for initial value x — which evidently is exactly what we obtain via this
differentiation. In fact, this can also be seen by performing the integration over y directly in the generating

functional which yields
Z1J; %) = f Dy exp(z‘ f dr’J(z’)-so(r’)) 5p [E@)] (15)
pt)=x i

= exp (i f"" dr Jt') - ¢(t’;x)) . (16)

2In principle, it is also possible to construct observables depending on the phase space variables on a time-interval (e.g. a

backward lightcone). While this may become relevant in the future, here we restrict ourselves to the simpler case.
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We remark that we implicitly assume that the observable O is an analytic function of the state x € X, i.e., it

is possible to write O as convergent power series in x (to make equation (11) mathematically rigorous).

As a simple example for an observable, take the phase space position O(y) = y for y € X. It has values in

phase space X itself (as opposed to being real-valued), but this is no issue at all. Using the prescription (11),

we obtain
O(t;x) = O(iéJ(r)) Z[J; x] Y (17)
0 . ® ’ ’ PYPLR
= 510 exp (z‘ft: dr' J(@') - p(t ,x)) . (18)
= @(t; x). (19)

Thus, the observable O precisely extracts the phase space trajectory which is indeed the phase space position

as evaluated along the solution of the equations of motion.

2.2. Free Generating Functional

If we are able to find an explicit analytical expression for the generating functional, i.e., express Z[J; x] as
an elementary functional of J, we would know everything about the physical system under consideration.
Indeed, we could simply obtain the phase space trajectory of the system by functional derivation. Hence,
it is expected that in any non-trivial case the path integrals in the generating functional cannot be evaluated
analytically without explicitly referring to the solution of the equations of motion. As such, the formalism
as developed so far is not all that useful for obtaining explicit results for observables of a classical physical

system.

To remedy this, we make the crucial assumption that the equations of motion can be split into a free part

and an interaction part, i.e.,

E(p) = Eo(p) + Ef(¢) = 0, (20)

where we demand that the free part Eo(¢) is given by a linear differential operator acting on ¢. A simple
example would be E¢(¢) = 0;¢ which shows that this decomposition is always possible for Hamiltonian
equations of motion. Ultimately, we will perform a perturbative expansion of the interaction part E(¢),
such that it is advantageous to include as many terms as possible into the free part of the equations of

motion.

Any linear differential operator admits a Green’s function (also known as propagator) which can be used to

write down a solution to the associated differential equation. In the specific case of Eg(p) = 0, it is

pt;x) =Gt 1) x, (21
8



where we denote the free solution by ¢ and the Green’s function by G(¢,¢"). Note that the free solution
usually describing straight paths has been overset by a bar and should not be confused with the phase space

trajectory @ generally describing curved paths and accordingly featuring a tilde.

Using the decomposition of the equation of motion, we can simplify the generating functional significantly.

Suppressing the time dependence for compactness of notation, we find

Z[J;x] =f() Dsofi))( eXp(ifdt’(X-EoGp)ﬂ(-Ez(so)+J-so)) (22)
@(t;)=x
Zf @QDfZ)X exp(ifdt’/\/-El(cp))exp(ifdt'(,\/-(E0(¢)+K)+J~ga)) (23)
plri)=x K=0
=f D(pf@)(exp ifdz’i-E,(i) exp ifdt’(,\/-(Eo(go)+K)+J-go))
s iok “\isJ X0
(24)
(.6 5 .
= exp(zfdt K -Ep (m)) ZolJ, K; x] o (25)

We introduced another auxiliary function K which acts as a source field for y in order to move the interaction

term in front of the path integrals. In the last line we isolated the so-called free generating functional

LHlJ, K x] = f D(PfDX exp (ifdt'(/\/-(Eo(so) + K) +J-<P)) (26)
o(t)=x

= f Do 6p [Eo(p) + K] exp (i f dz'J-(p) (27)
o(t)=x

= exp (i foo dr J(&') - ¢(t; x) — ifoo dr foo dr”’ JT(t’)g(t’,t”)K(t”)) . (28)

The second term in the last line is to be understood as a matrix product and precisely cancels the additional
factor K in the equation E¢(¢) + K = 0. We remark that in performing the integration over ¢ we assumed
that this equation has symplectic structure such that the associated functional determinant is unity. This is

generically the case for Hamiltonian equations of motion.



Using the explicit form obtained for the free generating functional, we can immediately perform the func-

tional derivatives with respect to K in equation (25).> This yields

Z[J; x] = exp (—i foo dr’ foo ar” J1(¢") G, ") EI( )) ZolJ; x] with (29)

_ 9

i0oJ(@")

ZolJ;x] = exp (zf dr’ J(&) - ¢(t’;x)) . (30)
t

Evidently, there are no path integrals left in these expressions and there is no explicit reference to the
solution of the equations of motion. Instead, only the free trajectory appears which can be easily calculated
using the Green’s function. The free generating functional takes exactly the same form as the generating

functional (16) with & replaced by .

2.3. Interactions

The expression in equations (29) and (30) for the generating functional strongly suggests a perturbative
treatment of the interactions by means of a Taylor expansion. We pursue this strategy momentarily, but as a
preparatory step we need to investigate the term Ej (%) in slightly more detail. As usual, the derivative
in the argument is to be understood by the virtue of an analytic power series for the function Ej. As such,

we have the identity
E:(#) eXp(i f dt’J(t’)-sb(t’;x)) = E;(@(1";x)) eXP(i f dr’ J(t’)-@(t’;x)). (3D
i6J(1")

This comes as no surprise as this is exactly the purpose for which we introduced the functional derivative in
equation (24) — it extracts the trajectory from the free generating functional. This identity can be generalized
to the case we will be facing in the perturbative treatment. There, in addition to the generating functional,

the derivative in Ej can also act on single factors of J. We can use

5\ y o 6
S R R o R o

where A is a placeholder for terms of the form G(¢',t"") Ey ( ) and - - - denotes further terms on which

0
ioJ@)
the derivatives may act. The appearance of two terms on the right-hand side is due to the product rule.

3Note that the term JT(¢') G(t', ") obtained from the differentiation can be moved past the functional derivative in E; (#(m)
Indeed, G(¢',t") = 0 if ¢ < ¢” such that the following procedure is possible: We write the exponential as a power series and in
each term we sort the products by their time variable '’ (this is accomplished by splitting the integral into time-ordered regions
and considering each of them separately). In each product, we move all the functional derivatives with respect to K to the right
and let them act on the free generating functional. The resulting terms then can be moved back to the original positions of the

corresponding functional derivatives, allowing the power series to be converted back into an exponential.
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The second term warrants some further remarks as it may seem counter-intuitive that we obtain a derivative

acting on Ej. However, this can once again be understood by virtue of power series. Indeed, for a monomial

@0"(ax) -+ = (@)@ +an (@)"") -+, (33)

where the factor n in the second term accounts for the choice of which of the derivatives acts on the term ax.
Observe that resulting expression has the form of the derivative of the monomial. The generalization to a

power series is straightforward as the same procedure can be applied term-by-term.

It is possible to proceed in full generality. In higher-orders we obtain higher derivatives of the interaction
term Ej and it is possible to devise a diagrammatic representation of terms order by order to keep track of
how the derivatives (which mathematically are tensors) are contracted with the remaining terms. We are
happy to supply such prescription upon request, but refrain from detailing it here. Instead we momentarily
specify our physical system to be an interacting N-body system in an attempt to sacrifice generality for
clarity. Nonetheless, below we give the explicit expressions for the generating functional in full generality

up to second order in a Taylor expansion of the exponential in equation (29):

ZlJ;x] =exp(z‘ f dr J(t’)~¢(t’;x)), (34)
211 = =i [ [ a o 7@ 6011 B (p0730) 2ol ). (35)
Zo0J;x] = - f f f f de; dey dty dey JT(e) Gt 1) [Ex (8215 2)) JT(25)

—iop(t] ) VEL(8(t]; %)) | G5, 1) Er (913 %)) ZolJ s x1. (36)

Note that we denote with Z; and Z,, respectively, the additional contributions from first and second order.
The full second order generating functional is given by the sum Zy + Z; + Z,. Observables may be obtained
via functional derivatives with respect to the source field J. As an example, the contributions to the phase
space trajectory @(#; x) up to second order is obtained by acting with % (evaluated at J = 0) on the

expressions above. We obtain

~ 0 _

Po(t;x) = 5 t)Zo[O;x] =p(tx) = G(1,1) x (37)
pi(1x) = - [ ar! i) By (p i) (38)
Batrin) = [ [ a aty 600 11) VE (p) 60 Ex (i) (39)

Note that the term containing two factors of J at second order vanishes for this particular observable be-
cause the leftover factor J is set to zero (for the same reason, the functional derivative cannot act on Z

at any positive order). The first order phase space trajectory, given by @,(t; x) + @;(¢; x), coincides with
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the so-called Born approximation which adds the interactions as evaluated along the free trajectory and is
a common ad hoc approximation used, e.g., in scattering problems.* Here it is derived as the first order

perturbative approximation in the KFT framework.

2.4. Choice of Free Motion

As a last topic for the general treatment, we want to briefly discuss the splitting of the equations into a
free and an interaction part. It should be stressed that this is a choice which is to a certain degree arbi-
trary. Indeed, one can always take the trivial splitting Eg = 0 and E; = E regarding the entirety of the
equations of motion as interactions. This way, the Green’s function is the identity and the free trajectory is
constant @(t; x) = x. However, this is a poor choice because the interaction part of the equations of motion
is only treated perturbatively, while the free part is solved exactly. Hence, it is advantageous to include as
many terms of the equations of motion as possible into the free part Eg. The ability to do so is of course lim-
ited by the requirement of the existence of a Green’s function for the free motion. Nonetheless, minimizing
the interaction part Ey generally is expected to improve the accuracy and convergence of the perturbative

treatment.

This situation is familiar from many other areas of physics. Fundamentally, what we consider as free (or
background) evolution and what we regard as interactions (or perturbations) on top of it, is a choice. As
an example, given a density field p(q) we may regard it as the sum of a background component p(g) and a
perturbation dp(g), i.e., p(q) = p(q) + dp(q). However, there is a large freedom in performing this split and
depending on the situation different choices might be advantageous. In the example, the most natural split
is obtained by introducing a condition like ‘l, f dg p(g) = p. But if we, e.g., describe the density field of gas

in a galaxy, one might want to consider the dark matter halo as part of the background density.

Likewise in our situation, there is a natural choice for the free motion. Newton’ first law asserts that

the reference motion is uniform along straight lines. His second law can then be used to determine the

“Note that if we replace the free trajectory @ inside E; on the right-hand side of equation (38) by the actual phase space
trajectory @, the sum of the resulting term and the free trajectory reproduce @ exactly. Indeed, we have the well-known integral

equation

o(t;x) = @(t;x) — f dr; G(t, 1) Ef (@(t15 %)) .

The Born approximation is the first step in solving this integral equation iteratively (this process is sometimes referred to as
iterative Born approximation). We remark that the result of this iteration in second order (where one inserts the (first order) Born
approximation for the trajectory on the right-hand side) does not coincide with the second order KFT trajectory — infinitely many
terms of second order iterative Born approximation are assigned to higher-orders in KFT. We elaborate on this in footnote 7 using

the diagrammatic treatment of KFT perturbation theory.
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acceleration relative to this reference motion. Commonly we would claim that this acceleration is due to
a force caused by interactions. However, in some situations it may be advantageous to include part of this
acceleration into the free motion. For example, on an expanding background, we usually prefer to use
comoving coordinates. In doing so, the physical trajectories of the particles are no longer straight lines.
While this makes the free motion a bit more complicated, it has the advantage that the forces between
particles are no longer sourced by the density field, but only by the density excess over the mean density
(cf. Appendix A).

There is an even more sophisticated choice. It is possible to use the Zel’dovich approximation for the free
motion and model the interactions relative to it [16, 17]. In this case it is less clear what the interaction
potential should be and, in fact, it is not even clear whether a simple two-body interaction can reproduce the
forces between the particles. Recent work suggests, however, that this is indeed possible and demonstrates
that a Yukawa-like interaction potential describes the force relative to Zel’dovich trajectories well [18].
Here, we limit ourselves to the more conventional case of using uniform motion along straight paths in

comoving coordinates as our free motion.

We emphasise that the choice of free motion does not have any effect on observables. The trajectory &
and all other observables are exactly the same for any split of the equations of motion E = E¢ + Ej. The
free trajectory ¢ and the interaction part Ey can be altered significantly, though, which can have significant
effects on computational complexity and the validity of approximations. For example, the perturbative
treatment of interactions presented in this work may have very different convergence properties and speed
depending on the choice of free motion. It might be an interesting task for future works to formalize and

study the symmetry (Eg, Ey) — (Eg + &, E; — ) and find optimal choices for &.

3. Interacting N-body Systems

The discussion above was completely general, but also rather abstract. The only assumption we made was
that the equations of motion are of Hamiltonian form and split into a free and an interaction part. We needed
their symplectic structure to omit a functional determinant which otherwise would have been a bit of a
nuisance. As such, we have been studying a Hamiltonian system governed by an equation Eg(¢)+Ef(¢) = 0

evolving from initial conditions x € X along a phase space trajectory @(; x).

In this section we specialize our abstract treatment and notation to interacting N-body systems. We stress

that it is possible, albeit notationally laborious, to keep the entire perturbative expansion abstract and gen-

eral. In particular, it is possible to define Feynman rules for the general setting which yield the Feynman

rules derived below as special cases. We refrain from listing them here or even in a dedicated appendix
13



as this would require to introduce an excessive amount of non-trivial notation or, alternatively, work with

equations featuring a zoo of indices.

3.1. Generating Functional

Let us consider a system of N interacting particles in three-dimensional Euclidean space. The state of this
physical system can be described by a point in phase space x € X = R Let us take one such point as our

initial conditions and define
p:RXxX - X with o(t;x) = (P1(1: %), pa(t: %), ..., on(t; )T € X (40)

to be the phase space trajectory of the system. Here, §;(z; x) is a six-dimensional vector describing the
position and momentum of the j™ particle at time #. As we have to be able to access the position and
momentum parts of this and other objects frequently below, let us introduce the following notation: For
any point x in single-particle phase space X = R® we write x@ for its position and x”’ for its momentum,

e, itis x = (x(q) x(l’))T € X. Similarly, the 3N-dimensional vector containing all the positions is given

(@ (@ @\T
byx(‘l)z(xq Zq,...,xl\?) .

Using this notation and particularizing to an interacting N-body system, the equations of motion for the
th particle are given by
1
e 0

0pi(t) — " =0. 41
(1) —md <q>V(t; (,D(q)) (41)
¢

The potential V is given by

¢?) D (P - ¢ 1) (42)

o]

l\)l'—

featuring the two-particle interaction potential v. We allow for an explicit time-dependence of this potential

for later convenience. It is useful to perform a Fourier transform resulting in

3 ’
V(eg®) = 5 Z Z f (‘; V(K0 exp (i (1) - 6" 1)) 43)
]

where we use the symbol v for the Fourier transform of the two-particle interaction potential, too. We

abuse notation in this way throughout and distinguish functions and their Fourier transforms only via their

14



arguments. For Newtonian gravitational interactions in Newtonian gauge we have v(k’) « _Ilk}IIZ and the

splitting of the equations of motion is given by

1. ()
—@: (1)
(Eo)j = 01 (1) —[ ' 6 } , (44)
0
Epj= AT ) . 45
EDI |5 [ 8 ik ko) exp (i€ () - 12 0) )
#J
A Green’s function for the free equations of motion is given by
[0 =1) T3 ggp(t, 1) I3
G(,1') = [ e (46)
0 gpp(t, 1) I3

with g (¢, 1) = %(r —1)0( —t') and g,p(t,t") = 6(t — ¢') in Newtonian gauge on a static background.
We keep the propagators g,,(t,t") and g,,(,1’) as well as the interaction potential v(k’, ") general below to
allow for gauge changes in the final results. Moreover, this leaves sufficient freedom to transfer our results

to an expanding background necessary for the cosmological case (cf. Appendix A).

Using the explicit forms for the free and interaction parts of the equations of motion, we can simplify the

expressions in equations (29) and (30) for the generating functional. Indeed, we obtain

317
ZLJ?; x] = exp {ZZ f f dr’ dr” f —(2753 m gyt ") v(K 1)

T
J§q>(/).k' exp [ik’[. (j) - - (f) ]]] ZolJ@: x], 47)
RV COMNEN D
ZolJP; x] = exp [ZZ f dar J;q)(t’)-¢§?>(t';x)] with (48)
J
gbi.q)(t';x) = x;_q) +84p(' 1) xi.p) ) (49)

Note that we have set the momentum part of the source field J) to zero as we are exclusively interested in
observables featuring positions of particles. We remark for later reference that this avoids any appearance

of the function g,,(t, 1) here and below.

3.2. Density Correlation Functions

Aside from the trajectories themselves, the density and its r-point correlation functions are the most interest-
ing observables for an interacting N-body system. In fact, the collective information encoded in the density
15



correlation functions tends to be much more useful in practice compared to the microscopic information
encoded in the specific positions of the individual particles. In our applications we integrate the observables
over a probability distribution of initial conditions making the specific realization of the system irrelevant.
Instead, we are interested in statistical quantities like the density fluctuation power spectrum. In this section

we explain how density r-point functions can be obtained from the generating functional.

The particle number density at position g, given the positions of particles ¢(?(¢) at time ¢, is
p(2:091) = > o (q-¢®) (50)
J

Performing a Fourier transformation which introduces a wave vector k conjugate to g, the density takes the
form

0 (k; ‘p(q)(t)) - Z exp (—ik . (pi.q)([)) . (51)

J

We remark that these equations are valid both for the comoving and the Eulerian densities (cf. Appendix A)
because the normalization of the Dirac d-function, resp. the wave vectors, compensate tacitly the factors
of the scale factor. Thus, the equations written down here and below are valid both for a static and an

expanding background as long as we regard the wave vector as comoving in the expanding case.

One of the advantages of working in Fourier space is that it is very easy to construct the density correlation

functions. Indeed, the (Fourier space) density r-point correlation function simply is

Gp---pki,.... ki @@ ) = | | plhss 02)). (52)
r times s=1
Written out, this yields
.
Gppkrs. . ks @) = > exp (—i Dk 905.?(0} , (53)
{tondr) s=1

where the sum in front of the exponential runs over all r-tuples of particles indices 1 < j; < N.

The observables defined above are all given in terms of the positions of the ensemble of particles ¢'?(¢). In
order to calculate these observables for the specific system under consideration, we ought to replace these
positions by the solution of the equations of motion $@(r; x) for intial values x. However, we do not attempt

to find this solution explicitly, but instead use the identity in equation (11), i.e.,

O(t; x) = O (§(t; x)) = O( ) Z1J; x] (54)

i6J(1) 10
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Explicitly, we replace the positions ¢'?(f) by a functional derivative with respect to J@(¢) in the expressions

for the density and the r-point correlation function above. This yields the operator

r

. , 5

Gopkr.. k)= > exp|=i D k- o (55)
tommir) =1 1600

with which we can act on the generating functional Z[J; x] to obtain the r-point correlation function. The

density operator p(k, t) is obtained for the special choice r = 1.

4. KFT Perturbation Scheme

In this section we present a perturbation scheme for obtaining the density correlation functions for an inter-
acting N-body system. We stress again that the entire procedure can be done for any Hamiltonian system
allowing for a separation of free motion and interactions. For clarity, concreteness and simplicity of notation

we focus on interacting N-body systems here which are also our main application.

Above we already hinted at the possibility of performing a Taylor expansion of the exponential containing
the interaction part of the equations of motion in the generating functional (29). In doing so, we obtain
a polynomial expression containing in each term factors of the source field J and functional derivatives
with respect to it. To the very right-hand side of the expression is the free generating functional which also
contains J. Evidently, in each term a certain amount of combinatorics is required to keep track of all the

ways the derivatives could act on the various factors of J.

These combinatorics can be easily done algorithmically via successive product rules, but this is neither
enlightening, nor efficient. Instead we take inspiration from the path integral formulation of QFT which
arrives at very similar expressions for observables. There, the method of diagrammatically representing
mathematical expressions has been applied with great success. While our expressions are somewhat unusual
from a QFT point of view — most of our functional derivatives come inside Fourier phase factors — it
is nonetheless possible to obtain a diagrammatic representation in our case, too. Below we derive our

Feynman rules and use them to find perturbative expressions for the observables we are interested in.

17



4.1. Taylor Expansion

Let us consider the generating functional for interacting N-body systems given in equation (47). Replacing

the exponential by its Taylor expansion we have the expression

31,7
Z[J9D;x] = [ZZ f f dr dr”’ f %mgqp(t',t")v(k',t")

Jo#j

5 5
JOW) - K exp|ik - T
i6qu @ 67"

with the free generating functional as given in equation (48). It is worthwhile to point out that up to this

n

Zo[J?; x] (56)

point the entire treatment has been exact. Perturbatively, the n'™ order contribution, denoted below by Z,,
is simply given by the n'" term in this sum. The full expression for the generating functional to n™ order is
the sum of the first # terms in the sum. Evidently, this truncation constitutes an approximation which may
have a limited validity. Taylor’s theorem comes with estimates of the truncation error, but it is not trivial
to apply them to our case of a derivative operator present in the expansion. We intend to investigate this in

future works.

Just like one would do in QFT, we intend to derive Feynman rules to diagrammatically represent the per-
turbative expressions for observables. The class of observables we want to focus on are density correlation
functions as introduced in section 3.2. The usefulness of the Fourier transform becomes evident now, as the
phase factors coming from the interaction are similar to the ones coming from the observables. This allows
for a unified and hence simplified treatment. We remark that similar Feynman rules can be obtained for,

e.g., the trajectories of particles yielding a general recipe for the expressions in equations (37) to (39).

Let us write down the expression for the n" order density r-point correlation function. It is obtained by

acting with the operator (A}p“.p given in equation (55) on the n'" term of the sum in equation (56). We obtain

1
(Gp...p)n(kl,...,kr,t;x)=; Z exP("Zk J(q)(t))

{my,....m,} s=1

” dk, 7 1o\ 1@ ’
[Zfodz dr fwmgqp(t,t INCROVEION:
JoEj

n
) 0
exp[ik“[. DT T ]] ZolJ@; x] : 57
z(SJJ. (@) ioJ () J@=0
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Despite the seeming complexity, this expression has actually quite a pleasant structure. The key mathemat-

ical identity to use is

] TPy K - Zo[J s x]

exp|k-
( 5JD(r)

= (2@ - K + 6mdp (t=1) k- k') exp (k- ] co ZolJ s x], (58)
J : (9)
0’ (1)
which can be seen as a special case of the discussion around equation (33). Again the dots - -- denote

further terms on which the derivative may act. Given that the phase factors are not modified, they ultimately
act in this form on the free generating functional Zy. Hence, in the final expression we can replace all
the functional derivatives by the free trajectory $?. The only difficulty is to keep track of which of the
factors of J;q) is acted upon by which of the phase factors. Note that this action happens exactly once as any

remaining factors of J (/'Q) would cause the entire term to vanish upon setting the source field to zero.

4.2. Feynman Rules

We want to find a diagrammatic representation of equation (57). The first step in achieving this is to
understand the term in the square bracket which is taken to the n'" power. It contains both factors of the
source field J@ as well as derivatives with respect to it. Hence, the ordering of the individual factors is
crucial. Back in equation (25) the ordering was irrelevant because the two derivatives commute. But as
soon as we performed the functional derivative with respect to K in equation (29) we had to be careful with
this issue. In fact, in footnote 3, we explained in detail how it is even possible to perform these derivatives
— by time ordering all terms and exploiting the fact that the Green’s function is causal. This allowed us to

move the factors of J back to the left past some of the functional derivatives.

We can postpone the step in which we move the factors of J back past the functional derivatives for the
moment. Then all these factors — here in the form of J;q) — are towards the very right of the expression just
next to the free generating functional from which they were obtained via differentiation. All Fourier phase
factors containing the functional derivatives are left of it. Hence, a priori the situation is such that any phase

factor could act on any J;q).

We choose this as the starting point for formulating our Feynman rules. Let us use the phase factors as the

vertices of our diagrams:

ke t| = )" exp(=iky- @i (1)) , (59)
S 00 317

@ => > f dr, f (dz jf)gmv(k;,z;) exp ik, - (£7(t); x) - ¢ (1 %)) - (60)
j{l tﬂtja ti

19



We call the first of them density vertex and the second interaction vertex. Note that we replaced the func-
tional derivatives with the free trajectory in accordance with our earlier comments. The remaining parts of

the expression in equation (57) are encoded in the edges of the diagrams. These are

= Gap(t 1) K Ky (67, = 01ut) (61)
@7 ks 1| = =8qp(ts 1) Ky - s Ojum, » (62)

where the uncoloured vertices mean that the corresponding vertex factors are not yet included.

We claim the following:®> The expression (57) is given by the sum over all possible forests formed from
the vertices and edges defined above. Each forest consists of r trees of which each has one root given by
a density vertex. All other vertices are interaction vertices. We comment on our notion of equivalence of
diagrams in section 4.3 below. The mathematical expression encoded by a diagram is the product of all
vertices times the product of all edges (this way all the factors coming from the edges appear under the
sums and integrals as they should). The n™ order contribution to the 7-point density correlation function is

the set of diagrams with exactly » interaction vertices and r density vertices.

The crucial ingredient for proving this claim is the time ordering due to causality. Mathematically this is
encoded in the Heaviside function 6(t — ') inside the propagator g,,(z,t") which ensures that functional
derivatives may only act on factors Jﬁ.q) with earlier time argument. This prevents loops and is also the
reason why the density vertices (which come with the highest possible time coordinate 7) are the roots of the
trees. Upon time ordering the diagram, all interaction vertices have exactly one outgoing edge due to the
fact that each factor J;q) is acted upon exactly once — yet another way of seeing that we obtain collections
of trees with density vertices as roots. As a final remark, the lower bound for the time integration is due to

our initial conditions x being set at t = 7,.

For concreteness, we list the diagrams and expressions for the density, i.e., the case » = 1, up to first order

below. In zeroth order we have zero interaction vertices and therefore simply obtain the free density

potk,t;x) = [kot| = ) exp(=ik- @i (1:x)) . (63)
m

SWe use graph-theoretical language here: A tree is a connected and acyclic graph, i.e., a connected diagram without loops. A

forest is the disjoint union of trees.
SWe arguably have been somewhat cavalier with integration boundaries above which we excuse with the aim of keeping equa-

tions compact. In equation (9) a lower bound ¢ > #; applies to the time integration which carries through. In fact, there is technically
also an upper bound which we simply denoted by # in equation (9) and which needs to be at least as large as the time coordinate at

which we calculate observables. Here we have simply send it to infinity.

20



As this corresponds to the interactions being completely absent, it is no surprise that we evaluate the (Fourier

transform) of the density function along the free trajectory. The first order correction is given by the diagram

Sk, 1;x) = @7 k, 1 (64)
= - Z exp (—ik . ¢§,‘fl)(t; x)) Z foo dr] gqp(t, 1))
mi f

ly#my Y

&3k
f—(zﬂ)g mv(ky, 1)) ki - k exp (iki . (g‘pfgl)(ti;x) - @Ef’)(t’l;x))) ) (65)

In addition, let us list the diagrams which appear in second and third order. The corresponding expressions

follow from the Feynman rules and become rather lengthy quite quickly.

k1] + (O—)—k1]. (66)

pak,t;x) =

i

p3(k,t;x) =

@«jf
}

O—0O—7. —0C—
O—

We explain in detail why these are the correct sets of diagrams momentarily. Note that there is a certain
amount of freedom in defining equivalence of diagrams which in turn induces some symmetry factors. The
convention we choose here avoids symmetry factors altogether and allows for easy numerical evaluation of
the resulting expressions. There is a minimal change in the Feynman rules to achieve this. If one were to use
the rules as written down above, symmetry factors % and 1 for the diagrams of p, and factors %, %, %, %, %

and 1 for g3 would have to be put into the expressions.

4.3. Symmetry Factors and Shot-Noise

As pointed out above, any discussion of symmetry factors needs to start out with defining what we mean by

equivalence of diagrams. We shall use here the simple notion that two diagrams are equivalent if and only

if they only differ by the labels of the vertices. In particular, we distinguish between topologically equal

graphs with different horizontal ordering of the vertices (an example are diagrams two to four in (67)).
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Equivalent diagrams only need to be listed once in the sum over all diagrams. Naively, the cardinality of
each such equivalence class appears to n!, where n is the number of vertices. This seems to conveniently

cancel the factor % coming from the Taylor expansion. However, one has to be slightly more careful.

As an example, consider the first diagram in equation (66). This graph actually only appears once in the
Taylor expansion, because there is only one way of connecting all interaction vertices to the density vertex.
As a consequence, the cardinality of the corresponding equivalence class is less than n! in such cases.
However, this can precisely be compensated for by a minor change in the Feynman rules. Namely, we
demand that all vertices are time-ordered, i.e., the time coordinates should satisfy ¢; < t; <, <--- <1, <t
for diagrams of order n. This can easily be accomplished by adjusting the integral boundaries in the rule for
the interaction vertex. The combinatorial factor from the equivalence of diagrams is exactly the same as the

one from the possible time-orderings.

In summary, we obtain observables through the sum of all different time-ordered diagrams of the respective
order. No symmetry factors are necessary. Note that the time ordering for vertices connected via edges is
redundantly encoded by the propagator g,,(t’, 1). Hence, we can omit the Heaviside function in g,,(#', ) in
the following without altering the result which can be advantageous when numerically integrating the ex-
pressions — instead of a discontinuous function over a large domain ¢, € [¢;, ], we now integrate a continuous

function over a smaller domain ¢, € [#;, t,+1].

There is a second issue which suggests another slight change to our Feynman rules. Namely, the discrete
nature of the system yields shot noise terms which do not automatically vanish once we integrate over a
probability distribution of initial conditions. Instead, they would require to explicitly perform the thermo-
dynamic limit N — oo. This is discussed in detail in [8, section 5.2]. It is convenient to remove these
ultimately irrelevant terms right away by demanding that density correlation functions are taken only for

different particles. Hence, instead of equation (53), we should use

,
Gp..plki, ko, ... krs (p(q)(t)) = Z exp | —i Z k, - ‘,0(;5)(1‘)] ’ (68)
{13250} s=1
Js#Jt

where the sum runs over all combinations of different indices. Note that the terms removed are precisely

the shot noise terms found in [8].

4.4. Particle Trajectories and Interpretation

It is possible to obtain a very similar set of Feynman rules for the particle trajectories, i.e., the observable

)

givenby O; = 0
J

. Indeed, compared to the case of the density, the only thing to change is to replace the
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density vertex by the result of acting with the operator on a single factor Jﬁ.q). It can easily be verified that
the Feynman rules for the interaction vertex and the edges between them remain unchanged. The discussion
of symmetry factors and time ordering remains unchanged, too. The density vertex is gone and instead all

diagrams are trees ending in an outgoing edge

(it = —iggpt. 1)K, 5,5 (69)

There is a special case in zeroth order, where we only have an outgoing edge. There (and only there) the

operator O; can act on the free generating functional Zy directly and hence yields the free trajectory gb;q)(t; X).

We thus obtain the contributions to the trajectory of the j™ particle up to third order as
@0 (1:0) = ¢0(1:3), (70)
@) (:x) = (D— ju (1)

! d3k1
L#jvl
@) %) = (D—@)— i (73)
377 377
&’k d°k;

¢ A
:"'ZZZI"@W”&)L dt,lg‘”’(té’ti)ff e ™

ti

h#j j1 L#j
K (i, 15) (K - k) viik], 1) exp (i - (@955 %) — @7(25; x)))
(67,7 = 05) exp (i - (80115 %) - P15 ))) (74)
NG ; (D () :
@' (%) = it + (O—)—C)— it (75)

Again we only gave the diagrams for third order as the expressions become rather lengthy. The expressions
up to second order are more transparent once we perform the integrations over k. Indeed, the first order

trajectory obtained from summing the contributions of zeroth and first order,

@) (10 = ¢ (%) and (76)
!

@ ()= f A} ggp(t, 1) m Vv (§9(1}: %) - (155 %), 11) (77)
li#j fi

respectively, is just the Born approximation. This is in complete agreement to our considerations in the
general case and this expression is a special case of equation (38). For the second order contribution we can
perform the integrations, too, and arrive at
t 2
(@2)? (%) = Z Z Z f dr ggp(t, té)f At} ggp(th, 1) m’* (6j1j - 51’112)
h#j ji h#jp Yl fi
HII (@55 ) = @, (15 %), 1) Vv (@911 0) = )71} %), 17) - (78)
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Here, H[v] is the Hessian matrix of the two particle interaction potential v. Again, we reproduce one of our

general expressions, namely equation (39), specialized to an interacting N-body system.

For the interpretation of these expressions and in particular the associated diagrams, consider first the out-
going edge (69). Here, we want to extract the trajectory of the j particle which is accomplished by propa-
gating the particle j, from the interaction vertex a at time 7, to the final time ¢. The fact that we use ¢;;, for
this, suggests to take the particle with index j, as the outgoing particle from the interaction vertex. Then,
the form of the expression for the interaction vertex (60) becomes transparent: We consider the interaction
of particle j, with all other particles /, at possible times ?,. In order to calculate this interaction, we consider
the force as evaluated along the free trajectories of the particles. Consequently, in first order we obtain the

Born approximation.

Matters become more interesting once we have two interaction vertices connected together by an edge (61).
Now, the outgoing particle j, from the left-hand interaction vertex a is identified with one of the particles
taking part in the right-hand interaction vertex b. More precisely, the factor (6 jajp = O jalb) yields two terms.
The first corresponds to the case where the outgoing particle jj is acted upon by the other particles twice
at times #, and #,. The second term takes into account the possibility that one of the particles /, taking
place in the interaction of jj, at time 7, had been acted upon already at time ¢, by all other particles /,. In
this case right-hand interaction vertex b determines the forces acting on particle jj, at time #, by adding the
contributions of all particles /,, as if all but one of them would be moving on a free trajectory, while this one

particle j, is moving on a Born trajectory.’

While this is quite an instructive interpretation, it is slightly oversimplified. Indeed, all diagrams only give
corrections to the free trajectory. Hence, interaction vertices give corrections to free particle trajectories —

such that, e.g., in the case of the interaction vertex b what we actually calculate is the difference between

"Continuing the comparison with the iterative Born approximation from footnote 4: In the second order iterative Born approxi-
mation we would have that all other particles move on (first order) Born trajectories, not just the particle j,. Again we can see that
KFT is adding in these contributions slower — order by order more particles on Born trajectories are considered for the calculation
of the force acting on the outgoing particle. Diagrammatically, the second order iterative Born approximation corrects the first

order trajectory by the sum over all diagrams of the form

for a € N. Conversely, KFT only adds the diagram with @ = 1. The remaining diagrams appear at arbitrarily high order in the KFT

perturbation series. Higher-order iterative Born trajectories can likewise be expressed by infinite sums of KFT diagrams.
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the force as given by all particles [, moving freely and the force given by one of the particles moving on a

Born trajectory. Only upon adding in the diagrams of lower orders we are in the situation described above.

The interpretation of diagrams involving density vertices is similar. The key difference is that the density
vertex collects the density contributions of all incoming particles similarly to an interaction vertex. De-
pending on the precise form of the diagram, there might be one or multiple such incoming particles and
they might have different orders (in the sense that the subdiagrams have a different number of interaction
vertices). As such, the n' order density calculated in KFT perturbation theory is not the density of a system
of particles moving on n'" order KFT trajectories as one would naively expect. Instead, contributions are

added more gradually.

4.5. Density Correlation Functions and Power Spectra

The sections above contain all necessary ingredients to derive expressions for density r-point correlation
functions. However, since these are the key observables in the cosmological applications we are aiming at,
we want to discuss them explicitly here. As stated above, the diagrams to consider for the r-point correlation
function in n™ order KFT perturbation theory are the ones with n internal vertices and r density vertices. In
accordance with our discussion in section 4.3 we avoid symmetry factors and shot-noise terms by enforcing

atime ordering 7, < t,41 ¥V a and remove tuples with common indices from the sums in the density vertices.

Then, the contributions to the density 2-point correlation functions up to second order are given by

ki, ¢
(Gop), K1, ka, 15%) = 1 = > exp(-i (k- @l + ko @i ) (79)

kz, t mp mpy#mj

+ , (80)

ko, @—kz,l‘
O—], O—@—

ki,
(Gpp), et o, 15.%) = ! N
t

(Gpp)z ki, ko, t;x) = + +

ko, t ky, t

ki, t . @—kl,l
ky, t @7]{2,1‘

ki, t ki, t
+ . 1)
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Let us write down the mathematical expression encoded by one of the diagrams to provide a further example

of the usage of our Feynman rules. It is

C ! =, > ep(i (k- gl o + k- b)) D) fdtlgqp(f 0

k2, myp mp#Fm| Li#gmy V1

f o )3mv(k’,t1)k’ ey exp(ik] - (@ (100 - @75 0)) . (82)

For our applications we are specifically interested in the density fluctuation power spectrum Ps. Given a
probability distribution of initial conditions P(x) which is spatially homogeneous, the power spectrum is

defined implicitly via
f dNx P(x) Gy ki, ko, 1, x) = 210)° % 6p (k1) 6p (ko) + (27)F % 6p (ky + ko) Ps(ky, 1),  (83)

where p is the mean density. As evident from this equation, the power spectrum fully describes the den-
sity two-point correlation function. If the distribution P(x) is also statistically isotropic, the power spec-
trum Pgs(k;, 1) only depends on the norm ||k;||. We discuss the process of integrating observables over initial

conditions in the following section.

For 3-point functions we would consider three density vertices and hence obtain three diagrams in first and
twelve diagrams in second order. In the corresponding expressions, the sums over indices m, my, m3 would
be such that mp # m; and m3 # mj,mp. For 4-point functions the diagrams become even more numer-
ous, particularly at higher-orders. As such, the manual usage of the Feynman rules becomes quite tedious
rather quickly. Therefore we automated the generation of diagrams and the transcription into mathematical

expressions as well as their numerical evaluation.

5. Integration over Initial Conditions

The KFT formalism and the associated perturbation theory as presented in the previous sections can be used
to study classical Hamiltonian systems with explicit initial conditions x € X. However, in applications we
rarely have access to, nor are interested in the specific initial conditions of the system. Rather, we often
prefer to deduce statistical properties of a system. KFT allows for this generalization in a natural way.
Indeed, instead of having our generating function depend explicitly on initial phase space coordinates x, we

can integrate it over a probability distribution P(x) of them. We define the averaged generating functional

AN AY I=fde[J;x]P(X)- (84)
X
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It has been common practice to use this object as the starting point in KFT [8, 14, 18]. If one performs
the integration in equation (84), the observables obtained via functional derivatives with respect to J are

averaged over initial conditions, i.e.,

©O)0) = fx dxéa;x)P(x):O( )<Z[J]>1,=0. (85)

i0J(?)

Without doubt it is convenient to have a single object (Z[J]) describing the averaged system and being able
to deduce observables from it. However, it is quite difficult to perform the integration in equation (84) for a
non-trivial probability distribution P(x) — after all, the generating functional Z[J; x] contains all information
of our system and hence is the most difficult object of the theory. In comparison, it is significantly easier to

perform this integration over an observable obtained via the perturbative approach presented above.

Mathematically, of course, we obtain the same result regardless of whether we perform the integration
or the functional derivatives first. More precisely, if we have an expression for the n" order generating

functional Z,[J; x] and intend to find the n'" order expectation value of an observable O, we can use either

i s

(On)(1) = O(ié](t))<z”[‘]]> . =O(i5J(t))(deZ[J’x] P(x)) i or (86)
- - 6

(On)(t) = (On(t; X)) = j;dx (O(iéj(r))znu’x] 120] P(x). (87)

We opt for the latter option here which in our opinion is advantageous for the perturbative treatment. In this

section we apply this strategy to increasingly complicated physical systems.

5.1. Toy Model: Gaussian Distribution

In describing physical systems with KFT there are two independent aspects of complexity: Firstly, if we
have a complicated Hamiltonian with non-trivial interactions, obtaining perturbative expressions for ob-
servables may be laborious. Secondly, if we have complicated initial conditions, the final integration in
equation (87) may become rather challenging. While the first aspect generally is less of a problem in itself
(the Feynman rules only require derivatives), the more complicated the pertrubative expressions become,
the more difficult is the integration over initial conditions. Hence, even if we have a relatively simple proba-
bility distribution P(x), it might be infeasible to perform this integration. The second aspect is more direct:

If P(x) is a difficult distribution, averaging any non-trivial function over it requires some effort.

In order to get used to the procedure and to introduce some calculational techniques, we consider a series

of toy models. The physical system we want to investigate is an ensemble of particles of mass m moving

in one dimension and interacting via a two-particle interaction potential v(k) without time-dependence. We
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can regard this as a one-dimensional interacting N-body system on a static background and use the one-
dimensional analogues of the expressions derived above. For the initial values at time #; = 0 let us use the

probability distribution

(+9 — )’ X =)

j
s 88
202 (88)

N
1
P(x) = 1—[ P(x;) with P(x;) = - exp|— exp|—
j=1

N O 7
noé 282

i.e., a Gaussian distribution both in position and momentum. An elementary calculation shows that the
expectation value for the zeroth order KFT trajectory for any particle j reproduces the center of mass

trajectory
(@) ) = f dx ¢ (t; x) Px) = f dx; (5 + g4p(t, 0 x[”) P(xj) = i+ g4p(1.0) A (89)

as it should. None of higher-order perturbative contributions to the trajectory alter that result. We show this

explicitly for the diagram coming from first order KFT perturbation theory, taken from equation (71):

<@—j,t>(t):—ifde(x)ZLtdtigqp(t’ti)fi_ﬁm

hLi#j
ki vk exp (ik] - (891 %) - 6,715 x)) (90)
. ! ’ ’ dk’l
=— j‘dt1 gqp(t, tl)jiz—mf‘fdxjdxl1 P(x;) P(x;,)
=0 d
ki v(k;) exp (ik] - (@3?)(11 ix) — ¢§f)(t; 1 x))). 1)

In the last line we already performed the integration over all components of x except x; and x;,. This is
one key simplification of performing the integration of perturbative observables compared to integrating the
generating functional directly — the latter necessarily contains all particle indices which prevents this step.
Inserting the expression of the free trajectory for ng.q)(t; ;x) and g‘og’)(ti ; X) in equation (91) we obtain a term

f dx; P(x)) exp (ikj - ¥'") exp (i ggp(t7, 0) K - 7)), (92)

and a similar factor with indices /;. This clearly yields Fourier transforms of the position and momentum
distributions. In the present case, these Fourier transforms are again Gaussians multiplied with some con-
veniently cancelling phase factors and therefore their product is an even function. Together with the tacit

assumption that the interaction potential v is symmetric, the integration over k; yields zero.

Above we have encountered a generic feature of the averaging process for perturbative observables. Because
the free trajectory and hence the initial values only appear inside Fourier phase factors, the integration

over x always yields Fourier transforms of the initial probability distribution P(x). In probability theory,
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such Fourier transforms of a probability distribution P(x) of a random variable x is known by the name of

characteristic function and usually denoted by @,. It can be defined in terms of expectation values via

O.(f) = (exp(if-x) = fdx exp (i f-x) P(x), (93)

where we point out the unusual sign convention for the Fourier transform. We use the letter f for the
conjugate variable for x instead of the in this context usually used letter ¢ to avoid confusion with time

coordinates.

In terms of characteristic functions, the expression in equation (91) can be compactly written as

. . ! ’ ’ dk; ’
(@—it)0 ==Y [ gty [ Frmiot) o noncn. o

Li#]

where we abbreviated f = (k’l, 8qp(1],0) k’l) . Given that in our toy model the distributions for position and
momentum are uncorrelated, the characteristic functions factorize into characteristic functions for position
and momentum, respectively. In our applications this is generally not possible and we need to work with

the characteristic functions of x or even x.

As a more quantitative example, we consider the same Gaussian initial distributions, but determine the
expectation value of the density. In zeroth order perturbation theory, the expectation value of the density is

simply

(o) (k, 1) = < kit > =) f dx; P(x)) exp(=ik - (x? + ggp(2,0)x7)) . (95)
J
Let us immediately perform a Fourier transform to obtain the density as a function of position g:
. dk :
o) (g, 1) = f 5 (P0) (k1) explik-g) = ) f AP (g = 8p(t, 00", x)") . (96)
J

Using the definition of the inital probability distribution from equation (88) we obtain

N ) - [_ (= (i + gp(,0) A))z] |

\/2” (02 + 84p(1,0) &2 2(02 + ggp(1.0) €2)

O7)

Po) (g, 1) =

i.e., a Gaussian with mean given by the center of mass position <(¢(()q))j> (r) and variance o2 + g, (, 0) &2

which is monotonically increasing (for standard choices for the propagator g,,). While this is the expected

result, the free density could have been obtained directly without using KFT perturbation theory.

For an actual test of the predictions of KFT perturbation theory, let us consider the first order contribution

P1) (k, 1) = <@— kit > . 98)
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The expression encoded in the diagram can again be simplified and integrated mostly analytically. For
simplicity and transparency, we assume a static background, for which the propagator takes the simple
form g,,(t,1') = %(r —1)0(t—1') as derived in equation (46). Then, the resulting evolution of the density for
zeroth and first order is shown in figure 1. Clearly, attractive interaction encoded by the first order correction

counteracts the diffusion. Going to higher-orders, this behaviour is enhanced and prolonged.®

o)

Figure 1: This figure shows the density evolution for zeroth and first order perturbation theory in blue and red, respectively. The
initial spatial distribution at # = 0 has mean value ¢ = 2 and standard deviation o = 2 (leftmost Gaussian). The momentum
distribution has mean value 4 = 2 and standard deviation ¢ = 1, such that in every unit of time the density distribution moves
to the right by two units and broadens. This precisely is the behaviour in zeroth order perturbation theory (blue). The first order

correction counteracts the diffusion due to the encoded attractive interaction (red). [19]

Note that not all physical properties of observables are preserved at finite interaction orders. In the specific
example, there can be regions where the density is negative in the first order approximation. This is to be
expected because the first order correction needs to be negative in some regions in order not to change the
normalization. By increasing the interaction strength, the negative terms can then dominate over the positive

zeroth order contribution. However, higher-order terms correct for this and restore positivity of the density.

8Since the interaction is evaluated along free trajectories, at no finite order a bound system can be modelled, i.e., diffusion
always eventually wins in this example. With respect to our intended application to cosmic structure formation, this means that at
any finite order of perturbation theory we are unable to accurately describe objects below a certain size. Specifically, we expect
that for any finite order the resulting non-linear density fluctuation power spectrum falls below the observed one above a certain

wave number.
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5.2. Toy Model: Shell-Crossing

In the previous toy model, the distributions for position and momentum were completely independent. Here
we study an example where the momenta and positions of the particles are correlated in the sense that the
momentum assigned to particles depends on their position. This is a preparation for the upcoming section on
correlated initial conditions which generalizes this. However, the toy model calculations are also of interest
in their own right because they show that KFT is not affected by the notorious shell-crossing problem one
encounters in cosmic structure formation. Common hydrodynamic approaches break down when streams
of dark matter particles cross due to the assumption of the existence of a (single-valued) velocity field. KFT

considers the particle dynamics in phase space where this conceptual limitation is circumvented.
Let us consider an interacting N-body system in one dimension subject to the probability distribution
9

N )2

1 j

P(x) = | | exp|——
j=1 Vi2no 202

5 (<) + £9) (99)

of initial values x at time ¢; = 0. Evidently, the particle positions initially form a Gaussian distribution, but
their momenta are assigned such that a particle at initial position xi.‘p has momentum xg.p ) = —xi.q) . This
linear relationship implies that there is a time 7., where simultaneously the free trajectory of each particle

PPt x) = X+ ggp(1e, 0) 67 = (1 = ggp(2e, 0)) £ (100)

is zero. Hence, ignoring interactions, at time 7. all particles are at position ¢ = 0 as the streams of left-

moving particles starting out at xg.q) > 0 and right-moving particles starting out at xiq)

< 0 cross. In
this instance of time, the density is a dp-function making a description using conventional hydrodynamic

methods impossible.
Starting from equation (95), an elementary calculation yields

N exp|— 7
V21 [1 = g4p(1,0)| & 2(1 = g8, 0))" o2

Po)(q.1) = (101

This is a Gaussian distribution with variance (1 - gqp(t, 0)) o which transitions through a §p-distribution
as t — t.. Note that the density evolution for ¢ > ¢, is completely unaffected by the singularity at ¢, in the
KFT formalism. As can be seen in figure 2 (again evaluated for static background), the singularity in the
density is a result of the projection of the phase space distribution of the system onto the spatial axis and

therefore does not constitute a problem when working in phase space.
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Figure 2: Evolution of the toy model system over time (left to right). The upper row shows the distribution in phase space (density
indicated by colour), the lower row the corresponding spatial density function. The singular density function at 7. (middle column)

is a result of the spatial projection rather than an inherent singularity of the system. [19]
5.3. Correlated Initial Conditions

As our next step, we want to consider a case of initial conditions where all particle positions and momenta
are correlated with each other. More precisely, we sample a (statistically homogeneous and isotropic) den-
sity field and assign velocities according to an associated velocity field. This is no longer a mere toy model,
but rather is the way in which standard cosmological N-body simulations set up their initial conditions [20].
Indeed, standard cosmological perturbation theory is applicable in the early stages of cosmic structure for-
mation in good accuracy.’ Stopping the evolution prior to shell-crossing we obtain a density and a velocity
field which we can then discretize and follow the particle dynamics as structure formation becomes non-
linear. This way, we use the hydrodynamic picture in its range of validity and switch to a description via

N-body dynamics as this becomes necessary. We follow Appendix A of [8] here, but adapt it somewhat.

Let us attempt to formalize the ideas of the previous section. We want that the initial positions of our particle
ensemble sample a (number) density field p(q) at initial time #;. This can be encoded in the equation
@|N_ L (@
P(x ’p)— <P (7). (102)
The meaning of this equation can be read off: Given the density field, the probability of finding a particle j
at the position xi.q) should be given by the density at that precise point. The prefactor ]%, accounts for the fact
that in a given volume V we deposit a total particle number N. Having assigned a position to a particle, we

want to equip it with a momentum. Again, we can write this down in a rather transparent equation

P(xi.p) | v) =dp (xi.p) - mv(xj.q))) . (103)

Note that we can set the initial conditions very early without major downsides (unlike, e.g., N-body simulations, where this

increases computational cost and accumulated errors). Hence, some of the criticism of this method in [20] can be sidestepped.
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Here, v(g) is the velocity field at the initial time ¢#;. It can clearly be seen from this equation, that individually

for each particle its momentum is correlated with its position.

So far, we have treated the density and velocity fields completely independently. However, in our case
of cosmic structure formation, we can regard them as the result of a hydrodynamic description valid for
times ¢ < t;. Then, the equations of standard cosmic perturbation theory yield a relationship between the
two. As a first step, we assert that the velocity field is irrotational. Even if the primordial perturbations
have a vector component in the usual scalar-vector-tensor decomposition (which for standard inflationary
scenarios they have not), it decays during cosmic expansion. Therefore there exists a velocity potential ¢

such that the velocity field is its gradient, v(g) = Vi/(q).

Assuming that the density and velocity fields indeed arise via a hydrodynamic description, the are related

via the equations of standard cosmic perturbation theory. The relevant equation is

~kV2Y(q) = 6(q) = p(qi%p (104)
which is the final result of the discussion in Appendix B. Here, 6(g) is the density contrast, p the mean
density and « a constant which depends on the choice of time variable. Using this equation as well as the
definition of ¢ as the velocity potential, we can replace the density and velocity fields in equations (102)
and (103). This way, we promote the velocity potential ¢ to the fundamental object controlling the statistics
of our initial particle distribution. Indeed, the initial positions and momenta of our particles are subject to

the conditional probability distributions
P(x'? | Y) = % (1-«V2y(¥"))  and  P(xV | y) = op (¥ —mvy (7)) . (105)

Formally, in order to combine these conditional probabilities into a probability distribution P(x), we have

to average them over P(y). Written as an equation, it is

N
P(x) = f dy [ﬂP(xi.q)|;b)P(x§.p)|w) PW), (106)

J=1

where the integration runs over all possible smooth field configurations .

On the surface, the integration in equation (106) seems rather difficult. However, our task is simplified
substantially by the fact that the velocity potential ¥ is a Gaussian random field if we choose our initial
time ¢; sufficiently early. A good choice for ¢; is the release of the Cosmic Microwave Background (CMB)
at redshift z = 1090. This is well in the linear regime of cosmic structure formation and CMB measurements
give us very precise statistics for the density contrast 6(g). In particular, we know that the density contrast at

time ¢; is very well described by a Gaussian random field [21]. Hence, the velocity potential y/(g) likewise
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is a Gaussian random field and therefore its statistics are solely described by its power spectrum Py (k) =
211514
K= Ikl Ps(k).

In addition to this, the conditional probabilities only depend on the derivatives of  at the particle posi-

(@ (@) (D\T
X7, Xy ,...,xN) ,
the values ¢ := (:,l/ (x(lq)) N4 (xéq)) RN/4 (xgg)))T follow a multivariate Gaussian distribution. More precisely,

tions xi."). Since y is a Gaussian random field, whenever we pick a set of positions x@ = (

P) = ! exp(—%t/JT(C'/"/’)_l (x©) ¢) with (107)
J@DY det (C¥ (x@))
RN
cff (x) = (‘127’:)3 Py(K") exp (—ik” - (xﬁ.‘” -x7)). (108)

It is a standard result that the statistics of the derivatives of a Gaussian random field are related to the

statistics of the field itself in a simple manner. Indeed, it is

2y) = ! 1 VZ‘I’T -1 (@ (V2¢]] |
P(Vy, Vi) = N ) exp( > (W c' (x2) o with (109)
o6 (x(‘l)) cor (x(‘l))
o) oo "
3711 ¢ ey 1712
LA et ). an

Here we abbreviated the velocity field Vi := (Vw (x(lq)) , Vi (x(f)) e VU (xgg)))T and the (negative) den-
sity contrast V2 = (Vzl// (x(lq)) , V2 (x(zq)) o VY (xgg)))T. The correlation matrix C is of size 4N X 4N
and contains initial density-density, density-momentum and momentum-momentum correlations. Using the

joint probability P (Vt//, Vzap), we can rewrite equation (106) into

P(x) = f f d*Nvy dVVv2y

N
[P ‘ v2y) P (2 | v:p)] P(Vy, V2y) . (112)
j=1

Equation (112) is the initial phase space probability distribution we use for the cosmic structure formation.
The initial positions and momenta of the particles are correlated via density and momentum correlations.
Instead of the probability distribution P(x) we work with its characteristic function ®,(f) below. Therefore,

let us derive a compact expression for it:

O (f) = f dVx exp(i f - x) P(x) (113)
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_ f N x f dVv2y ﬁ%(l—K(vzw)j)] mt

j=1 \/(27r)4N det (C (x(‘l)))
20\ 2

(exp (img-v2y) Lc:o) eXp[_% mYl;p(p)] ™! (=) {mYl;p(p)] - if'xJ (14)

= fd6Nx de(m szp) ﬁ p (1 £ _ 0 )] m exp (if(q) .x(q))
N\ midg J@O* det(C (x@)
T
exp [—# m::)'ﬁ] c (x@) [m:(:;/'] +if® . P g img . V2 (115)
£=0
N _ 2 T

B D kK 0 m= | & '3 .
_ fd3Nx(q) g N (1 _ ;1@)] exp [_7 [f(p)] C(x(q)) (f(p)J] exp (lf(q) .x(q)) 520‘ (116)

In the second equality we inserted equations (112), (109) and (105) and immediately used the Dirac 4-
function to cancel the integral over Viy. We also inserted a factor equal to one which allows to perform the
Gaussian integral by introducing an auxiliary Fourier conjugate & for m V. Note that in practice the form
of f can be read off from the exponential factors in our expressions for observables. A simple example is

the expectation value of the zeroth order density
o) (k,1) = f dNx Px) ) exp(~ik- (5 + ggp(t. 1) 1)) - (117)
m

After exchanging the sum with the integration, each term with index m is precisely given by the character-

istic function @, (f), where the m™ component of f is
(@) _ _ (p) _ _ .
m =—k and  f7 = —ggp(t, 1)k, (118)

while all other components are zero. Inserting this into equation (116), we obtain

N _
k= Foan-3 [ (13-
m m J=1 !
|
ool 5 [ et [ ot

The Gaussian exponential factor remains difficult even in this simple example.

(119)

£=0

5.4. Correlation Hierarchy

We have seen in the previous section that already the zeroth order density expectation value yields a com-
plicated expression (119). If we go to higher-order perturbation theory or consider higher-point density
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correlation functions, the expressions become even more intimidating. However, structurally they are quite
similar. Therefore, in this section, we study in detail how the expression in equation (119) can be simpli-
fied. Afterwards, we show how to deal with the general case of r-point density correlation functions in

higher-order perturbation theory. Ultimately, we are interested in the density fluctuation power spectrum.

We start our analysis by simplifying the derivatives with respect to € equation (119). Using the decomposi-
tion of the correlation matrix C in equation (110) into density-density, density-momentum and momentum-

momentum correlations, we have

j=1

2 N 2
exp (_m7 (f(p))T Cppf(p)) 1_[ (1 + _Kaif]) (—m?§TC66§ _ mszC‘Spf(p)) ) (120)

j=1

Here and in the following we refrain from explicitly writing the dependence of C and its components on x'9.

The products of (1 + & 6 ) applied to the exponential can be expressed as

i K 0 1 (ik\? o2 1 i\’ 5 m?
1+ — —+ — (—) + — (—) ——— +... | exp (——fTC66§— mszC‘sl’f(”)).
m Zj: o, 21\m o 0&;06  3!'\m ]Zk; O€ j0&,0¢ 2
J#k jEk#l
(121)

Since we have a quadratic expression in the exponential in equation (121) and € is set to zero after taking

the derivative, derivatives act either alone

= Z( imk CP ) (122)

. 2
— —exp _m & % £- m? & cor f(p)
m 2 £=0 ~

or in pairs

ik\: 0? m? 56 2 p ¢(p)
e R

2C‘5‘5+ Z lmKC (p>)( meC (p)).

=0 ny,ny

(123)

We used C‘S‘S C56 to cancel the factor of 1 5 (we implicitly assume that Py(—k) = Py (k) which is justified
jl

in a statistically isotropic setting). In the second term, we wrote the products on the right-hand side in

brackets to remind ourselves that they are actually scalar products since C ?,f are 1x3-matrices for all particle

indices j, k. By combining the terms from equations (122) and (123) appropriately, one can construct the
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expressions for higher derivatives with respect to € in a systematic manner. As an example, for the third
order derivative in equation (121) we obtain

Z KZC?](E (—iMKCquf,S‘D)) + Z K> C,ff (—imKCf,ff,fp)) + Z K> CZ‘? (—imKCi}ff,gp))

n n n

+ Z (—ikaf.fl’l ,if))(—ikaif; ,gf))(—ikagfs ,Ef)) (124)
11,012,113

In order to treat the momentum-momentum correlations CP? on the same footing as C% and C%, we can
perform a Taylor expansion of the exponential containing them in equation (120). This way we obtain a
product of two infinite sums in which we order terms in powers of the initial power spectrum or, equivalently,
the number of C*® for ¢ € {4, p}. This is in contrast to the treatment in [8], where the different kinds of
correlations are treated differently.'” In our case, the correlation hierarchy is build up from the three types
of terms

2
06 ._ 206 op._ _; 6p o(p) pp . M (DT ~pp £(P)
DY =kCy. DY =—imkCfY . D= (1) CP A (125)

At m™ order in the correlation expansion, we take a product of m of these terms. Each such product acquires
a prefactor %, where r is the number of momentum-momentum correlation factors, coming from the Taylor
expansion of the exponential. Moreover, there is a prefactor % where s is the number of indices not paired
with a factor f7). Finally, we sum over all appearing indices (of which there are 2m), demanding that the
set formed by both indices of factors Df.f and first indices of factors D‘jlp has no duplicates (the cardinality
of this set is s). This is due to the way the derivatives appear in equation (121) with distinct indices in each

sum. Equivalently, all indices which are not contracted with a factor of fl(p ) must not be equal.

A priori, all indices in the correlation terms constructed above are summed over the total number of parti-
cles N. Once again, if we were to integrate the generating functional Z over the initial probability distribu-
tion P(x), this would be the best we could do. However, given that we are considering observables, we can
reduce the number of terms substantially. Let us consider the expectation value {fg)(k, f) which has been
our example throughout. There we know that £’ has exactly one non-vanishing component f,ff ), where
m is the index being summed over to obtain the contributions of each particle to the density. Thus, we
immediately see that all the sums in our correlation expansions over indices appearing in D’;lp or as second

index in Dif collapse into a single term. Generally, for any density r-point correlation functions, these sums

10Tn particular, in [8] the authors treat the auto- and cross-correlations between the particles differently. This leads to a damping
term Qp = % > j(f;p T C_‘;J’.’ f;” ) which subsequently needs to be treated with special care. We do not see a strong reason for treating
particle auto-correlations differently and therefore do not obtain a separate damping term. Instead, the contribution Qp, is kept as
part of the momentum-momentum correlation matrix C”” and automatically appears at the appropriate orders of our correlation

hierarchy.
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receive contributions only for indices which already appear in the expression prior to integration over the

initial conditions.

Perhaps surprisingly, the same statement is true for the remaining sums. Note that generally components
of f@ are non-zero if and only if the corresponding component of f® is non-zero. This is because they

originate from Fourier factors of the form

exp =ik (x + ggp(t.0) xi7")) - (126)

Thus, the general form for density r-point correlation functions in equation (116) depends on the position

(9)
l

variables x;” with indices other than the ones with non-zero fl(p ) only via the correlation factors C*® (x(‘l)).

However, this dependence can only be via any index of Df.f or via the first index of D(;f due to the reasoning

in the previous paragraph.

Crucially, the set formed by the indices of Dif and the first indices of D‘;.f must not contain duplicates.

(@)
l

once. This, however, implies that these variables can not appear at all. To see this, recall that the correlation

Therefore, in any product of correlation terms, position variables x,” with fl(p ) = 0 can appear at most

factors have the form

. d*k” 0o 717 0 @) ()]
o :f(zﬂ_)3a/ K" exp (<ik” - (¥ - x)) (127)

(9)
l

for certain functions a**(k’") and e € {8, p}. If the variable x," does not appear elsewhere in the expectation

value, then the integral over it results in

R}
f (dz :)3 a** (k") 6p(K") exp (—ik” - xg.q)) =a"*(0) (128)

which vanishes for usual choices for the initial density fluctuation power spectrum Ps(k).

Summarizing this discussion, we cannot have any indices in the correlation expansion which are not present
in the expression for the density r-point correlation function prior to integration over the initial conditions.
This is a substantial simplification, because it means that we can perform the integration over almost all
components of x(@ in equation (116) immediately. Specifically for the zeroth order density expectation

value in equation (119) we find that only the zeroth order correlation gives a contribution:

(Po) (k, 1) = %Z f d3x5.q) exp (—ik - x'?) = @) op(k) . (129)
J

5.5. Correlations vs. Interactions

We have seen above that for the expectation value of a general density r-point correlation function all the

integrals over initial phase space coordinates except for the position variables xﬁ‘p
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in the expression for the diagrams are trivial. In the following, we consider the remaining integrals in more
detail. This will lead us to the surprising observation that initial correlations between particles are much

more difficult to treat computationally than the interactions during the evolution of the system.

Once again, we use the density function as an example in order to make the discussion more concrete. This

time, we consider the first order correction

@7 k. 1 (130)
—Zexp (_ik' ‘70'11)(t x) Zf dt] gqp(t t])
]

h#j

Pk, t;x)

A3
[ G ok ek 0 -0 n)) s

and focus on the contribution coming from the density-momentum correlation Di‘}. Recall that the free
trajectory is given by gb;q)(t; x) = x§q) +8qp(t, 1) x;p ), such that once we combine the exponential factors, we

obtain

’ ’ d3ki ’ ’ ’ .
Pk, ;%) = Zf dtlgqp(t,tl)fwmv(k,tl)kl-kexp(tx-f) (132)

Jl ti

where the only non-vanishing components of f are the position and momentum parts with indices j and /;.

Hence, the expectation value of the first order correction to the density can be written compactly as

’ ’ d3k1 ’ ’ ’
@k = - Zf dr gqp(t,tl)f(zﬂ)3mv(k K kDe(f), (133)

Sl li

where we used the characteristic function ®@,(f). We remark that this procedure is generally possible for all

density r-point correlation functions for any perturbation order.

As the next step, we rewrite the characteristic function as in equation (116) and expand in the correlations.
Leveraging the discussion in the previous subsections, we know that we obtain an infinite sum of contribu-
tions with certain correlation factors (125). Crucially, the possible particle indices for the correlation factors
are severely restricted, as they must be picked from the set {/1, j}. Therefore, the possible contributions are
proportional to D‘s‘S D(Sp Djlp s Dfﬁ ,D6p DZ 1; " Dp 11, OF D?j’.’ in first correlation order. Here, we used symme-
try of D% and D”” to comblne contributions.!' In second correlation order, the list is already quite lengthy,

consisting of D?’; sz Di’; Djﬁ D(;lpl Dipll Dép D‘Sp as well as all products of two terms of 1% order involving

""Note that while C itself is symmetric in the indices, only the second index is contracted with a factor £, as can be seen

in (125). Thus the contribution for exchanged indices is generally different.
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at least one DPP factor. The restriction that the set formed by the indices of D% and the first indices of D%
must not have duplicates, removes two contributions in first and roughly halves the number of contributions

in second correlation order.

Let us return to our example, where we specifically wanted to analyze the contributions coming from Di’;

which is given by
— 00 37
_(B)ZZf dr, g (t’t,)f dky mv(k,,t) K, .kfd3x(q)d3x(.q) (—imKCép.f(”)) exp(ix(q)-f(q)).
N < 0 1849p 1 (271.)3 7™ I J hij’j
13|
li#j

(134)

Note that the position variables only appear in Fourier phase factors and thus the integrals over them can be

performed analytically. Using the definition

d3ku
Sp _ 1 |2 (o \T 7 -1 (9) (q)
Cnj = f (2n)? 117 (7)™ Pukyy exp (=ik{ - (g = 7)) 35
each of the two integrals yields a Dirac J-function. These encode the linear system of equations
(q) _ k// =0 kK =k =0
fl(lq) ! & b (136)
fi +k =0 —k+k +k =0

Adding these two equations, we immediately see that the condition k = O is implied. However, the entire
contribution (134) is proportional to k and thus vanishes. In fact, it can be shown that for any perturbation
and correlation orders the expectation value of the density function does not receive corrections.'> Conse-
quently, the expectation value of the density (p)(k,t) = {(Po)(k,t) = (27)3 6p(k) p is the (Fourier transform

of the) mean density as it should be for statistically homogeneous and isotropic initial conditions.

The appearance of such a system of linear equations is a generic feature. In fact, its form can be read
off quite easily from the diagram and the indices of the correlations. Let us consider the general case of
a density r-point correlation function Gg)(kl, ..., k) at n™ order perturbation theory and at m™ order in
the expansion in the initial correlations. We temporarily ignore any initial particle auto-correlations, i.e.,
terms C;J‘ with repeated indices j. For those we do not have any exponential factor such that they do
not contribute to the system of linear equations and the corresponding integrals over wave vectors can be

evaluated independently.

Generally, the number of equations is given by r + n, as this is the number of particle indices appearing

in the expression for the diagrams. Note that while any interaction vertex has two indices /, and j,, the

12For zeroth correlation order, one needs to employ equation (A.22) to see that the contributions from positive perturbation orders
are zero. Depending on the choice of initial density-fluctuation power spectrum Pj, this subtlety might also come to the rescue at

higher correlation orders, especially if one considers contribution involving exclusively momentum-momentum-correlations.
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latter is always identified with another index by the Kronecker deltas in the edges. The number of variables
in the equations is equal to r + n + m. Specifically, these are the arguments ki, ..., k, of the correlation
function, the wave vectors integrated over in the interactions k7, ..., k, and those coming from the initial
correlations k', ..., k. Because our diagrams are acyclic, the system of linear equations always has full

t.13 Conse-

rank. Indeed, the (7 +n) columns corresponding to (ki, ...,k k{,..., k) are linearly independen
quently, we have r + n independent Dirac d-functions which can be used to cancel r + n integrals over wave
numbers k;. and k;’. Of these integrals there are n + m such that naively the remaining number of integrals
is m — r. In practice, however, it is possible that after solving the linear system of equations some of the
Dirac 6-functions only contain the arguments (ky, ..., k). This is the case, e.g., for the zeroth order density
expectation value {(pg)(k, t) as we saw above. In these cases an equal number of additional integrals remain.
Thus, denoting the number of remaining Dirac d-functions by p, the actual number of remaining integrals
ism —r + p. As an explicit example, the density fluctuation power spectrum Ps has r = 2 and p = 1 (cor-
responding to a factor 6p(k; + k»), where k; and k, are the wave vectors coming from the density vertices),

and hence there are m — 1 integrals remaining. In particular, there is no contribution coming from the zeroth

order term in the correlation expansion.

Even in the case of a maximum of r remaining Dirac 6-functions, there is only m integrals over wave
vectors remaining. In particular, it is always the case that all integrals coming from the interactions can be
cancelled. Conversely, in general the integrals over wave vectors coming from the correlations remain and
need to be solved numerically. In practice, this makes the expansion in the initial correlations significantly
more difficult than the expansion in the interactions. Indeed, generically we expect one additional simple
time integral for any interaction order, but one additional difficult multidimensional wave vector integral for

any correlation order.

6. Reproducing Linear Cosmic Structure Growth

We have seen above that going to high orders in the expansion in the correlations is difficult in practice.
Generically, in the resulting expressions there are multidimensional integrals over wave vectors remaining
which are numerically challenging to solve. It is beyond the scope of this paper to discuss these compu-
tational issues in detail. Instead, we restrict ourselves to the first order in the correlation expansion in the

following. We will see momentarily that this way we reproduce exactly the linear growth of perturbations

130ne easy way of proving this is to order the variables as they appear from right to left in the diagram. The columns correspond-
ing to (ky,...,k,) have exactly one non-vanishing entry and thus form the negative of the unit matrix. The remaining n columns
also have entries —1 on the diagonal and in addition a single other entry 1 above it. The determinant of the (r + n) X (r + n) matrix

thus is (—1)"*" which implies the linear independence of the rows of the entire system.
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as predicted by standard hydrodynamic cosmic perturbation theory. The non-linear growth of structures
is exclusively encoded in the higher-order initial correlations and will be studied in detail in a follow-up
paper [15]. Below we study the density two-point correlation function from which we extract the density
fluctuation power spectrum — an important observable in the context of cosmic structure formation. In an
analogous fashion, one can derive higher correlation functions and obtain, e.g., the density fluctuation bi-

and trispectra.

Before we can interpret the results we obtain for the power spectrum, we need to lay the groundwork
by specifying the form of the propagator g,,(#,7’) and the two-particle interaction potential v(k, ) in the
context of cosmic structure formation. In particular, this requires us to transfer our construction of KFT
on an expanding background. Similarly to numerical simulations of cosmic structure formation, Einstein’s
theory of General Relativity is only incorporated on the background level, while the particle interaction
is given by Newtonian gravity, ignoring baryonic, radiative and relativistic effects at + > #;. This is a
well-established approximate treatment on sub-horizon scales and can be justified both theoretically and

numerically (cf. e.g. [22]).

6.1. Free Linear Power Spectrum

In our quest for the linear power spectrum, we start with the expression for the density two-point correlation

function in zeroth order perturbation theory given by

ki, t
(Gpp), et o, 1) = ! D exp(=i (ki - @l 0) + ko - G0 (5 ) (137)
ko, t rrnfll;:q%

The aim of this subsection is to obtain the expectation value of this observable and to extract the density
fluctuation power spectrum from it. In order to do so, we integrate the expression in equation (137) over the
probability distribution given in equation (112). As explained above, we limit ourselves to the contributions
up to first order in the expansion in the initial particle correlations. Specifically, these contributions are
proportional to 1, Dﬁfl > Dfn’j m, and DEP as well as the corresponding (and here in all cases equal) contri-
butions for swapped indices. Contributions with repeated indices like D% m, vanish due to the appearance
of factors like k; 0p(k1).

The calculations of these contributions are analogous to the ones in the previous section. Firstly, we rewrite

the integral over (Gpp) 0 (k1, kp, t; x) in terms of the characteristic function ¢,(f) and utilize its expansions
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in the correlations. Then we consider each contribution individually. As an example, for the correlation

contribution D(Sm’: my it is!4
=1\2
(%) f ExD P2 (G, (o kr,1:3) exp (=i f9 - xP) (mimicCEL, f2)
=\2
— ik (R) S [ i exp (i (k) + ke 412))
my,my
my#my
d3ki, o ||| 7 1 @ (@)
R (zkl k| )-(—gqp(t, 1) ka) Py(k) exp =ik - (50 - £2)) (138
—mx (B) 66 Y Skt K7 1P Ky ko Py k) Sty + K'Y (ks — K (139)
=mkK N 8qp\lL, 1 oy (27_[)3 1 1 2 Fy\Rrq D\K1 1 D\R2 1
mp#my
i NN - 1)
= (27)’ p* mk ggp(t, 1;) ———=— IlktlI* Py (k1) oplks + ko). (140)

In the limit of large particle numbers N — oo, the fraction in the last line approaches unity. Moreover, we
can replace the initial power spectrum of the velocity potential P, (k) by the initial density fluctuation power

spectrum Py(k) = k2 [Ikl|* Py (k).

The full list of non-zero contributions is given by

1 : (2m)°p* dplki) Sp(ka) (141)
Dy Dy <2n>3%2P5<k1)6D(k1+k2>, (142)
DYy Doty <2n>3pzmg%mpa(kl)aa<kl+kz), (143)
DYy Dy (%)“ﬂ%)z Pytk) Splks + ko) (144)

We remark that the factor of % in the expression from contributions proportional to D% is the prefactor of the
second order term in the expansion in equation (121). Combining these four contributions, the expectation

value for the density two-point correlation function is given by

N\ 2
((Gpp),) et ko, 1) = 2m)° 57 6 (k1) p(ka) + (27)° 5 (ki + ko) (1 + ’"g%(”)) Ps(k) +0(C?) .

(145)

This is precisely the form of a general two-point correlation function of statistically homogeneous density

field as given in equation (83). In particular, we can extract the density fluctuation power spectrum

m ggp(t, 1)\
K

(135) RCUE (1 + Ps(ky) + 0(02) . (146)

140ur notation in the first line is somewhat cavalier. In particular, we use the summation indices within G,, also outside of it.

Moreover, we cancel by hand the exponential factors involving x”’ even though technically they go away through integration.
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The subscript O in (Pg) 0 (k1, t) indicates that we are working in zeroth order perturbation theory for the
interactions between the particles. The term O(Cz) symbolizes that we are working up to first order in
the expansions in the initial correlations between the particles. We observe that the power spectrum in
equation (146) is proportional to the initial power spectrum. This should come as no surprise given that
we argued earlier that the first order correlation contributions to the power spectrum do not come with any

integrals over k.

6.2. Higher-Order Linear Power Spectrum

Our next step is to compute the first order correction to the two-point density correlation function. It is

D—ff X
(147)

+

ko, t @—kz,t
DD e (- (k- @l + k- gl x)) > f df) ggp(t, 1))

my m2¢ml li#m ti

given by

(Gpp), K1, ka, ;)

f o )3mv(k’,z)k' ki exp ik} - () (:0) - 712 0))) + (1 & 2)  (148)

for explicit initial conditions x. The expression for the second diagram is the same as for the first diagram,
but the wave vectors k; and k; as well as the indices m; and m, are swapped. We have already familiarized
ourselves with the procedure of integrating such expressions over our probability distribution of initial

values P(x). As a first step, we read off the non-zero components of f®) which are given by

D) = g (1) ki + gt 1) K]

P = gt 1) ko s

f(") —g ({1 1)K, (149)

for the first diagram. Then, we rewrite the entire expression for <(Gpp) 1> in terms of the characteristic

function and expand to first order in the correlations.

We know already that the only contributions D'.’ are those where indices j and [ already appear in the
expression of (G ) However, there is a very useful further condition. Namely, any index m corresponding
to the left-most vertices of the diagram must appear as an index of some correlation factor D;l’ This is
because these left-most vertices always come with a single exponential phase factor containing the particle

(

position x,, 9 which upon integration yield a Dirac d-function containing the corresponding wave vector.

Since this wave vector always appears as an overall factor (or as the argument of the initial power spectrum),
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the expression results in zero. Examples are the indices /; and my for the first diagram in equation (147).

Since we have only two indices of the correlation factors available in our first order expansion, the only

non-zero contributions come from D% Jis D> ,, and D’P ;, as well as their counterparts with exchanged
maly maly maly

indices.

To provide an example for the calculation, let us consider the contribution of Dﬁfz I from the first diagram.

It is given by (cf. footnote 14)

%(2)3fd3 20 Exf EA? (Gp), ik t:x) exp (i P xP) (32, )

! d3k/
( >y f &l ) B x exp (=i (ki - 2 + ko 2))) f dr} ggp(1,1)) f —(2,013’"
1

m1 m2 11 #£my
m

V(i 1) K] - ky exp (ik; - (x) — x§ff)))

1
kl

a3k
-

3 ’
= __( fdtlgqp(t tl)f(2 5 mv(ki, 1)K - ki

m1 m2 11¢m1 l

4) Py (k7)) exp(—ik” (xf,‘,’z) qu))) (150)

3 77
ot “ 4 ’” ’ 77
f(zﬂ)lg [k |[" Py 2n)° 6 (ki = K;) 6p (ko + K ) 6 (K = &7) (151)
_ (2 3K2 ﬁ 3 ) t , ) ) .
= - (@) 2 \N NN - 1) dry gqp(t, 1)) mv(ky, 1)) lIki|I° Py (k1) 6p (k2 + k1) - (152)
4

Like for the zeroth order case, we take the limit of the particle number N going to infinity and replace the
power spectrum for the initial velocity potential Py by the initial density fluctuation power spectrum Ps.

Then, the non-zero contributions are given by

=3 t
DY Dy = 5 o) bpth + ko) fo dt} gap(t, 1) m Wkl viky, 7)), (153)
' m* ggp(1;,17)
Y, —(2m)* p° Ps(k1) Sp(ki + k2) f At} ggp(t, 1) ———— Ik |* v(ks, 1), (154)
0
! ’ ’ ng (t’t) ,
DY =Q2n)’ B Potkn) plks + ko) f de} ggp(t, 1) ———— lIksl* v(ki, 17), (155)
0
-3 t m3g (t,,t')g (t,t')
prr D" —<2n)3%P5(k1>6D<k1+k2) fo dt} ggp(t, 1) ——3———— lIk1l* v(k, 1)) . (156)

Combining the contributions listed above, we obtain the first order correction to the expectation value to the
density fluctuation power spectrum

< t, , mgqp(1, 1) mggp(t, 1)\  _ ,
(105)1 (kl,t):—2f drl ggp(t, 1)) (1+L) (1+%) mp kil viki, 1)) Ps(ky) + O(C?)
t;

K
(157)
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where the factor 2 in front accounts for the contribution of the second diagram. In order to identify the two
contributions we assumed that the two-particle interaction potential v(ki, ]) is symmetric in the wavevector,
i.e., itis v(=ky,t]) = v(ky,1}). We observe that if the potential is of Newtonian form, i.e., v(ki, #]) o kI3,

we again only obtain a rescaling of the initial density fluctuation power spectrum.

Going to higher-orders, there is a crucial simplification when we only consider the first order contributions

in the correlation expansion. Let us consider the diagram

O—a
@/

ko, t

(158)

which is part of the second order two-point density correlation function (Gf’l’)z (k1, ko, t; x). We argued above
that all left-most vertices must have their respective particle indices appear as indices of the correlation
contributions D®*. This is because these vertices — here both interaction vertices and the lower density
vertex — feature a Fourier phase factor of a particle position (with indices /1, [, and m,, respectively) which
does not appear elsewhere in the expression. However, in linear order of the correlation expansion, we
have only two slots for indices, hence there always is one of these phase factors left which subsequently
sets the corresponding wavevector to zero and leads to a vanishing result for the entire term. The same is

even true if we consider the contributions proportional to 6, ;, in the Feynman rule for the propagator given
(@)

in equation (61), because then a Fourier phase factor involving x,

remains. Hence, there are yet more

contributions which may be ignored when considering linear initial particle correlations only.

Since all diagrams for the density two point function are forests consisting of two trees with density vertices
as their roots, these trees must never branch out to make sure that there are only two left-most vertices.

Hence, the n™ order contribution to the density two-point correlation function is given by

n 1 () ki,
((Gpp),,>(k1,kz,t)=z Z <O o L > (159)

r+l (R Y ko, t

r=0 orderings

where the sum over the orderings includes all the possible ways the interaction vertices in the upper and
lower tree can be horizontally positioned relative to each other (which might require relabeling to abide
by time-ordering). However, recalling our discussion of time-ordering in section 4.3, this sum can be
completely avoided by demanding time-ordering only within each tree instead of for the entire diagram. As

an example, the two diagrams

O—&d Okt o
ocfdt;f df}---  and ocfdtéf s -~ (160)
O] b O—kg] *
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combine (after relabeling 1 < 2 in, e.g., the second diagram) into a single expression in which both #]

and 7 are integrated from ¢; to ¢.

Let us examine the contributions to the power spectrum in zeroth and first interaction order given in equa-
tions (146) and (157) once more. In both cases, the combined contributions from D%, D% and DPP can be
written as a product of two terms of which one depends on the time variables of the upper and the other
on the time variables of the lower tree.'> This remains valid at higher-orders and allows us to completely

decouple the two trees in the diagrams contributing to the power spectrum. Indeed, we arrive at

(Ps) (k,0) =" frtki, ) fuorlkr, 1) Pokn) + O(C?) . where (161)
r=0
(1 + mgqp([sti)) Fr=0
frlk, 1) = ) ' ' (162)

~ [ty 8gp(t. 1) oG )y mBIKIP vk, 1) 7> 0.
Note that the quantity f,(k, r) is defined iteratively. As an example, it is

m t, L
%) m® p* Ikl vk, £5) vik, 7). (163)

t 1)
fZ(ka t) = f dté f dt,l gqp(t, té) gqp(téa t,l) (1 +
t; t;

For the calculation of f,(k, ) on an expanding background, we use the expressions derived in Appendix A.

In this case, it is

a ma* H(a;) f(a;
folk,a) =1+ f da”w and (164)
ai meg(a’)
a | ] 3Q(a)
(ka)=— | dd. f_i(k,d. f da” ————0(a — @) meg(al) p |IKI]P ———=2r 165
Sk, f fratlod) | e o ta—dymeatap WP S (16s)
3 “ ’ ’ “ 77 meff(a;) Qm(a;)
2 [Cad fatea) [ darMetla) n(@) 166
2f ar 1 “)fu; @) men(a”) (166)

for r > 0 and k # 0.6 Aside from exposing that f,(k, a) is dimensionless and scale-invariant for the case of
Newtonian gravitational interaction, this also shows that the particle mass m and the mean density p do not
affect the result of this calculation. The numerical evaluation of this expression can be done iteratively, such
that the computational complexity is linear in the perturbation order. Depending on the desired numerical

accuracy, the calculation takes about two minutes per perturbation order on a laptop.

5This is somewhat concealed in these cases by the fact that both density vertices are evaluated at the same time ¢. We can write
these contributions from the different kinds of initial correlations as a product because it happens to hold that 2D‘;fD;’lp = Df.lp ij‘.’

(q)
1

upon integrating over xi.q) and x,” (the integrals identify the wave vectors and cancel the integrals in the correlation factors C**).

*Note that on an expanding background, the factor m in equation (162) needs to replaced by meg(a.), as is evident from

comparing the equations of motion in equation (41) with the Hamiltonian in equation (A.11).
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Figure 3: Evolution of the amplitude of the power spectrum against scale factor a for the cosmological standard model. The lowest
curve is the zeroth order approximation and the curves above add incrementally the higher-order corrections. Shown are the curves

up to 15" order in perturbation theory. The highest-order curves are visibly indistinguishable from the expected linear growth
given by the dashed black line. [19]
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Figure 4: Left panel: Relative difference between the expected linear growth of the power spectrum and the perturbative approxi-
mations for up to 15" order. The x-axis is scale factor a. Hence this panel effectively shows the residuals of figure 3. Right panel:
Like the left panel, but the relative difference is plotted against the perturbation order at final scale factor a = 1. Percent-level

accuracy (indicate the gre asned curve) 1S acnieve olng to at least erturbation order.
y (indicated by the grey dashed curve) is achieved by going to at least 12® perturbation order. [19]
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In figure 3 we plot the growth of the amplitude of the power spectrum using equation (161) up to 15 order
in perturbation theory as a function of scale factor for a standard ACDM-model. The colorful curves
correspond to the orders in perturbation theory, starting from zeroth order with the lowest blue curve. The
orange curve above adds the first order correction, the green curve additionally the second order correction,
and so forth. Visually, the curves converge against the dashed black line which is simply the square of the
linear growth factor. Going to high enough orders in KFT perturbation theory for linear initial correlations,

we fully recover the linear growth of the power spectrum.

This is quantitatively verified by figure 4. Its left panel shows the residuals of the previous plot, i.e., the
relative difference between the expected linear growth and the perturbative approximations. The zeroth
order curve (leftmost blue) is accurate to percent-level only up to scale factor a =~ 0.0010 which is almost
immediately after the scale factor at which we set our initial conditions a(t;) =~ 0.0009. However, as we
include more and more orders in perturbation theory, our approximation remains accurate for longer. If
we go up to about 12" order, we retain percent-level accuracy for the entire evolution. The right panel of
figure 4 shows the relative mismatch at scale factor a = 1, i.e., at the end of evolution, plotted against the

order of perturbation. It can clearly be seen that the perturbation series converges towards the correct value.

7. Conclusions and Outlook

Based on the path integral approach to classical mechanics, Kinetic Field Theory (KFT) provides a frame-
work to obtain observables of a classical physical system subject to probabilistic initial conditions. In this
work we have disentangled the deterministic evolution and the averaging over the initial conditions. In par-
ticular, we have written down the generating functional with explicit dependence on the initial conditions
in equations (29) and (30). These general expressions — valid for any Hamiltonian system which allows
for a split into free evolution and interactions — can be taken as a starting point for obtaining perturbative
expressions for observables. Indeed, it is possible to generalize the Feynman rules we derived in section 4.2

to this general setting.

For the sake of concreteness, we presented the perturbative approach to KFT specialized to interacting V-
body systems. Conceptually, the perturbative approach expands in the force between particles and thus,
effectively, in the deviation from the free trajectories. We have argued that the perturbative expansion of
KFT adds the interactions in a relatively slow fashion. Therefore, in systems for which the free evolution
yields a good approximation to an observable, we expect that the perturbation expansion of KFT provides

stable convergence to this observable. We point out that our main application, cosmic structure formation,
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has precisely this property — free evolution already provides a reasonable estimate of the density fluctuation

power spectrum.

The main result of our work is the systematic perturbation scheme presented in section 4. Using our Feyn-
man rules we can write down the mathematical expressions for any density r-point correlation functions for
arbitrary order in the perturbative expansion. They also have a clear physical interpretation: At interaction
vertices the outgoing particle is perturbed by the entire system via the two-particle interaction potential. If
there are any ingoing edges, some of the particles participating in this interaction might already have been
perturbed by earlier interactions. The expansion parameter is the interaction potential such that the n™™ order

contribution to an observable accounts for all combinations of n-fold perturbation of particles of the system.

Up to this point, the entire scheme was explicitly dependent on a specific initial phase space position for
the system x. The true potential of KFT lies in the averaging process of observables over a probability
distribution of the initial values P(x). Crucially, this averaging can be done in large part analytically. In
particular, even in the limit of the particle number becoming infinite, all integrals over initial particle po-
sitions and momenta can be performed analytically for the observables of interest. This is due to the fact
that the initial values x only appear inside Fourier phase factors in our Feynman rules which allows us to
express expectation values for observables in terms of the characteristic function @, (f) of the probability

distribution P(x). We explained this using a toy model in section 5.1.

The initial conditions for cosmic structure formation feature a Gaussian random field ¢ which acts as the
velocity potential and determines the density contrast ¢ via its Laplacian. This gives rise to density-density,
density-momentum and momentum-momentum correlations C** between different particles. The compli-
cated nature of this probability distribution and its characteristic function (given in equation (116)) suggests
an expansion in the initial correlations C**. Indeed, without this expansion the momentum-momentum cor-
relations appear in an exponential and thus the initial particle positions appear as a Fourier phase factor

within this exponential.

The initial conditions for cosmic structure formation feature a Gaussian random field ¢ which acts as the
velocity potential and determines the density contrast ¢ via its Laplacian. This gives rise to density-density,
density-momentum and momentum-momentum correlations C** between different particles. The compli-
cated nature of this probability distribution and its characteristic function (given in equation (116)) suggests
an expansion in the initial correlations C**. In doing so, the particle positions appear exclusively inside
Fourier phase factors and thus can be integrated analytically. In fact, these integrations yield Dirac o-

functions which cancel the wave vector integrals from the expansion in the interactions.
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We have given a general recipe to deduce the form of any r-point density correlation function in m™ order
in the expansions in initial correlations and in " order in the expansion in the interactions. Combining the
expressions for explicit initial conditions obtained from the Feynman rules with appropriate combinations
of the correlation factors given in equation (125) we obtain the relevant terms. We have automated these
process and are able to produce all terms of any order in our two expansions. The remaining difficulties are
in, firstly, the rapidly growing number of diagrams and correlation combinations at higher orders and, sec-
ondly, the numerical evaluation of the remaining integrals in their mathematical expressions. In section 5.5
we provided a precise count of the remaining integrals in our expressions for expectation values of density

r-point functions in cosmology.

From this count we observe that for any interaction order there remains one time-integral, while for any
correlation order we have one leftover integral over a wave vector. The precise count of the wave vectors
we need to integrate over is lower if we calculate higher-point correlation functions, but higher if there are
leftover Dirac d-functions. Some simple algebra reveals that if we consider linear correlations, then the
terms contributing to the density fluctuation power spectrum do not feature any integrals over wave vectors.
In fact, we have seen that the power spectrum can be calculated via an iterative method in this case which

makes the numerical evaluation rather efficient.

One key feature of the case of linear initial correlations is that the density fluctuation power spectrum
receives an enhancement which is independent of wave number, i.e., we obtain linear growth. By computing
the relevant contributions, we show that KFT fully reproduces the expected linear growth of the power
spectrum. Setting up initial conditions at redshift z = 1090, expanding these up to linear order in the
initial density- and momentum-correlations and solving the Hamiltonian dynamics perturbatively up to
12th order in the particle interactions reproduces the amplitude of the power spectrum to percent accuracy.
In figure 3 we show how the various perturbation orders approximate the expected linear growth Ps(k, a) o
D, (a)? up to increasingly low redshift. Given that the perturbative expansion is essentially in the number of
interactions per particle, this means that surprisingly few gravitational encounters are sufficient to accurately

reproduce linear structure growth.

The fact that linear initial correlations fully reproduce linear growth of the power spectrum also implies that
the entire non-linear growth of the power spectrum is due to non-linear initial correlations. In particular, this
implies that the momentum-autocorrelations appearing at higher correlation orders are exactly cancelled,
most likely order-by-order in the expansion. We therefore caution against treating these autocorrelations
separately as a damping term. The formalism we have presented can be used to study non-linear correla-
tions, too, and we will present the results in a future paper [15]. We also intend to study the relationship of

our perturbative approach to the Resummed-KFT (RKFT) formalism [13].
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Appendix A. Particles on an Expanding Background

When incorporating an expanding background into KFT, the first decision to make is whether our coordi-
nates x € X are comoving or absolute. While both choices are viable, there are a couple of advantages of
working with comoving coordinates. Firstly, in comoving coordinates free motion is along straight paths
and, secondly, we immediately obtain the commonly used comoving wave vectors via Fourier transform.
Therefore, let x be comoving coordinates and ¢(¢) the comoving phase space trajectory, i.e., the physical

coordinates of the j particle are given by r;(1) = a(r) goi.q)(t).

We remark that by using an uniformly expanding universe described by a scale factor a(¢), we implicitly
assumed homogeneity and isotropy of our N-particle system when averaged over large enough volumes.
Since we are working in a flat and thus infinite universe, this necessitates taking the limit of the particle
number N going to infinity. Preferring to work with a finite dimensional phase space for the moment, we
postpone taking this limit. We note, however, that working with finite N can also be viewed as considering
a finite volume V of an infinite universe filled with statistically homogeneously and isotropically distributed
particles. When we later send N to infinity for constant average density p, we implicitly take simultaneously

the limit V — oo.

Labelled by physical coordinates, the particles are subject to the Lagrangian
Lm0 =2 050 0r@) -5 3 > v (nt) = ri(e).1) . (A1)
2 2 L L !
Jok#]
where we introduced the Eulerian two-particle interaction potential vg. We can rewrite the second term
of L as

m
5 2, 2 ve(n@ = ri0.0) =m Ve () (A2)

Jok#j
where the Eulerian potential Vg (¢; r) is defined in analogy to equation (42). This expression should be

thought of as the potential energy of the N-particle system. If we regard one of the particle positions r := r;(¢)

as a free variable, we can write down the cosmological Poisson equation

0 . 0
ori(t) or(r)

=4nGmpg (r;r(t)) — A (A.3)

ri(t)=:r

V2Ve (t;r) = ( )VE (t;r)

Here, G is the gravitational constant and A the cosmological constant. The (Eulerian) particle number

density field pg (r, r(¢)) is simply given by a sum of Dirac 6-functions,
pe (1) = " 6p (r=ri(0) . (A4)
J
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Proceeding similarly to [17] and section 7 of [23] we translate the above to comoving coordinates ¢. Up to

a total derivative, the above Lagrangian is equal to
L(go("’, 81D, ,) _ g a(t? 9,69t - 9,6P() — m vy, (t; (p(q)) i (A.5)
where the peculiar Lagrangian potential
Vi (569 = Ve (1:06®) + 300 (Fa(0) ¢00) - 69 (A6)

appears. Using equation (A.3) as well as the cosmic acceleration equation, one can show that the Lagrangian

potential V; satisfies

1) o
VZVL t ‘p(q) = [ . ] VL t; ‘p(q)
Ve (10) 56 60 (1) (:47)

- T (o) -p). A

¢ (=4

In this equation we introduced the comoving number density p (q; go(‘l)(t)) = a(t)3pE (a(t) q; a(t) go(q)(t))
which henceforth, as well as in the main document, is used exclusively. Note that the mean comoving

number density p is time-independent.

Returning to the Lagrangian (A.5) a central goal of this section is to perform a Legendre transformation
to obtain the Hamiltonian. However, it is convenient to first change our time coordinate from ¢ to scale

factor a. Let us rewrite the comoving Lagrangian (A.5) in terms of this time parameter. First, observe that
d
da = <= di = a H(a)dr (A.8)

such that £(f) = (a H(a)) £(a) to ensure invariance of the action. As usual, H = a~! ,a is the Hubble
function. In addition, we need to replace the time derivatives of ¢? with derivatives with respect to a. Then

the Lagrangian becomes

Mefr(a) 6ago(q)(a) . 5a¢(q)(a) L Vi (a;go(q)) ) (A9)

L ((p(q), 6a¢(q), a) — > T

where we defined the time-dependent effective particle mass

me(a) = ma’ H(a). (A.10)

Next, we perform the Legendre transform of the Lagrangian (A.5) and arrive at the Hamiltonian

¢P(a) - P (a)

H (11)’ (P)’ - + V(a; (9 A1l
(9,97, a) (@ (a; ) (A.11)
featuring the conjugate momentum
0L($'9,0.99,a
¢P(a) = ( ) = mesi(a) 0up'?(a) . (A.12)

a¢(q) (a)
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Moreover, we redefined the potential

1
@) = A
V(a,go ) = A H@? Vi (a,go ) (A.13)
such that the Hamiltonian equations of motion are precisely given by equations (41) upon replacing ¢ — a

and m — meg(a). Next, we want to derive the form of the Green’s function and the two-particle interaction

potential for this Hamiltonian.
The free equations of motion take the form
@ L) @) ,
0,0 (a) = —— ¢ (a) and Oap (@) =0 for all j. (A.14)
J mefr(a) "/ /

One can easily verify, that a suitable Green’s function for these equations is given by

Ga.d) = [G(a —a Ly geplad) 1 with (A.15)
0 Oa—a)Tl;
. a da” .
gqpla,a’) = j; @) 6a—a). (A.16)

Note, that the expression g,,(t,t) = %(t — 1) 0(t — 1) derived in the special case of a static background in

equation (46) is recovered upon replacing a +— t and meg(a) — m.

The second object we are interested in is the two-particle interaction potential. The potential V satisfies the
Poisson equation

drGm

VflV(a; ‘p(q)) - a’ H(a)z

(p(¢:¢(@) - p) - (A.17)

We can define the (comoving) two-particle interaction potential v implicitly via a decomposition of the

potential V as

1
\% (a; <p(‘1)) = 3 Z Z v (t,ozq)(a) - ¢F/q)(a), a) . (A.18)
Jok#j
Similarly, the density field can be written as a sum of Dirac §-functions, analogously to equation (A.4).

Using these, the Poisson equation decomposes into contributions for individual particles

AnG m
2 _
V2y(q.a) = (

@H@Z%@%E» (A19)

N
Performing a Fourier transform g — k, this equation becomes

— Ikl v (k, a) =

47G m ( _(277)36D(k)) (A20)

a’ H(a)? Vv
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where we used that p = % For k # 0, this simply yields the familiar Newtonian scaling as v(k) o ||k||_2.

Specifically, it is

k.a) dnGm 3Q,,(a)
vik,a) = — = -
aSH@? kP> 2pa® ||k

fork #0, (A.21)

where in the last step we introduced the matter density parameter €,,(a). Interestingly, however, the Dirac

o-function originating from the mean density does have an effect for k£ = 0. In that case, we observe that

3Q,(a)
a

27)* 6p(k) Sp(k
ob) I v (k1) = == (6D(k)— (27)? 5 (k) )) 0

v (A.22)

using the identity )3 8p(k) 6p(k) = V ép(k). This subtlety is actually of importance when calculating
certain expectation values.!” Indeed, naively using equation (A.21) to calculate the expectation value for

the density would yield

(p)(g,a) = p exp ( f da’ ggp(a, a')) (A.23)

instead of the correct result (p)(g, a) = p.

Appendix B. Poisson Equation for the Initial Density Contrast

In order to set up cosmological initial conditions, we need a relationship between the density and the velocity
potential. This can be achieved by using the continuity equation of hydrodynamics which is given by

Opg(r, 1)

i + V.- (pe(r, ) ve(r,1)) =0. (B.1)

Here, the subscript E for the number density field pr and the velocity field vg indicates that this equation
is valid in the Eulerian description of hydrodynamics which relies on the physical coordinates r. We can
go over to the Lagrangian description by splitting the velocity and density fields into a background and a

perturbative component. Specifically, we write

ve(r,t) = H{t)r + v(r,t) and (B.2)

pe(rt) = pe() (1 +6(r,0)) , (B.3)

where H(f) = a()~' d,a(t) is the Hubble function. We assume that the Lagrangian peculiar velocity

field v(r, ¢) and the density contrast &(r, f) are small compared to the Hubble flow and unity, respectively.

7We remark that in section 7.3 of [23] this issue is dealt with by demanding that the Fourier transform of the potential should

be well-defined, obtaining a more general condition than equation (A.22).
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Defining the total time derivative

d 0
—=—+H®)r-V,, B.4
Tt ®r-V, (B.4)

the continuity equation (B.1) assumes the form

(E —H@®)r- Vr) Pe@) (L +6(r, 1)) + V.- ((pe(D) (1 +6(r, 1)) (H(O) 1 +v(r,1)) =0 (B.5)

dr
1 dpe
[%?(0 + 3H(l)

In the last term in the second line we collected all terms quadratic in the perturbation. In accordance with

(1 +06(r1))+ ((11—(:(r, 1)+ V- v(rt)+O06(r,t)v(r, 1) =0. (B.6)

the usual treatment in linear hydrodynamic perturbation theory — which is valid in the very early universe
where we set up our initial conditions — we will neglect these terms in the following. Furthermore, the first

term in the second line yields zero by means of the Friedmann equation. Indeed, it is
b
= (1) + 3H®) pr(t) = 0 (B.7)

for pressureless cold dark matter even in a universe filled by a mixture of non-interacting fluids. Finally,
we introduce comoving coordinates by r(¢) = a(f) g(¢) and obtain the Lagrangian version of the continuity

equation

dé
3, (q9 t)

m” V,-v(g,1)=0. (B.8)

o)
As is common in linear hydrodynamic perturbation theory, we choose a product ansatz for the density
contrast, i.e., we assume that 6(q,t) = D.(f) 5(g). The object D.(¢) is the so-called linear growth factor
which we normalize via the condition D.(;) = 1. This implies that 6(q) = 6(g, ;) is simply the initial
density contrast. Moreover, we recall that we made the assumption that the velocity field is irrotational at
initial time 7;, i.e., we can write v(q, #;) = V,4(q) = a(t;)™! V0 (q), where ¢ is the velocity potential. Lastly,

we change our time parameter from cosmic time ¢ to scale factor a and obtain

-1
dD 1
5(q) = —«x V2 with = |a(5;)? +t-) = B.9
(q) (@ ( () o (1) 2 Ha) f(a) (B.9)
Here we introduced the logarithmic derivative f(a) = ddl?nz * (a) and used D (a;) = 1.

The derivation of the Poisson equation for the initial density contrast relied on a number of assumptions
which we want to collect here. Firstly, we assumed the validity of linear hydrodynamic perturbation theory
at (and only at) the initial time #. This includes the assumption of the existence of a velocity field v.
Moreover, we assumed that this velocity field is irrotational at initial time #; such that there exists a velocity
potential y/(g). For the density contrast we assumed that we can at initial time factorize the spatial and
temporal dependencies, making use of the linear growth factor D.(a). Quantitatively, we only need the
inputs f(a;) and H(a;). We stress that we only need to know these quantities at initial scale factor a;.
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