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Recent work has given a systematic way for studying the kinetics of classical weakly interacting

waves beyond leading order, having analogies with renormalization in quantum field theory. An

important context is weak wave turbulence, occurring for waves which are small in magnitude and

weakly interacting, such as those on the surface of the ocean. Here we continue the work of per-

turbatively computing correlation functions and the kinetic equation in this far-from-equilibrium

state. In particular, we obtain the next-to-leading-order kinetic equation for waves with a cubic

interaction. Our main result is a simple graphical prescription for the terms in the kinetic equation,

at any order in the nonlinearity.
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1. Introduction

Kinetic equations are widely used to study equilibrium and non-equilibrium dynamics, trans-

port, and even turbulence. The kinetic equations are a truncation of a vast hierarchy, involving

multimode correlators. An important problem is understanding when this truncation is correct. It

has long been recognized in the context of particles (the Boltzmann equation) that corrections can

be large and give qualitatively new effects [1–4], and have been studied in a number of works [5–11].

The kinetics of waves [12] is particularly fascinating as it allows for the study of weak wave tur-

bulence [13], an old subject [14] undergoing a recent experimentally driven revival in a range of

physical contexts, see e.g. [15] and references therein, going beyond the canonical example of ocean

waves [16,17]. For waves, unlike for particles, there hasn’t been a systematic study of higher order

corrections to the leading order kinetic equations.

The connection between kinetic equations and quantum field theory [18] has given an effective

way of computing corrections, and made it evident that they are important, modifying the standard

assumptions on the range of applicability of wave turbulence [19]. In short, even if the coefficients of

the nonlinear terms in the Hamiltonian are numerically small, intermediate states in the scattering

1



of waves (loop diagrams) can have interacting waves with vastly different momenta. This large

ratio of momenta can then overpower the smallness of the interaction coefficient, making higher

order loop diagrams seemingly dominant rather than suppressed. Summing an infinite class of loop

diagrams may then give a new, renormalized, kinetic equation, which encodes phenomenon not

captured by the standard leading order kinetic equation [19]. The need to compute loop diagrams,

in a simple and compact way, and potentially to high orders, is acute. This is what we seek to

address, extending our previous work [18, 20]. Our discussion will be confined to classical kinetic

theory (although we study it using tools of quantum field theory); the extension to quantum kinetic

theory will be discussed in [21] and is relevant for studies of thermalization and wave turbulence

in QCD, see e.g. [22–26].

In Sec. 2 we review the context of interacting waves and the leading order in nonlinearity

(tree-level) correlation functions and the corresponding kinetic equation. In Sec. 3 we compute the

one-loop correction to the correlation functions. We do this for a theory with a cubic or quartic

interaction. In Sec. 3.3 we use this to give the next-to-leading order kinetic equation for a theory

with a cubic interaction. This extends the results of [18, 20] which studied the simplest case, of

a quartic interaction. In Sec. 4 we give our main result: a prescription for almost immediately

writing down the contribution of any Feynman diagram, at any order in the coupling, to an equal

time correlation function. This turns the problem of finding higher order terms in the kinetic

equation into a simple bookkeeping exercise. We conclude in Sec. 5.

In Appendix A we show that an alternate method for deriving the higher order terms in the

kinetic equation, by perturbatively solving the Liouville equation and performing a phase space

average [20], exactly reproduces – at each order in perturbation theory – the method used in the

main body, of averaging over external Gaussian random forcing which is set to zero at the end. In

Appendix B we discuss symmetries of the Hamiltonian and how it relates different terms in the

kinetic equation, which is discussed further in Appendix C. A few technical remarks are relegated

to Appendix D.

2. Interacting waves

Our context will be that of classical interacting waves. This occurs in many situations, ranging

from surface gravity waves to spin waves. We focus on a single field, which can, for instance,

describe the height of the ocean. The variables are the field and its canonical conjugate, though

it is often simpler to work with a single complex field ap, which is the sum of these two. The most

general Hamiltonian is a sum of q-body Hamiltonians,

H =
∞∑
q=2

Hq . (2.1)
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In particular, H2 is the free Hamiltonian,

H2 =
∑
p

ωpa
†
pap , (2.2)

where a†p denotes the complex conjugate of ap, a
†
p ≡ a∗p. Generally, if one is considering a theory

with weak interactions, the higher order the interaction term the more suppressed it is. For this

reason, it is common to focus on solely the lowest order nonvanishing term. In general, the first

interaction term that dominates is the cubic term, so that the Hamiltonian is truncated to,

H = H2 +H3 =
∑
p

ωpa
†
pap +

1

2

∑
pi

(
λp1p2p3

a†p1ap2ap3 + λ∗
p1p2p3

ap1a
†
p2
a†p3

)
, (2.3)

where for the interaction term there is an implicit momentum conserving delta function δ(p⃗1−p⃗2−p⃗3).

In sections that follow, it will be convenient to use the shorthand λ123 ≡ λp1p2p3
, and similarly for

larger q. In some cases the dispersion relation is such that a resonant cubic interaction is forbidden,

i.e., it is not possible for the wave to have both p⃗1 = p⃗2 + p⃗3 and ωp1
= ωp2

+ ωp3
. Then the lowest

interaction term is quartic. This is the case we focused on in [18] and [20] (the symmetries of the

quartic term make it slightly simpler than the cubic term), 1

H = H2 +H4 =
∑
p

ωpa
†
pap +

∑
p1···p4

λp1p2p3p4
a†p1a

†
p2
ap3ap4 . (2.4)

In the main body of the text we will focus on the case of q = 3 and q = 4. The generalization to

arbitrary q is straightforward.

Averaging over forcing

Since this is a many-body chaotic system, one has to perform some kind of average in order

to have sensible quantities. The averaging that we do here is to add Gaussian-random forcing. In

particular, the equations of motion,

ȧk = −i
∂H

∂a†k
, (2.5)

are modified so as to add forcing, as well as dissipation in order to absorb the flux of energy. The

new equations of motion are2,

ȧk = −i
∂H

∂a†k
+ fk(t)− γkak , (2.6)

1The cubic couplings have the symmetry λp1p2p3
= λp1p3p2

and the quartic couplings have the symmetry
λp1p2p3p4

= λp2p1p3p4
= λp1p2p4p3

= λ∗
p3p4p1p2

.
2There are other choices of dissipation one could make, such as − γk

ωk

∂H

∂a
†
k

[27]. In the limit of vanishing dissipation

these are all equivalent.
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where the forcing is drawn from a Gaussian distribution with variance Fk,

P [f ] ∼ exp

(
−
∫

dt
∑
k

|fk(t)|2

Fk

)
, ⟨fk(t)f ∗

p (t
′)⟩ = Fkδ(k−p)δ(t−t′) . (2.7)

After computing the correlation functions, we take Fk, γk → 0 with fixed nk,

nk ≡
Fk

2γk
. (2.8)

The reason for this notation is that nk is the occupation number of mode k for the noninteracting

theory. Going forward, for notational simplicity, instead of writing Fk, we will write 2γknk.

It is important to note that we will be computing correlation functions in a stationary state.

In other words, we assume that we have a stationary state and then later self-consistently pick Fk

and γk to ensure this. It will turn out that there are multiple possible stationary states in the zero

dissipation limit: the thermal state and the turbulent state. However, nothing in our calculations

of the correlation functions and kinetic equation is dependent on the properties of these states; we

only need to assume we are computing correlators about a stationary state.

One can compute correlation functions by solving the equations of motion perturbatively in

the interaction and then averaging over forcing. For each term in the perturbative expansion one

can associate a corresponding Wyld diagram [28,29].

A more streamlined method for doing this calculation was introduced in [18], and consists

of integrating out the forcing at the outset. In particular, our classical stochastic field theory

is equivalent to a quantum field theory, with expectation values given by a path integral for a

Lagrangian that is the square of the classical, force-free, equations of motion,

⟨O(a)⟩ =
∫

DaDa†O(a) e−
∫
dtL , L =

∑
k

|Ef=0|2

2γknk

, Ef=0 = ȧk + i
δH

δa†k
+ γkak . (2.9)

Let us break up the Hamiltonian into the free part, H2, and the interacting part, Hint =∑∞
q=3Hq. The Lagrangian is then,

L =
∑
k

1

2γknk

∣∣∣ȧk + (iωk+γk)ak + i
δHint

δa†k

∣∣∣2 = Lfree + Lint (2.10)

where

Lfree =
∑
k

1

2γknk

∣∣∣(∂t + iωk+γk)ak

∣∣∣2
Lint =

∑
k

1

2γknk

[
− i(∂t + iωk+γk)ak

δHint

δak
+ c.c.

]
+ . . . , (2.11)
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Figure 1: Tree-level Feynman diagrams for (a) cubic (2.15) and (b) quartic interactions (2.16).

where c.c. denotes the complex conjugate. The term contained in the dots of Lint that we have

left out is the square of the absolute value of δHint

δak
; we can neglect this term provided that when

evaluating Feynman diagrams we drop contact interactions (when two times collide), see Appendix

D.

Let us work out the Feynman rules. As usual, the Feynman rules are most convenient in

momentum/frequency space. The quadratic term in the Lagrangian, Lfree, gives the propagator,

Dk,ω = nk

2γk

(ω − ωk)
2 + γ2

k

. (2.12)

We will use shorthand Di ≡ Dpi,ωi
, ni ≡ npi

, and γi ≡ γpi . Notice that in the limit of γk → 0, the

propagator becomes a delta function, nk2πδ(ω − ωk). It will, however, be important to keep γk

finite until the very end of the calculation. It will be convenient to define,

gj =
ωj − ωpj

+iγj

2γjnji
. (2.13)

The Feynman rule for the vertex is3

−i

2
λ123 (g

∗
1−g2−g3) 2πδ(ω1;23) , q = 3 ,

−iλ1234(g
∗
1+g∗2−g3−g4) 2πδ(ω12;34) , q = 4 , (2.14)

where we have introduced the notation ω12;3 ≡ ω1+ω2−ω3 and ω12;34 ≡ ω1+ω2−ω3−ω4. The tree-

level frequency space correlation functions are trivially obtained by adding external propagators

and accounting for the appropriate combinatorial factors from Wick contractions,

⟨ap1,ω1
a†p2,ω2

a†p3,ω3
⟩ = −iλ123(g

∗
1−g2−g3)D1D2D3 2πδ(ω1;23) , q = 3 (2.15)

⟨ap1,ω1
ap2,ω2

a†p3,ω3
a†p4,ω4

⟩ = −4iλ1234(g
∗
1+g2−g3−g4)D1D2D3D42πδ(ω12;34) . q = 4 , (2.16)

The corresponding Feynman diagrams are shown in Fig. 1. The time-space correlation functions

3Note that these Feynman rules are not symmetrized.
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are Fourier transforms,

⟨ap1(t1)a
†
p2
(t2)a

†
p3
(t3)⟩ =

∫
dω1

2π
· · · dω3

2π
e−iω1t1+iω2t2+iω3t3⟨ap1,ω1

a†p2,ω2
a†p3,ω3

⟩ . (2.17)

In particular, the equal-time tree-level correlation functions are,

⟨a1a†2a
†
3⟩ = λ123

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

n1n2n3

(
1

n1

− 1

n2

− 1

n3

)
, (2.18)

⟨a1a2a†3a
†
4⟩ = 4λ1234

1

ωp3,p4;p1,p2
+iϵ

n1n2n3n4

(
1

n1

+
1

n2

− 1

n3

− 1

n4

)
, (2.19)

where ϵ =
∑

i γi represents the sum over the dissipation constants appearing in the vertex.

An important quantity is the occupation number nk of mode k, nk = ⟨a†kak⟩, which is governed

by the kinetic equation. Through use of the equations of motion it can be expressed in terms of

the equal-time correlation function. In particular, for q = 3,

∂nk

∂t
=
∑
pi

(
δkp1−δkp2−δkp3

)
Im
(
λp1p2p3

⟨a†p1ap2ap3⟩
)

, (2.20)

where all operators on the left and the right are evaluated at time t. For the general Hamiltonian

(2.1) this has the obvious generalization.

Inserting the tree-level correlation function (2.18) into (2.20) gives the standard kinetic equa-

tion for waves [13]. Our goal will be to compute higher order in the coupling corrections to

this. In the next section we will therefore turn to computing the equal-time correlation functions

perturbatively in the coupling.

3. Loops

The tree-level correlation functions were given in the previous section. Here we will com-

pute their one-loop corrections, first in the case of the quartic interaction and then for the cubic

interaction.

3.1. Quartic interaction

The one-loop (order λ2) correction to the tree-level four-point function for the case of q = 4

(quartic interaction) was computed in [18]. One of the corresponding diagrams is shown in Fig. 2;

there are two more diagrams with arrows in different directions which we won’t discuss here. Here

we redo the calculation in a faster way, working in time space instead of frequency space, which is

better suited for generalization to higher order loops.

Using the Feynman rules, the contribution of this diagram to the one-loop four-point function,
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Figure 2: (a) A one-loop diagram contributing to the four-point function. (b) We set the external
times to be equal to ta, represented by the four lines meeting at the point ta.

with all external times set equal to time ta, is given by, 4

⟨a1a2a†3a
†
4⟩(ta) = 8

∑
p5,p6

∫ 6∏
i=1

dωi

2π
Di e

iω12;34ta2πδ(ω12;56) 2πδ(ω56;34)V + . . .

V = −λ1256λ5634(g
∗
1+g∗2−g5−g6)(g

∗
5+g∗6−g3−g4) . (3.1)

Writing the frequency delta functions in terms of their Fourier transforms, 2πδ(ω12;56) =
∫
dtb e

−iω12;56tb

and 2πδ(ω56;34) =
∫
dtc e

−iω56;34tc we get,

⟨a1a2a†3a
†
4⟩(ta) = 8

∑
p5,p6

∫ 6∏
i=1

dωi

2π
Di

∫
dtbdtc e

i(ω1+ω2)tabe−i(ω3+ω4)tace−i(ω5+ω6)tcb V + . . . . (3.2)

We exchange the order of integration, and first evaluate the ωi integrals. The ωi integrals are trivial

to evaluate, by closing the contour and picking up simple poles. For any particular choice of time

orderings of ta, tb, tc, convergence imposes a unique choice of if the contours of integration should

be closed in the upper or lower half-plane. In particular, the poles come from the propagators Di

in V . For the integrals
∫

dω
2π
e−iωtij : if tij > 0 then we close in the lower-half plane, picking up the

pole ω = ωp−iγ. If tij < 0 then we close in the upper half plane, picking up the pole ω = ωp+iγ. 5

We split the time integrations into 3! regions, corresponding to the 3! possible time orderings

of ta, tb, tc. Unless ta is the earliest time, one finds a vanishing contribution. This leaves two

possible orderings:

Region 1: tb > tc > ta

We close the ω1, ω2 integrals in the lower half plane, and close the ω3, ω4, ω5, ω6 integrals in

4Our sign convention for the Fourier transform is different here than in the previous section, (2.17), but this
doesn’t affect the answer.

5Notice that we are excluding the possibility of tb, tc being equal; see Appendix D.
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the upper half plane. The vertex factor V becomes,

V = λ1256λ5634

(
1

n1

+
1

n2

− 1

n5

− 1

n6

)(
1

n3

+
1

n4

)
, (3.3)

and the time integral becomes,∫ ∞

ta

dtc

∫ ∞

tc

dtb e
−i(ωp1

+ωp2
−2iγ)tbaei(ωp3

+ωp4
+2iγ)tcaei(ωp5

+ωp6
+2iγ)tbc =

i

ωp5,p6;p1p2
+4iγ

i

ωp3,p4;p1,p2
+4iγ

,

(3.4)

so that in total we have,

8
∑
p5

λ1256λ5634

6∏
i

ni

(
1

n1

+
1

n2

− 1

n5

− 1

n6

)(
1

n3

+
1

n4

)
i

ωp5,p6;p1p2
+4iγ

i

ωp3,p4;p1,p2
+4iγ

. (3.5)

Region 2: tc > tb > ta:

We close the ω1, ω2, ω5, ω6 integrals in the lower half plane, and we close the ω3, ω4 integrals

in the upper half plane. This vertex factor becomes

V = −λ1256λ5634

(
1

n1

+
1

n2

)(
1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

− 1

n4

)
, (3.6)

and the time integral becomes,∫ ∞

ta

dtb

∫ ∞

tb

dtc e
−i(ωp1

+ωp2
−2iγ)tba ei(ωp3

+ωp4
+2iγ)tcaei(ωp5

+ωp6
−2iγ)tbc =

i

ωp3,p4;p5,p6
+4iγ

i

ωp3,p4;p1,p2
+4iγ

,

(3.7)

so that in total we have,

−8
∑
p5

λ1256λ5634

6∏
i

ni

(
1

n1

+
1

n2

)(
1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

− 1

n4

)
i

ωp3,p4;p5,p6
+4iγ

i

ωp3,p4;p1,p2
+4iγ

. (3.8)

The sum of (3.5) and (3.8) reproduces what we found earlier in [18] (see Eq. 4.25 and use the

identity A.8 in [20]). 6

3.2. Cubic interaction

Consider now the equal-time three-point function ⟨a1a†2a
†
3⟩(ta) arising from a cubic interaction.

The tree-level correlation function, at order λ, was given earlier in (2.18). At order λ2 all Feynman

diagrams vanish. At order λ3 one has two kinds of diagrams: the “tetrahedron” diagram, which

can be viewed as a renormalization of the cubic interaction vertex, and a loop diagram arising

6There is an additional Feynman diagram that contributes to the one-loop kinetic equation, whose contribution
simply involves transforming the diagram we discussed by 2 ↔ −3 and 6 → −6, see [18].
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from renormalization of the propagator.

Vertex renormalization: tetrahedron diagram

1

3

2

4

5

6
c

b

d

(a)

62 4

1 5

3
a

d

b

c

(b)

Figure 3: (a) A one-loop diagram contributing to the three-point function. (b) We set the external
times to be equal to ta, represented by the three lines meeting at the point ta. We refer to this as
the tetrahedron diagram

We start with tetrahedron diagram shown in Fig. 3. Evaluating the diagram in an analogous

way to the diagram in the previous section, we find its contribution to the equal-time three-point

function ⟨a1a†2a
†
3⟩ is equal to,

2
∑

p4,p5,p6

λ426λ
∗
356λ145

6∏
i=1

ni

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ{ 1

n1

1

ωp2,p3;p4,p5
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp3;p5,p6
+iϵ

( 1

n4

− 1

n2

)( 1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+

1

ωp2,p6;p4
+iϵ

( 1

n5

− 1

n3

)( 1

n4

− 1

n2

− 1

n6

)]
− 1

n2

1

ωp3,p4;p1,p6
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp3;p5,p6
+iϵ

( 1

n1

− 1

n4

)( 1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+

1

ωp4,p5;p1
+iϵ

( 1

n6

− 1

n3

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

− 1

n5

)]
− 1

n3

1

ωp2,p5,p6;p1
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp4,p5;p1
+iϵ

(−1

n2

− 1

n6

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

− 1

n5

)
+

1

ωp2,p6;p4
+iϵ

( 1

n1

− 1

n5

)(−1

n2

+
1

n4

− 1

n6

)]}
,

(3.9)

where the six terms arise from the 3! possible orderings of the times tb, tc, td > ta. In particular, the

time orderings of the six terms are: tb>td>tc, td>tb>tc, tb>tc>td, tc>tb>td, tc>td>tb, td>tc>tb,

from first to last, respectively. In fact, as a result of the symmetries of the tetrahedron, each of

the six terms can be obtained by a symmetry transformation of one another, see Appendix B.

In addition to this diagram, there is the same tetrahedron diagram but with the arrow on

line 5 reversed. The result for the latter can be obtained from the former in a simple way, from

symmetry, and is also discussed in Appendix B.
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Figure 4: (a) A one-loop diagram contributing to the three-point function. (b) We set the external
times to be equal to ta, represented by the three lines meeting at the point ta.

Propagator renormalization

Now we look at the loop diagram shown in Fig. 4 which can be viewed as arising from

propagator renormalization. We find that its contribution to the equal-time three-point function

is,

−1

2

∑
p4,p5,p6

λ423λ
∗
456λ156

6∏
i=1

ni

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

{ 1

ωp2,p3;p4
+iϵ

1

ωp2,p3;p5,p6
+iϵ

1

n1

(
1

n5

+
1

n6

)(
1

n2

+
1

n3

− 1

n4

)
− 1

ωp4;p5,p6
+iϵ

(
1

ωp2,p3;p5,p6
+iϵ

+
1

ωp4;p1
+iϵ

)
1

n1

(
1

n2

+
1

n3

)(
1

n4

− 1

n5

− 1

n6

)
+

1

ωp5,p6;p1
+iϵ

1

ωp4;p1
+iϵ

1

n4

(
1

n2

+
1

n3

)(
1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n1

)}
, (3.10)

where the terms correspond to the time orderings tb>tc>td, tc>tb>td, tc>td>tb, td>tc>tb from first

to last, respectively. 7

There are several more diagrams of this kind, which can be viewed as a symmetry transforma-

tion of this diagram, as we will see below. In fact, in (3.10) one should, by momentum conservation,

set p4 = p1. This gives some terms that are divergent. Specifically, (3.10) gives the term,

−1

iϵ

1

2

∑
1,...,6

λ123|λ156|2
6∏

i=1

ni

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

1

n1

(
1

n2

+
1

n3

)
2πiδ(ωp1;p5,p6

)

(
1

n1

− 1

n5

− 1

n6

)
. (3.11)

However, these terms cancel when including the diagram Fig. 5(b) that will be shown in the next

section, provided that one uses that the state is stationary, as governed by the leading order kinetic

equation. In particular, adding to (3.11) the corresponding divergent contribution of the diagram

7The combinatorial factor of 1/2 out front is: 1/8 because each vertex comes with a 1/2, then a combinatorial
factor of 2 from the loop integral, and a factor of 2 from exchanging 2 and 3 when contracting with the external
legs.
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Fig. 5(b) gives,

−1

iϵ

1

2

∑
1,...,6

λ123

6∏
i=1

ni

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

1

n1

(
1

n2

+
1

n3

)
[
|λ156|22πiδ(ωp1;p5,p6

)

(
1

n1

− 1

n5

− 1

n6

)
+ 2|λ615|22πiδ(ωp1p5;p6

)

(
1

n1

+
1

n5

− 1

n6

)]
. (3.12)

However, the term in brackets vanishes by the tree-level kinetic equation. This is a useful illus-

tration of the fact that all our computations are of equal-time correlation functions, assuming a

stationary state.

3.3. Next-to-leading order kinetic equation for cubic interactions

We are now ready to write down the kinetic equation to next-to-leading order. It follows from

the equal-time three-point function, via (2.20). The complex conjugate version of this equation is,

∂nk

∂t
= −

∑
p1,p2,p3

(
δkp1−δkp2−δkp3

)
Im
(
λ∗
123⟨ap1a

†
p2
a†p3⟩

)
. (3.13)

The three-point function consists of an infinite sequence of terms, grouped by their order in λ, and

we go up to order λ3,

⟨ap1a
†
p2
a†p3⟩ = ⟨ap1a

†
p2
a†p3⟩λ + ⟨ap1a

†
p2
a†p3⟩λ3 (3.14)

⟨ap1a
†
p2
a†p3⟩λ = λ123

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

n1n2n3

(
1

n1

− 1

n2

− 1

n3

)
(3.15)

⟨ap1a
†
p2
a†p3⟩λ3 = Va + Vb + Pa + Pb + Pc + Pd + Pe (3.16)

The leading order term ⟨ap1a
†
p2
a†p3⟩λ, given earlier in (2.18), gives the standard (leading order)

kinetic equation. The next-to-leading order term ⟨ap1a
†
p2
a†p3⟩λ3 gives the first corrections to this.

The terms appearing here are: Va, which arrises from the diagram shown earlier in Fig. 3(a),

Vb which comes from Fig. 3(a) but with the arrow on line 5 reversed, Pa which comes form the

diagram shown earlier in Fig. 4(a) and shown again in Fig. 5(a), and Pb, Pc, Pd, Pe which have

different choices of arrows on the propagator renormalization loop and different choices of lines

11
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(a)
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2
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6
(b)

3
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3
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6
(d)

3
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4
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6
(e)

Figure 5: The different propagator renormalization diagrams contributing to the three-point func-
tions. All the diagrams can be obtained from a (whose contribution is denoted by Pa) through
symmetry transformations, see Appendix B. In particular, we get Pb from Pa by sending 5 → −5.
We get Pc and Pd from Pa and Pb, respectively, by sending 1 ↔ −3 and 6 → −6 (and also 4 → −4,
however 4 in a is just 1). Finally, we get diagram e from diagram a by sending 1 ↔ −3 and
6 → −6. Note that diagrams c, d, e have a propagator renormalization for line 3. We could have
alternatively put it on line 2; we account for this by adding a factor of 2 for Pc, Pd, P3.

which get the propagator renormalization. Explicitly,

Va = 2
∑

p4,p5,p6

λ426λ
∗
356λ145

6∏
i=1

ni

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ{ 1

n1

1

ωp2,p3;p4,p5
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp3;p5,p6
+iϵ

( 1

n4

− 1

n2

)( 1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+

1

ωp2,p6;p4
+iϵ

( 1

n5

− 1

n3

)( 1

n4

− 1

n2

− 1

n6

)]
− 1

n2

1

ωp3,p4;p1,p6
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp3;p5,p6
+iϵ

( 1

n1

− 1

n4

)( 1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+

1

ωp4,p5;p1
+iϵ

( 1

n6

− 1

n3

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

− 1

n5

)]
− 1

n3

1

ωp2,p5,p6;p1
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp4,p5;p1
+iϵ

(−1

n2

− 1

n6

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

− 1

n5

)
+

1

ωp2,p6;p4
+iϵ

( 1

n1

− 1

n5

)(−1

n2

+
1

n4

− 1

n6

)]}

Vb = 2
∑

p4,p5,p6

λ426λ635λ
∗
451

6∏
i=1

ni

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ{ 1

n1

1

ωp2,p3,p5;p4,
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp3,p5;p6
+iϵ

( 1

n4

− 1

n2

)(−1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+

1

ωp2,p6;p4
+iϵ

(−1

n5

− 1

n3

)( 1

n4

− 1

n2

− 1

n6

)]
− 1

n2

1

ωp3,p4;p1,p6
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp3,p5;p6
+iϵ

( 1

n1

− 1

n4

)(−1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+

1

ωp4;p1.p5
+iϵ

( 1

n6

− 1

n3

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

+
1

n5

)]
− 1

n3

1

ωp2,p6;p1,p5
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp4;p1,p5
+iϵ

(−1

n2

− 1

n6

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

+
1

n5

)
+

1

ωp2,p6;p4
+iϵ

( 1

n1

+
1

n5

)(−1

n2

+
1

n4

− 1

n6

)]}
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Pa = −1

2

∑
p5,p6

λ123|λ156|2
3∏

i=1

ni n5n6

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

1

ωp2,p3;p5,p6
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

(
1

n5

+
1

n6

)(
1

n2

+
1

n3

− 1

n1

)
− 1

ωp1;p5,p6
+iϵ

(
1

n2

+
1

n3

)(
1

n1

− 1

n5

− 1

n6

)]

Pb = −
∑
p5,p6

λ123|λ651|2
3∏

i=1

ni n5n6

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

1

ωp2,p3,p5;p6
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

(
−1

n5

+
1

n6

)(
1

n2

+
1

n3

− 1

n1

)
− 1

ωp1,p5;p6
+iϵ

(
1

n2

+
1

n3

)(
1

n1

+
1

n5

− 1

n6

)]

Pc = 2
∑
p5,p6

λ123|λ653|2
3∏

i=1

ni n5n6

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

1

ωp2,p6;p1,p5
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

(
1

n5

− 1

n6

)(
1

n2

+
1

n3

− 1

n1

)
− 1

ωp6;p3,p5
+iϵ

(
1

n2

− 1

n1

)(
−1

n3

− 1

n5

+
1

n6

)]

Pd =
∑
p5,p6

λ123|λ356|2
3∏

i=1

ni n5n6

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

1

ωp2,p5,p6;p1
+iϵ

[ 1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

(
−1

n5

− 1

n6

)(
1

n2

+
1

n3

− 1

n1

)
− 1

ωp5,p6;p3
+iϵ

(
1

n2

− 1

n1

)(
−1

n3

+
1

n5

+
1

n6

)]

Pe = −2
∑
p5,p6

λ∗
213λ536λ635

3∏
i=1

ni n5n6

1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

{
− 1

ωp2;p1,p3
+iϵ

1

ωp2,p6;p1,p5
+iϵ

(
1

n5

− 1

n6

)(
1

n2

− 1

n1

− 1

n3

)
+

1

ωp3,p6;p5
+iϵ

(
1

ωp2,p6;p1,p5
+iϵ

+
1

2ωp3
+iϵ

)(
1

n2

− 1

n1

)(
1

n3

− 1

n5

+
1

n6

)
+

1

ωp3,p5;p6
+iϵ

1

2ωp3
+iϵ

(
1

n2

− 1

n1

)(
1

n5

− 1

n6

+
1

n3

)}
.

Further discussion of terms in the kinetic equation is given in Appendix C.

4. Prescription for a general Feynman diagram

In this section we give an algorithm for computing the contribution of any Feynman diagram

to an equal-time correlation function. In Sec. 2 we already showed that correlation functions can

be computed order by order in the nonlinear interaction (λ), just as one does in quantum field

theory. The remaining task is, for a given Feynman diagram, to perform the integration over the

13



intermediate times (or, equivalently, frequencies) appearing in the loops. We did this explicitly in

the previous section, for some particular one loop diagrams. From the several diagrams that we

evaluated, we can deduce the rule for a general diagram. We first state the rules and then derive

them.

Rules:

1. Pick an ordering of the times at each vertex. The time ta at which the correlation function

is being evaluated must be the smallest time.

2. Start at the latest time on the diagram and move from vertex to vertex in decreasing order

of their times, until finally reaching the vertex at the earliest time. Each next vertex must

be a neighbor of at least one previously visited vertex.

3. At each step in this process, draw an imaginary loop enclosing all vertices visited so far.

Write down a factor of
−1

ωpi
+ωpj

+ . . .−ωpa
−ωpb

− . . .+iϵ
, (4.1)

where ωi, ωj, . . . are the frequencies of all lines entering this imaginary loop and ωa, ωb, . . .

are the frequencies of all lines leaving the imaginary loop.

4. In addition, at each step in the process, write down a factor of(
1

nk

+
1

nl

+ . . .− 1

nα

− 1

nβ

− . . .

)
, (4.2)

where ωk, ωl, . . . are the frequencies of the lines entering the vertex and ωα, ωβ are the fre-

quencies of the lines leaving the vertex. However, omit an 1
ni

if it has already been included

at a previous step.

5. Multiply the resulting expression by a product of ni, one for each frequency ωi appearing

in the diagram, and multiply by a product of the couplings for each vertex, and sum the

resulting expression over all internal momenta.

6. Repeat Step 1 through 5 for all possible time orderings and sum the results. Include the

appropriate Feynman diagram combinatorics factor.

Justification: Let us understand these rules. Suppose for concreteness that we have four vertices

with the time ordering td>tc>tb>ta. The integrals we need to do are,∫ ∞

ta

dtb e
−iσbtb

∫ ∞

tb

dtc e
−iσctc

∫ ∞

tc

dtd e
−iσdtd =

−i

(σb+σc+σd)

−i

(σc+σd)

−i

σd

. (4.3)
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Here the σ are the sum of the outgoing minus ingoing frequencies from a vertex; we get these

through the delta functions we insert, see below (3.1). One now sees that as we successively do the

integrals, starting from the latest time, we get the rules listed in Steps 2 and 3. Note that all our

integrals here converge (because the relevant poles of the ω integrals were chosen to ensure this),

so the contributions from infinite time vanish.

Now let us understand the vertex factor, appearing in Step 4. According to the Feynman

rules, each vertex comes with a sum of g∗i for each propagator leaving the vertex and a −gi for

each propagator entering the vertex, see (2.14). At the poles, ωi = ωpi
± γi, we see from (2.13)

that gi and g∗i become,

gi →

 1
ni

, ωi = ωpi
+iγi

0 , ωi = ωpi
−iγi

g∗i →

0 , ωi = ωpi
+iγi

1
ni

, ωi = ωpi
−iγi

. (4.4)

So from each vertex we will get a sum and difference of various 1/ni. We need only determine if for

a propagator entering or leaving a vertex we get a 1/ni or nothing. Consider two vertices next to

each other, as in Fig. 2(a). In the corresponding vertex factor (3.1), either the g5+g6 term coming

from vertex b gives 1/n5+1/n6 and the g∗5+g∗6 term coming from vertex c gives 0, or vice-versa.

Which option is the correct one depends on the time ordering of tb and tc, which determines if the

ω5, ω6 integrals are closed in the upper or lower half plane. In particular, the vertex at the later

time gets to have the 1/n5+1/n6. Since in our prescription we proceed from later to earlier time,

this explains Step 4.

1

2

3

4

5 6

a

b

c

(a)

1

2

3

4

5 6

a

b

c

(b)

62 4

1 5

3
a

d

b

c

(c)

Figure 6: Applying the rules to four-point and three-point correlation functions.

Examples: Let us look at some examples of applying these rules. Consider again the one-loop

diagram for the quartic interaction, Fig. 2. Take the time ordering tb>tc>ta. We draw a loop

around vertex b, shown in blue in Fig. 6(a). Step 3 instructs us to write a factor of

−1

ωp5,p6;p1,p2
+iϵ

, (4.5)
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and Step 4 instructs us to write a factor of(
1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n1

− 1

n2

)
. (4.6)

The next largest time is tc, so we expand our loop (shown in green) to include vertex c. Step 3

instructs us to write a factor of
−1

ωp3,p4;p1,p2
+iϵ

, (4.7)

and Step 4 instructs us to write a factor of(
1

n3

+
1

n4

)
. (4.8)

As Step 4 says, even though ω1 and ω2 are leaving the green circle, we do not include − 1
n1
− 1

n2

since this term already appeared earlier, when accounting for the blue loop around vertex b, (4.6).

Implementing Step 5, we reproduce (3.5). The other time ordering, tc>tb>ta, proceeds in a similar

fashion. We have drawn the corresponding loops in Fig. 6(b).

Let us now look again at the loop digram for the cubic interaction, Fig. 3, which we evaluated

earlier. There are six possible time orderings. Let us look at, for instance, the one in which

td>tb>tc>ta. We draw a loop, shown in green in Fig. 6(c), around vertex d, which is at the latest

time. Frequencies ω2 and ω6 are entering and ω4 is leaving. Steps 3 and 4 instruct us to write a

factor of
−1

ωp2,p6;p4
+iϵ

(
1

n2

+
1

n6

− 1

n4

)
. (4.9)

Expanding the loop to include the vertex b, which is at the next largest time, we get the loop

shown in green in Fig. 6(c). Frequencies ω2 and ω3 are entering and ω4 and ω5 are leaving. Steps

3 and 4 instruct us to write a factor of

−1

ωp2,p3;p4,p5
+iϵ

(
1

n3

− 1

n5

)
, (4.10)

where there is no 1/n2−1/n4, since it was already included in (4.9). Finally, we expand the loop

to the loop shown in red in Fig. 6(c), so as to include vertex c. Frequencies ω2 and ω3 are entering

and ω1 is leaving. Steps 3 and 4 instruct us to write a factor of

−1

ωp2,p3;p1
+iϵ

1

n1

, (4.11)

where there is no 1/n2 or 1/n3, since both were already included. Multiplying (4.9), (4.10), and

(4.11), we reproduce the second of the six terms in (3.9).

As our final example, let us look at an example of a diagram that occurs if we have both cubic
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Figure 7: (a) An example of a higher order diagram. (b) Applying our rules to a particular time
ordering, resulting in the contribution (4.12).

and quartic interactions. One such diagram (chosen for no particular reason) is shown in Fig. 7

(a). It contributes to the equal time four-point function ⟨a1a2a†3a
†
4⟩(ta). There are many different

time orderings one needs to consider. To illustrate, let us pick one such ordering: td>tc>te>tb>ta.

Applying the rules we get the contribution,

∑
pi

λ1278λ5634λ869λ
∗
579

9∏
i=1

ni

−1

ωp5;p7,p9
+iϵ

(
1

n5

− 1

n7

− 1

n9

)
−1

ωp3,p4;p6,p7,p9
+iϵ

(
1

n3

+
1

n4

− 1

n6

)
−1

ωp3,p4;p7,p8
+iϵ

(
− 1

n8

)
−1

ωp3,p4;p1,p2
+iϵ

(
− 1

n1

− 1

n2

)
, (4.12)

where reading from left to right, the terms correspond to larger and larger loops shown in Fig. 7

(b).

5. Discussion

In [18] we gave a systematic method for computing higher order terms in the wave kinetic

equation: correlation functions are defined by averaging over Gaussian random forcing, which is

set to zero at the end. This stochastic classical field theory is equivalent to a quantum field theory.

One computes equal-time correlation functions in the quantum field theory, order by order in the

number of interaction vertices, and inserts into the right hand side of (2.20) to get the kinetic

equation. The only nontrivial step is evaluating the Feynman diagrams with loops, which involve

integrals over the intermediate times (or frequencies) inside the loops. In this paper we have shown

how to carry out the integrals in general, obtaining a simple prescription for writing the result,

described in Sec. 4.

Our answer still has integrals over the loop momenta; these need to be done on a case by case

basis, as they are functions of the couplings, λp1p2p3
and λp1p2p3p4

, which are momentum dependent

and system dependent. If these loop integrals over momenta didn’t have UV or IR divergences, we
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would be close to being done — the corrections to the leading order kinetic equation would always

be small, and the largest corrections would come from the loop diagrams with the fewest number

of interaction vertices. But we’re not done: the loops often have UV and IR divergences [19].

This introduces additional small and large parameters which compete with the smallness of the

nonlinearity parameter, and make the perturbation theory multiscale. We must decide which

classes of loop diagrams are dominant and sum those. In other words, we must renormalize. The

results in this paper provide the necessary tools to carry out this task, which will be the subject

of future work.
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A. Perturbative Liouville equation for waves

An alternate method for studying wave turbulence is to average over phase space, instead of

introducing external forcing and dissipation. In particular, one aims to find the evolution of the

phase space density ρ(Ji, αi, t), a function of the action, Ji, and angle, αi, variables, with i running

over the different modes of the field. This method was used in [20] to find the next-to-leading

order correction to the kinetic equation for a theory with four-wave interactions. Here we extend

this to the theory with three-wave interactions, like the one studied in the main body, reproducing

the results found there. In fact, we go further: we show that at every order in perturbation theory,

the results of this method agree with the one in the main body of the text. 8

Perturbative solution of the Liouville equation

The evolution of the phase space density is governed by the Liouville equation [11],

i
∂ρ

∂t
= (L0 + δL) ρ , (A.1)

L0 = −iω⃗ · ∂

∂α⃗
, δL = i

(
∂Hint

∂α⃗
· ∂

∂J⃗
− ∂Hint

∂J⃗
· ∂

∂α⃗

)
, (A.2)

8An alternate way of seeing the equivalence, which will be discussed in [27], is to solve for the complete evolution
of the phase space density when one has random forcing (the Fokker-Planck equation), and then either first average
over forcing and then phase space, or vice-versa.
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where L0 is due to the free part of the Hamiltonian, H2 (which only depends on the action

variables), and δL is due to the interacting part, Hint. We have defined, ωj ≡ ∂H2

∂Jj
.

The solution for a time-independent phase space density is given by iterating,

⟨n⃗|Φ⟩ = ⟨n⃗|Φ0⟩+
∑
n⃗
′

G(n⃗)⟨n⃗|δL|n⃗′⟩⟨n⃗′|Φ⟩ , (A.3)

where the eigenfunctions |n⃗⟩ of the free Liouville operator L0 are plane waves ⟨α⃗|n⃗⟩ = exp (in⃗ · α⃗)
and G(n⃗) is the propagator,

G(n⃗) =
1

−n⃗ · ω⃗ + iϵ
. (A.4)

The kinetic equation is then given by,

∂nr

∂t
∝
∫

dJ Jr δL , where δL =
∑
n⃗
′

⟨⃗0|δL|n⃗′⟩⟨n⃗′|Φ⟩ . (A.5)

Inserting (A.3) gives δL = (δL)first + (δL)second + . . ., where

(δL)first =
∑
n⃗
′

⟨⃗0|δL|n⃗′⟩G(n⃗′)⟨n⃗′|δL|0⟩ρ(J) (A.6)

(δL)second =
∑
n⃗
′
,n⃗

′′

⟨⃗0|δL|n⃗′⟩G(n⃗′)⟨n⃗′|δL|n⃗′′⟩G(n⃗′′)⟨n⃗′′|δL|0⟩ρ(J) + . . . (A.7)

where ρ(J) ≡ ⟨0|Φ0⟩. We will take ρ(J) to be a Gaussian,

ρ(J) =
1∏
i ni

exp

(
−
∑
i

Ji
ni

)
, ⟨Ji⟩ = ni , (A.8)

The main point is this: the phase space integrated over all angles, ρ(J), which has no angular

dependence, is governed by a differential equation, the right-hand side of which encodes a series of

transitions to intermediate states which have angular dependence. In particular, each interaction

vertex gives q of the different modes angular dependence (for a q-body interaction). We start and

end in a state with no angular dependence.

In [20] we specialized these equations to interacting waves with a quartic interaction. Here

we look at these equations for a field theory with a cubic interaction. The Hamiltonian, H2 +H3,

takes the following form when written in action-angle variables, ap =
√

Jpe
−iαp ,

H =
∑
p

ωpJp +
1

2

∑
pi

√
J1J2J3

(
λ123e

i(α1−α2−α3) + c.c
)

. (A.9)

Computing the Liouville operator we have that L0 is (A.2) with ωi given by ωp and δL in (A.2) is
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Figure 8: Intermediate states (a) |1; 23⟩, and (b) |23; 1⟩. Our notation is such that when we write
|1; 23⟩ we mean a state in which mode 1 has occupation number −1 and modes 2 and 3 have
occupation number 1.

equal to,

δL =
1

2

∑
1,2,3

(−λ123)
√

J1J2J3e
−ie⃗1;2,3·α⃗

[
(∂1 − ∂2 − ∂3) +

i

2

(
∂α1

J1
+

∂α2

J2
+

∂α3

J3

)]
− c.c. , (A.10)

where ∂i ≡ ∂Ji and where e⃗i;j,k, which is a vector that has a −1 in the i’th entry and a +1 in the

j’th and k’th, and a zero elsewhere; in other words, −e⃗i;j,k · α⃗ = αi−αj−αk. The matrix element

of δL trivially follows,

⟨n⃗|δL|n⃗′⟩ = −1

2

∑
1,2,3

λ123

√
J1J2J3 δn⃗+e⃗1;2,3,n⃗

′

[
(∂1 − ∂2 − ∂3)−

1

2

(
n′
1

J1
+

n′
2

J2
+

n′
3

J3

)]
−1

2

∑
1,2,3

λ∗
123

√
J1J2J3 δn⃗+e⃗2,3;1,n⃗

′

[
(∂2 + ∂3 − ∂1)−

1

2

(
n′
1

J1
+

n′
2

J2
+

n′
3

J3

)]
, (A.11)

where e⃗2,3;1 = −e⃗1;2,3.

Leading order

We now start iteratively computing the kinetic equation (A.5), starting with (δL)first in (A.6).

There are two diagrams, as shown in Fig. 8. The first, Fig. 8(a), gives the following contribution

to (δL)first,∑
1,2,3

G(e⃗1;23)⟨⃗0|δL|1; 23⟩⟨1; 23|δL|⃗0⟩ρ(J) , where G(e⃗1;23) =
1

ωp1;p2,p3
+iϵ

, (A.12)

which, upon evaluating, gives,

1

4

∑
1,2,3

|λ123|2
1

ωp1;p2,p3
+iϵ

(∂1−∂2−∂3) J1J2J3 (∂2+∂3−∂1) ρ(J) , (A.13)

where we made use of the commutator
[
∂,

√
J
]
= 1

2J

√
J . The second diagram is just the first

diagram with arrows reversed, which gives the same contribution but with a denominator that has

20



an extra minus sign for ωp1;p2,p3
. Adding the two and using (A.5) we recover the leading order

kinetic equation,

∂na

∂t
= 2π

∑
1,2,3

|λ123|2(δ1a−δ2a−δ3a)δ(ωp1;p2p3
)

(
1

n1

− 1

n2

− 1

n3

)
n1n2n3 . (A.14)

Next-to-leading order

We now look at the terms that appear at next order. All terms in (δL)second (A.7), with two

intermediate states vanish, so we look at (δL)third, which has three intermediate states. One such

1

3

2

5

4

6

a

d

c

b

Figure 9: We start with the vacuum. The intermediate states are then |1; 23⟩, followed by |1; 256⟩,
followed by |4; 26⟩, and ending in the vaccum.

sequence of intermediate states is shown in Fig 9. Evaluating the contribution of this diagram

gives,

δLt({a, b, c, d}) =
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145G(e⃗1;23)G(e⃗1;256)G(e⃗4;26)

(∂1−∂2−∂3) J1J2J3 (∂3−∂5−∂6) J5J6 (∂4+∂5−∂1) J4 (∂2+∂6−∂4) ρ(J⃗) . (A.15)

Using ρ(J⃗) (A.8) and evaluating the integral of δLt({a, b, c, d}) multiplied by Jr, as prescribed by

(A.5), gives,∫
dJ Jr δLt({a, b, c, d}) =

∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145G(e⃗1;23)G(e⃗1;256)G(e⃗4;26)

(δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)
1

n3

( 1

n1

− 1

n5

)( 1

n2

+
1

n6

− 1

n4

) 6∏
i=1

ni . (A.16)

This matches the last term in (3.9). In more detail, in the main body of the text, the kinetic

equation resulted by inserting contributions to the equal-time three-point function, such as (3.9),

into (2.20). The contribution to the kinetic equation of the last term of (3.9) is what essentially

matches (A.16). Notice that (2.20) has a factor of (δkp1−δkp2−δkp3) in front, which is just the

factor of (δ1r−δ2r−δ3r) in (A.16) in slightly different notation.

There are other possible intermediate states. We can obtain them by changing the order in
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which the vertices appear. For instance, the ordering a, d, c, b, shown below, gives the contribution,

1

2

3

4

5

6

a

b

c

d

Figure 10: A different sequence of intermediate states: |1; 23⟩, followed by |16; 34⟩, followed by
|56; 3⟩.

δLt({a, d, c, b}) =
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145G(e⃗1;23)G(e⃗16;34)G(e⃗56;3)

(∂1−∂2−∂3) J1J2J3 (∂2+∂6−∂4) J4J6 (∂4+∂5−∂1) J5 (∂3−∂5−∂6) ρ(J⃗) . (A.17)

Of course, both these diagrams are simply redrawings of the tetrahedron diagram that ap-

peared in Fig. 3. We need to consider all 24 permutations of the vertices. The six terms with

vertex a first will give the six terms in (3.9). The six terms with vertex c first will give the same

thing, but complex conjugated and with a relative minus sign. So their sum is just the imaginary

part of the terms with vertex a first. We therefore reproduce the contribution of (3.9) to the kinetic

equation (notice that (2.20) takes the imaginary part of the coupling multiplying the three-point

function). The terms with vertex b first combined with the terms with vertex d first (which are the

complex conjugate), reproduce the contribution of the tetrahedron in Fig. 3) with 5 → −5. We

may do a similar analysis for the propagator renormalization diagram, but this is unnecessary, as

we will now give a general argument that the results will always match what is in the main body

of the text.

General Prescription

In implementing the perturbative solution of the Liouville equation, (A.3), we need to con-

struct the sequences of all possible intermediate states. This can be represented by vacuum Feyn-

man diagrams. Each Feynman diagram is topologically distinct. For each Feynman diagram we

move around the vertices, so as to consider all possible orderings and correspondingly all possible

intermediate states. Without loss of generality, we can pick one of the vertices to be first, while

considering different orderings of the other vertices. If we cut the Feynman diagram at this first

vertex, separating the edges entering it, then we have a diagram that contributes to a q-point

correlation (for a q-body interaction). In particular, it may be a diagram for either a correlator

such as ⟨a1a†2a
†
2⟩ (for q = 3), or its complex conjugate ⟨a†1a2a3⟩. The complex conjugate arrises

if we reverse all the arrows on the Feynman diagram. We can account for this by including only
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one Feynman diagram out of each pair that have all arrows reversed relative to each other and

then taking the imaginary part, as we saw earlier. We can achieve this by drawing all diagrams

contributing to ⟨a1a†2a
†
2⟩ (for q = 3) and connecting the external lines together to meet at a vertex.

We then consider all possible orderings of the other vertices, which determines the intermediate

states.

At this stage the number of terms we have matches what was discussed in Sec. 4. Now let us

show that the terms are in fact the same. We get from vertex to vertex with a propagator 1
−n⃗·ω⃗+iϵ

,

see (A.3), where |n⃗⟩ is the current state. This matches the prescription given in Step 3 (4.1) of

having a denominator with a sum of all incoming frequencies minus all outgoing frequencies. In our

situation here the imaginary loop encloses all vertices visited so far. At each vertex we also have a

transition matrix of δL, see (A.10) or (A.11). We see that it it involves
(
∂k+∂l+ . . .−∂α−∂β− . . .

)
where ωk, ωl, . . . are the frequencies of the lines entering the vertex and ωα, ωβ, . . . are the frequencies

of the lines leaving the vertex. The transition matrix element also has factors of
√
Ji and of n′

i/Ji,

see (A.11). However, the latter can be eliminated by appropriately commuting through the
√
Ji.

The end result, as seen in, for example, (A.15), is that one has each Ji appear once, immediately

to the right of when the corresponding ∂i appears. After inserting ρ(J) that is an exponential,

(A.8), it is clear we reproduce Steps 4 and 5 (4.2). Similar rules were found in [30,31].

B. Symmetries

In this Appendix we show that the symmetries of the Hamiltonian, combined with the sym-

metries of the some of the Feynman diagrams, provide an efficient way of finding many of the

contributions to the kinetic equation. We will, for instance, show that once one has any of the six

terms appearing in the contribution of the tetrahedron diagram (3.9) the five others follow by a

symmetry transformation.

Symmetries of the Hamiltonian

We first note the symmetries of the Hamiltonian, written in action-angle variables (A.9). The

Hamiltonian is invariant under,

ωi → −ωi , Ji → −Ji , αi → −αi , λ123 → −iλ−1−2−3 ≡ −iλ∗
123 , i = 1, 2, 3 (B.1)

Note that λ∗
123 transforms in the same way, λ∗

123 → −iλ123. The Hamiltonian is also invariant

under a flip in sign of just two indices,

ωi → −ωi , Ji → −Ji , αi → −αi , λ123 → λ−1−23 ≡ λ213 , i = 1, 2 (B.2)
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or a flip in one index,

ω2 → −ω2 , J2 → −J2 , α2 → −α2 , λ123 → −iλ1−23 ≡ −iλ∗
321 , . (B.3)

This is useful because we sometimes have diagrams which have some arrows flipped relative

to other diagrams. Flipping an arrow means flipping the sign of α. Due to the symmetries of the

Hamiltonian we can instead flip the signs of the ωpi
and Ji, and change the couplings, as stated

above. Note that in the kinetic equation we have ni instead of Ji (the former is the expectation

value of the latter). So an arrow going in the opposite direction on line i means that in the

contribution to the kinetic equation ni, ωpi
, and δir all pick up a minus sign.

62 4

1 5

3
a

d

b

c

Figure 11: There is one tetrahedron diagram, which is related by symmetry to the tetrahedron
diagram evaluated in Fig. 3.

We mentioned in the main body that, in addition to the tetrahedron diagram in Fig. 3 that

we evaluated, there is another diagram, which is just Fig. 3 with the arrow on line 5 reversed, as

shown in Fig. 11. In our new notation, 5 → −5. This means that its contribution is (3.9) with

n5 → −n5, ωp5
→ −ωp5

, and the couplings λ∗
356λ145 replaced by −λ635λ

∗
451.

Symmetries of the diagrams

We will now show that the different contributions of a single tetrahedron diagram are related

by symmetry as well.

Transformations of a tetrahedron

Let us look at the tetrahedron diagram studied in Sec. 3.2, and shown again below in Fig. 12(a),

and consider all its symmetry transformation. There are 24 in total, corresponding to the 4!

possible positionings of the vertices. The symmetry transformations that we use are rotations

of the tetrahedron as well as mirror reflections. For instance, in Fig. 12 we have shown the 6

transformations that leave vertex a fixed: Fig. 12 (a) is the identity, Fig. 12 (b) is a rotation about

vertex a, Fig. 12 (c) is a further rotation. Fig. 12 (d) is a mirror reflection of Fig. 12 (a) along the

plane holding the 1 line fixed and bisecting the face bordered by lines 2, 3, 6. Fig. 12 (e) is a mirror

reflection of Fig. 12 (b) holding the 2 line fixed, and Fig. 12 (f) is a mirror reflection of Fig. 12 (c)
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holding the 3 line fixed. Fig. 12(a) has vertices labeled a, b, c, d and edges labelled 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6.

62 4

1 5

3
a

d

b

c

(a)

53 6

2 4

1
a

b

c

d

(b)

41 5

3 6

2
a

c

d

b

(c)

63 5

1 4

2
a

b

d

c

(d)

51 4

2 6

3
a

c

b

d

(e)

42 6

3 5

1
a

d

c

b

(f)

Figure 12: The vertex orderings of the tetrahedra are: a) a, b, c, d; b) a, c, d, b; c) a, d, b, c; d)
a, d, c, b; e) a, b, d, c; f) a, c, b, d .

This is recorded as the first entry in our table below. We see that, for instance, Fig. 12(e) has

vertices a, b, d, c and edges −2,−1, 3,−4, 6, 5, where we are using a minus sign to denote the arrow

running in the opposite direction. We have recorded this as the second entry in our table. The

other entries are found in a similar manner.

vertex ordering edges

a, b, c, d 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6

a, b, d, c −2,−1, 3,−4, 6, 5

a, c, b, d −3, 2,−1,−6,−5,−4

a, c, d, b −2, 3,−1, 6,−4,−5

a, d, b, c −3,−1, 2,−5,−6, 4

a, d, c, b 1, 3, 2, 5, 4,−6

b, a, c, d −5, 6,−3, 4,−1, 2

b, a, d, c −6, 5,−3,−4, 2,−1

b, c, a, d 3, 6, 5,−2, 1,−4

b, c, d, a −6,−3, 5, 2,−4, 1

b, d, a, c 3, 5, 6, 1,−2, 4

b, d, c, a −5,−3, 6,−1, 4,−2

vertex ordering edges

c, a, b, d 5,−4, 1,−6, 3, 2

c, a, d, b 4,−5, 1, 6, 2, 3

c, b, a, d −1,−4,−5,−2,−3, 6

c, b, d, a 4, 1,−5, 2, 6,−3

c, d, a, b −1,−5,−4,−3,−2,−6

c, d, b, a 5, 1,−4, 3,−6,−2

d, a, b, c 6, 4,−2,−5, 3,−1

d, a, c, b −4,−6,−2, 5,−1, 3

d, b, a, c 2, 4,−6, 1,−3, 5

d, b, c, a −4,−2,−6,−1, 5,−3

d, c, a, b 2,−6, 4,−3, 1,−5

d, c, b, a 6,−2, 4, 3,−5, 1
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Transforming terms in the kinetic equation

Let us now show how we can use these symmetries to relate different terms in the kinetic

equation. In particular, we start with one of terms, (A.16), and define the right hand side of

(A.16) without the couplings to be t(a, b, c, d),

t(a, b, c, d) = t̃(a, b, c, d) (δ1r−δ2r−δ3r) ,

t̃(a, b, c, d) = G(e⃗1;23)G(e⃗1;256)G(e⃗4;26)
1

n3

( 1

n1

− 1

n5

)( 1

n2

+
1

n6

− 1

n4

) 6∏
i=1

ni . (B.4)

We view t(a, b, c, d) as a function of the six edges, t(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6). The contribution to the kinetic

equation of the other terms will still be given by t, but the arguments will contain some permutation

of these six variables, and they may have minus signs. For instance, consider the term in which

we have swap vertices c and d, which by our table corresponds to,

t(a, b, d, c) = t(−2,−1, 3,−4, 6, 5)

= − (δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)G(e⃗1;23)G(e⃗1;256)G(e⃗1;45)
1

n3

(−1

n2

− 1

n6

)(−1

n1

+
1

n5

+
1

n4

) 6∏
i=1

ni . (B.5)

Under this permutation, the couplings transform as

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 → λ−2−13λ

∗
−4−15λ365λ

∗
−2−46 = λ123λ

∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 . (B.6)

We now collect all 6 terms that have vertex a first. We denote its contribution to the kinetic

equation by, ∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 (δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)Ta (B.7)

Ta = t̃(a, b, c, d) + t̃(a, b, d, c)− t̃(a, c, b, d)− t̃(a, c, d, b)− t̃(a, d, b, c)− t̃(a, d, c, b) .

The minus sign factors are due to the couplings picking up a minus sign. If we wish we can write

this explicitly,

Ta = G(e⃗1;23)
6∏

i=1

ni

{ 1

n1

G(e⃗45;23)
[
G(e⃗56;3)

( 1

n4

− 1

n2

)( 1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+G(e⃗4;26)

( 1

n5

− 1

n3

)( 1

n4

− 1

n2

− 1

n6

)]
− 1

n2

G(e⃗16;34)
[
G(e⃗56;3)

( 1

n1

− 1

n4

)( 1

n5

+
1

n6

− 1

n3

)
+G(e⃗1;45)

( 1

n6

− 1

n3

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

− 1

n5

)]
− 1

n3

G(e⃗1;256)
[
G(e⃗1;45)

(−1

n2

− 1

n6

)( 1

n1

− 1

n4

− 1

n5

)
+G(e⃗4;26)

( 1

n1

− 1

n5

)(−1

n2

+
1

n4

− 1

n6

)]}
. (B.8)
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This of course is just (3.9). Now, the contribution of the terms with vertex c first is,

−
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 (δ1r−δ4r−δ5r)Tc , (B.9)

where Tc can be related to Ta by a rotation of the tetrahedron that transforms vertex a into vertex

c. There are multiple ways of doing this, which differ by permutations of the other three vertices.

Picking the rotation {a, b, c, d} → {c, d, a, b}, and using the corresponding entry in the table, we

have,

Tc = Ta(−1,−5,−4,−3,−2,−6) = Ta(1, 5, 4, 3, 2, 6)
∗ , (B.10)

where in the second equality we used that flipping all the arrows corresponds to complex conju-

gating. Since under the change of variables 2, 3 ↔ 5, 4, the product of couplings transforms into

its complex conjugate, λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 → λ∗

123λ426λ
∗
356λ145, the sum of the terms in which vertex

a is first and vertex c is first is,

2i Im
∑
1,...,6

(δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 Ta(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) , (B.11)

as was stated earlier. Next, we look at the contribution of terms in which vertex b is first,

−
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145(δ3r−δ5r−δ6r)Tb

Tb = t̃(b, a, c, d) + t̃(b, a, d, c) + t̃(b, c, a, d) + t̃(b, c, d, a) + t̃(b, d, a, c) + t̃(b, d, c, a) . (B.12)

There is no need to compute Tb, because it can be related in a simple way to Ta: we simply rotate

vertex a into vertex b. There are multiple of doing this, which differ by permutations of the other

three vertices. Picking the rotations {a, b, c, d} → {b, d, a, c}, and using the corresponding entry in

the table, we have,

Tb = Ta(3, 5, 6, 1,−2, 4) . (B.13)

Note the minus sign in front of (B.12) was placed there to account for minus sign acquired by the

couplings under this transformation. Explicitly, Tb is,

Tb = G(e⃗3;56)
6∏

i=1

ni

{ 1

n3

G(e⃗1;256)
[
G(e⃗4;26)

( 1

n1

− 1

n5

)(−1

n2

− 1

n6

+
1

n4

)
+G(e⃗1;45)

( 1

n2

+
1

n6

)( 1

n4

+
1

n5

− 1

n1

)]
− 1

n5

G(e⃗34;16)
[
G(e⃗4;26)

( 1

n1

− 1

n3

)( 1

n2

− 1

n4

+
1

n6

)
+G(e⃗23;1)

( 1

n6

− 1

n4

)( 1

n1

− 1

n2

− 1

n3

)]
− 1

n6

G(e⃗23;45)
[
G(e⃗1;45)

(−1

n3

− 1

n2

)( 1

n4

+
1

n5

− 1

n1

)
+G(e⃗23;1)

( 1

n4

+
1

n5

)( 1

n1

− 1

n2

− 1

n3

)]}
. (B.14)
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Finally, the contribution of terms with vertex d first is,∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 (δ4r−δ2r−δ6r)Td , (B.15)

where Td is related to Ta by a rotation that transforms vertex a into vertex d. We pick the rotation

{a, b, c, d} → {d, b, c, a}, and using the corresponding entry in the table to get

Td = Ta(−4,−2,−6,−1, 5,−3) = Ta(4, 2, 6, 1,−5, 3)∗ = Tb(1, 5, 4, 3, 2, 6)
∗ . (B.16)

To summarize we have shown that all contributions to the kinetic equation from the tetrahedron

diagrams are symmetry transformations of one of the terms, such as (B.4).

C. Manipulating the kinetic equation

In the main body of the text we found that the contribution of the tetrahedron diagram to

the kinetic equation is,

2i Im
∑
1,...,6

(δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)
[
λ123λ

∗
426λ356λ

∗
145Ta(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6)−λ123λ

∗
426λ

∗
635λ451 Ta(1, 2, 3, 4,−5, 6)

]
(C.1)

where Ta was given in (B.8) or equivalently the complex conjugate of (3.9). The second term is

the tetrahedron diagram in Fig. 3 with the arrow on line 5 reversed, as discussed in Appendix B.

This form of the kinetic equation is acceptable, but the form of the answer that has a more clear

physical interpretation is one in which there are explicit delta functions. In particular, we write,

1

ωp1;p2p3
+iϵ

=
1

ωp1;p2p3

− iπδ(ωp1;p2p3
) , (C.2)

where the first term comes with an implicit principal value. Using this, we may group terms based

on the number of delta functions. This is what we partially do in this appendix.

One consistency check for our kinetic equation is that the thermal state should be stationary.

In other words, inserting ni = 1/ωpi
into (C.1) should give zero. This is not manifest for the piece

of (C.1) that has no delta functions. We will rewrite (C.1) in a way that will make it manifest, by

showing that there is no such piece.

Another way of writing (C.1) is as,∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145

[
(δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)Ta− (δ3r−δ5r−δ6r)Tb− (δ1r−δ4r−δ5r)Tc+(δ4r−δ2r−δ6r)Td

]
(C.3)

where Tb, Tc, Td were defined in Appendix B. We may rewrite (C.3), grouping terms based on which
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δir they come with,∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145

[
δ1r (Ta−Tc)−δ2r (Ta+Td)−δ3r (Ta+Tb)+δ4r (Tc+Td)+δ5r (Tb+Tc)+δ6r (Tb−Td)

]
(C.4)

If we use (C.2) and look at the piece with no delta functions, we notice that each pair of parenthesis

in (C.4) vanishes, as it should.

Let us manipulate this part of the kinetic equation some more. Noting that under the

change of variables 2, 3 ↔ 5, 4, the product of couplings transforms into its complex conjugate,

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145 → λ∗

123λ426λ
∗
356λ145, we may rewrite (C.4) as,

2iIm
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145

[
δ1rTa−δ2r (Ta+Td)−δ3r (Ta+Tb) + δ6rTb

]
. (C.5)

Or, we may alternatively write it as,

2iIm
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145

[
(δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)Ta − (δ3r−δ5r−δ6r)Tb

]
. (C.6)

If we wish, we can do a change of variables (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) → (4, 5, 1, 6, 2, 3) on the Tb term, so

as to rotate the b vertex into the a vertex to the greatest extent possible (meaning some of the

arrows will be reversed; but we can’t flip arrows under a change of variables. This gives back

(C.1). Note that from this perspective, the second term in (C.1) makes sense, because if we had

done the transformation taking us from a, b, c, d to b, d, a, c then the edges would have gone from

1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 to 3, 5, 6, 1,−2, 4 (see the table in Appendix. B), which is almost our transformation

in the reverse direction, but with a minus sign for 5.

One delta function

Next, we look at the piece of C.1 which has one delta function. We will see that we can write

this contribution to the kinetic equation entirely in terms of the following two functions,

D123 =
6∏

i=1

ni

(
1

n1

− 1

n2

− 1

n3

)
δ(ωp1;p2p3

)[ −1

n4n5

1

ωp3;p5p6

1

ωp4;p2p6

+
1

n4n6

1

ωp1;p4p5

1

ωp3;p5p6

+
1

n5n6

1

ωp1;p4p5

1

ωp4;p2p6

]
,

D1256 =
6∏

i=1

ni

(
1

n1

+
1

n2

− 1

n5

− 1

n6

)
δ(ωp1p2;p5p6

)
1

n1n6

1

ωp1;p2p3

1

ωp3;p5p6

. (C.7)

Like with Ta, these are functions of (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6). There are a few special vertex orderings we

will want to consider. We write them, along with the corresponding edges. The two functions we
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just wrote are viewed as being at the vertex, A ≡ {a, b, c, d} = (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6). We will also need,

A′ ≡ {a, d, c, b} = (1, 3, 2, 5, 4,−6) , B ≡ {b, d, a, c} = (3, 5, 6, 1,−2, 4) (C.8)

C ≡ {c, d, a, b} = (−1,−5,−4,−3,−2,−6) , D ≡ {d, b, c, a} = (−4,−2,−6,−1, 5,−3) .

We find that the piece of Ta that has terms with only one delta function is,

Ta = [D123(A) +D123(B)−D123(C) +D123(D)] +
[
(D1256(A)−D1256(A

′) +D1256(B)
]
. (C.9)

Next, note that Tb = Ta(B), Tc = Ta(C), Td = Ta(D), and so we find,

Tb = [D123(A) +D123(B) +D123(C)−D123(D)] +
[
−D1256(A)−D1256(A

′) +D1256(B)
]

Tc = [−D123(A) +D123(B) +D123(C) +D123(D)] +
[
−D1256(A) +D1256(A

′) +D1256(B)
]

Td = [D123(A)−D123(B) +D123(C) +D123(D)] +
[
D1256(A) +D1256(A

′) +D1256(B)
]
(C.10)

Inserting into (C.4), we get for the terms with D123,

2
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145

[
δ1r [D123(A)−D123(C)]−δ2r [D123(A)+D123(D)]−δ3r [D123(A)+D123(B)]

+ δ4r [D123(C)+D123(D)] + δ5r [D123(B)+D123(C)] + δ6r [D123(B)−D123(D)]
]
. (C.11)

By the same manipulations as done in the beginning of this section, this is equal to

4
∑
1,...,6

(δ1r−δ2r−δ3r)
[
Re(λ123λ

∗
426λ356λ

∗
145)D123(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6)

− Re(λ123λ
∗
426λ

∗
635λ451) D123(1, 2, 3, 4,−5, 6)

]
. (C.12)

Now, for the terms with D1256, looking at their appearance in (C.4) upon inserting (C.9) and

(C.10) we get,

2
∑
1,...,6

λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145

[
(δ1r−δ2r−δ5r−δ6r)D1256(A)− (δ2r+δ3r−δ4r−δ5r)D1256(B)

− (δ1r+δ6r−δ3r−δ4r)D1256(A
′)
]

(C.13)

30



Note also that since D1256(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) is invariant under 2, 3 ↔ 5, 4 we can replace the couplings

with their real part,

2
∑
1,...,6

Re(λ123λ
∗
426λ356λ

∗
145)
[
(δ1r−δ2r−δ5r−δ6r)D1256(A)− (δ2r+δ3r−δ4r−δ5r)D1256(B)

− (δ1r+δ6r−δ3r−δ4r)D1256(A
′)
]
. (C.14)

Finally, we rotate the B vertex and the A′ vertex to the extent possible: for the term with D1256(B)

we send (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) → (4, 5, 1, 6, 2, 3), like we did after (C.6), and for the term with D1256(A
′)

we send (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6) → (1, 3, 2, 5, 4, 6) and then do a change of variables 5 ↔ 6. We get,

2
∑
1,...,6

[
Re(λ123λ

∗
426λ356λ

∗
145)(δ1r−δ2r−δ5r−δ6r)D1256(1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6)− (δ1r+δ5r−δ2r−δ6r)(

Re(λ123λ
∗
426λ

∗
635λ451)D1256(1, 2, 3, 4,−5, 6) + Re(λ123λ

∗
146λ

∗
635λ245)D1256(1, 2, 3, 4, 6,−5)

)]
(C.15)

To summarize: we have taken the part of the kinetic equation due to the tetrahedron diagrams

and extracted and simplified the piece that has one delta function. The result is the sum of (C.12)

and (C.15).

One can continue, and extract the piece of the kinetic equation that has a product of two

delta functions, and the piece that has a product of three delta functions. As we go to higher

order in the nonlinearity, the kinetic equation will have products of an increasing number of delta

functions. It would be useful to have a general prescription for extracting the coefficients of these

delta functions. This would be a kind of extension of the cutting rules in finite temperature field

theory, see e.g. [32].

D. Contact terms and lollipop diagrams

In this appendix, we provide justification for disregarding the square of the absolute value of
δHint

δak
in the interaction Lagrangian (2.11) (redundant interaction). Furthermore, we demonstrate

that the existence of a non-zero expectation value for the complex field ap in the cubic theory (2.3)

does not affect our findings. We begin by addressing the redundant interaction.

Let us consider an expectation value of an operator O(a) constructed from the fields ak and

a∗k. The mth order correction can be expressed as follows

⟨O(a)⟩(m) =
〈
O(a)

(−1)m

m!

(∫
dt
∑
k

1

2γknk

[
− iDkak

δHint

δak
+ c.c.

])m 〉
+. . . , Dk = ∂t+iωk+γk .

(D.1)

The first term on the right-hand side is obtained by expanding the path integral to the mth order

in the interaction displayed in (2.11). The ellipsis represent terms involving the square of the
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(a) (b)

Figure 13: (a) A one-loop diagram contributing to ⟨ap⟩ (b) Higher order corrections to ⟨ap⟩. The
gray blob represents corrections to the propagator of ⟨a∗p(t)ap(0)⟩.

absolute value of δHint

δak
, which we have omitted in (2.11). Now let us consider a specific set of terms

that arises from pairing Dkak with D∗
ka

∗
k in the first term of the above expression. This yields the

following,

⟨O(a)⟩(m) = 2
m(m− 1)

2

∫
dt1

∫
dt2
∑
k

1

4γ2
kn

2
k

〈
D∗

ka
∗
k(t1)Dkak(t2)

〉
(D.2)

×
〈
O(a)

δHint(t1)

δa∗k

δHint(t2)

δak

(−1)m

m!

(∫
dt
∑
k

1

2γknk

[
− iDkak

δHint

δak
+ c.c.

])m−2 〉
+ . . . ,

where the overall constant represents a combinatorial factor that takes into account the possible

number of pairings. Substituting

〈
D∗

ka
∗
k(t1)Dkak(t2)

〉
= 2γknkδ(t1 − t2) , (D.3)

gives

⟨O(a)⟩(m) = (D.4)

×
〈
O(a)

∫
dt1
∑
k

1

2γknk

∣∣∣∣δHint(t1)

δa∗k

∣∣∣∣2 (−1)m−2

(m− 2)!

(∫
dt
∑
k

1

2γknk

[
− iDkak

δHint

δak
+ c.c.

])m−2 〉
+ . . . .

Up to a sign, this expression is equal to the mth order term obtained by using m− 2 interactions

of the form shown in (2.11) and one interaction involving the square of the absolute value of
δHint

δak
. Hence, these terms mutually cancel each other. Extending this conclusion to any number

of pairings between Dkak and D∗
ka

∗
k in (D.1), we can disregard the square of the absolute value of

δHint

δak
in the interaction Lagrangian Lint, as well as all diagrams resulting from pairing Dkak with

D∗
ka

∗
k.

Next, we show how to get rid of the expectation value of the complex field ap in the cubic

theory (2.3). To leading order ⟨ap⟩ is given by the lollipop diagram in Fig. 13(a). This diagram
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can be evaluated using the Feynman rules in the main body of the text,

⟨ap⟩ =
−1

ωp − iγp

∑
k

λ∗
kpknk +O(λ3) . (D.5)

Therefore, considering the momentum-conserving delta function in λp1p2p3
, we find that ⟨ap⟩ is

proportional to the Dirac delta function δ(p⃗). It represents a shift from the zero value of the

homogeneous background that defines the lowest energy state of the waves. The objective of

our work is to study excitations around a constant background. To isolate degrees of freedom

associated with excitations, we introduce the following canonical change of variables.

ap → ap + b0δ(p⃗) , a†p → a†p + b∗0δ(p⃗) , (D.6)

where the complex constant b0 is defined by ⟨ap⟩ = b0δ(p⃗); it can be calculated by evaluating the

diagrams in Fig. 13(b). By definition, the expectation value of the shifted fields vanishes, and the

Hamiltonian (2.3) takes the form

H →
∑
p

ωpa
†
pap +

1

2

∑
pi

(
λp1p2p3

a†p1ap2ap3 + λ∗
p1p2p3

ap1a
†
p2
a†p3

)
+ J0a

†
0 + J∗

0a0

+
1

2

∑
p1,p2

(
b∗0λ0p1p2

ap1ap2 + b0λ
∗
0p1p2

a†p1a
†
p2
+ 2b0λp1p20

a†p1ap2 + 2b∗0λ
∗
p1p20

ap1a
†
p2

)
, (D.7)

where J0 = b0ω0+ |b0|2
∑

p λ
∗
00p+

1
2
b20
∑

p λp00, and we have dropped the field independent constants

(we have renormalized the cosmological constant). Due to the momentum-conserving delta function

in λp1p2p3
, one can cancel the last two terms in the second line by suitably redefining ωp (frequency

renormalization),

ωp → ωp −
∑
p2

(
b0λpp20

+ b∗0λ
∗
pp20

)
. (D.8)

Thus, we obtain

H →
∑
p

ωpa
†
pap +

1

2

∑
p1,p2

(
b∗0λ0p1p2

ap1ap2 + b0λ
∗
0p1p2

a†p1a
†
p2

)
+

1

2

∑
pi

(
λp1p2p3

a†p1ap2ap3 + λ∗
p1p2p3

ap1a
†
p2
a†p3

)
+ J0a

†
0 + J∗

0a0 . (D.9)

To simplify this expression further, we employ a redefinition of the frequency as ωp → Np ωp, along
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with a corresponding field redefinition given by

ap → N−1/2
p

(
ap −

1

2ωp

∑
p2

b0λ
∗
0pp2

a†p2

)
, Np = 1− |b0|2

4ω2
p

∑
k

|λ0pk|2 ,

a†p → N−1/2
p

(
a†p −

1

2ωp

∑
p2

b∗0λ0pp2
ap2

)
. (D.10)

This transformation is canonical. As a result, up to linear terms in the fields, the Hamiltonian

takes the original form (2.3)

H =
∑
p

ω̃pa
†
pap +

1

2

∑
pi

(
λ̃p1p2p3

a†p1ap2ap3 + λ̃∗
p1p2p3

ap1a
†
p2
a†p3

)
+ J̃0a

†
0 + J̃∗

0a0 , (D.11)

where quantities with tilde absorb various terms which emerge due to the field redefinition (D.10).9

By construction, the last two terms guarantee that ⟨a0⟩ = 0.

We have shown that the expectation value of ap in the cubic theory can be ignored by appro-

priately redefining the frequencies, couplings, and fields. To achieve this, one introduces a linear

term of the form J0a
†
0 + J∗

0a0 in the Hamiltonian (2.3), where the unspecified complex constant

J0 is appropriately tuned such that ⟨ap⟩ = 0 to all orders of the perturbative expansion. In other

words, we can safely disregard the lollipop diagrams in Fig. 13. The value of ⟨ap⟩ is determined by

minimizing the complete effective potential of the model, whereas the Hamiltonian (2.3) describes

only excitations.
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