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We study the collision kernels of two linearized equations for a moderately dense gas. These are the
low-density Bogoliubov kinetic equation and the equation at the next order in the density
(ternary-collision level), in the form given by Green and Cohen. We reduce the collision kernels of
these equations to expressions which are nonlocal in space but local in time, and show that each of
them breaks up into static and collisional parts. The former parts agree with the mean-field expressions.
We compare the collisional parts with the fully dynamical expressions previously found by Mazenko
and us, and find complete agreement only at zero wave vector and frequency. For nonzero wave
vectors, the desired symmetry in the momentum variables breaks down. We show that this has no
effect on the first-order transport coefficients; it would presumably be significant in the kinetic regime.
We also find that the speed of sound predicted by the Bogoliubov equation agrees with the
thermodynamic result truncated at first order in the density.

I. INTRODUCTION

Some time ago a classical kinetic equation valid
at arbitrary wave vectors and frequencies but lim-
ited to first order in the density was derived by
Mazenko. ¥ The present authors later extended
this equation to second order to take ternary col-
lisions into account.® The collision kernels of
these equations have been shown to be consistent
with the known general properties, and they can be
regarded as wave-vector-frequency generalizations
of the linearized Boltzmann collision kernel and its
extension to ternary collisions.

In this paper we use these theories to investi-
gate two earlier well-known kinetic equations: the
equation at first order in the density proposed by
Bogoliubov, * and a second-order equation given by
Green® and Cohen.® We consider only the linear-
ized form of these equations, since the develop-
ment of Refs. 1-3 is restricted to small devia-
tions from thermal equilibrium. The Bogoliubov
theory in particular has been very widely used in
conceptualizing the kinetic behavior of a gas, and
there is much interest in seeing the quantitative
limitations of the result. A fundamental assump-
tion in this theory is that the collision term is an
instantaneous functional of the single-particle dis-
tribution function F(¥P,#). Bogoliubov hypothesized
that there exists a time scale long compared to the
duration of a binary collision during which a syn-
chronization of the higher-order distribution func-
tions occurs, inthe sense that they become com-
pletely determined by F and its initial condition.
The familiar low-density expansion of the collision
operator then leads to terms containing successive
powers of F:

9t m

(i + B -G)F(‘fﬁ, t)=dy[Fl+J5[F]+-+- (1)

7

and the quadratic term serves as a spatially non-
local generalization of the Boltzmann collision in-
tegral. Theternary-collision term has been
worked out from the Bogoliubov prescription by
Choh and Uhlenbeck” and, from somewhat different
points of view, by Green® and Cohen.® The form
of the ternary-collision operator as given by Choh
and Uhlenbeck is different from that given by Green
and Cohen, and we deal here with the latter form,
which is the one commonly used in calculations of
the first density correction to transport coeffi-
cients. A demonstration® and strong arguments9
in favor of their equivalence have been proposed,
but questions have also been raised. to

Despite the success of the kinetic equations of
Refs. 4-6 in the calculation of transport coeffi-
cients, 11,12 the approximations which lead to the
collision terms are still imperfectly understood.
One would like an unambiguous way of evaluating
the corrections to the functional ansatz or similar
factorization hypothesis. 13.1% 1 js also known that
a straightforward expansion beyond the cubic term
is invalid, since divergences'’ arise from certain
sequences of correlated binary collisions, or ring
events, and it is necessary to renormalize'®~*® the
collision operator. Since only the binary- and
ternary-collision operators are considered here,
our results do not have a direct bearing on the di-
vergence problem.

The most concise approach to the problem is to
cast the proposed operators into the form of col-
lision kernels and to study their behavior as func-
tions of k and the Laplace transform variable z.
This reveals the way in which they account for the
spatial extent and the duration of collisions. Of
course we cannot expect the z dependence to be
complete, since the formulations of Refs. 4~7 ef-
fectively smooth out time scales comparable to the
mean duration 7, of a binary collision; consequent-
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ly, the kernels are limited to zero frequency. The
% dependence becomes important for wave vectors
which are not negligible with respect to the inverse
force range. It has been shown'® that effects due
to the 2 and z dependence of the kernel persist
even in the hydrodynamic regime, since terms
through second order in k and z contribute to the
transport coefficients. (The density-independent
contributions to the transport coefficients are not
affected by the dependence on k z.)

We reduce the sum of the kernels of Refs. 4-6
to the form nl,(k; §9’) +n?l,(k; Bp’), with I; account-
ing for binary collisions and I, for ternary colli-
sions (# is the number density). At 2=0, I is
known to reduce to the linearized Boltzmann colli-
sion kernel. We show that each kernel breaks up
into static and collisional terms:

(50 =12 (P) +11V(; B5))  (=1,2),  (2)
the first term giving the effect of the mean field on
one particle owing to the others, and the second
term containing the dynamical effects of collisions.
The form of I{® is familiar from the early colli-
sionless kinetic equationsao’21 as well as from the
more recent weakly coupled'®?? andlow-density's%23
equations. However, to our knowledge it has not
previously been recognized that such a term is
present in the kinetic theories of Refs. 4~6. Since
this term vanishes at k=0 it is not seen in any dis-
cussion which assumes spatial homogeneity. We
cast the low-density collisional term 7{*’ into the
form of a zero-frequency limit of a well-defined
function of k and z. This function summarizes the
dynamical information contained in the kernel.
Because of difficulties with the long-time stream-
ing operators, we are able to do this for I;"’ only
at 2= 0 but can draw some conclusions about its
behavior at £#0.

We examine these functions in the light of the
fully dynamical kinetic equations1~3 mentioned
earlier. Such equations are formulated for the
phase-space density correlation function, since
this approach allows one to treat a large class of
irreversible phenomena without having to appeal
to any kind of functional assumption or factoriza-
tion hypothesis. Of course the connection between
fluctuations and linear response is implicit in such
an approach. Evaluated through second order, the
kernel takes the form — inZ,(kz; Pp’) - in’Z,(kz; BD'),
which is the fully dynamical generalization of the
kernel nl, +n?l,. (No account has been taken for the
possibility of bound states, and as in Refs. 4-7
we are. limited to monotonically repulsive, short-
range forces.) Z; and I, have been shown to divide
into static and collisional contributions:

z,(kz; D)= 2{(kD) + 2{(kz; Bp). (=1, 2), ®

3
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and the static portions agree with their counterparts
discussed above. We show, however, that the col-
lisional portions agree with I{¢’ and I{°’ only in the
uniform long-time limit, * £~ 0 and z~i0*. For
k#0, I, and I,°’ do not have the correct symme-
try in the momentum variables, which is dictated
by detailed balance. The symmetry-violating term,
which vanishes with E, is contained in the two-

and three-particle propagators and would be ex-
pected to have important consequences in the
kinetic regime.

Accordingly, the kinetic equations with kernels
nl, and nl; +n?l, appear to be completely consistent
only at zero wave number and frequency. The
first-order analysis is given in Sec. II and the sec-
ond-order analysis in Sec. III. In Sec. IV we in-
vestigate the extent to which this conclusion applies
to the most common area in which the equations
have been applied, namely, the hydrodynamic re-
gime. On the one hand, the transport coefficients
predicted by these equations are known to agree?®*:2®
through first order in the density with the correla-
tion-function results, and on the other hand, the
contributions due to collisional transfer arise from
the % dependence of the collision kernel (in this
case of I°’). We show, however, that the anom-
alous % dependence does not contribute inthe partic-
ular long-wavelength low-frequency limit which
determines the first-order transport coefficients.
Although much work has been done with the trans-
port coefficients, we are not-aware of any investi-
ation of the small-% dispersion relation, and hence
of the speed of sound, which is predicted by these
kinetic equations. It is due to a combination of
free-streaming, mean-field, and dynamical effects.
Of course, if the collision kernels are taken in the
local limit, only the first effect enters and one ob-
tains the familiar C2=5/3(8m)™!. Using a method
developed in the weakly coupled case,'® we calcu-
late the value of C? which is predicted by the Bo-
goliubov kernel »nl; and show that it agrees through
first order in the density with the usual adiabatic
derivative. One would not necessarily expect
agreement, since the frequency dependence of the
true kernel should contribute to C2 and is absent
in nl,. However, it turns out that this contribution
is supplied by the anomalous % dependence of »nl;.

II. FIRST-ORDER COLLISION KERNEL

We write the low-density collision integral of
Bogoliubov* in the form

J,[F(1£)] = - lim i [ d2L,(12) Z (12) F(1¢) F(2t),
4)

T=

where
ZT(lz):e-i‘rL(lZ)eirLo(la) (5)

and the L’s are the usual two-body Liouville opera-
tors
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iLo(12)=P; - Vy +Pz° Va,

o a2 (o o
)=~ 22 (5% - %)

(6)

with L=Lo+L,. We use the notation 1=(¥,,p,) and
v(12)=v(|F, - T,|), and set the particle mass to

unity. We linearize the distribution function about
absolute equilibrium

F(lt)=n¢(§1)if‘h(—fl§1; t), (7)
where .

o (B)=(8/2m)* /2 e5"/2 8

and B=(k BT)". The collision integral then reduces
to the form

T [F(1)] = [ a@*' d@®' nL,(F1Dy; F'5) RED', 1)
+0(H), (9)
where the collision kernel I, is

L(F Dy ;F'D')= - limi f d2L,12)Z,(12) 6(®,) ¢ @>)

T=

2
X E 6(-{', - -fa) 6(5I - 50:)[1/45(5&)]'
a=1 (10)
The only contribution to the integral arises from
configurations for which particles 1 and 2 are with-
in a force range of each other, and the operator
e '™ in Z . separates the particles far from each
other in the distant past. Because the kinetic en-
ergy in the infinite past equals the total initial en-
ergy H(12) (assuming short-ranged repulsive
forces), we have® at large 7

Ly(12)Z,(12) ¢(,) ¢ (B2) F(12)
=L1(12) ¢(By) ¢(Dp) €12 Z (12)£(12),

where f(12) is an arbitrary function. Then using
the translational invariance of I,(¥,9,;TD’)=1,(F,
-T';p,p’), we can show that its spatial transform
is
L& BD) ()= [ d*re ™ 1,(F5") o (5')
i BN (9142 gz x
—.1:.1111(271’) v e pk,.(lz)

xei‘rL(lZ)HTft‘E'Ll(lz)pkp(l), (11)

where
N -
Pro(le = N)= 23 8(5 - Po) e e, (12)
a=1

It is useful to express the long-time limit in Eq.
(11) in frequency language. For a Hermitian
operator O such that lim,. e’ ™f exists, we have®

lim e*°f= f ~1im O(z +O)"Yf (13)
T= oo Z2=i€
(¢ =infinitesimal positive*number). Using this in
Eq. (11), with 0= L(12) +k. p’, we note that the
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kernel breaks up into two parts, corresponding to
the two terms on the right-hand side of Eq. (13):

L(&;BD") = I 2 (&B) + 1L (k; BB). (14)
The part which we call the static term reduces to
I{(kp) = if ) k - B ¢ (H), (15)

where f(E) is the transform of the Mayer function
flr)=e® —1, Equation (15) agrees with the ex-
pected result for the static kernel, since f(7) is
the low-density direct correlation function. More
generally, 2°+%! one has

19&D) = inc (k) k- B o (D). (16)
Until now it has not been transparent that the Bo-
goliubov kernel includes a static (mean-field) term
of this kind.

The collisional part of the Bogoliubov kernel can
be written

I€0k&; D) ¢ (B) = - lim

z=i€

dld2 - .
‘é‘V—dJ(p;)(P(pz)

xPrp (12) M1(kz, 5’5 12) L1(12) p,(12),  (17)
where .
Mi(kz, B';12)= e "2 [k .3 + L(12)]
x[z+KP' +L(12)]"". (18)

The interesting part of this term is the operator
M3, which is analyzed in more detail later.

Equations (14), (15), and (17) summarize the
low-density collision kernel which is deduced from
the linearized Bogoliubov theory. We have defined
I, so that the linear transport equation reads

(z -k - P) h(&D, 2) + n(&p, t = 0)
=in [ @®51,(&; P5) h(p, 2), (19)
in terms of the Laplace transform
1B, 2)=1 [ dt &' n(ip, ). (20)

For comparison with the correlation-function ap-
proach, we recall the object analogous to k, name-
ly, the thermal average

SE -1, ¢ -1';0p") = (FFD) - ( fFDL)))
X(fEDT) - (SEBTN), (21)
where f is the local density in phase space

FEB) =20 6 - T4 () 5(D - Do) (22)

and the sum runs over the particles in the system.
S is related in a well-known way to the linear de-
viation from thermal equilibrium produced by an
external force applied before ¢ =0, andinparticular,
S(¥t;Pp’) and h(¥D, t) are described by the same
kinetic equation in (¥,P, #). In this context, the
variable B’ enters only into the initial condition and
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is not involved in the dynamics of collisions. S
satisfies a generalized Langevin equation of the
form

(z -k -B) S(kz; B5") + 5(; 55")

= [ @®*p=(kz; p) Skz; 5p'),  (23)
where Z is the memory function and § the initial
condition. Therefore, inl; should agree with the

low-density expression for . The part of interest
here in the low-density expansion of Z has the form

ZnZ, +n°Z,. (24)

The static part of Z, is the expected I, and the
less trivial collisional part has been shown by
Mazenko' to be (cf. also Ref. 23)

2P ke; ) ¢(B) = f dLd2 4 (5) ¢ (B,) ptye(12)
xM(kz,B';12) L1(12) p,,(12),  (25)
with
M,y (kz;$';12)= e[k -’ + L(12)] [z + L(12)]7,
(26)

which is to be compared with il &;$p’) ¢ (B').
We note that iI° is the zero-frequency limit of
a function which agrees Zlc’ only at k=0, so that
i{(0; D) =1im Z{*(0z; Bp”). (27)
2~i€
The discrepancy at % #0 arises from the term k -3’
in the propagator in M;, whichinturncanbe traced
tothe free-streaming operator in the definition of
Z., Eq. (5). The Bogoliubov theory is not im-
proved by elimination of that operator from the
definition, since this operator is also responsible
for the other term k-p’ in M;. One of the impor-
tant consequences of the discrepancy is that the
desireddetailed balance symmetry in the momentum
indicesbreaks downfor 2+#0. Ingeneral, one h_a.s19
= ke; B5') () = 2 (ke; 5D) ¢ (), (28)
which holds® for Z{°’ but which can be seen to fail
for I)¢’, As we note in Sec. IV, the asymmetry
has no effect on the transport coefficients and the
speed of sound through first order in the density,
but it would be expected to become more impor-
tant as % increases.
Finally, we recall that a collision kernel de-
scribes a dynamically stable system if®
[ @ d%’ g*()[Im= (ke; 5') ¢ (5)] 2 (5')= 0,
(29)
when Imz >0, with g an arbitrary function. (At
first order in the density and as -0, z- i€, this
states that the eigenvalues of the linearized Boltz-
mann collision operator are negative or zero.) It
can be shown that Eq. (29) still holds for ¢/’ and
so the asymmetry does not affect the stability of
the system.
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III. SECOND-ORDER COLLISION KERNEL

We write the ternary-collision kernel of Refs.
5and 6 in the form

T3 [F(10)] = ~ lim j d2d3L,(12)C.(12; 3)

T= o

xF(1t) F(2t) F(3t), (30)

where
C.(12;3)=2,(123) -7 (12)[Z,(13) +Z (23) - 1],
Z,(123)= g-iTL(123) em:ouam’ (31)

and L(123) is the three-particle Liouville operator.
When F is linearized and J3 arranged as a term in-
dependent of # plus linear terms, the term inde-
pendent of 7 vanishes as in the J, calculation. Thus,
if we put

Js[F(12)] = [ d°' d%’ n’L,(F,By; T'D")

xhE'P, t)+0H?), (32)

the kernel again depends spatially only on T, -1’
and works out to be, after some rearrangements
like those in Sec. II,

55) o(5)=1im i [ BL2E 11,02 py 1)

x&(B1) 6(B2) B (D) {12 2,(123) - 1D 2 (12)

x[e 1D 7 (13) +e )7z (23) - 1]} p;,(123),

(33)
where v(123)=v(12) +v(23) +v(13).

From the example of Sec. II, it is expected that
I, can be divided into static and collisional parts,
L=I%"+I5°". The static part is obtained by re-
placing all the Z.’s in Eq. (33) with unity, and after
a number of elementary manipulations the result is

I19(&p) = ic,(K) k- D ¢ (D), (39)
where
ciF)= fF) [ a' f& -F') £ F). (35)

The last quantity is the first density correction to
the direct correlation function. Therefore, the

static term has the expected form, namely, the
second-order contribution to Eq. (16).

Now we turn to the remaining portion of I,, which
is the collisional part I°’. In order to compare it
with the second-order term Zé") obtained by us
previously, ® we first recall that Z{) can be written
as the sum of two terms

Zéc)=z(c) ZB E(c) (36)
where Z{ involves genuine three-body dynamics and

= [ drf(r). (37)
In the second term on the right-hand side of Eq.
(36), the presence of the third particle merely
modifies the binary-collision rate. The rather

lengthy expression for =5 is
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- ., dld2ds3
25 (kz; BD") p (D) = f

where M, is the operator

MZ(EZ; ﬁ’; 123) = e‘BU(lZS) [E

- 2¢78°U) [T B L 1(13)+ L(2)] [z +L(13)] (z - k

C. D. BOLEY AND RASHMI C. DESAI

P’ +L(123)][z+L(123)]" -e

13

o(B1) ¢(Ba) o (Bs) Pppe (123) MKz, B'; 123) L1 (12) p,y(12), (38)

-Bv(12) [E . 13' +L(12)][z +L(12)]*
By et B [z 4 L(12)]  (39)

We attempt to break up I3 into a form similar to Eq. (36), and after some labor obtain an expression of

the form

Iz(c)= (c)

where I and I involve, respectively, three- and two-body dynamics.
These terms are given by

comes the z —i€ limit of £’ and I{$’ vanishes.

dld2d3
19(&; 58" ¢ (B )——hmif—z—v——

(c) 2311(0) (40)

We shall find that at k=0, IS be-

d(By) ¢(B3) & (Bs) 0y (123) M5 (kr, B3 123) L1(12) p,,,(12), (41)

. > g dldz iter ETY
(c)(k,pp )¢>(p')= -if(k)o® )(%) lim __‘;_ e-BHU2) Hikery (ei‘ri D1 piTL(12) _ 1)L,(12) pkp(]-z), (42)

T
and Mj is now the operator

> = 2.2,
Mé(k’l‘, 5/; 123) — Bv(lZS)(eiTL(123)+iTk P

: s irhen?
+2¢ Bv(l3)(enL(13)+z1'L(2)+1'rk D

The algebra involved in obtaining Eqs. (40)-(43) is
given in Appendix A.

The integrands of I;°) and I, have a very com-
plicated 7 dependence, owing mamly to the fact that
the 7’s do not occur in a single simple exponential,
e.g.,

eiﬂ?-ileifL(lZ)__#ei'rﬁ-il*ifL(lz)' (44)
It is not clear how such terms can generally be
written as zero-frequency limits. However, at
k=0 the difficulties can be overcome, and we find

; f dldz“%(plm(pam(ps)

IP(0;85") ¢ (B) = - 1im

g=i€

XP,'(123)M2(02, -ﬁl; 123) Ll(lz) pp(lz)!

(45)
L’(0;p") =0, (46)
where Mz(Oz,p ;123) is defined via Eq. (39) and

Py = Pop «

Thus, at k=0, z=1%€, the collision kernel is in
agreement with the second-order memory function:

il°(0;BB") = lim Z§7(02; 55"). 47)
2=i€

However, for k#0 it is apparent that I, ©) can no
longer agree with the zero-frequency limit of E(c).
The reason is essent1a11y the same as that noted
in Sec. II: Theterm ik - p in the first two exponen-
tial operators of Mz(ﬁ-r, ;123) will lead to the un-
desired term k-3’ in the denominator of the propa-
gators., Of course this point also holds for the final

-1) +e-8v(1a)(eirL(12)+ifi-§' -1)

_1)e-Bv(IZ)eiTk-plei‘rL(m). (43)

term — 28,1, in the expression (40) for I,°’.
Hence I;°’ will not satisfy the symmetry condition
(28). Again, there seems to be no obvious way of
changing the definition of the Z,’s to correct this
situation.

IV. HYDRODYNAMIC IMPLICATIONS

In this section we consider the extent to which the
conclusions of the previous two sections affect the
hydrodynamic behavior. We find that the discrep-
ancies noted earlier do not contribute to the shear
viscosity through first order in the density, and the
same reasoning applies to the thermal conductivity.
(For repulsive forces the bulk viscosity starts at
order na.) We also calculate the speed of sound
appropriate to the kinetic equation with kernel nl;
and, owing to the cancellation of effects méntioned
at the end of Sec. I, we find agreement with the
correct first-order expression. To our knowledge
this is the first calculation of the speed of sound
implied by the Bogoliubov kinetic equation. We
have not been able to evaluate all the matrix ele-
ments necessary for dealing with the second-order
kernel nl, +n%l,.

We first recall the essential points pertaining to
the first-order shear viscosity which follows from
the kinetic equation with memory function »Z,
+n222 . Only a general discussion is necessary,
since some details appeared in Ref. 3 and in any
event the final answer is well known.?*'#® Writing
N="g+nn,;+--+, we have at lowest order the stan-
dard Chapman-Enskog result. At next order it is
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necessary to consider not only the kinetic contri-

- bution to the stress tensor but also the low-density
potential contribution, so that we have 7,=7gg
+2Ngy,1, where the subscripts have the usual
meaning. The first term, which arises from com-
plete triple collisions and incomplete binary col-
lisions, is determined by the limits of Z{°’ and
25 as k-0, z—ic. Since in this limit i/{’=2 ¢’
and iI,*’=23°), the expressions for 7, will also
agree.

Our interest focuses on the collisional-transfer
term 7gy 1, which depends on E{” through terms
of first order in k, again as z—~¢€. Specifically,
the contribution of first-order terms in Z{° in-
volves the quantity

Tisi(p))=1im 7 [@rpizsm, )

::ioe

which determines the long-wavelength low-fre-

quency limit of the low-density stress tensor [IT: is

taken in the 3-direction, and the order of the

limits in Eq. (48) is immaterial]. From Eq. (25)

it can be seen that

N Cordld2 .-
T13,1(p") p(p) = - lim | == ®(By) ¢(Bs) ppr(12)
z=i€
XMl('OZ, 5’,’ 12) RIS(FI —-fz), (49)
with
7\“ ('f.) =-2 Y% E”_(Z) . (50)

v ar

Thus, the first-order shear viscosity implied by
the kinetic equation with kernel nl, +n?l, agrees
with the above formulation if the corresponding
T,3,; agrees with Eq. (49). But this is now im-
mediate, since we obtain an expression identical
to Eq. (49) except that the operator M, is replaced
by M;, and since M,=M; when =0. Thus the im-
proper % dependence of nl,, which occurs in M{,
does not contribute to 7,, and the shear viscosities
agree at first order.

The speed of sound C is defined by its appearance
in the propagating hydrodynamic mode of the dis-
persion relation. It has been shown!® how the
modes as well as the density-density correlation
function can be calculated directly from the memory
function. We cite only the points necessary for our
discussion and refer the reader to Ref. 19 for the
complete formulation. One deals with the 3x3
matrix G,w(iz) which gives, apart from a k-depen-
dent factor, the correlations among the density,
the longitudinal momentum density, and the kinetic-
energy density. It satisfies an equation of the form

[Z 6‘”—9“0(-’1{2)]Gw(§2)=5uv (51) )

and © can be expressed in terms of Z. I the total
energy density rather than the kinetic-energy den-
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sity had been used, © would be essentially the
hydrodynamic matrix which has been discussed
earlier®” at small » and z. The dispersion relation
is determined by det|z — Q(kz)| =0, and to identify
C we need Q through first order in %, z.

When we specialize to the kinetic equation with
the Bogoliubov kernel nl;, this equation takes the
form det|z — Q)| =0, in which 27 is independent
of z because of the nature of the collision kernel.
It is shown in Appendix B that to lowest order in
k, 2% has the form

QL &)= (k/VB) QL 1 ++ -, (52)
.in,l
0 1 0
= 1-#n£0) 0 G2 (1 +nay) |,
0 &)Y2(1+na;~-nay) 0

(53)
with @, and oj as defined by Eqgs. (B6) and (B8),
respectively. It is important to note that o, and aj
occur in the density expansion of certain thermo-
dynamic quantities. Thus, we have

9
<£>n=nk3(1 +00 +e o) (54)
and the specific heat at constant volume is
c,=Shp(l+nag+.--). (55)

The matrix @5, , differs in two ways from the pre-
diction of the correct low-density theory.? The lat-
ter matrix has an element Qg ,(kz)= - zna} VB/k
[which is absent in Eq. (53) since the limit z - i€

is contained in the Bogoliubov kernel], and it also
has

Q23,1=Qsz,1=(§)1/2(1 +10ay). (56)

The anomalous contribution to 952,1 arises from the
part of the Bogoliubov collision kernel which is not
symmetric in p —p’.

Thus the Bogoliubov matrix 22, ; agrees with the
complete low-density result only when a;=0. From
Eq. (B8) it follows that the only monotonically re-
pulsive force law for which @;=0 is the hard-
sphere potential (the specific heat is then 2k at all
densities). We note that the low-density memory
function for this system has been shown to be inde-
pendent of frequency. 2

To obtain the dispersion relation implied by Qﬁu, 1s
we set z2=C2%E? and find

BC%=1-nf(0)+2(1 +na, -nay) (1 +na,)

=1-nf(0)+2[1+n(2a;, — a})] +00?). (57)

The other root z=0 corresponds to heat diffusion.
In the conventional hydrodynamic formulation, C is
supposed to be the adiabatic speed of sound C,
=[(8p/dn)s]'/?, which after some manipulation of
thermodynamic derivatives can be written
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a_ofo) ,ka [_1_ 22)
ﬁco_ﬁ<an>'p+c,, [nks <8T,,

At low densities this becomes

]z (58)

BC2=1-nf(0)+2(1 +nay)?/(1 +nal), (59)

where we have used Egs. (54) and (55) and the com-
pressibility relation B(8p/9n)r=1-nc(0). Through
first order in the density, this agrees with the re-
sult BC2 obtained from the Bogoliubov collision
kernel. When the Mazenko memory function is
used, the result is? precisely Eq. (59), with the
term no; arising from the frequency dependence

H 55 05 = tim (L2292 [1,(12),,1216(5) 0(5) 6 (5)Q,(128) pl(1.23),

Te

where
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in 2{¢’, With the Bogoliubov kernel nI, this contri-
bution is dropped but then regained by virtue of the
anomalous %k dependence. Thus a cancellation of
errors occurs in the expression for the speed of
sound.

APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF EQS. (40)-(43)

The collisional part I,°’(k; 3p’) (@) is defined as
the difference between Eq. (33) and this expression
with the Z,’s replaced by unity. It is convenient to
interchange particles 1 and 2 within the integrand
and then to take half the sum of the two expres-
sions for I,°’, with the result

(A1)

Q‘r(123)= e—Bv(lZS)ZT(l 23) - ze—ﬂv(IZ)ZT(lz)e-Bv( 13)27(13)

— 2e7602) 7 (19) g B13) _ gp-tu(12)-80(13)5 (1 3) +e-su(1z>21(1 2) (A2)

and Z,=Z,-1. We separate this into three terms
by taking @.(123) p:,,(123)= Po+Pp+P,, With

P, =€) Z.(123) pj,r(123) = 2¢12) Z (12) p,.(1)
-2¢[Z,(12) +1] e Z,(13) p},.(13), (A3)
Py= Ze"’”“z’Z,(IZ) o~Bv(13 )p:p'(3), (A4)
Pp=~ Ze'B”(IZ)ZT(IZ) e"s"“s)p:p,(Z)
- 2790 Z,(12)7 (13) oy, (1)
l

> oy oy .. . [(d1d2d3
Igff)(k;pp ) (p')=1lim Zf——z—v——

T

with

[L1(12) ppy(12)] & (B1) ¢(B2) B(B3) B

[

+e™9 7 (12)p%,.(123), (A5)
and the corresponding contributions to the collision
kernel are denoted by I, = 1,9 + IO + 100, Al-
though this separation may appear arbitrary, it
leads directly to Eqs. (40)-(43). We can verify
without difficulty that I,°’ = - 28, I*’, and we proceed
to I, and I,¢.
First, one can write

(A6)

ba = [e-ev(123)(e-i1'l.(123)+i1-k-p’ - 1) - e-Bv(la)(e—irL(12)-irL(3)+iﬂ°n' - 1)] p:,,(123)

- 1 -i F3 - - 2 ‘.", *
-2 Bv( Z)e rrL(lZ)ez‘rL(l)e Bv(13)(e iTL(13)+itkep’ _ l)pkp'(13); (A7)

and the operator__e"”“” above can be replaced with
exp(- 1), - Vg+itk - B, ). This last fact is seen by
noting that

(§1+§,’3 _ z’f() e-BYUI3) (gmiTL (13)ritkep _ 1)p,’:,,,(13) =0,
(A8)

which holds because the only spatial dependence in
(A8) not of the form T, - F3 occurs in py,.(13).
When p, is eventually integrated over F; and other
coordinates to give Iy, the operator exp(—7D; -V,
+i7k - ;) becomes ei™%1, Also the last factor in
Eq. (A7) can be written

(gL (BirED" _ 1) pfy(13)

= (e iTLUS-TL@)riTEep _ 1) pf,e(123). (A9)
After putting this information together, we integrate
Eq. (A6) by parts with respect to the operators in
P, and thereby obtain the expressions in the text,
Eqs. (41) and (43).

Similarly, in the expression for I’ we can in-
tegrate over the coordinates of the third particle,
and we obtain the desired Eq. (42).

APPENDIX B: DERIVATION OF EQ. (53)

In this Appendix, we indicate the calculation of
Q,, appropriate to the Bogoliubov collision kernel.
To first order in &, the matrix €, and the following
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w,y are the same:
wu®)=[ dpd’’ g, (D) [k-Bo(F-5")
+inly (& 55')] ¢ (B")2, (B,
where the functions g, are
&1(P)=1, ga(B)=ps, gs(D)=(Bp*-3)/V6. (B2)

In order to see the origins of certain terms in the
final result, we split Il‘” into two parts, the first
agreeing with the low-frequency limit of the Mazen-
ko memory function, and the second giving the re-
mainder (asymmetric in p—p’)

(B1)

ufc)(ﬁ;ﬁﬁ')=nr;mc’(fu;ﬁﬁ')+a1‘2><i;5§'), (B3)
Z= i€

with
3
@iy o omn s e taa (LY [ 3142 - snaz
il (k; Bp’) (D) = Erf:k p (zn)f o7 ¢
xp,(12) L(12)[2z +L(12)]2

XL1(12)p,(12)+O(F%). (B4)

Similarly, we can write wm,=w$’+wf,2,,’, corre-

sponding to matrix elements of k-ps(d-9')
+nZ,(k, i€; Bp’) and inl,2(k; Bp’), respectively.
The matrix o, has been calculated to first or-
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der in % and z by Mazenko, 2and taking z- i€ in his
result we obtain

o= 7
0 1 0
x| 1-nf(0) 0 @)1 +nay) |,
0 )3 (1+na,) 0
(B5)
where
a=-% [d% e u@) T Julr)

B6)

and #(7)=Bv(»). Turning to w?), we can show that

all the elements except one vanish because of the

symmetry properties of the integrands. The non-
zero element works out to be

w3 = —nk(2/38)"2 aj, (B7)
where

aj=% f d*r e [ul)?. (B8)

The method of calculation is very similar to an
example worked out in Ref. 2. Thus, in the nota-
tion of Eq. (52), we finally have

(&/VB)QL, 1=wiy +w?) . (B9)
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