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A new method is presented for solving the space-independent Boltzmann-Enskog equation
describing the motions of a heavy tagged particle (A4) in the medium of light bath particles (B). It is
shown how in the case of inverse-power-law repulsive interactions the transport equation can be
transformed into a set of partial differential equations which are then solved successively to give the
conditional average of an arbitrary physical quantity as a power series in the mass ratio
Q~'=mp/(m4+mg). The method is explicitly developed to first order in ~!, which shows the ef-
fects of fluctuations, and in the linear noise approximation the time-dependent distribution function
itself is obtained. The velocity autocorrelation function of a tagged particle is evaluated to order
Q2 where one finds corrections to a single exponential decay.

I. INTRODUCTION

Fluctuations in a many-body system can be described
by transport equations of which the linearized
Boltzmann-Enskog equation is a well-known member.!?
In such a description the effects of interparticle collisions
are treated in terms of a collision kernel whose explicit
form depends on the interaction potential specified for the
particles. The complexity of analyzing the transport
equation largely depends on the complexity of the kernel.

There has been considerable interest in using transport
equations to study equilibrium fluctuations. Time corre-
lation functions describing the dynamical properties of a
system in thermal equilibrium can be calculated as certain
initial-value solutions.®> Nonequilibrium fluctuations can
be studied even more naturally, since they are given by
solutions which are not averaged over an initial equilibri-
um distribution. In either problem the difficulty of ob-
taining solutions generally lies in the analysis of the col-
lision kernel, and approximations developed for one type
of calculation often are applicable as well to the other.

The use of the linearized Boltzmann-Enskog equation
to study equilibrium fluctuations has been carried out
most extensively in the case of a hard-sphere interac-
tion.>* With the possible exception of the Maxwell in-
teraction (repulsive force « 1/r°), there exists little discus-
sion of direct solutions of the transport equation for con-
tinuous potentials. The method of kinetic models has
been found to be quite effective in calculating time corre-
lation functions;’ however, it does not appear to be suit-
able for the study of nonequilibrium fluctuations.

In this work we consider the Boltzmann-Enskog equa-
tion description of the motions of a heavy tagged particle
moving in a medium of light bath particles. We develop a
method of solving the transport equation in the spatially
uniform case for inverse power repulsive interactions be-
tween the tagged and bath particles. This method, which
involves an expansion in a mass ratio parameter, allows
one to investigate the explicit effects of an interaction po-
tential, in contrast to other methods of describing tagged-
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particle motions, such as the Fokker-Planck or the
Langevin equation, which involve phenomenological con-
stants like the friction coefficients.®

It is well known that the Boltzmann-Enskog equation,
regarded as a special case of a master equation, has two
equivalent forms, called the forward and backward forms
of the master equation.””® Van Kampen’® and later Kubo
et al.'® have used the forward form to derive a Fokker-
Planck equation with time-dependent mean and variance.
The backward form has been used to calculate arbitrary
conditional averages in powers of a mass ratio parame-
ter.5!! This analysis is applicable whenever the transition
probability W (x—x’) is only a function of scalar quanti-
ties x and x’. In this paper we, generalize the method to
the case where the transition probability W(V—V’) is
only a function of the tagged-particle speeds v,v’ and the
angle between V and V'.

In Sec. II we begin with the backward form of the
Boltzmann-Enskog equation and derive a system of par-
tial differential equations whose solutions are the coeffi-
cients of expansion of an arbitrary conditional average in
powers of mp/(m,4-+mp), where m, and mp are the
masses of the tagged and bath particles, respectively. The
equations can be solved successively with each equation
depending on the solution to the preceding equation, and
in place of W the equations involve only certain moments
of W which are still velocity dependent. In Sec. III the
first two members of the system of equations are
analyzed. We show that the first equation describes only
the macroscopic motion with no fluctuations. The second
equation gives a correction to the macroscopic motion,
fluctuations are now expressed in terms of a covariance
matrix. We also show that in the linear noise approxima-
tion the distribution function can be explicitly determined.
Section IV presents an analysis of the transition probabili-
ty where for inverse-power-law repulsive interactions W is
shown to have the desired property mentioned above.
Another result is that all the moments of W appearing in
the system of differential equations can be expressed in
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terms of confluent hypergeometric functions. In Sec. V
we study the velocity autocorrelation function as an exam-
ple of calculation of equilibrium fluctuations. It is found
that the correlation function does not follow a single ex-
ponential decay. A number of concluding remarks are
given in Sec. VI.

II. METHOD FOR SOLVING

THE BOLTZMANN-ENSKOG

TRANSPORT EQUATION

We consider a tagged particle, mass m, and diameter
o 4, moving in the field of bath particles, mass mp and di-
ameter og. The system is assumed to be spatially uni-
form. Let h(Vt |V, be the conditional probability that
particle 4 has velocity V at time ¢ given that at t=0 its
velocity was V. If the density of bath particles B is not
too high, then h(Vt | V() satisfies the Boltzmann-Enskog
equation!?13

Ah(¥Vt| V)
Qh(¥t|¥o) Vat' YO | Po(VIk (Tt | o)

= [d*,Wo(F 1>Vt |Fo)  2.1)

with initial condition
h(Vt=0|7,)=8(V—-7,). (2.2)
In (2.1) Wq(Vo—V)) is the transition probability per

unit time that particle A will change in velocity vV, to Vv,
upon collision with particle B, and

Po(Vo)= [d* Wo(o—7)) 2.3)

is the collision frequency. Here W, and Pq are space
and time independent; the subscript Q denotes an explicit
dependence on the mass ratio (see Sec. IV).

In the terminology of Markov processes,'*!® (2.1) can
be regarded as the forward master equation for the time
distribution function h(Vt | V(). It is well known™® that
there exists a corresponding backward master equation of
the form

dh(Vt| Vo)
BRIV | b (Fh(Tt|To)
ot

= [ &>, Wo(TosVDR(TE| V) . (24)

Notice that the loss term is written as Pqo(Vo)h(V? | Vo).
One is usually interested in the time-dependent condition-
al average

X(Vo,t)={f(¥)| Vo),
= [d% (D (32| Vo) , 2.5
where
X (Vo, t=0)=f(Vy) . (2.6
Using (2.4) one can therefore calculate X (Vo,t)‘ by solving

OX(Vo,t)

3t +PQ(V0)X(V0,I)

= [d%, Wo(FoTOX(F1)  2.7)

with (2.6) as the initial condition.

Our approach to the solution of (2.7) is to consider the
expansion of X(Vg,t) in powers of the mass ratio

mp
Q= (2.8)
my +m B

We first make use of the fact that for all purely repulsive
interaction potentials the transition probability W can be
written in the form

Wo(Vo— V) =F(Q)Q W[V, QTVo—V))] , 2.9)

where on the right-hand side (rhs) of (2.9) the dependence
on Q appears explicitly. This will be shown in Sec. IV
where an expression for F(Q) is given.

If we now expand X(V,?) in the integrand of (2.7) into a
Taylor series about V=7V, the dependence of (2.7) on the
parameter () then appears explicitly,

A(Fot) & F(Q) 1

2y Dy
ot —k§1 Qk k!L X(Vo,t),

(2.10)

where the Q-independent differential operator L™ is de-
fined by

3 |
y

Vo

LW= [d% W[V,,7] (2.11)

It should be noted that the integration with respect to ¥
can be carried out analytically if one introduces the jump
moments a, ;(vo) [see (A7)—(A9)]. Equation (2.10) can
be simplified further by introducing a new time scale

L_FQ),

Q (2.12)

so that
X(Vo,) =X(Vo,7) . (2.13)

We will henceforth suppress the tilde. With the aid of Eq.
(A7) we then obtain instead of (2.10)

X (Vo,7) /
_““—"9_"“1,0(”0) a — X(Vo,T)
or Vo
= 2‘” 11 L%X(Vor), (2.14)
=, k-1 k! ’

where @ is the unit vector of Vj and a; (vg) is the jump
moment defined in (A5).

The reason for the particular time scaling (2.12) be-
comes more clear if we interpret (2.14) as follows. The
time evolution of an arbitrary conditional average X (e.g.,
the mean velocity or the mean energy of a tagged particle)
has been separated into two parts, namely, the left-hand
side (lhs) of (2.14) which is independent of Q) and contains
only first-order derivatives with respect to 7 and V,, and
the rhs of (2.14) which depends on ) and contains only
second- and higher-order derivatives with respect to V.

In the limit Q— o0 (2.14) reduces to

AKVo1) _, (wo) [z-i ]X(VO,T)=O
or v,

(2.15)



which describes the deterministic motion of the particle
since it is a homogeneous first-order partial differential
equation (see also Appendix C). For finite values of Q
one has to include the rhs of (2.14) which is responsible
for fluctuations (see Sec. III). ,
In order to solve (2.14) we separate the conditional aver-
age X into a nonfluctuating part X, and fluctuating parts
X; (I >1) and write
X=Xo+2%xl . (2.16)
=10
Inserting this into (2.14) and collecting terms of the same
order in Q™! we obtain a system of partial differential
equations for X;(V,,7),

X o(Vo, X o(Vo,T)
AKlVor) _, wora- Vo) 2.17)
or 8“70
aX](Vo,T) — aXI(Vo,T) —
or —al,o(vo)a —a_‘_;o——-—‘=H1(V0,T) (2.18)
with

141
H(or)=3 —kl—,L“"x,H_,,(-v*o,T), Is1. (.19
k=2"™"

The initial cqnditions, which are independent of Q, are
Xo(Vo, 7=0)=f(V,) , (2.20)
X1(¥o, 7=0)=0, I>1. (2.21)

We see that H; depends on Xy, k <I; therefore, the equa-
tions can be solved successively, starting at the lowest or-
der.

To solve the partial differential equations (2.17) and
(2.18) we can either use the standard methods of charac-
teristics'® or more simply apply a theorem which is dis-
cussed in detail in Appendix C. In our ;Zz}rticular case this

theorem can be stated as follows. Let V(¥V,,7) be a solu-
tion of '

— —

‘;—‘Z=a1,o( V)% (2.22)
subject to the initial condition

V(Fo, 7=0)=7, (2.23)
then %(Vo,'r) also satisfies

E—ng—’ﬁ —ay (vo) E'—av_o V(¥or=0. (2.24)

Comparing (2.24) with (2.17) and (2.18) one can verify
that the solutions of these equations subject to the initial
conditions (2.20) and (2.21) are given by

Xo(Vo,7)=f(V (V7)) , (2.25)
Xi(Vor)= [ds HUV (Vor—s),s), I>1. (226

Thus, one can first solve the macroscopic equation (2.22)
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for V(Vy,7) and then obtain X, by replacing V, by

V(Vo,7) in the argument of the known function f. For X;
one has to evaluate the integral of Hj, as defined in (2.19)
with ¥, replaced by V(Vg,7—s).

At this point we already see the significance of the
macroscopic equation (2.22). In the limit Q— o the
motion of the tagged particle is completely determined by
Xo which only involves the solution of (2.22). Fluctua-
tions which are described by X; (I > 1) are of order Q!
(see also Sec. III) and vanish for Q— . We therefore
can regard (2.22) as the macroscopic, deterministic equa-
tion of the system describing the motion of the tagged
particle when fluctuations become negligible. The jump
moment a; (v) is completely determined by the micro-
scopic binary interaction potential (see Sec. IV and Ap-
pendix A) and gives rise to a nonlinear, macroscopic
damping. Only in the case for a Maxwell-interaction po-
tential the friction coefficient a,o(¥7)/¥ is a velocity-
independent constant and can be calculated with the aid
of (4.15) and (4.17).

III. THE LINEAR NOISE APPROXIMATION

In this section we will derive an explicit expression for
X1(Vo,7) and show how in the linear noise approximation
one can obtain h(Vt | V) as a Gaussian distribution with
time-dependent mean and variance.

We first observe that (2.22) can be simplified on ac-
count of a;, o being only a function of the magnitude of V.

We can set V=V 4, so it is only necessary to solve

dv

F=a1,o( V) (3.1)
with ¥(r=0)=v,. Also, (2.24) becomes

dv dv :

dr ~a1,0(vo)dv0 =0. (32)

Comparing (3.1) and (3.2) allows us to express the v,
derivative of ¥ in terms of the moment a, o,

4y _ V) (3.3)

dvo al,o(vo)
We will see in the following that such a relation is very
useful.

According to the method just developed the evaluation
of Xo(Vo,7) requires the solution of (3.1) which, in general,
can be carried out by quadrature. Once ¥ is known, X, is
obtained from (2.25). Since X, is the leading term in the
series expression of X(Vy,7), we see that in the limit of
large mass ratio Q, X(¥V,,7) is essentially determined by
(3.1) involving only the first moment a; o of Wg. In or-
der to study the motion of the particle for finite O we
have to include higher-order terms X; (I > 1) of our series
expansion (2.16).

To evaluate X,(Vo,7) using (2.26) we need to find H,
from (2.19). This gives
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HI(VO,T)=

where we have introduced index notation, {y;}
3, =0/0dv;, and the Einstein summation convention. In
the differentiation of X, one has

1L Dx(Vo7)

_';'fdsy WV, ¥ iy;j0:0;Xo(Vo,7) ,
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0 V
8Xo=3if (V)= L2 (3.5)

(3.4) av o
=Y, so we can replace the v, derivation of ¥ by the moments

a0 as given in (3.3). Carrying out the indicated opera-
tion in (3.4) we obtain (see Appendix A)

J

H((Vo,7)= pr—
RO 2 aver,

1 3%(V)

o2 o 7) 1 [ 71 71
axar | =By 1(wo)+ 5 | — | Baalvo) | — 18k |— | Baalvo)
aji o(vg) 3 |vo
ao? Barvo) [aroP) 7
18, (00) LT 1o (P —a glvg)]— 2220l | 268DV (3.6)
a3 o(vo) 3vg aolvg)  vg

where the prime denotes derivative with respect to the ar-
gument and the various moments are defined in (AS5) and
(A10).

It can be seen from (3.6) that the 7 dependence enters
only through the solution V(vo,7) to (3.1). This means

that we can write H(Vo,7)=H;[V,v,] using square
brackets if H; or any_»other function is expressed by the
independent variable V and v, instead of V, and 7. It is
then easy to show that the general expression for X; as
given in (2.26) can be replaced by

V Hl[V,J’]

3.7
() (3.7

X(Vor)= [, dy

which shows that in general X, can be evaluated by quad-

rature once V(7) is known. Using (3.7) and (3.6) one ob-
tains

= o BV V)
X1[V,Uo]—2Ak1[V,Uo]aVkaVl +olV,volax——— o7,
(3.8)
where
Al V,vol=ara;0%[ V,v0]—(axa;— +8,)T[V,v0] ,
(3.9)
T _
_ 7. | ageV) 2 Booy) |V
AP wol= [ Ty | % _ 2P (7
V0ol fuoy aio(y)Bz,x(y) 3 @)
(3.10)
_ 7. | Ba2(y)
F[V,Uo]—-—fuody ao) |y , (3.11)
(V)B,1(y) —
BV v01= [, dy ‘““’—(32)‘—y[ i ol 7) —att o]
,0 X
= 200 YL N 4 (3.12)
3yayoy) | aoy) ¥

Notice that in (3.8) the dependence on f is explicit, and
the quantities A4;; and ¢ only need be evaluated once for a
given interaction potential.

Applying the same procedure successively, this method
of reduction can be carried out to higher order X;[ V,v,]
so that the entire calculation then involves solving (3.1)
for _’I_/(vo,‘r) and using the explicit expressions for
X[ V,v0] with k <! in order to obtain X;[ V,v,].

We now show that X is needed to describe fluctuations.
Since the average of f is

()| Fo0),=X[V, o]

= 1 = 1
=f(V)+ EXI[V;UO]+O [—(—2-2— ] (3.13)

we find the mean square deviation to be
(FHI) Vo) r—(f(¥)| Vo)i

_1.9f of

1
+0 . (a4
Q o7, a7, ¥ lnz ]

This shows that fluctuations enter at order Q! and they
depend on Ay. The trace of Ay, given by o2, describes
the mean square velocity deviation, while ¢ gives a correc-

tion to the macroscopic motion V() of the tagged parti-
cle which has its origin in the nonlinearity of the moment
ay o [see (3.12)].

An interesting property of the covariance matrix Ay
can be derived by considering the limit 7— . From

(3.10) and (3.11) we obtain using the explicit expressions
for the moments a,, ; (see Sec. IV)
ap,2(0)
lim [(7)= lim 02(7)= — —>—— . (3.15)
T— 0 T—> 00 2a1,0(0)

Inserting (3.15) into (3.9) we find that the covariance ma-
trix Ay becomes diagonal for long times. It is
worthwhile to compare this result with the analysis of
Brownian motion based on either the Langevin equation
or the Fokker-Planck equation.® There one assumes
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a,0=—PBYV and ag,=7 and all other moments vanish.
For large Q these assumptions are equivalent to assuming
v/vE<«<1 and expandmg the moments «a;, 9 and ag,
cf. (4.15) and (4.17), in a Taylor series in v /vy. In doing
this we obtain explicit expressmns for B and ¥, namely,
B=—a},(0) and y = —3(vf)%a} ((0).

In either case (3.1), (3.10) and (3.11) give

—

V=ve*f, (3.16)
o= —7’—(1 e—28r) (3.17)
28
and Ay is diagonal for all times,
Akl=_l_(1_e—2ﬂf)5kl . (3.18)

68

In contrast we have shown here that when the details of
interatomic interactions are considered the covariance ma-
trix is diagonal only at long times.

Thus far we have been concerned with a phys1ca1 prop-
erty f(V), averaged over the distribution function
h(Vt |V¢. We now show that in the linear noise approxi-
mation A (Vt |V, can be determined. We begin by con-
sidering the charactenstlc function defined as the Fourier
transform

X(#,Vo,0)= [d% ! TV h(I1 | Vo) (3.19)
with
X(H, Vot =0)=e' " 'O (3.20)

One can imagine that this quantity also can be given a
power-series expression in Q~1. However, in view of
(3.20) it would be more natural to write!®

— (R, V)
X(R,Vo,t)=e? 70

2 al;qk(ﬁ,VO,t)
k=0

=exp (3.21)

The coefficients g; can be found as follows. Divide (2.14)
by X to obtain an equatlon for aq /3t. Then expanding ¢
in a power series in Q! and using the time scaling rela-
tion (2.12) we arrive at the same set of equations for g; as
given in (2.17) and (2.18), with the only differences being
the functions H; now replaced by more involved functions
HY, and the initial conditions (2.20) and (2.21) replaced by

(3.22)
(3.23)

In the linear noise approximation only g, and g, are re-
tained in (3.21). For H7 one has

qo(ﬁ,Vo, T=0)=I(K'V0) ,

q(1,Vo, 7=0)=0, I>1.

7(V0,T) _L(Z)q (n VO’T)
+5l 1 —qo(T,Vo,7)ILPgo(T,Vo,7) .
(3.24)

To proceed to find q; one can follow the procedure out-
lined in Secs. II and III. However, one can take advan-
tage of the common structure of (3.24) and (3.4), and ob-

tain the effect of operating with the L® operator by in-
spection of (3.8), which holds for any arbitrary function f.
With either approach one obtains the same results:

(3.25)
(3.26)

go(®,Vo,7)=i(R"V),

q1(#,Vo,7)=— 7 HAT+i(3-T)¢ ,
where V is again the solution of the macroscopic equation
(3.1), and the covariance matrix 4 and function ¢ have
been given previously in (3.9) and (3.12). Inserting these
results into (3.21) gives

X(T,Vo,7) =exp —-z%ﬁ’éﬁ’+i(ﬁ B |, (3.27)
where
B=V4 iagb (3.28)

is the mean velocity of the tagged particle correct to order

Q. The inverse transform can be carried out,
3/2
h(¥7|Vo)= |-= /(detz_ﬂ“’2
X exp —%—(v_‘ﬁ)A—l(v_'B’) (3.29)
with
z'=2 |a, l% ——(aka,——;-Skl)].
(3.30)

So the distribution function is a multivariate Gaussian in
the linear noise approximation.

The corresponding result based on the Langevin equa-
tion or Fokker-Planck equation is well known. We have
already shown that Ay, and therefore also Ay !, is diago-
nal for all times [cf. (3.18)]. If we now relate the con-
stants ¥ and B to the thermal speed according to the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem,

2
o, (1)
= 1
Jim (571 90) =t %5
kT
=Y _
280 =3 ma (3.31)
then using (3.16) and (3.18) we find
3/2
(V7| Vo) = e
0 2k T(1—e ~%6T)
Xexp | — ma(V—Voe (3.32)

2kpT(1—e—2P7)

a result originally derived by Chandrasekhar.® Thus
(3.29) is a generalization of (3.32) in the sense of taking
into account details of interatomic collisions and
velocity-dependent friction effects. According to (3.29)
the surface of constant probability in the coordinate sys-
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tem fixed on the macroscopic velocity, R’:V——ﬁ, is in
general an ellipsoid. One can show using (3.30) that 4 is
an eigenvector of A~! with eigenvalue A=3(302
—2IN~!>0, and two eigenvectors perpendicular to @
with degenerate eigenvalues A,=A;=3/I"." By compar-
ison the surface according to (3.32) is a sphere. One can
point out still another generalization. That is, (3.29) is the
three-dimensional analog of the Green’s-function solution
to the one-dimensional Fokker-Planck equation with
time-dependent coefficients.®!* Finally, we want to men-
tion that averaging (3.32) . over the angle
0=cos~'[(V,'V,)/vov;] yields the distribution function
for the energy relaxation of a heavy particle, a result that
is identical to that obtained by Anderson and Shuler!” us-
ing a different derivation. One can perform the same
average on (3.29) and thus obtain a more general expres-
sion for the distribution function describing energy relaxa-
tion.

IV. JUMP MOMENTS FOR 1/r* POTENTIALS

In Sec. II we made use of a particular dependence of
the transition probability Wq(Vo— V) on the mass ratio
parameter Q [cf. (2.9)] in order to cast the transport equa-
tion into a set of partial differential equations of first or-
der. In this section we will prove that for all purely repul-
sive 1/r" potentials this dependence appears naturally if
one chooses Q! to be mp/(m +mpg). Furthermore, we
will show that all the jump moments a,; can be ex-
pressed in terms of a confluent hypergeometric function.

We first observe that the transition probability can be
written in the following way:

J doWa(Fo—70)p(V0)

= [np| 91—V | fEw)@(Fo)bdbded?, , (@4.1)

where @(V) is an arbitrary function, b and € denote the
collision variables, (v, V) are the velocities of the collid-
ing particles before the collision, and primed quantities
are the post-collision velocities. Furthermore, ng is the
number density of bath particles B and

v?

Fow)=(Vmf)exp | — —55
(UT)

, (4.2)

with (v2)>=2kp T /myp, is the Maxwell-Boltzmann veloci-
ty distribution. In the rhs of (4.1) one calculates the aver-
age of @ with the aid of Boltzmann’s Stosszahlenansatz
where V, has to be expressed in terms of Vy,V; and the
collision variables ( b,€), while in the lhs of (4., 1) a variable
transformation has been performed so that V, now serves
as an integration variable. Since the explicit expression
for Wq(Vo—> V) is rather involved,'>!® we will proceed
with the rhs of (4.1) in calculating the jump moments.
Let us choose for @(V ) in (4.1)

(4.3)

where g =V;— V) is the relative velocity and Q is given in

(2.8) and d is an arbitrary vector. Equation (4.1) then
reads

J deWo@FomT (T o—o)d]"

—2/v
1 my o
o | o np [dggGrfE(|E4+V0]) ©44)
with
G,= [[(E—g")-d]"bdbde
m —2/v
- TA N 4.5)

The functions G, do not depend on Q (see Appendix B).
Inserting (2.9) into the lhs of (4.4) and then comparing
both sides we can identify F({) as

—2/v
my
F(Q)= l—ﬂ_ ng (4.6)
and
[ &%y WV, 315-dV= [dggGrfE(|E+7,]) .

4.7)

To evaluate (4.7) we introduce the Legendre coefficients
of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution (see also Appen-
dix A)

1
B,(vo.g)=2mg’ [_dEP.(OFSIE+Vo) @48
with £= (V- g)/veg, and the moments
Yni= [, :dg g*+"B,(vo,8) - 4.9)

Using the expression for G, given in (B14) and the corre-

sponding relation to (A6)

J P FEUE+70|)g*Pu(E-d /g
=7n,k—n(U0)P"(Vo‘H/Uod) 4.10)

we find
J d’%gGrfE1E+7ol) .
n -
=d”2ak,"'yk,,,_k+ﬂpk(Vo‘d/Uod) 5 (411)
k=0

where the index pu depends on the potential index v
through

p=1—4/v. 4.12)

Now we want to relate v, x to the jump moments a, z.
Expand (¥-d)" in (4.7) in Legendre polynomials,

n

n
= 2 bk,nPk
k=0

y-d

4.13
vd (4.13)

yd
yd

with b2k,?.s'+1 =b2k+1,2s=0' Inserting this into the lhs of
(4.7) and using (A6) we obtain
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[ d% wiv,,713-d)

-

Vo'd

n
::d"z bk,,,ak,,,_kPk —_— (414)
k=0 Uod
If we compare (4.14) and (4.11) we find
“r 4.15)

Apk—n= Yok—n+p -
bn,k

It remains to show that all the moments 7, ; can be ex-
pressed in terms of a confluent hypergeometric function.
We begin by noting that

2 __L 172
B,(vo,8)= —=(—1)"
. (V0,8) v%'( ) o y
(22 -
xe KO a(2x0y) (4.16)

where xq=v,/v2, y =g /vE, and use has been made of the
integral expression” of the modified Bessel function
I, ., ,2(x). Putting this into (4.9) and using an integral
formula derived by Kummer?® we get

T(n++(s +3))

ns(Vo)= (W2 +5(—1)"x 2
Yn,s\Vo T 0 I‘(n+%)

X\ Fi(—3s,n+5,—x3) , 4.17)

where F,(a,b,x) is the confluent hypergeometric func-
tion. When this is combined with (4.15) we see that all
the moments a,i(xo) are proportional to
X3 Fi(—(k +p)/2,n +3,—x3)]. Note that for evaluat-
ing (4.14) we need only the moments a, ; for k even. In
this case the a, x moments for a Maxwell potential (u=0)
reduce to a polynomial in x,, while for a hard-sphere po-
tential (/,l,z--2 1) they can be expressed in the form
S 4,x8e 04+ 3 B,xlerf(xy). For all other cases
(O<p <1) integral representations and recurrence rela-
tions!*?° can be used to evaluate the confluent hyper-
geometric function.

V. EQUILIBRIUM FLUCTUATIONS

In Sec. II we have developed a method of calculating an
arbitrary conditional average X(¥,,7) in powers of Q1.
The method is applicable to time correlation functions
which describe the various fluctuations occurring in an
equilibrium system. Such a quantity could be the auto-
correlation function (X(¥o,7=0)X(V(,7))eq, Where the
brackets { ). denote an average over the equilibrium dis-
tribution function of (2.1), the Maxwell-Boltzmann distri-
bution f§(¥,). In this section we will confine our discus-
sion to the calculation of the velocity autocorrelation
function. This is a central quantity in any study of dif-
fusion processes; it also appears in the determination of
the intermediate scattering function F;(Q,?) for neutron
and laser scattering within the Gaussian approximation.

We choose the initial condition (2.6) to be f(¥Vy)=V,

and define
¢ (3,7 =(V|Vo)r

as the time-dependent velocity of the tagged particle. Re-
placing in our general expression (3.13) the function f (V)
by V we immediately obtain for the Q expansion of ¢ up
to order Q!

(5.1

§Tom=3 27 8i(Vor)
1=0

=7 +0 , (5.2)

7+ 970l

1
QZ
where again @ is the unit vector of V,, ¥ is the solution of
(3.1), and ¢ is given in (3.12). In order to calculate
the velocity autocorrelation function (VAF)

(J(Vo,f)g(VO,O))eq we have to keep in mind that the
equilibrium distribution of (2.1) is given by
1 (Q—1)>2

fe“(v)=_7rs/2 ——(vﬁ)z' exp

2

v

—5 | (Q=1)] (5.3)
ur

and contains the parameter € explicitly. For arriving at a
systematic expansion of the VAF in powers of Q! we
therefore have to expand in (5.2) ¥ and ¢[ ¥,v,] in a Tay-
lor series in v, performing the average (vg )., and then
collecting terms in Q~*. Since this procedure is some-
what tedious we want to sketch a more direct method
which is in particular suited for calculating equilibrium
correlation functions. We write for ¢;(V,,7), the solu-
tions of (2.17)—(2.21) for the initial condition f(V)=¥V,
the following ansatz:

—

¢[(V0,’T)=5¢[(Uo,7)

© v(2)n+1
\ , =a§0A1,2,,+1(7')m . (5.4)

Inserting (5.4) into (2.17) and (2.18) and comparing equal
powers in vy yields ordinary differential equations for
Aj2n +1(7) which can be solved successively.

It should be noted that the Taylor expansion for the
jump moments a,; can be found with the aid of (4.15)
and (4.17). Since for all » ™ potentials a, x(vo) is even
(odd) if n is even (odd) one can prove that ¢,;(vy,7) is al-
ways an odd function of vy which justifies the ansatz
(5.4). Once the functions A;,, . (7) are determined it is
straightforward to obtain the VAF. We obtain for the
normalized VAF after some minor manipulations

YN =(G(V0,7)$(¥6,0) g/ {03 eq

(5.5

where the (-independent coefficients B,(7) are given by

B,,(*r)=—;- 2 (,,g)zs.(}s_+3_l
s=0

45!
n—s|n—I—1
X2 n—s—1 |12 41(7) - (5.6)
1=0
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Since the detailed calculations for A4, are rather in-
volved and do not provide further insight, we only present
the result for 9(7) up to order Q2

Y DT N S N TSI 1728 I 1)
P(z)=e |l 2Q+QZ 40(9 1) 2 10—!—1
2,2
pz” 1
+ P }+0 93}, (5.7)

where p=1—4/v and z is a scaled time variable,

1-2/
_23 ’

my
. Qe /ey

mp
my+mpg

my

z

(5.8)

Here %3V is the Q integral'®
2/v

L4 A;(vIT(3—2/v)

kT

oL

4,8 = (5.9)

and ¢z is the Enskog collision time

t7 '=2V2mngoipvt . (5.10

Equation (5.7) has been obtained from the Boltzmann-
Enskog equation without any approximation. It shows
that to order Q3 the velocity autocorrelation function
has the same structure for all repulsive inverse power-law
potentials, the specific properties of the potential enter ex-
plicitly through the index u and implicitly through the
scaled time variable z. We can compare (5.7) with a com-
monly used?! single exponential decay of ¥(z),

YP(z) =exp[ —z(1—1/Q)7#/?]

_o—z)y_pz 1 |\p¥? opzip
=¢ ll 207 | 8 4 |2 1!
1
+0 E (5.11)

The deviation of ¥**P from the exact result is therefore

1
Q|

(5.12)

2
P(z)—YP(2) = ﬁe ~e~2_1422)4+0

While the absolute error may be small, the relative error is
seen to increase linearly with z for long times. This holds
for all repulsive inverse-power potentials except for the
Maxwell interaction (u=0) where the single exponential
decay agrees with (5.7).

In order to have a feeling for the convergence of our Q2
expansion, we next calculate the diffusion coefficient D 45
through the Green-Kubo relation,

Dys=1(08)eq [, dt ()

=[Dp)'¢(u, 07, (5.13)

where [D 4z]" is the first Chapman-Enskog approximation
corresponding to the use of (5.11),

TABLE 1. Comparison of diffusion coefficient ratios
D g /[D 5] for various mass ratios.

Numerical results Q) expansion

my/mpg (Ref. 22) Eq. (5.15)
1000 1.000000033 1.000000033
100 1.000003316 1.000003 345
10 1.000316 138 1.000341 167
1 1.018953785 1.028251117
172
[D = — of 1| matms (5.14)
4B 87130'%43 V2T Qt‘(’%l) ZmA :
and ¢ is a correction,
1| 1 [ 19
(@0 H=|1—— 1-E 4= | =2 B
ol [ Q ] [ 20 T2 120" T4
oL 5.15
+0 |55 (5.15)

For the special case of a hard-sphere gas (u=1) we have
solved the Boltzmann-Hilbert integral equation numerical-
1y*? and calculated the ratio D 5 /[D 451" for a set of mass
ratios m,/mpg. These results are compared with the
values obtained from (5.15) in Table I. One sees that even
for a mass ratio m,/mg~1 the Q expansion is within
1% of the numerical solutions.

VI. DISCUSSION

We have presented a method for solving the
Boltzmann-Enskog equation describing tagged-particle
motions where the conditional average X(V,?) is evaluated
as a power series in the mass ratio parameter
Q~'=mp/(m4+mp). The method is worked out in de-
tail for inverse-power-law repulsive interactions between
the tagged particle (m,) and a bath particle (mp), but
more generally it is applicable to any master equation in
which the transition probability W (X—X ') depends only
on the magnitudes of X and X', and the angle between
them, where the stochastic variables X and X ' need not be
velocities. This latter property, in the case of transport in
velocity space, should hold for any central force scattering
in the absence of an external field. In the present study, it
was used explicitly in Appendix A to show that the ten-
sorial character of the moments of W appears only
through unit vectors @ [cf. (A7)] and that the jump mo-
ments a, ; are functions only of vg. This has the impor-
tant consequence that all the differential equations (2.17)
and (2.18) can now be integrated by quadrature, as indi-
cated in Sec. III [cf. (3.7)].

Our explicit results are restricted to inverse-power-law
potentials because we are only able to show that in this
case one can have the property (2.9) which is, of course,
essential for transforming the master equation (2.7) to the
system of differential equations (2.17) and (2.18). In Ap-
pendix B, where we want to determine explicitly the mass
dependence of the quantity QY%, this is possible for
inverse-power-law potentials [see (B8)]; otherwise, one



would have to resort to additional assumptions.!?

Using the present method, both equilibrium and non-
equilibrium fluctuations can be studied. In the linear
noise approximation we find that a multivariate Gaussian
distribution function (3.29) is obtained which differs from
the Fokker-Planck or Langevin-equation approach in two
respects. First, the covariance matrix A4y, takes into ac-
count the effects of an actual collision process by virtue of
its dependence on the first and second moments of the
transition probability. Second, (3.29) gives an ellipsoid for
the surface of constant probability. Although no explicit
calculations have been carried out thus far, we anticipate
that results such as o2 and T, (3.10) and (3.11), will show
significant dependence on the interaction potential index v
and the initial velocity V,. Also, we believe that non-
equilibrium fluctuations can give more insight into intera-
tomic interactions than equilibrium fluctuations. In the
case of the velocity autocorrelation, our result to order
072, (5.7), shows only a weak dependence on the potential
index v.

In the case of the Fokker-Planck equation, the width of
the time-dependent distribution A (V,¢ | V) is a monotoni-
cally increasing function. In our result (3.29) one can
transform to a set of principal axes and consider the
growth of h (¥t | Vy) along a particular direction. We ex-
pect, on the basis of expflclt calculations in the one-
dimensional case,?? that the width of the distribution can
have a nonmonotonic behavior, a more rapid increase
with time initially followed by a slower decrease to the
equilibrium value. This behavior depends on the value of
Vo. When V=0, the result reduces to the Fokker-Planck
description. For Vv exceeding the thermal speed of the
bath particles, the width can have maximum values much
greater than the equilibrium value.??

The Boltzmann-Enskog equation we have analyzed is
the spatially uniform version of the transport equation.
The analysis can be extended to include spatial depen-
dence provided there are no external fields acting on the
system. This means that we can study the van Hove den-
sity fluctuation or the intermediate scattering function
F(g,t) in the manner described here.
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APPENDIX A

Here we want to define the jump moments a, x(vo)
which appear in Sec. II. The transition probability is first
expanded in spherical harmonics

Wivoyl==23 3 Wilvo,y1Y( Q- )Y (Q.,)
Yii=om=—1 0 y

(Al)
with
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Wz[vo,y]==217y2 f | dEP(OWIVoY], (A2)

Pi(&)= 2 Y] (Q?)Y””(QVO) ; (A3)

m=-—1

21 + 1

and £=(¥Vy'¥)/voy. Using orthogonality of the spherical

harmonics we obtain

[ &% Wivo 3P, | S
dy

=P,

[y Walvoyl, (a4

where d denotes an arbitrary vector. Now define

niwo)= [ "dy Wylvo.y " . (A3)
Then instead of (A4) one has
[ & Wiy, | 4L
n dy
Vo'd
=a,,,k_,,(v0)P,, -1 . (A6)

Uod

Since any power of u=(a"§)/dy can be expressed as a
linear combination of Legendre polynomials P,(u), we
can relate any integral of the form

[ dy wivo 313 -dr

to the jump moments. In particular, the first three mo-
ments are

J &% WIVo,i=a;a1,0(v0) »
J @% WIvo, 5k
=a;a;,0,0(V0) — T as,0(v0) —a0,2(00) 18 & »

(A8)

(A7)

[ @ Wivo,5yin
= a;a;8103,0(vo) — +[0t3,0(v0) — a1 2(vg)]
X (8;xa1+8; 1ar +8x,1a;) ,  (A9)

where we have introduced index notation and 3@ =V,/vg.
In the derivation of (3.6) we have introduced the mo-
ments S, ; and 3, , which are defined by

Ba,1(vg) =% a3 0(vo) + T 2(vo) ,
(A10)
Bz,z(vo)=a2,0(v0)—-a0,2(vo) .

APPENDIX B
We will evaluate the function
G,= [babde[(g—E")-dT* (B1)

defined in (4.5). Let us introduce an orthonormal refer-



460 THOMAS LACKNER AND SIDNEY YIP 31

ence frame with the unit vectors €,, €,, €;, where €, lies
in the direction of g,

and X and € denote the polar and azimuthal angles of g'.
Notice that for potentlal scattering |g|=|g'| =g. The

£=g%¢,, (B2) quantity [(§—g')- d]” is now expanded in a binomial
g '=g(€,sinX cose+€,sinX sine+ €,cosX) , (B3)  seres
J
n |n
G,= [bdbdeg" > [k ](—l)ksin")((l——cos)()"‘k df ~d,cose+d,sine)* . (B4)
k=0
With the aid of the formula
2 (Zk)' 2 2k
27 <=7 —
[, Tdeld,cose+d,sine)'= | pak (g (GBS = (BS)
0, n=2k+1
we can perform the € integration to obtain
—2k 21k
(n/2] | 2% | [z.3 1" z-d
G, =2m(gd)" ;20 ot |2k | | & 5g7 1— i? J bdb(14cosX)X(1—cosx )%, (B6)

where [n/2]=n/2 for n even and (n —1)/2 for n odd.
Since (14cosX)*(1—cosX)* %, for n >k, always can be

written as a polynomial in I——cosX I=1,...,n, we can
express G, in terms of the functions
oh=2m [ “bdb(1—cost). (B7)
For a repulsive potential 1/7" one has'?
mam —2/v 1 4/v
(1) — A™'B 2 . *(I) (B8)
AB lmA Tmp 2 Qus
with
—2/v
D =2mo?p | — A;(v), (B9)

where A,(v) are pure numbers. In (B8) the mass depen-
dence of Q) appears explicitly, one can write
—2/v

mampg G‘
n s

G, =
my+mpg

(B10)

where G,, now mass independent, can be determined
‘uniquely using (B6)—(B9). In particular, one has

1 4/v
Gi=(gd) ;] Pi(£,)Q%5" (B11)
1 4/v
G =(gd) s [ $Po(&,)0%5"
+ 5P, (£ )4055 —3033)], (B12)
4/v
G;=(gd)3 __é_ [ Pl(gg)(zgt(l) Q*(Z)
+ PS(gg )( 3Q#(1) Q*(Z)
+5Q%801, (B13)

[
where £, =(g-d)/gd. Note .that according to (B6) and
(B10) the general structure of G, is given by
1 4/v n

- 2 ak,nP k(gg )

Gy =(gd)" (B14)

with ay 4 1,2s=a224+1=0 and the coefficients a , are
linear combinations of Q%p

APPENDIX C

There exists a basic equivalence between the initial-
value solution to a first-order ordinary differential equa--
tion and the solution to a corresponding partial differen-
tial equation. Since this property seems not to be widely
recognized, we give here a detailed proof and consider its
implications concerning the Liouville equation.

Lemma I. Let @(t | Xo,to) be the solution to the dif-
ferential equation

dX 2z,
o =f(X,1) (Cn

subject to the initial condition
(1o | Xosto)=%Xo - (€2)
Then @(z | Xy, t,) also satisfies

a¢(t I xo,to) a¢(t | Xo,to)

sz(xo,to ——=0 (C3)
Ox ok

and

a¢(t | xo,to) a§5<t | Xop2o) _

—z.fk(XO’ aka =Y,

where a subscnpt k denotes a vector component.
Proof. We first note that (C1) has a unique solution
once the initial value is chosen. This means that two

(c4)
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functions, @(¢t |Xy,¢t;) and @,(t | X,,t,), which satisfy
(C1) will be identical for all ¢ if they are identical at any
one instant, say ¢=t,. For the solution to (C1) subject to
(C2) we can write

@t | Xoto)=@(t | §(1y ' Xo,to)st1) (C5)

which is just an identity at ¢ =¢,. Notice that since the
lhs of (C5) is independent of t,, it must be true also for
the rhs. Therefore, the total derivative of @(¢ | d,¢;) with
respect to ¢; must vanish, or

a?ﬁ(t { E,t[) aak

3P (t | 7,t,)
atl +§ aak atl =0 (C6)

with A= (¢, | Xo,tp). Making use of (C1) we have

93 _ dg(t; | Xolo)

atl = dtl =f(a)t1) (C7)
and so (C6) becomes
o0@(t |3,z o0p(t | d,ty)
‘P_l_l S IACY L Do
t day

Since (C5) holds for any #;, we can set to=t, in &, which
means 3@ then becomes X, Now (C8) is an equation in
the variable z; with no dependence on t, anywhere. If we
furthermore write ¢, in place of ¢, everywhere, this equa-
tion becomes identical to (C3).

To show the equivalence between (C3) and (C4) we in-
troduce the time-dependent operator

. - d
L(t)-—z%fk(xo,t) ™

=—if(Xo,0) ¥ (C9)

and rewrite (C3) in the form

39 | Xonto) _

—iL ()@(t | Xopto) (C10)
otg
with the formal solution
$t | Zopto)=exp [z f:er(r)']i’o . (C11)
0

Differentiating (C11) with respect to ¢ gives (C4). With
the aid of lemma I we can now prove the following.

Lemma II. Let @(t | X,to) again denote the solution of
(C1) subject to (C2). Then the solution of the partial dif-
ferential equation

d (x y1) Id(X ,t)
%ot T S(FoD ¢ . (C12)
subject to the initial condition
#(Xo,t =t9)=A4(Zp) , (C13)
where A is an arbitrary function, is given by
(X, t)=A(P(t | Xp,t0)) . (C14)

Proof. According to (C2) we see that (C14) satisfies

(C13). Substituting (C14) into (C12) and using the fact
that @(z | Xo,t0) satisfies (C4), we see that (C14) is indeed
a solution of (C12).

A useful property of the operator L (¢) can be establish-
ed by comparing the formal solution of (C12)

t
$(Zot) =exp [i J L) ]A(i’o) (C15)

with (C14). One obtains the relation
t
exp [i ftod‘rL (1) ]A(i’o)

=A [exp [i ft;d'rL(‘r) ]’i(,] , (C16)

where use is made of (C11). This shows that the action
of the operator exp[i f d7L(7)] on an arbitrary function

A (Xp) is given by its act1on on the argument X

We suppose that an N-particle system can be described
by (C1) and we are interested in calculating the tlme-
dependent average of a physical property 4 (Xy),

(A= [dZp(X)A((t | Xo,t0)) (C17)

where @ is the solution of (C1) and p(X,) denotes a given
probability density. Using (C16) we get

(A4@),,
=fd3g’qo(i’0) [exp [z’ ft;d'rL('r) ]A(i’o)]

=3 i faswtto [i [arim "o . €19

Integrating by parts and assuming the surface mtegrals
vanish, one finds

(A0, = [dFod Rolexp [i [, a7 |p(%o), (€19
where
L=iVyf(Zopt) . (C20)

Equation (C19) shows that the time-dependent average

can be expressed as an integral over a time-dependent

probability density p(Xo,?)
(A, = [dFod (Zop(Eost) (c21)

which is the solution of the “generalized” Liouville equa-
tion

0p(Xpt)  ~
S AL ALY PG ) (C22)
at
with initial condition p( xo,to)-—p( xo) For a Hamiltonian
system one can readily show that Vo f(z Xo,t)=0 and so
Lin=—L() . (C23)

Common derivations of the Liouville equation make use
of the Hamiltonian equations of motion and therefore ar-
rive only at (C23), whereas (C22) describes the probability
density also for non-Hamiltonian systems, including, for
example, dissipative forces.
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