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The hydrodynamic description of probabilistic ballistic annihilation, for which no conservation laws hold, is
an intricate problem with hard spherelike dynamics for which no exact solution exists. We consequently focus
on simplified approaches, the Maxwell and very-hard-particle (VHP) models, which allows us to compute
analytically upper and lower bounds for several quantities. The purpose is to test the possibility of describing
such a far from equilibrium dynamics with simplified kinetic models. The motivation is also in turn to assess
the relevance of some singular features appearing within the original model and the approximations invoked to
study it. The scaling exponents are first obtained from the (simplified) Boltzmann equation, and are confronted
against direct Monte Carlo simulations. Then, the Chapman-Enskog method is used to obtain constitutive
relations and transport coefficients. The corresponding Navier-Stokes equations for the hydrodynamic fields are
derived for both Maxwell and VHP models. We finally perform a linear stability analysis around the homoge-
neous solution, which illustrates the importance of dissipation in the possible development of spatial

inhomogeneities.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility to describe in terms of hydrodynamic
equations the evolution of a system where some physical
quantities are not conserved is a challenging problem of non-
equilibrium statistical mechanics. Several questions have to
be faced as, for example, the validity of the underlying (and
in practice approximate) kinetic theory, the choice of the
hydrodynamical fields that are supposed to describe the rel-
evant excitations in the problem, or the consistency of the
method itself that is used to deduce the coarse-grained de-
scription from the kinetic theory. Much attention has been
recently paid to such questions, mainly in the field of granu-
lar gas dynamics (see, e.g, [1-4]). In such systems, the ki-
netic energy is not conserved, while the linear momentum
and number of particles are conserved. However, even for
low dissipation, the derivation of the hydrodynamic rela-
tions, based on a hard-spherelike Boltzmann equation is not
a simple task and several approximations have to be invoked
[2]. These difficulties lead to consider some simpler models
by choosing ad hoc collision term in the Boltzmann equa-
tion. The so-called Maxwell and very-hard-particle (VHP)
models [5,6] are particularly interesting and reproduce some
qualitative features of the granular gas of inelastic hard
spheres [7-13].

Another class of problems for which not only energy but
also the density and momentum are not conserved is proba-
bilistic ballistic annihilation (PBA). In such a system, the
particles move ballistically between collisions. When two
particles meet, they undergo an instantaneous collision and
are removed from the system with probability p or undergo
an elastic scattering with probability (1—p). Since collisions
are assumed to be instantaneous, two body events only are
taken into account. The PBA model was introduced in one
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dimension in [14]. In the limit p — 0, where density, momen-
tum, and kinetic energy are conserved, one recovers a system
of hard spheres for which the hydrodynamic equations are
well known [15-17]. The other limit p=1 (pure annihilation)
has been the object of some work [18-26]. It was shown that
in the long time limit the annihilation dynamics is exactly
described by the Boltzmann equation in dimensions higher
than one [24]. This may qualitatively be understood by the
fact that the density of the gas decays and, at late times, the
packing fraction is very low. This fact leads to conjecture
that the Boltzmann equation is an adequate description of
PBA at late times for p>0 [27].

Given that p may be considered as a perturbation param-
eter allowing us to recover the elastic limit, the PBA model
is particularly interesting in view of testing the relevance and
validity of the hydrodynamic description in general, which is
a controversial issue and a long term goal of the present
work. The analytical treatment with usual hard-sphere dy-
namics however appears to be quite involved [28], and we
study here the simplified Maxwell and VHP versions of
PBA. The motivation here is not only to test the ability of
simplified kinetic models to mimic the hard-sphere dynamics
for a model far from equilibrium (and with no conserved
quantity, a more severe situation than that of granular gases)
but also to shed some light on some peculiar features ob-
tained in the hydrodynamic study of Ref. [28]. In particular,
this work exhibited divergent transport coefficients for a
critical value of p. We will see that such singularities are
absent in the simplified approaches, which may indicate that
they are not associated with any physically relevant phenom-
enon. It will also appear that Maxwell and VHP approaches
provide useful bounds for the hard-sphere dynamics, so that
similar inequalities as those found in [23,29] concerning the
scaling exponents can be obtained.

©2005 The American Physical Society
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The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we introduce
the Boltzmann equation for both Maxwell and VHP models
of probabilistic ballistic annihilation, as well as the balance
equations for the coarse-grained fields. In Sec. III we briefly
describe the Chapman-Enskog scheme while Sec. 1V is de-
voted to the Maxwell model. We first find the homogeneous
state, and solve the corresponding homogeneous balance
equations. To first order in the Chapman-Enskog expansion
we then study the effect of a small spatial inhomogeneity. We
follow the traditional route to compute the transport coeffi-
cients, which consists in truncating the first-order velocity
distribution function to the first nonzero term in a Sonine
polynomial expansion [28]. We then show that this trunca-
tion does not constitute an approximation for the transport
coefficients since they can be obtained by solving the Max-
well model exactly to first order. The VHP model is subse-
quently investigated in Sec. V. We first find the homogeneous
cooling state, and then solve the corresponding homoge-
neous equations. We implement Monte Carlo simulations in
order to check the decay exponents found analytically. Next,
we establish the transport coefficients to first order in the
Chapman-Enskog expansion before presenting a comparison
of the transport coefficients of the different models in Sec.
VI In Sec. VII we finally perform a linear stability analysis
of the Navier-Stokes hydrodynamic equations around the
spatially homogeneous state, and compare the results with
PBA of hard spheres. We show as well that the second-order
decay rates may accurately be neglected. Our main findings
and conclusions are summarized in Sec. VIIL

Since the underlying calculations of this paper are cum-
bersome, we present only the main steps in order to focus
onto the more relevant results. Further technical details or
explanations may be found in [28] and for convenience, Ap-
pendix I contains a summary of the notations used.

II. BALANCE EQUATIONS

The Boltzmann equation for the one particle distribution
f(r,v;1) of particles annihilating upon collision with prob-
ability p reads

(07,+V1~V)f(r,vl;t)=pla[f,f]+(l—p)JC[f,f], (1)

where J, is the annihilation operator defined by

Jlf.g]== o px)ur g (r,vy50) J L dvavf(evai) (2)
R
and J. is the collision operator

Jf.81= od"”(") dezv’fz
Sy R4

Xfd&(b_l_l)g(r’vl;t)f(r’VZ;t)' (3)

In these equations, d denotes the spatial dimension, v,=|v,
-v,| is the modulus of the relative velocity, Sy
=272/T'(d/2) is the solid angle surface, I" the Euler gamma

function, v;=v2/Bm the time-dependent thermal velocity,
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B=(kzT)™", o is the diameter of the particles, and & is a unit
vector joining the centers of two particles and the corre-
sponding integral is running over the solid angle. Finally, b~!
an operator acting on the velocities as follows:

b v =v, = 2(v, - 6)5, (4a)

b_lvlzvl—(vlz'&)&. (4b)

The choice x=0 (x=2) corresponds to the Maxwell (VHP)
model, respectively. For hard-sphere dynamics, that would
correspond to x=1, the relative velocity v, gives the rate of
collision and its presence makes analytical progress difficult.
A convenient simplification [6] to overcome this difficulty is
to replace it by v},u;™ where vy is introduced for dimen-
sional reasons. The quantity ¢(x) which sets the relevant
time scale in the problem can be freely chosen, and will be
used in the following analysis to obtain the desired limiting
behavior in the limit p — 0 (see also [10] for related consid-
erations). We also note that particles interacting with an in-
verse power-law potential are described by a kinetic equation
of the same form as Eq. (3) [6].

In order to write hydrodynamic equations, we need to
define local hydrodynamic fields:

n(r,1) =f dv f(r,v;1), (5a)
Rl
1
u(r,r) = @Ld dv vf(r,v;1), (5b)
T(r,f) = LJ dv V*f(r,v;1) (5¢)
’ n(r,t)de \Hd T

where n(r,1), u(r,7), and T(r,z) are the local number density,
velocity, and temperature, respectively (the latter definition
being kinetic with no thermodynamic basis). The definition
of the temperature follows from the principle of equipartition
of energy. In Eq. (5¢), k is the Boltzmann constant and V
=v-u(r,?) is the deviation from the mean flow velocity. The
balance equations follow from integrating the moments 1,
mv, and mv?/2 with weight given by the Boltzmann Eq. (1).
Following the same route as in [28] we thus obtain

atn + Vi(nui) == pwU?f]’ (63)

1 1 .
(9tul+—VJPU+M]V]ul=—p—w[f,V,f], l=1,...,d,
mn n

(6b)
T 2
= p=olf.f]- p——olf, V], (6¢)
n de
with implicit summation over repeated indices, u

=(uy,...,uy), and
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olfgl=- | aviirel )
R

In the balance Eqs. (6), the pressure tensor P; and heat-flux
q; are defined by

Pij(r’t) = mfpd dv Viij(r»V;[)

= fl LA SEVOD, (V) + %5,-,», (8)

qi(r’t) = f dVSi(V)f(r’V;t)’ (9)
Rd

where B8=1/(kgT) and

V2
Dij(V) = m(ViVj - ;@,) ) (10)
d+2
S(V) = (%VZ— %kBT) V. (11)

As expected, when the annihilation probability p—0, all
three coarse-grained fields n, u, and T are conserved.

III. CHAPMAN-ENSKOG SOLUTION

The Chapman-Enskog method allows from Egs. (6) to
build a closed set of equations for the hydrodynamic fields
(see, e.g., [2,3]). For this purpose, it is required to express the
functional dependence of the pressure tensor P;; and of the
heat flux ¢; in terms of the hydrodynamic fields. The
Chapman-Enskog approach relies on two important assump-
tions. The first one is the existence of a normal solution in
which all temporal and spatial dependence of the distribution
function f(r,v;7) may be expressed in terms of the hydrody-
namic fields, f(r,v;f)=f[v,n(r,t),u(r,?),T(r,t)]. The dis-
cussion of the relevance of this first assumption can be found
elsewhere (e.g, in [2]). The second assumption is based on
the separation of the microscopic time scale (the average
collision time between particles) and macroscopic time scale
(the evolution of the hydrodynamic fields and their inhomo-
geneities). This separation implies that the hydrodynamic
fields are only weakly inhomogeneous, which allows for a
series expansion in the gradients of the fields, f=f"+gf"
+ef@+ .., where each power of the formal small parameter
€ is associated to a given order in spatial gradients. The
Chapman-Enskog method assumes the existence of an asso-
ciated time derivative hierarchy: d/dt=d/dt+edV/or
+£29®/ g+ ... The insertion of these expansions in the Bolt-
zmann equation yields
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k&(k) LAl
28;+V1-V 28f<

k=0 =0
:,,,{2 o0 sw]+ (1 —pm[z 0.3 sw].
=0 =0 =0 =0
(12)

The Chapman-Enskog solution is obtained upon solving the
equations order by order in e.

IV. MAXWELL MODEL
A. Homogeneous state

To zeroth order in the gradients, Eq. (12) gives

AVFO = pr [FO,FO1+ (1 - p)I [fO 91 (13)

This equation has a solution, describing the homogeneous
state, and which obeys the scaling relation

O(r,v;t =&~c , 14

SO, v50) ] (t)f( ) (14)

where vy=[2/(Bm)]"? is the time-dependent thermal veloc-

ity, and c=V/vr, V=v—u. The existence of a scaling solu-

tion of the form (14) seems to be a general feature present in

different but related contexts [10,24,29]. This solution being
isotropic, one has u=0.

Santos and Brey [30] showed that there exists a relation-
ship between the homogeneous solutions of the Maxwell
model with p=0 and p # 0. We shall here briefly reproduce
their arguments. It is possible to rewrite the Boltzmann Eq.
(13) for x=0 under the form

VO v:t') = = (Cs+ CpIn(t")fO(v31)
+f dvljdfrx(&)f(‘”(v;t’)f«’)(v];t’),
Rd

(15)

where t'=(1-p)t, Cy=[dox(&), x(6)=0""dp(x=0)v;/S,,
and Cr=[dox(o)p/(1-p) is the removal collision fre-
quency. Integrating Eq. (15) over v, the evolution of the
number density is governed by d,n(t")=—Crn*(t'), the solu-
tion being n(t')=nqy/(1+nyCgt’), where ny=n(t'=0). If we
define (t")=J"dsn(s)/ny and F(v;?)=fO(v:t")ne/n(t"),
then F(v; 7) satisfies the Boltzmann equation without annihi-
lation (i.e., Cx=0). F(v;7) therefore evolves toward a Max-

wellian, and so does f(): We have f(c)=e‘02/ 72,

B. Zeroth-order Chapman-Enskog solution

Since A9 is isotropic, to zeroth order the pressure tensor
(8) becomes qu)z p?8,;, where p”=nkyT is the hydrostatic
pressure, and tflle heat flux (9) becomes q(0>=0. The balance
equations to zeroth order read

A =-pnd?, (16a)

a0 (16b)

— 0)
uj=—pur u;
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AT = - pTe?, (16¢)
where the decay rates are

1
&) =—olf,11, (17a)

n

1
9= — [0 v, i=1,....d (17b)
! nvr

&= —— ol V2f 0]~ —w[f<°> /. a71e)

kBTd

For antisymmetry reasons, one sees from Eq. (17b) that
§<0 =0. The calculation of 50) and §( are straightforward
and give éo)—no‘j 'oMuyr and 5(0)—0 We have written ¢M
for ¢(x= 0) The temperature of the Maxwell model is there-
fore conserved in the scaling regime (time-independent ther-
mal velocity vy). In addition, one has

ny
1+ pt£?(0)°

where the subscript H denotes a quantity evaluated in the
homogeneous state, and f;o)(O) is the decay rate for r=0.
Note that Eq. (18) was already established in Sec. IV A.

ny(t) = (18)

C. First-order Chapman-Enskog solution

To first order in the gradients, the Boltzmann Eq. (12)
reads

[ + 10 == [ + v, - VI, (19)

the operator J being defined by Egs. (A6) and (A7). The
balance Egs. (6) to first order become

&fl)n + V(nu;) =—pn nl), (20a)

k
ﬂgl)ui+—BV,-(nT)+ujVjui=—va ul_), i=1,....d,
mn i

(20b)
2
(951>T+ uiViT‘F Ewiui = _pTg(l)9 (200)
where the decay rates are given by
2
1
gﬁl ) = ;w[f(o),f(l)], (213)

1 1
V= —[fO v, D+ — [V, V0], i=1,....d,
i nup nvy

(21b)

&) == 2l f0] 4 ="l 0, V0]
n

nkyTd

ol V21

21
kBTd @1o)
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By definition A\ is of first order in the gradients of the
hydrodynamic fields; for a low density gas [3]
= AVInT+BVInn+C;Vu,. (22)

L

The coefficients A;, B;, and C;; ; depend on the fields n, V, and
T.

1. Approximate first-order Chapman-Enskog solution

The hydrodynamic description of the flow requires the
knowledge of transport coefficients, which may be deter-
mined from a Sonine polynomial expansion of the first-order
distribution function. In addition, the pressure tensor may be
put in the form

(0) 2
Pi(r,0)=p™ ;= | Vu;+ Vju; — Eéijvkuk . (23)
where p©'=nkpT is the ideal gas pressure, and 7 is the shear
viscosity. Fourier’s linear law for heat conduction is

q[(l‘,l‘) =—- KV[T— /.LVln, (24)

where « is the thermal conductivity and u the Dufour coef-
ficient which has no analog in the elastic case [31,32].

The identification of Eq. (23) with Eq. (8) using the result
of the first-order calculation yields

Pf,}): J ddvD,.j(V) b, (25)
R

Similarly, the identification of Eq. (24) with Eq. (9) using the
first-order calculation leads to

g\ = f avs, (V). (26)
R4

The calculation follows the same route as in [28], and we
obtain

. 1
n="L==, (27a)
Mo Vy
. d-11
K==, (27b)
Ko d v
L 27
A T (27¢)

where the thermal conductivity k, and shear viscosity 7,
coefficients for hard spheres (used here to obtain dimension-
less quantities) are given by Egs. (A2) and (A3) respectively
[33]. The dimensionless coefficients v and V are given by

j dVS,(V)JA, J dVS,(V)QA,
1 1 Jrd
V.= —-p— >

f AVS(V)A, j dVS(V) A,
Rd

(28a)
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f dVD;(V)JC;; f dVD(V)QC;;
. 1 Jpd 1 Jrd
V - _p_ b

Yy Yo
dVD;(V)C;; dVD;(V)C;;
R4 R4

(28b)

where vy=p'?/ 7,, with p©=nk,T. Note that the above rela-
tions are still exact within the Chapman-Enskog expansion.
The approximation consists in truncating the function f) to
the first nonzero term in a Sonine polynomial expansion

A(V) =a M(V)S(V), (29a)
B(V)=b; M(V)S(V), (29b)
C(V)=coM(V)D(V), (29c¢)

where a;, by, and ¢ are the coefficients of the development,

and M(V)=n/ (ﬂﬂ’z)exp(—VZ/ va) is the Maxwellian in the

homogeneous state. This allows one to compute the relations
(28), and one finds (see Appendix III)

. M\Ql“(dlz)[ d+2

e e

V= @y i (30a)

+(1 —p)],

r
v.=¢ —\42 (f/i){d” (1- )—]. (30b)

The parameter ™ governing the collision frequency may be
freely chosen to allow for a relevant comparison with hard-
sphere dynamics (see, e.g., [10]). We choose ¢ such that the
transport coefficients are normalized to one for p — 0, that is
when all collisions are elastic. It is remarkable that for the
Maxwell model a single parameter such as ¢ is sufficient to
ensure normalization of all the transport coefficients (this
will not be the case in the VHP approach). This leads to

4,n.(d—l)/2

= \arwn) 31

The above value turns out to be the same as the one obtained
from the elastic limit of the Maxwell model of granular gases
[10]. In the latter case, ¢» was chosen matching the tempera-
ture decay rate with that characterizing the homogeneous
cooling state of inelastic hard spheres. With the choice (31)
the transport coefficients (27) become

. |
=452 ’ (322)
pT+(1 -p)
= ! (32b)
T dd+2) 0 )’
Pra-1) TV 7P
/'L*=0’ (32C)

Following the same route as in [28], the first-order distri-
bution function (22) reads
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O, Vi) =- —M(V) —s (V)kV,T + ﬁD V)V,

(33)

2. Exact first-order Chapman-Enskog solution

By construction of the Chapman-Enskog method, the ve-
locity moments of f are given by those of the local equilib-
rium distribution £, It is then easy to show that the decay
rates to first-order (21) are equal to zero [therefore Q1) =0,
where the operator () is defined in Appendix IV]. Proceeding
in a similar way as in [10], we obtain in Appendix IV the
exact transport coefficients for the Maxwell model, i.e., with-
out any approximation on the form of A, This may be done
by integrating the Boltzmann Eq. (D1) over V with weight
mV;V; and mV?V;/2. With the choice for ¢M given by Eq.
(31), one finds the same transport coefficients as those given
by Eqs. (32). This means that the truncation of A1) to its first
nonzero term in a Sonine polynomial expansion is a harmless
approximation when looking at the transport coefficients
(this is a peculiarity of the Maxwell model). In fact, it turns
out that the transport coefficients depend only on the first
term in the Sonine polynomial expansion of f" [17]. For
example, the heat current (9) may be rewritten under the
form [17,34]

n
2 m_B:;((ZIV,'T'F bIV,-n), (34)

where the first nonzero coefficients (a;,b,) (that may depend
on n and T) in the Sonine expansion are defined by Egs. (29).
Therefore the latter coefficients always give an exact result
for the transport coefficients, but the problem at hand is to
calculate them exactly. This turns out to be possible within
the Maxwell model.

D. Hydrodynamic equations

Since the pressure tensor and the heat flux defined by Eqgs.
(23) and (24), respectively, are of order 1 in the gradients,
their insertion in the balance Egs. (6) yields contributions of
order 2. Knowledge of the second-order velocity distribution
f? is therefore required in order to find the correct decay
rates that contribute to Navier-Stokes order. However, we
show in Sec. VII B that for the Maxwell gas those contribu-
tions are equal to zero for any annihilation probability p. The
corresponding hydrodynamic Navier-Stokes equations are
given by

on+V,(nu,) = —pn[gﬁlo) + 5,(11)], (35a)

1
(9tul~+ —V]P”+ulvju,— pl)T[§<0)+§(l>] = 1 d
mn : :

(35b)
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(7T+uVT+ (P Vi +Vig)=-p

&+ &)
(35¢)

;; and q; are glven by Egs. (23) with {=0, and (24) respec-
tlvely The rates § ul), and §(Tl may be calculated using
their definition (20) and the distribution (33) [28]. We find

that all decay rates are equal to zero, except

d+2

(36)

We thus have a closed set of equations for the hydrodynamic
fields to the Navier-Stokes order.
V. VHP MODEL

A. Homogeneous cooling state

Integrating the Boltzmann Eq. (1) over V for x=2, one
obtains

o polon, ()

where
(1) = n(D)v(1) o’ ¢V, (38)
and (g(c;,¢,))=[raade,desg(e;, e,)f(c)f(c,) denotes the av-
erage of a function g(c¢;,¢,) in the homogeneous cooling

state (HCS). We have written ¢V for ¢(x=2). Following
the same route as in [24,27] the Boltzmann equation may be

rewritten in the form
- 0[
(d tc i ) ]f (cy)

(c%z{l + !

- ~ 1-p 1~~~
—fe) | dexchfic) -—L—TFA, (39
R4 P Sa
where
Jdecldczfdﬁ'c%zc%f(cl)f(q)
a,= .
{f dcczf(c)Jf dc]dCQJd&c%f(cl)ﬂcz)
Rd RZd
<cl2c2
40
<C1><012> ( )
and

M7= [ e [ docort - vfieofies.

The limit ¢;—0 of the Boltzmann Eq. (39) encodes a
useful information for ballistically controlled dynamics
[24,25,27,35]
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)f(O) = f(0)(c 2>—T—llm1[ff]

d‘l_‘o

<c12>(1 +d
(42)

Next, we consider the first nonzero correction to the Max-
wellian in a Sonine polynomial expansion of the HCS

Fle)= M(O)[1 +aSy(cH)], (43)

where M(c)=m4% is the Maxwellian and S,(c?)=c*/2
—(d+2)c*/2+d(d+2)/8 the second Sonine polynomial [17].
Equations (40) and (42) form a system of two equations for
the two unknown «, and a,. Making use of the relations
(C3), it is a straightforward task to compute the limit in the
right-hand side of Eq. (42) [35], which gives

e S, d*(d+ z)
lim I[f,f] =~ —= 44
R T e
Using Eq. (43), one easily obtains from Eq. (40)

d+1
T g

d+2 45)
—+ .
“oa
Note that Eqs. (44) and (45) are exact relations for which all
nonlinear contributions in a, were kept. However, those non-
linear terms cancel out in each case. Making use of {c},)
=d, the insertion of Eqs. (44) and (43) in Eq. (42) gives

d+?2 dd+2) dd+2)1
1—(12 1+(12 =1+(12 —.
2 8 8 p

(46)

Equation (46) admits two solutions, the first one being a,
=0 and the second one a,=-2[d+p(4—d)]/[d(d+2)p]. The
second solution is not physical since it diverges for p=0.
Therefore a,=0 and the HCS of the VHP model within the
approximation (43) is described by the local Maxwellian
/\~/l(c)=77“”ze“'2. We also note that upon discussing the po-
tential ambiguities resulting from such a linearization
scheme in a, (as done in [35,36]), the same conclusion is
reached.

B. Zeroth-order Chapman-Enskog solution

Proceeding in a similar way as already described, we ob-
tain a set of equations formally identical to Egs. (16) and
(17). The calculation of the decay rates gives 50)—0 50)
=no®1¢pVHPy,, and §0) §<0)d The HCS is therefore given
by

ny(t) = no(1 + ptlty) ™, (47a)

Ty(t) = To(1 + ptlte) T, (47b)

where the decay exponents are y,= é( )(O)IO, V= f (O)IO,
and the relaxation time —§(0>(O)+§(0)/ 2. In other words,
we have

021105-6



MAXWELL AND VERY-HARD-PARTICLE MODELS FOR ...

2d d 2 (48)
= n :—‘
LY T R P Y

These quantities do not depend either on ¢ nor on the anni-
hilation probability p. The former result is an exact property
of the dynamics under study (the factor ¢ may be absorbed
into a rescaling of time ¢, leaving scaling exponents unaf-
fected) while the latter may a priori be an artifact of the
approximations made (it will however be shown below that
the p dependence—if any—is extremely weak). If we define
the root-mean-square velocity by v= \,/m, then from the
definition (5¢) of the temperature #(z) o T,li/z(t), and from Eq.
(47b) we have v~ for long times, with y,=7y;/2. The
decay exponents vy, and v,, as well as the decay exponents
for the Maxwell model, agree with the prediction of Krapiv-
sky and Sire [23], and satisfy the scaling constraint y,+ 7,
=1, which essentially expresses the unicity of the relevant
time scale in the problem. Moreover, making use of the ex-
pression for the decay exponents of PBA of hard spheres y,s;
and 7, obtained to linear order in a, and which are recalled
in Appendix II [27,28], it is easy to verify explicitly that the
Maxwell and VHP models provide bounds [23]

2d

1
m<’y:(p)<1, O<'y§,(p)<m, (49)

for all p €[0,1]. We emphasized however that the previous
inequality have the status of “empirical” observations, and
could not be anticipated from rigorous arguments.

We performed Direct Monte Carlo Simulations (DSMC)
in order to verify the decay exponents of the VHP model.
The algorithm is similar to the one described in [27,29]. For
the sake of completeness, we briefly outline the main steps of
the algorithm. We choose at random two different particles
{i,j}. The time is then increased by v,/ (szizi) where N is the
number of remaining particles. With probability p the two
particles are removed from the system, and with probability
1 —p their velocities are modified according to Egs. (4). As
the fluctuations increase for small V, it is necessary to aver-
age over several independent realizations in order to dimin-
ish the noise. A log-log plot of the density n/n, and the
root-mean-squared velocity v/vy, as a function of time gives
the decay exponents (see Fig. 1). The DSMC results are in
excellent agreement with the analytical predictions and the
expected power-law behaviors are observed over several de-
cades (see. Fig. 2).

C. Approximate first-order Chapman-Enskog solution

The procedure is similar to the one followed within the
Maxwell model of Sec. IV C (or [28]), and we find

7 = , (50a)
L o
Vy,_EP T
. d-12v —2p&0 _3pd0”
K= w= 208 Z3pér (50b)

d X
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0.800 — X«
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FIG. 1. The decay exponents v, and 7, (inset) in two dimen-
sions for the VHP model (x=2). The analytical predictions 7,
=2d/(2d+1)=0.8 and 7y,=1/(2d+1)=0.2 are shown by the con-
tinuous lines while the symbols stand for the DSMC results (ob-
tained from approximately 300 independent runs and 107 initial
particles). From the above data, it appears that the scaling relation
v,+7v,=1 is well obeyed (the deviation from 1 does not exceed 4
X 107#) and that the scaling exponents do not depend on p. Note the
small y scale.

. d-1 £

W=
where  X=v,[20,~2p&"" - 3pe? T+ p&) {~av, +3p[”
+267°,

(50¢)

j dVv S(V)JB; f dv S,(V)QB;
« 1 Jrd 1 Jrd

v,=— -p—
V, V,
|l oavswv

R? R

and 5510)*= é%no) vy, 5(79 )*=§(TO )/ vp. Truncating the function £V
to the first term in a Sonine polynomial expansion as it was

., (51)
dv S,(V)B,

61 DSMC ——

5 Interpolation --------- ]
~~ 4 1
< 3 ]
Z
= ]
=103
21 1

0 B

-1 ]

R

5 4

FIG. 2. Time dependence of n and v (inset) for d=2 and p
=0.5 on a log-log scale. The initial velocity distribution is Gaussian.
Ny (resp. N) is the initial (resp. remaining) number of particles. y,
=2(0) is the root-mean-square velocity at =0, whereas we write v
for »(r>0). The dashed straight line is a linear interpolation giving
the decay exponent of the power law, and the deviations to this law
for large times is due to the low number of remaining particles.
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the case for Egs. (29), the coefficients Vj’, vi, and v; may be
calculated with the help of Appendix III. We find

. Lrw@n)| (@+2)? (d+2)(d+4)
Vn=¢VHP:”T(d—1)/2 p > +(1-p) 1|
(52a)
L. Pr@n)| (d+2)d+3
VK=VM=¢VHP\47T(5-1)/2){P( s )2( +3)
+(1—p)%]. (52b)

The free parameter ¢"'P setting the frequency collision

has a priori no reason for being the same as for the Maxwell
model. We choose this quantity such that 5"(p=0)=1, which
means that the shear viscosity for the VHP gas is set for
vanishing p to coincide with the shear viscosity 7, of hard
spheres. This allows for a better comparison of the transport
coefficients for the Maxwell, hard-sphere, and VHP models.

Other choices for ¢V are possible. The condition 7°(0)
=1 leads to
HVHP = ¢M; (53)
(d+2)(d+4)°
so that
N 2d
fflo) e (54a)
2
- ——— 54b
T d+4 (54b)
The first-order distribution function reads
3
2
O, Vi) =— EM(V){—mS,-(V)(KV,-T+ V)
n d+2
Ip.(V)V (55)
+ g i

where the transport coefficients are given by Egs (50).

D. Hydrodynamic equations

The decay rates to first order may be calculated using the
definitions (20) and the distribution (55) [28], which gives

&h=o, (56a)
&) == K VT + '~V &, (56b)
i T n
=, (56¢)
where
. dPd+2)? Lranr
£ = (d+2)" yupV2I(d/2) (57)

8(d—-1) 4pld-Dr2 "

The Navier-Stokes hydrodynamic equations are thus given
by Egs. (35) with the decay rates (54) and (56). For consis-
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l\l/laxwell

vHp
Hard spheres

1.5

p

FIG. 3. Dimensionless shear viscosity 7" as a function of the
annihilation probability p for the Maxwell (thin continuous line),
VHP (dashed line), and hard spheres models (thick continuous line).

tency, second-order contributions in the gradients are again
needed when evaluating the decay rates. It will be shown in
Sec. VII B that they are small corrections to the previous
relations.

VI. COMPARISON OF THE TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS

We compare the transport coefficients for the Maxwell,
VHP, and hard-sphere models (the coefficients for the latter
model being given in [28]). Figs. 3, 4, and 5 show 7", k",
and u”, as a function of the annihilation probability.

Note that once we have chosen ¢(x=2) such that " — 1
for p—0 there is no reason to expect k — 1 in the same
limit. Other choices would have been possible such as en-
forcing k*— 1 when p —0.

From Figures 3, 4, and 5 it first appears that Mawxell and
VHP models capture the essential p dependence of the “hard-
sphere” transport coefficients. In addition, they provide in
most cases lower and upper bounds for 7", k*, and u*. How-

2

Maxwell
vap 0
Hard spheres

05 r

p

FIG. 4. Reduced thermal conductivity x* as a function of the
annihilation probability p for the Maxwell (thin continuous line),
VHP (dashed line), and hard-sphere models (thick continuous line).
The vertical lines gives the value p=0.893..., for which a diver-
gence of the hard sphere transport coefficients « and u” appears
(while the shear viscosity exhibits regular behavior, see Fig. 3).
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FIG. 5. Transport coefficient u* as a function of the annihilation
probability p (see Fig. 4 for more details). The Maxwell model is
not represented since in this case u"=0.

ever, as already pointed out in [28], for strong annihilation
probability p ~ p,, the hard-sphere thermal conductivity and
“Fourier” coefficient u diverge (see Figs. 4 and 5) which
leads to a violation of the VHP upper bound for « and u in
the vicinity of p,. The fact that VHP and Maxwell models
lead to smooth and regular transport coefficients for all val-
ues of p gives a hint that the hard-sphere divergence obtained
in previous work [28] is a possible artifact of the underlying
approximations and probably does not point toward a change
of behavior nor a qualitative difference in the scaling or
transport properties. This point will be further discussed in
the concluding section. We finally note that an a priori simi-
lar deficiency was already reported for the Maxwell model of
inelastic hard spheres [10].

VII. STABILITY ANALYSIS OF THE NAVIER-STOKES
HYDRODYNAMIC EQUATIONS

A. Dispersion relations

The hydrodynamic Egs. (35) cannot be solved analytically
in general. However, their linear stability analysis allows one
to answer the question of formation of spatial inhomogene-
ities. The present study establishes under which conditions
the homogeneous state is stable. We consider here a small
deviation from spatial homogeneity [see Eqgs. (18) and (47)]
and the linearization of Eqgs. (35) in the latter perturbation.
The procedure used here follows the same route as for granu-
lar gases [32] or PBA of hard spheres [28]. We define the
deviations of the hydrodynamic fields from the homogeneous
solution by 8y(r,)=y(r,t)—yy(t), where y={n,u,T}. Insert-
ing this form in the Navier-Stokes-like equations yields dif-
ferential equations with time-dependent coefficients. In order
to obtain coefficients that do not depend on time, it is nec-
essary to introduce the new dimensionless space and time
scales defined by

t

1= vy ()Nml[kgTy(t)]x/2, 7= f ds voy(s)/2,
0

as well as the dimensionless Fourier fields py(7)
= (1) /ny(7), wi(n)=\m/[kgTy(7)]Su (1), and 6, (7)

PHYSICAL REVIEW E 72, 021105 (2005)

= 8Ty (7)/ Ty(7), where Syy(7)=[padl e *18y(1, 7). Note that 1
is defined (up to a constant prefactor) in units of the mean-
free path for a homogeneous gas of density ny(z). The di-
mensionless time 7(r) gives the accumulated number of col-
lisions per particles up to time ¢. Since we will study both the
Maxwell and VHP systems, we recall here the general results
valid for nonvanishing decay rates 51(10), 5(0), and §ft1). Making
use of the dimensionless variables, the linearized hydrody-
namic equations read

{i + Zpgilo)*]pk(q-) +p§’(10)* O(7) + ikwk”(T) =0,

aT
(58a)
— = p& + —— 7' |wy +ik[(1 - p&,u)pi(7)
ar d H
+(1-pé&,c) 6 (D] =0, (58b)
d N N
SmPE S W () =0, (58¢)
J 0)* d+2 ., 5
— k
{ar+pT TP L
. d+2 2
+ [2pér°> *5a- D" kZ}pk(ﬂ + ik (7) =0,

(58d)

where the transverse mode Wy =Wk—Wj, appears to be de-
coupled from the other equations. The longitudinal velocity
field is given by wkH=(wk'ék)ék, and € is the unit vector
along the direction given by k. The transversal velocity field
Wi | consequently defines (d—1) degenerated shear modes.
Upon direct integration, we have

Wkl(T) = ka(O)exp[sL(p,k) 7], (59)
where
* 1 *
SJn@=p#”—5nH- (60)

On the other hand, the longitudinal velocity field Wi, lies in
the one-dimensional vector space generated by k. Hence
there are three hydrodynamic fields to be determined,
namely, the density py, temperature 6, and longitudinal ve-
locity field wkH=wkHék. The hydrodynamic matrix M of the
corresponding linear system reads off straightforwardly from
Egs. (58b)—(58d). The corresponding eigenmodes are given
by ¢,(k)=exp[s,(p,k)7], n=1, ..., 3, where s,(p,k) are the
eigenvalues of M. Each of these three fields is a linear com-
bination of the eigenmodes; thus only the biggest real part of
the eigenvalue s,(p, k) has to be taken into account to discuss
the limit of marginal stability of the different modes.
We define k, by the condition Re[s (k,,p)]=0, i.e.,

ko =[2p&"" 11", (61)
and k; by max; Re[s(k;,p)]=0, k;<k,. Therefore if k>k
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all rescaled modes are linearly stable. For k e [kj,k, ] only
the rescaled shear mode is linearly unstable (the latter may
however be nonlinearly coupled to the other modes), and for
k <k all eigenvalues are positive which leads to instabilities.
However, it should be kept in mind that the previous discus-
sion involves rescaled modes only, and should be connected
to the original r variable. Indeed, for any real system (for
example a cubic box of volume L% the smallest wave num-
ber allowed for a perturbation is given by 27/ L, which cor-
responds to the time-dependent dimensionless wave-number
kpin=27/(Lno®'C)  where C=47"V2/[(d+2)T'(d/2)].
Since the density n(z) is a decreasing function of time, ki,
increases monotonously and there exists a time 7, such that
kyin(t) >k, for 1>1,. The lower cut-off k,;, therefore even-
tually enters the region where the homogeneous solution is
stable. For 7=t , the system is however not in a spatially
homogeneous state, but it is nevertheless tempting to con-
clude that the perturbations will be damped for r>¢,. Al-
though this statement is not rigorously derived, we conclude
here that an instability can only be a transient effect [37].

The time ¢, can be estimated from the condition
kmin(t )=k | . Making use of the hypothesis of small spatial
inhomogeneities, we may replace the density n(z) appearing
in the definition of k;,(7) by the homogeneous density ny(z)
given by Eq. (47a). We obtain

f_ 1| Lngo 2R ]”n
to_P{{(d+DFum)ki@) -1 (62)

Is the transient instability alluded to easily observable in a
simulation? A typical number of particles for molecular dy-
namics simulations is of the order of 10°, and nyo?=5
X 1073 (which corresponds to a rather low total initial pack-
ing function 7ny0°/4==0.004). For p=0.1 and d=2 Eq. (62)
gives 1| = 8.61,. Making use of Eq. (47a) to approximate the
density, one obtains n(z,)=0.61n,. The density inhomoge-
neities therefore start to decrease after that the density de-
creased to only 0.61 times its initial value, which for p
=0.1 corresponds in average to only four collisions per par-
ticle. For comparison purposes, inhomogeneities in granular
gases are observed after a few hundred collisions per particle
[3,38]. In order to observe the previous (and presumably
transient) instabilities one would need molecular dynamics
simulations with very large systems. Another condition is to
have a large enough p, which increases k,, see Fig. 9.
Equivalently, increasing p increases the divergence rate s, at
fixed k, see Eq. (60). For sufficiently small p (or small sys-
tem sizes) Eq. (62) does not have a positive solution because
kumin=>k ;| already for r=0. To sum up, the typical size of the
inhomogeneities may grow as a function of time until #
=¢, but the subsequent evolution should drive the system
back to a time dependent homogeneous regime.

B. Linear second order contributions

As already pointed out in Sec. IV D, it is necessary for
consistency to include the second-order decay rates in the
first order Navier-Stokes equations. Their study is useful to
establish the relevance of the second-order contributions in
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the gradients [that can be linear in V21 or VT, or nonlinear
in (VT)2,VT-Vn, etc.]. Our analysis follows the method of
Ref. [32], and we shall therefore not enter into much details.

Since we shall perform a linear stability analysis, the only
terms in the second-order decay rates that will contribute are
linear in the gradients. We therefore denote f< the part of
the second-order distribution f? that yields the linear con-
tributions, and neglect any other term in f?). The solution
has the form ff):M(n,T,V)V2T+N(n,T,V)V2n, where M
and N are to be determined. Inserting the latter relation in the
linear second-order decay rates [that may be obtained from
Eq)s (21) upon replacing f! by f< 1 they take the form

2 v2Ts éAszzn where A={n,u;, T}. Again, it is useful
to resort to a first-order Sonine polynom1al expansion for M
and N, such that M(V) c 2)52(0 )JM(V) and N(V)
=c 2)Sz(cz)/\/l(V) where c ) and c(z) are the coefficients to
be determined.

While it is a rather straightforward task to see from Egs.
(21) that those second-order contributions to the decay rates
are equal to zero for the Maxwell gas, the calculations for the
VHP model are more involved. In the latter case all decay
rates are equal to zero except 5(2) —Xc(z) and 2) =Xc?
where X=04""¢nvd(d+2)/2. The coefﬁ01ents c(T and c(z)
can be Put in a dimensionless form c(z) —c(Tz)nkBTvo/ Ko and

—cznzk sVo/ k9. Upon replacing the above expansions
for fm and for the decay rates in the Boltzmann equation, the
coefficients c( " and c " are solution of the equations

* 5 * * 2(‘i'+ 2) *®
[21)50) Py P +V§_P—:|C(TZ)

d+4
1 8
_ o H0)* (2)* *
= Y 63
Py& St )~ (63a)
. 2d+2) 8
0)* i (2)* *
+ —_
{17 n V§ p d+4 } Cn 59 d(6i+-2)/L
(63b)

where Y=1679D2/[ $I'(d/2)\2(d+2)(d+4)], and

f dV VIS, (cHM(V)]

V§:

"o j av VS, (cHM(V)

2r(an
qﬁ\ 51),2)[;7((1+2)(d+3)+(1 padl.  (64)

The second-order linear decay rates are given by f(Tz)l*
=c"d(d+2)/[Y(d-1)(d+4)] and &) =c d(d+2)/[¥(d
- 1)(d+4)].

The dimensionless linearized hydrodynamic equations
with nonzero second-order decay rates are the same as Eqs
(58) except for Eq (58c) where one has to replace «* by
K pf g and ,u by ,u péT; Consequently, the ratios
K /p§< r, and u /p§( T2 (see Fig. 6) give a rough estimation
of the relevance of the second-order decay rates.
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FIG. 6. Ratio of the dimensionless transport coefficient x (u")

to the linear second-order dimensionless transport coefficients

;”1*(5;2}"‘), for the VHP model. These ratios do not depend on the
the collision frequency ¢.

As seen from Fig. 6, the second-order decay rates p§(T% )1*
and pf}z ); are much smaller than the transport coefficients
and u’, respectively. They may therefore be neglected at
least from a linear stability analysis point of view. This ap-
proximation is increasingly more accurate as the annihilation
probability is decreased. Note that our conclusions for the
Maxwell model of probabilistic ballistic annihilation are
comparable to those for the granular gas [32].

C. Comparison between Maxwell, very-hard-particle, and
hard-sphere results

For the Maxwell model, the temperature decay rate §(T0>
vanishes. It follows from Eq. (60) that k, =0 and the trans-
verse mode is stable, which is confirmed by Fig. 7. The
Maxwell model appears to be linearly stable for all values of
the annihilation probability p.

o 81 s
N\, 19” -
01t ) 1
@ \\\\“\
© .
& e
02t / E
Y .
03 L L . L
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5

k

FIG. 7. Real part of the eigenvalues in dimensionless units for
the Maxwell model with p=0.1 and d=3. The dispersion relation
obtained from Eq. (60) is represented by a dashed line (labeled s )
whereas the three remaining relations are represented by continuous
lines (labeled s;). The shear mode (s ;) and sound modes (which are
on this figure such that s=0 when k— 0) are degenerated twice.
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FIG. 8. Real part of the eigenvalues in dimensionless units for
the VHP model with p=0.1 and d=3. The dispersion relation ob-
tained from Eq. (60) is represented by a dashed line (labeled s )
whereas the three remaining relations are represented by continuous
lines (labeled s). The first two biggest parallel modes are sound
modes.

On the other hand, within the VHP approach, the decay
rate &(0)# 0. The transverse mode may consequently be
unstable for some wave-numbers k of the perturbation (see
Fig. 8), which by nonlinear coupling to the other modes may
lead to density inhomogeneities. Other modes than the shear
may also be linearly unstable, when rescaled wave numbers
are such that k> k. The thresholds k, and k; are shown in
Fig. 9 for the three models. It appears again that the hard-
sphere quantity is bounded below by its Maxwell counterpart
and above by VHP. Note that the linear stability analysis
does not suffer from arbitrariness related to the free param-
eter ¢(x).

The imaginary part of the eigenvalues embodies the infor-
mation on the propagation of the perturbations. In Fig. 8, we
identify three different parallel modes for small enough
k (k<0.05). Given that the shear mode is always (d—1)
times degenerated and that there are d+2 modes in total,
none of the parallel modes are degenerated for low enough k.
Increasing k up to the first bifurcation, the sound modes be-
come degenerated and have a nonzero imaginary value. The
nonpropagating sound modes thus have bifurcated into a pair
of propagating modes. Since the eigenvalue for the trans-
verse velocity field is always real, we shall study here only
the imaginary part of the other eigenvalues. We define k,
such that for all k<k, all eigenvalues are real. It means that
only perturbations with small enough wave numbers A such
that \™' >k, /(2ano“™") are propagating. Figure 10 shows &,
as a function of the annihilation probability p for the VHP,
hard-sphere, and Maxwell models. Once more, the VHP and
Maxwell models appear as upper and lower bounds, respec-
tively. From Fig. 7 the Maxwell sound modes are degener-
ated for all k£ and therefore the sound modes of the Maxwell
model are always propagating, i.e., k,=0. In the VHP case,
Fig. 8 shows a propagation gap for the sound modes, i.e., a k
window with k>kp, where the sound modes are not degen-
erated. This is confirmed by Fig. 10 (smaller inset). A propa-
gation gap in the sound mode dispersion relation has been
predicted on the basis of the revised Enskog theory for hard-
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FIG. 9. Wave-numbers k, and k; in dimensionless units as a
function of the annihilation probability p for d=3. S and VHP su-
perscripts denote the hard spheres and very-hard-particle models,
respectively. Within the Maxwell model, one has k, =k=0.

sphere fluids [39]. Such a gap has been observed in neutron
scattering experiments of atomic liquids [40], of molten salts
[41], or inelastic x-ray scattering of lipid bilayers [42], for
example.

VIII. CONCLUSION

Making use of the Chapman-Enskog scheme, we have
derived in this paper the hydrodynamic equations governing
the coarse-grained number density, linear momentum, and
kinetic energy density fields for an assembly of particles un-
dergoing annihilating collisions with probability p and an
elastic scattering otherwise. In between collisions, the mo-
tion is ballistic. To this aim, the relevant “hard-sphere”-like
Boltzmann equation has been simplified first into its Max-
well, and second into its very hard-particle (VHP) form. In
both cases, the corresponding Navier-Stokes equations take
the same form as in the initial hard-sphere description and
read

0.5 | l I ‘
0.6 T T T T : ‘ l”
03 F - - i ; {
04+ e — /_
Z 90 ) ' ' -
E 006 008 0L
03 r -03+r J k -
-0.6 1 L ’ - /
02 r 6 01 02 03 04 05 7 |
k p
| _
e | )
. Hard Sph:re[:
0 L= | ' I ‘
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 J

p

FIG. 10. Wave-number k,, in dimensionless units as a function
of the annihilation probability p for d=3. The Maxwell model is not
represented since in this case k,=0 for all p. The main inset shows
the imaginary part of the eigenvalues in dimensionless units for the
VHP model for d=3 and p=0.1. The smaller inset shows the propa-
gation gap k € [0.1006...,0.1046...], of the sound modes.
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dn+V - (nu) =-pné,, (65a)
1
du+—YV P+ (u-Viu=-pvé,, (65b)
mn

T+ u-V)T+ (P:Vu+V.q)=-pT&r, (65¢)

nde

with
d+2 =012 kyT

= =4 AR 66
&= = A )" m (66)
&,=0, (67)
&r=0, (68)

for the Maxwell model, and

2d
=—v, 69
gn d+ 4V0 ( )
.1 .1 d*(d+2)
=— -VT -Vn|———, (70
S UT<KT e n>2(d—1)(d+4) (70)
2

&r=—"—"1 (71)

d+4

in the VHP case [the transport coefficients x* or " are given
by Egs. (50)], and the pressure tensor P;; and heat flux g; are
given by

2
g@jvk”k), (72)

Py(r.1) = nky T3, - n(V% V=

qi(l‘,t) =- KVI'T— /.Lvln (73)

Our analysis showed that the Maxwell and VHP simplifi-
cations, that are more amenable to analytical treatment, not
only capture the essential features of hard-sphere dynamics,
but also provide lower and upper bounds for all comparable
quantities. Some important differences should however be
commented upon. A first difference is that Maxwell and VHP
lead to regular transport coefficients for all values of the
annihilation probability, whereas a divergence occurs for an-
nihilating hard sphere thermal conductivity « and Fourier
coefficient u. We concluded from this comparison that this
divergence is presumably not physical and could result from
the more stringent approximations put forward in the hard-
sphere computation. It turns out that the hard-sphere case is
such that the velocity distribution is non-Gaussian to zeroth
order in spatial gradient, whereas it is Gaussian in Maxwell
and VHP cases. This fact could be at the root of the diver-
gence observed in the transport coefficients. We have also
shown that the second-order decay rates of the Maxwell
model are equal to zero, while for the VHP case they may
accurately be neglected. This analysis suggests that the
second-order decay rates of probabilistic ballistic annihila-
tion of hard spheres may as well be accurately neglected, at
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least for small annihilation probabilities p. This approxima-
tion had been invoked in Ref. [28], without any control on its
validity.

The second important difference between Maxwell, hard-
sphere, and VHP dynamics is that within the Maxwell model,
all Fourier modes are found to be linearly stable. This fact is
intimately related to the nondissipative nature of the corre-
sponding dynamics, an aspect which may be surprising at
first: Although particles are permanently removed from the
system, the mean kinetic energy is conserved on average
(&7=0). This may be considered as a deficiency of the Max-
well (over)simplification. On the other hand, VHP dynamics
is such that the collision frequency increases with the veloc-
ity of a given population of particles, which in turn implies
that the kinetic energy decreases faster than the number of
particles, hence &> 0. This dissipation is at the root of pos-
sible instabilities in the coarse-grained fields. However, these
instabilities manifest themselves for suitably rescaled fields,
and we argued in Sec. VII that they should presumably only
translate into transient instabilities for the “real” fields. In-
deed, due to the decrease of density n(z), an unstable Fourier
mode has a wave number increasing like n~!, and eventually
enters into a regime where damping should wash out the
perturbation. This feature presumably provides at least a lin-
ear saturation mechanism for instabilities, different from
usual nonlinear saturation effects, that may also play a tran-
sient role here if the initial conditions are sufficiently un-
stable [in other words, if n(z,)<n(t=0)]. Our stability
analysis was nevertheless restricted to perturbations around
the time-dependent homogeneous state, so that strictly
speaking, the effects of transient instabilities that may drive
the system into a strongly modulated state are unclear at the
moment. This calls for a careful numerical (molecular dy-
namics) study of the coarse-grained fields, which is the pur-
pose of future work. This would also allow us to question the
validity of the hydrodynamic description, in a regime where
the wave number is not much smaller than the inverse mean-
free-path €~'ocng“! (in the previous figures, k is expressed
in units of €~!, up to a prefactor of order one).
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APPENDIX A: SUMMARY OF THE NOTATIONS

We shall recall here some of the notations used through
the paper. «k and u are the transport coefficients appearing in
Fourier’s linear heat conduction law (24), and 7 is the shear
viscosity appearing in the pressure tensor (23). A quantity A
that is made dimensionless is noted A*. The corresponding
dimensionless transport coefficients are written
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7= (Ala)
7o
=, (A1b)
Ko
. M
=—, Al
P T (Alc)
where
d(d+2) kg
=——7,, A2
Ko 2(d—1)m770 (A2)
d+2 T'(d2) NmkzT
( )\mB (A3)

o = g -2 gl

are the thermal conductivity and shear viscosity coefficients
for hard spheres, respectively. The dimensionless coefficients

* * K .
Vyp Vi and v, are given by

f dVS(V)JA, dVSi(V)QA;
" 1 ]Rd Rd

14 —-p— N

<= V_o Vo
f dVS,(V)A,; f dVS,(V)A,;
R? R4

(Ada)
f VS (V)JB, f VS (V)OB,
. 1 Jpd 1 Jgd
—_—— —p_ )
) Vo
f dVS,(V)B; f dvsy(V)B;
R R?
(A4b)
. 1 Jgd 1 Jr
v,=— P >
7 ) Vo
f dVD;(V)C;; f dvD;(V)C;
R Rrd
(Adc)
with
(0) 8 (d-1)/2 lk T
y0=p—=—7T no‘J—] L, (AS)
7 d+21(d2) m

and p©=nk,T is the zeroth-order pressure. In Eqs. (A4), the
operator J is given by

Jg=pL [V ¢]+ (1 - p)LIf?,¢], (A6)
where

La[f(O)’g] =- Ja[f«))’g] - Ja[gsf(O)], (A7a)
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LCD((O)’g] == ]c[f(())’g] - Jc[g’f((])],

g being an arbitrary function. The collision operator J, (an-
nihilation operator J,) is defined by Eq. (3) [Eq. (2)]. The
linear operator () is defined by Eq. (D3).

The velocity distribution function is denoted f(r,v;7). In
the scaling regime

(A7b)

n(t) -

flr,vin) = A )f(C) (A8)

where ¢=V/v;. The time-dependent [through 7(z)] thermal
velocity is

2kyT

m

vp= (A9)

We note the Maxwellian in the homogeneous cooling state
by

2
M(V) = Ud( ;imexp(— %), (A10)
and the Maxwellian by
M(c) = 7P exp(- c?). (A11)
Therefore, we obtain a similar relation to Eq. (A8): M(V)

=(n/1p) M(c).

The decay rate for the field A={n,u;, T} reads &™ where
m denotes the order in the Chapman-Enskog expansion. The
corresponding dimensionless decay rate is

m)

m*_ SA

(A12)

APPENDIX B: DECAY EXPONENTS OF THE
HOMOGENEOUS COOLING STATE OF PBA WITH HARD
SPHERE DYNAMICS

We shall recall results obtained in [27,28]. The density
and temperature of the homogeneous cooling state for PBA
of hard spheres are given by

S

nH(t)=n0<1+pt£> n, (Bla)
0

t =
Ty(t) = T0<1 +p—) , (B1b)
)
where the decay exponents are )= 5( (0)/ty, ¥3= 5( (0)/ to,
and the relaxation time fy= 50)(0 +§(0 (0)/2, where § (O)
and §<0 (0) are the decay rates at time t=0. The subscript H
denotes a quantity evaluated in the homogeneous state. Mak-
ing use of the explicit values of & 0) (0) and §<0 (0) found in
[28] and since ys y?/ 2 one obtains

d+2 1
YS = _< azg)”ofo,

(B2a)
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e 1d+2(1+ 8d+11> . (B2b)
vToga T e )00
o | d+2 1 d+2 8d+11
to=|——\l-ay—|+—\1+a,——| |w,
4 16 16d 16
(B2c¢)
where the kurtosis a, of the velocity distribution is [27]
3-242
a,=8 X . (B3)

1-p -
4d+6-\2+—L8\2(a-1)
p

APPENDIX C: USEFUL RELATIONS FOR THE
COEFFICIENTS v, AND v,

The expressions (28) and (51) may be calculated with the
help of the following relations. Let X and Y be arbitrary
functions, M(V)=n/ (11;71“” Nexp(=V?/ v%) the Maxwellian in
the scaling regime, then

f dv,Y(v)L [ MX]
]Rd

= O’d_ld)(x)‘l};_xj o dVldVZIIfz
R

XFO(v)MV)X (V)Y (v)) + Y(v5)],  (C1)
and

| B

J av,Y(v))LIMX] =- o
R4 d

LM dv,dv,v),

XFO(v)) M(vy)X(v,) f do(b-1)

X[Y(v) +Y(vy)], (C2)

where Lug = _Ja[f(O) > g] _Ja[g ’f(O)] and Lag = _Jc[f(O) > g]
—J.[g.f] for an arbitrary function g. Let @ € R*, then

w2 ™7 Td+n)2]
fﬂddx|x| ¢ = ra) (C3)

f dxfxe = 72 d+nT[(d+n)/2] )
pd T a,(d+n+2)/2 2d F[d/2] i

(C4)

In the integrals below, the results when 6(o - g) is absent are
obtained upon multiplying the value of 3, by two. Finally for
o=(0y,...,0,),geR? |o]=1, |g|=1, we have

R A B .-
fdaﬁ(cr-g)(a'g) 0i0= "8 *(ngig;+8°5;).

+d
(Cs5)

J doo(a-g) (- g)'0i=Bng" g (Co)
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I[(n+1)2]
I(n+d)/2]
(C7)

ﬁffd&ﬁ(&- 8) (- )" = mld-12

APPENDIX D: EXACT RELATIONS FOR THE
TRANSPORT COEFFICIENTS OF THE MAXWELL
MODEL

Following the same route as in [28] we may rewrite the
right-hand side of Eq. (19) such that

[0 +J1fV=AVIn T+ BV Inn+C;Vau,+pQsf,

(D1)
where
kT of”
: 0 == D2
A= MV[M o o2
kT 9"
0 _ £ D2b
- Vit m v (D2b)
Cii= i[vjﬂ0 [vkﬂ0 (D2c)
vV, dav v
and () is a linear operator defined by
of*”
Qg =08 110, ¢]- —wél)b‘o g]+ Téﬁ)[ﬂo),g]
(D3)

The quantlty g is either A;, B;, or C;;, and the functionals
f(l) 1) , and §(1) are obtained from Egs. (21) upon replacing

f“ by g

Pressure tensor

Integrating the Boltzmann Eq. (D1) over V with weight
mV,;V; and taking into account the symmetry properties of
the coefficients (D2) one obtains

AOPPn+p | dVmV VL)
R

+(1-p) | dVmVV,L[f?.fV]
R4

= ddeViVjCkl(V)Vkul,
R

(D4)

where we have made use of the definition (25) for the pres-
sure tensor. The same definition further allows us to write

(D5)

f deVl a[f(O)f(l ] éO)P(])(r
Rd

and using additionally Eq. (C2), and Egs. (C5)—(C7)
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f dVmV, VL[, V] = fﬁlo)—P(l)(r 7). (D6)
R4 d+2
Finally
dVmV,V,C(V)Vu, = - p(O)Aijlekul’ (D7)
Rd
where
Ajjir = Oy + 6.0y — d(S Okt (D8)
Insertion of Egs. (D5)—(D7) in Eq. (D4) yields
d+?2
[‘950) +P§£LO) +(1 —P)gﬁzo) ) P,('})(I'J) = _p(O)Aijlekul~
(D9)

The solution of Eq. (D9) is P( ):—nA V. Functional de-
pendence analysis shows that nx T”zl, and since to zeroth
order the temperature is conserved (?Pijl)=0. Equation (D9)
thus gives

1
-, D10
=T (D10)

pT+(1—p)

Heat flux

Integrating the Boltzmann Eq. (D1) over V with weight
mV?V;/2 and taking into account the symmetry properties of
the coefficients (D2) one obtains

4% 1)(rt)+pf demVZVL [, 7]

+(1=-p) dV mVZVL J79. 1]
R4

1
= f dV—mV*V.A,(V)V,In T
R 2

1
+ dVEmVZV,»Bk(V)Vkln T,
Rd

(D11)

where we have made use of the definition (9) for the heat
flux to first order. Moreover, one finds

1
dvzmvzv,-La[f“”, =% D,  (D12)

Rd
and using additionally Eq. (C2), and Egs. (C5)—(C7)
f dVlmVZVL 10,707 = 242D o q"(r.1).
d(d 2)™"
(D13)

Finally

021105-15



COPPEX, DROZ, AND TRIZAC

d+2pky

1
dVEmVZViA (V)V,InT=—- V.T,

Rd
(D14)

1
dVEmVZV,-Bk(V)Vkln n=0. (D15)

R4

Insertion of Egs. (D12)—(D15) in Eq. (D11) gives
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2(d-1)

(e
dds |t Y

0”50)+P§£,0)+ (1 _p)gﬁlO

d+2p%
—_uvl .
2 m

(D16)

The solution of Eq. (D16) is ql(.l)=—)\V,»T— 1V n. Functional
dependence analysis shows that N« T"? and wuoT3?n7!,
therefore &,qfl)z pgfqo),u,V,n. In order to satisfy Eq. (D16) it is
therefore required that =0 and

. 1

\ = . (D17)
d(d+?2) f(1-p)
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