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Abstract

We investigate a kinetic model for interacting particles whose masses are integer mul-

tiples of an elementary mass. These particles undergo binary collisions which preserve

momentum and energy but during which some number of elementary masses can be ex-

changed between the particles. We derive a Boltzmann collision operator for such collisions

and study its conservation properties. Under some adequate assumptions on the collision

rates, we show that it satisfies a H-theorem and exhibit its equilibria. We formally derive

the system of fluid equations that arises from the hydrodynamic limit of this Boltzmann

equation. We compute the viscous corrections to the leading order hydrodynamic equations

on a simplified collision operator of BGK type. We show that this diffusive system can be

put in the formalism of nonequilibrium thermodynamics. In particular, it satisfies Onsager’s

reciprocity relation and entropy decay.
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1 Introduction

This paper is devoted to the study of a system of interacting particles whose masses are integer

multiples of an elementary mass. These particles undergo binary collisions which preserve

momentum and energy but during which some number of elementary masses can be exchanged

between the particles. So, this system combines the features of a coagulation-fragmentation

problem and of a classical rarefied gas dynamics system.

Coagulation-fragmentation equations describe the size evolution of particle clusters when

such clusters can merge or split. There are many different models of such phenomena depending

on how many clusters or what cluster sizes are involved in a merge or split event, or whether the

cluster sizes are described by discrete or continuous variables. The emblematic example of such

a model is the so-called Smoluchowski equation. There is an abundant literature on the mathe-

matical analysis of this equation and its variants, in particular on its dynamics and its equilibria,

which will be our main interest here. We refer e.g. to [1, 13, 15, 16, 23, 28, 34, 35] as well as the

short review [50] and the book [4] for further references. Coagulation-fragmentation equations

have many applications in aerosol dynamics [26], emulsion polymerization [19], combustion

[33, 42] and animal group-size statistics [23, 39].

Most of the literature deals with spatially homogeneous systems, i.e., systems where the size

distribution of the clusters do not depend on position. Some models though have considered

spatially inhomogeneous situations. In [17], the coagulation-fragmentation dynamics is coupled

with a spatial diffusion. [31, 36] consider spatially discrete versions of the transport processes

applying to the clusters. In [30], the clusters are transported by a background fluid and modelled

by a kinetic equation of Fokker-Planck type. The authors study hydrodynamic limits which

roughly lead to the model of [17], coupled with the movement of the fluid. In [32], a spatially

inhomogeneous kinetic fragmentation model is considered and existence of solutions is proved.

In the present paper, we derive a Boltzmann collision operator for particles which have in-

teger masses and which undergo binary collisions preserving the total mass (i.e. the sum of the

masses of the incoming particles). However, the way the total mass is distributed among the two

particles may be different in the incoming and outgoing particle pairs. We also assume that the

binary collisions preserve the total momentum and total energy. For this reason, we exclude the

case of complete coagulation (i.e. there is only one outgoing particle) or complete breakup (i.e.

there is only one incoming particle), because in such case, it is impossible to conserve both the

total momentum and total energy. We refer to processes in which two particles exchange mass

(without merge or breakup) during a collision as a mass-exchange process.

Collisions with mass exchange may occur for instance in reacting gases [9], sprays [2, 41,

43, 44] or heavy ion collisions [40]. However, in the first case, the masses span a finite set

of integers and, additionally, the collisions are not kinematically elastic as there are potential

energy barriers that the particles must overcome to form reaction products. In the second and

third cases, the particles have some internal energy, reflecting vibrating modes in droplets or in

ions. Moreover, in the case of sprays, most often passive advection by the background fluid is

the main driver of motion.

Here, we construct a simpler model, aiming that both the collision kinetics and mass ex-

change processes have similar magnitudes and contribute in a comparable way to motion, parti-

cle statistics, equilibria and ensemble dynamics. So, we assume that the mass exchange process

does not require any potential energy nor does it trigger any internal degrees of freedom of the
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particles. These assumptions could be satisfied at leading order when such potential energies

or internal degrees of freedom are small enough to be treated as perturbations. The modelling

is based on the construction of a Boltzmann collision operator akin to that used in rarefied gas

dynamics, but which incorporates the mass-exchange phenomenon. The Boltzmann equation of

rarefied gas dynamics has been the subject of numerous mathematical works, see [18, 45, 47, 49]

for reviews.

Another instance which motivated this study is the description of animal groups movements.

Animal group size statistics has been treated so far in a purely spatially homogeneous way [23,

39]. However, one may be interested in investigating to what extent group merges and splits

influence the displacement of animals during migrations or foraging. Obviously, momentum and

energy are not conserved during animal movements due to self-propulsion. However, interaction

mechanisms between animals and their collective dynamics are complex, diverse and still poorly

known [48]. So, rarefied gas binary collisions appear as a starting point for the investigation of

mass exchange processes. The study of more complex models with gradually more realistic

assumptions will be deferred to future works.

The outline of this work is as follows. In Section 2, we derive the Boltzmann operator for

mass exchange collisions (referred to as the BME operator) and study its properties (conser-

vations, entropy dissipation, equilibria, etc.). In Section 3, we investigate the dynamics of the

BME equation at large spatio-temporal scales compared with the typical collision scales. This

regime is characterized by a small parameter " (known as the Knudsen number) and the limit

" → 0 is called the hydrodynamic limit. In this limit, the system is described by the local mass,

momentum and energy densities, as well as the local particle number density (here, since the par-

ticles have different masses, the mass and number densities are not proportional). The resulting

system will be referred to as the Euler system with mass exchange (EME). Then, we investigate

the (") correction to the EME system using the Chapman-Enskog procedure. Because com-

putations may be quite complex with the original BME operator, we use a simpler BGK-type

collision operator for this study. This leads to a system called the Navier-Stokes equations for

mass exchange (NSME). Finally, Section 4 is devoted to investigating the entropy properties

of the EME and NSME systems. In particular, we show that the NSME system is consistent

with the formalism of nonequilibrium thermodynamics [20]: it satisfies Onsager’s reciprocity

relation and entropy dissipation, and is therefore compatible with the second principle of ther-

modynamics. Finally, we end this work by a conclusion in Section 5. A short appendix recalls

some basic formulas used throughout this work.

2 Boltzmann operator for mass exchange collisions

2.1 The collision rule

We first consider two particles of masses m and m1 and velocities v and v1 respectively which

interact and give rise to particles with masses m′ and m′
1

and velocities v′ and v′
1

respectively.

Here, we assume that masses are integers in {1, 2,… , } and the velocities are vectors in ℝ
n.

The collision obviously preserves the number of particles. We assume that the collision also
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preserves mass, momentum and energy, i.e. we have

m + m1 = m′ + m′
1
, (2.1)

mv + m1v1 = m′v′ + m′
1
v′
1
, (2.2)

m|v|2 + m1|v1|2 = m′|v′|2 + m′
1
|v′

1
|2. (2.3)

Since zero masses are not allowed, we have m′, m′
1
∈ {1, 2,… , m+ m1 − 1}. We introduce the

center-of-mass velocity vCM. Because of (2.1) and (2.2), we have

vCM =
mv + m1v1

m + m1

=
m′v′ + m′

1
v′
1

m′ + m′
1

. (2.4)

We then introduce the velocities in the center-of-mass frame

u = v − vCM =
m1

m + m1

(v − v1), (2.5)

u1 = v1 − vCM = −
m

m + m1

(v − v1), (2.6)

u′ = v′ − vCM =
m′

1

m′ + m′
1

(v′ − v′
1
), (2.7)

u′
1

= v′
1
− vCM = −

m′

m′ + m′
1

(v′ − v′
1
). (2.8)

Thanks to (2.1) and (2.2), Eq. (2.3) can be written

m|u|2 + m1|u1|2 = m′|u′|2 + m′
1
|u′

1
|2,

and with (2.5) to (2.8), we find

(mm1)
1∕2|v − v1| = (m′m′

1
)1∕2|v′ − v′

1
|. (2.9)

Following the case of equal masses, we can write

(m′m′
1
)1∕2(v′ − v′

1
) = (mm1)

1∕2
[
v − v1 − 2(v − v1) ⋅ΩΩ

]
, (2.10)

where Ω ∈ S
n−1 with Ω ⋅ (v − v1) ≤ 0. Inserting it into (2.7) and (2.8), we get

u′ =
m′

1

m + m1

(
mm1

m′m′
1

)1∕2 [
v − v1 − 2(v − v1) ⋅ ΩΩ

]
, (2.11)

u′
1
= −

m′

m + m1

(
mm1

m′m′
1

)1∕2 [
v − v1 − 2(v − v1) ⋅ ΩΩ

]
Ω. (2.12)

This results in the following collision law:

v′ =
mv + m1v1

m + m1

+
(mm1)

1∕2

m + m1

(
m′

1

m′

)1∕2 [
v − v1 − 2(v − v1) ⋅ ΩΩ

]
, (2.13)

v′
1
=

mv + m1v1

m + m1

−
(mm1)

1∕2

m + m1

(
m′

m′
1

)1∕2 [
v − v1 − 2(v − v1) ⋅ΩΩ

]
, (2.14)

m′
1
= m + m1 − m′, (2.15)
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where m′ takes any integer value {1, 2,… , m+ m1 − 1} and Ω in S
n−1 with Ω ⋅ (v − v1) ≤ 0.

Eq. (2.10) can be inverted into

(mm1)
1∕2(v − v1) = (m′m′

1
)1∕2

[
v′ − v′

1
− 2(v′ − v′

1
) ⋅ ΩΩ

]
, (2.16)

which leads to

v =
m′v′ + m′

1
v′
1

m′ + m′
1

+
(m′m′

1
)1∕2

m′ + m′
1

(m1

m

)1∕2 [
v′ − v′

1
− 2(v′ − v′

1
) ⋅ Ω′Ω′

]
, (2.17)

v1 =
m′v′ + m′

1
v′
1

m′ + m′
1

−
(m′m′

1
)1∕2

m′ + m′
1

(
m

m1

)1∕2 [
v′ − v′

1
− 2(v′ − v′

1
) ⋅Ω′ Ω′

]
, (2.18)

m1 = m′ + m′
1
− m, (2.19)

with Ω′ = −Ω and we note that Ω′ ∈ S
n−1 satisfies Ω′

⋅ (v′ − v′
1
) ≤ 0.

2.2 The Boltzmann operator with mass exchange (BME operator)

Let fm(x, v, t) be the distribution function of particles of mass m, and f = (fm)m=1,…. We define

a Boltmann collision operator for collisions with mass exchange (in short BME operator) in

weak sense. Let 'm(v) be a sequence of test functions of the variable v. Then, we write

d

dt

( ∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

fm 'm dv

)
=

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f )(v)'m dv =
1

2

∞∑
m,m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

Am,m1;m
′

∫(v,v1,Ω)∈ℝ
2n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

(
'm′ + 'm′

1
− 'm − 'm1

)
fm fm1

dv dv1 dΩ, (2.20)

where 'm = 'm(v), 'm1
= 'm1

(v1), 'm′ = 'm′(v′), 'm′
1
= 'm′

1
(v′

1
), and similarly for fm, fm1

,

fm′ , fm′
1

and v′, v′
1
, m′

1
related to v, v1, m, m1, m

′ and Ω through (2.13)-(2.15). Here, Am,m1;m
′

is the rate of collisions between particles of masses m and m1 giving rise to particles of masses

m′ and m + m1 − m′, while B is the rate of collisions of particles (m, v) with particles (m1, v1)

generating a deflection angle parametrized by Ω. For hard-sphere collisions, the number of

collisions undergone by a test particle (m, v) against field particles (m1, v1) during a time interval

dt is equal to the number of such field particles in a collision cylinder whose radius rc is the sum

of the radii of the two particles, and of height equal to |v − v1|dt. The radius of a particle of

mass m scales like m1∕n, so that we can suppose that the surface of the section of this cylinder

is � = Cn(m
1∕n + m

1∕n

1
)n−1, where Cn is the volume of the unit ball in an (n − 1)-dimensional

euclidean space. We note that we can aggregate the factor Cn(m
1∕n +m

1∕n

1
)n−1 with the constant

Am,m1;m
′ and assume that � = 1. For more general collisions, the number � is replaced by

the so-called differential scattering cross section, which is classically a function of the kinetic

energy of the reduced particle Ered =
mm1

m+m1

|v − v1|2, and of Ω ⋅
v−v1

|v−v1|
which is the cosine of

�∕2 plus half the scattering angle. This is exact up to the same multiplicative factor as in the

hard-sphere case, which again can be aggregated with the constant Am,m1;m
′ . Likewise, we can

write |v − v1| = (
m+m1

mm1

)1∕2E
1∕2

red
and the prefactor (

m+m1

mm1

)1∕2 can be aggregated with Am,m1;m
′ . In
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the end, this shows that we can assume that the collision rate B is a function of Ered and Ω ⋅
v−v1

|v−v1|
,

without any other dependence on the masses, which is what appears in (2.20). Of course, all this

assumes factorization between rates for mass exchanges Am,m1;m
′ and rates for velocity changes B

; in total generality we should have postulated a rate of the form Bm,m1;m
′(

mm1

m+m1

|v−v1|2,Ω ⋅
v−v1

|v−v1|
).

This would lead to further complications that we wish to avoid in the present work.

Since the partition of m + m1 into m and m1 is the same as that obtained by exchanging m

and m1, and similarly, the partition of m + m1 into m′ and m′
1

is the same as that obtained by

exchanging m′ and m′
1
, we have

Am,m1;m
′ = Am1,m;m

′ = Am,m1;m+m1−m
′ , ∀m, m1 ≥ 1, ∀m′ ∈ {1,… , m+ m1 − 1}. (2.21)

We also note that the parameter values (m, v, m1, v1,Ω, m
′) and (m1, v1, m, v,−Ω, m + m1 − m′)

correspond to the same physical collision. Thus, in the sums and integrals involved in (2.20),

each physical collision is counted twice, which justifies the factor 1∕2 in front of the whole

expression.

We now give the strong form of the BME operator given in weak form by (2.20):

Lemma 2.1 (BME operator in strong form). We have

d

dt
fm(v) = Qm(f )(v), ∀m ∈ {1, 2,… , }, ∀v ∈ ℝ

n,

with

Qm(f )(v) = ∫(v1,Ω)∈ℝ
n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

[ ∑
{(m′,m′

1
) |m′+m′

1
≥m+1}

Am′ ,m′
1
;m fm′ fm′

1

(mm1

m′m′
1

) n

2

−

∞∑
m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

Am,m1;m
′ fm fm1

]
dv1 dΩ, (2.22)

Proof. The right-hand side of (2.20) is the sum of four terms labeled 1○ to 4○ in the same order

as the terms associated with 'm′ , 'm′
1
, 'm, 'm1

. We immediately get

3○ = −
1

2

∞∑
m=1

∫
v∈ℝn

( ∞∑
m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

Am,m1;m
′

∫(v1,Ω)∈ℝ
n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)
fm fm1

dv1 dΩ

)
'm dv. (2.23)

Now, for 4○, we just exchange (m, v) and (m1, v1) on the one hand, and change the sign of Ω on

the other hand. Since m, m1, v, v1 are dummy variables, the result is unchanged and we readily

see that

4○ = 3○. (2.24)
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Now, we turn ourselves to 1○. Changing the order of the sums in m, m1, m
′, we get

1○ =
1

2

∞∑
m′=1

∑
{(m,m1) |m+m1≥m′+1}

Am,m1;m
′

∫(v,v1,Ω)∈ℝ
2n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)
'm′ fm fm1

dv dv1 dΩ. (2.25)

We now make the change of variables (v, v1) → (v′, v′
1
). We need to compute the Jacobian

J = |det(
)(v,v1)

)(v′,v′
1
)
)| = |det(

)(v′,v′
1
)

)(v,v1)
)|−1. From (2.13), (2.14), we note that the map (v, v1) ↦ (v′, v′

1
)

for given Ω is linear and can be written

v′ = Hv −K(v ⋅ Ω)Ω + Lv1 +K(v1 ⋅Ω)Ω,

v′
1

= H ′v +K ′(v ⋅Ω)Ω + L′v1 −K ′(v1 ⋅Ω)Ω,

with

H = � +
√
��1 
, K = 2

√
��1 
, L = �1 −

√
��1 
,

H ′ = � −

√
��1



, K ′ = 2

√
��1



, L′ = �1 +

√
��1



,

and

� =
m

m + m1

, �1 =
m1

m + m1

, 
 =

√
m′

1

m′
.

Let (e1,… , en) be basis of ℝn such that en = Ω. Then, in this basis, the linear map (v, v1) ↦

(v′, v′
1
) has matrix  given blockwise by:

 =

(  
 

)
,

with

 = diag(H,… , H,H −K),  = diag(L,… , L, L+K),

 = diag(H ′,… , H ′, H ′ +K ′),  = diag(L′,… , L′, L′ −K ′),

where diag(a1,… , an) denotes the diagonal matrix with diagonal entries a1,… , an. Since  and

 commutent, we have

det = det
( − )

= (HL′ − LH ′)n−1
(
(H −K)(L′ −K ′) − (H ′ +K ′)(L +K)

)
.

Remarking that � + �1 = 1 and using (2.1), we compute

HL′ − LH ′ = −
(
(H −K)(L′ −K ′) − (H ′ +K ′)(L +K)

)

=
√
��1

(

 +

1




)
=

√
mm1

m′m′
1

,
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which leads to

J = |det|−1 =
(m′m′

1

mm1

) n

2

.

Thus, owing to (2.1) and (2.9), the change of variables (v, v1) → (v′, v′
1
) and Ω → Ω′ = −Ω in

(2.25) leads to

1○ =
1

2

∞∑
m′=1

∑
{(m,m1) |m+m1≥m′+1}

Am,m1;m
′

∫(v′,v′
1
,Ω′)∈ℝ2n×Sn−1 | (v′−v′

1
)⋅Ω′≤0

B

( m′m′
1

m′ + m′
1

|v′ − v′
1
|2,Ω′

⋅
v′ − v′

1

|v′ − v′
1
|
)

'm′ fm fm1

(m′m′
1

mm1

) n

2

dv′ dv′
1
dΩ′.

Now, we just rename (m, v) into (m′, v′) and vice-versa, and (m1, v1) into (m′
1
, v′

1
) and vice-versa

and rename Ω′ into Ω. This gives

1○ =
1

2

∞∑
m=1

∫
v∈ℝn

( ∑
{(m′,m′

1
) |m′+m′

1
≥m+1}

Am′ ,m′
1
;m

∫(v1,Ω)∈ℝ
n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

fm′ fm′
1

( mm1

m′m′
1

) n

2

dv1 dΩ

)
'm dv. (2.26)

Finally, using the same algebra as for 1○, we get

2○ =
1

2

∞∑
m=1

∑
{(m′,m′

1
) |m′+m′

1
≥m+1}

Am′ ,m′
1
;m

∫(v,v1,Ω)∈ℝ
2n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

'm1
fm′ fm′

1

( mm1

m′m′
1

) n

2

dv dv1 dΩ,

Now, as for 4○, we exchange (m, v) and (m1, v1) on the one hand and change the sign of Ω on the

other hand and get

2○ = 1○. (2.27)

Adding (2.23), (2.24), (2.26) and (2.27), and owing to the fact that the resulting formula is

valid for any sequence of test functions ('m)m≥1, we are led to (2.22).
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Lemma 2.2 (Equivalent weak form of the BME operator). Eq. (2.20) is equivalent to the fol-

lowing:

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f )(v)'m dv = −
1

4

∞∑
m,m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

(mm1)
n

2

∫(v,v1,Ω)∈ℝ
2n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

(
'm′ + 'm′

1
− 'm − 'm1

) [Am′ ,m′
1
;m

(m′m′
1
)
n

2

fm′ fm′
1
−

Am,m1;m
′

(mm1)
n

2

fm fm1

]
dv dv1 dΩ. (2.28)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of the previous lemma. We start with (2.20) and make the

change of variables (m, v, m1, v1) → (m′, v′, m′
1
, v′

1
) and Ω → Ω′ = −Ω. We get

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f )(v)'m dv =
1

2

∞∑
m,m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

Am,m1;m
′

∫(v′,v′
1
,Ω′)∈ℝ2n×Sn−1 | (v′−v′

1
)⋅Ω′≤0

B

( m′m′
1

m′ + m′
1

|v′ − v′
1
|2,Ω′

⋅
v′ − v′

1

|v′ − v′
1
|
)

(
'm′ + 'm′

1
− 'm − 'm1

)
fm fm1

(m′m′
1

mm1

) n

2

dv′ dv′
1
dΩ′.

Now, we rename (m, v) into (m′, v′) and vice-versa, and (m1, v1) into (m′
1
, v′

1
) and vice-versa and

rename Ω′ into Ω. This gives

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f )(v)'m dv = −
1

2

∞∑
m′,m′

1
=1

m′+m′
1
−1∑

m=1

Am′,m′
1
;m

∫(v,v1,Ω)∈ℝ
2n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

(
'm′ + 'm′

1
− 'm − 'm1

)
fm′ fm′

1

( mm1

m′ m′
1

) n

2

dv dv1 dΩ.

Now, we note that
∞∑

m′,m′
1
=1

m′+m′
1
−1∑

m=1

=

∞∑
m,m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

.

Thus, we get

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f )(v)'m dv = −
1

2

∞∑
m,m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

Am′,m′
1
;m

∫(v,v1,Ω)∈ℝ
2n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

(
'm′ + 'm′

1
− 'm − 'm1

)
fm′ fm′

1

( mm1

m′ m′
1

) n

2

dv dv1 dΩ. (2.29)
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Then, adding (2.20) and (2.29) leads to (2.28), which ends the proof.

2.3 Conservations, entropy dissipation and equilibria

Proposition 2.3 (Conservations). Let ' = ('m)m≥1 be a sequence of smooth functions with

sufficient decay at infinity in m and v such that

'm′(v′) + 'm′
1
(v′

1
) − 'm(v) − 'm1

(v1) = 0, (2.30)

for all (m′, v′), (m′
1
, v′

1
), (m, v), (m1, v1) satisfying (2.1), (2.2), (2.3). Then, we have

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f )'m dv = 0, (2.31)

for any sequence f = ('m)m≥1 of smooth functions decaying fast enough in v and m.

Proof. We apply (2.28) with ' satisfying (2.30) and immediately get (2.31).

Lemma 2.4 (Collisional invariants). Any sequence ' = ('m)m≥1 of smooth functions ℝn
→ ℝ

satisfying (2.30) belongs to the space

 = span{1,m,mv
1
,… ,mv

n
,m|v|2},

where

1 = ('m)m≥1 with 'm(v) = 1,

m = ('m)m≥1 with 'm(v) = m,

mv
k

= ('m)m≥1 with 'm(v) = mvk, k ∈ {1,… , n},

m|v|2 = ('m)m≥1 with 'm(v) = m|v|2.

Proof. The proof is divided into four steps.

Step 1. For fixed m = m1 = m′ = m′
1
, (2.30) becomes

'm(v) + 'm(v1) = 'm(v
′) + 'm(v

′
1
),

for all v, v1, v
′, v′

1
satisfying v+v1 = v′+v′

1
and |v|2+ |v1|2 = |v′|2+ |v′

1
|2. Thanks to a classical

result [46, Prop 28.2], there exist constants Cm, Am and a constant vector Bm depending on m

such that

'm(v) = Cm|v|2 +Dm ⋅ v + Am. (2.32)

Step 2. We demonstrate that Am = mB + A for some constants A and B. Indeed, by setting

v = v1 = v′ = v′
1
= 0, for m + m1 = m′ + m′

1
and using equation (2.32), (2.30) becomes

Am + Am1
= Am′ + Am′

1
. (2.33)

10



For m ≥ 2, since m+ 1 = (m− 1) + 2 one gets Am = Am−1 + (A2 −A1). Recursively, for m ≥ 3,

we get

Am = A2 + (m − 2)(A2 − A1) = m(A2 − A1) + 2A1 − A2. (2.34)

This equation is also valid for m = 1 and 2. Thus, we can set B = A2 − A1 and A = 2A1 − A2.

Step 3. We show that Cm and Dm are affine functions of m. For m + m1 = m′ + m′
1
, and

v = v1 = v′ = v′
1
, the conditions (2.2) and (2.3) are met. Using equations (2.32) and (2.33),

then (2.30) reduces to

Cm|v|2 +Dm ⋅ v + Cm1
|v|2 +Dm1

⋅ v = Cm′|v|2 +Dm′ ⋅ v + Cm′
1
|v|2 +Dm′

1
⋅ v. (2.35)

Now, 2v = 2v1 = 2v′ = 2v′
1

still satisfy (2.2) and (2.3). Thus, we have

4Cm|v|2 + 2Dm ⋅ v+ 4Cm1
|v|2 + 2Dm1

⋅ v = 4Cm′|v|2 + 2Dm′ ⋅ v+ 4Cm′
1
|v|2 + 2Dm′

1
⋅ v. (2.36)

Equations (2.35) and (2.36) yield

Cm + Cm1
= Cm′ + Cm′

1
,

Dm +Dm1
= Dm′ +Dm′

1
.

Using the same argument as in Step 2, we find

Cm = mC + C0, Dm = mD +D0. (2.37)

for some constants C , C0 and some constant vectors D, D0.

Step 4. We now prove C0 = 0 and D0 = 0. Using equations (2.32), (2.33) and (2.37) together

with (2.2) and (2.3), Eq. (2.30) is reduced to

C0(|v|2 + |v1|2) +D0 ⋅ (v + v1) = C0(|v′|2 + |v′
1
|2) +D0 ⋅ (v

′ + v′
1
).

Using again the factor 2 trick as in Step 3, we have

C0(|v|2 + |v1|2) = C0(|v′|2 + |v′
1
|2), (2.38)

D0 ⋅ (v + v1) = D0 ⋅ (v
′ + v′

1
). (2.39)

We first show that D0 = 0. By subtracting 2vCM (where vCM is given by (2.4)) to each side of

(2.39) and using (2.5)-(2.8), we get

m1 − m

m1 + m

(
D0 ⋅ (v − v1)

)
=

m′
1
− m′

m′
1
+ m′

(
D0 ⋅ (v

′ − v′
1
)
)
. (2.40)

Now, we assume that D0 ≠ 0. We choose m = m1, m
′ ≠ m′

1
(this requires m > 1), v, v1 such

that D0 ⋅ (v − v1) ≠ 0 and Ω such that Ω ⋅ (v − v1) = 0 (see collision rule (2.13), (2.14)). Then,

according to the collision rule,

v′ − v′
1
=

1

2

[(m′
1

m′

)1∕2
+
(m′

m′
1

)1∕2]
(v − v1), and so,

(
D0 ⋅ (v

′ − v′
1
)
) ≠ 0.
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Thus, the left-hand side of (2.40) is 0 while the right-hand side is different from 0 given the

choices made. This yields a contradiction, and it results that D0 = 0. Now, we show that

C0 = 0. Indeed, applying (2.38) with (v, v1, v
′, v′

1
) replaced by (w + v,w + v1, w + v′, w + v′

1
)

where w is an arbitrary vector of ℝn (we easily check that this quadruple of vectors still satisfies

(2.2) and (2.3)), we deduce that C0 must satisfy

C0(v + v1) = C0(v
′ + v′

1
).

Taking an arbitrary unit vector n, we deduce that

C0n ⋅ (v + v1) = C0n ⋅ (v′ + v′
1
),

which is (2.39) with D0 replaced by C0n. The proof done for D0 shows that C0n = 0 which in

turn, shows that C0 = 0.

Combining all the above steps, we derive the following form for 'm(v):

'm(v) = A + Bm + Cm|v|2 +D ⋅ mv.

This completes the proof of the lemma.

We now make the following

Hypothesis 2.1 (Multiplicative exchange rates).

We assume that there exists a sequence (
m)m≥1 with 
m ∈ [0,∞), ∀m ≥ 1, such that

Am,m1;m
′ = 
m 
m1

, ∀m, m1 ≥ 1, ∀m′ ∈ {1,… , m+ m1 − 1}. (2.41)

We remark that Am,m1;m
′ given by (2.41) satisfies (2.21).

Proposition 2.5 (Entropy dissipation).

Assuming (2.41), we get
∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f ) log
(
mfm

m
n

2

)
dv ≤ 0. (2.42)

Proof. Taking

'm = log
(
mfm

m
n

2

)
, (2.43)

and using (2.41), Expression (2.28) becomes

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f )(v)'m dv = −
1

4

∞∑
m,m1=1

m+m1−1∑
m′=1

(mm1)
n

2

∫(v,v1,Ω)∈ℝ
2n×Sn−1 | (v−v1)⋅Ω≤0

B

( mm1

m + m1

|v − v1|2,Ω ⋅
v − v1

|v − v1|
)

[
log

(
m′fm′

(m′)
n

2


m′
1
fm′

1

(m′
1
)
n

2

)
− log

(
mfm

m
n

2


m1
fm1

(m1)
n

2

)]

[

m′fm′

(m′)
n

2


m′
1
fm′

1

(m′
1
)
n

2

−

mfm

m
n

2


m1
fm1

(m1)
n

2

]
dv dv1 dΩ, (2.44)

12



and we obtain (2.42) owing to the fact that the logarithm is an increasing function.

We now make the following assumption about the growth of 
m with m:

Hypothesis 2.2 (Behaviour of 
m as m → ∞).

Let  be the set

 =
{
� ∈ ℝ

|||
∑
m≥1

me�m


m
< ∞

}
. (2.45)

We assume that  ≠ ∅.

Remark 2.1. As a consequence of Hypothesis 2.2, there exists �0 ∈ ℝ ∪ {+∞} such that  is

of the form  = (−∞, �0) or  = (−∞, �0].

Proposition 2.6 (Equilibria).

(i) Let f having finite mass, momentum and energy, i.e. such that

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm(v)m(1 + |v|2) dv < ∞. (2.46)

Under Hypotheses 2.1 and 2.2, we have Q(f ) = 0 if and only if ∃(�, �, u,Θ) ∈ [0,∞) ×  ×

ℝ
n × [0,∞) such that

f = �Mu,Θ,� (2.47)

with

(Mu,Θ,�)m(v) =
1

Z(�,Θ)

m
n

2 e�m


m
exp

(
−

m|v − u|2
2Θ

)
, ∀m ≥ 1, ∀v ∈ ℝ

n, (2.48)

where

Z(�,Θ) = (2�Θ)
n

2

∑
m≥1

me�m


m
. (2.49)

(ii) We have

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�
(
Mu,Θ,�

)
m
(v)

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v − u|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

�⟨m−1⟩�
�

�u

n�Θ⟨m−1⟩�

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, (2.50)

where for a sequence am of real numbers, we denote by ⟨am⟩� the average

⟨am⟩� =

∞∑
m=1

me�m


m
am

∞∑
m=1

me�m


m

.

We note that ⟨am⟩� does not depend on m and that it is a function of �.
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Proof. Suppose Q(f ) = 0. Then,

∞∑
m=1

∫
ℝn

Qm(f ) log
(
mfm

m
n

2

)
dv = 0. (2.51)

We compute the left-hand side of (2.51) thanks to (2.44). Because the function inside the sum

over m and the integral over v in (2.44) is nonnegative, (2.51) implies that the function 'm given

by (2.43) satisfies (2.30). Hence, by Lemma 2.4, there exist A, B, C ∈ ℝ and D ∈ ℝ
n such that

log
(
mfm

m
n

2

)
= A + Bm + Cm|v|2 + mD ⋅ v, ∀m ≥ 1, ∀v ∈ ℝ

n. (2.52)

Integrability of fm with respect to v ∈ ℝ
n requires C < 0. We deduce that

fm(v) = �
m

n

2 e�m


m
exp

(
−

m|v − u|2
2Θ

)
,

with

� = eA > 0, � = B −
|D|2
4C

, Θ = −
1

2C
> 0, u = −

D

2C
. (2.53)

Then, using (A.1) from Appendix A with p = 0, 1, we have

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm(v)m(1 + |v − u|2) dv = �
(
2�Θ

) n

2

∑
m≥1

e�m


m
(m + nΘ).

Thus, we have ∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm(v)m(1 + |v − u|2) dv < ∞ ⟺ � ∈  . (2.54)

The statement at the left-hand side of the equivalence symbol in (2.54) is clearly equivalent to

the statement (2.46). Now, using (A.1) with p = 0 again together with (2.49), we get

� =∶
∑
m≥1

m∫
ℝn

fm(v) dv = � Z(�,Θ), (2.55)

which leads to the expression (2.48) of fm as well as to the second line of the vector equa-

tion (2.50). By antisymmetry, we immediately get

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm(v)m(v − u) dv = 0,

which directly leads to the third line of (2.50). Again, using (A.1) with p = 1, we get

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm(v)m|v − u|2 dv = nΘ
�

Z(�,Θ)

(
2�Θ

) n

2

∑
m≥1

e�m


m
= n�Θ⟨m−1⟩� .

Finally, the first line of (2.50) is obtained in the same way, using (A.1) with p = 0.
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3 Hydrodynamics of mass exchange processes

3.1 The Euler system for mass exchange processes

The Boltzmann equation for mass exchange processes (or BME equation) is written

)tf
"

m
+ v ⋅ ∇xf

"

m
=

1

"
Qm(f

"), ∀m ≥ 1, ∀v ∈ ℝ
n, (3.1)

where f " = (f "
m
)m≥1 and where Qm is defined as in Section 2.2. Throughout this section, we

assume that Hypotheses 2.1 and 2.2 are fulfilled. Furthermore, we suppose that f "|t=0 = f "
I

is

independent of ". The goal of this section is to study the hydrodynamic limit " → 0. We have

the following

Theorem 3.1 (EME system in conservative form). Suppose f " exists on a time-interval [0, T ]

independent of " and depends smoothly on ". Then, as " → 0, f "
→ f = �Mu,Θ,� where

(�, u,Θ, �): ℝn × [0, T ] → [0,∞) ×ℝ
n × [0,∞) ×  satisfies the following system of PDE:

)t

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

�⟨m−1⟩�
�

�u

�|u|2 + n�Θ⟨m−1⟩�

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
+ ∇x ⋅

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

�u⟨m−1⟩�
�u

�u ⊗ u + �Θ⟨m−1⟩�In
�|u|2u + (n + 2)�Θ⟨m−1⟩�u

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
= 0, (3.2)

where In stands for the n × n identity matrix. This system will be referred to as the Euler system

for mass exchange processes (EME).

Proof. From (3.1), we have Q(f ") = ("). So, in the limit " → 0, we have Q(f ) = 0, hence,

f = �Mu,Θ,� , where (�, u,Θ, �) may depend on (x, t). Then, owing to Prop. 2.3, we have

)t

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

f "

m

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv

)
+ ∇x ⋅

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

f "

m

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv⊗

m|v|2

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
v dv

)
= 0,

and, taking the limit " → 0, we get

)t

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv

)
+ ∇x ⋅

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv⊗

m|v|2

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
v dv

)
= 0.

Thanks to (2.50), the first term gives the first term of (3.2). For the second term, we have the

following:

First line. Since (Mu,Θ,�)m is even with respect to v − u, we have by antisymmetry with respect

to v − u:

∫
ℝn

(Mu,Θ,�)m(v) v dv = u∫
ℝn

(Mu,Θ,�)m(v) dv,

and ∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m(v) dv = �⟨m−1⟩� ,
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by (2.48), (2.49) and (A.1) with p = 0.

Second line. The second line of the second term is identical with the third line of the first term,

so, its value is �u.

Third line. We have

v ⊗ v = (v − u)⊗ (v − u) + u ⊗ u + odd terms in (v − u).

By antisymmetry, upon multiplication by (Mu,Θ,�)m(v) and integration with respect to v, only

the even terms with respect to v− u in the expression of v⊗v are non-zero. With (2.48), (2.49)

and (A.2) used with p = 0, we have

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m(v)m(v − u)⊗ (v − u) dv = �Θ⟨m−1⟩�In,

while ∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m(v)mdv = �,

by the second line of (2.50). So, the third line is �(u ⊗ u) + �Θ⟨m−1⟩�In.
Fourth line. We write

|v|2v = |v − u|2u + 2
(
(v − u)⊗ (v − u)

)
u + |u|2u + odd terms in (v − u),

and use again antisymmetry with respect to v− u to eliminate the contribution of the odd terms.

By the second and fourth lines of (2.50), we have

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m(v)m|u|2udv = �|u|2u,

and ∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m(v)m|v − u|2udv = n�Θ⟨m−1⟩u,

respectively. Finally, using (A.2) with p = 0, we get

2
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m(v)m
(
(v − u)⊗ (v − u)

)
udv = 2�Θ⟨m−1⟩u.

So, the fourth line equals �|u|2u + (n + 2)�Θ⟨m−1⟩u, which ends the proof.

Now, introducing Θ̃ = Θ⟨m−1⟩� , we can re-write the second to fourth lines of (3.2) into

)t

⎛⎜⎜⎝

�

�u

�|u|2 + n�Θ̃

⎞⎟⎟⎠
+ ∇x ⋅

⎛⎜⎜⎝

�u

�u ⊗ u + �Θ̃In
�|u|2u + (n + 2)�Θ̃u

⎞⎟⎟⎠
= 0, (3.3)

which is nothing but the standard gas dynamics equations for a perfect gas. Furthermore, com-

bining the first and second line of (3.2), the equation for � reads

)t⟨m−1⟩� + u ⋅∇x⟨m−1⟩� = 0.

16



In fact, since the function � ↦ ⟨m−1⟩� is smooth, this equation can be turned into a direct

equation for �:

)t� + u ⋅∇x� = 0. (3.4)

Hence, the equations for the hydrodynamic quantities (�, u, Θ̃) are decoupled from the equation

for the mass statistics �: once u is known from the resolution of (3.3), � is obtained by solving

(3.4). Of course, (3.4) is ill-behaved at shocks and in such case, the use of the conservative

equation resulting from the first line of (3.2) is preferable. The mass statistics though is crucial at

initialization since it is needed to construct the initial value of the pseudo-temperature Θ̃. Also,

note that formulation (3.3), (3.4) tells us that the EME system is hyperbolic. The additional

equation (3.4) only increases the multiplicity of the eigenvalue u by 1.

After some classical manipulations, we have the following

Proposition 3.2 (EME system in nonconservative form). For smooth solutions, the EME system

(3.2) is equivalent to the following system

)t� + (u ⋅ ∇x)� = 0, (3.5)

)t� + (u ⋅ ∇x)� + �(∇x ⋅ u) = 0, (3.6)

)tu + (u ⋅∇x)u +
1

�
∇x

(
�Θ⟨m−1⟩�

)
= 0, (3.7)

)tΘ + (u ⋅ ∇x)Θ +
2

n
Θ(∇x ⋅ u) = 0, (3.8)

which will be later referred to as the EME system in non-conservative form (while the original

one (3.2) is the EME system in conservative form).

3.2 The Navier-Stokes mass-exchange model

We now seek to compute the order " corrections to the EME model (3.2) using the Chapman-

Enskog procedure. This procedure leads to diffusive terms. Compared with the classical Navier-

Stokes equation, we expect additional diffusive corrections proportional to the gradients of the

quantity � involved in the equilibrium distribution Mu,Θ,� . Since the computations can be quite

tedious, we replace the BME operator by a BGK-type relaxation operator (below referred to

as the BGKME operator) which has the same equilibria. So, for a given f = (fm(v))m≥1, the

quadruple (�f , uf , �f ,Θf ) is uniquely defined by the identity

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

�f ⟨m−1⟩�f
�f
�fuf

n�fΘf ⟨m−1⟩�f

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠
=
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm(v)

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v − uf |2

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv, (3.9)

and we consider the following BGKME equation:

)tf
"

m
+ v ⋅∇xf

"

m
=

1

"

(
�f "

(
Muf" ,Θf" ,�f"

)
m
− f "

m

)
, ∀m ≥ 1. (3.10)
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We introduce the Navier-Stokes mass-exchange model (NSME), of unknowns (�, u,Θ, �): ℝn ×

[0, T ] → [0,∞) ×ℝ
n × [0,∞) ×  , as follows:

)t
(
�⟨m−1⟩�

)
+ ∇x ⋅

(
�⟨m−1⟩� u

)
= "∇x ⋅ (� ∇x�), (3.11)

)t� + ∇x ⋅ (�u) = 0, (3.12)

)t(�u) + ∇x ⋅ (�u ⊗ u) + ∇x

(
�Θ⟨m−1⟩�

)
= "∇x ⋅ (� �(u)), (3.13)

)t
(
�|u|2 + n�Θ⟨m−1⟩�

)
+ ∇x ⋅

(
�|u|2u + (n + 2)�Θ⟨m−1⟩� u

)
= "∇x ⋅

(
(n + 2) �Θ∇x� + 2� ∇xΘ + 2� �(u) u

)
, (3.14)

where

� = �Θ⟨m−1⟩� , (3.15)

� =
n + 2

2
�Θ ⟨m−2⟩� , (3.16)

� = �Θ
(⟨m−2⟩� − ⟨m−1⟩2

�

)
, (3.17)

and where

�(u) = ∇xu + (∇xu)
T −

2

n
(∇x ⋅ u) In, (3.18)

is the traceless rate-of-strain tensor (the exponent “T ” standing for the matrix transpose opera-

tion) and

� = log

⎛
⎜⎜⎝

�Θ∑∞

m=1

me�m


m

⎞
⎟⎟⎠
= log

(
(2�)

n

2
�Θ

n+2

2

Z(�,Θ)

)
, (3.19)

is akin to a “population potential”. The coefficients �, � and � are the viscosity, heat conduc-

tivity and population diffusivity respectively. The dependence of (�, u,Θ, �) on " is omitted for

simplicity. We first note the following

Lemma 3.3 (Positivity of �, �, �). We have

� > 0, � > 0, � > 0. (3.20)

Proof. The positivity of � and � are obvious. We can express � as

� = �Θ

(∑
m≥1

e�m


m

1

m

)(∑
m≥1

e�m


m
m

)
−

(∑
m≥1

e�m


m

)2

(∑
m≥1

e�m


m

)2
=∶ �Θ

N

D
,

with D > 0 and

N =
∑
m,p≥1

e�m


m

e�p


p

p − m

m
=

1

2

∑
m,p≥1

e�m


m

e�p


p

(
p − m

m
+

m − p

p

)

=
1

2

∑
m,p≥1

e�m


m

e�p


p

(p − m)2

mp
> 0,
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which shows that � > 0.

Next, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 3.4 (NSME is a higher order approximation to BGKME).

Let f " be a solution to (3.10) and define (�f " , uf " ,Θf ", �f ") via (3.9). Then, (�f " , uf " ,Θf " , �f ")

satisfies the NSME system (3.11)-(3.14) up to terms of order ("2).
Proof. We will denote (�f " , uf " ,Θf " , �f ") simply by (�, u,Θ, �) and we show that (�, u,Θ, �)

satisfies system (3.11)-(3.14) up to terms of order ("2). We introduce g" = (g"
m
)m≥1 such that

g"
m
=

1

"

(
f "

m
− �(Mu,Θ,�)m

)
, ∀m ≥ 1. (3.21)

We also introduce the short-hand notation

D ≡ )t + v ⋅ ∇x.

By (3.10) and iterating with (3.21), we have

g"
m
= −Df "

m
= −D

(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

)
+ ("),

and so

Df "

m
= D

(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m + "Dg"

m

)

= D

(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m − "D

(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

))
+("2).

Hence, thanks to (2.31), we get

0 =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

Df "

m

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv

=
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

D

(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m − "D

(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

)) ⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv +("2). (3.22)

The next step is to compute D(�(Mu,Θ,�)m) in terms of spatial derivatives of (�, u,Θ, �) only,

up to terms of order ("). First, we notice that

D
(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

)
= �(Mu,Θ,�)m

{
D(log �) +D(log(Mu,Θ,�)m)

}
.

From (2.49), we have

)Θ logZ(�,Θ) =
n

2Θ
, )� logZ(�,Θ) = ⟨m⟩� . (3.23)
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Then, with (2.48), we find

D
(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

)
= �(Mu,Θ,�)m

{
D(log �) + (m − ⟨m⟩�)D�

+
(m|v − u|2

Θ
− n

)
DΘ

2Θ
+ m

v − u

Θ
⋅Du

}
. (3.24)

Now, we note that (�, u,Θ, �) satisfies the EME system in non-conservative form (3.5)-(3.8)

with(") terms at the right-hand side. We use this to replace the time derivatives inD(�, u,Θ, �)

by spatial derivatives. We get

D log � = −∇x ⋅ u + (v − u) ⋅
∇x�

�
+("),

D� = (v − u) ⋅∇x� + ("),
DΘ = (v − u) ⋅∇xΘ −

2

n
Θ(∇x ⋅ u) +("),

Du =
(
(v − u) ⋅ ∇x

)
u −

1

�
∇x

(
�Θ⟨m−1⟩�

)
= (").

Inserting these relations into (3.24) and using that

)⟨m−1⟩�
)�

= 1 − ⟨m−1⟩� ⟨m⟩� , (3.25)

and
∇x(�Θ⟨m−1⟩�)

�
= Θ⟨m−1⟩�

∇x�

�
+ ⟨m−1⟩�∇xΘ + Θ

(
1 − ⟨m−1⟩� ⟨m⟩�

)
∇x�,

we get

D
(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

)
= m +("), (3.26)

with

m = �(Mu,Θ,�)m

{
1

Θ
Tm ∶ ∇xu

+Vm ⋅

[ ∇x�

�
− ⟨m⟩� ∇x�

]
+Wm ⋅

∇xΘ

2Θ

}
, (3.27)

and

Tm = m

(
(v − u)⊗ (v − u) −

|v − u|2
n

In

)
, (3.28)

Vm =
(
1 − m⟨m−1⟩�

)
(v − u), (3.29)

Wm =
(
m
|v − u|2

Θ
− n − 2m ⟨m−1⟩�

)
(v − u). (3.30)

We note that Tm and ∇xu are rank-2 tensor whileVm and Wm are vectors. The symbol ’∶’ denotes

the contraction of two rank two tensors. We denote by T = (Tm)m≥1 and similarly for V and W.
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Let ' denote any component of T , V or W. We can check that ' satisfies

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

(Mu,Θ,�)m 'm

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv = 0, (3.31)

or equivalently that

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

(Mu,Θ,�)m 'm

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

m(v − u)

m|v − u|2

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv = 0. (3.32)

Indeed, this is a simple computation using (A.1) and (A.2) from Appendix A.

Then, we insert (3.26) into (3.22) and get

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

(
D
(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

)
− "Dm

) ⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv = ("2). (3.33)

We now compute the integrals. The first term D(�(Mu,Θ,�)m) gives rise to the left-hand side of

Eqs. (3.11)-(3.14). Indeed, the computations are the same as those made to show Theorem 3.1

and are not repeated. Thus, we focus on Dm = )tm + v ⋅ ∇xm. We have

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

)tm

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv = )t

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv

)
= 0,

thanks to (3.31) and

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

v ⋅∇xm

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

1

m

mv

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv = ∇x ⋅

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

v

mv

mv ⊗ v

m|v|2v

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
dv

)
,

so that we are left to compute the moments of  = (m)m≥1 appearing at the right hand side. We

successively compute the different lines.

First line. We write
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m v dv =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m (v − u) dv + u
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m dv

=
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m (v − u) dv,

by the first line of (3.31). Since Tm is even with respect to (v − u), its contribution is 0 by

antisymmetry. By (2.48), (2.49) and (A.2) for p = 0, we have

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m (v − u)⊗ Vm dv =
�

Z(�,Θ)
(2�Θ)

n

2Θ
∑
m≥1

e�m


m

(
m−1 − ⟨m−1⟩�

)
In

= �Θ
(⟨m−2⟩� − (⟨m−1⟩�)2

)
In.
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Similarly, with (A.2) for p = 0 and p = 1, we get

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m (v − u)⊗Wm dv = 2�Θ
(⟨m−2⟩� − (⟨m−1⟩�)2

)
In.

Collecting all these terms and using (3.17), we get

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m v dv = �

[∇x�

�
− ⟨m⟩�∇x� +

∇xΘ

Θ

]
= �

[
∇x log(�Θ) − ⟨m⟩�∇x�

]
.

Now, we note that

⟨m⟩�∇x� =

∑∞

m=1

m2e�m


m∑∞

m=1

me�m


m

∇x� = ∇x log

(
∞∑
m=1

me�m


m

)
.

Hence, using (3.19), we get:

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m v dv = �∇x log

⎛⎜⎜⎝
�Θ∑∞

m=1

me�m


m

⎞⎟⎟⎠
= � ∇x�,

which yields the right-hand side of (3.11).

Second line. The second line is just 0 by the third line of (3.31), which leads to the right-hand

side of (3.12) being 0.

Third line. We note that

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m mv ⊗ vdv =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m m(v − u)⊗ (v − u) dv

+
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m

(
− mu ⊗ u + mv⊗ u + mu ⊗ v

)
dv

=
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m m(v − u)⊗ (v − u) dv,

by the second and third lines of (3.31). Since Vm and Wm are odd with respect to v − u, their

contribution is 0 by antisymmetry. Now, we use (A.3) and (A.2) with p = 1 from Appendix A

as well as (2.49) and get:

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m Tm ∶ (∇xu)m (v − u)⊗ (v − u) dv

=
�

Z(�,Θ)
(2�Θ)

n

2Θ
∑
m≥1

e�m


m

(
∇xu + (∇xu)

T + (∇x ⋅ u)In −
n + 2

n
(∇x ⋅ u)In

)

= �Θ⟨m−1⟩� �(u) = ��(u),

where we have used (3.15) and (3.18). This leads to the right-hand side of (3.13).
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Fourth line. Using that

v|v|2 = (v − u)|v − u|2 + 2
(
(v − u)⊗ (v − u)

)
u + |v − u|2u + v|u|2 + 2(u ⋅ v)u − 2|u|2u,

and the conservation identities (3.31), (3.32), we get

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m mv |v|2 dv =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m m (v − u) |v − u|2 dv

+2

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m m(v − u)⊗ (v − u) dv

)
u.

The second term has already been computed when dealing with the third line and gives:

2

(∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m m(v − u)⊗ (v − u) dv

)
u = 2� �(u) u.

Then, we focus on the first term and notice that the contribution of Tm is 0 by antisymmetry. We

have, using (A.2) with p = 1 and (2.49):

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m mVm ⊗ (v − u) |v − u|2 dv

=
�

Z(�,Θ)
(2�Θ)

n

2Θ2(n + 2)
∑
m≥1

e�m


m

(
m−1 − ⟨m−1⟩�

)
In

= (n + 2)�Θ2
(
⟨m−2⟩� − (⟨m−1⟩�)2

)
In.

Similarly, thanks to (A.2) with p = 1 and p = 2 and (2.49):

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m mWm ⊗ (v − u) |v − u|2 dv

=
�

Z(�,Θ)
(2�Θ)

n

2Θ2
∑
m≥1

e�m


m

1

m

(
(n + 2)(n + 4) − n(n + 2) − 2(n + 2)m⟨m−1⟩�

)
In

= 2(n + 2)�Θ2
(
2⟨m−2⟩� − (⟨m−1⟩�)2

)
In.

Collecting all these terms and using the same algebra as for the first line, as well as (3.16) leads

to

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m mWm ⊗ (v − u) |v − u|2 dv

= (n + 2)�Θ2
(
⟨m−2⟩� − (⟨m−1⟩�)2

) [∇x�

�
− ⟨m⟩�∇x� +

∇xΘ

Θ

]

+(n + 2)�Θ ⟨m−2⟩� ∇xΘ

= (n + 2)Θ� ∇x� + 2� ∇xΘ,

which yields the right-hand side of (3.14) and ends the proof.
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4 Entropy and thermodynamics

4.1 Kinetic entropy

Proposition 4.1 (Kinetic entropy).

Let f = (fm)m≥1 be a solution of the BME equation (3.1) or the BGKME equation (3.10). Define

the kinetic entropy by

S(f ) =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm

[
log

(
mfm

m
n

2

)
− 1

]
dv, (4.1)

and the kinetic entropy flux by

�(f ) =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

fm

[
log

(
mfm

m
n

2

)
− 1

]
v dv. (4.2)

Then, we have
)S

)t
+ ∇x ⋅ � ≤ 0.

Proof. (i) for solutions of (3.1): we multiply (3.1) by log(

mfm

m
n
2
) and use (2.42) as well as the fact

that
d

df
(f (log(cf ) − 1)) = log(cf ), for any constant c > 0.

(ii) for solutions of (3.10): we proceed in the same way but must prove an analog of (2.42) for

the BGKME operator. This is classical. We remark that

log
(
m�(Mu,Θ,�)m

m
n

2

)
= log � − logZ + �m −

m|v − u|2
2Θ

, (4.3)

is a linear combination of 1, m, mv and m|v|2, so that by the definition (3.9) of (�f , uf ,Θf , �f ),

we have ∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

Q(f )m log
(
m�(Mu,Θ,�)m

m
n

2

)
dv = 0.

Therefore,

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

Q(f )m log
(
mfm

m
n

2

)
dv

= −
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

(
fm − �f (Mu,Θ,�)m

) [
log

(
mfm

m
n

2

)
− log

(
m�(Mu,Θ,�)m

m
n

2

)]
dv

= −
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

(
fm − �f (Mu,Θ,�)m

) [
logfm − log

(
�(Mu,Θ,�)m

)]
dv ≤ 0,

by the fact that log is an increasing function.

Proposition 4.2 (Entropy and entropy flux at local equilibrium).

We have

S(�Mu,Θ,�) = �

(
⟨m−1⟩�

(
log � − logZ − 1 −

n

2

)
+ �

)
, (4.4)

�(�Mu,Θ,�) = S(�Mu,Θ,�) u. (4.5)
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Proof. With (4.3), we get

S(�Mu,Θ,�) =
�

Z

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m
n

2 e�m


m

([
log � − logZ − 1

]
+ �m −

m|v − u|2
2Θ

)
e
−

m|v−u|2
2Θ dv.

Thanks to (A.1) and (2.49), this formula leads to (4.4). Then, we have

�(�Mu,Θ,�) =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

(�Mu,Θ,�)m

[
log

(
m(�Mu,Θ,�)m

m
n

2

)
− 1

]
v dv (4.6)

=
(∑

m≥1 ∫ℝn

(�Mu,Θ,�)m

[
log

(
m(�Mu,Θ,�)m

m
n

2

)
− 1

]
dv

)
u,

by antisymmetry, which leads to (4.5).

4.2 Thermodynamic entropy

The goal of this section is to introduce the thermodynamic entropy, to prove that it is equal

to the kinetic entropy S and that it is a convex function of the fluid moments (or conservative

variables). We use the framework developed in [37]. We introduce the following notations. Let

 =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

D

A

B

C

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, (4.7)

be the vector of parameters of the Maxwellian as written in (2.52), with A, B, C in ℝ and D

in ℝ
n. Note that we list the components of  in the order depicted in (4.7). We will denote

the components of  by greek exponents, namely  = (�)�=1,…,n+3, while we will keep latin

indices i = 1,… , n for spatial coordinates. Specifically,

� = D�, ∀� = 1,… , n, n+1 = A, n+2 = B, n+3 = C.

 is called the vector of entropic (or intensive) variables.

Likewise, we introduce� = (�m)m≥1, where, for each m, �m is the vector of velocity moments

involved in the definition of the equilibrium moments (2.50), namely

�m =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

mv

1

m

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
, or equivalently � =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

mv

1

m

m|v|2

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
.

Note that we adopt the same ordering as for the entropic variable . Thus, we have

�� = mv�, ∀� = 1,… , n, �n+1 = 1, �n+2 = m, �n+3 = m|v|2.
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Finally, denote by  the vector of equilibrium moments given by (2.50), i.e.

 =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

P


�

E

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
=∶

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

�u

�⟨m−1⟩�
�

�(|u|2 + nΘ⟨m−1⟩�)

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
. (4.8)

 is called the vector of conservative (or extensive) variables. Its components are the momen-

tum P , the number of particles (or population) the mass � and the total energy E. Here again,

we have changed the ordering of the components (2.50) to fit the ordering of . Hence,

� = �u�, ∀� = 1,… , n,

n+1 = �⟨m−1⟩� , n+2 = �, n+3 = �(|u|2 + nΘ⟨m−1⟩�).
There is a one-to-one onto correspondence between  and . We can pass from  to  using

(2.53), (2.55) and these relations can be easily inverted. Below, we make the structure of this

map more precise.

In the thermodynamic framework, the entropy is the Legendre transform of the Massieu-

Planck Potential [3] which we will denote byΣ. It is defined as a function of the entropic variable

 as follows:

Σ() =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m
n

2


m
e�m(v)∙ dv,

where the symbol ∙ is the Euclidean inner product in ℝ
n+3, which we distinguish from the inner

product in ℝ
n denoted by the standard symbol “⋅”. Given that

�m(v) ∙ = mv ⋅D + A + mB + m|v|2C,

and owing to the relation (2.52), we have

m
n

2


m
e�m(v)∙ = �(Mu,Θ,�)m, (4.9)

with (�, u,Θ, �) related to  through (2.53), (2.55), so that

Σ() = �⟨m−1⟩� . (4.10)

But we stress that �⟨m−1⟩� can only be identified with the Massieu-Planck potential if considered

as a function of .

Next, we note that

∇Σ() =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m
n

2


m
e�m(v)∙ �m(v) dv =

∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

�(Mu,Θ,�)m �m(v) dv = ,

by (2.50). Introducing a vector-valued potential Φ by

Φ() =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m
n

2


m
e�m(v)∙ v dv, (4.11)
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we likewise see that ∇Φi() is the flux in the direction xi of the Euler system (3.2), so that the

latter can be written as a system for the intensive variables (x, t) as

)t

(
∇Σ

((x, t)
))

+

n∑
i=1

)xi

(
∇Φi

((x, t)
))

= 0, (4.12)

or equivalently (for smooth solutions), as

∇2Σ
((x, t)

)
)t(x, t) +

n∑
i=1

∇2Φi

((x, t)
)
)xi(x, t) = 0, (4.13)

We have

∇2Σ() =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m
n

2


m
e�m(v)∙ �m(v)⊗�m(v) dv, (4.14)

where the symbol ⊗ stands for the tensor product in ℝ
n+3 (while “⊗” stands for the tensor

product in ℝ
n). This shows that ∇2Σ() is a symmetric matrix. A similar observation can be

made for ∇2Φi() for all i = 1,… , n. We immediately see that ∇2Σ() is a positive matrix,

as for any vector Ξ ∈ ℝ
n+3, we have

ΞT∇2Σ()Ξ =
∑
m≥1 ∫ℝn

m
n

2


m
e�m(v)∙ (�m(v) ⋅ Ξ)

2 dv ≥ 0.

Below, we show that ∇2Σ() is positive-definite which makes System (4.13) a symmetrizable

hyperbolic system of equations for .

Proposition 4.3 (Strict convexity of the Massieu-Planck potential).

(i) Let � and Θ be positive. Then, ∇2Σ() is a positive-definite symmetric matrix.

(ii) Σ is a strictly convex function of  in the domain of A ⊂ ℝn+3 defined by

A =

{
(D,A, B, C) ∈ ℝ

n ×ℝ ×ℝ ×ℝ
||| C < 0, B −

|D|2
4C

∈ 
}
, (4.15)

where  is the set given by (2.45).

Proof. (i) We write explicitly:

�m(v)⊗�m(v) =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎝

m2v ⊗ v mv m2v m2|v|2v
mvT 1 m m|v|2
m2vT m m2 m2|v|2

m2|v|2vT m|v|2 m2|v|2 m2|v|4

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎠
where the first column stands for n columns, the first line for n lines, and the upper left block

element for an n × n block. Inserting this into (4.14) and using (4.9), we realize that most of

the entries of the resulting matrix are easily computed from previous calculations. The only one

that deserves some further inspection is the lower right term because it is a fourth order velocity

moment which has not been encountered before. We have

|v|4 =
(|v − u|2 + |u|2 + 2(v − u).u

)2

= |v − u|4 + |u|4 + 2|v − u|2|u|2 + 4
(
(v − u) ⋅ u

)2
+ even terms in (v − u).
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Now, the corresponding integral can be computed by means of (A.1), (A.2). We finally get

�−1∇2Σ()

=

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

⟨m⟩u ⊗ u + ΘIn u ⟨m⟩u (
(n + 2)Θ + ⟨m⟩|u|2)u

∗ ⟨m−1⟩ 1 |u|2 + n⟨m−1⟩Θ
∗ ∗ ⟨m⟩ |u|2⟨m⟩ + nΘ

∗ ∗ ∗ (n + 2)Θ(nΘ⟨m−1⟩ + 2|u|2) + ⟨m⟩|u|4

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
,

where we have omitted the subscript � to the averages ⟨mk⟩ and we have displayed only the upper

triangular part of the matrix, owing to its symmetry. Now, let Ξ = (�, ', �, �) with � ∈ ℝn and

', �, � in ℝ.

Assume u ≠ 0. We define

�∥ =
u ⋅ �

|u| , �⊥ = � − �∥
u

|u| .
We remark that �−1ΞT∇2Σ()Ξ is a quadratic form in the variables (|�⊥|, �∥, ', �, �, ) whose

matrix S is given by

S =

⎛⎜⎜⎜⎜⎜⎝

Θ 0 0 0 0

∗ ⟨m⟩|u|2 + Θ |u| ⟨m⟩|u| (
(n + 2)Θ + ⟨m⟩|u|2)|u|

∗ ∗ ⟨m−1⟩ 1 |u|2 + n⟨m−1⟩Θ
∗ ∗ ∗ ⟨m⟩ |u|2⟨m⟩ + nΘ

∗ ∗ ∗ ∗ (n + 2)Θ(nΘ⟨m−1⟩ + 2|u|2) + ⟨m⟩|u|4

⎞⎟⎟⎟⎟⎟⎠

,

Provided that � > 0, showing that ∇2Σ() is positive-definite is equivalent to showing

that S is positive-definite. To show this, we apply Sylvester’s criterion which says that S is

positive-definite if and only if all its leading principal minors are positive. If S = (Sij)
5
i,j=1

, its

leading principal minors are Dk = det Sk for k = 1,… , 5 where Sk = (Sij)
k

i,j=1
. We compute

successively

D1 = Θ,

D2 = Θ (⟨m⟩|u|2 + Θ), (4.16)

D3 = Θ
[
(⟨m−1⟩⟨m⟩ − 1)|u|2 + Θ⟨m−1⟩], (4.17)

D4 = Θ2 (⟨m−1⟩⟨m⟩ − 1), (4.18)

D5 = 2nΘ4 ⟨m−1 ⟩(⟨m−1⟩⟨m⟩ − 1). (4.19)

We have ⟨m−1⟩⟨m⟩ − 1 > 0 by a similar proof to that of Lemma 3.3. If follows that all determi-

nants D1,… , D5 are positive.

Assume now that u = 0. Then, �−1ΞT∇2Σ()Ξ is a quadratic form in the variables (|� |, ', �, �)
whose matrix S̃ is given by

S̃ =

⎛
⎜⎜⎜⎝

Θ 0 0 0

∗ ⟨m−1⟩ 1 n⟨m−1⟩Θ
∗ ∗ ⟨m⟩ nΘ

∗ ∗ ∗ n(n + 2)Θ2⟨m−1⟩

⎞
⎟⎟⎟⎠
,
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We immediately see that its four principal minors D′
i
, i = 1,… , 4 are such that D′

i
= Di+1∕Θ,

where we have made |u| = 0 in the formulas (4.16) to (4.19) for the Di+1. It follows that the D′
i

are all positive for i = 1,… , 4.

In all cases, this shows that ∇2Σ() is a positive-definite symmetric matrix.

(ii) By (i), Σ is a strictly convex function of , for  being such that � > 0 and Θ > 0. By the

proof of Prop 2.6, it is immediate that this domain is the set A given by (4.15). This ends the

proof of Proposition 4.3.

Since Σ is strictly convex on A the map ∇Σ: A → ℝ
n+3,  ↦  = ∇Σ() is a local

diffeomorphism. It is also straightforward to see that ∇Σ is a one-to-one onto map A → M,

where

M =

{
(P , , �, E) ∈ ℝ

n ×ℝ ×ℝ ×ℝ
|||  > 0, � > 0, E −

|P |2
�

> 0

}
. (4.20)

Thus, ∇Σ: A → M is a global diffeomorphism and we denote by (∇Σ)−1 its inverse. Since Σ

is strictly convex, we can define its Legendre transform

S() =  ∙ − Σ() with  such that ∇Σ() = , (4.21)

which is called the thermodynamic entropy. Equivalently, we can write

S() =
(
(∇Σ)−1()

)
∙ − Σ

(
(∇Σ)−1()

)
.

It is a classical fact, easy to check, that

∇S() = (∇Σ)−1() = (∇Σ)−1
(
∇Σ()

)
= , (4.22)

i.e. the derivatives of S and Σ are inverse maps one to each other. By differentiating (4.22), it

follows that the following matrix equality holds:

∇2S() =
(
∇2Σ

(
∇S()

))−1

. (4.23)

Since ∇2Σ() is positive-definite for all  ∈ A, it follows that∇2S() is positive-definite for

all  ∈ M. Hence, S is a strictly convex function of . The following statement establishes

that S given by (4.21) coincides with the fluid entropy (4.4).

Proposition 4.4 (Strict convexity of the entropy).

(i) The thermodynamic entropy given by (4.21) and the kinetic entropy (4.4) are equal.

(ii) The thermodynamic entropy S is a strictly convex function of the conservative variables 
for all  ∈ M. Its second derivative ∇2S() is positive-definite for all  ∈ M.

Proof. Statement (ii) follows from (i) and the previous discussion. We focus on (i). We compute

the Legendre transform of Σ from (4.21). We have

S() = P ⋅D +A + �B + EC − Σ(A).
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Using (4.8) to express  , �, E, P on the one hand, (2.53), (2.55) to express A, B, C , D on the

other hand, and finally using (4.10), we find

S() = �⟨m−1⟩�(log � − logZ) + �

(
� −

|u|2
2Θ

)

+
(
�|u|2 + n�⟨m−1⟩�Θ

)(
−

1

2Θ

)
+ �u ⋅

(
u

Θ

)
− �⟨m−1⟩�

= �⟨m−1⟩�
(
log � − logZ − 1 −

n

2

)
+ ��,

which is nothing but expression (4.4) and ends the proof.

4.3 Onsager’s symmetry

We note that the EME system (3.2) has a synthetic formulation in entropic variables, given

by (4.12). Now, we explore if the NSME system has a similar formulation. Before doing so, we

need to introduce additional notations.

For �, � ∈ {1,… , n + 3}, we define an n × n matrix X
�� as follows.

X
�� = "�Θ

(
In�

�� + e� ⊗ e� −
2

n
e� ⊗ e�

)
, ∀�, � = 1,… , n, (4.24)

X
� n+1 = X

� n+2 = (Xn+1 �)T = (Xn+2 �)T = 0n, ∀� = 1,… , n, (4.25)

X
� n+3 = (Xn+3 �)T = 2"�Θ

(
u�In + u ⊗ e� −

2

n
e� ⊗ u

)
, ∀� = 1,… , n, (4.26)

X
n+1 n+1 = "�In, X

n+1 n+2 = (Xn+2 n+1)T = X
n+2 n+2 = 0n, (4.27)

X
n+1 n+3 = (Xn+3 n+1)T = (n + 2)"�ΘIn, X

n+2 n+3 = (Xn+3 n+2)T = 0n, (4.28)

X
n+3 n+3 = "Θ

[(
(n + 2)2�Θ + 4�Θ + 4�|u|2)In + 4

n − 2

n
� u ⊗ u

]
, (4.29)

where 0n is the n×nmatrix with all entries equal to 0 and where we recall that (e1,… , en) denotes

the canonical basis of ℝn. We note that X�� = (X��)T so that the n(n + 3) × n(n + 3) matrix X

defined by blocks by X = (X��)�,�∈{1,…,n+3} is symmetric:

X = X
T . (4.30)

Now, we have the following

Proposition 4.5. The NSME system (3.11)-(3.14) has the following equivalent formulation (for

smooth solutions):

)

)t

(
)Σ

)�
()

)
+ ∇x ⋅

(
)Φ

)�
()

)
= ∇x ⋅

( n+3∑
�=1

X
��∇x�

)
, ∀� = 1,… , n + 3. (4.31)

Remark 4.1. The form (4.31) shows that the NSME system is consistent with the formalism of

nonequilibrium thermodynamics [20]. Indeed, the contributions of diffusion to the time deriva-

tives of the conservative variables � =
)Σ

)�
are driven by divergence of fluxes which are linear
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combinations of the gradients of the entropic variables
)�

)xj
. This linear combination is described

by the matrix X. The fact that this matrix is symmetric reflects a general feature of nonequilib-

rium thermodynamics called Onsager’s symmetry. When � ≠ �, Onsager’s symmetry states

that the contribution of the gradient of � to the time-derivative of � is the adjoint of that

of the gradient of � to the time-derivative of � . For instance, gradients of C (generated by

temperature gradients) induce temporal changes in the population equation (i.e. the equation

for  ), as the non-zero value of Xn+1 n+3 shows. But then, gradients in A (generated by gradi-

ents in the population  for instance) induce temporal changes in the energy equation in the

exact same amount (as X
n+3 n+1 = X

n+1 n+3). Similar considerations hold true for any pair of

components of the vector D, or betwen pairs (D�, C) where D� is any component of the vector

D.

Proof. As (4.12) shows, the left-hand sides (3.11)-(3.14) can be written in the form of the left-

hand side of (4.31). So, we are left to prove that the right-hand sides of (3.11)-(3.14) can be

written in the form of the right-hand side of (4.31).

The right-hand sides of Eqs. (3.13), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14) correspond to the right-hand

side of (4.31) for � = 1,… , n, � = n + 1, � = n + 2 and � = n + 3 respectively. From the fact

that the right-hand side of the mass conservation equation (3.12) is identically 0, we conclude

that we can write it in the form of the right-hand side of (4.31) setting

X
n+2 � = 0n, ∀� = 1,… , n = 3.

Now, we consider the population conservation equation (3.11). Its right-hand side is equal

to "∇x ⋅ (�∇x�). Thanks to (3.19), (2.55) and (2.53), we can write

� = log
�

Z(�,Θ)
+

n + 2

2
logΘ +

n

2
log(2�) = A +

n + 2

2
log

(
−

1

2C

)
+

n

2
log(2�).

Hence,

"�∇x� = "�
(
∇xA + (n + 2)Θ∇xC

)
. (4.32)

Comparing with (4.31) for � = n + 1, we get

X
n+1 � = 0n, ∀� = 1,… , n and � = n + 2,

X
n+1 n+1 = "� In, X

n+1 n+3 = (n + 2)"�Θ In.

Now, we turn ourselves to the momentum conservation equation (3.13). Using (2.53), we

first observe that

)uj

)xi

= −
1

2

)

)xi

(Dj

C

)
= −

1

2C

)Dj

)xi

+
Dj

2C2

)C

)xi

= Θ
)Dj

)xi

+ 2Θuj
)C

)xi

.

Hence

��i(u) = Θ
[)D�

)xi

+
)Di

)x�

−
2

n

n∑
j=1

)Dj

)xj

��i

]
+ 2Θ

[
ui
)C

)x�

+ u�
)C

)xi

−
2

n

n∑
j=1

uj
)C

)xj

��i

]
. (4.33)

So, we have

"���i(u) = a○ + b○, (4.34)
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with

a○ = "�Θ
[)D�

)xi

+
)Di

)x�

−
2

n

n∑
j=1

)Dj

)xj

��i

]
(4.35)

= "�Θ

n∑
j,�=1

[
�ij��� + �j��i� −

2

n
�i��j�

])D�

)xj

(4.36)

= "�Θ

n∑
j,�=1

[
In��� + e� ⊗ e� −

2

n
e� ⊗ e�

]
ij

)D�

)xj

,

and

b○ = 2"�Θ
[
ui
)C

)x�

+ u�
)C

)xi

−
2

n

n∑
j=1

uj
)C

)xj

��i

]
(4.37)

= 2"�Θ

n∑
j=1

[
ui�j� + u��ij −

2

n
�i�uj

]
)C

)xj

(4.38)

= 2"�Θ

n∑
j=1

[
u ⊗ e� + u�In −

2

n
e� ⊗ u

]
ij

)C

)xj

,

Comparing with (4.31) for � = 1,… , n, it follows that

X
�� = "�Θ

[
In��� + e� ⊗ e� −

2

n
e� ⊗ e�

]
, ∀�, � ∈ {1,… , n},

X
� n+1 = X

� n+2 = 0n, ∀� ∈ {1,… , n},

X
� n+3 = 2"�Θ

[
u�In + u ⊗ e� −

2

n
e� ⊗ u

]
, ∀� ∈ {1,… , n}.

Finally, we consider the energy conservation equation (3.14). From (4.32), we immediately

get that

"(n + 2)�Θ∇x� = (n + 2)"�Θ∇xA + (n + 2)2"�Θ2∇xC. (4.39)

Then, using (2.53), we get

2"�∇xΘ = 4"�Θ2∇xC. (4.40)

Finally, thanks to (4.34), (4.36) and (4.38), we have

2"�
(
�(u)u

)
i
= c○ + d○,

with

c○ = 2"�Θ

n∑
j,k,�=1

[
�jk�i� + �j��ik −

2

n
�ij��k

]
uj

)D�

)xk

= 2"�Θ

n∑
j=1

[
uj
)Di

)xj

+ uj

)Dj

)xi

−
2

n
ui

)Dj

)xj

]

= 2"�Θ

n∑
j,�=1

[
uj�i� + u��ij −

2

n
ui�j�

])D�

)xj

= 2"�Θ

n∑
j,�=1

[
e� ⊗ u + u�In −

2

n
u ⊗ e�

]
ij

)D�

)xj

,
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and

d○ = 4"�Θ

n∑
j,k=1

[
ui�jk + uj�ik −

2

n
uk�ij

]
uj

)C

)xk

= 4"�Θ

n∑
j=1

[
n − 2

n
uiuj

)C

)xj

+ u2
j

)C

)xi

]

= 4"�Θ

n∑
j=1

[
n − 2

n
uiuj + |u|2�ij

]
)C

)xj

= 4"�Θ

n∑
j=1

[
|u|2In + n − 2

n
u ⊗ u

]
ij

)C

)xj

.

It follows that

2"��(u)u = 2"�Θ
{ n∑

�=1

[
e� ⊗ u + u�In −

2

n
u ⊗ e�

]
∇xD�

+2
[
|u|2In + n − 2

n
u ⊗ u

]
∇xC

}
. (4.41)

Then, adding (4.39), (4.40) and (4.41), we get

X
n+3 � = 2"�Θ

[
u�In + e� ⊗ u −

2

n
u ⊗ e�

]
, ∀� = 1,… , n,

X
n+3 n+1 = (n + 2)"�ΘIn, X

n+3 n+2 = 0n,

X
n+3 n+3 = "

[
(n + 2)2�Θ2 + 4�Θ2 + 4�Θ|u|2

]
In +

4(n − 2)

n
"�Θu ⊗ u.

Finally, we can check that all the formulas for X�� found in this proof coincide with Eqs. (4.24)-

(4.29).

4.4 Entropy dissipation

Before stating the evolution equation for the entropy, we need the following

Lemma 4.6 (Nonnegativity of X).

The matrix X is nonnegative. More precisely, let (Y �)�=1,…,n+3 be n + 3 vectors of ℝn, of com-

ponents Y � = (Y �
i
)i=1,…,n. Denote also the (i, j)-the entry of the n × n matrix X�� by X

��

ij
. Then,

we have

n+3∑
�,�=1

(Y �)TX��Y � = "�
|||Y

n+1 + (n + 2)ΘY n+3|||
2

+ 4"�Θ2|||Y
n+3|||

2

+
"�Θ

2

n∑
i,�=1

||||
(
Y �

i
+ Y i

�
−

2

n

n∑
j=1

Y
j

j
�i�

)

+2
(
uiY

n+3
�

+ u�Y
n+3
i

−
2

n

n∑
j=1

ujY
n+3
j

�i�

)||||
2

, (4.42)

and the right-hand side is nonnegative by (3.20).
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Remark 4.2. The matrix X is not positive definite because (4.42) offers no control on Y n+2. It

reflects the fact that X is singular because all lines and all columns associated with Y n+2 have

entries equal to zero.

Proof. Using (4.24) - (4.29) and the same computation as in (4.35) and (4.37), we get
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We have
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,

where the first equality is due to the fact that the tensor (Y �
i
+ Y i

�
−

2

n

∑n

j=1
Y

j

j
�i�)i� is invariant

by exchange of i and � and the second equality come from the trace of this tensor being zero,

i.e.
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Thanks to the same algebra, we have
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Hence

"�Θ
{ n∑

i,�=1

Y �

i

[
Y �

i
+ Y i

�
−

2

n

n∑
j=1

Y
j

j
�i�

]

+4

n∑
i,�=1

Y �

i

[
uiY

n+3
�

+ u�Y
n+3
i

−
2

n

n∑
j=1

ujY
n+3
j

�i�

]

+4|u|2|Y n+3|2 + 4
(
1 −

2

n

)
(u ⋅ Y n+3)2

}

=
"�Θ

2

n∑
i,�=1

||||
(
Y �

i
+ Y i

�
−

2

n

n∑
j=1

Y
j

j
�i�

)

+2
(
uiY

n+3
�

+ u�Y
n+3
i

−
2

n

n∑
j=1

ujY
n+3
j

�i�

)||||
2

.

Inserting this into (4.43), we easily get (4.42).

We can now prove the

Proposition 4.7 (Entropy inequality for the NSME system).

Let (�, u,Θ, �) be a smooth solution of the NSME system. Let S be the entropy (equivalently

given by (4.4) or by (4.21)). Then, S satisfies the following equation

)tS + ∇x ⋅ �̃ = −"
{
�
|||∇x�

|||
2

+ �
|||
∇xΘ

Θ

|||
2

+
�

2Θ
�(u) ∶ �(u)

} ≤ 0, (4.44)

where the entropy flux at the NSME level �̃ is given by

�̃ = � + "

{
− �

(
log � − logZ − 1 −

n

2

)
∇x� + �

∇xΘ

Θ

}
, (4.45)

with � = Su being the kinetic entropy flux at equilibrium (4.5). The right-hand side of (4.44) is

nonpositive because of (3.20).

Remark 4.3. Setting " = 0 in (4.45), we get for smooth solutions of the EME system:

)tS + ∇x ⋅ � = 0,

showing that S and � are the entropy and entropy flux pairs of the EME system (of course, for

discontinuous solutions, the left-hand side is only smaller than or equal to 0).

Proof. Thanks to (4.22), we can write

)S

)t
() = ∇S() ∙

)
)t

=  ∙
)
)t

=
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� )�

)t
.

Then, we use (4.31) and get
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On the one hand, we have
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On the other hand we can write
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Thus, we can write
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Now, with (4.42) applied with Y � = ∇x� and with (4.32), (4.33), (4.40), we have
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which, inserted into (4.46), yields (4.44).

Now, we compute �̃ given by (4.47). Using (4.11), (4.5) and (4.6), we see that

n+3∑
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n
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Then, because
∑n+3

�=1
X

��∇x� is another way to write the right-hand sides of the NSME system

(3.11)-(3.14), we have

n+3∑
�,�=1

X
��∇x�� = "

[
��(u)D + �A∇x� + C

(
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2
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Θ
. (4.50)

where the second equality comes from (2.53), (2.55). Now, inserting (4.49) and (4.50) into

(4.47) leads to (4.45) and ends the proof.

Remark 4.4. It is possible to derive the entropy / entropy-dissipation identities (4.44), (4.45)

directly from the NSME system (3.11)-(3.14). However, our proof reveals the structure (4.46),

(4.47) of these identities. This structure is generic to all systems deriving from thermodynamic

principles.

From Prop. 4.7, we deduce the following corollary, whose proof is immediate. It shows that

the NSME system is compatible with the second law of thermodynamics.

Corollary 4.8 (Entropy decay in the NSME system).

Let (�, u,Θ, �) be a smooth solution of the NSME system in a smooth domain Ω such that the

normal entropy flux �̃ ⋅ n = 0 across the boundary )Ω vanishes (where n is the outward unit

normal to )Ω). Then, the integral of S over Ω is non-increasing in time, i.e.

t1 < t2 ⟺ ∫Ω

S(x, t1) dx ≥ ∫Ω

S(x, t2) dx.

Furthermore, if �(u), ∇xΘ or ∇x� are non-zero over a non-negligible subset of Ω for all time

within an open subinterval of (t1, t2), then, the previous inequality is strict.

The entropy dissipation inequality has a mathematical consequence which we highlight on

the linearized NSME system about a uniform state described by the entropic variable 0. By

(4.31), this linearized system can be written

n+3∑
�=1

)2Σ

)�)�
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)t
+
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X
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)
, ∀� = 1,… , n + 3. (4.51)

For this system, we have the

Proposition 4.9 (Parabolicity of the linearized NSME system).

The linearized NSME system (4.51) is parabolic. In particular, consider it on a domain Ω with

Dirichlet boundary conditions |)Ω = 0. Then, we have the following energy identity:

1

2

d

dt ∫Ω

(
(∇2Σ)(0))

∙ dx = ∫Ω

n+3∑
�,�=1

(∇x�)TX��(0)∇x� dx ≤ 0. (4.52)
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There exists a constant C ≥ 1 such that for any 0 ≤ t1 < t2, we have

∫Ω

( ∙)(x, t2) dx ≤ C ∫Ω

( ∙)(x, t1) dx. (4.53)

Proof. Since the matrix (∇2Σ)(0) is positive definite, parabolicity is equivalent to the positiv-

ity of the matrix X which was proved in Lemma 4.6.

We can re-write (4.51) as

(∇2Σ)(0)
)
)t

+

n∑
i=1

(∇2Φi)(0)
)
)xi

= ∇x ⋅

( n+3∑
�=1

X
��(0)∇x�

)
.

Then, we multiply this equation by � componentwise, sum them over � and integrate the result

over the domain Ω. Owing to the fact that (∇2Σ)(0) is symmetric, the first term gives the first

term of (4.52). Because the matrices (∇2Φi)(0) (for i = 1,… , n) are also symmetric, the

second term leads to

1

2

n∑
i=1

∫Ω

)

)xi

[(
(∇2Φi)(0))

∙]
dx

=
1

2

n∑
i=1

∫
)Ω

(
(∇2Φi)(0))

∙ ni d
(x) = 0,

due to the boundary conditions. Here (ni)
n

i=1
are the n components of the outward unit normal n

to the boundary )Ω and d
(x) is the surface measure on )Ω. The computation of the last term

is done in a similar way and this leads to (4.52).

Finally, since the matrix (∇2Σ)(0) is positive definite, there exist two constants 0 < C1 ≤
C2 such that

C1 ∙ ≤ (
(∇2Σ)(0))

∙ ≤ C2 ∙.

Then, (4.53) follows with C = C2∕C1.

5 Conclusion

In this work, we have derived a new Boltzmann operator for binary collisions with mass-exchange.

We have investigated its properties, notably entropy dissipation and equilibria, and derived

macroscopic models of Euler or Navier-Stokes types in the hydrodynamic regime. Finally, we

have shown that the Navier-Stokes type macroscopic model complies with the requirements of

nonequilibrium thermodynamics, namely, Onsager’s reciprocity and entropy dissipation. This

work opens many interesting research areas. First, existence and uniqueness of solutions to this

Boltzmann equation or its Navier-Stokes counterpart remain to be proved even in the spatially

homogeneous case (see [18, 47, 49] for reviews on these questions in the case of the classical

Boltzmann equation and [10, 25, 38] in the case of the compressible Navier-Stokes equation).

Then, conducting a rigorous study of the hydrodynamic limit in the spirit of Caflisch’s seminal
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work [12] would be of great interest. Other kinds of hydrodynamic limits could be investigated,

such as those leading to incompressible systems [6, 5, 21, 45]. This study has been partly mo-

tivated by the dynamics of animal groups. So, pursuing in this direction, one could replace the

rarefied gas dynamics Boltzmann collision operator by an operator modelling collective dynam-

ics such as the Vicsek-Fokker-Planck model [11, 22, 24, 27, 29] or the Bertin-Droz-Grégoire

collision model [7, 8]. However, in the latter case, the study would be made difficult by the

non-availability of analytic formulas for the equilibria [14].

Appendix

A Remarkable formulas

In this appendix, we recall the following formulas whose proofs are classical.

∫
ℝn

e−
m|v−u|2

2Θ |v − u|2p dv =
(
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) n

2
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, (A.1)

∫
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) n
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(n + 2k)
(
Θ
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In, (A.2)

∫
ℝn

e
−

m|v−u|2
2Θ (v − u)⊗4dv =

(
2�Θ

m

) n

2
(
Θ

m

)2

E (A.3)

where E is the four-rank tensor given by

Eijkl = �ij�kl + �ik�jl + �il�jk.

Declarations

Competing interests. The authors declare no competing interests.

Funding. No funds, grants, or other support was received.

Data statement. No new data has been produced in the course of this research.

References

[1] M. Aizenman and T. A. Bak. Convergence to equilibrium in a system of reacting polymers.

Comm. Math. Phys., 65(3):203–230, 1979.

[2] F. Anidjar, Y. Tambour, and J. B. Greenberg. Mass exchange between droplets during

head-on collisions of multisize sprays. Int. J. Heat Mass Transfer, 38(18):3369–3383,

1995.

[3] R. Balian. From Microphysics to Macrophysics. Springer-Verlag, 1991.

39



[4] J. Banasiak, W. Lamb, and P. Laurençot. Analytic Methods for Coagulation-Fragmentation

Models, Vol. I and II. CRC Press, 2019.

[5] C. Bardos, F. Golse, and C. D. Levermore. Fluid dynamic limits of kinetic equations. II.

convergence proofs for the Boltzmann equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 46(5):667–753,

1993.

[6] C. Bardos, F. Golse, and D. Levermore. Fluid dynamic limits of kinetic equations. I. formal

derivations. J. Stat. Phys., 63:323–344, 1991.

[7] E. Bertin, M. Droz, and G. Grégoire. Boltzmann and hydrodynamic description for self-

propelled particles. Phys. Rev. E, 74(2):022101, 2006.

[8] E. Bertin, M. Droz, and G. Grégoire. Hydrodynamic equations for self-propelled particles:

microscopic derivation and stability analysis. J. Phys. A, 42(44):445001, 2009.

[9] M. Bisi, T. Borsoni, and M. Groppi. An internal state kinetic model for chemically reacting

mixtures of monatomic and polyatomic gases. Kinet. Relat. Models, published online,

2023.

[10] D. Bresch and P.-E. Jabin. Global existence of weak solutions for compressible Navier–

Stokes equations: Thermodynamically unstable pressure and anisotropic viscous stress

tensor. Ann. of Math., 188(2):577–684, 2018.

[11] M. Briant, A. Diez, and S. Merino-Aceituno. Cauchy theory for general kinetic Vicsek

models in collective dynamics and mean-field limit approximations. SIAM J. Math. Anal.,

54(1):1131–1168, 2022.

[12] R. E. Caflisch. The fluid dynamic limit of the nonlinear Boltzmann equation. Comm. Pure

Appl. Math., 33(5):651–666, 1980.

[13] J. A. Cañizo. Convergence to equilibrium for the discrete coagulation-fragmentation equa-

tions with detailed balance. J. Stat. Phys., 129(1):1–26, 2007.

[14] E. Carlen, M. C. Carvalho, P. Degond, and B. Wennberg. A Boltzmann model for rod

alignment and schooling fish. Nonlinearity, 28(6):1783, 2015.

[15] J. Carr. Asymptotic behaviour of solutions to the coagulation-fragmentation equations.

I. The strong fragmentation case. Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh Sect. A, 121(3-4):231–244,

1992.

[16] J. Carr and F. P. da Costa. Asymptotic behavior of solutions to the coagulation-

fragmentation equations. II. Weak fragmentation. J. Stat. Phys., 77(1-2):89–123, 1994.

[17] J.-A. Carrillo, L. Desvillettes, and K. Fellner. Rigorous derivation of a nonlinear diffu-

sion equation as fast-reaction limit of a continuous coagulation-fragmentation model with

diffusion. Comm. Partial Differential Equations, 34(11):1338–1351, 2009.

[18] C. Cercignani, R. Illner, and M. Pulvirenti. The Mathematical Theory of Dilute Gases,

volume 106. Springer Science & Business Media, 2013.

40



[19] D. Cheng, S. Ariafar, N. Sheibat-Othman, J. Pohn, and T. Mckenna. Particle coagulation

of emulsion polymers: A review of experimental and modelling studies. Polymer Reviews,

pages 717–759, 2018.

[20] S. R. De Groot and P. Mazur. Non-Equilibrium Thermodynamics. Courier Corporation,

2013.

[21] A. de Masi, R. Esposito, and J.-L. Lebowitz. Incompressible Navier-Stokes and Euler

limits of the Boltzmann equation. Comm. Pure Appl. Math., 42(8):1189–1214, 1989.

[22] P. Degond, A. Frouvelle, and J.-G. Liu. Phase transitions, hysteresis, and hyperbolicity for

self-organized alignment dynamics. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 216:63–115, 2015.

[23] P. Degond, J.-G. Liu, and R. L. Pego. Coagulation–fragmentation model for animal group-

size statistics. J. Nonlinear Sci., 27:379–424, 2017.

[24] P. Degond and S. Motsch. Continuum limit of self-driven particles with orientation inter-

action. Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 18(supp01):1193–1215, 2008.

[25] E. Feireisl. Dynamics of Viscous Compressible Fluids, volume 26. Oxford University

Press, 2004.

[26] M. A. Ferreira. Coagulation equations for aerosol dynamics. In Trails in Kinetic Theory:

Foundational Aspects and Numerical Methods, pages 69–96. Springer, 2021.

[27] A. Figalli, M.-J. Kang, and J. Morales. Global well-posedness of the spatially homogeneous

Kolmogorov–Vicsek model as a gradient flow. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 227:869–896,

2018.

[28] N. Fournier and S. Mischler. Exponential trend to equilibrium for discrete coagulation

equations with strong fragmentation and without a balance condition. Proc. R. Soc. Lond.

A, 460(2049):2477–2486, 2004.

[29] I. M. Gamba and M.-J. Kang. Global weak solutions for Kolmogorov–Vicsek type equa-

tions with orientational interactions. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 222:317–342, 2016.

[30] T. Goudon, M. Sy, and L. M. Tiné. A fluid-kinetic model for particulate flows with coag-

ulation and breakup: stationary solutions, stability, and hydrodynamic regimes. SIAM J.

Appl. Math., 73(1):401–421, 2013.

[31] F. Guiaş. A stochastic approach for simulating spatially inhomogeneous coagulation dy-

namics in the gelation regime. Commun. Nonlinear Sci. Numer. Simul., 14(1):204–222,

2009.

[32] P.-E. Jabin and J. Soler. A kinetic description of particle fragmentation. Math. Models

Methods Appl. Sci., 16(06):933–948, 2006.

[33] M. Kraft. Modelling of particulate processes. KONA Powder and Particle Journal, 23:18–

35, 2005.

41



[34] P. Laurençot and S. Mischler. Convergence to equilibrium for the continuous coagulation-

fragmentation equation. Bull. Sci. Math., 127(3):179–190, 2003.

[35] P. Laurençot and H. van Roessel. Absence of gelation and self-similar behavior for a

coagulation-fragmentation equation. SIAM J. Math. Anal., 47(3):2355–2374, 2015.

[36] K. F. Lee, R. I. Patterson, W. Wagner, and M. Kraft. Stochastic weighted particle methods

for population balance equations with coagulation, fragmentation and spatial inhomogene-

ity. J. Comput. Phys., 303:1–18, 2015.

[37] C. D. Levermore. Moment closure hierarchies for kinetic theories. J. Stat. Phys., 83:1021–

1065, 1996.

[38] P.-L. Lions. Mathematical Topics in Fluid Mechanics: Vol. 1 & 2. Oxford Lecture Math-

ematics and, 1996.

[39] Q. Ma, A. Johansson, and D. J. T. Sumpter. A first principles derivation of animal group

size distributions. J. Theoret. Biol., 283(1):35–43, 2011.

[40] C. Ngô and H. Hofmann. Mass exchange and angular distribution in a dynamical treatment

of heavy ion collisions. Zeitschrift für Physik A Atoms and Nuclei, 282(1):83–92, 1977.

[41] S. L. Post and J. Abraham. Modeling the outcome of drop–drop collisions in diesel sprays.

International Journal of Multiphase Flow, 28(6):997–1019, 2002.

[42] A. Raj, M. Celnik, R. Shirley, M. Sander, R. Patterson, R. West, and M. Kraft. A statistical

approach to develop a detailed soot growth model using pah characteristics. Combustion

and Flame, 156(4):896–913, 2009.

[43] S. Rigopoulos. Population balance modelling of polydispersed particles in reactive flows.

Progress in Energy and Combustion Science, 36(4):412–443, 2010.

[44] J.-M. Roquejoffre and P. Villedieu. A kinetic model for droplet coalescence in dense sprays.

Math. Models Methods Appl. Sci., 11(05):867–882, 2001.

[45] L. Saint-Raymond. Hydrodynamic Limits of the Boltzmann Equation. Number 1971.

Springer Science & Business Media, 2009.

[46] L. Tartar. From Hyperbolic Systems to Kinetic Theory. Springer, 2008.

[47] S. Ukai and T. Yang. Mathematical theory of Boltzmann equation. Lecture Notes Series,

8, 2006.

[48] T. Vicsek and A. Zafeiris. Collective motion. Physics reports, 517(3-4):71–140, 2012.

[49] C. Villani. A review of mathematical topics in collisional kinetic theory. Handbook of

mathematical fluid dynamics, 1(71-305):3–8, 2002.

[50] J. A. Wattis. An introduction to mathematical models of coagulation–fragmentation pro-

cesses: a discrete deterministic mean-field approach. Physica D, 222(1-2):1–20, 2006.

42


	Introduction
	Boltzmann operator for mass exchange collisions
	The collision rule 
	The Boltzmann operator with mass exchange (BME operator)
	Conservations, entropy dissipation and equilibria

	Hydrodynamics of mass exchange processes
	The Euler system for mass exchange processes
	The Navier-Stokes mass-exchange model

	Entropy and thermodynamics
	Kinetic entropy
	Thermodynamic entropy
	Onsager's symmetry
	Entropy dissipation

	Conclusion
	Remarkable formulas

