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We investigate both ensemble and time-averaged mean-squared displacements of particles in a
polydisperse granular system in a homogeneous cooling state. The system contains an arbitrary
number of species of different sizes and masses. The collisions between granular particles are de-
scribed in terms of the models both of constant and time-dependent restitution coefficients. In our
study, we use a powerful low-rank algorithm that allows for efficient simulation of highly polydis-
perse granular systems. The Monte Carlo simulations are in good agreement with the analytical
results.

I. INTRODUCTION

There are numerous examples of granular materials [1–
4] appearing in nature and used in various technologies,
such as sand and stones in the building industry, rice,
sugar, salt, and coffee in the food industry, and different
kinds of powders in chemical and cosmetic production.
The surfaces of Mars [5], other planets and satellites are
covered by granular dust.

Granular gases represent diluted granular systems [6],
where the distance between their components signifi-
cantly exceeds their size. The total packing fraction,
ϕ < 0.2, is the ratio of the total volume of a set of objects
packed into a space to the volume of that space.

Initial studies on granular gases were devoted to one-
component granular gases owing to their simplicity [6].
However, in nature and technology, granular systems are
mostly polydisperse and consist of various particles with
different sizes and masses. In systems such as large in-
terstellar dust clouds [7], protoplanetary discs, and plan-
etary rings [8–10], populations of asteroids may be con-
sidered as granular gases [11].

Collisions of granular particles are dissipative, which
leads to a decrease in the mean kinetic energy of granular
systems, usually termed granular temperature. There-
fore, the granular gas cools down. In the later stages of
evolution, clusters and vortexes may form in the system;
however, in the initial state, the system remains homo-
geneous. This initial state of evolution is termed as the
homogeneous cooling state.

The theory of granular gases was developed as an ex-
tension of ideal gas models, in which dissipation during
interparticle collisions was considered. Thus, granular
gas in a homogeneous cooling state represents a fun-
damental physical system in statistical mechanics and
can be regarded as a reference model in granular matter
physics [12].

Despite the theoretical significance of studying granu-
lar gases, they are relatively difficult to experimentally
obtain. Granular gases can be investigated by placing
granular matter in containers with vibrating [13, 14] or
rotating [15] walls and applying electrostatic [16] or mag-
netic forces [17, 18]. To obtain force-free gases, they
are placed in a microgravity environment in drop towers

[19, 20] on sounding rockets [21–24], parabolic flights [25–
30], and satellites [31]. However, such experiments are
expensive and difficult to implement. In current studies,
the microgravity environment cannot persist long enough
and the obtained trajectories of the particles are rela-
tively short. Hopefully, the development of correspond-
ing technologies will lead to higher quality data in the
future.
Modern computer algorithms allow us to investigate

the behavior of granular media over longer periods. Typ-
ically, molecular dynamics, event-driven algorithms, or
direct simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) methods can be
used to simulate granular systems [32]. In this study,
we focused on DSMC simulations [33] using a low-rank
technique. It was first applied to the solution of Smolu-
chowski differential equations [34–36], and was recently
modified for Monte Carlo simulations of aggregation [37].
Here, we use the same idea for the DSMC simulations of
diffusion in granular mixtures.

Let R(t) =
∫ t

0
v(t′)dt′ be the displacement of the par-

ticle and v(t) be its velocity. Owing to dissipative colli-
sions, the motion of granular particles is anomalous with
a non linear dependence of the mean-squared displace-
ment (MSD) at time t [38–42]:〈

R2(t)
〉
∼ tα , α ̸= 1 (1)

The ultraslow motion occurs with a logarithmic time-
dependence [43–45]: 〈

R2(t)
〉
∼ log t . (2)

The motion of particles in a force-free cooling unicompo-
nent granular gas may be either ultraslow or subdiffusive,
with 0 < α < 1 [46]. The diffusion of granular intruders
in binary granular mixtures [47–49] and granular suspen-
sions [50] has been previously investigated. The expres-
sion for MSD obtained in a binary mixture [47] and in
a polydisperse mixture [51] is valid only in the long-time
limit. Considering that current experimental investiga-
tions only allow observation of the behavior of cooling
granular gas at short times, the applicability of this ex-
pression is quite limited. In [52] the MSD was calculated
for polydisperse granular mixtures in terms of numerical
integration.
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In the current investigation, we provide the full ana-
lytical expression for the MSD valid at all time scales
and confirm its validity in terms of DSMC simulations,
which is the key result of this study. We also derive the
time-averaged MSD for granular intruders.

We proceed as follows. In Section II, we review previ-
ous studies and provide new analytical results for both
MSD and time-averaged MSD in granular mixtures. In
Section III, we describe our computer algorithm and dis-
cuss its advantages over other simulation methods for
highly polydisperse granular systems. Finally, we present
our conclusions in Section IV.

II. THEORY

A. Mean squared displacement

We assume that the granular particles could be con-
sidered as hard spheres. The diameter of the particles
is σk. If the particles are made of the same material,
their diameters are σk = σ1k

1/3. The number densities
of species are nk = Nk/V , where Nk is the number of
particles of species k, V is the volume of the system.
The total number density is n =

∑
k nk. In a mixture of

N species, the total MSD can be expressed by averaging
over partial MSDs:

〈
R2(t)

〉
=

1

n

N∑
k=1

nk

〈
R2

k(t)
〉
, (3)

where the partial MSD
〈
R2

k(t)
〉
take the form [52]

〈
R2

k(t)
〉
= 6

∫ t

0

dt1Dk(t1)

[
1− exp

(
−τk(t)− τk(t1)

τ̂v,k(t1)

)]
.

(4)
Here the reduced velocity correlation time is

τ̂v,k(t) = τv,k(t)

√
Tk(t)

Tk(0)
τ−1
c (0) (5)

and the reduced time τk is introduced according to

dτk = dt
√
Tk(t)/Tk(0)τ

−1
c (0) . (6)

The inverse mean collision time is

τ−1
c (t) = 4n1σ

2
1g2(σ)

√
πT1

m1
. (7)

The partial diffusion coefficient of species k may be cal-
culated according to

Dk(t) =
Tk(t)τv,k(t)

mk
. (8)

The granular temperature Tk of species k is introduced
according to [49].

3

2
nkTk =

mk⟨v2k⟩
2

=

∫
dvkfk (vk, t)

mkv
2
k

2
. (9)

The velocity distribution function f (vk, t) of species k is
assumed to be Maxwellian.
The inverse velocity correlation time is given by the

sum

τ−1
v,k(t) =

N∑
i=1

τ−1
v,ki(t) k = 1, ..., N. (10)

The terms in the inverse velocity correlation time
(Eq. 10) take the following values [52]:

τ−1
v,ki(t) =

8
√
2π

3
niσ

2
kig2(σki)

mi

mi +mk

Tkmi + Timk

Tk (mi +mk)

×
(
Tkmi + Timk

mimk

)1/2
(1 + εki)

2

4
. (11)

Here, g2 (σki) is the contact value of the pair correlation
function [6], σki = (σk + σi) /2.
The restitution coefficient εki accounts for the energy

loss in the dissipative collisions [1, 6]:

εki =

∣∣∣∣ (v ′
ki · e)

(vki · e)

∣∣∣∣ . (12)

Here vki = vk − vi and v ′
ki = v ′

k − v ′
i are the rel-

ative velocities of particles of masses mk and mi be-
fore and after a collision, respectively, and e is a unit
vector directed along the inter-center vector at the col-
lision instant. εki = 1 corresponds to perfectly elas-
tic collisions with conserved energy. εki = 0 accounts
for perfectly inelastic collisions. A rare case εki < 0
may occur during oblique collisions [53]. For simplic-
ity, the restitution coefficient is assumed to be constant
and equal for all colliding species in most granular gas
models [6]: εki = ε = const. We use this simplified as-
sumptions below.The evolution of granular systems with
velocity-dependent restitution coefficient is presented in
Appendix A.

B. Granular temperatures

Owing to dissipative collisions, the granular tempera-
tures of species decrease, whereas equipartition does not
hold [6]. The evolution of partial granular temperatures
in a mixture occurs according to the following system of
differential equations [54–56]:

dTk

dt
= −Tkξk k = 1, ..., N (13)

The cooling rate is equal to the sum

ξk =

N∑
i=1

ξki . (14)

The terms ξki, which quantify the decrease in the granu-
lar temperature of species of mass mk owing to collisions
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FIG. 1. Plot of partial MSDs as a function of the rescaled time
τ1, where dτ1 = dt

√
T1(t)/T1(0)/τc(0). The binary granular

mixture of particles, colliding with a constant restitution coef-
ficient, ε = 0.5 is considered. The partial number densities of
particles are equal: n1 = n2 = 0.1. The masses of species are
m1 = 1, m2 = 100, the diameters σ1 = σ2 = 1. At short time
the particles move along ballistic trajectories

〈
R2

k

〉
∼ τ2

1 , at

long times the particles perform normal diffusion
〈
R2

k

〉
∼ τ1

(shown with a dotted line). At the initial time moment, the
equipartition holds: T1(0) = T2(0) = 1. Symbols denote the
results of DSMC simulations.

with species of mass mi are given by the following ex-
pression [54–56]:

ξki(t) =
8

3

√
2πniσ

2
kig2(σki)

(
Tkmi + Timk

mimk

)1/2

(1 + εki)

×
(

mi

mi +mk

)[
1− 1

2
(1 + εki)

Timk + Tkmi

Tk (mi +mk)

]
. (15)

The cooling rates ξk for the constant restitution coeffi-
cient become equal after a short relaxation time for all
species k, leading to a constant ratio of granular temper-
atures Tk/Tl during the evolution of the system.

First, let us consider the case of initial equipartition
when the temperatures of all species are equal at the
initial time: Tk(0) = 1, k = 1..N . The evolution of
the binary mixture, starting with equipartition, is de-
picted in Fig. 1. In terms of the time scale τ1 (Eq. 6 with
k = 1) the particles m1 they move ballistically ∼ τ21 at
short times and diffusively ∼ τ1 at long times. Particles
of mass m2 > m1 lose a small amount of energy dur-
ing collisions with lighter particles. Initially, they have
a smaller velocity because of the temperature equiparti-
tion; however, as time passes, their granular temperature
becomes relatively large, and they start moving with ac-
celeration with respect to the smaller particles. Finally,
the temperature ratio becomes constant, and the higher
particles undergo normal diffusion, as well as the lighter
ones.

FIG. 2. Time dependence of partial MSDs in a binary granu-
lar mixture of particles, colliding with a constant restitution
coefficient ε = 0.5. The partial number densities of particles
are n1 = 0.1, n2 = 0.001 and there areN1 = 106 andN2 = 104

particles. The masses of species are m1 = 1, m2 = 100, the
diameters σ1 = 1, σ2 = 1001/3. The initial granular tempera-
tures are T1(0) = 0.554, T2(0) = 45.58755. The temperature
relaxation time τ0 = 19.258. The dashed line corresponds to
MSD given by Eq. (23). Symbols denote the results of DSMC
simulations.

C. Evolution with a constant cooling rate

Now, let us discuss the case where we start our mea-
surement when the constant ratio of temperatures is al-
ready achieved, and the ratio

γik =
Ti(t)

Tk(t)
=

Ti(0)

Tk(0)
(16)

remains constant throughout the evolution of the system
for all species, k, i = 1..N , presented in the system. The
evolution of partial granular temperatures occurs accord-
ing to Haff’s law [6, 57]:

Tk(t) = Tk(0)

(
1 +

t

τ0

)−2

. (17)

By integrating the rescaled time (Eq. 6), it becomes equal
for all species:

τk =
τ0

τc(0)
log (1 + t/τ0) . (18)

The cooling rates given by (Eqs. 14-15) attain the form

ξk(t) =

N∑
i=1

ξ̂ki

(
1 +

t

τ0

)−1

= ξl(t) . (19)

Here the coefficients

ξ̂ki =
8

3

√
2πTk(0)niσ

2
kig2(σki)

(
mi + γikmk

mimk

)1/2

(1 + εki)

×
(

mi

mi +mk

)[
1− 1

2
(1 + εki)

γikmk +mi

(mi +mk)

]
(20)
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do not depend on time. The inverse characteristic time of
granular temperature decay is equal for all species present
in the system

τ−1
0 =

1

2
ξk(0) =

1

2

N∑
i=1

ξ̂ki . (21)

Performing the integration of Eq. (4), we obtain the
MSD: 〈

R2
k(t)

〉
= 6Dk(0)τ0 log

(
1 +

t

τ0

)
+

+6Dk(0)τvk(0)

((
1 +

t

τ0

)−βk

− 1

)
(22)

with βk = τ0/τv,k(0). At long times, t ≫ τ0 the first
diffusive term becomes dominant:〈

R2
k(t)

〉
= 6Dk(0)τ0 log

(
1 +

t

τ0

)
. (23)

This expression coincides with the one obtained in [51].
However, it is obtained in a long time limit, practically
unreachable in real experiments.

The initial velocity correlation time may be obtained
from Eqs. (10-11):

τ−1
v,k(0) =

2
√

2Tk(0)π

3

N∑
i=1

niσ
2
kig2(σki)

mi√
mimk

×

× (mi + γikmk)
3/2

(mi +mk)
2 (1 + εki)

2
. (24)

D. MSD: results and discussion

The time evolution of MSD is in a binary mixture is
illustrated in Fig. 2. There is big amount of lighter par-
ticles of mass m1 = 1 (gas particles) with number den-
sity n1 = 0.1 and much smaller amount (n2 = 0.001)
of more massive particles (intruders) of mass m2 = 100.
Both types of particles are produced of the same mate-
rial. Our measurement starts when the ratio of granular
temperatures has reached a constant value, and the ini-
tial granular temperatures are equal to T1(0) = 0.554,
T2(0) = 45.58755. In such a way, the average granular
temperature is equal to unity:

⟨T (0)⟩ = n1T1(0) + n2T2(0)

n1 + n2
= 1. (25)

The interactions between the intruders themselves are
rare and they rarely collide with each other. The trajec-
tories of particles of mass m2 are not significantly per-
turbed by collisions with lighter particles m1; therefore
the intruders with a higher mass move faster. Symbols
in Fig. 2 correspond to the results of DSMC simulations;

FIG. 3. Time dependence of partial MSDs in a ternary gran-
ular mixture. The restitution coefficient ε = 0.5. The partial
number densities of particles are n1 = n2 = n3 = 0.1 and
there are N1 = N2 = N3 = 104 particles of each size. The
masses of species are m1 = 1, m2 = 100, m3 = 500 the diam-
eters σ1 = 1, σ2 = 1001/3, σ3 = 5001/3. The initial granular
temperatures are T1(0) = 0.048, T2(0) = 1.1, T3(0) = 1.845,
the temperature relaxation time τ0 = 1.83. Symbols corre-
spond to the results of DSMC simulations. The black dashed
line corresponds to the total MSD

〈
R2(t)

〉
(Eq. (3)).

the detailes of the simulations are provided in the next
Section III. The dashed line in Fig. 2 shows the MSD
given by only the diffusive term in Eq. (23). One can see
that this expression fits the simulations only at relatively
long times, t ≫ τ0. For larger particles, the difference
between the full (Eq. 22), and simplified (Eq. 23) expres-
sions becomes more significant.
The ternary granular mixture, in which equal amounts

of different species are present in the system, is illustrated
in Fig. 3. Now the particles of larger mass also intensively
interact with each other, and increase of mass of particles
leads to slowing down of their motion. The dashed line
corresponds to total MSD

〈
R2(t)

〉
(Eq. (3)), the solid

lines are provided by Eq. (22). The nice agreement with
DSMC results shows that this analytical expression is
valid also for multicomponent granular mixtures.
Now let us consider a highly polydisperse granular sys-

tem with a discrete distribution of particle masses. Let
the smallest particle mass be m1 = 1 and the masses of
the other particles be mk = km1, where k = 1, 2, . . . N
are integers and N is the total number of different species
in the system. The mixtures contain a large amount of
species N ≫ 1. We assume that the number densities
are distributed according to nk = n1k

−θ. In this case,
the granular temperature distribution scales according
to Tk ∼ k5/3 [54] and the MSD has the following size-
dependence at k ≫ 1:

〈
R2

k

〉
∼ k5/3 for k ≫ 1, t ≫ τ0

[52]. The ratio
〈
R2

k

〉
/
〈
R2

1

〉
is plotted in Fig. 4. One can

see that, in the beginning, the ratio first decreases, then
reaches its minimum value, and then starts to increase
again. It is due to the fact that the ratio of granular tem-
peratures grows very slowly in the beginning, according
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FIG. 4. Fraction of partial MSDs
〈
R2

k

〉
/
〈
R2

1

〉
for different

values of k = mk/m1 in a mixture of granular particles with
number density nk = n1k

−θ, θ = 3, 4, n1 = 0.1 number of
monomers N1 = 107, time t = 109 and constant restitution
coefficient ε = 0.5. Lines correspond to the result of numeri-
cal integration of Eq. (4), symbols denote the results of MC
simulations

to Tk ∼ kα with α < 1 [54], and the characteristic veloc-
ity of particles of size k decreases with increasing of k.
Then, α takes values larger than unity, and the charac-
teristic velocity increases again. An efficient algorithm,
described in Section III, allows considering diffusion in
very large and highly polydisperse systems. Good agree-
ment between the simulations and theory is observed,
although large particles require a large amount of time
to reach the theoretically predicted MSD ratios.

E. Time-averaged mean-squared displacement

The time-averaged MSD is introduced to evaluate the
time series in experiments and simulations [39, 40, 45, 59–
61]:

〈
δ2k(∆)

〉
=

1

t−∆

∫ t−∆

0

〈
[Rk(t

′ +∆)−Rk(t
′)]

2
〉
dt′ .

(26)
Here ∆ is the lag time, and the angular brackets denote
the average over all traces of particles of type k. For an
ergodic system, such as an ideal gas with a unit resti-
tution coefficient corresponding to normal particle diffu-
sion, the ensemble and time-averaged MSDs are equiv-

alent at any time, ⟨R2
k(∆)⟩ = ⟨δ2k(∆)⟩ [39, 40, 45, 59].

In contrast, several systems characterized by anomalous
diffusion with power-law MSD ⟨R2

k(t)⟩ ≃ tα (α ̸= 1)
or a corresponding logarithmic growth of the MSD, are

non-ergodic and display the disparity ⟨R2
k(∆)⟩ ≠ ⟨δ2k(∆)⟩

[39, 40, 45, 59, 62–65].
The partial time-averaged MSD for species k in a mul-

ticomponent granular gas may be obtained performing
the steps analogous to the monodisperse granular system

[46]: 〈
δ2k(∆)

〉
=
〈
δ20(∆)

〉
+ Ξ(∆). (27)

Here the first term is equal to〈
δ20(∆)

〉
=

6Dk(0)τ0
t−∆

[
(t+ τ0) log(t+ τ0)−

−(∆ + τ0) log(∆ + τ0)−

−(t−∆+ τ0) log(t−∆+ τ0) + τ0 log τ0

]
.

For τ0 ≪ ∆ ≪ t it tends to〈
δ20(∆)

〉
∼ 6Dk(0)τ0∆

t

[
log

(
t

∆

)
+ 1

]
. (28)

The second term in Eq. (27) may be obtained performing
the numerical integration

Ξ(∆) =
6Dk(0)τv,k(0)

t−∆

∫ t−∆

0

dt′

[(
1 +

∆

t′ + τ0

)−βk

− 1

]
.

F. Binary granular system: tracer limit

Let us consider a binary granular system of particles
with masses m1 (gas particles) and m2 (intruder parti-
cles). Let µ = m2/m1 be the ratio of the mass of the
particles. We assume that the number density n2 ≪ n1.
In this case, the presence of the intruder does not af-
fect the evolution of the surrounding granular gas, and
the interaction between the intruders may be neglected.
By formally setting n2 = 0 we obtain a single intruder
surrounded by gas particles.
The evolution of granular gas particles occurs accord-

ing to Haff’s law (Eq. 17) [57] for k = 1 with relaxation
time [6]

τ0 =
6

1− ε2
τc(0) . (29)

The velocity correlation time is equal to

τv,1(t) = τc(t)
6

(1 + ε)
2 . (30)

The MSD may be obtained from the Eq. (22) with k = 1
and is the same as in the case of a monodisperse granular
gas [46]:〈

R2
1(t)

〉
= 36D1(0)τc(0)

(
1

1− ε2
log

(
1 +

t

τ0

)
+

1

(1 + ε)
2

((
1 +

t

τ0

)−(1+ε)2/(1−ε2)
− 1

))
. (31)

The MSD of the intruder particles takes the form of
Eq. (22) with the initial velocity correlation time

τv,2(0) = τc(0)τ̂v,21 , (32)

τ̂v,21 =
6σ2

1 (1 + µ)
2
γ21

√
µ

√
2σ2

12(µ+ γ21)3/2(1 + ε12)2
. (33)
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FIG. 5. MSD and time-averaged MSD in a binary granu-
lar mixture in a tracer limit: n1 = 0.1, n2 = 0. The ini-
tial granular temperatures are T1(0) = 1, T2(0) = 412.93.
The masses of species are m1 = 1, m2 = 100, the diame-
ters σ1 = 1, σ2 = 1001/3. The granular temperature relax-
ation time τ0 = 11.3. The velocity correlation time of tracers
τv,2 = 1212. Restitution coefficient ε = 0.5. Symbols denote
the results of MC simulations.

For µ ≫ 1, ε22 → 1 the temperature ratio γ21 may be
found explicitly [6, 49, 58]:

γ21 =
T2

T1
=

1 + ε12
2 (1− b)

(34)

b =
µ

2
√
2

1− ε211
1 + ε12

σ2
12

σ2
2

g2(σ12)

g2(σ2)
. (35)

Both the MSDs and time-averaged MSD for intruder par-
ticles and surrounding gas particles are shown in Fig. 5.
In the tracer limit, the magnitude of the MSD is signif-
icantly higher, as for granular mixtures even at low but
finite number densities (Fig. 5). The agreement of both
quantities with DSMC simulations are good.

III. MONTE CARLO SIMULATIONS

A. Collision rates

To simulate these systems, we use the standard DSMC
approach [32, 33], which was modified to perform simu-
lations of polydisperse mixtures faster.

The main idea of our approach is to split the selection
of particles into two steps. First, their sizes are selected
(according to the total collision rates Cik of particles of
types i and k), and then particles j and l of types i and
k are selected randomly with a uniform probability. Fi-
nally, rejection sampling is performed, so that the final

collision rates Cjl
ik are correct. We assume that the colli-

sions are pairwise and neglect the possible simultaneous
collisions of multiple particles, which do not occur in rar-
efied granular systems.

The collision rates Cjl
ik between particles with numbers

j and l of masses mi = im1 and mk = km1 and velocities
vj
i and vl

k can be determined from the so-called collision
cylinder [6]:

Cjl
ik = πσ2

ik

∣∣∣(vj
i − vl

k, e
)∣∣∣ /V . (36)

Here σki = (σk + σi) /2.

We set the upper limit Cik for the rates Cjl
ik, where Cik

does not directly depend on j and l:

Cjl
ik ≤ Cik = πσ2

ik

(
max

j

∣∣∣vj
i

∣∣∣+max
l

∣∣vl
k

∣∣) /V . (37)

The maximal velocities are saved in advance and updated
whenever the maximum increases (or during output when
we go through all arrays of particles).
The DSMC algorithm can be written in five steps:

1. Advance time using total collision rate:

t := t− log (rand (0, 1]) /
∑
i,k

CikNiNk. (38)

2. Select sizes i and k according to the probabilities

Pik =
CikNiNk∑

p,q
CpqNpNq

. (39)

3. Select particles j (from 1 to Ni) and l (from 1 to
Nk) of sizes i and k uniformly at random.

4. Generate collision direction e and accept collision
with probability

P jl
ik =

∣∣∣(vj
i − vl

k

)
· e
∣∣∣

max
j

∣∣∣vj
i

∣∣∣+max
l

∣∣vl
k

∣∣ . (40)

Otherwise, go to step 1.

5. Update the velocities according to

v ′
k = vk − mi

mi +mk
(1 + εki) (vki · e) e , (41)

v ′
i = vi +

mk

mi +mk
(1 + εki) (vki · e) e .

The acceptance rate P jl
ik ensures that the equality

CijP
jl
ik = Cjl

ik holds so that the final collision rates are
exactly the same as they need to be.
As mentioned in [33], simply choosing particles uni-

formly at random when the size ratio is high leads to
a significant performance degradation. If the sizes are
quickly selected in advance, there is no such problem be-
cause they do not appear in the acceptance rates P kl

ij ,
Eq. (40). One can even create arrays of size 1 for each
particle j (as if all particles had different sizes) and have
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collision rates kernel Cjk of size N by N , which allows
getting rid of step (iii) and using the exact velocity of
particle j in Eq. (40).

To quickly select the sizes, instead of calculating the
probabilities Pik from Eq. (39) directly, we use the low-
rank method analogous to [37]. First, we use the sym-
metry of CikNiNk,

CikNiNk = Aik +Aki, Aik = πσ2
ik max

j

∣∣∣vj
i

∣∣∣ /V (42)

and then observe that Aik is a rank 3 matrix, since σik =
(σi + σk) /2:

Aik =
πmax

j
|vj

i |
4V

(
σ2
i · 1 + 2σi · σk + 1 · σ2

k

)
(43)

= u
(1)
i v

(1)
k + u

(2)
i v

(2)
k + u

(3)
i v

(3)
k . (44)

Each term here allows for the separation of variables (i.e.,
the separation of indices i and k) and allows us to select

sizes, according to the vectors u
(r)
i and v

(r)
k , r ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

One of the three terms can be selected using the prob-

abilities Pr =

∑
i
u
(r)
i

∑
k

v
(r)
k∑

r

∑
i
u
(r)
i

∑
k

v
(r)
k

. Once r is selected, we use

the probabilities P
(r)
i =

u(r)
p∑

p
u
(r)
p

and P
(r)
k =

v
(r)
k∑

q
v
(r)
q

. To

use them quickly in practice, we construct segment trees
on u(r) and v(r): this data structure allows performing
searches and updates (including the update of the total

sums used in P
(r)
i , P

(r)
k and Pr) in O (logM) operations

(whereM is the number of different cluster sizes), leading
to the total logarithmic cost of the whole algorithm. In-
deed, velocity distributions have exponential tails; thus,
k and l selection costs O (logN) on average, which is also
logarithmic. Naturally, with only two or three different
sizes in the system, the segment trees are not required.

Unlike the methods from [37] and [66], which were
developed for (generalized) Smoluchowski equations, we
have an additional rejection step (40). This allows us to
eliminate the Maxwell distribution assumption (which is
not exactly satisfied for cooling granular gases; the ve-
locity distribution tail is known to be exponential [6]) by
keeping track of the velocities of each individual parti-
cle, which will also be needed to calculate the displace-
ments. This approach not only requires no assumptions
about velocity distributions (initial distribution at T = 1
can be obtained by first starting at some point, where
the temperature was higher), but also allows skipping
the derivation of temperature-dependent equations [67],
which can be very cumbersome, especially if one uses
realistic restitution coefficients. The simulations of sys-
tems with velocity-dependent restitution coefficients are
described in Appendix A.

To calculate the mean displacement, we keep track of
the displacement Rl

k for each individual particle l of each

individual size k and then average Rl
k over l during the

output.

FIG. 6. Temperatures Tk of species for different values of
k = mk/m1 in a mixture of granular particles with number
densities nk = n1k

−3, n1 = 0.1 number of monomers N1 =
106, time t = 100 and constant restitution coefficient ε =
0.5. Symbols denote the results of different DSMC simulations
both in terms of low rank and Bird’s method.

Each time a particle l of size k participates in a colli-
sion, we update its relative displacement as

Rl
k := Rl

k + vl
k

(
t− tlk

)
, (45)

where vl
k is the pre-collision velocity and tlk is the sys-

tem time of the last collision (which we keep track of for
each particle). When we save the current displacements
in a file at time t, we also add vl

k

(
t− tlk

)
to the saved

displacements without updating Rl
k or tlk.

To derive the partial MSD
〈
R2

k(t)
〉
, the average over

displacements R2
k of all particles of species k at time t is

calculated. A comparison of our DSMC simulations with
the analytical results is shown in Figs. 1-5, and a good
agreement can be observed.

B. Comparison with Bird’s method

Here, we compare our technique with Bird’s method.
When generalized to the case of different particle sizes,
the following collision rate exists between particles j and
l with diameters σ(j) and σ(l), which is exactly defined
using the collision cylinder:

Cjl = π

(
σ(j) + σ(l)

2

)2 ∣∣∣(vj
i − vl

k, e
)∣∣∣ /V. (46)

Velocities can be bound by some multiple of system tem-
perature [6] or (which is more accurate) by the current
maximum velocity in the system. Particles are then se-
lected at random and accepted with a probability that is
proportional to the ratio of the real collision rate (with
random collision direction e⃗) and maximum possible col-
lision rate. When the sizes are equal, we obtain an ac-
ceptance probability similar to (40); however, in general,
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we have the ratio

P jl
exact =

(
σ(j)+σ(l)

2

)2 ∣∣(vj − vl
)
· e
∣∣

max
j,l

(
σ(j)+σ(l)

2

)2
(|vj |+ |vl|)

. (47)

Because calculating the maximum here requires checking
all M2 pairs of sizes, we can simplify this by opening the
last brackets and assuming that the second particle in
the pair has the maximum size M :

P jl =

(
σ(j)+σ(l)

2

)2 ∣∣(vj − vl
)
· e
∣∣

max
j

(
σ(j)+σM

2

)2
|vj |+max

l

(
σM+σ(l)

2

)2
|vl|

=

(
σ(j)+σ(l)

2

)2 ∣∣(vj − vl
)
· e
∣∣

2max
j

(
σ(j)+σM

2

)2
|vj |

,

(48)
where it is easily verified that the denominator cannot
be more than 2 times higher than the exact maximum in
(47). The possibility of these rare collisions with large
particles makes Bird’s method slow when M is large, as
this leads to a low acceptance rate. The bound

Cmax = 2max
j

(
σ(j) + σM

2

)2 ∣∣vj
∣∣ (49)

can be quickly updated when the new velocity of a parti-
cle exceeds the maximum (or once every N collisions to
account for the decrease in the average kinetic energy).
Because Cik ⩽ Cmax for all i and k, the low-rank method
always has fewer rejections, which makes it faster. If most
of the collisions occur between particles of size i ∼ j ∼ 1
and they have the maximum velocity, one can expect
about Cmax/C11 ∼ σ2

M/σ2
1 ∼ M2/3 times more rejections

between collision events.

As mentioned previously, the low-rank method pro-
duces the same (correct) collision rates. Moreover, the
time steps are also the same. In Bird’s method, the time
step between trials is

∆ttrial = − log (rand (0, 1]) /
(
N2Cmax

)
, (50)

assuming ordered pairs are selected, and one then re-
jects the case when the same particle is selected twice.
This produces an exponential distribution with the ex-
pectation 1/

(
N2Cmax

)
. After accounting for the total

acceptance probability by averaging over (48), it turns

into exponential distribution with expectation

E∆tcoll =
1

N2Cmax

∑
j,l

Pjl

N2

=
1

Cmax
·

2max
j

(
σ(j)+σM

2

)2 ∣∣vj
∣∣

∑
j,l

(
σ(j)+σ(l)

2

)2
|(vj − vl) · e|

=
1∑

j,l

Cjl
.

(51)

Similarly, in the low-rank method, we have an exponen-
tial distribution with expectation as in (38) for each trial
and with the expectation

E∆tcoll =
1∑

i,k

CikNiNk

∑
j,l

P jl
ik

NiNk

=
1∑

i,k,j,l

Cjl
ik

=
1∑

j,l

Cjl

(52)
after each accepted collision, which coincides with (51).

Thus, unlike, for example, Nanbu’s method, where sev-
eral collisions are performed simultaneously, leading to
accuracy loss because there are no updates of collision
rates between the selected collisions [68], our method pro-
duces exactly the same collision rates as Bird’s method.

The equivalence of the suggested approach to Bird’s
method is shown in table I and Fig. 6. We ran both
methods for the number density distribution nk = n1k

−3,
n1 = 0.1 and N1 = 106 monomers up to t = 100 with
T (0) = 1 and the initial Maxwell distribution. We see
that the difference between the two methods is of the or-
der of the stochastic noise in both of them 1/

√
N ∼ 0.001.

On the other hand, calculations using the low-rank struc-
ture allow the selection of pairs much faster, without
losing any information in the process. The difference
becomes even larger for larger computation times when
the temperatures of large clusters increase further, which
leads to a corresponding increase in the maximum col-
lision rate and the number of rejections. With Bird’s
method and the parameters of Fig. 4, it would take days
or weeks to reach times of the order t ∼ 109 required to
see the convergence of partial MSDs.

As previously mentioned, Bird’s DSMC is currently the
preferred and most widely used DSMC method, because
of its lower complexity and better accuracy compared,
for example, with Nanbu’s method. Event-driven molec-
ular dynamics is also widely used for the investigation of
granular systems [32]. It is very different in nature and is
known to be much slower than DSMC. When the molec-
ular chaos hypothesis is satisfied [6], the DSMC methods
are always preferred.

Comparison of low-rank and Bird DSMC methods and
code for various methods for Smoluchowski equations
are available at https://github.com/RodniO/Low-rank-
Monte-Carlo



9

TABLE I. Comparison between low-rank and classical DSMC
methods. Simulations were performed for N1 = 106

monomers with density n1 = 0.1 and density of other species
nk = n1k

−3, where the numbers of particles are rounded to
the nearest integer. Initial temperature T (0) = 1 and initial
velocity distribution is Maxwell distribution. Restitution co-
efficient ε = 0.5.

Method
Collisions Total kinetic Computation

performed energy reached time, sec

Low-rank DSMC 12072722 1.233 · 105 28

Bird DSMC 12067760 1.235 · 105 1128

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We developed an efficient numerical algorithm for the
investigation of diffusion coefficients and mean squared
displacements in highly polydisperse granular systems
and obtained very good agreement between our simu-
lations and analytical results. Variations in the size,
mass, restitution coefficient and number density of par-
ticles may significantly affect their motility. We also
discussed ergodicity breaking in polydisperse granular
systems by deriving and comparing ensemble and time-
averaged MSDs in dilute binary granular mixtures. We
have obtained an explicit analytic expression for the MSD
that is valid both at short and long times in systems with
an arbitrary number of particles of different sizes and
masses. Our results may be helpful in industrial appli-
cations involving different types of granular materials, to
understand the motion of the constituents of interstel-
lar dust clouds, planetary rings, and other astrophysical
objects.
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Appendix A: Velocity-dependent restitution
coefficient

The velocity-dependence of the restitution coefficient
has the following form [69, 70]:

εki = 1 +

20∑
j=1

hj

(
Aκ

2/5
ki

)j/2
|(vki · e)|j/10 (A1)

Here, hk are numerical coefficients, and the parameter A
characterizes the elastic and dissipative properties of the
particle material [71, 72]:

A =
1

Y

(1 + ν)

(1− ν)

(
4

3
η1
(
1− ν + ν2

)
+ η2 (1− 2ν)

2

)
,

(A2)

FIG. 7. MSD in a binary granular mixture with time-
dependent restitution coefficient, Aκ2/5 = 0.09, m1 = 1,
m2 = 100, n1 = n2 = 0.1, σ1 = 1, σ2 = 1001/3. Symbols
correspond to the results of DSMC simulations.

where η1 and η2 are viscosity coefficients. Parameter κij

is a function of Young’s modulus Y , Poisson’s ratio ν,
and particle size and mass [6, 69, 71].

κki =
1√
2

(
3

2

)3/2
Y

1− ν2

√
σeff

meff
. (A3)

The effective diameter of colliding particles with diame-
ters σi and σj is

σeff =
σiσk

σi + σk
. (A4)

The effective mass is equal to

meff =
mimk

mi +mk
. (A5)

The viscoelastic model agreed well with the experimental
data for collisions with low impact velocities [69].
The MSD is obtained performing the numerical inte-

gration of Eq. (4), where the velocity correlation time is
given by Eq. (10). The partial inverse velocity correlation
times have the form [52]

τ−1
v,ki(t) =

8
√
2π

3
niσ

2
kig2(σik)mi

Tkmi + Timk

Tk (mi +mk)
2

×
(
Tkmi + Timk

mimk

)1/2
(
1 +

1

2

∑
i

AiBi

)
(A6)

The evolution of granular temperatures occurs according
to Eq. (13) with cooling rates given by Eq. (14), where
[73]

ξki(t) =
16

3

√
2πniσ

2
kig2(σik)

√
Tkmi + Timk

mimk

mi

mi +mk
×(

1− Tkmi + Timk

Tk (mi +mk)
+
∑
n

Bn

(
hn − 1

2

Tkmi + Timk

Tk (mi +mk)
An

))
.

(A7)
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FIG. 8. MSD in a ternary granular mixture with time-
dependent restitution coefficient, Aκ2/5 = 0.09, m1 = 1,
m2 = 100, m3 = 500, n1 = n2 = n3 = 0.1, σ1 = 1,
σ2 = 1001/3, σ3 = 5001/3. Symbols correspond to the re-
sults of DSMC simulations.

Here An = 4hn +
∑

j+k=n hjhk are pure numbers and

Bn(t)=
(
Aκ

2
5

ki

)n
2

(
2
Tkmi + Timk

mimk

) n
20
(
(20 + n)n

800

)
Γ
( n

20

)
.

In Fig. 7, we show the MSDs for a binary mixture of
particles colliding with the time-dependent restitution
coefficient. At short times the particles move along
ballistic trajectories,

〈
R2

k

〉
∼ t2, and at long times〈

R2
k

〉
∼ t1/6. In Fig. 8 the ternary granular mixture is

depicted. In both cases, the equipartition of granular
temperatures holds at the initial time moment. Also, for
the velocity-dependent restitution coefficient, the agree-
ment between the theory and simulation data is excellent.
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