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A MODEL FOR SLOWING PARTICLES IN RANDOM
MEDIA

FRANCOIS GOLSE! [, VALERIA RICCI?* [,
AND ANA JACINTA SOARES?

ABSTRACT. We present a simple model in dimension d > 2 for
slowing particles in random media, where point particles move in
straight lines among and inside spherical identical obstacles with
Poisson distributed centres. When crossing an obstacle, a particle
is slowed down according to the law V = —25(|V])V, where V
is the velocity of the point particle, x is a positive constant, € is
the radius of the obstacle and S(|V]) is a given slowing profile.
With this choice, the slowing rate in the obstacles is such that the
variation of speed at each crossing is of order 1. We study the
asymptotic limit of the particle system when e vanishes and the
mean free path of the point particles stays finite. We prove the
convergence of the point particles density measure to the solution
of a kinetic-like equation with a collision term which includes a
contribution proportional to a ¢ function in v = 0; this contribution
guarantees the conservation of mass for the limit equation.

Key-words: particle systems, kinetic limit, slowing particles, point
measure component.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this article, we present a simple particle model describing the
slowing down of point (light) particles in a random inhomogeneous
medium, where the inhomogeneities (or inclusions) consist in spherical
obstacles with Poisson distributed centres. In this model, the light
particles move freely in the space free from obstacles and slow down
when crossing the obstacles. We study the asymptotic behaviour of
the particle system when the radius € of the obstacles vanishes and the
slowing rate grows to infinity in such a way that the loss of kinetic
energy of the particles at each crossing is of order 1. Choosing the
density of the Poisson centres in such a way that the mean free path is
finite, we derive a kinetic type equation for the probability measure of
the light particles in the phase space where the conservation of mass is
guaranteed by a term proportional to a Dirac delta measure in v = 0.

One motivation for studying this type of dynamics comes from the
modelling of Inertial Confinement Fusion (ICF) targets. While a de-
tailed description of the intricate processes at work in ICF targets [11 2]
exceeds by far the scope of the present study, the following features are
of special interest to the problem addressed in the present paper.

Some ICF experiments use pure deuterium (D) targets as a mean of
measuring the fuel areal density, known to be a key parameter in ICF
research [3, 4]. In these targets, tritium (T) ions are created by the
thermonuclear reaction

D+ D — T+ proton +4.03MeV .

These T ions are created with a very large kinetic energy (about 1 MeV,
see Section 2.1.1 in [1] or Section 1.3.1 in [2]), and therefore are referred
to as suprathermal. The T ions travel in the plasma and lose kinetic
energy, to the point that they combine with the D ions, producing «
particles, neutrons and energy according to the thermonuclear reaction

D+T — o+ neutron + 17.58MeV .

The cross-section of the D-T reaction is much larger than that of the
D-D reaction, and the D-T reaction is the main source of energy in ICF
experiments. Thus, the yield of ICF implosions will be reduced by any
obstruction to the D-T reaction.

One significant such obstruction comes from the ICF implosion itself.
The fuel is highly compressed by ablation of the outer shells of the
fusion pellet (see Section 3.8 in [I]). This process initiates a Richtmyer-
Meshkov instability (see Section 3.6 in [1], Section 8.1.3 in [2] and [5]) at
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the interface between the fuel and the various layers of materials around
it. As a result, inclusions of dense, inert material with a high stopping
power are driven in the fuel. T ions stopping in these inclusions are
prevented from reacting with the surrounding D ions, with the negative
effect on the yield of the thermonuclear burning of the fuel in the target
already mentioned above.

Returning to the mathematical problem sketched at the beginning of
this section, the point particles in the context of ICF experiments would
be the T ions, and the “light” material would be the thermonuclear fuel,
while the inclusion of “dense” material with high stopping power would
be the debris of the various outer shells surrounding the fusion pellet
before implosion driven into the fuel by the hydrodynamic instabilities.

The specific problem mentioned above has been addressed in part in
earlier mathematical publications. For instance Levermore and Zim-
merman have obtained a formula for the fraction of T ions lost to the
D-T reaction (formula (22) in [6]). Their argument is based on an
earlier model of particle transport in a very special kind of random
media proposed by Levermore, Pomraning, Sanzo and Wong [7]. In
such media, a particle in medium A (resp. B) at the position s has
a probability of finding itself in medium B (resp. A) at the position
s + ds equal to ds/Aa (resp. ds/Ag), where the lengths A4 and Ap
are constant. The same problem is considered by Clouet, Puel, Sentis
and the first author in [8] with a completely different random media,
corresponding to the setting chosen in the present paper — spherical
inclusions centred at realizations of a Poisson point process. The anal-
ysis in that reference leads to another formula for the probability of
stopping in the inclusions (see formula (13) in [§]). Numerical simula-
tions lead to comparisons between the results obtained in [6] and [§]
concerning the fraction of T ions lost to the D-T reaction.

The present paper differs from either [6] or [§] in several ways. The
random medium considered here involves a Poisson point process as in
[8], but corresponds to a different asymptotic regime. Specifically, the
situation considered here involves

(i) very small, identical spherical inclusions,
(ii) very high stopping power in each spherical inclusion.

We shall see that the effective equation for the expected velocity dis-
tribution function of point particles (T ions), equation (@) in Section
2l is a kinetic model including a collision integral acting on the parti-
cles speed only, and not on their direction as in most classical kinetic
models, together with a Lagrange multiplier, equation () in Section [2]
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proportional to the Dirac mass at zero velocity, which maintains the
local conservation of mass.

The outline of the paper is the following: in Section [2] we present the
particle model, fix the notation and state the main theorem; in Section
[3l we recall some a priori estimates needed to derive some useful prop-
erties of the limit points of the probability measure of light particles;
in Section Ml we derive the limit equation for the probability measure
of light particles and prove the main theorem.

2. THE PARTICLE MODEL AND THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we shall define the particle model and state the main
theorem.

In what follows, we denote by
B(c,e)={x € R : |z —c| < ¢}

the open ball centred in ¢ and having radius € (we shall add a super-
script denoting the dimension when needed, so that B%(c, €) will denote
the open ball centred in ¢ and having radius € in dimension d) and by
B? = |B%(0,1)| the volume of the d-dimensional unit ball.

Moreover, given a locally compact Hausdorff space X, we denote
by M(X) the space of Radon measures, by M*(X) the space of finite
mass signed Radon measures and by M (X) the space of positive finite
mass Radon measures on X.

In this paper we shall use the following notions of convergence in
Radon measures spaces.

Denoting as C.(X) and C(X) resp. the set of continuous functions
with compact support and the set of continuous bounded functions on
X, we say that a sequence of measures on X, {u,}, converges to u in
the

o Weak- (of ./\/l( )) or Vague topology when, for all ¢ €
X), [x o(@)pn(dz) — [, d(x)p(dz), and we write:

L — f1 as N — 00;

. weak topology (of /\/l ( )) when, for all ¢ € Cy(X),
Jx (@) pn(dz) — [ ¢(z)p(dx), and we write:

HUn—lL as 1 — 00.
As a last remark on the notation, if m(dzdy) is a positive Radon

measure with finite mass on RP x R?, we denote by

mdy
R
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the push-forward of m by the first projection RP xR? > (x,y) — = € RP,
i.e. the Radon measure defined on R” by the linear functional

Y= U(z)m(dzdy) .
RPx R4
We use a similar notation for the push-forward of m by the second
projection R? x R? 5 (z,y) — y € R9.

We study then the asymptotics of the following particle system.

We consider a particle with initial position z € R? and velocity
v € RY, d > 2, and configurations of obstacles (or inclusions) of radius
¢ with Poisson distributed centres C' = (¢, ¢ .. .), where ¢; € R%.

The probability to find n centres in the set A C R? is then given by:

P(@jsm.#@4mcn::n9::§§%ﬂlf—&m,

with Ac = =A; and A\ = O(1) (|A| denotes the Lebesgue measure of
the set A). Hence the particle mean free path is finite uniformly as
e — 0T, since the mean free length to the first collision is proportional
to (A€ 1)~! and the particle is slowed down inside the obstacles.

We shall denote by [E the expectation under P and by

ZJ[C) =R\ | J Blc,e)
ceC

the complement in R? of the set occupied by the obstacles.

The equation of motion of the particle for a given configuration of
obstacles C' is given by (see also [6, [§]):

X=V,
(1) V = —2140()S(IV)V = —ke(z; C)S(IV )V,

(Xa V)}t:() = (I’,U),

where S € Lip((0, +00)), satisfying S > Sy > 0, is the slowing profile
(Lip((0,400)) denotes the space of Lipschitz functions on (0, +00)).

Calling (X;, V) (z,v; C) the solution to the differential system (),
the evolution of an initial profile both on the space of test functions
and on the space of Borel measures is defined through the following
prescriptions:

Ge(t, 2,05 C) = o((Xf, Vi) (v C)),
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(2) /fe(t,dxdv;C')gb(x,v) :z/ff(dxdv)@(t,x,v;(ﬁ'),

for each ¢ € Cy(R?x R?) and for each positive Borel measure with finite
mass f.(0, dxdv; C) = fo(dzdv).

The time-dependent measure f, is the weak solution to the Cauchy
problem for the advection equation

(3) (0 +v - Vo) fe(t,dxdv; C) = k(x;C) divy,(S(|v|)v fe(t, dedv; C))

with initial datum f.(0, dzdv; C) = fo(dxdv).

Observe that f. is continuous in ¢ with values in the set of positive
measures with finite mass on R? x R? equipped with the weak topology
(see Lemma 8.1.6 in [9]).

We are interested in studying the behaviour in the limit ¢ — 0 of
E[f.(t,dxdv; C)], ie. in studying the Boltzmann-Grad limit for this
specific particle system.

In what follows we shall prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Assume fo € C(R? x RY), with compact support and
fo >0, and let f.(t,z,v;C) be the solution to equation (3) with initial
datum fo. Let a(z) = [ duﬁ, with S € Lip((0,400)), satisfying
S > S(] > 0.

Then E[f.(t, dxdv; C)|dt—F(t, dzdv)dt where F(t, dzdv) is the unique
solution in D'((0, +00) x R? x R?) to the equation

' ¢ 5(l=)
F+v. V,F = i 12 F 1
OF +v-V, O’[/O dh LTS (o)) (t, 2, 2) 150
(4) — |v|F(t,x, v)} dxdv + Ap(t, x)do(dv)dx

with |2 = a(a(ol) + 26/ T=TR), = = ¢l & = AB* and
1
(5) Ap(t, ) :/ dz/ dh= 2| F(t, )1 <amt (2mn/ T2
[Rd 0 >

3. A PRIORI ESTIMATES AND CONSIDERATIONS ABOUT LIMIT
POINTS

Before analysing in detail the evolution induced on the density mea-
sure by ([I), we shall recall some a priori estimates which can be directly
derived from the definitions (), (2)) and the evolution equation (B]) im-
plied by them.
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The a priori estimates worked out in this section will help us to
obtain some useful properties of the limit points of E[f(¢, , v; C')] when
¢ — 07 in both these topologies.

Lemma 2. Assume that f°(-;C) is supported in B(0, R) x B(0, R) for
some R > 0 and all configuration C' of inclusions. Then, for all t > 0,

(6) supp(fe(t,-;C)) C B(0,R+ Rt) x B(0,R).

Proof. Let ¢ € Cy(R? x R?) satisfy ¢ = 0 on B(0, R+ RT) x B(0, R)
for some T" > 0. Since

LWV (2,0, C)| = —ke(X{ (z,0;C), C)S(VS (2, 0; O)) |V (z,v; C)| <0,
21X (2,0, 0) < V(0 C)] < o]

Therefore ¢((Xf, V) (z,v;C)) = 0 for all (z,v) € B(0,R) x B(0,R)

and for all ¢ € [0,77], so that

/ o(z,v) f(t, dedv; C')
Rd x R4

B(0,R)xB(0,R)

-/ X V) .03 OS2 C) =0,

Therefore supp(fc(t,;C)) C B(0, R+ RT) x B(0, R) for all t € [0,T),
which implies the inclusion in the lemma. U

Proposition 3. Assume that fO(-; C) is supported in B(0, R)x B(0, R)
for some R > 0 and all configuration C of inclusions. Then f. satisfies

(a) the continuity equation
8t/ fe(t,;C)dv+V, - / fo(t,;Cyvdv =0 in D'((0,+00) x RY);
R4 R4

(b) the global conservation of mass
d

— fe(t,dxdv;C) =0 in D'((0,400));
dt R4 x R2

(c) the momentum balance
d

% Rd x R4

vfe(t,dedv; C) = —/ Ke(x, C)S(|v])vfe(t, dedv; C)

R4 x Rd
in D'((0, +00));

(d) the mass flux inequality
d

— ¢(|0]*) fe(t, dxdv; C) <0 in D'((0, +00)),
dt R4 x R4

provided that ¢ € C([0,+00)) is nondecreasing.
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Proof. Since fc(t,-;C') is compactly supported by Lemma [2 both sides
of the advection equation (3] for f. are compactly supported distribu-
tions for ¢ € (0,7), and can therefore be evaluated on C* functions,
not necessarily with compact support. Choosing the test function of
the form (t,z,v) — 9(t, z) with ¢ of class C* on (0, 4+00) x R? with
support in (1/n,n) x R? for n > 1 shows that

—/ (O +v -V )U(t, ) fe(t, dedv; C)dt = 0.
(0,400) x REx R?

The validity of this equality for all such test function ¥ and all n >
1 is exactly the formulation of @ in the sense of distributions on
(0, +00) x R?. The same argument with ¢ independent of  implies

If we pick a test vector field of the form (¢,x,v) — x(t)v where
X € C((0,+00)), we find that

/ X (v f(t, dzdv; C)dt
(0,+00)xRd x R4

:/ X(t)ke(z, C)S(|v|)vfe(t, dedv; C)dt ,
(0,+00) xR x Re

which is the formulation of |(¢)| in the sense of distributions.

Finally, let us choose a test vector field of the form (¢, z,v) +—
x(t)o(|v|*) where x € C((0,+00)) (since the left-hand side of the
advection equation satisfied by f. is a compactly support distribution
of order 1 when ¢ is restricted to a bounded interval of (0,+0o0), one
can use a test function whose dependence in v is of class C! only: see
Remark 8.1.1 in [9]). Arguing as above leads to the equality

/ YOSV £ (¢, dadv: C)dt
(0,+00) x Rd x R

=] \(E)sc(, C) S [of26! ([v]2) fo(t, dadu; C)t.
(0,400) xR x R4

Hence
d

% Rd x R4

_— / (i, ©)S([o) o6 ([v]2) £.(t, dxdv; )t
Rd x R4

O(|v]*) fe(t, dwdv; C)

in the sense of distributions on (0, +00). Since ¢ is nondecreasing and
of class C! on [0, +00), its derivative ¢’ is nonnegative, which implies

(D) O
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Remark 1. Since, as a consequence of Lemmal3, supp(E[f.(t,-;C)]) C
B(0,R + Rt) x B(0, R), whenever f2(-;C) € ML(R? x R?) each vague
limit point of the Radon measure E[f.(t,;C)] on R? x R is also a
weak limit point. The same remark is true for the Radon measure
E[f.(t,:C)]dt on [0,T] x R? x R%.

We are now ready to establish some properties of the limit points
of E[fc(t,-;C)] in the weak-* (and therefore, because of the previous
Remark [T, weak) topology.

Proposition 4. Assume that fO(-; C) is supported in B(0, R)x B(0, R)

for some R > 0 and all configuration C of inclusions, and that

sup [E/ f2(dxdv; C) < +o0.
R4 x Rd

e>0

Then the family of positive measures E[f.(t,;C)] on R? x R? is weakly
relatively compact for each t > 0 and E[f.] is weakly relatively compact
in the set of positive measures with finite total mass on [0,T] x R% x R
for each T > 0. Any of its limit points F' as ¢ — 07 satisfies

(7) 8t/ F(t,)dv+V,- | F(t, -)vdv =0
R R
in D'((0, +00) x RY), and
d
(8) & Jor F(t,dzdv) =0

in D'((0, 4+00)).

Proof. By construction, t — E[f.(t, -; C')] is a family of continuous func-
tions on [0, +00) in the set of positive measures on R? x R? equipped
with the weak topology, and Proposition @ shows that

sup[E/ fe(t, dxdv; C') = sup [E/ f2(dxdv; C) < +o0.
Rd x Rd R4 x R

e>0 e>0
The weak-* relative compactness of E[f.] on [0,7] x R? x R? and of
E[f(t,-;C)] on R? x R? for each t > 0 follow from statement (13.4.2)
in [10]. Since the weak-* closures of both these families are metrizable,
any element of these closures is a weak-* limit of a subsequence of

E[f(t,-; C)] for fixed ¢ > 0, or of E[f] as ¢ — 0. Finally, Lemma
implies that
supp(E[fe(t,; C)] € B(0, R+ Rt) x B(0, R)

foralle > 0 and all ¢ € [0, T, so that weakly-* converging subsequences
of E[fe(t,;C)] for fixed t > 0, or of E[f] as € — 0 are in fact weakly
convergent.
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Thus, if F'is a limit point of E[f.], there exists a subsequence E|[f,,] —
F weakly in [0,T] x R? x R?, and in particular

/ Elfe,](t, dxdv) — F(t,dzdv)
R4 x R4 R4 x R4
weakly on [0, 7] as €, — 0, so that

d

— F(t,dxdv) =0

dt Rd x R4 (’ o U)

by passing to the limit in Proposition BI in the sense of distributions
n (0, +00). Similarly |v|E[f.,] — |v]|F weakly in [0,7] x R? x R?, and
in particular
[ e de - [ @oFe
Rd Rd

weakly on [0, 7] x R? as €, — 0. Hence

815/ F(t,-)dv+V, - / F(t,-)vdv =0
Rd Re
by passing to the limit in the sense of distributions in (0, +o00) x R%. O

The last fundamental properties of the limit points of E[fc(t,-; C)]
concern directly the structure of the limit equation and the uniqueness
of its solution.

For the sake of simplicity and clarity we shall choose, from now on,
f(0,5C) = fol) € ML(RY x RY): the results are valid also in the
generic case, with suitable assumptions on the sequence f.(0,-; C').

Lemma 5. Assume that f° = f° is a positive measure of finite mass
supported in B(0,R) x B(0,R) for some R > 0, independent of the
configuration C' of inclusions, and let F' be a weak limit point of E[f.]
as € — 0. Assume the existence of £ € C(R?) such that £ > 0 on R¢,
and of a time-dependent positive Radon measure mp(t,-) on R x R?

supported in R x B(0, R) for all t > 0 such that

(9) (0, +v-Vo+LW)F =mp inD'((0,4+00) x R x (R*\ {0})).
Then

(0, +0-V o+l (v))F—mp = A\p(t, dz)260(dv)  in D'((0, +00)xRIxR?),

where A\p(t,-) is a time-dependent Radon measure on R%.

Proof. Consider the distribution
S = (0, +v-V,+Lw)F —mpcD(0,+00) x R x RY).
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It is assumed in the statement of the lemma that

S‘(O,—l—oo)xﬂ?dx(ﬂ?d\{o}) =0.

Hence supp(S) C (0,4+00) x R x {0}. By Theorems XXXV-XXXVI
in chapter III of [I1],

S=0+v Vot l)F —mp= Y  Ay®05(dv)

locally finite

where A, € D'((0, +00) x RY).
Consider next, for each ¢ € C>°((0, +00) x R?), the linear functionals

S1: e — (O +v-Vo)o(t, x)(v)F(t, dedv)dt
(0,+00) xR x R4
and
Syt P o(t, ) (v)(L(v)F(t, dedv) — mp(t, dedv))dt .
(0,400) xR x R4

These linear functionals are Radon measures on R? with finite total
variation supported in B(0, R). Therefore

(S, 0 @¢) = (S1,9) + (S2,9),

and since S; and S; are distributions of order 0,

o] >0 = A, =0,

and hence
S=(0,+v-Vy+Ll(w)F —mp=A4,®8 in D'((0,+00) x R* x RY).
By Proposition B[(a)] one has (S;,1) = 0, so that
(S, 0 ®1) =(5,1)

:/ 6(t, 2) (((0) (1, dadv) —mp(t, dadv))dt =(Ag, 6) |

(0,400) x RI x Re
meaning that
Ar(t,-) = Ap(t,-) = / ()F(t,)dv— [ mp(t,-)dv.
Rd Rd

In particular Ag is a time-dependent Radon measure.
O

Remark 2. Notice that the fact that the distribution Ag is of order O
s a consequence of the mass conservation property valid for the limit
point F' and proved in Proposition [4)
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Let £ € Cy(R?) and let K : Cy(R?) — Cy(R?) be a continuous linear
map. The notation Cy(R?) designates the Banach space of real-valued
continuous functions on R? vanishing at infinity, equipped with the
norm defining uniform convergence on R?. Thus the adjoint of K is
a continuous linear map K* : MY(R?) — ML(R?), since the topolog-
ical dual of Cy(R?) is M*(R?) by Theorem 6.6 in chapter II of [12].
Henceforth we denote by K the operator defined on Co(R?% x R?) by the
formula

(Ky)(x,v) := (K (x,))(v).

Lemma 6. Let F(t,-) be a time-dependent Radon measure on R x R?
with finite total variation, continuous on finite time intervals for the
weak topology of M*(R?xR?) and such that F(t,-) has compact support
for allt > 0. Assume that F is a weak solution to

(O, +v-V,)F+(F =K*((F), z,veRY, >0,
F(0,-)=0.
Then F(t,-) =0 for all t > 0.

Proof. Let T > 0, and let ¢ € Cy([0,T] x R? x R?) such that d;¢ and
O»,¢ exist and belong to C([0,T] x R*x R?) for j = 1,...,d. Using ¢ as
a test function in the weak formulation of the Cauchy problem verified
by F' shows that

T
&(T, x,0)F(T, dxdv) —/0 /[Rd [Rg(at +v-V,)o(t, z,v)F(t, drdv)dt

:/0/[R Rdﬁ(v)(lC(cb(t,x,.))(v)—¢(t,x,v))F(t,d:¢dv)dt.

As mentioned above, see Remark 8.1.1 in [9] for using a class of test
functions wider than C%°((0,T) x R?). Besides, since it is known a
priori that F'(¢,-) is weakly continuous in ¢ € [0, 7] with values in the
space of compactly supported Radon measures, one uses ¢(7,-,-) as a
test function to identify F(7T,-), which is the reason for dropping the
compact support assumption on ¢ in all its variables).

This identity shows that

/ o(T,z,v)F (T, dxdv) =0
Rdx R4

for all ¢ € Co([0, T] x R? x R?) such that 9,¢ and 8,,¢ exist and belong
to C([0,T] x R* x R?) for all j = 1,...,d, satisfying

—(D+v-V)o+ Lo =LKy, xwveR te(0,T).
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The next lemma shows that ¢(7, z,v) can be chosen to be any function
in the space Co(R? x R?) with 9,,¢ € Co(R* x R?) for all j = 1,...,d.
Hence F(T,-) = 0, and since T" > 0 is arbitrary, this implies that
F(t,-)=0forall t > 0. O

Lemma 7. Let T > 0, let " € Co(R? x R?), such that 0,,¢" exist and
belong to Co(R? x RY) for j = 1,...,d. There exists ¢ € Cy([0,T] x
RY x R?) such that 0,,¢ exist and belong to Co([0,T] x R* x R?) for
j=1,...,d, and such that 0,¢ € C([0,T] x R? x R?), solution to the
(backward) Cauchy problem

— (D 4v-V)o+L(v)o = L(w)Ke, z,weER, 0<t<T,
{¢(T> ) = ¢T :
Proof. A mild solution to the backward Cauchy problem in Lemma [7]
is a function ¢ € Cy([0,T] x R? x R?) satisfying the integral equation
o(t,z,v) =TT (2 4 (T — t)v,v)

T
— / e~ WED Y Cp(s, 4 (s — t)v,v)ds,
t
for all z,v € R and ¢ € [0, T).

The family of linear maps defined by the formula

So(t)(,v) = il — to,v)

is a strongly continuous semigroup of bounded operators on Cy ([0, T x
R? x R?) with norm ||Sy(t)|| < exp(T' sup,cga £(v)). By construction K
is a bounded operator on Cp(R? x R?) with the same norm as that of the
bounded operator K defined on Cy(R?). The existence (and uniqueness)
of the mild solution ¢ follows from Proposition 1.2 in chapter 3 of [13].

The regularity in x follows from applying the same argument to each
partial derivative 0, ¢ for j =1,...,d.

Finally, the regularity in ¢ follows from deriving in ¢ both sides of
the integral equation above:

Bub(ta,0) = ¢ OTD ()6 -+ (T—t)o,)
—e O TD . ¢ @+ (T —t)vw) 4+ L(0)Kp(t, z,v)

— /T eI ()2 K(s, o+ (s —t)v, v)ds

T
+{(v) Z/ "0, K0, ¢ (s, m+(s—t)v,v)ds.
t
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Notice that the 2nd and 5th terms on the right-hand side of this identity
involve products by the components of v, so that 0;¢ is only continuous,
but may fail to be bounded, let alone converge to 0 as |v| = +o00. O

It remains to check that Lemmas[6l and [7] apply to the equation satis-
fied by the limit points of E[f.] as ¢ — 0. We shall see that, in that equa-
tion, ¢(v) = o|v|, where o is a positive constant, so that E is obviously
continuous on R?, but not bounded. However, since it is known a priori
that F'(t,-) has compact support included in B(0, R(1+t)) x B(0, R)
for each t > 0, one can replace ¢(v) = o|v| with ¢(v) := o min(|v|, R+1),
which is both continuous and bounded on R?, without affecting F.

As for the operator K, it will turn out to be of the form

s [ ) dv+ (e,
veBI=1(0,1)

where

m(ﬁvv) —V(ﬁ |UD\U\
In the definition of U, the function V : [0,1] x [0, +00) — [0, +00) is
such that

{V(ﬁ, 3t (elB), +00) = (0, +00) is a C*-diffeomorphism, and
V(B,)([0,¢(8)]) = {0}, while V(B,r)<rforalr>0,

with ¢ € C'((0,1)) N C([0, 1]) nonincreasing. Finally
k(u) := [{v € B¥(0,1) s.t. |e(v)] > u}|/B*Y,.

One easily checks that K : Cy(R?) — Cy(R?) is a continuous linear map
satisfying

Y € Cy(RY) and 1) >0 on R* = Ky >0,

and

Ko ()] < Kl¢l(v) < sup [o(v)].

veRd

Finally, the adjoint of K is the continuous linear map K* : M(RY) —
M1(R?Y) given by the formula

Cntw) = ([ Kbt )bt [ 000 (o)

v|<1
In the latter formula, the notation ®#m designates the push-forward of
the measure m by the (measurable) map @, i.e. ®#m(B) = m(®~(B))
(see for instance formula 1.4.3 in chapter IV of [12]), while the notation
m‘ ,, designates the restriction of the measure m to the measurable set
AC R
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4. THE LIMIT EQUATION

In this section we shall derive the limit equation for E[f.(t,-; C)] in
(0,4+00) x RY x R?\ {0}, i.e. an equation of the form (@), with the
help of the technique adopted for instance in [I4], which is based on
the construction of a semiexplicit solution to (B]) making use of the
backward flow associated to (). We shall then apply Lemma [l to
recover the limit equation in (0, +o00) x R x R%.

Again for the sake of simplicity, we shall assume

fe(0,dzdv; C) = fo(z,v)dzdv.

Although in the physical model the light particles should have z €
Z|C], this requirement becomes unnecessary when ¢ — 0T, since
P(z € B(c,€)) < € in any case, all results can be generalised to a
generic sequence of initial data f.(0,;C) € ML(R? x RY), with suit-
able straightforward assumptions on this sequence.

We define, from (), the evolution of

F.(t,dxdv) = E[f(t, dzdv; C)],

and analyse its limit evolution equation in (0, +00) x R? x R?\ {0}, in
order to apply Lemma Bl
We study then

(10) /Fﬁ(t, dzdv)o(z,v) = /dmdvfo(x,v)[E[@(t,x,v;C)]

for ¢ € C.(RY x R\ {0}) (where F.(0,dzdv) = fo(z,v)dxdv).
Call (X¢,,V<,)(x,v; C) the inverse flow associated to the equations

of motion (). Then,

(11) /Fe(t,da:dv)qﬁ(x,v) = /d;vdvFE(t,x,v)qﬁ(x,v)

:/dxdv Elfo((X<,, VE) (z,v;C))Jec(t, z,v) L0 P(x, v)

where J. o(t, z,v) is the Jacobian of the change of coordinates (z,v) —
(X5, V) (z,v;C) (we shall see in Subsection [I.2] that the inverse flow is
defined whenever |v| > 0).
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An equivalent expression for F.(¢,z,v) may be derived from (3)), so
that we may write

F.(t,x,v)
(12) = E[fo(X, V) (2, v; O) Jec(t, 2, v) 10

13) = €[ (X))

XLy o X Le s OOV O+, (2w C) TSIV, O] |

In next subsections we shall define all the elements which will allow us
to make explicit (I2)).

4.1. The backward flow. Since P(z € B.(c)) < €, without loss of
generality, we shall assume z € Z,[C].
Define

{te [0, +00) s.t. X;(m,U;C)¢Z€[C]}
= [rL(x,v), 71 (z,v)] U [72(z,0), 72(z,0)] U ...
with
0<7i(z,v) <7i(2,0) < 72(2,0) < 72 (2,0) < ..

and the assumption that 7 (z,v) = +oo implies that [7% (z,v), 7\ (z,v)] =

@ for alll > k (here 71 (x,v) = 7 (x, v; C'), but we drop the dependence
on C in order to simplify the notatlon)

The times 77 (z,v) and 7‘_{ (z,v) are respectively the entering and
the exit time in the j-th connected region occupied by one or more
obstacles along the forward flow ().

The number of connected regions occupied by the obstacles crossed
by {X{(z,v;C)}sc() is therefore given by

N(t,z,v;C) = mlax{l st Tl (x,v) <t}
Consider (z,v) = (Xf, V) (y, 2;C) for (y,2) € RY x R and denote

N = N(t,y, zC).
We may define

TZ-{_,_(ZE,U) = t— 7V (y, 2)
7‘}7_(1',21) = t— 7V (y, 2)
7'2_(:1:,@) = 0
Tﬁj (x,0) = t
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with
0<7 (z,0) <7_(z,v) <7l (z,0) <7_(z,0) <....

The backward flow is then obtained as the solution (Y}¢, Z5)(z, —v; C)
to the equations of motion

Y =2
(14) Z ="1,0Y)S(Z))Z = k(Y;C)S(12]) Z

(Y7 Z)}t:(] = (SL’, _U)v

ie. X (x,v;C) =Y (x,—v;C), while V<, (x,v;C) = =Zf(z, —v; C).
In particular, we may express the solution to (I4]) in semiexplicit
form as

Yi(z,—v;C) =X, (z,v;C).

_g;+ZZ AR RN (B A

(15) —ZM (#,—0:C) =Y}y (5, —v;O)]0

Z:(QE‘, —U; C) = _V—Et(xv v C)

_ <v +v;§/ S(\Z\(s))\Z(s)\ds) ,

where Z(t) = Zf(z, —v; C) and 0 = TR
For ease of notation, from now on, we shall drop the dependence on
the configuration of obstacles C' in the flows.

4.2. The Jacobian J. (t,z,v). We may now compute the Jacobian
Jeo(t, z,v), observing that, from (I2))-(I3]), we deduce that:

Jeo(t,z,v)
(16) L ff dsre(XE (20)0) [S(VE, (@) D+VE, (2.0) Ty S(VE, ()]

This expression can be made more explicit since, when
Y;E(xv _U) < ZeC[C]u
12
=5(121) = =
|1Z]
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so that

exXp (d/ot Re(Y(x, —v); C)S(| Z5(x, —y)|)) - (Z?,)d

(5

e o (oo (o) S0 o))
exp(/odsme(X_S(:)s,vLC’)V_s(:ﬂ,v) Vi S(|VE(x, )|))— STl )

and

We have then
(Vi =)\ SUZ G )
0 et = (B ) S

while the Jacobian of the change of coordinates (z,v) — (Y;, —Z;) is
1

Je,C ’
The change of coordinates (z,v) — Xf(z,v),V(x,v) is therefore

well defined when |v| > 0.

4.3. The flow tube. In order to perform explicit computations in the
expectations, it is useful to define the notion of flow tube associated to
a space trajectory .

On specific configurations of obstacles, this notion allows to sim-
plify remarkably the expression of E, giving also an intuition on the
behaviour of the particle system.

We define here the flow tube associated to (Y (z, —v), Zf(z, —v)) as

(18)  T(~t;iz,v)(C) == {y € R': |y = Yi (2, —v)| <€ s € [0,4]}.
A given trajectory Y, (z, —v) will meet an obstacle c only if ¢ € T:(—t; z,v)(C).

Whenever |V, (z,v)| = |Zf(z, —v)| < Vipax, we have the following
inclusion
(19) T(—t;2,v)(C) C Te(—t;2,0)(Vinax)
with

Te(—t;2,0)(Vinax) = {y ERY: |y — (z — Vipax®s)| < € s € [U,t]}
C B(x, Viaxt)-

In the same way we may define the flow tube associated to the direct
flow to (X§(z,v), Vi(x,v)) as

(20) Tt z,0)(C) :={y e R : |y — X (z,v)| <€ s € 0,t]}.
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We have then:
Te(t; Y (2, —v), = Zi (2, —0))(C) = Te(t; Y, = Z)(C) =
2y {yeRY: |y — XY, —2)| < e s€0,t]},
and obviously, whenever |V¢,(z,v)| = |Zf(z, —v)| < Vinax,
T(t;Y, =Z)(C) = Te(=t;2,v)(C) C B(, Vinaxt)
and
(22)  T(tY,=2)(C) CT(Y,0)(Vinax) = Te(—=t;Y, =) (Vinax)
C B(z, Vipaxt).
These inclusions will be useful to simplify computations.

4.4. The Markovian set A{(x,v) and the limit dynamics. For

each (z,v) € RY x R? and ¢ € (0, +00), call

(23)  Af(x,v) ={C|Ve,d € Cs.t.(x — (0,+00)v) N B(c,€) # & and
(x — (0,400)v) N B(c',¢) # = B(c,e)NB(d,¢) = T},

Such configurations of obstacles are the ones where the obstacles crossed

by any trajectory with initial datum (x,v), defined by (I4)), do not su-

perimpose.

The set A{(x,v) enjoys some relevant properties for the particle sys-
tem with dynamics ().

4.4.1. Irrelevance of (A{(x,v))¢ when ¢ — 07. The first relevant prop-
erty of A{(z,v) is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 8. Assume that fo(z,v) € LL(R* x R?) with supp(fo) C
B(0, R) x B(0, R). Then for each ¢ € Cy(R? x RY), Vt > 0

(24) lim dxdvo(x, v)E[fe(t, 2,v)1jy501(ac)c] = 0

e—=0t JRd «Rd
Proof. We have a.e. in R? x R¢
[E[fe(tax>v)1|v|>01(Ai)c]

< j{: M der . derse—AelB R

M>0
M

< I 15@ro ()15 20(c2) L0
j=1,j#2

X fO((Y;E(xv _U>7 _Z:(Iv _U)))J@C(tv Z, U)'
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Therefore, because of definition (I8) and inclusion (22)),

/ dvdz ¢(x, v)E[fc(t, 7, v)1jy>01 (ac)e]

AM T
<D 9n / dydZ / dey ... deyge TV W)

M

M>0
M

< I 1mevom(©)lse .20 (c2) Lo
j=1,j#2

< fo(Y, 2)o(X{(Y, 2), VE(Y. Z)),
where we have performed the change of variable (z,v) — (Y,Z) =

(Yi(z, —v), —Zf(x, —v)), with Jacobian J_ /..
We have then

/dvdm [E[fe(t,x,v)1|v|>01(A§)c]
< (16l [ B(O, 26) / Y dZ fo(Y, 2)

< )\e2dBd||¢||oo/deZf0(Y, Z2) =20

and the lemma is proved. O

We have then that E[fc(t, 7,v)1}y/501(a¢)e] =0, and therefore A{(z,v)
is the only set of configurations of obstacles which play a role in the
computation of the weak limit of E[f(t,z,v)1}y>0] when e — 0.

4.4.2. The dynamics on A{(x,v). A second property of A{(z,v) is that,
when C € A{(z,v), the motion described by (I4)) is quite simplified.

Within this set, the trajectory starting at (x, —v) will cross N =
N(t, Y (z,—v), —Zf(z,—v); C) single obstacles, which can be ordered
according to their collision times; therefore Tf +(x,v) and TZ’ _(z,v) are
resp. the entry and the exit time of the trajectory in and from the j-th
obstacle.

For C € A{(x,v) such that C (" T(—t;x,v)(C) = (¢, ..., cn), where
c1,...,cy are ordered according to their collision times, we call:

[C]N:(Ch"'vc]\f)
(25)
={C'e A{(z,v): Jir,...,ineEN s.t. (c},.... ¢} )=(c1,....cn)}

SN
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We call
[AS(t, z,v)]ny = {[C]n defined by (25]) }
and define the set of ordered obstacles possibly met by the trajectories
() up to time t by

3

[Ai(t,:z:,v)] = [Ai(t’x>v)]N

2
Il

0

Once again, since P(x € B.(c)) < €, without loss of generality, we
shall assume z € Z.[C].

For a given configuration of ordered obstacles (¢, ..., cy) € [AS(t, x,v)]n
we define n;(z,v) = (N, Njan, - - -, Nj,) 8 the unit vector such that

cj+enj = Y:g+(:£, —v)

Then, choosing © as the unit vector of the first coordinate axis, we
define the impact parameter of the trajectory with the j-th obstacle as

The solution to (14 on the set of configurations of obstacles
[Ai (t’ Z, U)]N - [Ai (t’ Z, U)]

can be expressed as:

N-1
Y (2, —v) = x+§% Zegalo, =) (R = 70) + Zo (@, —v)(t = 70)
v
(26) — 2e) 4/1—h2i—| (@ =) = Yo (@ —0)lo
J=1 . ;
Zg(x,~v) = — (v +oy = / S(|Z|(s))|Z(s)|ds>
j=1 Ti+

with [V (2, —v) = Y% (7, —v)| < 2e.
Within [A§ (¢, z,v)]n, calling n; = (/1 — v7, ;) we may perform the
change of variable

(27) (c1...,cn) — (1/1,7'2-1,+,...,1/N,7'i{\5r),

where

j—1 J—1
. € Jj+1 k 2~
g =1x+ E ZTZ_J-T(TZ.Hr — T ) — 2€ E \/1—hiv — en;.
k=0 k=1
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The Jacobian matrix of (27]) is a block triangular matrix, with Jacobian
(28) Jct(ylaTild-)" VN; z+ Hed 1|ZeJ |

and each set [A{(t,z,v)]y is expressed, in the new coordinates, as
(A5t )y = {0, 7o, ) € (R X(0,)

(29) O<rl, <...<7l <t |yl<1, jzl,...,N}.

The size of the flow tube associated to the trajectory (20]) is

Tt 0)(cr - on) = B““[Z\Z\ (e )

(30) +2EZ,/1 —h2 +

Finally, thanks to (I4]) , we may make explicit, at each complete cross-
ing, the change in velocity, Indeed,

215 du K
7'7;’,—:_ € _ _ . _ — _2
oy /|Z€, Stw) et n (BT Ty (@)l = 26y L=y

z+

Defining, for z € (0, +00), the invertible (because S(u) > 0) function

* 1
a(z) = du——,
)= | g
we may write (B1]) as

a(|Z(72)) = a(1Z|(7] ) = 261 = 13

and express the exit velocity from the obstacle j as

€ R | €
(32) |Z|Ti];7—a [a(|Z|Tz+)+2n,/1—h§].

where, in particular,

(33) 215 =a! [a(|v|)+2m/1 —hﬂ.

From (B2H33) we see that [Z]¢; is independent of e.

(@, —v) — Y (=, —U)H.

i+

Remark 3. The independence of the exit velocity of € follows from the

choice k. = %, i.e. the increment in the velocity is inversely propor-

tional to the size of the obstacles.
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4.4.3. The limit dynamics on [A{(t,z,v)]. From the formulas given in
the previous subsection, it is easy to compute the limit dynamics on
the relevant set of obstacles. . '

By [B2H33) and S(u) > Sy we may estimate 7/ — 7/, as follows

21(72) g

. . € > u €

By A-d= < | o
) it K |Z‘(Tij7+) US(U) /iSO ‘Z‘T.j+

21,
i

so that
(35) lim (7]_—7/,)=0.

e—0t

When € — 0%, we obtain therefore the limit dynamics

N
(36)  Yi(t,—v) — Yi(z,—v)=z+)_ Zy =)

(37)  Zf(x,—v) — Zt(x,—v):—wi{ﬁ — 7 ]

where

. = lim 7/
Lt e—0t Lt

and (for a.a. configurations of obstacles)

Z:g+ =—a! [a(|Zt;+ )+ 2ky /1 — h2)]0

(we note that Z% = lim Zf, recalling that lim Z% (2,—v)) =
i+ t—>(t§y+)i e—0t+  Ti+
lim Z;).
t—=(t] )T

More precisely, we have

Z max Z max

and

|Zi (2, —v) = Zi(x, —v)| =

J=1

Z{Zz — 75 —(ZJ; — 7 )H:o
(. ran t . t!

Thanks to Lemma [§ and the considerations given before, we may
now study the behaviour of the limit points of E[f(¢,,v)1ac ()]
when ¢ — 07 on R? x R?\ {0} (or equivalently the behaviour of
[[fe(t7$aU)1|v|>01Ai(w,U)])'
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4.5. Limit of E[f(t,z,v)1y>01lac]. We are now ready to prove The-
orem [Il through the following auxiliary theorem.

Theorem 9. Assume fy € C(R? x RY), with compact support and
fo >0, and let f(t,xz,v;C) be the solution to (3) with initial datum fo
Then, fort € (0,+00) on R x R%\ {0},

pre = E[fe(t, z,v)|dzdv > pu = F(t, 2z, v)dvdv

where F solves the equation

(38)
! 4 5(]z])
Ftuv-V,F = anir A7 SU=D 11a0 — ol 0| F(t
OF +v-V 0/0 DTS (o) (t, 2, 2) L ps0 — 0|0 F(t, 2, )

in D'((0,+00) x R x R4\ {0}), with z = a™* (a(|v]) + 26V1 — h2) ©
and o = AB%!

Proof. Because of Lemma [8],

[E[fe(t, T, U)1|v|>0] = [E[fe(t, x, 'U)l\v\>01A§(:v,v)] + 0(6)

We write then, for z € Z[C],

[E[fe(ta z, 'U)]-\v\>01Ai(x,v)]

)\N
_ Z € /d01 ...dey 1|v|>01A§(m,v) e—)\e\ﬁ(—t;m,v)(Cﬂ(cl ..... cN)

N!

N>0

(39> len T (—tav)©)=(,... cN)fO((Y;E(SL’,—U),—Z:(SL’, _U)))Je,c(tv T, U)

which, because of the considerations in Section [£4], can be rewritten
as
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E[fe(t, 2, 0)1jy501a] = ZA /dC1---dCNl[A;(t,x,u)]N([C]N)

N2>0

X exp{—)\Bd_l [i | Znlmy =)+ O(e)”

7=0

><f0<a7—|—ZZ Jth fil Ti_)+0(e),

J

(40 O >>|Z<s>|ds>
N 7 ” d
o+ 35 [ sUZIsD1z )l
o T
<|v|+2 / S(12|(s <s>|ds>>
. S0l |

By the change of variables (27]), and using the relations

Zo | x|
|U| Jj=1 ij
i+
and
S(17x ) ﬁS(\Z;D
s~ M sz )y

we get (recall that A = —2)
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[E[fe(tv T, U>1|v|>01Ai]

t 2,

— N N ' 1

= E A / dTi’+/ dVN.../ dTi’+/ duy
N>0 0 v3 <1 0 v2<1

d

@ H 7 | 125 1\ sUZs5 D)
41 X S, i =
125 1) s325 D)

N
X exp{—)\Bd_l [Z |ij+1|(75;il — 7’2-];_) + O(e)] }
i+

it

N o

R K

v§j; / S(12|( >>|Z<s>|ds>)
or equivalently

[E[fg(t Z, U)1|v|>01A€

]
1 T2, 1
=Y _(AB") / / dhd st / dr, / dhd
N>0 0 0 ~Jo

; (Y S0z
) H 7 I\iz, 1) s

xexp{—)\Bd_l[f]ZEﬁlK - ;_)+0(e>}}

7=0

fo(x—ZZ ) ()4 0fe),

vt @; . / S(|Z|(s))|Z(s)|ds).
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We may now perform the limit, using (36])-(37) and recalling that P(z €
Bc(c)) < e, so that, for all ¢ € C.(R? x R?\ {0}), we have

lim dxdv ¢p(x,v) E[f(t, z,v)]

e=0% JRd « Rd

= lim dzdv ¢(I,U) [E[fg(t,l','l})l‘vbolAi]

e=0% JRd « Rd

= / dxdvp(x,v)F(t, z,v),
R4 x R4

where
1 T2, 1
F(t,z,v)= >\Bd b / /dhﬁl\,‘l.../ ’ drg+/ dhd?
0 0 0
v 1z 1\ 8025 1)
o H Nz 1) 507, 1
xexp{ —AB*] Z|Zﬁl| SR )}}
N
><f0<:)3+ZZJ+1 Jt —Tz+),v+; [Z:_:j’+ _Zf_f&])
is the series solution to (B8]). O

Proof of Theorem [l

We proved in Theorem [ that E[f.(t, z,v; C)|dzdv = F(t,z,v)drdv on
R?x R\ {0}, where F(t,x,v) solves B8) in D'((0, +00) x R x R\ {0}).
Therefore the limit point F'(¢, dzdv)dt s.t. F(t, dvdv)dt| o0)xrixra\ (0} =
F(t,z,v)dtdzdv solves equation (@) with

1 d
me :a/ dh*! 12 S(|Z‘)F(t,x,z)1‘v‘>0d9§dv
0

vt S(Jvl)
and
(v) = alv|.
Since the hypotheses in Lemma [l are verified, we have:
(44) O+ v -V +LW)F —mp = Ap(t,z)do(dv)dx .

in D'((0, +00) x R? x RY).
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Since the jacobian of the change of coordinate z — v is
d—

ro (B lE)

el S(lv])

and [v] >0 = |z| > a 1 (26V1 — h2), A\p(t, ) is given by

Ap(t, dz) :/ U()F(t,dzdv) — | mpg(t, dxdv)

R4
1
_ /[Rd dz/o dhd_1|Z‘F(t7 x, z)l‘z‘ga,l(%m)dl’.

Since the solution to (] is unique by Lemma [l and the weak-* limit
of E[f.(t,dxdv; C)]dt is also a weak limit, Theorem [l is proved.
U

This concludes our description of the Boltzmann—Grad asymptotics
for the particle dynamics described by ().

Finally, we have a few remarks.

The first one is that, although the dynamics () at € > 0 induces an
evolution on the Radon measures which preserves mass, in the limit
mesoscopic evolution equation for the number density function (in the
phase space) of the light particles the collision integral does not pre-
serve mass. The conservation of mass is nevertheless guaranteed by the
presence in the limit kinetic equation of a point measure component of
the form A(¢, x)do(dv)dx proportional to the Dirac delta distribution in
0, where A(t,x) is a sort of ”Lagrange multiplier” of the conservation
of mass, which describes the particles stopping in the random medium.

The second remark is that, because the collision integral does not
satisfy the conservation of mass and the flow () is irreversible, although
the dynamics of the particle system under exam looks quite simple, the
asymptotics behaviour of its number density profile is more tricky to
analyse than for systems like the ones described, e.g. in [14] or [I5]. In
particular, it is not possible to reduce the analysis to the asymptotics
of the Markovian component of the number density (for a review on
the terminology, see [16]).
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