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Abstract

Abstract. We propose a new kinetic BGK-type model for a mixture of four
monatomic gases, undergoing a bimolecular and reversible chemical reaction. The
elastic and reactive interactions are described separately by distinct relaxation terms
and the mechanical operator is the sum of binary BGK contributions, one for each pair
of interacting species. In this way, our model separately incorporates the effects of me-
chanical processes and chemical reactions. Additionally, it retains the effects of inter-
species interactions which are proper of the mixture. The dependence of Maxwellian
attractors on the main macroscopic fields is explicitly expressed by assuming that the
exchange rates for momentum and energy of mechanical and chemical operators coin-
cide with the ones of the corresponding Boltzmann terms. Under suitable hypotheses,
the entropy dissipation is proven by means of an H-functional prescribing the relax-
ation of the distribution functions to the equilibrium.
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1. Introduction

Kinetic theory provides a natural framework to describe the evolution of rarefied gas
mixtures. The classical description in the kinetic setting is given by Boltzmann equations
that describe the evolution of the distribution functions. This formulation, though, results
in being very complicated to deal with, due to the presence of integral collision operators
with quadratic non-linearities. Indeed, the Boltzmann equation is well known in literature
[19, 20, 25], but the investigation of its mathematical properties [14, 23], as well as the con-
struction of efficient numerical schemes [16, 21, 33, 34], continues to motivate challenging
problems that are still in progress.

To overcome the difficulties associated with the integral collision term, some alternative
approaches have been proposed. The most famous one is based on the pioneering paper
by Bhatnagar, Gross, and Krook [2]. In this work, the authors suggested replacing the
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Boltzmann collision operator with a linear non-integral term, prescribing the relaxation
towards an equilibrium Maxwellian attractor. Being the description formulated for a single
gas, consistent generalizations to gas mixtures were highly desirable, especially concerning
their application to physical processes. The first consistent model has been built up in [1],
where the authors assume that, in the evolution equation of each component, the collision
phenomenon is governed by a unique relaxation operator, which collects the effects of the
interactions among all the constituents.

It is essential to point out that the extension of the BGK model to a gas mixture is not
unique. In the BGK attractors, indeed, several free parameters intervene, and they can be
suitably chosen to reproduce some basic properties of the original Boltzmann operators. For
this reason, in the same spirit, different formulations can be found in the literature for inert
and reactive mixtures of monatomic and polyatomic gases [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 18, 24, 27, 28].

Among the others, we refer to [15], where the proposed model of BGK-type for inert
mixtures mimics the same structure of the Boltzmann one, i.e. the collision operator is
the sum of binary terms, each one accounting for the exchanges, occurring via mechanical
interactions, of any pair of components. This formulation has the great advantage of dis-
tinguishing the different collision types and, consequently, allows the investigation of some
multiple-scale regimes [5, 25], which are often present in plasma physics. For example, as
described in [22], in the presence of heavy and light components in the mixture, momentum
and energy exchanges proceed at different scales, according to the mass ratio. A typical
example is given by a mixture of ions and electrons, as detailed in [31].

From this perspective, recently a class of mixed Boltzmann-BGK models has been
presented [3, 4], where the accuracy of the Boltzmann operator is required to describe
the dominant phenomenon, while the slow process is modeled by more manageable BGK
terms.

In this manuscript, we extend the work [15] and propose a new model by considering a
mixture of four monatomic gases undergoing elastic collisions and a bimolecular reversible
chemical reaction [7]. As done for the inert mixture, the collision operator for each involved
species is given by a sum of BGK terms, each term being distinguished by its specific set
of parameters. Assuming that the exchange rates for momentum and energy of BGK
mechanical and chemical operators coincide with the corresponding exchange rates of each
Boltzmann integral operator, we can ensure the consistency of the model. The extension of
the model to a reactive mixture represents a non-trivial problem because the rearrangement
of masses and redistribution of energy among the reactive species lead to cumbersome
computations.

Assuming the Maxwell molecule intermolecular potential, it is possible to explicitly
calculate the production terms in the mechanical contributions for both Boltzmann and
BGK formulations. This results in an exact relationship between the parameters of local
attractors and the macroscopic fields of each species. Regarding chemical contributions,
a reasonable input distribution function is required to compute the production term in
the Boltzmann setting. To this aim, we follow the approach proposed in [29], where
the distribution function is approximated by a proper perturbation of the Maxwellian
function in the constituent reference frame. In other words, it results in a linearization
with respect to species velocities and temperatures and corresponds to a not-so-far-away
deviation from the mechanical equilibrium. Other choices are admissible, like the Grad-
type approximation leading to 13-moment equations in the hydrodynamic limit [6].

After this introduction, the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, after recalling
the classical Boltzmann equation for a reactive mixture of monatomic gases, we propose a
new BGK-type model, by introducing a kinetic operator as the sum of relaxation terms.
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In Section 3, we explicitly compute the auxiliary parameters in the Maxwellian attractors
of BGK terms. This can be done by assuming that the exchange rates for Boltzmann and
BGK operators are the same for any type of interaction. An entropy estimate is proven
in Section 4. In particular, we show the existence of an H-functional prescribing the
relaxation of the distribution functions towards the mechanical and chemical equilibrium,
under the hypotheses of species velocity equalization and the mass action law. Lastly, some
concluding remarks are given in Section 5.

2. Kinetic equations

We consider a reactive mixture of four monatomic rarefied gases Gi, i = 1, 2, 3, 4,
undergoing elastic mechanical collisions and a bimolecular reversible chemical reaction of
type

G1 +G2 ⇆ G3 +G4 . (1)

Each i− component of the mixture is endowed with its own molecular mass mi and internal
energy Ei, such that ∆E = E3 + E4 − E1 − E2 > 0, meaning that the forward reaction is
endothermic.

Let fi = fi(x,v, t) be the distribution function of the particles of the i−th component
in the phase space, depending on space variable x ∈ R

3, microscopic velocity v ∈ R
3

and time t ∈ R+. We use the notation f = [f1, f2, f3, f4] for the vector collecting all the
distribution functions. The time-space evolution of each function is governed by a proper
kinetic equation

∂fi
∂t

+ v · ∇xfi = Qi[f ] , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 , (2)

where the operator Qi, at the right-hand side, takes into account both mechanical and
chemical interactions.

For each component of the mixture, we define the main macroscopic fields as suitable
moments of the distribution function. In particular, the number density ni, mean velocity
ui and temperature Ti for the i−th component are computed as

ni =

∫

R3

fi(v)dv , ui =
1

ni

∫

R3

vfi(v)dv , Ti =
mi

3ni

∫

R3

|v − ui|
2fi(v)dv . (3)

Mixture observable quantities are defined as a combination of the corresponding species
ones, as

n =

4∑

i=1

ni , ρ =

4∑

i=1

ρi =

4∑

i=1

mini , u =
1

ρ

4∑

i=1

ρiui ,

T =
1

n

[
4∑

i=1

niTi +
1

3

4∑

i=1

mini

(
u2i − u2

)
]
.

(4)

2.1. Boltzmann formulation

The more relevant equation in Kinetic Theory is the one based on the Boltzmann
formulation. The collision operator is split into a sum of two contributions

QBol
i = Q̃Bol

i + Q̂Bol
i , (5)

where Q̃Bol
i takes into account the mechanical encounters, whereas Q̂Bol

i considers the
effects of the chemical reaction. As usual in Boltzmann formulation for mixtures [19, 20, 25],
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the mechanical contribution is decomposed in a sum of binary terms, each one describing
the elastic interactions of the the pair of i and j components, namely

Q̃Bol
i =

4∑

j=1

Q̃Bol
ij . (6)

Both the mechanical and chemical terms are non-linear operators of integral type. More
precisely, the mechanical terms are given by

Q̃Bol
ij =

∫∫

R3×S2

gσ̃ij(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)
[
fi(v

′)fj(w
′)− fi(v)fj(w)

]
dwdΩ̂′ , i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 , (7)

where g = v −w = gΩ̂ denotes the relative velocity of the colliding pair, with g being its
modulus and Ω̂ the corresponding unit vector. Pre- and post-collision velocities are related
by the conservation laws of mass, momentum, and total energy during the collisions, that
is

mi +mj = mi +mj

miv +mjw = miv
′ +mjw

′

1

2
miv

2 + Ei
1

2
mjw

2 + Ej =
1

2
mi(v

′)2 +Ei +
1

2
mj(w

′)2 + Ej .

(8)

The quantity σ̃ij(g, Ω̂·Ω̂′) in (7) denotes the elastic cross-section [19], and takes into account
the inter-molecular potential, and it is assumed to satisfy proper symmetry conditions

σ̃ij(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′) = σ̃ij(g,−Ω̂ · Ω̂′) = σ̃ji(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′) . (9)

In this paper, we assume that the mixture particle interact according to the Maxwell
molecule model [30], and therefore

λ̃
(0)
ij =

∫

S2

gσ̃ij(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)dΩ̂′ = constant . (10)

Concerning chemical interactions, they, can be described in an analogous way, by means
of a Boltzmann-like operator. In particular, the chemical contribution to the kinetic equa-
tion of the i−th component is given by [32]

Q̂Bol
i =

∫∫

R3×S2

H(g2 − δhkij )gσ̂ijhk(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

[(
µij

µhk

)3
fh(v

′)fk(w
′)−fi(v)fj(w)

]
dwdΩ̂′ ,

(11)
where H is the Heaviside function and µij = mimj/(mi +mj) denotes the reduced mass
of the colliding pair. The quantity δhkij = 2∆E/µij provides a proper threshold for the
modulus of relative velocity to be overcome in order to guarantee the occurrence of the
exothermic reaction.

As above, pre- and post-interaction velocities fulfill the conservation

mi +mj = mh +mk

miv +mjw = mhv
′ +mkw

′

1

2
miv

2 + Ei +
1

2
mjw

2 + Ej =
1

2
mh(v

′)2 + Eh +
1

2
mk(w

′)2 + Ek ,

(12)

Moreover, the quantity σ̂ijhk(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′) denotes the reactive cross-section. Here, we assume
a chemical potential of Maxwell type also for chemically reacting interactions,

λ̂
(0)
ijhk =

∫

S2

gσ̂ijhk(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)dΩ̂′ = constant . (13)
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and symmetry relations similar to those in (9) hold for reactive interactions.

As well known, collision equilibria of the reactive mixture entail both mechanical and
chemical equilibrium. They are defined by distribution functions of Maxwell type, for
which collision operators (7) and (11) simultaneously vanish, that is

fM
i (v) = niM(v;u, T ) = ni

( mi

2πT

) 3

2

exp
[
−
mi

2T
(v− u)2

]
, (14)

where, in addition, species number densities fulfill the mass action law

n1n2

n3n4
=

(
m1m2

m3m4

) 3

2

exp

(
∆E

T

)
. (15)

Mechanically, the equilibrium states are described by equating species velocities and tem-
peratures, so that all constituents share a common velocity and a common temperature,
which are those of the mixture. The mass action law (15) gives a characterization of such
states from a chemical point of view and represents the chemical equilibrium condition of
the chemical reaction (1).

In addition, in the space homogeneous conditions, it is possible to prove the global
stability of such equilibria by showing that the function

H[f ] =
4∑

i=1

∫

R3

fi(v) log

(
fi(v)

m3
i

)
dv (16)

is a Lyapunov functional for the kinetic system (2) with the corresponding collisional
operator QBol

i , thus providing, consequently, an entropy estimation.

2.2. A BGK model

Due to the complexity of the integral form of the Boltzmann operators, some alternative
formulations are highly desirable. The most common approach is the so called BGK model,
which replaces the Boltzmann terms by simpler relaxation operators. These operators are
defined in terms of suitable relaxation attractors involving free parameters that must be
specified to ensure the mathematical and physical consistency of the model.

Despite their simplicity, these operators, being non-integral and linear with respect
to the distribution functions, effectively reproduce the main results of the Boltzmann de-
scription, including the conservation laws of mass, momentum, and total energy, correct
equilibria, and entropy inequality.

It is important to note that the BGK model for a single gas can be extended to mixtures
in several ways. In particular, the usual conservation laws provide few constraints when
setting the free auxiliary parameters in the relaxation attractors, and additional conditions
are required.

Among the models proposed in the literature, we consider, in this paper, the one
proposed in [15] for inert mixtures. Here, we extend this model to a reactive mixture
in the presence of the chemical reaction given in (1). The aim is to replicate the same
structure of the Boltzmann collision operator, as a sum of many terms, one for each type
of interaction. In this way, the resulting model is able to capture a broader range of mixture
effects. Accordingly, the BGK operator can be decomposed as

QBGK
i = Q̃BGK

i + Q̂BGK
i =

4∑

j=1

Q̃BGK
ij + Q̂BGK

i . (17)
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with mechanical terms Q̃BGK
ij and chemical terms Q̂BGK

i , given by

Q̃BGK
ij = ν̃ij (Mij − fi) , (18)

and
Q̂BGK

i = ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) , (19)

respectively, where ν̃ij represents the frequency of mechanical collisions between i−th and
j−th components, and ν̂hkij the frequency of reactive collisions obeying the chemical law
(1). Moreover,

Mij = ñij Mi(v; ũij , T̃ij) and Mi = n̂iMi(v; ûi, T̂i)

are attractors depending on some fictitious parameters to be determined, namely ñij, ũij ,

T̃ij, and n̂i, ûi, T̂i.

3. Computation of auxiliary parameters

In order to determine the auxiliary parameters in the Maxwellian attractors, we follow
the procedure proposed in [15]. Hence, we assume that the exchange rates of momentum
and energy for Boltzmann and BGK formulations coincide for any type of interaction.

For this purpose, we define

P̃
(k)
ij =

∫

R3

ϕ
(k)
i (v)Q̃Bol

ij (v)dv , P̂
(k)
i =

∫

R3

ϕ
(k)
i (v)Q̂Bol

i (v)dv ,

Π̃
(k)
ij =

∫

R3

ϕ
(k)
i (v)Q̃BGK

ij (v)dv , Π̂
(k)
i =

∫

R3

ϕ
(k)
i (v)Q̂BGK

i (v)dv ,

(20)

where

ϕ
(0)
i (v) = mi , ϕ

(1)
i (v) = miv , ϕ

(2)
i (v) =

1

2
miv

2 + Ei . (21)

3.1. Parameters in mechanical terms

As anticipated above, we assume that

Π̃
(k)
ij = P̃

(k)
ij , i, j = 1, 2, 3, 4 , k = 0, 1, 2 . (22)

To compute the production terms coming from Boltzmann formulation, we consider the
following weak form of Boltzmann operators

P̃
(k)
ij =

∫

R3×R3×S2

gσ̃ij(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)
(
ϕ
(k)
i (v′)− ϕ

(k)
i (v)

)
fi(v)fj(w)dvdwdΩ̂′ , (23)

and, under the hypothesis of Maxwell molecule potential, we can compute explicitly

P̃
(0)
ij = 0

P̃
(1)
ij = λ̃

(0)
ij µijninj(uj − ui)

P̃
(2)
ij = λ̃

(0)
ij αijαjininj [(miui +mjuj) · (uj − ui) + 3(Tj − Ti)] ,

(24)

where we notice that ∫

S2

Ω̂′σ̃ij(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)dΩ̂′ = 0 (25)
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by parity arguments, and we made use of the relation between pre- and post-collision
velocities

v′ = αijv + αjiw + αjig
′Ω̂′

w′ = αijv + αjiw − αijg
′Ω̂′ ,

(26)

αij = mi/(mi +mj) denoting the mass ratio.
For what concerns the production terms from the BGK model, we can easily obtain

that
Π̃

(0)
ij = ν̃ijmi(ñij − ni)

Π̃
(1)
ij = ν̃ijmi(ñijũij − niui)

Π̃
(2)
ij = ν̃ij

[
1

2
mi

(
ñijũ

2
ij − niu

2
i

)
+

3

2

(
ñijT̃ij − niTi

)
+ Ei(ñij − ni)

]
,

(27)

and hence, by assumption (22), we get

ñij = ni

ũij = (1− aij)ui + aijuj

T̃ij = (1− bij)Ti + bijTj + γij |ui − uj |
2

(28)

with

aij =
λ̃
(0)
ij

ν̃ij
αjinj , bij = 2aijαij , γij =

1

3
miaij(2αji − aij) . (29)

The positivity of auxiliary temperatures is guaranteed under the condition ν̃ij ≥
1

2
λ̃
(0)
ij nj.

Further details can be found in [15].

3.2. Parameters in chemical terms

As done for mechanical contributions, we impose that the exchange rates of mass,
momentum, and total energy due to chemical interactions are the same for Boltzmann and
BGK operators, i.e.

Π̂
(k)
i = P̂

(k)
i , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 , k = 0, 1, 2 . (30)

Production terms in the BGK model can be computed explicitly, while the correspond-
ing contributions in the Boltzmann formulation are approximated by considering a quasi-
equilibrium configuration [29]. We consider

fi(v) ≃ ni

( mi

2πT

)3/2
exp

[
−
mi

2T
|v − u|2

]
Ei(v) , i = 1, 2, 3, 4 , (31)

where
Ei(v) = Ai + Bi(v − u) · (ui − u) + Ci|v − u|2 (32)

and

Ai = 1−
3

2

Ti − T

T
, Bi =

mi

2T
, Ci =

mi

2T

Ti − T

T
. (33)

We get

n̂i = ni +
P̂

(0)
i

miν̂hkij

ûi =
1

n̂i

(
niui +

P̂
(1)
i

miν̂hkij

)

T̂i =
1

n̂i

{
niTi +

2

3

[
P̂

(2)
i

ν̂hkij
−

1

2
mi

(
n̂iû

2
i − niu

2
i

)
− Ei (n̂i − ni)

]}
,

(34)
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where production terms P̂
(0)
i , P̂

(1)
i , P̂

(2)
i are computed in detail in Appendix A.

We can notice that
P̂

(0)
1

m1
=

P̂
(0)
2

m2
= −

P̂
(0)
3

m3
= −

P̂
(0)
4

m4
(35)

and hence the partial and total conservation of mass follows; moreover, also global mo-
mentum and energy preservation are correctly reproduced, i.e. it holds

4∑

i=1

P̂
(1)
i = 0

∑

i=1

P̂
(2)
i + λi

P̂
(0)
i

mi
∆E = 0 , for any fixed i = 1, 2, 3, 4 ,

(36)

where λ1 = λ2 = 1 = −λ3 = −λ4 are the stoichiometric coefficients.
Since Mi = n̂iMi(v; ûi, T̂i) is a distribution function for each species i = 1, 2, 3, 4, the
Maxwellian must be positive and measurable, and hence we must require that

n̂i > 0 and T̂i > 0. (37)

The condition (37) is fulfilled at least in the quasi-equilibrium configuration, since the
production terms P̂i deduced from Boltzmann operators are sufficiently small.

4. Entropy properties

For what concerns the entropy growth, regrettably, proving rigorously an H−theorem
for the model proposed above seems unfeasible. An entropy estimate can be established
only under specific assumptions, more precisely, assuming the equalization of fictitious
species velocities and temperatures in the chemical BGK contributions, i.e.

ûi = û, T̂i = T̂ . (38)

Moreover, we assume that auxiliary densities fulfill the following algebraic constraint ac-
counting for the mass action law (15),

n̂1n̂2

n̂3n̂4
=

(
m1m2

m3m4

) 3

2

exp

(
∆E

T̂

)
. (39)

Note that such assumptions (38) and (39) are distinctive hypotheses when proving an
H-theorem for a BGK model for reactive mixtures, as can be seen, for instance, in the
model proposed in [26] and then reformulated in [8], or in the papers [17] and [18]. In our
work, thus, the general shape of attractors allows to reproduce the correct conservation
laws, whereas we need the extra assumptions (38) and (39) to prove an H-theorem. More
in detail, it is possible to prove that the H-functional for chemically reactive mixtures,
already introduced in (16) for the Boltzmann system, that is

H [fi] =

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

fi(v) log

(
fi(v)

m3
i

)
dv, (40)

is a Lyapunov functional for our BGK model proposed in Subsection 2.2.

The following main result holds.
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Theorem 4.1 (H-theorem) Let us assume conditions (38) and (39) on the auxiliary pa-
rameters of chemical terms. Under space homogeneous conditions, for all measurable dis-
tribution functions fi ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, we have that

dH

dt
≤ 0 , for all t ≥ 0 . (41)

Proof. Under space homogeneous conditions, one has

dH

dt
=

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

∂fi
∂t

log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv +

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

fi
m3

i

fi

1

m3
i

∂fi
∂t

dv

=

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv +

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

ν̃ij
d

dt

∫

R3

(Mij − fi) dv

+

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv +

d

dt

4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij

∫

R3

(Mi − fi) dv ,

(42)

where, taking into account the assumptions on the auxiliary parameters, the chemical
attractor is given by

Mi = n̂iMi(v; û, T̂ ) = n̂i

(
mi

2πT̂

) 3

2

exp

[
−
mi

2T̂
(v − û)2

]
. (43)

Concerning the attractors, we observe that

∫

R3

(Mij − fi) dv = ñij − ni = ni − ni = 0 (44)

and
4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij

∫

R3

(Mi − fi) dv =
4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij (n̂i − ni) =
4∑

i=1

P̂
(0)
i

mi
= 0 . (45)

Therefore, coming back to (42), we obtain

dH

dt
=

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij(Mij − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv +

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv

=

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij(Mij − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv +

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
fi
Mi

)
dv

+
4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
Mi

m3
i

)
dv

(46)

Now, we treat separately the three contributions on the right-hand side of expression (46).

The first contribution can be dealt with as done in [15] and we show that

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv ≤ 0. (47)
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More precisely, first, we rewrite

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv

=

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log(fi)dv − 3

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

log(mi)ν̃ij

∫

R3

(Mij − fi) dv.

Here, the second term vanishes, again due to (44), while the first one can be estimated by
means of the well-known inequality

(y − x) log x ≤ y(log y − 1)− x(log x− 1) . (48)

One has

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log(fi)dv

≤
4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

ν̃ij

[∫

R3

Mij (logMij − 1) dv −

∫

R3

fi (log fi − 1) dv

]

=

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

ν̃ij

[∫

R3

Mij logMijdv −

∫

R3

fi log fidv +

∫

R3

(fi −Mij) dv

]
. (49)

As above, the last term vanishes, since fi and Mij share the same number density, due
to (44). Using classical results for a single component gas, the second contribution can be
estimated as follows [15],

∫

R3

fi log fidv ≥

∫

R3

Mii logMiidv . (50)

We can compute explicitly each component in the first term of (49), obtaining

∫

R3

Mij logMijdv = ni

[
log(ni) +

3

2
log

(
mi

2πT̃ij

)
−

3

2

]
. (51)

By summing up,

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log(fi)dv

≤

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

ν̃ij

[∫

R3

Mij logMijdv −

∫

R3

Mii logMiidv

]

= −
3

2

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

ν̃ijni log

(
T̃ij

Ti

)
.

(52)

From conditions (28) characterizing the auxiliary parameters in mechanical terms, we get

T̃ij ≥ (1− bij)Ti + bijTj (53)

and by recalling Jensen’s inequality

log [(1− b) x+ by] ≥ (1− b) log x+ b log y , (54)
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we obtain

log

(
T̃ij

Ti

)
≥ bij log

(
Tj

Ti

)
. (55)

Consequently, for the first contribution in (46), we get

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv

≤ −
3

2

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

ν̃ijnibij log

(
Tj

Ti

)

= −
3

2

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1
j>i

ν̃ijnibij

[
log

(
Tj

Ti

)
+ log

(
Ti

Tj

)]
= 0 ,

(56)

since ν̃ijnibij = ν̃jinjbji.

Coming back to (46), and considering the second contribution, it is easy to prove that

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
fi
Mi

)
dv ≤ 0. (57)

More precisely, we have

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
fi
Mi

)
dv =

∫

R3

ν̂hkij Mi

(
1−

fi
Mi

)
log

(
fi
Mi

)
dv ≤ 0 , (58)

by means of usual convexity arguments of the function (1− x) log x.

Finally, considering the third contribution in (46), and we show that it vanishes, that is

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
Mi

m3
i

)
dv = 0. (59)

In fact, we have

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
Mi

m3
i

)
dv

=

4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij

[
log(n̂i)−

3

2
log(mi)−

3

2
log(2πT̂ )

] ∫

R3

(Mi − fi) dv

−
4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij
mi

2T̂

∫

R3

|v − û|2 (Mi − fi) dv .

(60)
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Concerning the first contribution on the right-hand side of (60), we notice that

4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij

[
log(n̂i)−

3

2
log(mi)−

3

2
log(2πT̂ )

] ∫

R3

(Mi − fi) dv

=

4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij

[
log(n̂i)−

3

2
log(mi)−

3

2
log(2πT̂ )

]
(n̂i − ni)

=

4∑

i=1

P̂
(0)
i

mi

[
log(n̂i)−

3

2
log(mi)−

3

2
log(2πT̂ )

]

=
P̂

(0)
1

m1

4∑

i=1

λi

[
log(n̂i)−

3

2
log(mi)−

3

2
log(2πT̂ )

]

=
P̂

(0)
1

m1
log

[
n̂1n̂2

n̂3n̂4

(
m3m4

m1m2

)3/2
]
.

(61)

For what concerns the second sum in (60), by expanding the squared term and bearing in
mind the conservation laws of total momentum and energy, it reduces to

−

4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij
mi

2T̂

∫

R3

|v − û|2 (Mi − fi) dv

=

4∑

i=1

ν̂hkij
Ei

T̂
(n̂i − ni) =

P̂
(0)
1

m1

4∑

i=1

λi
Ei

T̂

= −
P̂

(0)
1

m1

∆E

T̂

(62)

Putting together the results obtained in (61) and (62), we can rewrite (60) as

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
Mi

m3
i

)
dv =

P̂
(0)
1

m1

{
log

[
n̂1n̂2

n̂3n̂4

(
m3m4

m1m2

)3/2
]
−

∆E

T̂

}

= 0,

(63)

where assumption (39) associated to the mass action law is used to justify the vanishing
of the above integral term. This completes the proof. �

As a consequence of Theorem 4.1, we can prove that the equilibrium states for our
BGK model are defined by the Maxwellian distribution functions given by (14), (15), that
assure the equilibrium of the reactive mixture.

Theorem 4.2 Let assume conditions (38) and (39) on the auxiliary parameters of chem-
ical terms. Under space homogeneous conditions, for all measurable distribution functions
fi ≥ 0, i = 1, 2, 3, 4, we have that

dH

dt
(t) = 0 iff fi = fM

i , for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. (64)

Proof. In Theorem 4.1, we have proven that

dH

dt
=

4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij−fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv +

4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi−fi) log

(
fi
Mi

)
dv, (65)
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where
4∑

i=1

4∑

j=1

∫

R3

ν̃ij (Mij − fi) log

(
fi
m3

i

)
dv ≤ 0 (66)

and
4∑

i=1

∫

R3

ν̂hkij (Mi − fi) log

(
fi
Mi

)
dv ≤ 0 (67)

since conditions (47), (57) and (59) hold.

Therefore, the time derivative of the H-function vanishes if and only if relations (66)
and (67) hold as equalities. However, as discussed in [15], the equality in (66) implies that
the auxiliary velocities ũi and temperatures T̃i share a common value ũ and T̃ , respectively,
and hence fi = niMi(v; ũ, T̃ ), for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. Thus, all constituents of the mixture share
a common velocity ũ and a common temperature T̃ , assuring mechanical equilibrium of
the mixture.

Now, plugging in the above distributions fi in (67), the equality implies that also
niMi(v; ũ, T̃ ) = Mi. Under condition (38), this gives Mi(v; ũ, T̃ ) = Mi(v; û, T̂ ) and
therefore ũ= û and T̃ = T̂ . Now, condition (39) implies that distributions fi also verify the
chemical equilibrium condition and therefore fi = fM

i , for i = 1, 2, 3, 4. This completes
the proof. �

5. Conclusions

We have proposed a BGK-type kinetic model for a reactive mixture of four monatomic
gases undergoing a bimolecular reversible chemical reaction. Although the classical Boltz-
mann description is able to take into account the intermolecular potential of the microscopic
collisional, a BGK formulation is highly desirable, being more manageable from both the
analytical and the numerical point of view.

The model proposed in this work extends the description of paper [15] for an inert
mixture, where the collision operator is the sum of BGK terms, one for each pair of
interacting species. We have assumed that the exchange rates of momentum and energy
coincide for Boltzmann and BGK formulations, both in mechanical terms, as done in [15],
and in chemical contributions. We point out that the Boltzmann production terms for
the chemical operator cannot be computed explicitly, unless a proper approximation of
the distribution function is assumed. In this paper, we consider the perturbation of the
Maxwellian distribution used in [29], corresponding to a quasi-equilibrium configuration.

The new model proposed here has the great advantage of modeling separately the
effects of a chemical reaction and the ones of the mechanical interactions. Moreover, as
observed in [5], the mechanical collision operator splits in a sum of binary terms, which
takes into account the individual role of any pair of interacting gas species and, thus retains
the mixture effects in the collisional dynamics.

Therefore, the BGK equations of this model mimic the structure of the Boltzmann
formulation and hence provide the possibility to derive macroscopic evolution equations
for the main fields in different hydrodynamic chemical regimes, according to the dominant
collisional phenomenon.

As usual in the framework of the reactive mixtures, two distinctive features emerge. At
first, the number density of each constituent is not preserved, since particles can change
their nature when they interact at the chemical level. This implies that auxiliary number
densities appearing in the Maxwellian attractors for chemical contributions result in non-
linear functions of masses, species concentration, global auxiliary temperature, and energy
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threshold, whose shape derives from model assumptions. The second feature regards the
characterization of equilibria from a chemical point of view, which allows us to reproduce
correctly the mass action law of chemistry.

Due to these characteristics, some technical difficulties may arise when proving the
consistency properties of the model, such as the positivity of number densities and tem-
peratures, as well as the entropy estimate. As regards the latter issue, a proper H-theorem
has been proved by assuming in the BGK terms for chemical interactions the equalization
of the auxiliary velocities and temperatures and an additional algebraic constraint relating
auxiliary densities to global temperature.

Our future projects will involve further development of the ideas in this paper to extend
a recent mixed Boltzmann-BGK model to reactive gaseous mixtures. Moreover, it would
be interesting to test the proposed model in space-dependent problems, such as the analysis
of the one-dimensional shock wave structure.
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A. Appendix – computation of integrals

In this appendix, we include supplementary material, showing the details of the com-
putations involved in the determination of the production terms of mass, momentum, and
energy. The computations are quite lengthy and somewhat intricate. We choose to provide
more details, focusing solely on the production terms of one constituent. For the other
constituents, the computations are rather similar.
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More specifically, we calculate the source terms P̂
(k)
1 , k = 0, 1, 2, for the first con-

stituent. By using relations (12), such terms can be written as

P̂
(k)
1 =

(m1m2)
3/2

(2πT )3

[(
m1m2

m3m4

)3/2

exp

(
∆E

T

)
n3n4R

k
1+ − n1n2R

(k)
1−

]
, (68)

where

R
(k)
1+ =

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)ϕ
(k)
1 (v)

× E3(v
′)E4(w

′) exp
[
−
m1

2T
|v − u|2 −

m2

2T
|w − u|2

]
dvdwdΩ̂′

R
(k)
1− =

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)ϕ
(k)
1 (v)

× E1(v)E2(w) exp
[
−
m1

2T
|v − u|2 −

m2

2T
|w − u|2

]
dvdwdΩ̂′ .

(69)

Similar expressions for other constituents can be recovered through equivalent forms of the
weak formulation of the collision operator [32].

A.1. Some preliminaries

It is convenient to introduce the following change of variable with unit jacobian,

(v,w) −→ (v∗,w∗) −→ (G∗,g∗) , (70)

where

v∗ = v − u , w∗ = w − u , G∗ = α12v
∗ + α21w

∗ , g∗ = v∗ −w∗ = g . (71)

Therefore, we can rewrite

−
m1

2T
|v − u|2 −

m2

2T
|w − u|2 = −

m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2 , (72)

and some of the following integrals intervene

Iℓαβγ =

∫

R3

(G∗

1)
2α(G∗

2)
2β(G∗

3)
2γ(G∗)2ℓ exp

(
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2

)
dG∗

Y ℓ
αβγ =

∫

R3

H(g2 − δ3412)g
2α
1 g2β2 g2γ3 g2ℓ exp

(
−
µ12

2T
g2
)
dg

(73)

when computing R
(k)
1± . Both types of integrals can be computed explicitly in terms of

complete and incomplete Gamma function

Γ(α) =

∫ +∞

0
τα−1e−τdτ , Γ(α, β) =

∫ +∞

β
τα−1e−τdτ (74)

A.2. Production of mass

We have to compute R
(0)
1±, by using the test function ϕ

(0)
1 (v) = m1. From (32), we have

E3(v
′)E4(w

′) =
[
A3 + B3v

′∗ · u∗

3 + C3(v
′∗)2
] [

A4 + B4w
′∗ · u∗

4 + C4(w
′∗)2
]
, (75)

where

v′∗ = G∗ + α43

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
Ω̂′ , w′∗ = G∗ − α34

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
Ω̂′ , (76)
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and hence the term R
(0)
1+ can be rewritten as sum of several integrals in terms of G∗ and

g; by parity arguments, some of these terms vanish and, consequently, R
(0)
1+ reduces to

R
(0)
1+ = J

(0)
1+ + J

(0)
2+ + J

(0)
3+ + J

(0)
4+ + J

(0)
5+ , (77)

where

J
(0)
1+ = m1A3A4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A3A4λ̂
(0)
1234I

0
000Y

0
000

(78)

J
(0)
2+ = m1A3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)2 − 2α34

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
G∗ · Ω̂′ + α2

34

µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A3C4λ̂
(0)
1234

[
I1000Y

0
000 + α2

34

µ12

µ34
I0000

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)]

(79)

J
(0)
3+ = m1A4C3

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)2 + 2α43

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
G∗ · Ω̂′ + α2

43

µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A4C3λ̂
(0)
1234

[
I1000Y

0
000 + α2

43

µ12

µ34
I0000

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)]

(80)
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J
(0)
4+ = m1B3B4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[(
G∗ + α43

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
Ω̂′

)
· u∗

3

]

×

[(
G∗ − α34

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
Ω̂′

)
· u∗

4

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B3B4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×




3∑

i=1

(G∗

i )
2u∗3iu

∗

4i − α34α43
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

) 3∑

i,j=1

Ω̂′

iΩ̂
′

ju
∗

3iu
∗

4j




× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B3B4

[
λ̂
(0)
1234Y

0
000

(
I0100u

∗

31u
∗

41 + I0010u
∗

32u
∗

42 + I0001u
∗

33u
∗

43

)

− α34α43
µ12

µ34
I0000

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)
Λ̂

(2)

1234 : (u
∗

3⊗u∗

4)
]

= m1B3B4

[
λ̂
(0)
1234I

0
100Y

0
000u

∗

3 · u
∗

4−α12α21I
0
000

(
Y 1
000−δ3412Y

0
000

)
Λ̂

(2)

1234 : (u∗

3 ⊗ u∗

4)
]

(81)

with
I0100 = I0010 = I0001 (82)

and

Λ̂
(2)

1234 =

∫

S2

(
Ω̂′ ⊗ Ω̂′

)
gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)dΩ̂′ = constant . (83)
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J
(0)
5+ = m1C3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)2 + 2α43

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
G∗ · Ω̂′ + α2

43

µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)]

×

[
(G∗)2 − 2α34

√
µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)
G∗ · Ω̂′ + α2

34

µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

)]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1C3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×


(G∗)4 − 4α34α43

µ12

µ34

(
g2 − δ3412

) 3∑

ij=1

G∗

iG
∗

j Ω̂
′

iΩ̂
′

j

+α2
34α

2
43

(
µ12

µ34

)2(
g2 − δ3412

)2
+
(
α2
34 + α2

43

) µ12

µ34
(G∗)2

(
g2 − δ3412

)
]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1C3C4

{
λ̂
(0)
1234I

2
000Y

0
000 − 4α12α21I

0
100

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)
tr(Λ̂

(0)

1234)

+ λ̂
(0)
1234α

2
12α

2
21I

0
000

[
Y 2
000 − 2δ3412Y

1
000 +

(
δ3412
)2

Y 0
000

]

+λ̂
(0)
1234

(
α2
34 + α2

43

) µ12

µ34
I1000

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)}

(84)

Analogously, for the loss term, we have that

E1(v)E2(w) =
[
A1 + B1v

∗ · u∗

1 + C1(v
∗)2
] [

A2 + B2w
∗ · u∗

2 + C2(w
∗)2
]
, (85)

and R
(0)
1− reduces to

R
(0)
1− = J

(0)
1− + J

(0)
2− + J

(0)
3− + J

(0)
4− + J

(0)
5− , (86)

where

J
(0)
1− = m1A1A2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A1A2λ̂
(0)
1234I

0
000Y

0
000

(87)

J
(0)
2− = m1A1C2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×
[
(G∗)2 − 2α12G

∗ · g+ α2
12g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A1C2λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I1000Y

0
000 + α2

12I
0
000Y

1
000

)

(88)

J
(0)
3− = m1A2C1

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×
[
(G∗)2+2α21G

∗ · g+α2
21g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1+m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A2C1λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I1000Y

0
000 + α2

21I
0
000Y

1
000

)

(89)
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J
(0)
4− = m1B1B2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′) [(G∗ + α21g) · u
∗

1]

× [(G∗ − α12g) · u
∗

2] exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B1B2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
3∑

i=1

(G∗

i )
2u∗1iu

∗

2i − α12α21

3∑

i=1

g2i u
∗

1iu
∗

2i

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B1B2λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I0100Y

0
000 − α12α21I

0
000Y

1
000

)
u∗

1 · u
∗

2

(90)

with
Y 0
100 = Y 0

010 = Y 0
001 . (91)

J
(0)
5− = m1C1C2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)
[
(G∗)2 + 2α21G

∗ · g + α2
21g

2
]

×
[
(G∗)2 − 2α12G

∗ · g+α2
12g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1+m2

2T
(G∗)2−

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1C1C2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)4 − 4α12α21

3∑

i=1

(G∗

i )
2g2i + α2

12α
2
21g

4 +
(
α2
12 + α2

21

)
(G∗)2g2

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1C1C2λ̂
(0)
1234

[
I2000Y

0
000−12α12α21I

0
100Y

0
100+α

2
12α

2
21I

0
000Y

2
000+

(
α2
12+α

2
21

)
I1000Y

1
000

]

(92)

A.3. Production of momentum

We have to compute R
(1)
1±, by using the test function ϕ

(0)
1 (v) = m1v

∗.

More precisely, we have that R
(1)
1+ is a vector and its first component

(
R

(1)
1+

)
1

reads as

(
R

(1)
1+

)
1
=
(
J

(1)
1+

)
1
+
(
J

(1)
2+

)
1
+
(
J

(1)
3+

)
1
+
(
J

(1)
4+

)
1
, (93)

where, from (75),

(
J
(1)
1+

)
1
= m1A3B4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[(
G∗ − α34

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)Ω̂

′

)
· u∗

4

]
(G∗

1 + α21g1)

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A3B4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)(G∗

1)
2u∗41

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A3B4λ̂
(0)
1234I

0
100Y

0
000u

∗

41

(94)
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(
J
(1)
2+

)
1
= m1A4B3

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[(
G∗ + α43

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)Ω̂

′

)
· u∗

3

]
(G∗

1 + α21g1)

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A4B3

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)(G∗

1)
2u∗31

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A4B3λ̂
(0)
1234I

0
100Y

0
000u

∗

31

(95)

(
J
(1)
3+

)
1
= m1B3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[(
G∗ + α43

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)Ω̂

′

)
· u∗

3

]

×

[
(G∗)2 − 2α34

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)G

∗ · Ω̂′ + α2
34

µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)

]

× (G∗

1 + α21g1) exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗

1)
2(G∗)2u∗31 + α2

34

µ12

µ34
(G∗

1)
2(g2 − δ3412)u

∗

31

−2α12α21(G
∗

1)
2(g2 − δ3412)((Ω̂

′ ⊗ Ω̂′) · u∗

3)1

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B3C4

{
λ̂
(0)
1234

[
I1100Y

0
000 + α2

34

µ12

µ34
I0100

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)]
u∗31

−2α12α21I
0
100

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)
(Λ̂

(2)

1234 · u
∗

3)1

}

(96)
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(
J
(1)
4+

)
1
= m1B4C3

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[(
G∗ − α34

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)Ω̂

′

)
· u∗

4

]

×

[
(G∗)2 + 2α43

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)G

∗ · Ω̂′ + α2
43

µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)

]

× (G∗

1 + α21g1) exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B4C3

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗

1)
2(G∗)2u∗41 + α2

43

µ12

µ34
(G∗

1)
2(g2 − δ3412)u

∗

41

−2α12α21(G
∗

1)
2(g2 − δ3412)((Ω̂

′ ⊗ Ω̂′) · u∗

4)1

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B4C3

{
λ̂
(0)
1234

[
I1100Y

0
000 + α2

34

µ12

µ34
I0100

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)]
u∗41

−2α12α21I
0
100

(
Y 1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000

)
(Λ̂

(2)

1234 · u
∗

4)1

}

(97)

We can proceed analogously for the other components of the vector R
(1)
1+.

For what concerns the loss term R
(1)
1−, the first component is given by

(
R

(1)
1−

)
1
=
(
J

(1)
1−

)
1
+
(
J

(1)
2−

)
1
+
(
J

(1)
3−

)
1
+
(
J

(1)
4−

)
1
, (98)

where, from (85),

(
J
(1)
1−

)
1
= m1A1B2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×
[(
G∗ − α12g

′
)
· u∗

2

]
(G∗

1 + α21g1)

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A1B2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)
[
(G∗

1)
2u∗21 − α12α21g

2
1u21

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A1B2λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I0100Y

0
000 − α12α21I

0
000Y

0
100

)
u∗41

(99)
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(
J
(1)
2−

)
1
= m1A2B1

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×
[(
G∗ + α21g

′
)
· u∗

2

]
(G∗

1 + α21g1)

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A2B1

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)
[
(G∗

1)
2u∗21 + α2

21g
2
1u21

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1A2B1λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I0100Y

0
000 + α2

21I
0
000Y

0
100

)
u∗41

(100)

(
J
(1)
3−

)
1
= m1B1C2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

× [(G∗ + α21g) · u
∗

1]
[
(G∗)2 − 2α12G

∗ · g + α2
12g

2
]

× (G∗

1 + α21g1) exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B1C2

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×
[
(G∗

1)
2(G∗)2u∗11 − 4α12α21(G

∗

1)
2g21u

∗

11 + α2
12(G

∗

1)
2g2u∗11

+α2
21(G

∗)2g21u
∗

11 + α2
12α

2
21g

2
1g

2u∗11
]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B1C2λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I1100Y

0
000 − 4α12α21I

0
100Y

0
100 + α2

12I
0
100Y

1
000

+α2
21I

1
000Y

0
100 + α2

12α
2
21I

0
000Y

1
100

)
u∗11

(101)

(
J
(1)
4−

)
1
= m1B2C1

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

× [(G∗ − α12g) · u
∗

1]
[
(G∗)2 + 2α21G

∗ · g + α2
21g

2
]

× (G∗

1 + α21g1) exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B2C1

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×
[
(G∗

1)
2(G∗)2u∗11+2α21(α21−α12)(G

∗

1)
2g21u

∗

11+α2
21(G

∗

1)
2g2u∗11

−α12α21(G
∗)2g21u

∗

11 − α12α
3
21g

2
1g

2u∗11
]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

= m1B2C1λ̂
(0)
1234

[
I1100Y

0
000 + 2α21(α21 − α12)I

0
100Y

0
100 + α2

21I
0
100Y

1
000

−α12α21I
1
000Y

0
100 + α12α

3
21I

0
000Y

1
100

]
u∗11

(102)

Similar expressions can be deduced for the other constituents.

A.4. Production of energy

We use now the test function ϕ
(2)
1 =

1

2
m1(v

∗)2; the gain term can be written as

R
(2)
1+ = J

(2)
1+ + J

(2)
2+ + J

(2)
3+ + J

(2)
4+ + J

(2)
5+ , (103)
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where

J
(2)
1+ =

1

2
m1A3A4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×
[
(G∗)2+2α21G

∗ · g+α2
21g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1+m2

2T
(G∗)2−

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

=
1

2
m1A3A4λ̂

(0)
1234

(
I1000Y

0
000 + α2

21I
0
000Y

1
000

)

(104)

J
(2)
2+ =

1

2
m1A3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)2 − 2α34

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)G

∗ · Ω̂′ + α2
34

µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)

]

×
[
(G∗)2+2α21G

∗ · g+α2
21g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1+m2

2T
(G∗)2−

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

=
1

2
m1A3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)4+α2

21(G
∗)2g2+α2

34(G
∗)2

µ12

µ34
(g2−δ3412)+α2

21α
2
34

µ12

µ34
(g2−δ3412)g

2

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

=
1

2
m1A3C4λ̂

(0)
1234

[
I2000Y

0
000 + α2

21I
1
000Y

1
000 + α2

34

µ12

µ34
I1000(Y

1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000)

+α2
21α

2
34

µ12

µ34
I0000(Y

2
000 − δ3412Y

1
000)

]

(105)

J
(2)
3+ =

1

2
m1A4C3

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)2 + 2α43

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)G

∗ · Ω̂′ + α2
43

µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)

]

×
[
(G∗)2+2α21G

∗ · g+α2
21g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1+m2

2T
(G∗)2−

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

=
1

2
m1A4C3

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)4+α2

21(G
∗)2g2+α2

43(G
∗)2

µ12

µ34
(g2−δ3412)+α2

21α
2
43

µ12

µ34
(g2+δ3412)g

2

]

× exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

=
1

2
m1A4C3λ̂

(0)
1234

[
I2000Y

0
000 + α2

21I
1
000Y

1
000 + α2

43

µ12

µ34
I1000(Y

1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000)

+α2
21α

2
43

µ12

µ34
I0000(Y

2
000 − δ3412Y

1
000)

]

(106)
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J
(2)
4+ =

1

2
m1B3B4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗+α43

√
µ12

µ34
(g2−δ3412)Ω̂

′) · u∗

3

][
(G∗−α34

√
µ12

µ34
(g2−δ3412)Ω̂

′) · u∗

4

]

×
[
(G∗)2+2α21G

∗ · g+α2
21g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1+m2

2T
(G∗)2−

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

=
1

2
m1B3B4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

[
(G∗)2

3∑

i=1

(G∗

i )
2u∗3iu

∗

4i+α2
21g

2
3∑

i=1

(G∗

i )
2u∗3iu

∗

4i−α34α43(G
∗)2

µ12

µ34
(g2−δ3412)

×
3∑

i,j=1

Ω̂′

iΩ̂
′

ju
∗

3iu
∗

4j − α34α43α
2
21

µ12

µ34
g2(g2 − δ3412)

3∑

i,j=1

Ω̂′

iΩ̂
′

ju
∗

3iu
∗

4j




=
1

2
m1B3B4

[
λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I1100u

∗

31u
∗

41 + I1010u
∗

32u
∗

42 + I1001u
∗

33u
∗

43

)
Y 0
000

+λ̂
(0)
1234α

2
21

(
I0100u

∗

31u
∗

41 + I0010u
∗

32u
∗

42 + I0001u
∗

33u
∗

43

)
Y 1
000

−α12α21I
1
000(Y

1
000 − δ3412Y

0
000)Λ̂

(2)

1234 : (u∗

3 ⊗ u∗

4)

−α12α
3
21I

0
000(Y

2
000 − δ3412Y

1
000)Λ̂

(2)

1234 : (u∗

3 ⊗ u∗

4)
]

=
1

2
m1B3B4

{
λ̂
(0)
1234

(
I1100Y

0
000 + α2

21I
0
100Y

1
000

)
u∗

3 · u
∗

4−

α12α21

[
I1000(Y

1
000−δ3412Y

0
000)+α2

21I
0
000(Y

2
000−δ3412Y

1
000)

]
Λ̂

(2)

1234 : (u∗

3 ⊗ u∗

4)
}

(107)
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J
(2)
5+ =

1

2
m1C3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)2 + 2α43

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)G

∗ · Ω̂′ + α2
43

µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)

]

×

[
(G∗)2−2α34

√
µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)G

∗ · Ω̂′ + α2
34

µ12

µ34
(g2 − δ3412)

]

×
[
(G∗)2 + 2α21G

∗ · g + α2
21g

2
]
exp

[
−
m1 +m2

2T
(G∗)2 −

µ12

2T
g2
]
dG∗dgdΩ̂′

=
1

2
m1C3C4

∫

R3×R3×S2

H(g2 − δ3412)gσ̂1234(g, Ω̂ · Ω̂′)

×

[
(G∗)6+α2

21(G
∗)4g2+α2

34

µ12

µ34
(G∗)4(g2−δ3412)+α2

21α
2
34

µ12

µ34
(G∗)2g2(g2−δ3412)

−4α34α43
µ12

µ34
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Analogously, we can rewrite

R
(2)
1− = J

(2)
1− + J

(2)
2− + J

(2)
3− + J

(2)
4− + J

(2)
5− , (109)

where

J
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