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Abstract

We consider in this work a model for aggregation, where the coalescing particles ini-
tially have a certain number of potential links (called arms) which are used to perform
coagulations. This model is sexed, is the sense that there are male and female arms:
two particles may coagulate only if one has an available male arm, and the other has an
available female arm. After a coagulation, the used arms are no longer available. We are
interested in the concentrations of the different types of particles, which are governed by
a modification of Smoluchowski’s coagulation equation — that is, an infinite system of
nonlinear differential equations. Using generating functions and solving a nonlinear PDE,
we show that, up to some critical time, there is a unique solution to this equation. The
Lagrange Inversion Formula allows in some cases to obtain explicit solutions, and to relate
our model to two recent models for limited aggregation. We also show that, whenever
the critical time is infinite, the concentrations converge to a state where all arms have
disappeared, and the distribution of the masses is related to the law of the size of some
two-type Galton-Watson tree. Finally, we consider a microscopic model for coagulation:
we construct a sequence of Marcus-Luschnikov processes, and show that it converges,
before the critical time, to the solution of our modified Smoluchowski’s equation.
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1 Introduction

In this work, we study a model for coagulation of particles, generalizing the original model
of Smoluchowski [24], and a recent model of Bertoin [2]. We consider particles which are
initially given a certain number of male and female arms. These arms are used to perform the
coagulations: two particles coagulate when a male arm of one and a female arm of another bind.
This can be used to model the formation of polymers. For instance, consider male particles
(which have only male arms), and female particles. Then a coagulation between a male and a
female particle can be thought of as an ionic bond between a cation and a anion.

In our model, a particle is characterised by a triple (a, b, m), a € N being its number of male
arms, b € N its number of female arms, and m € N* its mass. Two particles may coagulate
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when one has an available female arm and the other has an available male arm, and when a
coagulation occurs, the used arms disappear. Hence, we may only observe the transition

{(a,b,m), (", V/,m)} = (a+d — 1,0+ —1,m+m').

We will assume that this transition occurs with a rate given by the number of pairs formed of
a female arm and of a male arm, that is a’b + ab’. We wish to study how the concentration of
each type of particle evolves when time passes. The precise mathematical formulation is given
in Section 2.

This model is a modification of the well-known model of Smoluchowski [24]. Recall that
Smoluchowski’s coagulation equations [24] describe the evolution of the concentrations of parti-
cles in a medium, where particles are characterised only by their masses. When two particles of
masses m and m’ coagulate, they merge into a single particle of mass m~+m’. Such a coagulation
occurs with rate x(m,m’), where k is some symmetric nonnegative kernel. In Smoluchowski’s
original model, the mass are assumed to be positive integers. The concentration ¢;(m) of par-
ticles of mass m is governed by the following infinite system of nonlinear differential equations

—+00

Z_ ce(m')ei(m —m')k(m',m —m') — ¢(m) Z ce(m')k(m,m'),

m/=1

d
&Ct(m) =

for m € N*. The first term accounts for the creation of particles of mass m by coagulation
of particles of mass m’ and m — m/; the second for disappearance of particles of mass m by
coagulation with other particles.

For general kernels k, explicit solutions are not known. However, some have been obtained in
different cases, notably whenever the kernel is constant [24], additive [12] or multiplicative [19].
In the multiplicative case, solutions are obtained up to a critical time, known as the gelation
time. This is interpreted as the time when a particle of infinite mass appears. It absorbs some
of the particles, and the total mass starts to decrease.

Smoluchowski’s equation (and some variations) have been extensively studied, both from
an analytical (e.g. [5], [9], [I4]) and a probabilistic point of view (e.g. [6], [15], [I7], [23],
and see also the review by Aldous [1]). In general, little is known after the gelation time, and
most results are obtained before the gelation time (see however [10], [11]). The existence and
uniqueness of a solution before gelation has been obtained only in 1999 by Norris ([23]), under
the assumption that x is sublinear, i. e. xk(n,m)/(nm) is bounded.

From a probabilistic point of view, some microscopic models have been studied, beginning
with Marcus [22] and Lushnikov [20]. Heuristically, one considers a finite number of particles,
and each couple of particles with masses m and m’ coalesces with rate x(m,m’). After suit-
able change of time and renormalization, one expects this system to converge to a solution of
Smoluchowski’s equation. This has been shown by Jeon in 1998 [17] (up to extraction of a
subsequence), provided the rate is strictly sublinear (i.e. x(n,m)/n — 0 when n — +00). In
particular, there is no gelation in this case. Norris [23] extended his results one year later by
showing the convergence of the model before gelation, whenever the rate is sublinear. Other
points of view are also considered; e.g. in [15], the authors show that coagulating Brownian
particles form clusters whose size evolves according to Smoluchowski’s equation.

An interesting question is to deal with the case when the coagulations are restricted by some
device. Typically, one may think of covalent bonds: a given atom can only perform a given
number of bonds. In this direction, Bertoin [2] studied two models where a particle is charac-
terised by its number of arms and by its mass, and it uses its arms to perform aggregations.
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The concentrations of each type of particle is governed by a modification of Smoluchowski’s
equation. In [2], he obtains solution up to some time 7', and shows that whenever gelation
does not occur (i.e. T = +00), there is a limit state where all the arms have disappeared: the
concentrations converge to limiting concentrations which bear a striking resemblance with the
law of the size of some Galton-Watson tree. This fact is explained in [3] and [4]. It is also worth
noticing that Bertoin’s model can be related to Smoluchowski’s for the constant, additive and
multiplicative kernels. We will also see that our model contains Bertoin’s: the oriented model
corresponds indeed to the sexed model if each particle is given precisely one female arm, and
the symmetric model corresponds to the sexed one if the particles are given a gender uniformly
at random.

This paper is divided in two parts. In the first one (Sections 2 to 5), we shall study the sexed
Smoluchowski’s equation, which is an infinite system of nonlinear differential equations. We first
(Section 2) introduce the problem, and prove some physically intuitive facts. Then (Section 3),
we prove our main result: up to some critical time, there exists a unique solution to the system,
and its moment generating function can be expressed explicity in terms of the initial data.
The tools used are analoguous to those in [2], but since we are dealing with a two-dimensional
problem, several technical issues need to be addressed. The outline of the proof is as follows.
First, we transform the system into a PDE problem by considering the generating functions of
the concentrations. This PDE is not quasilinear, but it may however be solved by the method
of characteristics. This method requires the inversion of a two-dimensional mapping, and this
can be done precisely up to the critical time. Unfortunately, even for monodisperse initial
conditions (i.e. there are only particles of mass 1 at time 0), the inversion is not explicit (one
could use the two-variable Lagrange inversion formula, but in general, the expression it provides
is too cumbersome). Nonetheless, in some specific cases (Section 4), the Lagrange Inversion
Formula yields explicit results. In particular, we recover the solutions obtained in [2]. Finally,
we show (Section 5) that there exist limiting concentrations when ¢t — +o00, and that they are
related to the distribution of the total progeny of some two-type Galton-Watson process.

In the second part (Section 6), we study a microscopic model. Given a finite number of
particles, we let them coagulate and observe the evolution of the concentrations of the different
types of particles. This is a Marcus-Luschnikov process, and we show that it converges, before
the critical time, to a process solving Smoluchowski’s equation (Il). As pointed out earlier, this
kind of convergence had already been proved by Norris ([23], see as well [17]). The difference
here is that we consider a model with male or female arms. Moreover, the proof is made much
easier by the fact that the rate of coagulation is explicit. In particular, we will appeal to
the PDE obtained in the first part. This discrete model provides a justification to the sexed
Smoluchowski’s equation ().

Finally, note that our construction can also provide a model for random oriented graphs,
since a coagulation can be seen as the creation of an oriented edge between two vertices in a
graph, whose orientation is given e.g. from the male arm to the female arm. Hence, we can
consider a large number n of particles and let them coagulate. When all the coagulations are
performed, we obtain a set of oriented graphs. When n — +o0o, we may wonder what the
distribution of their sizes is, what a typical graph looks like, etc. A heuristic answer, motivated
by the works [3], [4], and by the results obtained in this paper (Section 5), is that a typical
graph would be a two-type Galton-Watson tree (with the convention of orientation above),
provided there are few arms (with the notations of this paper, this means T, = +oo and pu is
not degenerate). This configuration model is to be investigated in another article.



2 Setting and results

2.1 Notations

Let us first introduce some notations and Smoluchowski’s equation, and state our main result.
e N={0,1,2,...} and N* ={1,2,...}.

e S =N x N x N*is the set of the different types of particles. A generic element of S will
be denoted by p, and if p = (a, b, m), we will call a p-particle a particle with a male arms,
b female arms, and mass m.

e For p=(a,b,m) € S and p' = (/,0/,m') € S, we will denote
p.p = a'b+al
the rate of coagulation and
pop =(a+d —1,0+V —1,m+m)
the type of the particle resulting from such a coagulation. We say that p’ < pifa’ <a+1,
bV <b+1and m' <m— 1. When p' < p, we write
p\p)=(a+1-3d,b+1-V,m—m)
the type of particle such that p’ o (p\p') =p

e For two functions ¢, f : S — R, we will denote, when the series converge absolutely,

(e, f) = clp)f(p).

peS

When using this notation, we will write, with a slight abuse of notation, a for the function
(a,b,m) — a, b for (a,b,m) — b, etc.

Let us recall our goal. We are interested in a system of coagulating particles with male and
female arms. We assume that each couple formed of a p-particle and of a p’-particle coagulate
with rate p.p/, to form a p o p’-particle. This means that if we denote ¢;(p) the concentration
of p-particles then (¢;(p),p € S) solves the following infinite system of nonlinear differential
equations

Zp (P\P)e(P)er(p\P') — c(p) Y pr'ci(p) (1)
p'=<p p'eS
The first term accounts for the creation of p-particles by coagulation of p- and p\p'-particles
(the factor 1/2 comes from an obvious symmetry). The second accounts for the disappearence

of p-particles by coagulation with other particles. Let us once write down this formula explicitly.
For all (a,b,m) € S, the concentration of (a, b, m)-particles verifies

m—1 a+1 b+1

i (a,b,m) ZZZ ‘b4+1-b)+V(a+1—d))x

m/=1a/=0 b=
ce(a' b, m’)ct(a +1—d,b+1-b,m—m)

= 33> (@ + dbjaa,bme(d, ).

m/>1a’>0b>0

Let us now define what we call a solution to Smoluchowski’s equation.
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Definition 1. We call a family ((c;(p))pes,t € [0,T)) of differentiable functions a solution of
Smoluchowski’s equation (or of system () ), if

1. Foreveryt € [0,T7), Y. (a+b)|e(a,b,m)| < +o0,
(a,b,m)es

2. The family (c,(p)) solves the system () fort € [0,T).

Remark 1. e We will always assume that at time 0, (a + b+ 1, o) < 400, and that the
mean number of male arms (a, ¢y) and the mean number of female arms (b, ¢y) are equal.
Physically, it is then obvious that they will remain equal as time passes. This shall be
proven later on, in Lemma

o It is easy to see that if (¢;)icjo,r) is a solution to (IJ) with initial conditions ¢, and A > 0,
then (Acy/x2)ieqo,r) is a solution to () with initial conditions Acy. Hence, it is enough to
assume that (a, ) = (b, o) = 1, what will always be the case from now on.

2.2 Main result

Our main result is existence and uniqueness of a solution to (Il) up to a critical time. In
all the statements and proofs, we are given nonnegative initial concentrations cy such that
(1,co) < +00, (a,co) = (b,co) =1 and (a® +b%, ¢y) < +00. We can then define the critical time
T..

Definition 2. Let

M = (ab, o) + \/(a2 —a, co)(b? — b, co)
and

1 it M > 1.

ﬂ:{+m if M <1
M-—1

We will also constantly use the generating function of (c)

gO(xvyuz) = Z C(](CL, b7 m)xaybzm'
(a,b,m)eS

Since (1,¢y) < +00, go is well-defined on [0,1]3. Using the assumption (a + b,cy) = 1, and
e.g. monotone convergence, we also see that its partial derivatives with respect to x and y are
well-defined and continuous on [0,1]* . For the same reason, they remain in [0,1]. We shall
prove the following result.

Theorem 1. (i) Smoluchowski’s equation ([II) with initial conditions ¢y has a unique solution
(ct) defined on [0,T,).

(ii) Let
[, =inf{t >0, (a* + % ¢) > r} and I =supl,. (2)
r>0

Then I's =T..



(iii) Fort € [0,T,) and z € [0, 1], the mapping &(., ., 2), given for (x,y) € [0,1)* by

0 0
o 2) = (102 = 50 ), (14 0y = 10 0n.2) ).

has a right inverse hy = (hil), h?)) which is well-defined and analytic on (0,1)%. Then the
generating function g, of (¢;) is given by

9w, 2) = = (AP(0,9.2) + A 0.9.2)) + Cul2) 3)
where fort >0
~(1 1 + 1 1 T ~(2 1 +t 2 Yy
and
° flt(l) s the antiderivative of iLEl) with respect to y, vanishing at y = 0,
° Flt(z) s the antiderivative of ﬁ?) with respect to x, vanishing at x = 0,
e G(2) is the antiderivative of
990 (10,0, 2), 52 (0,0
az ( ) t ( ) 72)7 z (5)

with respect to z, vanishing at 0.

(iv) The total mass (m,c;) is constant on [0,T).

2.3 Preliminary results

In this section, we give some physically intuitive results, and deduce the “weak” form of the
equation. Let us start with the following lemma (recall that ¢,(p) is meant to model a concen-
tration).

Lemma 1. Any solution to Smoluchowski’s equation remains nonnegative, i.e. if (¢¢)icpo,r) S
a solution to (@), then for allt € [0,T) and p € S, ¢;(p) > 0.

Proof. Take some t € [0,7T). System () gives

d / /
act(a,b,l)——ctabl ZZZab +ad'b)e(a, 0, m') == —v(t)c(a, b, 1).

m’>1a’>00'>0

Let G(t fo v(s) ds. Then ¢(a,b,1) = co(a,b,1)e"¢® so it remains nonnegative. Let now
m > 1 and suppose that the ¢;(a,b, m’') are nonnegative for a,b > 0 and 1 < m’ < m. For
some p = (a,b,m + 1), we have

_Ct Zp (P\P)ee(@)e(P\P) — co(p) > pr'a(p)

p'=<p p'eS

=B(t) = ce(p)y(t).



So we may write
t
) = (calp) + [ 5(6)e as) e
0

But 8(t) > 0 since it is a linear combination with nonnegative coefficients of the ¢ (a, b, m’)
for a,b > 0 and 1 < m’ < m. So ¢(a,b,m + 1) is nonnegative, what gives the result by
induction. O

The following two lemmas are straightforward generalizations of Lemma 1 and 2 in [2]. Note
however that the monotone convergence used in the proofs requires that the coefficients (¢;) be
nonnegative.

Lemma 2. (i) If (¢;) is a solution to Smulochowski’s equation ([{l), thent — (1,¢;), t — (a, )
and t — (b,c;) are decreasing.

(ii) A family (¢;) is a solution to () if and only if it solves

d 1
gl =5 > prlap)a®)(fper) - fp) — f1)) (6)
p,p'ES
for every bounded f : S — R.
Remark 2. e The derivative in this lemma has to be understood in the weak sense, i.e.

the formula actually holds in the integral form. It is anyway easy to check, using the
decreasing monotonocity of ¢t — (a,c¢;) and ¢t — (b, ¢;), that if f(a,b,m) — 0 when
(a,b,m) — oo, then the series actually converges uniformly, and hence that (c;, f) is C*
and that the formula holds in the strong sense.

e Consider in particular, the generating function of ¢;

gi(z,y,2) = (x%Y"2™ ¢,) = Z ci(a,b,m)aybzm.
(a,b,m)eS

Since ¢t — (¢, 1) decreases, it is well-defined. Fix z € [0,1]. For every (z,y) € (0,1)?,
(t,z,y) = gi(x,y,2) is C' in t because of the remark above, and formula (G) shows that
its partial derivative with respect to t is C'. Moreover, it is C? in (x,y) (even analytic),
and the partial derivatives with respect to z and y are C* in ¢ (it is the remark above
with f(a,b,m) = ax® 1y®z™ and f(a,b,m) = br®y’2™). For the same reason, the second
order partial derivatives are continuous in ¢t. Finally, g(.,.,z) is regular, in the sense of
Definition [ below.

Definition 3. We say that a function (t,z,y) — gi(x,y) defined on [0,T) x (0,1)? is regular if
o i — gi(z,y) is C',

09 R
o (l’,y) = E("L}y) is C ’

i (xuy) = gt(xvy) is C2;

gy dg; 1
ot e (x,y) and t — 2 (z,y) are C*.



We may now prove the fact pointed out earlier that the mean number of male and female
arms remains equal as time passes.

Lemma 3. Let (¢;) be a solution to Smoluchowski’s equation, and let I« be defined as in (2)).
Consider the mean numbers of male and female arms Ay = (a,c¢;) and By = (b, ¢;), and assume

Ay =By =1. Then for allt € [0,T ANT)

At - Bt - —t (7)

Proof. For t < ', we can use dominated convergence in (@) to choose f = a and f = b. We
obtain that

d d
EAt — &Bt — _AtBt
for t < I's. Since Ay = By = 1, the result follows. O

3 Proof of the theorem

3.1 Overview of the method

In this section, we give a sketch of the proof which contains all the important ideas. The
rigorous proof however requires some care, and it is given in detail afterwards. So, consider a
solution (c)iefo,ry to Smoluchowski’s equation (), and

gi(z,y, 2) = (xY°2™, ¢, Z Z Z ci(a, b, m)xybz™.

a>0 b>0 m>1

Using (@) and Lemma [3] it is easy to see that g; solves the following PDE

%_%@t:l(%+@0

Or Oy 1+t ox dy

ot Oxrdy 14+t (®)

Now, we can solve this PDE using the method of characteristics: we want to find a trajectory
(z(t),y(t)) starting from some (z,y) € [0,1]* such that g,(x(t),y(t), z) is easy to compute. So
let

((0)0) = (F4Got0) 90002, S 0000, 2) ).

An easy calculation shows that

i) = 52 (o0 + ) - 22

and a similar formula for py. Now, if we require

(1) +polt) ~ 2 = 0y 4 ity - L2 =
then .
pi(t)——fij_)t, i=1,2



These ODE’s are readily solved, with p;(0) = %(m, y) and po(0) = %(m, y), and we obtain
Y
pi(0
niny =20 (10

and
a(t) =+ (x—p2A0))t 5 y(t)=y+ (y—mO)t.
Using the PDE, we now see that

R )

so by integrating

u(olt),(0),2) = 96129 2),9) =l 2) = T PR m ) PRn ) (12)

To obtain g4, it only remains to invert ¢,, for, if ¢;(h;) = Id, then

t 890

gt(l',y,Z) = gO(ht(zaya Z)) - ].——l—t%

(ha(z,, z>>%—?<ht<x,y, 2).

We may now start a rigorous proof, which consists mainly of 3 steps
e Study the map ¢y,
e Solve the PDE (I8,

e Show that the generating function of a family (¢;) solves (I8)) if and only if (¢;) solves
Smoluchowski’s equation ().

3.2 Inversion of the mapping

In this section, we study the map ¢;, which is useful both for solving theorically the PDE, and
for obtaining explicit solutions. We will need two preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 4. Let a >0, 5,7 >0 and K = [0,a] x [0, 5] x [0,7]. For (r,s,t) € K, denote

A(r, s,1) = (Z j) .

Then for every € > 0, there is a norm ||.|| on R? such that
max [|A(r,s,t)[| < o+ /By + ¢
(r,s,t)EK
where we also denote by ||.|| the induced norm on the 2 x 2 matrices.

Remark 3. This is a uniform version of the well known result which states that

e For every (square) matrix A and norm ||.||, one has ||A|| > p(A), where p(A) is the spectral
radius of A,



For every matrix A and e > 0, there is a norm ||.|| such that ||A]| < p(A) + €.

Note indeed that o + /7 is the spectral radius of A(a, 5,7).

Proof.

1. First assume that § and v are positive. We can diagonalize A := A(a, 3,7). If we
let a := o, b:=+/f and ¢ := /7 then

A:P<a—|—bc 0 )P_l,

0 a — be
where _— ) b
_ - . -1_ - (€
P_(c c) ’ P _2bc<—c b)'
Now, consider the following norm: for z € R?, let ||z]] = |P™ 2| s, where ||(z1, Z2)|lee =

max(|z1|, |z2]). Then for any 2 x 2 matrix M,

||M|| ||MZL’|| — X ||P_1Mx||00 — max ||P_1Mpy||00 — ||P—1MP||
[z a0 [[Plafle w0 [1lloo -
An easy computation shows that for (r,s,t) € K,
cs bt 4 cs
P_IA(T787t>P = (T + + 2b 2Cbt+ 2bcs) :

=% T %

Recall that for a matrix M,
Moo = maxZ\M”\
so that, since r > 0,
bt cs bt cs
P'A(r s, )Pllc =7+ — 4+ = + | == — — | := F(r,5,1).

It remains to find the maximum of F' on K. First, note that for (r,s,t) € K,
0 < F(r,s,t) < F(a,s,t).

Then, for every (s,t) € [0,3] x [0,7], we can write t = ps, p > 0. If p < ¢?/b?, then
cs/(2b) > bt/(2¢), so that F(a,s,t) = a + cs/b. But s < V?, so F(a,s,t) < a+ be =
a++/By. And if p > ¢?/b?, then cs/(2b) < bt/(2c), so that F(a,s,t) = a + bt/c. But
t < c? so Fla,s,t) < a+bc = a++/By. Finally, the maximum of F on K, i.e. the
maximum of ||A(r, s, t)|| on K, is a + /B7.

. Assume now that § or v is zero, say e.g. v = 0. Take ¢ > 0, and M > 0 such that

/M < e. Consider the norm ||z|| = || P2/, where P is a diagonal matrix with diagonal
(1,M). For (r,s,0) € K, we have as before

r s/M

0 r -

[AGr5,0)]| = [ PA(r, 5, 0P~ = '

Since s < 3, this shows that | A(r,s,0)]| < a+e.
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We will deal often with real-analytic functions in the remaining of the proofs. For the
definitions and results on this topic, we refer to [2I]. In particular, we will use the following
result to study the regularity of ¢;.

Lemma 5. Let fi(z1,...,2,u1,...,u,), i = 1...n, be real analytic functions in a neighbour-
hood of a point (p,q) € R! x R™. Consider the system of equations in ui, ..., Uy

filzy, ...,z uq, . uy,) =0, i=1,...,n. (13)

Assume that f(p,q) =0, and that the matriz

(52w “’))lg,jgn (14)

is invertible. Then there is a neighbourhood U C R' of p and real-analytic functions h; : U —
R, j =1,...,n, such that for all j = 1,...,n, hj(p) = q; (where ¢ = (q1,...,qn)), and for all
x €U fi(x,hi(x),..., hy(x)) = 0. Moreover, (hi(x),...,h,(x)) is locally the unique solution

to (I3).

We will show the following result.

Proposition 1. Fort € [0,T.) and z € [0,1], define ¢4(.,.,2) : [0,1]*> = R? by

o(z,y, 2) = ((1 +t)r — t%—g;(:c, y,2),(L+1t)y — t%(w, v, z)) , (15)

and let K;(z) be the closed subset of [0,1)%: Ki(2) = ¢4(.,.,2)71([0,1]?). Then

() &l 2) : Ki(2) = [0,1)2 is a homeomorphism. Denote hy(.,.,z) = (B" (., ., 2), P (., ., 2))
1ts inverse.

(ii) Fori=1,2, (z,y,2,t) — Y (z,y,2) is an analytic function on (0,1)3 x (0,T.).

Proof. (i) Fix some z € [0,1] and some ¢ € (0,7,), and keep the notations of the statement.
For notational simplicity, we omit the parameter z. Let 0 < t < T,. We first want to
show that ¢, : K; — [0,1]? is one-to-one and onto. Fix (u,v) € [0,1]* and let us check
that there is a unique couple (z,y) € [0,1]? such that ¢;(x,y) = (u,v). This requirement
is equivalent to finding a unique fixed point to

u t Og

0
14+t 1+t0oy

Ft(x,y)z( (2,9.2), — +L%(%y&))-

1+t 1+t 0x

Because of the remark above, F; is a mapping from [0, 1]* to [0, 1]?. It remains to check
that it is contracting. Its differential is

Pgo Pgo
_ ot Voway oy | _ t (alzyz) B(xy,2)
DF’t(IL’ay) 1 Tt 0290 8%0 =1 T (”y(x,y,z) oz(:c,y,z) . (16)
ox?  Oxdy
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Let a = a(1,1,1) = {ab, cp), B = B(1,1,1) = (1?, co) and v = v(1,1,1) = (a? ). Since
t
t < T, then 1—+t(a + /By +€) < 1 for some small enough € > 0. Hence, by Lemma [4]

there is a norm ||.|| such that

t
max || DFi(z, < —(a+ +e€) <1,
Jmax DRG] € Tla+ VE + o
so that F} is contracting. Hence it has a unique fixed point. As a consequence, there is a
unique couple (z,y) € [0,1]? such that ¢;(z,y) = (u,v). Moreover, since F} is continuous
with respect to (u,v) and uniformly contracting in (u, v), then the mapping (u,v) — (z,y)
is continuous, that is h; : [0,1]? — K; is a homeomorphism.

(i) Let to € (0,7%), 20 € (0,1) and (zo,y0) € U,. We want to invert the function ¢; above,
that is, we want to find (uy,ug) € [0, 1]? such that

0
(1+t)U1—tai;(ul,U2,Z)_I:: fl(l’,y,z,t,UbUQ):O ( )
17
0
(1 + t)u2 - t%(ulﬁ Ug, Z) — Y= fQ(ZL',y, Z, t>u1a Ug) = 0.
We have just shown that there exists (u?, u3) € (0,1)? such that f;(xo, yo, 20, to, ud, ud) = 0,
i =1,2. Now, the matrix (I4)) is precisely

1+t — toc(xo, Yo, 20)  —toB(xo, Yo, 20) )

Dy (0, Y0, 20) =
Pro (0, Yo, 20) ( —toy (%o, Yo) 1+ to — toa(zo, Yo)

and it is easy to see that since ty < T, it is invertible. So Lemma [G] says that there is a
neighbourhood U C (0,1)3 x (0,T.) of (zo, Yo, 20, to), and real-analytic functions wuy,us :
U — R such that uy (o, yo, 20, to) = u?, us(zo, Yo, 20, to) = u3, and for (z,y,2,t) € U

0
(I +t)us(x,y, 2, t) — t%(ul(aj,y, z,t),us(x,y, 2, t),2) =«
Y

0
(1 +t)us(x,y, 2, t) — t%(ul(aj,y, z,t),us(x,y, z,t), 2) = y.

Because of the uniqueness of the solution to (IT), then (uj,us) = (AW, h?). So the
functions h{" are real-analytic functions on (0,1)® x (0,7,).

0
3.3 Study of the PDE
The following (non-quasilinear) PDE is a central feature of our discussion
99 0g: Ogy 1 dg dg;
— = -— == +y= . 1
ot Or dy 1+t x8x+y8y (18)

Proposition 2. (i) For every z € [0,1], the PDE (I8)) with initial conditions gy = go(., ., 2)
has a unique regular (in the sense of Definition[3) solution (t,x,y) — g(x,y,z) defined
on [0,T,) x (0,1)%. Moreover, (t,z,y,2) — g:(x,y,2) is analytic on (0,T.) x (0,1)3.

12



(ii) The solution of the PDE is given by

u,:2) = (Ao, 9.2).) = 1y Tl 2),2) Gl 2, 2). (19
where hy is defined in Proposition [
(iii) We have the alternative expression
w(e.9.2) = s (A0, + 100,9,9) + Go(2) (20)

in the notations of Theorem [1.

Remark 4. Formula (20) will be useful to compute explicit solutions. Indeed, what we aim at
obtaining is the analytic expansion of g;, to extract its coefficients and get (¢;). But assume for
instance that we have found an explicit analytic expression for h;. Substituting it in (I9) will
not provide any explicit power series expansion, since we need to compound gy and h;. That
is when formula (20) comes in handy, since then, one just needs the analytic expansion of hgl)
and h§2) to obtain the expansion of g;. Note however that Gy may be tedious to compute in
general, but since it is a function of z only, it is relevant only when we wish to compute the
concentrations of particles with no arms. Nonetheless, their concentrations can be obtained
thanks to the sytem (), since

m—1
+(0,0,m) ci(1,0,m")es (0,1, m —m 21
e - a : ). (21)
Proof. We will prove the statement in three steps. Fist we will show that a solution has to be
written as in (I9). Next that this formula does provide a solution. Proving formula (20) is then
an easy matter. In all the proof, some z € [0, 1] is fixed.

1. Let Uy = ¢u(.,.,2)71((0,1)?), and consider g; a regular solution of () on [0,7") x (0,1)2.
Fix tg € (0,T) and (z,y) € Uy, and let

(10220 i= (L2101, S (0, 2),5) )

It is easy to see that U, decreases with t, so for t < ¢y, this definition makes sense and we
can differentiate p;. The regularity assumptions on g; are just those needed to allow the
use of Schwarz’s theorem, and an easy computation shows that

. 8291& 1 azgt 1 dgo 829t dgo a29t
p(t) = p(t) - 53—\ 5 752 7.

8x8y 1+t 8 1+t \ 0y Oz Ox 0z0y

b(t) = (t 5(1) 829t _ 1 %@ _ % P91

P2 P 0x8y 1+t 1+t \ Or 0y? Oy O0xdy

for every 0 <t <ty (the partial derivatives of g; are taken at ¢;). This system of linear
differential equations, with initial conditions

990 990
(T ), o) ).

13



has continuous coefficients (see Remark [2]) so it has a unique solution which is given by

(I0). Hence

8Qt dgo

((@(SL’ Y,z )7 ) %(m,y,z)/(l—i—t) ) 2—‘3((@/(1’,];,2),2) = 8—y(x7yvz)/(1+t> (22>

for all (z,y) € U;. Then, it is easy to check that for all (x,y) € Uy, (1) and (I2]) hold.
Replacing (z,y) by hs(z,y, 2) (recall h; : (0,1)? — U, is the right-inverse of ¢;), we finally
obtain (I9)). This shows that the PDE has at most one solution.

. The existence of a solution is now straightforward. Let g; be defined as in (I9]). Because
of the regularity of h; and of gy, g has the required regularity properties. It then suffices
to show that it is actually a solution. To this end, let us first compute

(1(8), palt)) = (ag’f (60), 22 <¢t>)

for some fixed t € [0,7.) and (z,y) € U;. But by differentiating ¢;(¢;) with respect to x
and y, we see that it solves the following system

0¢;" 00" Ogi(dr) t  (9go0g0 990 Pgo
i) 8z +po(t) or ox 14t \ 022 Oy * Ox 0xdy (23)

(t)a@ (t)3¢§2) _ 0glo) _ t (g0 99009

b dy b2 oy ox 1+t \0zdy Oy ' Oz Oy

For t < T,, this linear system has a nonzero determinant, and hence a unique solution,
given by equation (22)). To conclude, let k = ¢:(¢;). On the one hand, thanks to (I9)
and ([22), we have

d 1 9go g0 591&

Ekt = —(1 +t)2 %O—y = (¢t) (¢t)

On the other hand, still with ([22)), we obtain

d dgt % M
dt kt (¢t> + (¢t)

oo <¢t>

dg’f(ast) agt(ast)agt(ast) 8%(@)( —t%@)) 8%»)( agt(ast)).

By using this equality, compounding by h;, and using (22)) again, we finally observe that
g: solves the PDE () for ¢t € [0,T,), (z,y) € (0,1)%

. Let gO(ht(xvyvz)a Z) = f(xayu Z). We have

af  dgo orY 9g, o
r ~ ax A gy Ty e,

Recall that ¢;(h;) = Id, so with the notations of Theorem [I], we get

9y - 9y -
a O(h'ta ) - h’lg2) ) ayo (hta ) - h’lgl)
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Hence, with ¢ = t/(1 + t), we obtain

of _;0h” L7 ohy”
or ' Ox t o ox
F (1) 7 (2)
(@0 )0 452
=q (ht p + hy o + tht .

Integrating this equality gives

f,y, 2) =qhi) (z,y, )P (2,9, 2) — ahi (0, y, 2)h* (0, y, 2)

q (2 (24)
Just in the same way, we can differentiate f(0,y, z) with respect to y, and f(0,0, z) with
respect to z to obtain (20).

O

3.4 Equivalence between the system and the PDE
Smoluchowski’s equation is solved thanks to the PDE (IS]).

Proposition 3. (i) Let (c¢i)wco,r) be a solution to Smoluchowski’s equation, and let g,(x,y, ) =
(cp, x%b2™) be its generating function. Then for all z € [0,1], (t,z,y) = g:(z,y,2) is a

regular solution to the PDE (I8)) on [0,T ATs) x (0,1)2, with initial conditions go(., ., 2).

(ii) Conversely, let (ci(p))pes, t € [0,T) be a family of differentiable functions. Let gi(z,y, z)
be its generating function and assume it is defined for t € [0,T), (z,y) € (0,1)* and
z € 10,1]. Assume that for every z € [0,1], g:(., ., 2) is a reqular solution to the PDE ([I8])
with initial conditions go(.,.,z). Then

e Forallpe S andt e [0,T), c(p) >0,

e (c) is a solution to Smoluchowski’s equation for t € [T'NT.), with initial conditions
Co.

Remark 5. An important feature of this result is that the PDE (I8]) and the system ()
are equivalent only before the critical time (7, or I'y,). A priori, a solution of Smoluchowski’s
equation may be defined after I', but then its generating function may not solve the PDE after
this time. Conversely, a generating function may solve the PDE after T., but its coefficients
may not solve Smoluchowski’s equation after this time. This fact is crucial when we study the
microscopic model. We indeed obtain a family of coefficients whose generating function solves
the PDE (on [0, +00)), but we cannot ensure that they solve Smoluchowski’s equation after 7,
(actually, we believe that they do not).

A preliminary result to the proof is the following. Its proof is exactly the same as the one of
Lemma [TI

15



Lemma 6. Let (c)icor) be a solution to the system

= 2 S POl — e (25)

= 1+t

for p = (a,b,m) € S, with nonnegative initial conditions. Then for all t € [0,T) and p € S,
ci(p) > 0.

Proof of Proposition 3. (i) Take the same notations as in the proposition, part (i). First note
that g is regular according to Remark 2l If one takes f(a,b,m) = x%°2™ in (@), for some
fixed (z,v,2) € (0,1)% x [0, 1], then one gets

d (z,y,2) = 99:99: _ 4 0% _p 0%
dtgt ?y? ax ay ty ay t ax

Recall from Lemma [ that when t < ', A; = B; = 1/(1 +t). Replacing in the equation
above shows that g; solves ([I8) for (z,y) € (0,1)? and 0 <t < T AT

(ii) Take now the notations of the proposition, part (ii).

e For every (z,y,2) € (0,1)3, the series converges normally in ¢. Since g; solves the
PDE (I8), we may write, using the normal convergence and a Cauchy product, that

Gy D) =wly )ty S e S W) / S(P)ea(p\r) ds

p=(a,b,m)€S p’'=p

a b._m a+b
— E d
2%’z /01+ s(p) ds

p=(a,b,m)€S

(26)

for (x,y,2) € (0,1)% and t € [0,T). Identifying the coefficients now shows that (c;)
solves the system (2H)), so the nonnegativity of the ¢;(p)’s follows from Lemma [6

o Lett <T, AT, U, =¢;(.,.,1)((0,1)?), K, = K,(1) = ¢;*(.,.,1)([0,1]?), and recall
from (22)) that since g is a regular solution to (I§]), then for all (x,y) € U,

Ogo 1

0gt .
8—I(¢t(x’y’ 1)7 1) - %(xuyv 1)1—_H7

what we can write

> ac(a,b,m)g (2,y, 1) 07 (w,y, 1) = D aco(a,b,m)a"y’ x

(a,b,m)es (a,b,m)es

1+1 (27)

Note now that since t < T, then ¢(.,.,1) : Ky — [0, 1)? is a homeomorphism, so
U, = K;. Since (1,1) € K;, we can pass to the limit in the equality above when
(x,y) — (1,1). Using monotone convergence and the continuity of ¢;, we obtain

1 1
Z aci(a,b,m) = Z aco(a,b,m) X =—.

(a,b,m)es (a,b,m)es 1+t 1+t
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The same reasoning shows that (b, ¢;) = 1/(1+t) for t < T,.. Hence, we may re-write
([26]) before T, by substituting

b
1j_t:a Z Ve(a,b',m') : 1——i—t:b Z a'ci(a',b',m').
(o’ b ,m!)eS (o’ B, m!)eS

Identifying the coefficients now shows that (¢;) solves Smoluchowski’s equation for
te[0,TNT,).

O

3.5 Existence and uniqueness of a solution
With these results, proving Theorem [I] is now an easy matter.

Proof of theorem [1 1. Let us first prove that I's, = T¢.. Take (¢;(a,b, m))icpo,1) a solution to
the system (II), and g, its generating function. We have

62
879;(1,1,1) = (¢, a® — a),

the left-hand side being understood as a monotone limit. Note that by Lemma Bl (¢;, a)

82%

is bounded by 1, so {(c;, a?) explodes if and only if W(l’ 1,1) explodes. Let us compute
4

the latter. Recall from (22) that for (z,y) € U,

dg,
ox

(60(r,:1),1) = 0 1)/ (1 1)

Differentiating this equality with respect to z, and having (x,y) tend to (1, 1), we obtain

829 8(25(1) a2g a¢(2) a2g
Gz LLDF L LD+ 5o (L1 )= (L1 1) = 5211, D/ +8),
what we write " @
ojon 0, v
1,1,1 1,1,1) = — 2
o WLV F e (WL = 28)
where
0?g 0%g D%g
:825'8(; :<abuco> ) B_W;_<b2_bvc(]> ) 7_8720_<a2_a700>’
By differentiating with respect to y, we get
0¢;" 01" a
1,1 1,1) = —. 2
Gl +e (L) = (29)

Hence a and c verify

1+t —ta —ty ay 1 ¥
—t3 1+t—ta)\c) 1+t \a)’
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so that

_ 0 gs

= w(l, 1, 1) == Z a(a — 1)ct(a’ b’ m) _ Y

(a,b,m)€S (1 +t— ta)2 _ t2”)/ﬁ

This expression is valid as long as ¢t < T, since the determinant of the matrix is then
nonzero. In the same way, we also have

029'*(1 L= 3 b(b—1)ea,b,m) =
ay [ t s Yy

(a,b,m)eS

&
(14t —ta)?—t298

If v or 3 is nonzero, then (c;, a®+b?) — +oo whent — T,,ie. [, =T,. Ify= 3 = 0, then
I'se = +00. But the conditions v = f = 0 and Ay = By = 1 impose ) co(1, 1,m) = 1.
So M =1and T, = +oo =1

. Uniqueness is now easy to obtain: assume (c,gl)) and (c§2)) solve the system [Il on [0,7),
T < T, with initial conditions ¢y. Let g ) and gt ) be their generating functions. Since
I =T, and T < T, then by Proposition 3], for every z € [0, 1], they are regular solutions
to the PDE (I8)) on [0,T) x (0,1)?, with initial conditions go(., ., z). But by Proposition
Fl)lere is ?)unique regular solution to the PDE on [0,T}), so g§1) = g§2) on [0,7), so that
(Ctl ) = (Ct2 ).

. Conversely, for every z € [0,1], let gi(z,y,2), (t,x,y) € [0,T.) x (0,1) be the re-
gular (analytic in (¢,z,y, z)) solution to the PDE (I8) obtained in Proposition 2 In
particular, it is analytic for every t as a function of (z,y,z). Consider ¢(x,y,z) =
Z(a’b’m)e s ci(a,b,m)zy’z™ its power series expansion around 0. Since g solves the PDE
(I8]), it is easy to check that (¢;) solves (25), so by Lemma [0, the coefficients ¢;(p) are
nonnegative. Hence (see e.g. the proof of Berstein’s theorem in [21]) the series actually
converges on (0,1)3. So g; is the generating function of a family (c;) of differentiable
functions, it is defined for (x,y,z2,t) € (0,1)? x [0,1] x [0,7.), and for every z € [0,1]
g(.,.,2) is a regular solution to (I8]) with initial conditions go(.,.,z). By Proposition [2]
this means that (¢;) is a solution to Smoluchowski’s equation with initial conditions c¢g.

. Let us finally prove that the total mass is conserved. Consider ¢y (z,y, 2) = (¢i(x,y, 2), 2),
=1, 1((0,1)3) and K| = +; ([0, 1]3). For (z,y, 2) € U}, we can differentiate g;(¢;(z,y, 2))
with respect to z, and using (22]), we obtain

X, 9,2) = (. ,2).

Now, ¢ is a homeomorphism from K/ to [0,1]?, so U] = K;. But (1,1,1) € K, so we
may pass to the limit when (z,y,2) — (1,1,1) in the equality above, to obtain

dg,
0z

dgo

—(1,1,1) = ER

—(1,1,1),

what precisely means (m, ¢;) = (m, co).
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4 Explicit formulae

We give in this short section some explicit solutions, without giving the full details of the
computations. We will always assume that at time 0, there are only particles of size 1 in the
medium. So given a (finite) measure p on N x N, we assume

CO(aa b> m) = ,U(CL, b)l{mzl}

and as usual (a,cy) = (b,cy) = 1. To obtain the solutions, we need to invert ¢;, what can be
done using the (two-variable) Lagrange inversion formula (a statement is given by Good [13]).
But it is much more involved than the one-dimensional formula, and the expressions it would
provide can hardly be called explicit. Let us however study three easy cases. Only the last one
requires the two-variable formula.

4.1 Particles with one female arm

The first case is when each particle has exactly one female arm, and a number of male arms
distributed according to a measure p;. So

0 if b#1
pla,b) = { pi(a) if b=1

and we will assume that Ay = By = 1, i.e. u; is a probability measure with unit mean. In this
case, we obtain, for every a,b > 0 and m > 1

0 if  b£1

- m-l ~1
ct(a,b,m) t <m+a ),w{m(mjLa—l) R

(1+t)ym+am a

In particular there exists only particles with one female arms, what is physically obvious.
Moreover, the concentration ¢ (a,1,m) is exactly the concentration of particles with a arms
and mass m obtained in the “oriented model” of [2], with initial distribution p;. This is also
natural, since in this case, (a, 1, m)- and (da/, 1, m’)-particles indeed coagulate with rate a + o/,
which is the rate of the oriented model. Note also that T, = 400, like in the oriented model.

4.2 Arms with uniform random genders

In this model, the total number of arms of a particle is chosen according to a measure p;, then
each arm is given a gender independently, with probability 1/2. That is, we let

a+0b\ 1
,u(a,b):,ul(a—l—b)< b )W

We will assume that p; has mean 2, so that Ag = By = 1. Let v(j) = (j + 1)u(j +1). Then we
obtain, for (a,b) # (0,0)

gt b—2)!
e bm) = (m+a+ ) (1/1

1 *Mm
ST mlalh) ) (mratb=2)
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and

111 i\
0. 0.m) = T A 1 (5) (m =2)

provided v1(0) > 0. If T, = +o0, this condition means that 14 # ¢;. In particular, one easily

checks that
>~ alabm) = 2¢" (k,m)

a+b=k

where ¢} (k,m) is the concentration of particles with & arms and mass m in the symmetric
model of [2], with initial arm distribution p;/2. The factor 2 comes from the normalisation: in
our model, the total concentration of arms in the medium is 2, when it is 1 in the symmetric
model. It is also worth stressing the stronger fact that for a,b > 0, we have

Lfa+b\ 1
Ct(aab>m):§< b )Wct(a_l_bam)‘

Hence, at any given time, the distribution of the number of male (or female) arms is still
binomial. So, if at some time we chose to reassign to each arm a gender uniformly and inde-
pendently, and let the system evolve on from this state, no difference would be observed. Or
we could watch a system evolve like the symmetric model starting from an arm distribution
(1/2, and then at some time give the arms a gender uniformly at random and independently.
The evolution afterwards will be the evolution of the sexed model with initial arm distribution
1. Note as before that the critical time is the same than in the symmetric model with initial
distribution /2.

More generally, consider initial concentrations such that for all a,b > 0 p(a, b) = u(b, a), and
the solution (c;)icpo,7,) to Smoluchowski’s equation (). Then it is easy to check (by uniqueness)
that for all t € [0,T¢) ¢i(a,b,m) = ¢;(b,a,m), and that, if we denote

ki(l,m) = Z ci(a,b,m),

a+b=k

then (k:) is governed (up to a factor 1/2) by the symmetric Smoluchowski equation of [2].
Hence, in this case too, ki(I,m) = 2¢;Y" (I, m).

4.3 Particles with one gender

Let us finally consider the more intricate case where at time 0, the arms of each particle have all
the same gender. This is motivated by the idea of ionic bonds: a particle with only male (resp.
female) arms can be considered as a cation (resp. an anion), and cations can only bond with
anions. Hence, consider, for i = 1,2, p; two measures with mean 1 such that p;(0) = ps2(0),
and take

p(a,b) = q pa2(b) if a=0
0 else

and v;(j) = (j+1)ui(j7+1). The two-variable Lagrange inversion formula gives, for (a,b) # (0,0)

m

ce(a,b,m) = (1 + ¢)mtatb=1 (m — k)'klald! .

(k+a—1)3* (m—k—1+b).
k=0
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If we also let

v ove(m) = (m—1)

then, for m > 2,
1 1

m—1(1+1/t)m!
provided v;(0)r2(0) > 0 (which means, if T, = 400, that v, and v, are not d;). In particular,
we see that if T, = 400 and vy, vy # 01, then for m > 2,

0 if (a,b) # (0,0)
ci(a,by,m) — { 1 h_0

m_luloug(m) if a =

Ct(oa 07 m) =

v < I/g(m),

Hence all the arms are used to coagulate. Chemically, this means that there are no more ions
in the medium. The limiting distribution of the sizes is given by (m — 1)~ o ve(m). We
will generalize this fact in the following section, and give a probabilistic interpretation of the
measure vy ¢ vy, Also, if M; is the mean of v;, then M = /MMy and T'=1/(M — 1), or +o0
it M < 1. If g3 = po = p, then the critical time is the same as in the symmetric model with
initial distribution pu.

5 Limiting concentrations and Galton-Watson processes

5.1 Convergence of the concentrations

In this section, we will study the limiting concentrations. Similarly to what happens in the
oriented and symmetric model of [2], we expect the concentrations to converge when the time
tends to +o0, whenever gelation does not occur. Physically, this would mean that the system
converges to a terminal state where all arms have been used (otherwise, further coagulations
“should” occur). This is actually true, and this is an easy consequence of the preceeding results.

Corollary 1. Assume T, = +00, and let (¢;)i>0 be the solution to Smoluchowski’s equation ().

(i) When t — 400, there exists limiting concentrations co(m) such that
ci(a, b,m) = Coo(m)1ia=b=0y
in O'(N x N x N*).

(ii) For z €[0,1), the generating function goo(2) of (Coo(M))m>1 is the antiderivative vanishing
at 0 of
0
T ((2).02(2). 2)

0z 1o

where (h&), hg;)) is characterised by

e = 2 (0 ).42). )

Oy (30)
2 a90 1 2
@) = 2 (hQ),n2(2),2)
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Proof. (i) Since I', = T, = +o00, then () holds for all ¢ > 0, so

Z ci(a,b,m) — 0

(a,6)7#(0,0)

Then, using (21), we get for all ¢ > 0
m—1 t
¢(0,0,m) = ¢0(0,0,m) + Z / cs(1,0,m")es(0,1,m —m') ds
/o

But the integrand is bounded by A;Bs = 1/(1 + s). Hence the integral has a finite limit
when ¢ — +o00, and so does ¢(0,0,m). Finally, (m,¢,) is bounded by Theorem [ and
(m, cx) < 400 by Fatou’s lemma, so the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that

> " 1e0,0,m) = coo(m)] — 0

m>1
and the result follows.

(ii) By ¢'-convergence, we have
go(2) = lim ¢:(0,0,2),

t——+o0

so, using ([3]) and the fact that I:It(l) and lfft(2) are bounded by 1,

It just remains to check that h,gl)(O, 0, z) and h§2)(0, 0, z) do have a limit when ¢t — 4o0.
From their definition (4), they have the same limit (if any) as k,gl)(z) = ﬁgl)(O, 0, z) and
l{;f)(z) = p? (0,0, 2). Now fix Z € [0,1), and consider kY and k) as (continuous) maps
on [0, Z]. But h; is the right-inverse of ¢, so

0 0
5 W@ K@) =K Ve () ) =K B

0
and, since {a® + b* ¢y) < +o0, %(:ﬂ,y,z) has a bounded differential on [0,1]* x [0, Z].

Hence l{:f), and for the same reason klfl), are Lipschitz-continuous on [0, Z], with a constant

independent of t. Ascoli’s theorem thus shows that the families (k;gl)) and (k,gz)), t>0
lie in a compact set (for the uniform topology on [0, Z]). So the family (k;gl), kt(z)) lies in
a compact set, and passing to the limit in (31) shows that any of its limit points solves

B30)). But since T, = +o0, the application

990 990
(l’,y) = (a—y(xu Y, Z)v %(I, Y, Z))

is contracting for every z € [0, Z]. So there is a unique solution to (30), and (klfl), klfz))

converges to this solution.
U
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5.2 Connection with two-type Galton-Watson processes

In [2], Bertoin shows that for monodisperse initial conditions (i.e. co(a,m) = p(a)lym=o
for some measure p) and when gelation does not occur, the limiting concentrations can be
described in terms of Galton-Watson processes. The same kind of analogy is observed in our
case. Precisely, consider a Galton-Watson tree with two genders, constructed as follows. We
start from a male or a female ancestor. It gives birth to a number a of male children, and
a number b of female children, where (a,b) is distributed according to a law p,(a,b) if the
ancestor is a male, pr(a,b) if it is a female. Then each child gives birth to a certain number
of children, distributed according to ., or us, depending on his gender, and so on. Consider
T (ftm, pof) (resp. T (fim, or)) the total population of such a Galton-Watson process, starting
from a female (resp male) ancestor. Let for r € [0,1)

gr(r) =E(") 5 gm(r) =E(@"™)

their generating functions. It is an easy exercise to check that they solve the following system,
where ¢ (resp. ¢,,) is the generating function of pif (resp. fin,)

gm(r) = TQSm(gm(r)agf(T))
{gf(r) = 1¢5(gm(r), gs(r))- (32)

Besides, if T'(f4m, ftf) is the size of a Galton-Watson tree started from a male and a female
ancestor (each tree growing independently), then

P(T (pim, ) = m) = [2"]gm (1) g5 (r), (33)

where [2|h(z) is the coefficient of 2™ in the expansion around 0 of an analytic function h.

Now, let us go back to our study. Assume monodisperse initial conditions, i.e. there is a
finite measure y on N x N such that co(a,b,m) = 1gm—oyp(a,b), and assume T, = +-00. We will
use the same notations as in the previous section. Using (30]), we obtain

To(2) = —h (2)h2)(2),
z

so that for n > 2 )

#lan(2) = —— IO (AD(). (34)
Let
o vy(a,b) = (b+ 1)u(a,b+ 1) the probability measure with generating fuction ¢, := %,
Y
o vs(a,b) = (a+1)u(a+ 1,b) the probability measure with generating fuction ¢y := %
x

(they are probability measures because of the assumption (a, ¢y) = (b, cg) = 1), and consider the
two-type Galton-Watson process as above with these reproduction laws. Because of ([B0) and

B2), (gm, gs) and (hg?, hg?) solve the same equation, which has a unique solution by Corollary

0 so hY = g, K = gs. Hence by ([B3)) and (34)
P(T (v, vg) = m) = [2"h{) (2)h2) (2) = (m = 1)[z™]goo(2) = (m — D)coc(m).

oo o0
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1
Finally, let us call a measure v degenerate if y1 = 61,1y or o = 5(5(270) + 6(0,2)), or pu(a,b) =0

for a # 1, or u(a,b) = 0 for b # 1. We let the reader check (using e.g. Theorem 10.1 in [I16])
that under the assumptions 7, = 400, and ruling out the degenerate cases, 1), (v, vs) and
T (ftm, p1f) are finite a.s., and that the process is supercritical if 7, < 4o0.

Corollary 2. The limiting concentrations verify for m > 2
P(T (v, vf) =m) = (m — 1)coo(m).
Moreover, if p is not degenerate, then T'(vy,,vf) < +00 a.s.

Hence, the law 14 ¢ 15 defined in section 4.4 is the law of the total population of a two-type
Galton Watson process started from one male and one female ancestors, where the males give
birth to females according to the law 15, and the females give birth to males according to the
law 1. In particular, if vy = 15 = v, then vowv is the distribution of the size of a Galton-Watson
tree with reproduction law v and starting from two ancestors. So we get (what is not obvious
from the formula for ¢), that for m > 2

Vo v(m) = %y*m(m _9).

This corollary answers another question about gelation. By Theorem [I the total mass (m, ¢;)
is conserved as time passes, so gelation does not occur before T,.. But if T, = 400, it may occur
at infinity: some mass may be lost then. For monodisperse initial conditions, Corollary 2l proves
that this cannot happen, except in the degenerate cases. Denote indeed C; = (¢, 1). Because of
the ¢!-convergence in Corollary [, Cy — 3 coo(m), and Equation () yields Cy; = Cy —t/(1+t).

Hence
Co—1= ch(m).

m>1

So, whenever  is not degenerated, Corollary 2 gives

ST meslm) = D7 ((m = eam) + eselm)) = P(T (s pig) < +00) + 3 esclm)

(a,b,m)es (a,bm)es

=1+ eu(m)=1+Cy—1=Cy,

which is precisely the total mass at time 0. For the degenerate cases, we can get explicit
expressions for the concentrations, and these show that the mass at infinity is 0.

6 Microscopic model

6.1 Notations and preliminary results

The goal of this section is to construct a sequence of random processes modeling the coagulation
of particles with male and female arms. We will start with n particles (and then let n — +00).
Let us first set some notations.

e Recall S =N x N x N*,
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[0,n] = {0,...,n}.

M > 0 is a fixed real number. The number of arms and the total mass are assumed to
grow at most like Mn (see the definition of E,).

e For p = (a,b,m) € S and p' = (d/,b/,m’) € S, we will denote p.p’ = a’b+ al/ the rate of
coagulation, and pop’' = (a+a’ —1,b+ 8 — 1, m +m’) the type of the particle resulting
from such a coagulation.

e The sequence of the number of p-particles is an element of

E,={Ne€[0,n]®, >  (a+b+m)N(a,bm)<Mn

(a,b,m)eS
which is a finite set.

e —F, is a subset of
n

E=¢Cel0,1% Y  (a+b+m)C(a,bm)<M
(a,b,m)es

An element of E represents the sequence of concentrations of p-particles. E is a metric
space endowed with the distance

d(g(l)’ 0(2)) _ Z ‘C(l)(p) —_c® (p)} ‘

peS

e We will call C-convergence the compact convergence (i.e. uniform convergence on every
compact set) for functions from R* to E.

e D([0,+00), H) is the space of cadlag functions from [0,400) to a metric space (H,d),
endowed with the Skorokhod distance. We will call S-convergence the convergence for
Skorokhod’s distance. For the basic facts about Skorokhod distance for functions with
value in a (complete separable) metric space, see [§].

It is easy to check the following result.
Lemma 7. (E,d) is a compact metric space. In particular, it is a Polish space.

We will also need the following result about tightness of probability measures on D([0, +00), H)
(cf [8] or [18]).

Lemma 8. Let (H,d) be a Polish space and (Y ™),>o a sequence of processes on D([0, +00), H),
defined on their respective probability space (", A", P"). Let P™ be the law of Y™, and Pt(")
the law of Y;("). Then the sequence (P,) is tight if and only if

1. There is a dense subset T of R* such that for everyt € T, (Pt(n))nzo is tight.
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2. For every N >0, a >0, € >0, there exists a 6 > 0 such that

limsup P, (w € Q" wN (Y™ (w),8) > o) <e

where, forY € D(]0,400), H)
w(Y,6) := inf max sup d(V;,Y;)

nells tiem t; <s<t<tji1
IIs being the set of all subdivisions 0 =ty < t; < --- < t, = N of [0, N] such that
ti+1 — tl Z 1) fOT all 1.

6.2 Model

Let us now introduce the model. Informally, we consider a finite number n of particles with
integer mass, and assume that at time 0, the total mass of the system plus the total number of
arms is less than Mn. Then, each pair formed of a p-particle and of a p’-particle may coagulate
with rate %p.p’ , independently of the other pairs, to form a p o p’-particle, that is, the time one
has to wait to see them coagulate is exponential with parameter %p.p’ . In other words, assume
the system in in the state 1 at a given time, that is n € F,, and n(p) is the number of p-particles.
There are n(p)n(p’) (or n(p)(n(p) — 1) if p = p’) pairs formed of a p-particle and of a p’-particle.
Let
n_ [ sppn(p)n() if p#p
SUTZE G i N
We set independently on each couple (p,p’) an exponential clock with parameter A, (p,p’) (an
exponential random variable with parameter 0 is assumed to be a.s. infinite). There is a.s. one
and only clock which rings first. If it is the clock on the couple (p,p’), then the system jumps
to the state n + A, where
App(p) =Bpp(p) = —1 if p#p
Apy(p) = —2 if p=yp
A, y(pop) =+1.

Then restart the construction afresh from the new state. Note that only finitely many 7(p) are
nonzero, so the first jump occurs after an exponential time with parameter

Ay = Z Ay(p D) < +o0.
p,p'ES

We will consider the Markov chain constructed according to this rule. That is, we fix for every
n>1

e An element XO(") of E,, which is the initial number of particles.

e A pure-jump Markov process X (™ on E,,, defined on some probability space (", A", P"),
starting from Xén), and with generator

Gfm) = > (f(n+2pp) = F)A(p. )
(p,p")€S?

for every bounded function f : FE,, — R. The construction of such a process is obvious
since F,, is finite.
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e The rescaled and time-changed process

Note that C™ is a pure-jump Markov process on %En C F, starting from C’én) = Xé") /n, and

with generator
6= (1 (n+ 28) = 1) A0

(p,p')€S?

where ]
A (0, 0) = A (p,7).

The law P, of the process C™ is a probability measure on ([0, +00), E). We will prove that
the sequence (P,) is tight, and that for every limit point P, and almost every process (C})
with law P, (C}) solves some system, which is Smoluchowski’s equation ([Il) before the critical
time. Because of the uniqueness of such a solution, this will show that (P,) itself converges
to the solution of Smoluchowski’s equation before the critical time. The proof of tightness is
analoguous to the one in [I7], up to some slight modifications.

6.3 Tightness
Lemma 9. The sequence (P,),>0 is tight.

Proof. We will use Lemma B For t > 0, let P/ be the law of C\™, which is a probability
measure on F. Since E is compact by Lemma [, the tightness of the sequence (Pt(n))nzo is
obvious.

Now, C™ is a pure-jump procees on %En C E, with generator G™. Hence, when the
process is in the state n, then the time before the next jump is exponential with parameter

A =" A (p, p) (Z np-p'n(p)n(p') — Zp-pn(p)>

p,p'€S p,p’'€S pES

and, since n € E, )\7(7") < M?n = cn. Now take N > 0, 8> 0, € > 0, and let § > 0 such that
N = 6l for some [ € N*, and 3cde/ < 1. Consider the partition tp =0 <t; =0 < --- < t;, =
A=Nof [0,N]. Let Z;:== sup d(C™,C™) for 0 <i <1—1. Then

t; <s<t<tit1

P, (w™(C™ §) > ) <P, ( max Z; > B) < loingl}ilpn(Zi > ).

0<i<l—

ha ,C(" ), is 3/n. Hence, if Z; > (3, then the process has
jumped more than k := [Sn/3] := [¢'n] times between t; and t;,1 (where [x] is the first integer
strictly greater than x). If Sy if the time of the k-th jump, the Markov property tell us that

But the size of a jump, that is d(C

P, (Z; > B) < Pa(Si < 0).
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But Sj, is the sum of k£ independent exponential random variables, with parameter smaller than
cn. So, if S} is the sum of k independent exponential random variables with parameter cn (on
a probability space (€2, A,P)), then Sy is stochastically dominated by S}, that is

P, (S, < §) < P(S, < §).

To conclude, note that the last term is the probability that a Poisson process with parameter
cn jumps more than k times on [0, 6]. Hence

- 5 Cn(S)k—H (cné) [¢'n]+1
< cnd Cn < —
PSk = 9) Z = (k+1)!  ([dn] +1)!

i>k

and Stirling’s formula shows that this tends to zero for (c¢de/c’) < 1. O

6.4 Convergence

In this section, we prove the convergence of C™ to a process solving the system (25), and
deduce that it solves Smoluchowski’s equation (II) before T..

Proposition 4. Assume that the following convergences in distribution hold

e For everyp € S, C’én) (p) — co(p) for some non random co(p) > 0,

e Y aC(a,b,m)—1,

(a,b,m)es

o > bC(a,b,m) - 1.
(a,b,m)eS
Let P be a limit point of (P,), and let (¢;) be a process with law P. Then a.s. (¢;) solves the
system (28), with initial conditions (co).

In the following proofs, we take a subsequence of (C™) which converges in law to some
possibly random ¢ € D([0, +00), E). For notational simplicity, we will assume that (C™) itself
tends to c¢. Since F is compact, it is separable, and hence, so is D([0, +00), E). Skorokhod’s
representation theorem (cf e.g. [8]) now allows us to assume that the C™ are defined on the
same probability space (€2, F,P), that C™ — ¢ a.s. (that is, for almost every w € €, the
function C™(w) tends to c(w) for Skorokhod’s distance), and that in the statement, there is
a.s. convergence. We will also constantly use the fact that for every bounded Borel function
f: E — R, the processes

t
o — i~ / GMfF(CM) ds = M™ (35)

0

and
(a7)" - / (GO(FA(C) = 2f(C)GM F(CI)) ds (36)

are martingales. Note also that if f : ' — R is “linear”, then for all n € £

Zf p) D-DN(D Zf p) 1(P) (37)

pp 'es pes
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and that

(E() 26 1) () = o ( S T @ P a3 f <Ap,p>2n<p>p.p> (39)

p,p'€S pES
We will also need the following convergence result.

Lemma 10. Let
AP = N aC™(abm)  and  B™ = ST bC™(a,b,m).

(a,b,m)esS (a,b,m)eS
Then (A™) and (B™) C-converge a.s. tot v+ 1/(1+1).

Proof. Obviously, we cannot pass to the limit immediately in these expressions. So consider
the maps from F to R: C' — (a,C) and C — (b, C), which are measurable and bounded (by
M). By (B3], there are martingales M and M? such that

t t
A = A — / AMBM ds + MM B =BV ~ / AMBW ds+ M. (39)
0 0

Now, (36) and (B8) show that the quadratic variation of M* (™) verifies

t 2
(MA) < l/ A,B, ds < MF

n Jo n

2
E << sup MtA’(")) ) — 0
0<t<T

for all T > 0. Hence there is a subsequence of (M%) which C-converges a.s. to 0. In par-
ticular, it S-converges. For notational simplicity, we will assume that (A/4(™) itself converges.
For the same reason, we may assume that (M? () also S-converges a.s. to 0.

Now, note that the proof of Lemma [ still works for (A™), since the size of its jumps is
bounded by 1/n. So (A™) is tight, and by Prokhorov’s theorem, this means that for almost
every w € Q, (A™(w)),>o lies in a compact of D([0, +o0), E) (actually, this is a consequence
of the proof of Lemma 9, and we do not need this implication of Prokhorov’s theorem). The
same works for (B™), so we can find Q' C Q with P(€') = 1, such that for every w € €V,
Cp(w) = c(w) (for Skorokhod’s distance), M4 (w) — 0 and M5 (w) — 0 (compactly), and
(A™(w))ps0 and (B™(w)),>o lie in a compact.

Next, fix w € €, and let us find the limit of (A™(w), B™(w)) (for the product topology
— which is not Skorokhod’s topology on D([0, +00), £?)). Since it lies in a compact set, it is
enough to show that it has only one limit point. So assume (A (w), B™(w)) converges to

By Doob’s inequality,

some (A, B). Then (AE") (w)) converges to A; for every t € K, the set of continuity points of
A. But A is cadlag, so it has only countably many points of discontinuity, and hence K¢ has
Lebesgue-measure 0. Hence (A™(w)) converges to A Lebesgue-a.s., and ditto for (B™ (w)).
Also, (A™(w)) and (B™(w)) are bounded by M, so using dominated convergence in (39) and

recalling that A{"” (w) and B (w) — 1 by assumption, we obtain

t t
At =1- / ASBS dS X Bt =1 —/ ASBS dS.
0 0

29



Hence

1
Ay=B = —.
R T
Finally there is only one limit point to (A™(w), B™(w)). So (A™(w)) and (B™(w)) both
S-converge to t — 1/(1 + t), and, since this function is continuous, they C-converge. O

Remark 6. As pointed out in the proof, the convergence of A™ and B™ to the actual number
of arms

A = Z aci(a, b, m) and B, = Z be(a, b, m)

(a,b,m)es (a,bym)es

is not obvious. There is no such problem for a strictly sublinear coagulation rate (as in Jeon’s
proof [17]). In our (linear) case, we prove below that this convergence holds before the critical
time (we also refer to Norris [23] for general sublinear rates in a model with no arms). In fact,

if there is a solution (¢;) to (Il) defined after T, we believe that A" and B™ do not converge
to A; and By after T, (and that this number of arms is then stricly lesser than 1/(1+¢)). This
would suggest that T, is actually a gelation time: some of the arms are lost in a “gel” (a particle
with an infinite mass and infinitely many arms).

Proof of Proposition[). 1. Take some py = (ag, by, mg) € S, and let for C' € D([0, +00), E),
f(C) = C(po). According to (35,

t
) (po) — C(po) — / GO F(C) ds = Mo (40)
0

is a martingale. Note also that for p,p’ € S, f(A,,) is 0, except if p or p’ or po p' is po.
Hence, it is easy to check using (BH) that

GOFO0) == 3OO popor + 5 3 p-ro\D)C B)C (p0\p)
pES P=po
(41)

- % Z J(Bpp) Cén) (p)-

peS

The last term is due to the difference between A, (p,p’) when p # p’ and when p =p’. In
any case, it tends to 0 uniformly on R™ and uniformly in py.

2. Let us now study the martingale term. By Doob’s inequality, we have for every T" > 0

2 2
E (( sup Mf@‘"’) ) < 4E <(M;:0’(">) )
0<t<T

and by (36)), this last term is
T
E ( / (G 2 —2fGM £)(C™) ds) .
0

But by ([B8), and since f(A,,) < M for all p,p’ € S, then (G™ f? — 2fG™ f) (i) <

M*/n, so that
2
E (( sup Mfo’(")) ) — 0.
0<t<T

30



Hence, there is a subsequence of (MP() which a.s. converges to 0 uniformly on R*. For
notational simplicity, we will now assume that (MPo:(™) itself C-converges to 0. Using
the diagonal method, we may as well assume that (A7) C-converges to 0 for every
po € S.

. We have already seen in the proof of Lemma [J that d(Ct("), C’t(f)) < 3/n a.s. Hence
+00
/ e *(sup d(Xy, X;-)A1)ds -0 as.
0 0<t<s

This is enough to ensure that ¢ is almost surely continuous (cf [§]), so C™ actually C-
converges to c. From the definition of d, it is also obvious that C'™(p) C-converges to
c(p) for every p € S.

. With these results, we may now pass to the limit in (40) and (#I)). Write () in the form
1
G F(CM) = —ay(s) + §B"(8> + €,(s).

Equation (40)) shows that
t 1 t t
C ) =€)~ [ ants)ds 5 [ aus)ast [ elshds e (a2
0 0 0

By Point 3, C't(") (po) C-converges a.s. to c¢(pp). C’én) (po) tends to co(po) by assumption.
Bn(t) is a finite sum, so

Bu(t) = > p-(po\p)C () (po\p)

compactly. Finally, note that

Oén(S) :Cs(n) (p(]) ap Z ngn) (CL, b7 m) + bO Z ann) (a7 bv m)

(a,b,m)esS (a,b,m)esS
=C" (po)(agB{™ + by A™).

By Lemma [0, A™ and B™ converge compactly to ¢ — 1/(1 + t), so

b
lim a,(s) o

i an(s) = = cs(po) - as.

compactly. Since these are all compact convergences, we can pass to the limit in (42), for
all po € S. This readily shows that (¢(p)) solves (25), with initial conditions (co).
O

Theorem 2. Assume the same hypothesis as in Proposition[{], and assume as well

Z (a® + b*)co(a, b,m) < +oo.

(a,bm)es

Let T, be defined as in Definition[2. Then (Ct("))te[o,Tc) converges (in distribution) to the unique
solution of Smoluchowski’s equation ().
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Remark 7. Obviously, convergence has to be understood with respect to Skorokhod’s topology
on [0,7) (which is the trace topology of Skorokhod’s topology on [0, +00)). In particular the

sequence of the laws of (C’t("))te[o,T) is tight.

Proof. Let @), be the law of (Ct(n))te[(],’]"c). The sequence (@Q,) is tight. Let @ one of its limit
points, and let ¢ a process with law (. By Proposition @] above, ¢ solves a.s. the system (25,
with initial conditions (c¢g). Now, let g;(x,y, z) the (a priori random) generating function of
c. It is easy to see that g is well defined for (¢,z,y,2) € [0,7.) x (0,1)? x [0,1], and that
g+(., ., z) is regular for every z € [0,1]. Moreover, we see as in the proof of Proposition B that
for every z € [0, 1], ¢:(.,.,2) solves the PDE ([I8)) with initial conditions (z,y) — go(z,y,2) =
> co(a, b,m)z®yz™. Hence by Proposition B, (c;) solves Smoluchowski’s equation [ until 7.
But by Theorem [I], there is a unique solution to this equation on [0, T.). Hence there is a unique
limit point to (Q,), so the sequence itself converges to the solution of Smoluchowski’s equation
on [0, 7). O
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