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Abstract

By studying scattering Lie groups and their associated Lie algebras, we introduce a new method
for the characterisation of collision invariants for physical scattering families associated to smooth,
convex hard particles in the particular case that the collision invariant is of class C 1. This work
extends that of Saint-Raymond and Wilkinson (Communications on Pure and Applied Mathemat-
ics (2018), 71(8), pp. 1494-1534), in which the authors characterise collision invariants only in
the case of the so-called canonical physical scattering family. Indeed, our method extends to the
case of non-canonical physical scattering, whose existence was reported in Wilkinson (Archive
for Rational Mechanics and Analysis (2020), 235(3), pp. 2055-2083). Moreover, our new method
improves upon the work in Saint-Raymond andWilkinson as we place no symmetry hypotheses on
the underlying non-spherical particles which make up the gas under consideration. The techniques
established in this paper also yield a new proof of the result of Boltzmann for collision invariants
of class C 1 in the classical case of hard spheres.

1 Introduction
The characterisation of collision invariants is a fundamental result in the theory of the Boltzmann
equation. Knowledge of the structure of all collision invariants allows one to characterise all equilibria
of the Boltzmann equation, and facilitates the analysis of both the linear and non-linear Boltzmann
equations, amongst other aspects of their analysis. In the case of hard sphere particles, the problem
has a long history: we refer the reader to the monograph of Cercignani, Illner and Pulvirenti ([6],
Chapter 3.1) for details thereon. However, the study of the case of hard non-spherical particles is
much more recent and less well understood. We recall that a Lebesgue-measurable map � ∶ ℝ3 → ℝ
is said to be a collision invariant for physical hard sphere scattering if and only if it satisfies the
functional equation

�(v′n) + �(v
′
n) = �(v) + �(v)

for L 3-almost every v, v ∈ ℝ3 and H -a.e. n ∈ S2, where v′n, v′n ∈ ℝ3 denote the n-dependent
binary scattering velocity variables defined by

{

v′n ∶= v − ((v − v) ⋅ n)n,

v′n ∶= v + ((v − v) ⋅ n)n,
(1)

whileL 3 andH denote the Lebesgue measure onℝ3 and the Hausdorffmeasure onS2, respectively.
Without loss of generality, the unbarred velocity variables denote those of a sphere centred at the
origin, whilst the barred velocity variables denote those of the other sphere at collision: see Figure
1 for an illustration. The unit vector n ∈ S2, which we call the collision parameter, represents the
direction of the vector connecting the centres of mass of the two congruent hard spheres at collision,
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specifically directed from the centre of the unbarred particle to that of the barred. It is well known
that a collision invariant is necessarily of the shape

�(v) = a + b ⋅ v + c|v|2

for L 3-a.e. v ∈ ℝ3, for some constants a, c ∈ ℝ and some constant b ∈ ℝ3. On an intuitive level, a
collision invariant is a linear combination of the mass, the components of the linear momentum and
the kinetic energy of a given hard sphere. The proof of this result has been achieved under various
hypotheses on the regularity of the collision variant� by Boltzmann [4], Grönwall [9], Cercignani [5],
and Arkeryd [1], among others. A large variety of techniques spans the work of the aforementioned
authors. However, techniques from group theory can be employed to help in unifying their efforts.
Indeed, as was noted recently in Saint-Raymond and Wilkinson [13], at the heart of the problem of
characterisation of collision invariants lies the following problem of group theory:
Problem 1.1. Suppose q ≥ 2. Given a strict subset U ⊂ O(q), find the topological closure of the
matrix group generated by U .

For instance, in [13] for the case of hard spheres, q = 3 and U ⊂ O(3) is the set of collision
parameter-dependent reflection matrices given by

U ∶= {I − 2n ⊗ n ∈ O(3) ∶ n ∈ S2},

whose closure in the sense above is the whole orthogonal groupO(3). Section 2 below provides detail
on this claim. In this article, following the work of [13], we continue the study of collision invariants
for the case of convex non-spherical particles. We introduce a new method for the characterisation of
collision invariants, one which is centred on finding the Lie algebra associated to so-called (minimal)
scattering Lie groups. In particular, in the new case of what we term non-canonical scattering, we
show that collision invariants ' of class C 1 are necessarily of the form

' = function of orientation + linear function of linear momentum
+ linear function of kinetic energy. (2)

We invite the reader to consult Theorem 1.10 for a precise statement of our main result. Unlike the
work in [13], our results in this article do not impose any symmetry constraints on the underlying
convex hard particles. Moreover, our results hold for all convex hard particles, not simply those
which are strictly convex. In this article, we focus primarily on the case of convex hard particles in
2-dimensions to illustrate our method for the characterisation of collision invariants. We consider the
case of all possible physical scattering for 2- and 3-dimensional convex hard particles in future work.

1.1 Non-spherical Particles and Non-uniqueness of Physical Scattering
The case of physical hard sphere dynamics without rotation is significantly simpler than that of non-
spherical particles, as there is only one way by which one can resolve a collision between two hard
spheres so that momentum (both linear and angular) and kinetic energy are conserved. In particular,
using the terminology of [15], there is a unique physical scattering family in the case of hard spheres
without rotation. Let us review some elementary facts on the case of hard spheres, before we progress
to the case of binary non-spherical particle systems.

1.1.1 Scattering of Spherical Particles

We assume without loss of generality that the centre of mass of the sphere represented by unbarred
variables lies at the origin in ℝ3 at collision, and also that both spheres are of unit diameter and of
unit mass. For a given fixed collision parameter n ∈ S2, the scattering velocity variables v′n and v′nare assumed to obey the conservation of linear momentum, i.e.

v′n + v
′
n = v + v, (3)
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Figure 1: A collision configuration of two hard spheres B and B in ℝ3, each of which is congruent
to a given reference set B∗ ∶= {y ∈ ℝ3 ∶ |y| ≤ 1

2}. The collision parameter n ∈ S2 represents the
direction from the centre of mass of the unbarred sphere to that of the barred.

as well as the the conservation of angular momentum (with respect to a point of measurement a ∈ ℝ3)
given by

− a × v′n + (n − a) × v
′
n = −a × v + (n − a) × v, (4)

together with the conservation of kinetic energy
|v′n|

2 + |v′n|
2 = |v|2 + |v|2 (5)

for all v, v ∈ ℝ3. Moreover, in order that the hard spheres do not interpenetrate following collision,
the scattering velocity variables must also satisfy the inequality

(v′n − v
′
n) ⋅ n ≥ 0 (6)

whenever the velocity variables v, v ∈ ℝ3 satisfy the collision parameter-dependent condition (v −
v) ⋅ n ≤ 0. For given v, v ∈ ℝ3 and n ∈ S2, the semi-algebraic system (in the sense of real algebraic
geometry: see Bochnak, Coste and Roy [3]) comprising (3)–(6) admits a unique solution v′n, v′n ∈ ℝ3
given by (1) above. We also remark in passing that the n-dependent smooth diffeomorphism of ℝ6
effected by the transformation

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

v1
v2
v3
v1
v2
v3

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

↦

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

v′n,1
v′n,2
v′n,3
v′n,1
v′n,2
v′n,3

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

(7)

admits a Jacobian determinant of −1. This important consequence of the conservation laws yields, in
particular, the well-knownH-theorem for the Boltzmann equation: see ([6], Chapter 3.4), for instance.

The case of non-spherical particles is in stark contrast to that of non-rotational hard spheres, as
there are infinitely-many ‘smooth’ ways by which to resolve a collision between two convex non-
spherical hard particles. Notably, the analogous −1-determinant property for the change of variables
(7) in the case of non-spherical particles is not a consequence of the algebraic conservation laws of
classical physics. Indeed, in Wilkinson [15], it was shown that even if one assumes the assignment
(7) of ‘pre-’ to ‘post-collisional’ velocity variables to be a linear map on Euclidean space, the con-
servation of linear momentum, angular momentum and kinetic energy are insufficient to guarantee
the uniqueness of physical scattering for non-spherical hard particle dynamics.
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Figure 2: A collision configuration of two compact, convex subsets P and P of ℝ3, each of which
is congruent to a given reference set P∗. The matrices R,R ∈ SO(3) represent the orientations of
the two hard particles, n ∈ S2 represents the direction vector connecting the centre of mass of the
unbarred particle to that of the barred, and d� > 0 denotes the distance of closest approach (8).

1.1.2 Scattering for Non-spherical Particles

It requires some effort to set up the framework within which collision invariants for non-spherical hard
particle scattering can be defined. In order to articulate the above claims more precisely, we consider
the collision between two hard particles P and P, each of which is congruent to a given compact,
convex set P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 termed the reference particle, whose boundary surface )P∗ is a differentiable
manifold of class C 1, i.e. P and P are represented as

P = RP∗ and P = RP∗ + d�n,

where � = (n,R,R) ∈ S2×SO(3)×SO(3) denotes the collision parameter for non-spherical particles,
and d� > 0 denotes the so-called distance of closest approach given by

d� ∶= min
{

d > 0 ∶ card(RP∗ ∩ (RP∗ + dn)) = 0
}

. (8)
We refer the reader to Figure 2 for an illustration of a collision configuration and its associated colli-
sion parameters. In what follows, we write m > 0 and J ∈ ℝ3×3 to denote the mass and the inertia
matrix of the reference particle P∗, respectively, namely

m ∶= ∫P∗
dy and J ∶= ∫P∗

(

|y|2I − y ⊗ y
)

dy.

Analogous to the case of hard spheres, we seek scattering linear velocities v′� , v′� ∈ ℝ3 and angular
velocities !′� , !′� ∈ ℝ3 which obey the conservation of linear momentum

mv′� + mv
′
� = mv + mv, (9)

the conservation of angular momentum (with respect to a point of measurement a ∈ ℝ3) given by
−ma × v′� + RJR

T!′� + m(d�n − a) × v
′
� + RJR

T
!′�

= −ma × v + RJRT! + m(d�n − a) × v + RJR
T
!,

(10)

as well as the conservation of kinetic energy
m|v′� |

2 + RJRT!′� ⋅ !
′
� + m|v

′
� |
2 + RJR

T
!′� ⋅ !

′
�

= m|v|2 + RJRT! ⋅ ! + m|v|2 + RJR
T
! ⋅ !

(11)
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for all given v, v ∈ ℝ3 and !,! ∈ ℝ3. Assuming that the underlying dynamics of P and P is both
left- and right-differentiable at all points of the real line, it can be shown that

d
dt+

|

|

|

|t=�
F (x(t), x(t), R(t), R(t)) ≥ 0 and d

dt−

|

|

|

|t=�
F (x(t), x(t), R(t), R(t)) ≤ 0, (12)

where F ∶ ℝ3 ×ℝ3 × SO(3) × SO(3)→ ℝ is the auxiliary function defined by
F (x, x, R,R) ∶= |x − x|2 − d2

(n(x,x),R,R)
,

with n(x, x) ∈ S2 given by
n(x, x) ∶= x − x

|x − x|

for any x, x ∈ ℝ3 with x ≠ x, and � ∈ ℝ is any time for which F (x(�), x(�), R(�), R(�)) = 0. The
reader will note that the auxiliary function F can be used to determine the admissible phase space for
the dynamics of the two congruent hard particles P and P. For example, if we define

P(x,R) ∶= RP∗ + x

for x ∈ ℝ3 and R ∈ SO(3), and the reference particle P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 is the special case of a compact,
strictly-convex set, it holds that

card(P(x,R) ∩ P(x,R)) = 0 ⟺ F (x, x, R,R) > 0,

while
card(P(x,R) ∩ P(x,R)) = 1 ⟺ F (x, x, R,R) = 0.

As a consequence of the above inequalities (12), it can be shown under the aforementioned regularity
criterion on the underlying particle dynamics that the scattering velocity variables v′� , v′� , !′� , !′� ∈
ℝ3 necessarily satisfy the inequality

d�n ⋅ (v
′
� − v

′
�) − ∇S2d�(I + n ⊗ n)(v′� − v

′
�)

−d�DRd�R ∶ Ω′� − d�DRd�R ∶ Ω
′
� ≥ 0

(13)

whenever v, v, !, ! ∈ ℝ3 satisfy the inequality
d�n ⋅ (v − v) − ∇S2d�(I + n ⊗ n)(v − v)

−d�DRd�R ∶ Ω − d�DRd�R ∶ Ω ≤ 0,
(14)

where DRd� and DRd� denote the derivatives of d� with respect to its R- and R-arguments, respec-
tively. For given collision parameter �, we refer to any collection of velocities which obey (14) as
pre-collisional velocities, whilst any collection obeying (13) as post-collisional velocities.

Unlike the case of hard spheres, for given v, v, !, ! ∈ ℝ3 and given � ∈ S2 ×SO(3) × SO(3), the
semi-algebraic system comprised of (9)–(13) above does not admit a unique solution v′� , v′� , !′� , !′� ∈
ℝ3. In particular, the −1-Jacobian determinant property of the scattering map in the case of hard
spheres, which is important for its role in the H-theorem, is not a consequence of the algebraic laws
of classical mechanics (9)–(11) together with the semi-algebraic conditions (13)–(14). Therefore, mo-
tivated by the H-theorem in the case of hard spheres, if one assumes in addition that the �-dependent

5



map on ℝ12 defined pointwise by
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

v1
v2
v3
v1
v2
v3
!1
!2
!3
!1
!2
!3

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

↦

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

v′�,1
v′�,2
v′�,3
v′�,1
v′�,2
v′�,3
!′�,1
!′�,2
!′�,3
!′�,1
!′�,2
!′�,3

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

(15)

is a smooth diffeomorphism of ℝ12 with Jacobian determinant −1, then it can be shown (see [15])
that there exist infinitely-many maps (15) which are both linear and which satisfy the semi-algebraic
system (9)–(13). As such, in the case of non-spherical hard particles, the notion of collision invariant
depends on the choice of scattering, and is not a priori independent thereof.

It will be helpful to establish some notation moving forward. In what follows, we shall employ
the variable V ∈ ℝ12 to denote the concatenated velocity variable

V =

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

v
v
!
!

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

,

where v, v, !, ! ∈ ℝ3, as well as V ′� ∈ ℝ12 to denote the collision parameter-dependent scattering
variable

V ′� =

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

v′�
v′�
!′�
!′�

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

.

We conclude this discussion with a definition which redresses the above objects in a framework more
amenable to the techniques employed in this article.
Definition 1.2 (Physical ScatteringMap). Suppose the collision parameter � ∈ S2×SO(3)×SO(3) is
given, and suppose further that the reference particle P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 is a compact, convex set with boundary
manifold )P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 of class C 1. We say that a map �� ∶ ℝ12 → ℝ12 is a physical scattering map if
and only if it is a classical solution of the Jacobian PDE given by

detD��[V ] = −1

for all V ∈ ℝ12, and in addition is subject to the algebraic constraints
��[V ] ⋅ Êi = V ⋅ Êi

as well as
��[V ] ⋅ �

(i)
� = V ⋅ �(i)�

for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and
|M��[V ]|2 = |MV |2
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for all V ∈ ℝ12, where

Ê1 ∶=
1
√

2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

1
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

, Ê2 ∶=
1
√

2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0
1
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

and Ê3 ∶=
1
√

2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0
0
1
0
0
1
0
0
0
0
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

together with

�(1)� ∶=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0
0
0
0

md�"1j2nj
md�"1j3nj
R1jJjkRTk1
R1jJjkRTk2
R1jJjkRTk3
R1jJjkR

T
k1

R1jJjkR
T
k2

R1jJjkR
T
k3

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

, �(2)� ∶=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0
0
0

md�"2j1nj
0

md�"2j3nj
R2jJjkRTk1
R2jJjkRTk2
R2jJjkRTk3
R2jJjkR

T
k1

R2jJjkR
T
k2

R2jJjkR
T
k3

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

and �(3)� ∶=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0
0
0

md�"3j1nj
md�"3j2nj

0
R3jJjkRTk1
R3jJjkRTk2
R3jJjkRTk3
R3jJjkR

T
k1

R3jJjkR
T
k2

R3jJjkR
T
k3

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

where "ijk denotes the Levi-Cevita symbol, andM ∈ ℝ12×12 denotes the block mass-inertia matrix
given by

M ∶=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

√

mI 0 0 0
0

√

mI 0 0
0 0

√

J 0
0 0 0

√

J

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

Moreover, themap �� is also subject to the half-spacemapping property that ��[V ]⋅N� ≥ 0whenever
V ⋅N� ≤ 0, whereN� ∈ ℝ12 is the vector

N� ∶=

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

−d�n� + ∇S2d� − n� ⊗ n�∇S2d�
d�n� − ∇S2d� + n� ⊗ n�∇S2d�

d�T (DRd�RT )

d�T (DRR
T
)

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

,

and T ∶ A↦ T (A) maps ℝ3×3 to ℝ3 pointwise as

T (A) ∶=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

A32 − A23
A13 − A31
A21 − A12

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

for all A ∈ ℝ3×3.
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Remark 1.3. As the above definition indicates, in all that follows, we suppress the dependence of a
given scattering map �� on the reference particle P∗ that was used to construct it.

With this definition in place, if �� is a physical scattering map for all collision parameters � ∈
S2 × SO(3) × SO(3), we say that the collection

{��}�∈S2×SO(3)×SO(3)

is a physical scattering family. In terms of this definition, under the assumption that the scattering
map is linear, i.e. �� is of the form

��[V ] = S�V

for some matrix S� ∈ ℝ12×12 and all V ∈ ℝ12, the algebraic conservation laws take the form
ST� Êi = Êi

together with
ST� �

(i)
� = �(i)�

for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and
|MS�M

−1V |2 = |V |2

for all V ∈ ℝ12. With the definitions of physical scattering maps and families in place, we can
phrase the non-uniqueness result of [15] as the statement that if the reference particle P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 is a
compact, convex set with boundary manifold of class C 1, for any fixed collision parameter � there
exist infinitely-many matrices R� ∈ ℝ12×12 such that the matrix S� ∶=M−1R�M effects a physical
scattering map on ℝ12. We are now in a position to define what we mean by a collision invariant in
the case of non-spherical particle dynamics in this article.
Remark 1.4. At present, it is unknown if, for given collision parameter �, there exist any nonlinear
physical scattering maps on Euclidean space. Assuming that solutions of the Jacobian equation are
conservative vector fields, i.e. �� = ∇s� for some s� ∈ C2(ℝ12,ℝ), this may be redressed as the
search for non-quadratic solutions of the associated Monge-Ampère equation

detD2s�[V ] = −1

for all V ∈ ℝ12, with additional constraints on ∇s� arising from the conservation of linear mo-
mentum, angular momentum, and kinetic energy, as well as the inequalities arising from the non-
penetration condition.

1.2 Collision Invariants for Non-spherical Hard Particles
Owing to the non-uniqueness of physical scattering families for the dynamics of non-spherical parti-
cles, the notion of collision invariant in this case depends on the choice of physical scattering family.
Indeed, in light of this observation, we shall adopt the following definition of collision invariant for
the case of three-dimensional compact, convex reference particles P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 in the sequel:
Definition 1.5 (S -Collision Invariants in Three Dimensions). Let P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 be a compact, convex set
with boundary surface of class C 1. Suppose a physical scattering family S = {��}�∈S2×SO(3)×SO(3)
is given. We say that a measurable map ' ∶ ℝ3 × ℝ3 × SO(3) → ℝ is an S -collision invariant if
and only if it satisfies the functional equation

'(v′� , !
′
� , R) + '(v

′
� , !

′
� , R) = '(v, !,R) + '(v, !,R) (16)

for L 12-a.e. [v, v, !, !] ∈ ℝ12 and H ⊗ � ⊗ �-a.e. (n,R,R) ∈ S2 × SO(3) × SO(3), where
V ′� ∶= ��[V ]

for L 12-a.e. V ∈ ℝ12.
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As the statement of our main theorem, namely Theorem 1.10 below, will make clear, for a fixed
choice of physical scattering family S = {��}�∈S2×SO(3)×SO(3), our aim is to find all possible S -
collision invariants of a given regularity. At first glance, characterisation of all maps satisfying (16)
is a problem of the theory of functional equations: see, for example, the monograph of Kuczma [10].
However, it is possible to transform the identity (16) to reveal the role of group theory in this problem.
Indeed, if we define a new '-dependent auxiliary map Φ ∶ ℝ12 × SO(3) × SO(3)→ ℝ pointwise by

Φ(V ,R,R) ∶= '(v, !,R) + '(v, !,R)

for all V = [v, v, !, !] ∈ ℝ12 and (R,R) ∈ SO(3) × SO(3), then (16) becomes the statement that Φ
satisfies

Φ(��[V ], R,R) = Φ(V ,R,R) (17)
for V ∈ ℝ12 and � ∈ S2 × SO(3) × SO(3). By iteration of the action of the scattering map �� on V ,
the above identity (17) implies that Φ satisfies

Φ

( N
∏

i=1
��(i)[V ], R,R

)

= Φ(V ,R,R)

for any N ≥ 2 and any collection of collision parameters {�(i)}Ni=1 ⊂ S2 × SO(3) × SO(3) with
members of the form �(i) = (n(i), R,R) for {n(i)}Ni=1 ⊂ S2. Intuitively, one ‘freezes’ the orientation
variables R and R and in turn considers all possible collision configurations between two congruent
particles with the frozen orientations. In particular, it holds that

Φ(gV ,R,R) = Φ(V ,R,R)

for any g ∈ G(R,R), where G(R,R) denotes the matrix group generated by the physical scattering
family S with the orientation collision parameters (R,R) fixed. Moving forward, we shall term
G(R,R) the (R,R)-dependent scattering group associated to the physical scattering family S . In
essence, the problem of characterisation of S -collision invariants is a problem of characterising
scalar invariants of the group action of the scattering groups G(R,R) on ℝ12.

1.2.1 The Canonical Physical Scattering Family

Formulated in this way, the problem of characterisation of collision invariants was tackled in [13]
only in the case of what we shall call herein the canonical physical scattering family S∗ = {�∗�}�defined member-wise by

�∗� [V ] ∶=M
−1(I12 − 2N̂� ⊗ N̂�)M

⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟
S∗� ∶=

V

for all � ∈ S2 × SO(3) × SO(3) and V ∈ ℝ12. We employ the term canonical as it is the scatter-
ing which is employed without comment in many major studies of physical hard-particle dynamics.
Indeed, we invite the reader to consult the well-known work of Donev, Torquato and Stillinger ([7],
Section 3.2) as an important example. Moreover, it may be considered canonical as it ‘reduces essen-
tially’ to the scattering map for non-rotational hard spheres when the reference particle P∗ is chosen
to be a sphere of any radius. Concretely, when the reference particle is chosen to be P∗ = B(0, r) for
any r > 0, it can be shown that the generating matrix S∗� reduces to the matrix given in block form
by

S∗� =M
−1

(

I6 − 2�̂n ⊗ �̂n 06
06 I6

)

M

for all � = (n,R,R) ∈ S2 × SO(3) × SO(3), where �̂n ∈ S5 is the vector defined in (22) above. In
particular, using the theory of Ballard [2], the dynamics on the tangent bundle of the manifold with
boundary

{

X = [x, x, R,R] ∈ ℝ3 ×ℝ3 × SO(3) × SO(3) ∶ L 3((RP∗ + x) ∩ (RP∗ + x)) = 0
}
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constructed using the physical scattering family S∗ is precisely canonical physical hard sphere dy-
namics which ‘acts as the identity on the angular velocity variables’.

1.2.2 Reflections and the Work of Eaton and Perlman, and Viterbo

The reader will note that the canonical physical scattering map �∗� ∈ O(12) above is generated by a
matrix which is conjugate by themass-inertia matrixM to a reflectionmatrix. Owing to this reflection
structure, the group G(R,R) can be readily characterised using the work of Eaton and Perlman [8],
or that of Viterbo in the appendix of [13]. Let us state the version of the result we shall employ that
is taken from the appendix in [13].
Theorem 1.6 ([13], Appendix). Suppose q ≥ 2 is an integer, and that  is a connected topological
space which is not reduced to a point. Let % ∶  → Sq−1 be a continuous map with the property that

span{%(x) ∶ x ∈ } = ℝq .

It follows that the group generated by the associated set of reflections in O(q) given by

{Iq − 2%(x)⊗ %(x) ∶ x ∈ } ⊂ O(q)

is the entire orthogonal group O(q).

Indeed, under technical assumptions on the reference particle P∗, using this result it can be shown
that for any (R,R) ∈ SO(3) × SO(3), the scattering group G(R,R) ⊂ O(12) is homomorphic to the
orthogonal group O(9). As a consequence of characterising G(R,R), it can then be shown that any
S∗-collision invariant ' is necessarily of the form

'(v, !,R) = a(R) + b ⋅ v + c
(

m|v|2 + RJRT! ⋅ !
) (18)

for all v, ! ∈ ℝ3 and all R ∈ SO(3), where a ∶ SO(3) → ℝ is a measurable map, b ∈ ℝ3 is a
constant vector, and c ∈ ℝ is a constant. Indeed, (18) is a quantification of the claim (2) made in
the introduction. However, it is not the case that all physical scattering maps induced by matrices
are conjugate to a reflection matrix. In those cases, one does not have the technology of Eaton and
Perlman and Viterbo to characterise group G(R,R) in general. The primary contribution of this
paper is that we develop a method which does not require physical scattering maps to be generated
by a matrix that is conjugate to a reflection matrix.

1.3 The Case of Non-spherical Hard Particles in 2D
Owing to the fact that the dimensionality of the problem for three-dimensional compact, convex par-
ticles serves to obscure the essential algebro-geometric argument we employ in this work, as stated
in the introduction, we have elected to state and prove our main theorem (Theorem 1.10) for collision
invariants in the notationally-simpler case of two-dimensional compact, convex hard reference parti-
cles P∗ ⊂ ℝ2. Nevertheless, our methods extend without essential difficulty to the three-dimensional
case.

1.3.1 Set-up and Notation

In what follows, mirroring section 1.1.2 above in the three-dimensional case, we shall consider the
collision between two hard particles P, P ⊂ ℝ2, both of which are congruent to a compact, convex set
P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 that we once again term the reference particle, whose boundary )P∗ admits the structure of
a differentiable curve of class C 1. As such, in the case that P ∩ P ≠ ∅ yet L 2(P ∩ P) = 0, it holds
that

P = R(#)P∗ and P = R(#)P∗ + d�e( )

for some � = ( , #, #) ∈ T 3, where d� > 0 denotes the distance of closest approach given by
d� ∶= min

{

d > 0 ∶ card(R(#)P∗ ∩ (R(#)P∗ + de( ))) = 0,
}

, (19)
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Figure 3: A collision configuration of two compact, convex subsets P and P of ℝ2, each of which is
congruent to a given reference set P∗. The elevation angle  ∈ S1 determines the direction vector
e( ) ∶= (cos , sin ) directed from the centre of the unbarred particle to that of the barred, #, # ∈ S1
denote the orientations of the particles, whilst d� > 0 denotes the distance of closest approach (19).

the rotation matrix R(�) ∈ SO(2) is defined for given � ∈ S1 by

R(�) ∶=
(

cos � − sin �
sin � cos �

)

,

and where e( ) ∈ S1 denotes the unit vector

e( ) =
(

cos 
sin 

)

.

The collision parameter � ∈ T 3 that characterises the collision between two congruent compact,
convex particles is comprised of the elevation angle  ∈ S1, as well as the particle orientations
#, # ∈ S1 of P, P with respect to P∗, respectively. The reader may consult Figure 3 for an illustration
of a collision configuration and its corresponding collision parameters. We write m > 0 and J > 0
to denote the mass and scalar inertia of the reference particle P∗ ⊂ ℝ2, namely

m ∶= ∫P∗
dy and J ∶= ∫P∗

|y|2 dy.

We now provide a definition of what we mean by a physical scattering map in the case of the collision
of two-dimensional compact, convex particles. In all that follows, following the convention that was
adopted in three dimensions, we use the variable V ∈ ℝ6 to denote the concatenated velocity variable
given by

V =

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

v
v
!
!

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

,

for v, v ∈ ℝ2 and !,! ∈ ℝ, as well as the variable V ′� ∈ ℝ6 to denote the concatenated scattering
velocity variable as follows:

V ′� =

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

v′�
v′�
!′�
!′�

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

.

We now define what we mean by a physical scattering map for the resolution of a collision between
two compact, convex hard particles in two dimensions.
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Definition 1.7 (Physical Scattering Map in Two Dimensions). Suppose a collision parameter � ∈ T 3
is given, and suppose further that P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 is a compact, convex set with boundary curve )P∗ ⊂ ℝ2
of class C 1. We say that a map �� ∶ ℝ6 → ℝ6 is a physical scattering map if and only if it is a
classical solution of the Jacobian equation given by

detD��[V ] = −1

for all V ∈ ℝ6, and in addition is subject to the algebraic constraints
��[V ] ⋅ Êi = V ⋅ Êi

for i ∈ {1, 2}, as well as
��[V ] ⋅ �� = V ⋅ ��

and
|M��[V ]|2 = |MV |2

for all V ∈ ℝ6, where

Ê1 ∶=
1
√

2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

1
0
1
0
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

and Ê2 ∶=
1
√

2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0
1
0
1
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

and

�� ∶=

⎡

⎢

⎢

⎢

⎣

0
−d�e( )⟂

J
J

⎤

⎥

⎥

⎥

⎦

,

withM ∈ ℝ6×6 the mass-inertia matrix given by
M ∶= diag(

√

m,
√

m,
√

m,
√

m,
√

J ,
√

J ).

Moreover, themap �� is also subject to the half-spacemapping property that ��[V ]⋅N̂� ≥ 0whenever
V ⋅ N̂� ≤ 0, where N̂� ∈ S5 is the (up to sign) unit normal to the 0-level-set hypersurface

{

Y ∈ ℝ6 ∶ F (Y ) = 0
}

at the point [0, d( (Y ),y5,y6)e( (Y )), y5, y6] ∈ ℝ6, where F ∶ ℝ6 → ℝ is defined pointwise by
F (Y ) ∶= (y1 − y3)2 + (y2 − y4)2 − d2( (Y ),y5,y6)

for all Y = (y1, y2, y3, y4, y5, y6) ∈ ℝ6, where  (Y ) is given by
 (Y ) ∶= arctan

(

y4 − y2
y3 − y1

)

.

As is the case in three dimensions, for a given collision parameter � ∈ T 3, physical scattering
maps are not unique. However, the difference in dimension, as we shall discover in the sequel, means
that there can only be finitely-many solutions of the Jacobian equation for physical scattering in two
dimensions. With this definition in place, we can now state what we mean by a collision invariant in
the context of two-dimensional scattering.
Definition 1.8 (S -Collision Invariants in Two Dimensions). Let P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 be a compact, convex set
with boundary curve )P∗ of class C 1. Suppose a physical scattering family S is given. We say that
a measurable map ' ∶ ℝ2 × ℝ × S1 → ℝ is an S -collision invariant if and only if it satisfies the
functional equation

'(v′� , !
′
� , #) + '(v

′
� , !

′
� , #) = '(v, !, #) + '(v, !, #)

for L 6-a.e. [v, v, !, !] ∈ ℝ6 and �-a.e. � ∈ T 3, where � denotes the Haar measure on T 3.
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1.3.2 Full Enumeration of Physical Scattering Maps in 2D

It was proved in [15] that, in the case of two-dimensional compact, convex hard particles P∗ ⊂ ℝ2,
for each fixed collision parameter � ∈ T 3 there exist only two physical scattering maps which are
linear on ℝ6. These maps are given by

�∗� [V ] ∶=M
−1(I − 2N̂� ⊗ N̂�)MV

to which we refer as the canonical physical scattering map, and also
�×� [V ] ∶=M

−1(2Ê1 ⊗ Ê1 + 2Ê2 ⊗ Ê2 + 2Ê� ⊗ Ê� − I6)MV ,

to which we refer as the non-canonical physical scattering map, where Ê1, Ê2 ∈ S5 are the unit
vectors

Ê1 ∶=
1
√

2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

1
0
1
0
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

and Ê2 ∶=
1
√

2

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0
1
0
1
0
0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

while Ê� ∈ S5 is the collision parameter-dependent unit vector given by

Ê� ∶=
1

√

2md2� + 8J

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

√

md� sin 
−
√

md� cos 
−
√

md� sin 
√

md� cos 
2
√

J
2
√

J

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

In turn, we denote the associated canonical physical scattering family by S∗, namely
S∗ ∶= {�∗�}�∈T 3 ,

while we denote the associated non-canonical physical scattering family by S×, i.e.
S× ∶= {�×� }�∈T 3 .

In general, the method one employs to characterise S -collision invariants depends on the structure
of the scattering maps in S . In the case of non-canonical scattering, it is evident that �×� as a matrix
is not conjugate to a reflection matrix. As such, in order to employ the results of Viterbo in ([13],
Appendix), we search for methods appropriate to the structure of the members of the non-canonical
physical scattering family S× itself.

1.3.3 Physical Interpretation of Non-uniqueness

Whenwritten in their component forms, as opposed to their matrix forms, the physical scattering fam-
ilies readily admit a physical distinction from one another. Indeed, in the case of canonical scattering,
it can be shown that for any V ∈ ℝ6 the scattering variable V ′� = �∗� [V ] is written element-wise as

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎩

v′� ∶= v −
1

mΛ�
(v + !p⟂� − v − !q

⟂
� ) ⋅ n�n� ,

v′� ∶= v +
1

mΛ�
(v + !p⟂� − v − !q

⟂
� ) ⋅ n�n� ,

!′� ∶= ! −
1

JΛ�
(v + !p⟂� − v − !q

⟂
� ) ⋅ n�p

⟂
� ⋅ n� ,

!′� ∶= ! +
1

JΛ�
(v + !p⟂� − v − !q

⟂
� ) ⋅ n�q

⟂
� ⋅ n�
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where Λ� > 0 is defined to be

Λ� ∶=
|

|

|

|

2
m
+ 1
J
(p⟂� ⋅ n�)2 +

1
J
(q⟂� ⋅ n�)2

|

|

|

|

2
,

and p� , q� , n� ∈ ℝ2 are the so-called collision vector, conjugate collision vector, and collision normal,
respectively, as defined in ([13], Section 3.3). However, in the case of non-canonical scattering,
V ′� = �

×
� [V ] is element-wise given by

⎧

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎪

⎩

v′� ∶= v +
1

md2� + 4J

(

md�v − 2J!e( )⟂ − md�v − 2J!e( )⟂
)

⋅ e( )⟂d�e( )⟂,

v′� ∶= v −
1

md2� + 4J

(

md�v − 2J!e( )⟂ − md�v − 2J!e( )⟂
)

⋅ e( )⟂d�e( )⟂,

!′� ∶= −! −
2

md2� + 4J

(

md�v − 2J!e( )⟂ − md�v − 2J!e( )⟂
)

⋅ e( )⟂,

!′� ∶= −! −
2

md2� + 4J

(

md�v − 2J!e( )⟂ − md�v − 2J!e( )⟂
)

⋅ e( )⟂.

As such, in the case of canonical scattering, the direction of linear impulse at collision is proportional
to n� ∈ S1, the normal at the point of contact at collision. However, in the case of non-canonical
scattering, the direction of linear impulse is proportional to e( )⟂ ∈ S1, the direction orthogonal to
that connecting the centres of mass of the two hard particles at collision.
Remark 1.9. In [15], the case of scattering maps which obey the Jacobian equation

detD��[V ] = 1

for all V ∈ ℝ6 was also treated. Indeed, it was shown that even in the case of two-dimensional
hard particles, there exist infinitely-many solutions of this equation which also obey the algebraic
conservation laws of classical physics. We do not consider collision invariants for their physical
scattering families in this article.

1.4 Rigorous Statement of Main Results
In the sections leading up to the statement of our main result below, we have placed an emphasis
on the fact that group theory plays a significant role in the characterisation of collision invariants,
no matter the physical scattering family one studies. The general problem of characterisation of S -
collision invariants reduces, essentially, to the characterisation of the scattering (Lie) groups G(#, #)
given by

G(#, #) ∶= ⟨{��} ∈S1⟩

for each pair of orientations (#, #) ∈ T 2. We claim that, within the context in which we work,
it is in general easier to characterise the Lie algebra g(#, #) of scattering Lie groups G(#, #) than
it is to characterise the scattering Lie groups themselves. We do this by ‘probing’ the Lie algebra
of G(#, #) through considering only paths on G(#, #) determined by {��} ∈S1 , namely curves of
matrices determined by the scattering family S by fixing the orientation pair (#, #). Details of this
‘probing’ in the more familiar case of non-rotational hard spheres are outlined in section 2 below.

We now state the main result of this article, which is the mathematical formulation of statement
(2) above.
Theorem 1.10 (Characterisation of Collision Invariants for Non-canonical Physical Scattering S× in
Two Dimensions). Suppose that P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 is a compact, convex set whose boundary )P∗ is of class
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C 1. Suppose that ' ∈ C1(ℝ2 × ℝ × S1) is an S×-collision invariant, i.e. it satisfies the functional
identity

'(v′� , !
′
� , #) + '(v

′
� , !

′
� , #) = '(v, !, #) + '(v, !, #)

for all v, v ∈ ℝ2, !,! ∈ ℝ, and all � = ( , #, #) ∈ T 3, where the non-canonical scattering velocity
variables v′� , v

′
� ∈ ℝ2 and !′� , !

′
� ∈ ℝ are given by V ′� = �×� [V ]. It follows that ' is necessarily of

the form
'(v, !, #) = a(#) + b ⋅ v + c

(

m|v|2 + J!2
)

for some a ∈ C1(S1), b ∈ ℝ2, and c ∈ ℝ.

We remark that, for our main result, we can relax the hypotheses placed in Saint-Raymond and
Wilkinson [13] on P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 in the case S∗-collision invariants. Indeed, our result for S×-collision
invariants holds for compact, convex reference sets P∗, rather than simply strictly convex reference
sets with symmetry.

1.5 Further Notation
In what follows, for any integer N ≥ 1, L N denotes the Lebesgue measure on ℝN , H denotes the
Hausdorff measure on S2, � denotes the Haar measure on SO(3), and � denotes the Haar measure on
T 3.

For any integer q ≥ 2, SO(q) and O(q) denote the special orthogonal group and orthogonal group
which act on ℝq , respectively. Moreover, so(q) denotes the Lie algebra of skew-symmetric q × q
matrices with real entries.

For any integer N ≥ 2, IN denotes the identity matrix in ℝN×N , whilst ON denotes the zero
matrix. For any A,B ∈ ℝN×N , A ∶ B denotes the Frobenius inner product of A and B.

2 A New Lie Algebraic-Proof in the Case of Hard Spheres
Before we tackle the more complicated case of convex non-spherical particles in this paper in section
3 below, to illustrate our new method, let us revisit the well-studied case of spherical particles which
has been tackled by Boltzmann [4], Grönwall [9], and Cercignani [5], among others, under various
regularity or summability hypotheses on the collision invariant. In all that follows, we assumewithout
loss of generality that the mass of the hard spheres is normalised to unity, and that their radii are both
1
2 . We recall once again that a continuously-differentiable map � ∈ C1(ℝ3) is a collision invariant
for the Boltzmann equation for spherical particles if and only if it satisfies the functional equation

�(v′n) + �(v
′
n) = �(v) + �(v) (20)

for all v, v ∈ ℝ3 and all n ∈ S2, where v′n ∈ ℝ3 and v′n ∈ ℝ3 denote the n-dependent velocity vectors
{

v′n ∶= v − ((v − v) ⋅ n)n,

v′n ∶= v + ((v − v) ⋅ n)n.

The basic idea underlying our new approach is that, subject to a sequence of transformations which
we detail below in section 2.1 onwards, the problem of finding a map � ∈ C1(ℝ3) satisfying the
functional equation (20) is equivalent to finding a map f ∈ C1(ℝ3×3) satisfying

f (g) = f (I3) (21)
for all g ∈ G∗, where G∗ ⊆ O(3) is termed the reduced scattering group associated to the physical
scattering family S = {�n}n∈S2 ⊂ O(6) for hard spheres. In other words, the problem of character-
isation of collision invariants is essentially one of characterising functions which are constant on a
group.
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Unlike in the article [13], in which the collision invariant is assumed only to be measurable with
respect to the Lebesgue sigma algebra on ℝ3, we assume herein that � ∈ C1(ℝ3), which in turn
leads to f being a continuously-differentiable map. This regularity assumption permits us to use
information from the Lie algebra associated to G∗ to infer structural information on f . Indeed, by
differentiation at the identity I ∈ G∗, it follows from (21) that

A ∶ Df (I3) = 0

for all A ∈ g∗, where g∗ denotes the Lie algebra associated to the reduced scattering group G∗.
As it can be shown that g∗ = so(3), it follows that Df (I3) ∈ ℝ3×3 is a symmetric matrix. As a
consequence of the symmetry of Df (I3), we claim it follows that

�(v) = Φ̃(v, |v|2)

for some map Φ̃ ∶ ℝ3 × [0,∞)→ ℝ, from which it follows by a standard argument that
�(v) = a + b ⋅ v + c|v|2

for some a, c ∈ ℝ and b ∈ ℝ3. To the knowledge of the author, the material in this section constitutes
a novel proof of the classical result of Boltzmann [4] in the case that the collision invariant is assumed
to be of class C 1. Let us now elaborate on the method outlined above.

2.1 Lifting the Problem from ℝ3 to ℝ6

As was first noted in [13], it is possible to rewrite the functional identity (20) so as to bring out the
role of group theory in the characterisation of collision invariants. Indeed, let us assume there exists
at least one � ∈ C1(ℝ3) which satisfies (20). Now, we define a new �-dependent auxiliary function
Φ� ∶ ℝ6 → ℝ6 by

Φ�(V ) ∶= �(v) + �(v)

for all V = [v, v] ∈ ℝ6, where as above square brackets [⋅, ⋅] denote the natural concatenation operator
on pairs of vectors in ℝ3 which produces a vector in ℝ6, i.e.

[v, v] ∶= (v1, v2, v3, v1, v2, v3)

for v = (v1, v2, v3) ∈ ℝ3 and v = (v1, v2, v3) ∈ ℝ3. In turn, the concatenated vector V ′n ∶= [v′n, v′n]may be written as
V ′n = �nV in ℝ6,

where �n ∈ O(6) denotes the reflection matrix given by
�n ∶= I6 − 2�̂n ⊗ �̂n

with �̂n ∈ S5 denoting the unit vector

�̂n ∶=
1
√

2

[

n
−n

]

. (22)

It can be proved easily that �n ∶ V ↦ V ′n effects the unique map on ℝ6, linear or otherwise, which
conserves the total linear momentum, angular momentum, and kinetic energy of its argument, whilst
also ensuring that the hard particles do not interpenetrate following a collision. In turn, we term the
collection of matrices S ∶= {�n}n∈S2 the physical scattering family associated to the dynamics of
two hard spheres.

It follows from the above that the new auxiliary function Φ� satisfies the identity
Φ�(�nV ) = Φ�(V ) (23)
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for all V ∈ ℝ6 and all n ∈ S2. In turn, from identity (23), we may infer by iteration that

Φ�

( N
∏

i=1
�n(i)V

)

= Φ�(V )

for any integerN ≥ 1 and any collection of unit vectors {n(i)}Ni=1 ⊂ S2. In turn, asΦ� is of class C 1

onℝ6 and therefore continuous thereon, it follows that the auxiliary functionΦ� satisfies the identity
Φ�(gV ) = Φ�(V ) (24)

for all g ∈ G, whereG ⊂ O(6) denotes the matrix group generated by the family of physical scattering
maps S ∶= {�n}n∈S2 , namely

G ∶= ⟨S ⟩.

Moving forward, we shall term the group G the scattering group associated to the unique physical
scattering family S for hard spheres.

By the work of Eaton and Perlman [8], owing to the fact thatG ⊂ O(6) is generated by a smoothly-
parametrised family of reflection matrices inO(6), the scattering groupG is a strict subset ofO(6) that
admits the structure of a Lie group. As such, by the above argument, the problem of characterisation
of collision invariants � is settled by the characterisation of functions onℝ6 which are invariant under
the action of the Lie group G. However, this characterisation problem for G-invariant functions is
made more straightforward by noting that it may be reduced to one for the characterisation of O(3)-
invariant functions, as we detail now.

2.2 Dimension Reduction
An observation which makes the task of finding all maps Φ� which satisfy (24) above much simpler
is that this characterisation problem is essentially one concerning maps on the 2-sphere S2, not on
Euclidean 6-space ℝ6. Indeed, given a momentum vector p ∈ ℝ3 and a value for the kinetic energy
e2 > 0 belonging to the admissible set  defined by

 ∶=
{

(e, p) ∈ (0,∞) ×ℝ3 ∶ e2 > 1
2
|p|2

}

,

the associated energy-momentum manifold (e, p) ⊂ ℝ6 is defined to be

(p, e) ∶=

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

V ∈ ℝ6 ∶ |V |2 = e2 and
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

V1 + V4
V2 + V5
V3 + V6

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

= p

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

It is readily verified that, for any (e, p) ∈ , the energy-momentummanifold(e, p) is diffeomorphic
to the 2-sphere S2. Explicitly, if we define the mapH ∶  ×ℝ3 ⧵ {0}→ ℝ6 ⧵ {0} pointwise by

H(e, p, y) ∶= 1
2

[

p −
√

2e2 − |p|2y
p +

√

2e2 − |p|2y

]

for (e, p, y) ∈  × ℝ3 ⧵ {0}, it can be checked that H is smooth, that the restriction map H|×S2 ∶
 × S2 → H|×S2 ( × S2) is a diffeomorphism, and that

(H|×S2 )
−1((e, p)) = {(e, p)} × S2.

When we recast the collision invariant identity (24) in the coordinate system determined by the map
H|×S2 , we may reduce the dimension of the domain of the map to be characterised. To this aim,
we define a new �-dependent map Ψ� ∶  ×ℝ3 ⧵ {0}→ ℝ by

Ψ�(e, p, y) ∶= Φ�(H(e, p, y))
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for (e, p, y) ∈  ×ℝ3 ⧵ {0}. A brief calculation reveals that
�nH(e, p, y) = H(e, p, sny),

for all n, y ∈ S2, where sn ∈ O(3) is the n-dependent reflection matrix defined by
sn ∶= I3 − 2n ⊗ n.

In turn, the identity (24) takes the form
Φ�(�nH(e, p, m)) = Φ�(H(e, p, m))

which, by definition of the auxiliary function Ψ�, yields the identity
Ψ�(e, p, sny) = Ψ�(e, p, y) (25)

for all (e, p, y) ∈  × S2 and all n ∈ S2. By way of this identity, we note that the value of energy e
and momentum p is essentially immaterial in the characterisation of collision invariants. As such, we
shall continue to transform the identity (25) so as to suppress the role of both energy and momentum.

From a notational point of view, we suppress the role of arguments of a function by relegating
them to subscript parameters thereof. Indeed, now defining the �- and (e, p)-dependent map Ω�,e,p ∶
ℝ3 ⧵ {0}→ ℝ pointwise by

Ω�,e,p(y) ∶= Ψ�(e, p, y)

for y ∈ ℝ3 ⧵ {0}, it follows from the identity (25) that Ω�,e,p satisfies
Ω�,e,p(sny) = Ω�,e,p(y)

for all n, y ∈ S2. Mirroring the approach of the previous section, we infer from an iteration argument
that

Ω�,e,p

( N
∏

i=1
sn(i)y

)

= Ω�,e,p(y)

for any integer N ≥ 1 and any collection of unit vectors {n(i)}Ni=1 ⊂ S2. Thus, as Ω�,e,p ∈ C1(ℝ3 ⧵
{0}) owing to the fact that � ∈ C1(ℝ3), we infer that

Ω�,e,p(gy) = Ω�,e,p(y) (26)
for all y ∈ S2 and for all elements g ∈ G∗, where G∗ ⊂ O(3) denotes the reduced scattering group
associated to the unique physical scattering family S for hard spheres given by

G∗ ∶= ⟨{sn ∶ n ∈ S2}⟩.

The reader will note that, by virtue of mapping the energy-momentum manifold to the 2-sphere, we
have reduced the dimensionality of the problem at hand, in the sense that we seek to characterise all
G∗-invariant maps onℝ3, as opposed to allG-invariant maps onℝ6. Following the approach of [13],
the following lemma allows us to determine the reduced scattering group G∗ exactly.
Lemma 2.1. The reduced scattering group G∗ is the orthogonal group O(3).

Proof. This follows from [8] or ([13], Appendix), due to the fact that the set of reflections {sn}n∈S2
is parametrised by the 2-sphere S2 whose real linear span is ℝ3.

As a direct consequence of this lemma, owing to the fact thatO(3) acts transitively on S2, we infer
that if Ω�,e,p satisfies (26), then it is a constant map. In turn, there exists a �- and (e, p)-dependent
constant Ω̃�,e,p ∈ ℝ such that

Ω�,e,p(y) = Ω̃�,e,p
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for all y ∈ S2. By translating this information back to the original dependent variable Φ� in terms of
which Ω�,e,p is defined, it holds that

Φ�(V ) = Φ̃�(v + v, |V |2)

for some function Φ̃� ∶ ℝ3 × [0,∞)→ ℝ and for all V ∈ ℝ6, whence
�(v) = Φ̃�(v, |v|2)

for all v = [v, v] ∈ ℝ3. A standard argument (such as that contained in the book of Truesdell and
Muncaster [14]) finally yields that the collision invariant � ∈ C1(ℝ3) is necessarily of the form

�(v) = a + b ⋅ v + c|v|2

for some constants a, c ∈ ℝ and some constant vector b ∈ ℝ3.
The success of the above algebro-geometric method depends on one being able to determine

the reduced scattering group G∗ explicitly. However, in the case of non-spherical strictly-convex
particles, the determination of the associated reduced scattering group associated to a given physical
scattering family is, in general, a non-trivial task. Indeed, one typically faces the task of determining
the group

⟨S⟩ ⊂ O(q),

where S ⊂ O(q) is a strict subset of the orthogonal group of some dimension q ≥ 2. Thanks to the
work of [8] or ([13], Appendix), this task is achievable when the set S is a collection of reflection
matrices whose generating vectors in Sq−1 span Euclidean space ℝq . When S does not admit this
structure, determining ⟨S⟩ is a challenge.

In preparation for the proof of our main theorem, namely Theorem 1.10, let us suppose in the
context of hard spheres (artificially, of course) that we cannot determine the reduced scattering group
G∗ explicitly, i.e. that we do not have access to the results of [8] or ([13], Appendix). Under the
assumption that � ∈ C1(ℝ3), we shall now demonstrate how information on the Lie algebra g∗ asso-
ciated to the reduced scattering Lie group G∗ makes it possible to obtain the necessary information
on Ω�,e,p required for the characterisation of collision invariants of class C 1.

2.3 From Functions of Velocity to Functions of Scattering Matrices
It is now that we depart from the method employed in Saint-Raymond and Wilkinson [13]. It will be
convenient to suppress the dependence of our auxiliary dependent variableΩ�,e,p on its S2-argument,
and consider a new dependent variable which is a function of elements of the reduced scattering group
G∗ alone. Now, as we have shown that the map Ω�,e,p satisfies

Ω�,e,p(gy) = Ω�,e,p(y)

for all g ∈ G∗ and y ∈ S2, by defining a new auxiliary �-, (e, p)- and y-dependent map f�,e,p,y ∶
ℝ3×3 → ℝ pointwise by

f�,e,p,y(A) ∶= Ω�,p,e(Ay)

for A ∈ ℝ3×3 ⧵ {0}, we obtain from (26) above that f�,e,p,y satisfies the identity
f�,e,p,y(g) = f�,e,p,y(I3) (27)

for all g ∈ G∗. As � being of class C 1 implies that f�,e,p,y ∈ C1(G∗), by taking derivatives across
identity (27) with respect to g at the identity I3 ∈ G∗, we find that

A ∶ Df�,e,p,y(I3) = 0 (28)
for all A ∈ g∗. The identity (28) is interpreted as an orthogonality relation in the inner product
space ℝ3×3 endowed with the Frobenius inner product, and yields information on the structure of
Df�,e,p,y(I3).
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We are able to obtain the information we require on Df�,e,p,y(I3) for the purposes of charac-
terising � satisfying (20) without determining g∗ fully, rather by determining only a ‘large’ linear
subspace thereof (although, in the case of hard spheres, we can indeed show that g∗ = so(3)). Now,
by definition of the reduced scattering matrices sn ∈ G∗ for n ∈ S2, we have that f�,e,p,y satisfies

f�,e,p,y(sn(�1,�2)) = f�,e,p,y(I3)

for all �1 ∈ [0, 2�) and �2 ∈ [0, �), where

n(�1, �2) ∶=
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

cos �1 sin �2
sin �1 sin �2
cos �2

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

In turn, one may show that
()�jn(�1, �2)⊗ n(�1, �2) − n(�1, �2)⊗ )�jn(�1, �2)) ∶ Df�,e,p,y(I3) = 0

for j ∈ {1, 2}. By choosing the angles �1 and �2 appropriately, we find that
Ai ∶ Df�,e,p,m(I3) = 0 (29)

for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, where
A1 ∶= e1 ⊗ e2 − e2 ⊗ e1,

as well as
A2 ∶= e1 ⊗ e3 − e3 ⊗ e1

and
A3 ∶= e2 ⊗ e3 − e3 ⊗ e2.

As {A1, A2, A3} ⊂ ℝ3×3 constitutes a basis for the vector space so(3), from identity (29) we may
deduce by linearity that

A ∶ Df�,e,p,y(I3) = 0

for all A ∈ so(3). Now, it follows from this orthogonality statement that Df�,p,e,y(I3) ∈ ℝ3×3 is
necessarily a symmetric matrix. It is this information on the derivative of f�,e,p,y that allows us, in
essence, to characterise collision invariants � ∈ C1(ℝ3).

Indeed, by definition of the map f�,e,p,y, we find by direct computation that
Df�,e,p,y(I3) = ∇Ω�,e,p(y)⊗ y

for all y ∈ ℝ3 ⧵ {0}. Since we have deduced that Df�,e,p,y(I3) is necessarily symmetric, it holds by
necessity that ∇Ω�,e,p satisfies the identity

∇Ω�,e,p(y)⊗ y = y ⊗ ∇Ω�,e,p(y) (30)
for all y ∈ ℝ3⧵{0}. At this point, an elementary PDE argument using the theory of classical solutions
of initial-value problems of transport equations allows us to conclude thatΩ�,e,p is a constant map on
the 2-sphere. Indeed, we apply the following elementary lemma.
Lemma 2.2. Suppose that a map Ω ∈ C1(ℝ3 ⧵ {0}) satisfies the identity

∇Ω(y)⊗ y = y ⊗ ∇Ω(y) (31)
for all y ∈ ℝ3. It follows that Ω is a radially-symmetric function on ℝ3.

Proof. See Pinchover and Rubenstein ([11], Theorem 2.10).
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As a consequence of this lemma, there exists a �- and (e, p)-dependent constant Ω̃�,e,p ∈ ℝ such
that

Ω�,e,p(y) = Ω̃�,e,p
for all y ∈ S2. Thus, we have been able to show that Ω�,e,p does not depend on its S2-argument in
the absence of being able to determine the reduced scattering group G∗ exactly, which is the crucial
step in leading to the characterisation result. To summarise, as a result of the above, we have proved
the following statement which a new proof of the result originally obtained by Boltzmann.
Proposition 2.3 (Characterisation of C 1 Collision Invariants). If a map � ∈ C1(ℝ3) satisfies the
identity

�(v′n) + �(v
′
n) = �(v) + �(v)

for all n ∈ S2 and all v, v ∈ ℝ3, then it is necessarily of the shape

�(v) = a + b ⋅ v + c|v|2

for all v ∈ ℝ3, for some constants a, c ∈ ℝ and some vector b ∈ ℝ3.

We now look to employ a similar approach to the above for our proof of Theorem 1.10. However,
the proof in the case of non-spherical particles is more involved due, in part, to the fact that the
scattering groups in this case depend on the orientations of the underlying hard particles, which is a
feature not present in the analysis of classical hard spheres.

3 Proof for Non-Canonical Scattering for General Convex Par-
ticles

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.10 above, namely the characterisation of all continuously-differentiable
maps ' ∶ ℝ2 ×ℝ × S1 → ℝ satisfying the functional equation

'(v′� , !
′
� , #) + '(v

′
� , !� , #) = '(v, !, #) + '(v, !, #) (32)

for all v, v ∈ ℝ2 and all !,! ∈ ℝ, where V ′� = �×� [V ] is given in terms of the non-canonical
scattering map �×� by

�×� [V ] =M
−1(2Ê1 ⊗ Ê1 + 2Ê2 ⊗ Ê2 + 2Ê� ⊗ Ê� − I6)MV

for all V ∈ ℝ6. We prove that any S×-collision invariant is necessarily of the form
'(v, !, #) = a(#) + b ⋅ v + c(m|v|2 + J!2)

for some a ∈ C1(S1), and some constants b ∈ ℝ2 and c ∈ ℝ. The approach we take in what follows
mirrors that employed in section 2 above, in that we transform the identity (32) repeatedly in order to
reveal the role of the scattering group of lowest dimension pertinent to the non-canonical scattering
family S× under consideration.

3.1 Dimension Reduction
As we shall set out, the problem of characterising S×-collision invariants is essentially one of char-
acterising O(3)-invariant functions on ℝ3. To see this, we shall transform coordinates. However, in
the case of S×-collision invariants, we require a sequence of five transformations.

Let us begin by assuming that there exists an S×-collision invariant, namely a map ' ∈ C1(ℝ2 ×
ℝ × S1) satisfying the identity

'(v′� , !
′
� , #) + '(v

′
� , !

′
� , #) = '(v, !, #) + '(v, !, #) (33)
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for all v, v ∈ ℝ2, !,! ∈ ℝ, and � = ( , #, #) ∈ T 3, where the scattering variables v′� , v′� ∈ ℝ2 and
!′� , !

′
� ∈ ℝ are given by V ′� = �×� [V ]. It will be of use to set some notation before we proceed. We

set a new '-dependent auxiliary map Φ' ∈ C1(ℝ6 × T 2) to be
Φ'(V , #, #) ∶= '(v, !, #) + '(v, !, #)

for V ∈ ℝ6 and (#, #) ∈ T 2. Using this notation, it can be checked that the collision invariant identity
(33) is redressed as

Φ'(��V , #, #) = Φ'(V , #, #) (34)
for all V ∈ ℝ6 and all � = ( , #, #) ∈ T 3. If the reference particle P∗ is a compact, convex set
with boundary curve of class C 1, we define set of all admissible energy-momentum pairs P∗

⊂
(0,∞) ×ℝ2 by

P∗
∶=

{

(e, p) ∈ (0,∞) ×ℝ2 ∶ e2 > |p|2

2m

}

.

For a given admissible energy-momentum pair (e, p) ∈ P∗
, the associated energy-momentum man-

ifoldP∗
(e, p) ⊂ ℝ6 is defined to be

P∗
(e, p) ∶=

{

V ∈ ℝ6 ∶ |MV |2 = e2 and m
(

V1 + V3
V2 + V4

)

= p
}

,

whereM ∈ ℝ6×6 is the energy-momentum matrix given by
M ∶= diag(

√

m,
√

m,
√

m,
√

m,
√

J ,
√

J ).

We also define the mapHP∗
∶ P∗

×ℝ4 ⧵ {0}→ ℝ6 ⧵ {0} pointwise by

HP∗
(e, p, y) ∶=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

1
2m (p1 +

√

2me2 − |p|2y1)
1
2m (p2 +

√

2me2 − |p|2)y2)
1
2m (p1 −

√

2me2 − |p|2y1)
1
2m (p2 −

√

2me2 − |p|2)y2)
1

√

2mJ

√

2me2 − |p|2y3

1
√

2mJ

√

2me2 − |p|2y4

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

for all (e, p, y) ∈ P∗
× ℝ4 ⧵ {0}. It may be checked that ℎP∗ is continuously differentiable, that

the restriction map HP∗
|P∗×S

3 ∶ P∗
× S3 → HP∗

|P∗×S
3 (P∗

× S3) admits the structure of a
C 1-diffeomorphism, and in turn that

(HP∗
|P∗×S3

)−1(P∗
(e, p)) = {(e, p)} × S3.

With these definitions in place, we approach the following proposition.
Proposition 3.1. Let P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 be a compact, convex set with boundary curve of class C 1. Suppose
that a map ' ∈ C1(ℝ2 ×ℝ×S1) is an S×-collision invariant. For any (e, p) ∈ P∗

and any y ∈ S3,
it follows that the map f',e,p,y ∶ ℝ4×4 × T 2 → ℝ defined pointwise by

f',e,p,y(A, #, #) ∶= Φ'(HP∗
(e, p, Ay), #, #)

for A ∈ ℝ4×4 is of class C 1 and satisfies the identity

f',e,p,y(g, #, #) = f',e,p,y(I4, #, #)

22



for all g ∈ G∗(#, #), where G∗ ⊂ O(4) denotes the reduced scattering group given by

G∗(#, #) ∶= ⟨{s�} ∈S1⟩

with s� ∶= I4 − 2k̂� ⊗ k̂� ∈ O(4) the reflection matrix generated by the unit vector k̂� ∈ S4 defined
by

k̂� ∶=
1

√

md2� + 4J

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

−
√

md� sin 
√

md� cos 

−
√

2J

−
√

2J

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

(35)

for � = ( , #, #) ∈ T 3.

Proof. We follow an approach similar to the case of hard spheres outlined in section 2 above. Trans-
forming the identity (34) in the auxiliary mapΦ' to coordinates on the energy-momentum manifold,
we find that the new auxiliary map Ψ' ∶ P∗

×ℝ4 ⧵ {0} × T 2 → ℝ defined pointwise by
Ψ'(e, p, y, #, #) ∶= Φ'(HP∗

(e, p, y), #, #)

for (e, p) ∈ AP∗
, y ∈ ℝ4 ⧵ {0} and (#, #) ∈ T 2 satisfies the identity

Ψ'(e, p, s�y, #, #) = Ψ'(e, p, y, #, #) (36)
owing to the fact that

�×�HP∗
(e, p, y, #, #) = HP∗

(e, p, s�y, #, #)

for all � ∈ T 3, where s� ∈ O(4) denotes the reflection matrix defined by
s� ∶= I − 2k̂� ⊗ k̂� ,

and k̂� ∈ S3 denotes the unit vector (35) above. Now, by iteration, identity (36) reveals that if ' is
an S×-collision invariant, then the auxiliary map Ψ' satisfies

Ψ'(e, p, gy, #, #) = Ψ'(e, p, y, #, #) (37)
for all g ∈ G∗(#, #), whereG∗(#, #) denotes the potentially (#, #)-dependent reduced scattering group
given by

G∗(#, #) ∶= ⟨{s�} ∈S1⟩.

We note that the reduced scattering group G∗(#, #) ⊆ O(4) may depend on the orientation variables
(#, #) ∈ T 2 as the dependence of the auxiliary map Ψ' on its (#, #) argument, inherited from the
dependence of the collision invariant ' on its orientation variable, means that iteration from identity
(36) to identity (37) can only take place with respect to the argument  . It is evident that identity
(37) reveals that the values of both energy e > 0 and momentum p ∈ ℝ2 is immaterial to the charac-
terisation of the collision invariant '.

Next, by defining a new '-, e- and p-parametrised map Ω',e,p ∶ ℝ4 ⧵ {0}× T 2 → ℝ pointwise by
Ω',e,p(y, #, #) ∶= Ψ'(e, p, y, #, #)

for all y ∈ ℝ4 ⧵ {0} and all (#, #) ∈ T 2, the collision invariant identity (36) now takes the form
Ω',e,p(s�y, #, #) = Ω',e,p(y, #, #) (38)

for all y ∈ S3 and all � ∈ T 3 which, by way of iteration with respect to the collision parameter
 ∈ S1, yields the identity

Ω',e,p(gy, #, #) = Ω',e,p(y, #, #)
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for all g ∈ G∗(#, #) and y ∈ S3. Finally, we define a '-, e-, p- and y-parametrised map f',e,p,y ∶
ℝ4×4 × T 2 → ℝ pointwise by

f',e,p,y(A, #, #) ∶= Ω',e,p(Ay, #, #)

for all A ∈ ℝ4×4, which from (38) reveals that f',e,p,y satisfies the identity
f',e,p,y(g, #, #) = f',e,p,y(I4, #, #)

for all g ∈ G∗(#, #), which is the result claimed in the statement of the proposition.
Let us now remark on a notable difference between the case of collision invariants for non-

canonical scattering S× and the case of hard spheres, as well as the case of canonical scattering
S∗ for non-spherical particles. The result of Eaton and Perlman [8] and Viterbo ([13], Appendix)
does not apply at this stage, since the linear span of the range of the map � ↦ k̂� is the strict linear
subspace of ℝ4 given by

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

a
b
c
c

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

∈ ℝ4 ∶ a, b, c ∈ ℝ
⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

.

In order to make progress in the case of the non-canonical physical scattering family S×, we must
reduce the dimension of the problem further still.

3.2 A Further Reduction of Dimension in the Case of S×

It is prudent to reduce the dimensionality of our problem yet further in the case of the non-canonical
physical scattering family S×. To see this, we proceed by investigating the properties ofDf',e,p,m at
the identity matrix. Indeed, by Proposition 3.1 above, it holds that

f',e,p,y(s�1s�2 , #, #) = f',e,p,y(I4, #, #)

for all �1, �2 ∈ T 3 of the form
�i = ( i, #, #),

where  i ∈ S1 for i ∈ {1, 2}, which leads by differentiation of f',e,p,y(⋅, #, #) at the identity to
(

)
) 

k̂� ⊗ k̂� − k̂� ⊗
)
) 

k̂�

)

∶ Df',e,p,y(I4, #, #) (39)

for all  ∈ S1. A calculation reveals that the set of matrices K(#, #) ⊂ ℝ4×4 defined by

K(#, #) ∶= span
{

)
) 

k̂� ⊗ k̂� − k̂� ⊗
)
) 

k̂� ∈ ℝ4×4 ∶  ∈ S1
}

(40)

is simply

K(#, #) =

⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

0 −a −b −b
a 0 −c −c
b c 0 0
b c 0 0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

∈ ℝ4×4 ∶ a, b, c ∈ ℝ
⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

.

From identity (39), we find that
A ∶ Df',e,p,y(I4, #, #) = 0

for allA ∈ K(#, #). However, asK(#, #) ≠ so(4), we cannot infer from this statement thatDf',e,p,m(I4, #, #)
is a symmetric matrix. Nevertheless, guided by the observation that K(#, #) is isomorphic to so(3),
a further change of coordinates allows us to place this problem in a framework which is, in essence,
identical to that of the case of hard spheres.
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We introduce yet one more auxiliary map Γ',e,p ∶ ℝ3 ⧵ {0} × T 2 → ℝ, parametrised by ', e, and
p, which is defined implicitly by the relation

Γ',e,p(I∗y, #, #) ∶= Ω',e,p(y, #, #),

for all y ∈ ℝ4 ⧵ {0}, where I∗ ∈ ℝ3×4 denotes the matrix

I∗ ∶=
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 1

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

At this point, a calculation reveals that
Ω',e,p(s�y, #, #)

= Γ',e,p(I∗s�y, #, #)

= Γ',e,p(Δ−1r�ΔI∗y, #, #),

(41)

where Δ ∈ ℝ3×3 denotes the matrix

Δ ∶=

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 1

√

2

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

,

and r� ∈ O(3) denotes the reflection matrix
r� ∶= I3 − 2̂� ⊗ ̂�

with associated unit vector ̂� ∈ S2 given by

̂� ∶=
1

√

md2� + 4J

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎜

⎝

−
√

md� sin 
√

md� cos 

−2
√

J

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

Using the result of (41), together with the identity (38), we find that the auxiliary function Γ',e,p
satisfies

Γ',e,p(Δ−1r�Δz, #, #) = Γ',e,p(z, #, #)

for all z ∈ ℝ3 ⧵ {0}. Owing to the natural conjugation structure in the above identity, we find by
iteration that

Γ',e,p(Δ−1gΔz, #, #) = Γ',e,p(z, #, #)

for all g ∈ G0(#, #), where G0(#, #) ⊆ O(3) denotes the group
G0(#, #) ∶= ⟨{r�} ∈S1⟩.

Finally, defining Λ',e,p,y ∶ ℝ3×3 × T 2 → ℝ pointwise by

Λ',e,p,y(A, #, #) ∶= Γ',e,p(Δ−1AΔI∗y, #, #),

we discover that
Λ',e,p,y(g, #, #) = Λ',e,p,y(I3, #, #)

for all g ∈ G0(#, #). Thus, we have discovered that the ‘minimal’ scattering group in this problem
is a matrix subgroup of O(3). To summarise the discussion of this section, we state the following
proposition.
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Proposition 3.2. Let P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 be a compact, convex set with boundary curve of class C 1. Suppose
that a map ' ∈ C1(ℝ2 ×ℝ×S1) is an S×-collision invariant. For any (e, p) ∈ P∗

and any y ∈ S3,
it follows that the map Λ',e,p,y ∶ ℝ3×3 ⧵ {0} × T 2 → ℝ defined pointwise by

Λ',e,p,y(A, #, #) ∶= Γ',e,p(Δ−1AΔI∗y, #, #)

is of class C 1 and satisfies the identity

Λ',e,p,y(g, #, #) = Λ',e,p,y(I3, #, #)

for all g ∈ G0(#, #).

At this point, we are ready to exploit information on the map Λ',e,p,y to infer information on the
original auxiliary map Φ'. We do this in the following section.

3.3 A Symmetry Condition on DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #)
Let us begin with the following lemma.
Lemma 3.3. Let P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 be a compact, convex set with boundary curve of class C 1. Suppose that
' ∈ C1(ℝ2 × ℝ × S1) is an S×-collision invariant. For any (e, p) ∈ P∗

, (#, #) ∈ T 2, and any
y ∈ S3, it holds that DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #) ∈ ℝ3×3 is a symmetric matrix.

Proof. From Proposition 3.2 above, we have that
Λ',e,p,y(r�1r�2 , #, #) = Λ',e,p,y(I3, #, #)

for all �1, �2 ∈ T 3 of the form �i = ( i, #, #), where  i ∈ S1 for i ∈ {1, 2}. In turn, in a manner
similar to the case considered in section 3.2 above, we find that

(

)
) 

̂� ⊗ ̂� − ̂� ⊗
)
) 

̂�

)

∶ DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #) = 0 (42)

for all  ∈ S1. By suitable choices of  ∈ S1, it is straightforward to show that

span
{

)
) 

̂� ⊗ ̂� − ̂� ⊗
)
) 

̂� ∶  ∈ S1
}

= so(3),

whence from (42) above we conclude that DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #) satisfies
A ∶ DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #) = 0

for all A ∈ so(3). In turn, DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #) ∈ ℝ3×3 is a symmetric matrix as claimed.
Remark 3.4. It is also possible to derive the conclusion of the above lemma using the result of [8]
and ([13], Appendix). In particular, it is straightforward to show that

span{̂� ∶  ∈ S1} = ℝ3,

from which we conclude that g0 = so(3). Indeed, aiming for a contradiction, suppose that it holds
that

̂� ⋅ � = 0 (43)
for all  ∈ S1 for some � ∈ ℝ3 ⧵ {0}. Identity (43) is then equivalent to the statement that the
distance of closest approach d� associated to the particle P∗ is given pointwise by

d� = 2�3

√

J
m(�21 + �

2
2 )
sech( + �)

for all  ∈ S1, where � ∶= arctan(�2∕�1), which is absurd.
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As a useful consequence of the above lemma, we are able to obtain the following structural infor-
mation on the auxiliary map Ω',e,p.
Corollary 3.5. Let P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 be a compact, convex set with boundary curve of class C 1. Suppose
that ' ∈ C1(ℝ2 × ℝ × S1) is an S×-collision invariant. For any (e, p) ∈ P∗

, it holds that Ω',e,p ∶
ℝ4 ⧵ {0} × T 2 admits the representation

Ω',e,p(y, #, #) = Ω̃',e,p(
√

1 + 2y3y4, #, #)

for all y ∈ S3 for some '- and (e, p)-parametrised function Ω̃',e,p ∶ (0,∞) × T 2 → ℝ.

Proof. By definition of the auxiliary map Λ',e,p,y, it holds that

DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #) = ∇Γ',e,p(I∗y, #, #)⊗ I∗y

for all y ∈ ℝ4 ⧵ {0}. Converting this statement to information about the auxiliary map Ω',e,p, we in
turn find that

DΛ',e,p,y(I3, #, #) = I (i)∗ ∇Ω',e,p(y, #, #)⊗ I∗y,

where, for each i ∈ {1, 2}, the matrix I (i)∗ ∈ ℝ3×4 is given by

I (1)∗ ∶=
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

and I (2)∗ ∶=
⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 1

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

.

By the result of lemma 3.3 above, we conclude that the components of ∇Ω',e,p ∈ ℝ4 satisfy the
identities

y2
)Ω',e,p
)y1

(y, #, #) = y1
)Ω',e,p
)y2

(y, #, #),

y1
)Ω',e,p
)y3

(y, #, #) = (y3 + y4)
)Ω',e,p
)y1

(y, #, #),

y2
)Ω',e,p
)y3

(y, #, #) = (y3 + y4)
)Ω',e,p
)y2

(y, #, #),

y1
)Ω',e,p
)y4

(y, #, #) = (y3 + y4)
)Ω',e,p
)y1

(y, #, #)

and
y2
)Ω',e,p
)y4

(y, #, #) = (y3 + y4)
)Ω',e,p
)y2

(y, #, #)

for all y ∈ ℝ4 ⧵ {0}. By employing an argument similar to that employed in the proof of Proposition
3.1 above, we infer that there exists a function Ω̃',e,p ∶ (0,∞) × T 2 → ℝ such that

Ω',e,p(y, #, #) = Ω̃',e,p((y21 + y
2
2 + (y3 + y4)

2)1∕2, #, #)

for all y ∈ ℝ4 ⧵ {0}. In particular, for all y ∈ S3, owing to the fact that
y21 + y

2
2 + (y3 + y4)

2 = 1 + 2y3y4,

the statement of the corollary follows.
In contrast to the case of canonical scattering, the essential group at the heart of the collision

invariant problem for non-canonical scattering is O(3), rather than O(4). Due to this loss of symme-
try, one might imagine that any S×-collision invariant ' is less symmetric than its S∗ counterpart.
Remarkably, although the ‘minimal’ scattering group is smaller, any S×-collision invariant is also a
S∗-collision invariant. Indeed, we may now prove our main theorem, namely Theorem 1.10.
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Theorem 3.6. Let P∗ ⊂ ℝ2 be a compact, convex set with boundary curve of class C 1. Suppose that
' ∈ C1(ℝ2 ×ℝ × S1) is an S×-collision invariant. It holds that ' is necessarily of the form

'(v, !, #) = a(#) + b ⋅ v + c(m|v|2 + J!2)

for some a ∈ C1(S1), b ∈ ℝ2, and c ∈ ℝ.

Proof. Wemay assume, without loss of generality, that the S×-collision invariant ' has the property
'(0, 0, #) = 0

for all # ∈ S1. As we know from that the auxiliary map Ω',e,p is of the shape

Ω',e,p(y) = Ω̃',e,p((1 + 2y3y4)1∕2, #, #)

for all y ∈ S3, from the definition of Ω',e,p in terms of the original auxiliary map Φ', it can be
verified readily that

Φ'(V ) = Ω̃',|MV |,p(V )

(

(

1 +
2mJV5V6

2m|V |2 − |p(V )|2

)1∕2
, #, #

)

for all V ∈ ℝ6, where
p(V ) ∶= m

(

V1 + V3
V2 + V4

)

.

In turn, we infer the existence of a map Φ̃' ∶ (0,∞) ×ℝ2 ×ℝ × T 2 → ℝ such that

Φ'(V ) = Φ̃'

(

|MV |2, p(V ),
(

1 +
2mJV5V6

2m|MV |2 − |p(V )|2

)1∕2
, #, #

)

for all V ∈ ℝ6. Converting this to information in terms of the S×-collision invariant ', we obtain
that ' satisfies the identity

'(v, !, #) + '(v, !, #) = Φ̃'

(

|MV |2, p(V ),
(

1 + 2mJ!!
2m|MV |2 − |p(V )|2

)1∕2
, #, #

)

(44)

for all V = [v, v, !, !] ∈ ℝ6 and (#, #) ∈ T 2. By setting v = 0 and ! = 0, we find that
'(v, !, #) = Φ̃'(m|v|2 + J!2, mv, 1, #, #) (45)

for all v ∈ ℝ2, ! ∈ ℝ and all (#, #) ∈ T 2, whence Φ̃' does not depend on its #-argument. Similarly,
by setting v = 0 and ! = 0 in (44), we also find that Φ̃' does not depend on its #-argument. Thus,
from (45), it holds that there exists a map Φ∗' ∶ [0,∞) ×ℝ2 → ℝ such that

'(v, !, #) = Φ∗'(m|v|
2 + J!2, mv)

for all v ∈ ℝ2 and ! ∈ ℝ. By a routine argument, following the work of Truesdell and Muncaster
([14], Chapter VI), we find that the S×-collision invariant ' is necessarily of the form

'(v, !, #) = b ⋅ v + c(m|v|2 + J!2)

for all v ∈ ℝ2, ! ∈ ℝ and # ∈ S2 for some constant b ∈ ℝ2 and constant c ∈ ℝ. The proof of the
main theorem follows.
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4 Concluding Remarks
In this paper, we have shown that, in the case of two-dimensional convex particles with boundary that
is suitably regular, S×-collision invariants ' are necessarily of the form

'(v, !, #) = a(#) + b ⋅ v + c(m|v|2 + J!2) (46)
for all v ∈ ℝ2, ! ∈ ℝ, and # ∈ S1. As a consequence of Theorem 1.10, together with the known
result of [13], it follows that all collision invariants for physical scattering families (as defined by
Definition 1.7 in this work) in the two-dimensional case are of the form (46) above. However, the
problem for three-dimensional convex particles is more complicated. As reported in [15], there are
uncountably-many physical scattering families in the case of three-dimensional convex particles. As
such, characterisation of all possible S -collision invariants is rather more involved, and therefore
was not tackled in the present article.

Let us now comment on the physical significance of characterising collision invariants for all
possible physical scattering families.

4.1 Universality
As a result of the multiplicity of physical scattering families in the three-dimensional case, one might
ask, rather naturally, if all collision invariants are of the same shape, no matter the underlying choice
of the hard particle scattering one makes. As the general theory of the classical Boltzmann equation
makes clear, collision invariants reveal the mesoscopic physical properties of a dilute gas (and, in
the context of hydrodynamic limits [12] the macroscopic properties thereof). As such, if all collision
invariants for convex particle scattering happen to be the same, irrespective of the underlying physical
scattering family, one might conclude that the ‘observable’ properties of a dilute gas do not depend
on the precise details of the underlying scattering processes, only on the fact that scattering conserves
total momentum and energy of the particle system, together with the condition that the particles do
not interpenetrate.

In this direction, suppose that a reference hard particle P∗ ⊂ ℝ3 is given and fixed. We shall say
that a map ' of the form

'(v, !,R) ∶= a(R) + b ⋅ v + c(m|v|2 + RJRT! ⋅ !) (47)
is a universal collision invariant if and only if every S -collision invariant is of the form (47), no
matter the choice of physical scattering family S one fixes to define the scattering process. It is not a
priori obvious that the structure of a collision invariant should only depend, essentially, on the linear
momentum and the kinetic energy of a gas particle. The case of arbitrary physical scattering families
in three dimensions comprised only of linear maps will be treated in future work.

As regards universality, the problem of existence of nonlinear classical solutions �� of the Jaco-
bian equation

detD�� = −1

on ℝ12 subject to the algebraic constraints from the conservation laws (9)–(11), together with the
semi-algebraic constraint

��[V ] ⋅N� ≥ 0

whenever V ⋅N� ≤ 0 is also of physical and mathematical interest. We subsequently denote families
{��}� of nonlinear physical scattering maps by N . Were they to exist, the study of non-trivial N -
collision invariants would require techniques which are very different to those employed in this work
in the case of non-canonical scattering. Indeed, as physical scattering families S of linear maps
may be studied using techniques from Lie theory of finite-dimensional matrix groups, the analysis of
physical scattering families N of nonlinear maps would require more general techniques from the
theory of differentiable groups.
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