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I show a nontrivial functional giving a conservation quantity in the collisional energy cascade of
dissipative Maxwell gases: a fractional-calculus extension of the mean energy. The conservation
of this quantity directly leads the power-law energy tail that is stationary during the temporal
evolution. In the thermal limit, this quantity naturally reduces to the standard mean energy. This
conservation law and its extension to particles with other interactions are demonstrated with a
Monte-Carlo simulation for inelastic gases.

Among the variety of nonthermal dissipative systems,
gaseous ensemble of inelastic particles has been exten-
sively studied [1, 2]. Even with small inelasticity, in-
elastic gases show distinctive phenomena that are not
seen in thermal systems. For example, Ben-Naim et al.
have shown a nontrivial steady-state distribution having
a power-law energy tail under an extreme heating condi-
tion, where a particle with extremely high kinetic energy
is injected at a certain rate into a isotropically distributed
inelastic particles and this injected energy is balanced
with the dissipation by the inelastic collisions [3–5]. Such
a power-law tail is a typical signature of nonthermal sys-
tems and similar tails have been reported both in the
natural [6–9] and social phenomena [10].

In general, the transition from no-dissipation limit of
nonthermal systems to thermal systems is not straight-
forward. Indeed, Ben-Naim et al. [3–5] predicts a fi-
nite power-law index for the energy tail even at the no-
dissipation limit (i.e., elastic particles without heating),
although the steady-state distribution in the thermal sys-
tem is obviously the Maxwell distribution, the tail of
which decays exponentially. It has been also known that
the energy spectrum of the fluid turbulence in thermal
systems are completely different from that in dissipative
systems even with infinitesimally small dissipation [11].

In this Letter, for the heated inelastic gaseous system
studied in Refs. [3–5], I show that an extension of mean
energy based on fractional calculus is conserved, where
instead of a normal integration to calculate the expec-
tation (for the thermal system) the Riemann fractional
integration is used. This conservation law is equivalent
with the time-invariant power-law tail in the energy dis-
tribution during the temporal evolution. Furthermore,
this definition reduces to the standard mean energy in
the thermal system, which is obviously conserved. This
conservation law is demonstrated with numerical simula-
tions [12].

Establishment of thermodynamics for nonthermal sys-
tems has been a long-standing open question. The con-
servation of the fractional mean energy may be inter-
preted as the first law of thermodynamics for this non-
thermal system.
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Let us consider an isotropic and spatially uniform en-
semble of particles undergoing elastic collisions (i.e., no
energy dissipation at this point) in D-dimensional space.
We assume the Maxwell-type inter-particle interaction
for now. Particle ensembles with other interactions will
be discussed later. With the Maxwell interaction, the ki-
netic energies of two colliding particles, E1 and E2, can
be thought as random samples from the energy distribu-
tion f(E). The following relation has been proposed for
the post-collision energy E′1 [12–15],

E′1 ← xE1 + yE2, (1)

where x, y ∈ [0, 1] are random numbers following the
probability distribution p(x, y), which are determined by
the collision geometry, such as the scattering angle and
the relation between the relative and center-of-mass ve-
locities. Several forms of p(x, y) have been proposed. The
simplest example of valid p(x, y) is so-called diffuse col-
lision [13, 14], where after the elastic collision the kinetic
energies of the two particles will be completely random-
ized with the total energy conserved, i.e., no memory
effect of pre-collision energies,

p(x, y) = B

(
x

∣∣∣∣D2 , D2
)
δ(x− y), (2)

where B(x|a, b) = xa−1(1 − x)b−1/B(a, b) is beta distri-

bution with beta function B(a, b) =
∫ 1

0
xa−1(1−x)b−1dx

and δ(t) is Dirac’s delta function. The p-q model [13, 15],
which takes the memory effect into account, as well as its
linear superposition also give a valid p(x, y) [12].

The temporal evolution Eq. (1) can be written in the
following form with the Laplace transform of the energy
distribution Lf (τ, s) ≡

∫∞
0
f(τ, E)e−sEdE,

∂

∂τ
Lf (τ, s) = −Lf (τ, s)

+

∫
Lf (τ, xs)Lf (τ, ys) p(x, y) dx dy, (3)

where τ is the time scaled by the collision frequency.
With any valid p(x, y), the mean energy 〈E〉 ≡ L′f (τ, 0) =∫
Ef(τ, E)dE is conserved during the temporal evolu-

tion and eventually at the steady state the distribution
converges to the Maxwell distribution Lf (∞, s) = [1 +

2D−1〈E〉s]−D/2 according to Boltzmann’s H-theorem.
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Let us additionally consider an energy-dissipation. We
assume that, by this dissipation process, a particle looses
its kinetic energy by the fraction of 1−e−∆ (with ∆ ≥ 0).
We can assume an inelastic collision as this dissipation
process, but other processes may be also considered. The
time evolution with this dissipation is

E′1 ←

{
e−∆E1, with probability ξ

xE1 + yE2, with probability 1− ξ
, (4)

where ξ is the rate of this dissipation process relative
to the elastic collision. The Laplace representation of
Eq. (4) is

∂

∂τ
Lf (τ, s) = −Lf (τ, s) + ξLf (τ, e−∆s)

+ (1− ξ)
∫
Lf (τ, xs)Lf (τ, ys) p(x, y) dx dy. (5)

Here, we implicitly assume a constant energy injection in
the high energy limit so that the system will eventually
arrive at a nontrivial steady state [3].

Let us consider the first two orders of Lf (τ, s). From
the normalization condition Lf (τ, 0) = 1, we may write

Lf (τ, s) ≈ 1 − c(τ)sα(τ) in the small-|s| region, with
0 < α(τ) ≤ 1. Note that this corresponds to an assump-
tion of f(E) in the large-E region, i.e., either f(τ, E) ≈
E−α−1/cΓ(1− α) if α < 1, or f(τ, E) ≈ exp(−E/c)/c if
α = 1. In principle, α and c can evolve in time. However,
by substituting it to Eq. (5), comparing the terms with
the orders of sα−1, s0, and sα, we find dα(τ)/dτ = 0.
From the assumption that the system has a nontrivial
steady state [12], we then obtain dc(τ)/dτ = 0 and

1 = (1− ξ)
∫

(xα + yα)p(x, y) dx dy + ξe−α∆. (6)

Note that the symmetry of the elastic collision leads
p(x, y) = p(1 − y, 1 − x), which results in

∫
(x +

y)p(x, y)dx dy = 1 [12]. This indicates that α = 1 is the
necessary and sufficient condition for the non-dissipative
system, i.e., ∆ = 0 or ξ = 0. With a finite energy dissi-
pation, α is smaller than 1.

The above relations can be summarized as

∂

∂τ
lim
|s|→0

s1−α dLf (τ, s)

ds
= 0. (7)

Let us define the generalized mean energy of this system
as follows [12],

〈E〉α ≡
[

lim
|s|→0

s1−α dLf (τ, s)

ds

]1/α

=

[
lim
E→∞

1

Γ(α)

∫ E

0

(E − x)α−1xf(τ, x)dx

]1/α

,

(8)

where Γ(x) =
∫∞

0
tx−1e−tdt is the gamma function,

and the right hand side of Eq. (8) involves the Rie-
mann fractional integration of order α [16, 17]. From

Eq. (7), we find that 〈E〉α is conserved in this system,
i.e., d〈E〉α/dτ = 0. At the no-dissipation limit (α = 1),
〈E〉α reduces to the standard expectation 〈E〉 [note that
the fractional integration of order 1 is the standard in-
tegration], which is a conserved quantity in the thermal
system. Thus, this is a conservation law for both the
nonthermal and thermal systems.

The conservation of 〈E〉α is equivalent with the time-
invariant power-law tail f(τ, E) ≈ (〈E〉α)αE−α−1/Γ(1−
α) in the large E region. As this is time-invariant, the
distribution has the same power-law tail at the steady
state. This is consistent with the argument by Ben-Naim
et al. [3–5], where the steady-state velocity distribution
of inelastic gases has a power-law tail, and the index of
the power-law tail converges to a finite value (which is 2
for Maxwell gases) at the no-dissipation limit (α → 1).
Furthermore, our theory explains how this tail converges
to the Maxwell distribution at the thermal limit [observe
that Γ(ε)−1 ≈ ε with 0 < ε� 1].

At the large-s limit, Lf (∞, s) asymptotically be-

haves ≈ 2D−1(〈E〉αs)−D/2 at the steady state if ∆ �
1 [12]. By combining with the lowest order approxima-
tion Lf (τ, s) ≈ 1−(〈E〉αs)α, we find that the generalized
Mittag-Leffler (GML) distribution [18–20],

Lf (∞, s) ≈
[
1 +

2

D

(
〈E〉αs

)α]−D/2α
, (9)

is the simplest approximation of the steady-state solution
of Eq. (4). The GML distribution naturally reduces to
the Maxwell distribution at α→ 1.

As a demonstration, we carry out a Monte-Carlo sim-
ulation for a spatially uniform ensemble of inelastic par-
ticles having the Maxwell interaction, as done by Ben-
Naim et al. [3, 4] [for the comparison with more realistic
simulations and experimental observations, see Supple-
mental Material [12] and an accompanying paper [21]].
At every step of the simulation, we randomly choose
the colliding pairs of particles and compute its scattering
and energy dissipation based on the collision geometry.
We consider inelastic collision, where the relative veloc-
ity along the collision normal is reduced by the factor of
1− r with elasticity r [1, 2]. As an energy injection pro-
cess, we choose a particle randomly at a certain rate and
replace their velocity to Maxwellian with temperature 1.
We keep the energy injection rate constant and continue
the simulation until the system reaches the steady state.

Figure 1 shows the simulation results for r = 0.9.
Dashed lines in Fig. 1 (a) show the temporal evolution
of the mean energy 〈E〉 for the system. Two different
colored curves show the values of 〈E〉 for two simulation
runs started from different initial distributions. As this
is a nonthermal system, the mean energies are not con-
served and evolves in time toward the steady-state value.
Figure 1 (b) shows the energy distributions at several
time slices during the temporal evolution of the two sim-
ulation rns (blueish curves are from the simulation with
the lower initial energy, and reddish curves from that
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FIG. 1. Temporal evolution of inelastic particles with
Maxwell interaction and extreme heating. Two simulation
runs started from different initial distributions are shown,
where red curves for the run with the hotter initial condition
and blue curves for the colder condition. (a) Temporal evo-
lutions of 〈E〉 and 〈E〉α. 〈E〉 decays toward the steady-state
value while 〈E〉α stays constant from the beginning. (b) En-
ergy distributions for the two simulation runs at several time
slices. The distributions evolve along the arrow direction and
arrive at the same steady-state distribution (black curves).
Gray bold curve shows the best fit by the GML distribution,
with the optimum value of α = 0.92. Dashed straight line
shows the power-law (〈E〉α)αE−α−1/Γ(1− α).

with the higher initial energy). A black curve in the fig-
ure is the steady-state distribution. All the distributions
have the power-law tail and its amplitude and slope are
constant in time.

The thin curves in Fig. 1 (a) show the temporal evolu-
tion of 〈E〉α obtained from the distribution. They stay
unchanged during the evolution, which is in contrast with
the decay of 〈E〉. This is consistent with our above ar-
gument, where 〈E〉α is a conserved quantity. Note that
as there is an energy cut-off at E ≈ 1 in our system, the
direct computation from Eq. (8) is not feasible. Instead,
it is estimated from the distribution tail, based on the
fact that the power-law tail is written with the fractional
mean, (〈E〉α)αE−α−1/Γ(1− α), where α = 0.92 is taken
from the best-fit by the GML distribution (see below).

The steady-state distribution has a power-law tail in
the high-energy region, as pointed out in the original
works [3, 4]. The low-energy region is similar to the
Maxwellian (see also Fig. 2 (a) later). The bold curve
in the figure shows the best fit by the GML distribu-

tion Eq. (9). The GML distribution well reproduces the
simulated result.

Figure 2 (a) shows the steady-state distribution sim-
ulated with different values of r. The distribution with
r = 1 (elastic limit, with no heating) falls exponentially
in the high-energy region, while with r < 1 the distribu-
tion has a power-law tail. We find bigger tails in the dis-
tribution with larger energy dissipation, i.e., the smaller
values of r.

The bold curves in Fig. 2 (a) show the best-fit by the
GML distribution. The GML distribution well represents
the simulated energy distributions, particularly those un-
der the small dissipation. The best-fit values of α is
shown in Fig. 2 (c) by filled circles as a function of r.
With the smaller energy dissipation, α closer to 1 is ob-
tained.

The value of α may be analytically computed from
Eq. (6) by using diffuse kernel Eq. (2). From the av-
eraged energy loss of one inelastic collision 1 − e−∆ ≈
(1− r2)/2(D + 1) and ξ = 1/2, we obtain

1− α ≈ 1− r2

(D + 1)
(
log 2− 1

2D

) , (10)

Here, we assume 0 ≤ ∆ � 1. The dotted diagonal line
in Fig. 2 (c) shows Eq. (10). The filled circles are well
aligned on this prediction, particularly when 1− r � 1.

Filled circles in Fig. 2 (d) shows the value of 〈E〉α
scaled by the median energy Emed. This approaches
to the corresponding value of the Maxwell distribution
in the 3-dimensional space, 〈E〉/Emed ≈ 0.56 (vertical
dashed line) with α→ 1.

The above discussion can be approximately extended
to particles having other inter-particle interactions. For
example, the collision rate of hard spheres is proportional
to Eλ/2 with λ = 1 while neutral atomic gases show
Van-der-Waals interaction, where λ = 1/3 [22, 23]. For
such systems, we may consider the weighted distribu-

tion, f̂(E) = Eλ/2f(E)/Z, with the normalization con-
stant Z. Based on an approximation (E1 + E2)λ/2 ≈
(E1E2/〈E〉α)λ/2, which is valid if |λ| � D, this weight-
ing approximately represents the energy dependence of
the collision rate. Although this weighting changes
the statistical weight of the D-dimensional space from
∝ ED/2−1 to ∝ E(D+λ)/2−1, the Laplace transform of
its weighted distribution at the steady state is approx-
imated by the GML distribution, Lf̂ (s) = [1 + (D +

λ)(〈E〉αs)α/2]−(D+λ)/2α. In this case, the quantity ap-
proximately conserved during the temporal evolution is

obtained by replacing f(E) by f̂(E) in Eq. (8), ˆ〈E〉α ≡[
limE→∞

∫ E
0

(E − x)α−1xf̂(x)dx/Γ(α)
]1/α

. Note that

although 〈Ê〉α is not reduced exactly to 〈E〉 at α = 1
because of the approximation to take λ 6= 0 interaction
into account, it gives a good approximation as long as
|λ| � D.

Similar Monte-Carlo simulations are carried out with
λ = 1 and 1/3. In these runs, the relative velocity
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FIG. 2. Steady state distributions of isotropic inelastic gases by the Monte-Carlo simulations. Thin curves: the simulation
results for (a) the gases with Maxwell interaction and (b) for the hard spheres. Results with several values of the inelasticity r
are shown, with an appropriate vertical offset for the sake of clarity. Thick curves: the best fit by the GML distribution. (c)

The optimum values of α. The horizontal position of the markers are computed from Eq. (6). (d) The values of 〈Ê〉α scaled
by the median energy Emed. The vertical dashed lines are the corresponding values of 〈E〉/Emed for the Maxwell distribution.

among particles are taken into account in choosing collid-
ing pairs of particles. Thin curves in Fig. 2 (b) show the
steady-state energy distributions for hard spheres in 3-
dimensional space for various values of r. The GML dis-
tribution (bold curves) well represents the steady-state
distributions also for λ = 1 cases. Figure 2 (c) shows the
optimum values of α, for λ = 0, 1/3 and 1, and D = 2
and 3 cases. The horizontal positions of the markers are
computed from Eq. (10) but with D replaced by D + λ.
All the results are well aligned on the diagonal line, in-
dicating the consistency with the above discussion.

Figure 2 (d) shows the value of 〈E〉α scaled by the
median energy. Also for these λ 6= 0 simulations,
〈E〉α/Emed converges to the values in the thermal sys-
tem (vertical dotted lines), showing the smooth transi-
tion from the nonthermal to thermal systems.

In this Letter, I pointed out that the fractional mean
energy is conserved during a temporal evolution of dis-
sipative gases. This conservation law is equivalent with
the time-invariant power-law tails in the energy distri-
bution. The distribution approaches to the Maxwell dis-
tribution and the fractional mean energy converges to
the standard mean energy, as we tune the system close
to the no-dissipation limit. It is also pointed out that
the steady-state distribution is well approximated by the
GML distribution, an application of which to plasma-
physics field is separately reported in Ref.[21].

The power-law tail in the energy distribution is ubiq-

uitous in many dissipative systems, such as cosmic rays
accelerated in shock fronts [6], earthquakes [7], and fluid
turbulence [8, 9]. Although we focused only on gaseous
systems in this work, a similar conservation law is ex-
pected for other systems.

The establishment of the thermodynamics for nonther-
mal systems, particularly the nonthermal equivalence of
the first- and second-laws, is one of long-standing open
questions in physics. The conservation of the fractional
mean energy may be interpreted as the first-law equiv-
alence. Although several generalizations of the entropy
have been proposed as the second law for nonthermal
systems [24–26], it is found that none of them is consis-
tent with the system we considered here as well as our
conservation law. The search of an entropy form for the
second law is in the scope of future studies.
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Conservation of Fractional Mean Energy in Dissipative Gases

I. DERIVATION OF THE CONSERVATION LAW AND GML DISTRIBUTIONS

In this section, the detailed derivations of some equalities are presented.

A. Detailed derivation of dα/dτ = 0 and dc/dτ = 0

Let us consider the small-|s| limit of Lf (τ, s). The normalization condition gives Lf (τ, 0) = 1. From the second

two smallest orders, Lf (τ, s) can be written as Lf (s) ≈ 1 − c(τ)sα(τ) at small-|s| region. Here, c(τ) > 0 should be
satisfied according to a property of the Laplace transform. By substituting it into Eq. (1), we obtain

− ∂

∂τ
c(τ)sα(τ) = −(1− csα) + (1− ξ)

∫
(1− cxαsα − cyαsα)p(x, y)dxdy + ξ(1− ce−α∆sα)

= csα
[
1−

{
(1− ξ)

∫
(xα + yα)p(x, y)dxdy + ξe−α∆

}]
, (S1)

which leads
∂
∂τ c(τ)

c(τ)
+

1

s

∂

∂τ
α(τ) = (1− ξ)

∫
(xα + yα)p(x, y)dxdy + ξe−α∆ − 1. (S2)

By equating the terms for s0 and s−1 in both the sides, we obtain

∂
∂τ c(τ)

c(τ)
= (1− ξ)

∫
(xα + yα)p(x, y)dxdy + ξe−α∆ − 1, (S3)

∂

∂τ
α(τ) = 0, (S4)
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respectively.

Here, we define a new quantity α0, which satisfies Eq. (6) if substituted as α. First, let us consider the case of
α > α0. Note that the coefficient for the order of sα0 is zero according to our definition. Then, we get ∂

∂τ c(τ)/c(τ) < 0.
In this case, c(τ) exponentially decays and after long enough time the contribution of sα becomes negligible. We can
repeat the same discussion for the next order to α. Eventually we find that all the terms in any order decays to zero,
i.e., the steady state has the zero kinetic energy. This corresponds to the case with no heating source to the system,
which is against our assumption that the system has a nontrivial steady state. Note that this case corresponds to
〈E〉α = 0.

Secondly, let us consider the case of α < α0. Then, we get ∂
∂τ c(τ)/c(τ) > 0. c(τ) diverges exponentially and does

not reach the steady-state. This is again contradictory to our assumption. Note that this situation corresponds to
〈E〉α =∞.

Therefore, the system arriving at a nontrivial steady state should satisfy Eq. (6). Note that in realistic systems,
the energy of the heat source is finite and thus with the nonzero power input, this relation is always satisfied.

B. Derivation of Eq. (8)

Let us define a polynomial function g(x) = xα−1/Γ(α) so that the Laplace transform of Lg = s−α. Recall that the
convolution of g(x) and another function h(x), i.e., g(x) ∗ h(x) ≡

∫ x
0
g(x− t)h(t)dt is equivalent with the product of

their Laplace transforms. We obtain,

lim
|s|→0

s1−α ∂Lf (τ, s)

∂s
= lim
|s|→0

sLg(x)∗(xf(x)) (S5)

= lim
|s|→0

∫ ∞
0

dE se−sE
∫ E

0

dx g(E − x)xf(x) (S6)

= lim
|s|→0

1

Γ(α)

∫ ∞
0

dE e−sE
d

dE

[∫ E

0

(E − x)α−1xf(x)dx

]
. (S7)

Because (d/dE)
[∫ E

0
(E − x)α−1xf(x)dx

]
is nonnegative for all E ≥ 0 and integrable, we can exchange the limit and

the integration according to the dominated convergence theorem. This yields Eq. (8).

C. Derivation of Eq. (9)

In order to obtain an asymptotic form of Lf (∞, s) at the steady state, we consider Eq. (3) with large and real
s. Since Lf (∞, s) is the monotonically decreasing nonnegative function of s, the dominant contribution to the
integrand in Eq. (9) comes from the small-x and y region so that xs, ys . 1. Let p(x, y) ≈ cpx

ayb be the smallest
order approximation of p(x, y). Also, from the consideration of the small-|s| limit of Lf , we may approximate
Lf (∞, s) ≈ [1 + ν−1(〈E〉αs)α]−ν where ν is an unknown parameter. By substituting them, the integral in Eq. (9) can
be written as∫
Lf (∞, xs)Lf (∞, ys) p(x, y) dx dy ≈ cp

∫ ∞
0

[1 + ν−1(〈E〉αxs)α]−νxadx

∫ ∞
0

[1 + ν−1(〈E〉αys)α]−νybdy

= s−(a+b+2)cp

(
ν1/α

〈E〉α

)a+b+2

α−2B
( a
α

+ 1, ν − a

α
− 1
)
B

(
b

α
+ 1, ν − b

α
− 1

)
.

(S8)

As a and b do not depend on α, we obtain a+ b+ 2 = D/2 by considering the thermal system. Thus, this integration
should be proportional to s−D/2 with large s, independent of ν and α. In order to match this dependence to that
of the rest of the terms, Lf (∞, s) should be proportional to s−D/2 at the large-s region. At the thermal system,

Lf (τ, s) ∝ 2D−1(〈E〉αs)−D/2. As the rest of the terms in Eq. (S8) only depend on α in the first order. Thus, with

α . 1, Lf (τ, s) is written as ∝ [2D−1 +O(1− α)](〈E〉αs)−D/2.
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FIG. S1. The GML distribution with several values of α with 〈E〉α = 1. The power-law tail E−α−1/Γ(1 − α) is shown by
dotted lines. An appropriate offsets are introduced for the sake of clarity.

II. NUMERICAL EVALUATION OF GML DISTRIBUTION

In the main text, the numerical fit by the GML distribution is carried out. Although the GML distribution has no
analytical forms except for few special cases, an efficient numerical computation method has been proposed [18–20],

fGML(E|α,D, 〈E〉α) =
1

π〈E〉α

(
D

2

) 1
α
∫ ∞

0

exp
(
−y
(
D
2

) 1
α E
〈E〉α

)
sin
(
πD2 Fα(y)

)
(y2α + 2yα cos(πα) + 1)

D/4α
dy, (S9)

where fGML(E|α,D, 〈E〉α) = L−1
[
(1 + 2(〈E〉αs)α/D)−D/2α

]
. Here Fα(y) is defined as follows,

Fα(y) = 1− 1

πα
cot−1

(
cot(πα) +

yα

sin(πα)

)
. (S10)

In this work, the values of the GML distribution is evaluated by integrating Eq. (S9) numerically.
Figure S1 shows the GML distribution for several values of α. As we see from the small-|s| dependence, it has a

power-law tail, (〈E〉α)αE−α−1/Γ(1 − α). The dotted lines in the figure are this power-law function. The GML
distribution approaches to this power-law tail in the large-E region. The power-law tail becomes smaller as α
approaches to 1, and at α = 1, the power-law tail disappears and the distribution reduces to the Maxwell distribution.

III. PROBABILISTIC REPRESENTATION OF ELASTIC COLLISIONS

In the main text, the energy change by an elastic collision is modeled by a probabilistic form Eq. (1). In this
section, the details of the assumptions, necessary conditions, as well as the actual form for some particular cases are
presented.

A. Necessary condition for a valid p(x, y)

The form of p(x, y) in Eq. (1) should depend on the inter-particle interaction. Although in the next subsection a
particular case (hard-sphere collision) will be discussed, here let us consider the necessary condition for a valid p(x, y).

First, as we consider the elastic collision, the sum of the kinetic energies should be conserved, i.e., E1+E2 = E′1+E′2,
where E′2 is the post-collision energy of particle 2. The similar relation for particle 2 is

E′2 ← (1− y)E2 + (1− x)E1. (S11)

The exchange of particles 1 and 2 gives the following symmetry condition,

p(x, y) = p(1− y, 1− x), (S12)
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which directly leads ∫ 1

0

(x+ y)p(x, y)dx dy =

∫ 1

0

p(x, y)dx dy = 1. (S13)

Find that Eq. (6) reduces to the above equation when substituting α = 1 and ξ = 0.
Second, the reverse reaction should have the same probability, i.e., p(x, y) should satisfy the detailed balance. Let

us consider the two variables z ≡ E1/(E1 + E2) and z′ ≡ E′1/(E
′
1 + E′2). The conditional probability distribution of

z′ with given z is

p(z′|z) =
1

z

∫ min(1, z
′

1−z )

max(0, z
′−z
1−z )

p

(
z′

z
− 1− z

z
y, y

)
dy. (S14)

The detailed balance can be written as

p(z′|z)B
(
z

∣∣∣∣D2 , D2
)

= p(z|z′)B
(
z′
∣∣∣∣D2 , D2

)
. (S15)

p(x, y) should satisfy Eq. (S15) for any pair of z and z′. Note that the beta distribution B(z|D/2, D/2) represents
the statistical weight of z in the D-dimensional space. The diffuse collision Eq. (2) and the p-q model, which we will
discuss below, satisfies this detailed balance relation.

B. Exact Description of Elastic Collision of Hard Spheres

Let us consider an elastic collision among two hard spheres having mass 1 (Fig. S2 (a)). Before the collision, two
hard spheres have velocities v1 and v2. The center-of-mass (CM) velocity and their relative velocity is

VCM =
v1 + v2

2
, (S16)

v =
v1 − v2

2
, (S17)

respectively. Let Ω be the scattering angle in the CM frame. The post-collision velocity of the particle 1, v′1, has the
following relation with the pre-collision velocities,

v ≡ |v′1 −VCM | = |v1 −VCM |, (S18)

(v′1 −VCM ) · (v1 −VCM ) = v cos Ω. (S19)

After a simple equating, we obtain the following relation between the pre-collision energies E1, E2 and post-collision
energy E′1,

E′1 =
1

2

[
(E1 + E2)− (E2 − E1) cos Ω− 2

√
E1E2r sin Ψ sin Ω

]
, (S20)

FIG. S2. Schematic illustration of the two-body collision in the center-of-mass frame. (a) Elastic collision and (b)inelastic
collision.
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where, Ψ is the angle between v1 and v2, r is the cosine angle between VCM and the plane spanned by vrel and v′rel.
Ω = π − 2θ, Ψ, and r are independent of each other and they follow

cos2 θ ∼ B
(

1

2
,
D − 1

2

)
, (S21)

cos2 Ψ ∼ B
(

1

2
,
D − 1

2

)
, (S22)

r2 ∼ B
(

1

2
,
D − 2

2

)
. (S23)

Figure S3 (a) shows the probability distribution of p(E′1) for D = 3 case. For comparison, the distribution by
Eq. (2) is shown in Fig. S3 (b), which has been employed to study gas kinetics for a long time. Despite of a small
correlation in Fig. S3 (a), the overall distribution is similar to the diffuse model.

C. The p-q Model for Elastic Collision

To capture the correlation found in the exact p(E′1), so-called p-q model has been proposed [13, 15]. This model is
equivalent to the following probabilistic process

E′1 = (1− a)E1 + (aE1 + bE2)c, (S24)

where a, b, and c are the independent random variables, following

a ∼ B
(
a

∣∣∣∣γ2 , D − γ2

)
, (S25)

b ∼ B
(
b

∣∣∣∣γ2 , D − γ2

)
, (S26)

c ∼ B
(
c
∣∣∣γ
2
,
γ

2

)
, (S27)

where 0 ≤ γ ≤ D is a constant that controls the strength of the correlation. Figures S3 (c), (d), and (e) shows the
distribution of p(E′1) for several values of γ. Depending on the value of γ, p(E′1) changes from a strong memory
collision (with small γ) to a nearly-diffuse collision (with large γ).

Equation (S24) has the form of Eq. (1), where

p(x, y|γ) =
(1− x)γ/2−1yγ/2−1

B
(
γ
2 ,

γ
2

) (
B
(
γ
2 ,

D−γ
2

))2

∫ x

y

c(γ−D)/2−2(1− c)(γ−D)/2−2(x− c)(D−γ)/2−1(c− y)(D−γ)/2−1dc (S28)

It can be easily shown that this p(x, y|γ) with any value of γ is a valid probability distribution that leads the Maxwell
distribution at the steady state when used in Eq. (3). Similarly, p(y, x|γ) is also a valid distribution. Furthermore, the
mixture of p(x, y|γ) and p(y, x|γ) for different values of γ is also valid, which is the linear superposition of p(x, y|γ)
and p(y, x|γ) with arbitrary weight distributions p1(γ) and p2(γ),

p(x, y) =η

∫ D

0

p(x, y|γ)p1(γ)dγ + (1− η)

∫ D

0

p(y, x|γ)p2(γ)dγ. (S29)

Here, 0 ≤ η ≤ 1 is the relative weight of the two terms. Dotted curves in the lower panel of Fig. S3 (a) shows the
best fit of the exact kernel p(x, y) (Eq. (S23)) by Eq. (S29). This perfectly represents the exact solution. Because of
the flexibility in Eq. (S29), most of the realistic collision can be represented by Eq. (1).

IV. INELASTIC COLLISION

One of the standard models for an inelastic collision is to adopt an inelasticity for collision velocity [1, 2]. When
two particles undergo an inelastic collision, the scattering angle Ω depends on the restitution coefficient 0 ≤ r ≤ 1
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FIG. S3. Probability distribution of the pre-collision energy E1 and the post-collision energy E′1. The lower panel shows the
crosssections at the two E′1 values (at the position of the horizon lines in the upper panel). (a) The exact distribution for the
hard-sphere collision, (b) the diffuse collision model Eq. (2), (c)-(e) the distribution by p-q model with some values of γ. The
dotted curves in the lower panel of (a) shows the best-fit of the exact distribution by Eq. (S29).

(Fig. S2 (b)). Because of the inelasticity, the momentum normal to the collision direction (vector n in the figure)
changes [31],

v cos θ = ru cos θ, (S30)

with the post-collision velocity u in the CM frame. The momentum perpendicular to n is conserved. u and the
scattering angle Ω can be written as

u = v
√

sin2 θ + r2 cos2 θ, (S31)

Ω = cos−1

(
− r cos θ√

sin2 θ + r2 cos2 θ

)
− θ. (S32)

In this work, we use the hard-sphere cross section for the inelastic gas. By averaging Eq. (S31), we obtain (v2 −
〈u2〉)/2 ≈ (1− r2)/(D + 1). Since in an isotropic system, the kinetic energy should be shared equally by the kinetic
energy in the CM frame and that of the center of mass, i.e., 〈v2〉 = 〈V 2

CM〉, the average of the fractional energy loss
per one collision is (1− r2)/2(D + 1).

V. DEMONSTRATION WITH A DIRECT MOLECULAR SIMULATION

In the main text, the Monte-Carlo simulations for the inelastic gases are presented. In these simulations, a spatially
uniform and isotropic gas, as well as the molecular chaos are assumed, i.e., the spatial correlation after collisions is
neglected.

In order to see the validity of the main argument for more realistic situations, here I show the direct molecular
dynamics simulation for atomic gas surrounded by cold walls. As shown in Fig. S4 (a), N atoms with mass m in a cubic
box with one side of L are considered. These atoms interact according to the inter-atomic potential V (r) = (r/r0)−6,
where r is the inter-atomic distance. Thus, the atom-atom collision is elastic. We assume that the walls have infinitely
large degrees-of-freedom and have much lower temperature than the atomic gas. A collision with such a wall can be
approximated by an inelastic collision [27]. We simulate such a wall collision by an inelastic coefficient r, where the
atomic velocity perpendicular to the wall changes v⊥ → −rv⊥. The box has an opening with the area of a. If an
atom goes out of the box through this opening, another atom having the temperature T0 is injected into the box. At
the steady state, this energy injection will be balanced with the energy dissipation by the wall collision.

This system mimics the neutral gas behavior in plasmas. Neutral atoms, particularly radical atoms, gain much
higher kinetic energy than the room temperature by several processes in plasmas, such as molecular dissociation and
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charge exchange with ions [28–30]. Such atoms collide each other distributing the injected energy to other atoms, and
dissipate its energy to walls.

Figure S4 (b) and (c) show the results of the molecular-dynamics simulator lammps [32] with m = 1, L = 1,
a = 10−3, r0 = 10−3, T0 = 1, r = 0.99, N = 104 and the time step of 2 × 10−5, and with two different initial
distributions, as similar to the Monte-Carlo simulation. The values of 〈E〉 and 〈E〉α are shown in Fig. S4 (b) and
several snapshots of the energy distributions are shown in Fig. S4 (c). While 〈E〉 decays to the steady-sate value, 〈E〉α
stays almost the same value. The energy distribution has the power-law tail during the evolution, and the intensity
and power-law index stays constant. This suggests that the discussion in the main text does not rely on the details
of the energy-dissipation process and applicable to wide variety of systems.

σ

L

N atoms

1
r

FIG. S4. (a) A schematic illustration of our molecular-dynamics simulation, where atoms are confined by inelastic walls. (b)
The temporal evolutions of 〈E〉 and 〈E〉α for two simulation runs, and (c) the energy distributions at several time slices, as
similar to Fig. 1.
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