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W e investigate a class of reaction processes in which particles m ove ballistically and react upon
colliding. W e show that correlations between velocities of colliding particlesplay a crucialrole in the
Jong tim e behavior. In the reaction-controlled lin it when particles undergo m ostly elastic collisions
and therefore are always near equilbbrium , the correlations are accounted analytically. For ballistic
aggregation, for instance, the density decaysasn t with = 2d=(d+ 3) In the reaction-controlled
lim it In d din ensions, In contrast w ith wellknown m ean— eld prediction = 2d=d+ 2).

PACS numbers: 0545.4,0520Dd, 7323Ad, 8220Nk

B allistic-controlled reaction processes 'g}, 'Q:, ::J!, :fi, :_5,
&, 1, 8, 9,110] exhbi rich atypical behaviors, eg. the
persistent dependence of decay exponents on the spatial
din ension d in plying absence of the upper critical di-
m ension; not surprisingly, ballistic-controlled processes
proved very challenging to theoretical treatm ents. The
key such process is ballistic aggregation 'E:] in which par-
ticles m erge upon collisions so that m ass and m om entum
are conserved (energy is necessarily lost). This m odel
arises In various contents, eg., i m In ics the m erging of
ocoherent structures (Ike vortices or themm alplum es) and
accum ulation of coan ic dust into planetesim als tl]:] The
one-din ensional (1D ) version hasalso an Interesting con—
nection w ith dynam ics of shocks representing solutionsof
the Inviscid B urgers equation f_l-Z_i, :_l-'._%] B allistic aggrega-
tion was st Investigated In a pioneering paper :_Ij.] by
Camevale, Pom eau, and Young who argued that basic
physical quantities behave algebraically in the Iong tim e
lim i, eg., the density decays as

nt) t ; = @)

in d din ensions. To understand this result, one can use
E] a rate equation dn=dt = n= for the density. The
mean tine between collisions related to the root m ean
squared (m s) velocity V , radius R, and density through
nv R9!  1.M assconservation in plies that the aver—
agemass ism I . TherebreR n ™ and

dn
— = n?vr9?! =

nlt=dy. 2)
dt

T heparticle ofm assm isform ed from m originalparticles
(Wem easurem ass in unisofthe niialm assand velocity
In unis of the initial m s velocity) . A ssum ing velocities
of those origihal particles uncorrelated we nd that the

averagem om entum p and velocity V scale as
p m'7;
P ugging @) into @) and solving forn () yields ().

Surprisingly the prediction = 2d=d+ 2) for the de-
cay exponent | perhaps the m ost known result in the

eld of ballistic-controlled processes | is erroneous. It
tums out that the m ean—- eld assum ption that velocities
of original particles contained w thin a typical aggregate
particle are uncorrelated is incorrect in any nite din en—
sion | only when d ! 1 and velocities are orthogonal
to each other w ith probability one, they are lndeed un-—
correlated. The failure of the m ean— eld no-correlation
assum ption {_3) has not been appreciated because the re—
sulting omula 4 = 2d=(d+ 2) is correct both ford= 1
and d = 1 . (No trivial explanation of the formm er as—
sertion is known yet the relation to the Burgers equa—
tion via the particles( ) shocksm apping [_igi, :_1-2_1*] and the
t£2=3 growth of the separations between ad-pcent shocks
established by Burgers m any years ago @-Zj] prove that

1 = 2=3). Since 4 monotonously Increases wih d, i
is not surprising that the actual values are not so dif-
ferent from the m ean— eld prediction (:L) T herefore the
observed disagreem ent in tw o din ensions ﬁ could be at-
trbuted to insu cient scale of the simulations. Inter—
estingly, the beauty ofballistic aggregation in 1D where
the m odel adm its an exact solution EJ:, :g] and exhbis a
deep connection to the Burgers equation has supported
the Incorrect prediction @') In higher dim ensions.

T he purpose of this articlke is twofold. First, we clar-
ify the role of velocity correlations in the general case,
w here they lead to signi cant deviations from m ean- eld
predictions. Second, we propose a procedure that allow s
an analytical treatm ent of correlations for virtually any
ballistic reaction process in the reaction-controlled lim it;
In particular, thism ethod gives exact decay exponents.

T he no-correlation assum ption is generally wrong for
all ballistic-controlled processes, so we  rst dem onstrate
this assertion for one particularly sinple process. W e
choose a toy ballistic aggregation m odel in which allpar-
ticles are identical and when two particles m oving w ith

V = p=m n'=?; 3)
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velocities v, and v, collide, they form an aggregate par-
ticle m oving w ith velocity v = vi + v, . Com pared to the
original ballistic aggregation m odel, the toy m odel has
a num ber of advantageous properties. F irst, the volum e
fraction decays inde nitely thereby driving the system
into the dilute lim it and justifying ignoring m ultiple colli-
sions. Second, them ean free path n ' grow s faster than
the mterparticle distance n **¢ rd > 1. These two
features ndicate that ford > 1 the Bolzm ann equation
approach is exact at large tim es.

Forthe toy m odel, (r_i) becom esdn=dt= n®V and the

supposed absence of correlations givesV. n =2 . Thus
themean- ed argument mpliessn t wih = 2 in—
dependently on din ension d. Num erically we nd that

this universality does not hold: increasesw ih din en-

sion and approachesthem ean— eld prediction only when

d! 1 .Fornstance, we nd wih an accuracy better
than 1% )

( 133 when d

155 when d

165 when d

1
2, @)
3

These results were obtained by soling the Bolzm ann
equation describing the toy m odel

@P (v;t) _

ot dudw P ;)P W ;t)ha

Z
2P W;t) dw P w;bis

wij u+tw V)

W s )

W e have solved this equation num erically im plem enting
aDirectM onteCarlo OM C) sinulation scheme (seeceg.
ﬁl4] for the generalm ethod, and Q ] for an application
to a ballistic-controlled reaction process). T he idea is to
rephrase Eq. (E) asa stochastic process. In each step two
particles, say w ith velocitiesu and w , are selected at ran—
dom am ong a population ofN particles, and the reaction
happens w ith a probability proportionalto 1 w j If
the reaction hasbeen accepted, a new particle ofvelocity
u + w replaces two original particles, so the number of
particles changes to N 1. The tim e is increm ented by
N 231 w) !, and the process is iterated again. This
num erical schem e allow s us to treat system s w ith niial
num ber of particles ofthe order of 10’ . Them aster equa-
tion associated to this M arkov chain is precisely &) so
that we obtain the num erically exact solution ofourprob—
Jem . The exponent values ('_4) signi cantly di er from the
mean— eld prediction = 2, and leave no doubt that the
no-correlation assum ption is w rong.

In the Bolzm ann equation (;5), the relative velocity
¥ w jgivesthe rate of collisions and its non-linear char—
acter m akes analytical progress hardly possbl. An old
trick to overcom e this di culy is to rep]aoe the actual
relative velocity by the m s velocity E_S] This resuls in
the M axwellm odel that played an_in portant role In the
developm ent ofkinetic theory f_lé, :;L]' 1. Forthe toy m odel,
we have (hereafter the dependence on tin e is suppressed

for ease of notation)
Z

& wpwr e w)

1
vV @t

2nP (v): (6)

R
dw P W)
dw w?P W) re—

Integrating (@) we
satis es dn=dt =
m ains constant. Hence V. = n and = 2 showing
that them ean— eld no-correlation approach is essentially
the M axwellm odel In context of ballistic processes @-Q']
TheM axwellm odel is an uncontrolled approxin ation to
the Boltzm ann equation for the hard sphere gas and, not
surprisingly, the exponents found w ithin this approach
are generally erroneous (see [_12‘3] for an altemative sin —
pli cation, the so—called very hard partick approach). O £
course, one could anticipate that the exponent = 2
characterizes the M axwell m odel w ithout com putations

| the essence of the M axwell m odel, that is the fact
that collisions are com pltely random , assures that the
no-correlation condition does hold.

W e now present an argum ent that em phasizes the role
and in portance of correlations betw een velocities of col-
liding particles and applies to all ballistic-controlled re—
action processes. The key point is to supplem ent an
evolution equation for the m ass density by an evolu—
tion equation for the density of kinetic energy. For
an arbirary ballistic-controlled reaction process we de—
note P (m ;v;t) the pint m assvelocity distribution func—
tion, and e = m v* the kinetic energy of a given parti
cle (for the toy model, we set m = 1). The evolution
equatigns for the density n and kinetic energy density
nE = mv’P (m;v;t)dm dv = nlm v?i read

nd that the densjiﬁ n=
'V whilke nv? =

1=2

dn _ n. dnE) _ nh eicou. ™
dt ! dt ’

The rst equation is just the de nition of the tim e de—
pendent collision frequency 1= , the second additionally
contains the kinetic energy h ei.,n lost on average In
a binary collision. In the scaling regin e the quantities
h eien and E = m v?i exhibit the sam e tin e depen-
dence, so the disspation parameter = h ein=E is
asym ptotically tim e lndependent. From Edgs. (’_’2) we get
dh@E)=dhn= ,orV?=nE n .Themean free
path argument ' nvR9! t! givesn'™v t!
for ballistic aggregation. C om bining these two relations
and thede nition of weobtain = (I=d+ =2)!.Sin-
ilarly orthetoymodelnv? n andnvV t! lkadhg
to =2=01+ ).

To use this form alisn , we must precisely de ne the
collisional average Involved in d An average change of
a quantiy A (1;2) in a binary collision is {_2-1:]

R
dlq2in  v23 [ A 1;2)P WP @)
dld2 y, wpe @)

h Ai =

lcon sz P
w here we have used shorthand notationsi= (m ;;v;) and
di= dm;idv; @= 1;2). In the key case of hard spheres
we have = 1, whereas the cases = 0 and = 2



oon:espond the M axwell and very hard particle m odels
ll9], respectively. W e now illustrate the form alism for
the toy m odel. The kinetic energy lost in a collision is

=vi+vi (Wi +vy)?= 2v; vy.Hence
h ey — Avpdvy 1 V2] (Vi ¥)P (V1)P (V) |
olt dV]_ dV2 j\/]_ V2j P (V]_ ) P (Vz)

Forthe M axwellmodel ( = 0), the isotropy of P (v;t)
showsthath ei,o,n=0,s0 = 0and = 2=(1+ =2
In agreem ent w ith our previous calculation. Sin ilarly for
very hard particles ( = 2, see [:f9_:]) we use isotropy to
sim plify and arrive at

2P (v1)P (Vz)
dvaP ) 2

dV]_ de (V]_

T he isotropy allow s to com pute the ratio ofthe integrals
toyied = 2=d kadingto = 2d=d+ 2). For other
values of , ncluding the case of interest = 1, the dis—
sipation param eter depends on details of the velocity
distrdbbution, and isotropy alone is not su cient to de—
term ne . The reason for the failure of the m ean- eld
argum ent | which am ounts to the com plete neglect of
collisional correlations (w1 vicen = 0) | isnow clear:
in general, a collision invoking a pair (v;1;v,) w ith a neg-
ative product vi ¥ < 0 has a higher probability than a
collision with v vy > 0. The dissjpation param eter
is therefore positive so that = 2=+ )< 2. Thusthe
mean— eld prediction = 2 isan upper bound for

10° 10
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FIG.1l: Density versus tine in the 2D aggregation m odel.
T he continuous straight line has slope 0:86. The Inset show s
that the average energy tm v’ i decays as t 028 M ean- ed
predictions are shown by the dashed lines (slope 1 in the
m ain graph and 0 in the inset). The non-linear Boltzm ann
equation describbing ballistic aggregation has been solved by
DMC for a system of N = 4 10’ particks. The initial
density isno and ! denotes the iniial collision frequency of
the equilbrium hard sphere uid.

T he above fram ew ork applies to any irreversble pro—
cess w ith ballistic transport. For ballistic aggregation,
the om ission of collisionalcorrelationsam ountsto setting

= 1, ie. that the typical energy dissipated in a col
lision is the m ean kinetic energy per particle. H owever,
particlesw ih largervelocities undergom ore frequent col-
lisions so that them ean energy dissipated exceeds the en—
ergy of a typicalparticle. Hence = h ei.,pn=E > 1 s0
that isam allerthan them ean— eld prediction 2d=(d+ 2).
Previous M olkcular Dynam ics M D) sinulations have
shown that ’ 085 0:04 in 2D for low volum e frac—
tions, w ith scaling law s extending over 2 decades In tim e
[7'] TheDM C techmque allow sto reach m uch largertin e
scalks. F gure -L show s that after an initial transient, the
density exhibitsa clearpower law behaviorover5 decades
In tine. We estinate ' 086 0:005, n agreem ent
wih M D sinulations. T he inset displays the behavior of
E = hmv?i, the quantity that is (asym ptotically) tin e
Independent according to the m ean— eld prediction -'_63) ;
we ndE  t028 I_Z-gl] W e have also perform ed DM C
andM D simulationsin 3D giving ’ 106 0:01l.Asex-—
pected, the actualvalues of are sm aller than them ean—

ed prediction = 2d=@d+ 2)|28].

B allistic-controlled processes are generally intractable
analytically. Follow ing the fruitfiil line of attack on dif-

cult problem s | generalize them ! | let us consider a
process n which colliding particles react w ith probabilk-
ity and scatter elastically with com plem entary proba—
bility 1 . Them ean—- eld no-correlation argum ent is so
general that it applies to these processes; in particular,
according to mean— eld the exponent is independent
on . Remarkably, we can now com pute the exponent

for one special value of , viz. or ! 0. In this
reaction-controlled lin it particles undergo m ostly elastic
collisions. T herefore, the particles are always at equilb-
rium , ie., the velocity distrbution is M axwellian. This
key feature m akes the problem tractable. Consider for
nstance the toy m odel. O ne can com pute

v2) (vi V)P (V1)P (v2)
v2JP (v1)P (v2)

R
dVé dV2 j71

h eleon dvi dvy j1
forarbitrary when P (v) isM axwellian [4]. Tn partic
ular for the inportant case = 1 weobtain = 1=d, so
that = 2d=(d+ 1). This exact result provides a usefil
check ofnum erical schem e (ourDM C sinulations in two
and three din ensions are indeed in excellent agreem ent
w ith the theoretical prediction). In contrast, the m ean—

eld no-correlation argum ent predicts = 2 irrespective
ofthevalue of .W e see again that this is correct only in
thed! 1 lmit.Notealsothat = 2d=@d+ 1) which is
exact r the reaction-controlled ( ! 0" ) version ofthe
toy m odel provides a better Yuess’ for 1n the original
( = 1) model than the mean—- eld approach [com pare

=1,4/3 and 3/2 in 1D, 2D, and 3D to the num erical
valies (4)].

Ream arkably, the exponent 1n the reaction-controlled
lim it of ballistic aggregation can be cogputed even
though the mass distrbution m)=n'! dvP @ ;v)



isunknown. The in portant point is that when ! 0%,
the Ppint m ass/kinetic energy distribution function fac-
torizes. Then one nds = 1+ 1=d, or equivalently
= 2d=(d+ 3) independently on (m ) 1251] T his exact
result of course agreesw ith DM C sim ulations. Interest—
ngly, i also providesa reasonable approxin ation of for
theorigihal ( = 1) aggregationm odel: = 0:8in 2D and
1 in 3D, to be com pared to 0.86 and 1.06, respectively.
M any other ballisticreaction processes are solvable in
the reaction-controlled lm it. For instance for ballistic
annihilation E], there is no exact solution in any dim en—
sion yet In reaction-controlled lim it, the exact value of
the density decay exponent is given by = 4d=@d+ 1).
This result is In surprisingly good agreem ent w ith nu-
merical valies or = 1: = 4=5vs. 0.804 R6] i 1D;
= 8=9 '’ 089 vs. 087 E_Q] In2D; = 12=13' 092
against 0.91 @] in 3D . W e have studied several other
ballisticreaction processes f_Z-(_)'], eg. a smpli ed ballis-
tic aggregation m odel .n which m ass and m om entum are
conserved yet the radiis does not grow . For thism odel,

the mean— eld prediction is = 2=3 independently on
dim ension d, w hereas in the reaction-controlled lim it, we
get the exact resu = 2d=@3d+ 1) (1e. 0571 in 2D
and 0.6 in 3D). It is again Instructive to com pare these
values w ith num erical resuts for = 1: ' 060 in 2D,
and " 0621 3D.

W e have shown that correlations between velocities of
colliding particles govem the behavior ofall reacting pro—
cessesw ith ballistic transport. W e illustrated in portance
of correlations on severalm odels and dem onstrated that
ignoring correlations is equivalent to using the M axwell
m odel, which is an uncontrolled approxin ation of the
hard-sphere gas. W e also devised a procedure that clari-

es the role of correlations in the generalcase and allow s
an exact com putation ofdecay exponents in the reaction—
controlled lim i, when particles undergo m ostly elastic
collisions and therefore are alw aysnear equilbrium . The
failire ofm ean— eld theory to describe this lim it em pha-
sizes nevitable presence of correlations in all reacting
processes w ith ballistic transport.
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R1] If particles have di erent radii R ; (In ballistic aggrega—
tion, R m 179), the collision kemel in Eqg. (:_8') becom es
R:1+R2)* Y1 veiPr = 1,instead of 1 vz jthat
is only valid when all particles have the sam e size.

R2] T his exponent togetherw ith the value = 0:86 perfectly
ful 1Is the scaling constraint derived from / t.

R3] W e also estim ated directly from  that was com puted
by m easuring the kinetic energy dissipated In successive
collisions. Such a route gives accurate valies of from
which we deduced the error bars m entioned above for

= (I=d+ =2) 1 .W e also m ention that the asym ptotic
regin e does not depend on the initial conditions chosen.

R4]1 The transform ation fvi;vog ! fvi + vi;vi  veog sin—
pli es the integrals. In the generalcase, = =d.

R5] To sin plify the integrals, we now use the transform ation
fvijveg! fmivi+ maove)=mi1+ m2);v: vzg.In the
generalcase, = 1+ =dmmplyihg = 2d=d+ 2+ ).
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