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and Astronautics,Beijing,100083,P.R.China

A bstract:Contrary to thecustom ary thoughtprevailing forlong,

thetim ereversibility associated with beam -to-beam collisionsdoes

notreally exist.Related factsand consequencesarepresented.The

discussion,though involving sim plem athem aticsand physicsonly,

iswell-related to thefoundation ofstatisticaltheory.

1 Introduction

M ore than one hundred years ago,the debate concerning tim e reversibil-

ity arose in a confusing way: Boltzm ann derived his kinetic equation from

the tim e reversibility of m echanics while the equation itself was of tim e

irreversibility[1]. Even today,though a long tim e has passed and count-

lesspapersin the literature have revealed a variety ofaspectsofthe issue,

paradoxicalthingsstillbothersom eofus[2].

Here,itwillbeshown thattherealproblem ofBoltzm ann’stheory isre-

latednottothetim eirreversibilityassum ed byit,buttothetim ereversibility

assum ed by it.Tom akethetopicm oreintriguingand m oreprofound,thein-

vestigation willm anifestthatany attem pttoform ulatethe‘truedistribution

function’willfailin theultim atesense.

2 Particle-to-particle and beam -to-beam col-

lisions

Beforeentering thedetailed discussion,itisessentialto establish distinction

between particle-to-particlecollisionsand beam -to-beam collisions.

A particle-to-particlecollision involvestwoindividualparticles.Thetim e

reversalsym m etry ofithasbeen fully elucidated in classicalm echanicsand

it says that ifthe collision expressed by (v1;v2) ! (v0
1
;v0

2
) is physically

possible, where v1, v2 are respectively the velocities ofthe two particles
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before the collision and v0
1
,v0

2
afterthe collision,then the inverse collision

expressed by (� v0
1
;� v0

2
)! (� v1;� v2)isalso physically possible.Thiskind

oftim e reversibility isnottruly relevantto the subjectherein and we shall

notdiscussittoo m uch in thispaper.

Beam -to-beam collisions,involving particledensitiesordistribution func-

tions,areofgreatsigni� cance to statisticalm echanics. Forinstance,Boltz-

m ann’stheory treatsf(v)dv asa beam and derives itsform ulation on the

prem isethatcertain typesoftim e-reversibility arethere.

However,wehappen to realizethatno tim e-reversibility ofany form can

bede� ned inthecontextofBoltzm ann’stheory.Thisconclusion issurprising,

seem svery im prudentand directly contradictswhathasbeen em bedded in

ourm ind. In view ofsuch strong resistance,itisfeltthata very clearand

very detailed discussion should be given. In thissection the subjectwillbe

studied intuitively and in thenexttwo sectionsm athem aticalinvestigations

willbepresented.
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Figure1:A candidatefortim ereversibility ofbeam -to-beam colli-

sion:(a)theoriginalcollisions;and (b)theinverse collisions.

Take a look atFig.1.Fig.1a showsa processin which two beam swith

two de� nite velocities collide and the produced particles diverge in space.

Fig.1b illustrates the inverse process, in which converging beam s collide

and the produced particlesform two de� nite beam s. In no need ofdetailed

discussion,we surely know that the � rst process m akes sense in statistical

m echanicswhilethesecond onedoesnot.
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3 N o tim e-reversibility in term s ofcross sec-

tions

In the textbook treatm ent,the tim e reversibility concerning beam -to-beam

collisionsisexpressed in term sofcrosssections[1]:

�(v1;v2 ! v
0

1;v
0

2)= �(v01;v
0

2 ! v1;v2); (1)

where�(v1;v2 ! v0
1
;v0

2
)isde� ned in such a way that

N = �(v1;v2 ! v
0

1
;v

0

2
)dv0

1
dv

0

2
(2)

representsthenum beroftype-1 particlesem erging,aftercollisions,between

v0
1
and v0

1
+ dv0

1
perunitincident ux and unittim e,whilethetype-2particle

em ergesbetween v0
2
and v0

2
+ dv0

2
.
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Figure2:Constraintsim posed by theenergy and m om entum con-

servation laws.

Unfortunately,the crosssection in (1)and (2)isill-de� ned.Notice that

the energy and m om entum conservation laws state that (assum ing every

particleto havethesam em assforsim plicity)

c = c
0 and juj= ju

0
j� u; (3)

where 2c = v1 + v2,2c
0 = v0

1
+ v0

2
,2u = v2 � v1 and 2u0 = v0

2
� v0

1
.

Fig.2a shows how v1 and v2 determ ine c and u,while Fig.2b shows how

c and u � jujform four constraint constants on v0
1
and v0

2
. Notably,v0

1
,

aswellasv0
2
,fallson thesphericalshellS ofradiusu in thevelocity space,

which willbecalled theaccessibleshell.W ith theseconstraintsin m ind,two
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problem sassociated with the de� nition (2)willsurface by them selves. The

� rstisthat,afterdv0
1
isspeci� ed,specifying dv0

2
in the de� nition isa work

overdone (since v01 and v02 are notindependent ofeach other). The second

is thatthe cross section should be de� ned in reference to surface elem ents

ratherthan to volum eelem ents.

To see the second problem aforem entioned m ore vividly,let’s consider

dv0
1
shown in Fig.3a,which is cube-shaped with equalsides l. Ifwe let�

denote the area density ofparticles on the accessible shellcaused by unit

 ux oftype-1 particles,the num beroftype-1 particlesfound in dv0
1
can be

expressed asN � �l2.Then,thecrosssection de� ned by (2)isequalto,with

dv02 om itted,

� =
N

dv01
=
�l2

l3
=
�

l
; (4)

which depends on land tendsto in� nity asthe cube becom es sm aller and

sm aller. Nevertheless,ifdv0
1
ischosen to be a slim box in Fig.3b and the

box becom esslim m erand slim m er,then � tendsto zero;ifdv0
1
ischosen to

bea shortbox in Fig.3cand thebox becom esshorterand shorter,� tends

to in� nity again. These representative exam ples inform us that the cross

section de� ned by (2),and thusthetim ereversibility expressed by (1),does

notm ean anything.

S S S

(a) (b) (c)
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Figure3:In de� ningthecrosssection,thevelocity volum eelem ents

dv0
1
m ay takeon di� erentshapes.

Asam atteroffact,theaboveproblem can beexam ined m orebrie y.For

any de� nitevelocitiesv1 and v2,thesix com ponentsofv
0

1
and v0

2
areunder

four constraint equations im posed by the energy-m om entum conservation

laws. This literally m eans that the free space ofv0
1
and v0

2
is just two-

dim ensionaland therearenoenough degreesoffreedom allowingustode� ne

a crosssection in referenceto six-dim ensionalvolum eelem ents.
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4 N o tim e-reversibility in term s of velocity

volum es

Anotherform oftim ereversibilityissim ultaneouslyem ployed insuchtextbooks[1]:

dv1dv2 = dv
0

1
dv

0

2
: (5)

Itshould be noted thatthere isa conceptualcon ictbetween (1)and (5).

In connection with (1),when incident particles have two de� nite velocities

thevelocitiesofscattered particlesareallowed to distributeoveralm ostthe

entire velocity space;whereas,in connection with (5),an in� nitesim alve-

locity rangeofincidentparticlesstrictly correspondstoanotherin� nitesim al

velocity rangeofscattered particles.Nevertheless,forpurposesofthispaper,

weshallleavethiscon ictalone.

Them athem aticalproofof(5)goesasfollows.First,

dv1dv2 = kJkdcdu with kJk =







@(v1;v2)

@(c;u)






: (6)

Then,

dv
0

1
dv

0

2
= kJ

0
kdc

0
du

0 with kJ
0
k =







@(v01;v
0

2)

@(c0;u0)






: (7)

In view ofthat

kJk= kJ
0
k; c � c

0
du = du

0
; (8)

weobtain (5).

Unfortunately again,theform ulation given abovealsoinvolveserrors.All

equationsin (6),(7)and (8)hold exceptdu = du0. Referring to Fig.2,we

� nd that when u is a de� nite vector,u0 distributes over a sphericalshell,

pointing in any direction.Thism eansthatifdu = u2dud

u
isan in� nitely

thin line-shaped volum e elem ent (say,d

u
isin� nitesim alwhile du � nite),

the corresponding volum e elem ent du0 willbe a sphericalshellwith � nite

thickness.Itisthen obviousthatthetwo elem entsarenotequalin volum e.

The issuecan beanalyzed m oreeconom ically in term sofvariabletrans-

form ation. Ifwe identify v1x;v1y;v1z and v2x;v2y;v2z as six variables and

identify v0
1x;v

0

1y;v
0

1z and v
0

2x;v
0

2y;v
0

2z assix new variables,then wehave

dv1dv2 = kĴkdv
0

1dv
0

2: (9)

5



W hathasbeen proven by equations(6),(7)and (8)isnothing butkĴk= 1.

However,in order for (9) to m ake sense,there m ust exist six independent

equations connecting those variables. In our case,we have four equations

only.Thatisto say,the‘variabletransform ation’isincom plete and expres-

sion (9)isnottruly legitim ate.

Itisinstructive to look atthe issues discussed in the lastand thissec-

tionsin a unifying way.Iftherewereno singleconstraintequation,de� ning

the crosssection could m ake sense;ifthere were six independentconstraint

equations,de� ning the Jacobian would be m eaningful. Since there are four

and onlyfourconstraintequations,neitherthecrosssection northeJacobian

can bede� ned.

5 Form ulation ofbeam -to-beam collisions

Itisnow ratherclearthatthe concepts and m ethodologiesofBoltzm ann’s

theory arein need ofreconsideration.

Forinstance,oneofthem ajorstepsinderivingBoltzm ann’sequation isto

identify f(v01)dv
0

1 and f(v
0

2)dv
0

2 astwo de� nitebeam sand then todeterm ine

how m any beam -1 particles willem erge between v1 and v1 + dv1 due to

collisionsofthetwobeam s.Ashasbeen shown,thiscontextleadstonothing

butan absurd result:thenum berofsuch em ergingparticlesactuallydepends

on thesizeand shapeofdv1,varying drastically from zero to in� nity.

In whatfollows,we shallpropose a new contextto do the job. Surpris-

ingly,theform ulation willrevealsom eofdeep-rooted propertiesofstatistical

m echanics.

To involve less details, we adopt the following assum ptions: (i) The

zeroth-order,collisionless,distributionfunctionofthegasiscom pletelyknown.

(ii)Each particles,though belonging to thesam especies,isstilldistinguish-

able (which is possible in term s ofclassicalm echanics). (iii) No particle

collidestwice orm ore.(Generaltreatm entscan be accom plished along this

line[3].)

Referring to Fig.4, we consider that two typical beam s, denoted by

f
(0)

1 (v0
1
)dv0

1
and f

(0)

2 (v0
2
)dv0

2
, collide with each other, and suppose that a

particle detectorhasbeen placed som ewhere in the region. Let� S be the

entry area ofthe detectorand � N 1 be the num berofthe beam -1 particles

entering the detectorwithin the velocity range � v1v
2
1� 
1 during dt. Since

6



any beam ofthe system can be regarded as the � rst beam ,or the second

beam ,aforem entioned,thetotaldistribution function dueto collisionsis,at

thedetectorentry,

f
(1)

1 (t;r;v1;� S;� v1;� 
1)�

P

1

P

2� N 1

(� Sv1dt)(� v1v
2
1� 
1)

; (10)

in which r isthe representative position of� S and v1 isthe representative

velocity of� v1v
2
1� 
1.According to thecustom ary thought,when � S,� v1

and � 
1 shrink to zero sim ultaneously,expression (10)standsforthe ‘true

distribution function’there;forreasonsto be cleara bitlater,we shall,in

thefollowingform ulation,assum ethat� S and � v1 arein� nitely sm allwhile

� 
1 iskept� xed and � nite(though rathersm all).Thespatialregion � � 
1,

thathasbeen shaded in Fig.4and ‘opposite’tothevelocity solid-anglerange

� 
1 in (10),willbe called the e� ective cone. Itisintuitively obviousthat

theparticlesthatcollidesom ewherein thee� ectiveconeand m ove,afterthe

collision,towardthedetectorentryalongtheirfreetrajectorieswillcontribute

to � N 1. (Even ifsuch particlesare allowed to collide again,som e ofthem

willstillarrive atthe detectorfreely,which m eans the concept ofe� ective

coneholdsitssigni� cance rathergenerally.)

� ��1�
��1

P PPq
P PPq
P PPq

pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp

pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp
pp

ppp
pppp
ppppp
pppppp

ppppppp
ppppppppp
pppppppppp
ppppp

Detector

� � 
1

f
(0)

1 dv0
1

f
(0)

2 dv0
2

Figure 4: Two beam s collide and a particle detector is placed in

theregion.

Observing the colliding beam sin the center-of-m assreference fram e,we

� nd thatthe num berofcollisionsin a volum e elem entdr0,which islocated

inside the e� ective cone � � 
 , can be represented by, as in Boltzm ann’s

theory,

[dr0f
(0)

1 (v01)dv
0

1][f
(0)

2 (v02)dv
0

2][2u�c(u
0
;u)d
cdt]; (11)

where
c isthesolid anglebetween u
0and u,and �c(u

0;u)isthecrosssection

in thecenter-of-m assfram e.By integrating (27)overthee� ective cone and
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taking account ofallthe particles that are registered by the detector,the

rightsideof(10)becom es

Z

� �
 1

dr
0

Z

�v1�
 1

d
c

Z

dv
0

1

Z

dv
0

2

2u�c(u
0;u)f

(0)

1 (v0
1
)f

(0)

2 (v0
2
)

(jr� r0j2� 
0v1)
_(v21� v1� 
1)

; (12)

where � 
0 isthe solid-angle range form ed by a representative pointin dr0

(as the apex) and the detector entry area � S (as the base). In view of

that � S is truly sm alland � 
1 is � xed and � nite by our assum ption,we

know that � 
0 � � 
1 and every particle starting its free journey from

the e� ective cone and entering the detectorcan be treated asone em erging

within � 
1. Then, we can rewrite expression (12) as, with help of the

variabletransform ation from (v0
1
;v0

2
)to (c0;u0),

Z

� �
 1

dr
0

Z

�v1�
 0

d
c

Z

dc
0

Z

du
0
k~Jk

2u�c(u
0;u)f

(0)

1 (c0� u0)f
(0)

2 (c0+ u0)

(jr� r0j2� 
0v1)
_(v21� v1� 
1)

;

(13)

in which k~Jk � @(v0
1
;v0

2
)=@(c0;u0)and the subindex � v1� 
1 has been re-

placed by � v1� 
0.In view oftheenergy-m om entum conservation laws,we

arriveat

Z

� �
 1

dr
0

Z

dc
0

Z

4�

d

u
0

Z

�v1�
 0

d
c

Z

du

� k~Jk
2u�c(u

0;u)f
(0)

1 (c0� u0)f
(0)

2 (c0+ u0)

(jr� r0j2� 
0v1)
_(v21� v1� 
1)

;

(14)

c

u

�
�

�
�

�
�	
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pp

ppppp

� 
0
d
c

� v1
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Figure5:Therelation between thevelocity elem entv2
1
� v1� 
0 and

thevelocity elem entu2dud
c.
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Byexam iningthesituation shown in Fig.5,which isdrawn in thevelocity

space,thefollowing relation can befound out:

Z

�v1�
 0

u
2
dud
c� � � � v

2

1� v1� 
0� � � : (15)

Therefore,thedistribution function dueto collisionsisequalto

f
(1)

1 (t;r;v1;� 
1)=
1

v1� 
1

Z

� �
 1

dr
0

Z

dc
0

Z

4�

d

u
0

�
2k~Jk�c(u

0;u)f
(0)

1 (c0� u0)f
(0)

2 (c0+ u0)

ujr� r0j2
;

(16)

in which u isdeterm ined by u = c� v1 (v1 isin principlealongthedirection

ofr� r0)and u0 by u and 

u
0. Itshould be noted thatf

(1)

1 in (16)di� ers

from thatin (10)in the sense that� S and � v1 cease to be argum entsand

v1 takestheplaceofv1.

Ifthezeroth-orderdistribution functionsdepend on tim eand space,the

replacem ent

f
(0)

1 (c0� u
0)f

(0)

2 (c0+ u
0)! f

(0)

1 (t0;r0;c0� u
0)f

(0)

2 (t0;r0;c0+ u
0) (17)

needsto betaken,wheret0= t� jr� r0j=v1 standsforthetim edelay.

Since � 
1 has been set � nite,expression (16) is nothing but the dis-

tribution function averaged over� 
1,which isnotgood enough according

to the standard theory. At � rstglance,ifwe let� 
1 becom e sm aller and

sm aller,expression (16)will� nally represent the true distribution function

there. However, the discussion after (12) has shown that if� 
1 shrinks

to zero the de� nition ofthe e� ective cone willcollapse and thusthe entire

form alism willno longerbevalid.

A carefulinspection tells us that,ifwe assum ed � S to be � nite and

� 
1 to bein� nitesim alatthestarting point,adi� erentaveragedistribution

function,averaged over� S,would beobtained.Thefactthatnodistribution

function can be determ ined if� 
1 and � S sim ultaneously take on their

in� nitesim alvaluessuggeststhateven in classicalstatisticalm echanicsthere

alsoexistsan uncertainty principle.Theconnection between thisuncertainty

principleand theuncertainty principlein quantum m echanicsrem ainsto be

seen.
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Inview ofthattheintegrationin(16)iscarriedoutoverane� ectiveregion

de� ned by free trajectories ofparticles,this m ethodology has been nam ed

asa path-integralapproach[3].As(16)haspartially shown,anything taking

place in the e� ective region can m ake direct im pact along ‘free’paths and

any m acroscopic structures,continuousornot,willhelp shape m icroscopic

structures elsewhere along ‘free’paths. Concepts like the aforem entioned,

though appearing to be foreign from the viewpointofdi� erentialapproach,

arein harm ony with whattakesplacein realisticgases.

6 Sum m ary

Ithasbeen shown that,when weconcern ourselveswith beam -to-beam col-

lisions,partofthe system ’s inform ation has,knowingly ornot,been disre-

garded,and the inform ation loss is characterized by the fact thatwe have

fourand only fourconstraint equations (ratherthan six). Since statistical

m echanicsdealswith beam -to-beam collisions,thetim e-reversibility related

to each individualcollision becom esirrelevantfrom the very beginning and

willnotreem ergeatany laterstage.

By proposing a new contextin which whatcan bereally m easured in an

experim entisofcentralinterest,beam -to-beam collisionshavebeen reform u-

lated.Thenew form ulation revealsthatonly distribution functionsaveraged

overcertain � niterangesm akegood physicalsense.

Apparently,thispaperraisesm any di� cultquestionsrelated to thevery

foundationofstatisticalphysics.Referencepaperscanbefoundintheregular

and e-printliterature[2,3,4].

A cknow ledgm ents:TheauthorisverygratefultoprofessorOliverPenrose,

who rem inded m eofpossibility ofde� ning thecrosssection ofdelta-function

type.Such de� nition and itspossibleconsequencesarediscussed inAppendix

A.Thispaperissupported by SchoolofScience,BUAA,PRC.

A ppendix A .A n alternative cross section

Asrevealed in Sect.3,theoriginalcrosssection �(v1;v2 ! v01;v
0

2)de� ned by

(2)cannotbeinterpreted asafunction oftheusualkind duetotheexistence

oftheenergy-m om entum conservation laws.However,onem ay stillwish to
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de� ne crosssectionsin which the tim e reversibility related to a collision of

two particlesplaysa certain role. Interestingly,thiscan be done and doing

sowillhelp usto� nd outwhatkind ofproblem sBoltzm ann’sequation really

has.

Ifwe adoptthede� nition of(2)and,atthe sam etim e,taketheenergy-

m om entum conservation lawsinto account,we are led to a crosssection of

delta-function type

�(v1;v2 ! v01;v
0

2)= �(v1;v2 ! v
0

1;v
0

2)�

�

�q

(v01)
2 + (v02)

2 �
q

(v1)
2 + (v2)

2

�

� �3[(v0
1
+ v0

2
)� (v1 + v2)]:

(18)

To work out the physicalm eaning of�,we integrate the above expression

overa � nitebutsm allvolum eelem ent� v0
1
� v0

2

Z

�v 0

1
�v 0

2

�(v1;v2 ! v
0

1;v
0

2)�

�

�q

(v01)
2 + (v02)

2 �
q

(v1)
2 + (v2)

2

�

� �3[(v0
1
+ v0

2
)� (v1 + v2)]dv

0

1
dv0

2
:

(19)

Asshown in Sect.3,thesedelta-functionsde� nean accessibleshell,denoted

by S there,and theintegration becom es

�(v1;v2 ! v
0

1;v
0

2)� S; (20)

where� S isenclosed by � v0
1
� v0

2
(actually by oneof� v0

1
and � v0

2
sincethe

two are notindependent ofeach other). By com paring thiswith the cross

section de� ned in thecenter-of-m asssystem �c(u;u
0)d
 ,itisclearthat

�(v1;v2 ! v
0

1;v
0

2)= �c(u;u
0)=u2: (21)

Theaboveform alism hasillustrated thattheintroduced delta-functionsm ake

good senseaslong asthey areintegrated overan adequatevolum e(� niteor

in� nitely large).Sim ilarly,

�(v0
1
;v0

2
! v1;v2)= �(v0

1
;v

0

2
! v1;v2)�

�

�q

(v1)
2 + (v2)

2 �
q

(v01)
2 + (v02)

2

�

� �3[(v1 + v2)� (v01 + v02)]:
(22)

W ith help of(21),weseethat

�(v1;v2 ! v
0

1;v
0

2)= �(v01;v
0

2 ! v1;v2): (23)
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Thisre ects the factthatallcollisions,including the originalcollision and

theinverse collision,areofhead-on typein thecenter-of-m asssystem .

Itisnow inorderto� ndoutwhetherornotthenewlyde� nedcrosssection

isrelevantto Boltzm ann’sequation. W e � rstexam ine the particlesleaving

drdv1 during dtbecauseofcollisions.Following thetextbook treatm ent,the

num berofcollisionsisrepresented by

[2uf(v1)dv1][f(v2)drdv2]�(v1;v2 ! v
0

1;v
0

2)dt: (24)

Integrating itoverv0
1
,v0

2
and v2 yields,by virtueof(18),(20)and (21),

dtdrdv1

Z

2uf(v1)f(v2)�c(u;u
0)dv2d
 : (25)

Dividing it by dtdrdv1,we obtain the collision num ber per unit tim e and

unitphasevolum e

Z

2uf(v1)f(v2)�c(u;u
0)dv2d
 : (26)

Ifweadopttheassum ption thattheabovenum berisidenticaltothenum ber

ofparticlesleaving theunitphasevolum eperunittim ebecauseofcollisions

(though a di� erent conclusion iso� ered in Ref.2),we � nd thatthe above

derivation isentirely consistentwith thatin thestandard approach.

Then,weexam inetheparticlesentering dr� v1 during dtbecauseofcol-

lisions(� v1 hasbeen set� nitefora reason thatwillbeclari� ed).To m ake

ourdiscussion a bitsim pler,itisassum ed thatthere are only two incident

beam s

f(v0
1
)� v0

1
and f(v0

2
)� v0

2
: (27)

Again,following the standard approach,we know thatthe collision num ber

caused by thetwo beam swithin dr during dtis

[2uf(v0
1
)� v0

1
]� [f(v0

2
)dr� v0

2
]� �(v0

1
;v

0

2
! v1;v2)dt: (28)

At this point,a sharp question arises. Can we identify these particles as

those entering dr� v1 during dt? The answerisapparently a negative one.

Asonething,only a sm allfraction ofthescattering particleswillenter� v1,

and thefollowing integration needsto bedone:

Z

�v 1�v 2

2uf(v0
1
)� v0

1
� f(v0

2
)dr� v0

2
� �(v0

1
;v

0

2
! v1;v2)dtdv1dv2; (29)

12



in which � v1 hasto be � nite,since the integrand containsdelta-functions,

while� v2 can bein� nitely large.Ifweareinterested in knowing thenum ber

oftheenteringparticlesperunitphasevolum eandunittim e,wearesupposed

to evaluate

lim
dtdr�v 1! 0

� N

dtdr� v1
; (30)

where� N isnothingbutexpression (29).Unfortunately,thereareproblem s.

As one thing,it has just been pointed out that � v1 has to be � nite. As

another,expression (4) and the accom panying discussion have shown that

thelim itexpressed by (30)doesnotexist.

The above discussion, veri� able with num ericalcom putation,suggests

that(i)The m ethodology ofdeterm ining particlesentering a phase volum e

elem ent m ust be very di� erent from that ofdeterm ining particles leaving

a phase volum e elem ent,nam ely there is no sym m etry. (ii) Taking lim its

dt! 0,dr! 0 and dv1 ! 0,sim ultaneously ornot,can createunexpected

problem s.(iii)In orderto form ulatethecollisionaldynam ics,new concepts

and new m ethodologiesarein need.

R eferences

[1]F.Reif,Fundam entalsofStatisticalandTherm alPhysics,(M cGraw-Hill

Book Com pany,1965,1987,1988 in English and Germ an);L.E.Reichl

A M odern Coursein StatisticalPhysics,2nd ed.,(John W iley and Sons,

New York,1998).

[2]C.Y.Chen,IlNuovo Cim ento B V 117B ,177 (2002),which reveals

som eproblem sofBoltzm ann’sequation;C.Y.Chen,JournalofPhysics

A,6589,(2002),which discussessom ething thatcan actually challenge

Liouville’stheorem in quantum statisticalphysics.

[3]C.Y.Chen,Perturbation M ethodsand StatisticalTheories,in English,

(InternationalAcadem icPublishers,Beijing,1999).

[4]C.Y.Chen, cond-m at/0412396; physics/0312043, 0311120, 0305006,

0010015, 0006033, 0006009, 9908062; quant-ph/0009023, 0009015,

9911064,9907058.

13


