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A bstract

W e derive the Euler equations as the hydrodynam ic lim it of a stochastic ofa hard-
sphere gas. W e show that the system does not produce entropy.

1 H ydrostatics of a gas of hard spheres

W e take space to be @z) 3, and suppose the kength a, representing the diam eter of a
m olecule, to be so an all com pared w ith the variation of the m acroscopic elds that we can
replace all sum sover by integrals. The possble con gurations ofthe uid are the points
in the product sam plk space v

X2

SO a con guration is speci ed by the collection f! xgx, .Foread x,
n o
x= #i(Z)V :

Here, is a gnall param eter having the dim ension of m om entum . If the system is in a
con guration !, such that ! x = ;, then we say that the site x isempty. If ! x = k, we say
that the site x is occupied, by a particle of m om entum k. This sin ple exclision of m ore
than one particlke on each site Incorporates the hard-core repulsion between the particles,
which are thus hard spheres sitting at som e of the points of

T he state of the systam isa probability on , denoted by . W e denote the set of states
by . The slow variabls’ of ourm odel are the 5 extensive conserved random elds

(

0 ifly=;
| =
Nx () 1 ifly =k
(
0 flx =
| =
Ex ) k k=2m + (x) if!x=k
(
0 iflx=;
P. (! =
x () k iflx=k

Here, (x) isthe extemal potential energy per particke. The slow variables appearing in
hydrodynam ics are the n = 5j jm eans in the state

Nx=E NxI; Ex=E Ex]J x=E Pxl
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The (von Neum ann) entropy of any state is
X
S()= k (Mg (1): @)
!
In Inform ation geom etry, the choice of slow variables £fX 1;X , :::;X g de nes the in—
form ation m anifold M , which consists of states of m axin um entropy am ong all states w ith
given m eans, say

E Ks]l= %= 4 Jj= 1;:::n;
By the G bbsdJaynes principle, such a state has the form
8 9
< xn =
()= exp X5() log

4

w here the dual, or canonical, variables 5 are Lagrange m ultipliers determ ined uniquely by
themeans ;. In our case, or each x, the duals to energy, num ber, and m om entum are,

regpoectively, x; x; xr,and so the state has the form
Y
(1) = x'expf xNx (1) xFx(!) x Py(l)g: @)
X
Such a state is said to be In Jocal therm odynam ic equilibrium , LTE .Equilibrium holdswhen

it are ndependent of x . In [/l we found the (grand) partition function at point x,
2 m 3=2

x =1+ = expf x x XK)+m =2 xg
X

by replacing the sum over the m om entum Jattice of size by a Gaussian integral. The
product structure of an LTE state m eans that an cbservable at a point of is independent
of an observable at any other. Note that xf;g= (1 Ngx). It then ollow s from @) that

1 Nx= ‘': @)
If!x 6 ;,the state can be wrtten in M axwell form
(k;k)= Nxp&ik)=Nx2 ‘expf x &) xk k=@m) x kg
where Z is the canonical partition function:

3=2
2 m m x x

Zy= ep  x G+ ——F )
X X

W e note the identity or each x
=1l+e Z=1+e Zo;

where Z ( is the canonical partition function when = 0. The extemal potential does not
In uence the local velocity distrbution p, as it is cancelled out by the partition fiinction.
Themean eldsare related to the canonical eldsby

Ex= —% g x = N&) )+ —— 4 Lx _x
Q x 2 x 2 2
NX= ing _ X l= Ze X
@ x X 1+ Ze X
i
X = @ing = miNi



T he hydrodynam ic variables are the m assdensity = mN a 3, the velocity eld u =
= ,the tamperature = &k, ) l,and the potential energy per unitmass, = =m.
W e shall therefore elim lnate ; ; 3 in favour of ; s u 3, Only remainsto be found:

e X=72,."Ng=0 Nx); (5)
or
= IogN + Iog(l N)+ logZg 6)

where Z ¢ is the canonical partition function when = 0. W e need its gradient:

3@; m ulut m ut . Q4N @QiN Q @
ey =—3 @y + eut = : s ——2 O
2 2k, 2 Kk, N 1 N k k, 2
W e denote by E ;N and the total values of the m ean energy, num ber and m om entum ;
then [l) gives for the entropy at equilbrium

S()=E+k, N u +k, g : 8)

B
C om pare this w ith the them ostatic form ula
S=E+k, N u +PV )
where P is the pressure and V is the volum e; we see that

P-k 22 bg = k, a *bgd N): 10)

(-]

2 The fundam ental equation

Ourm odel for the dynam ics isa path £ ({)g o through ( ) detem Ined by the Liouville
m otion, interrupted by a themm alization at random pointsx, occurring at random tin es. A £
ter a them alization at x, the state changes to one In which cbservables at x are statistically
Independent of those at any v & x, and, restricted to x, the state is in them odynam ic
equilbrium . The law for the random tim e between oollisions is of exponential form , but
the rate of the process depends on the localdensiy ofthe gas, and its tem perature, and so
on the state itself. T hism eans that the dynam ics f2lls outside the usual theory of M arkov
chains, in which the updated state is linear In the current state, and the transition m atrix
is the sam e for all states; we are In the business of non-linear M arkov chains. N onlinearity
Itself is not the problam ; the ultin ate goal of this work is to put an extemal potential
into our version [/] of the N avierStokes equations, which are non-linear. H owever, we are
going to use the conospt of conditional probability to derive the m aster equation, and care
isneeded ifwe stray from apath in toapath in () which does not com e from a path
n . W e shall adopt the follow Ing way out, which m akes use of the assum ption that the
densiy is low, and so the collision probability is am all. In calculating the probability per
unit tine that a con guration ! at tinet 2 (t; t;ty) m ove to another point of , we
shall assum e that the hydrodynam ic param eters satis es the Euler equations, 30)-[32) in
the snalltine Interval (tg T;t). The iniial values of the hydrodynam ic param eters in
these equations are taken to be those ofthe true stateattinety T .Herewe only need to
consider T < 20t., since the survival probability f2lls exponentially. W e then assum e that



the M arkov process between ty T and ty is linear as usual, and takes place in an ambi-
ent Euler uid which determ nes the rate of them alization. In this paper, we show that,
neglecting collisions, the m eans of the slow variables do indeed satisfy the Euler equations,
show Ing selfconsistency. W e can then show that there is no production of entropy In this
case.

T he Liouville dynam ics is determ ined as follows. Ifat tinet= 0 a con guration ! 2
has a particke at x, then it ollow s Newton’s law s

dx
dt

dk_
dt

k
= —; =mf 11)

m
for a tin e. Before we take the continuum lim it, space is , which is discrete; a particle
ollow ng [Ml) will nearly always leave the lattice. Tn that case, after any given random
tin e t after which a them alization occurs, we place the resulting them alized particlke at
the lattice site nearest to x (t), ties being decided by tosshga con. hthelmita ! Owe

expect this to Introduce a negligble error in the location being assigned to the particl.

Let 2 ()anddeneN x = flx & ;g, the probability that x is occupied In the
state .ThenNyx = N . Let px k) be the conditional probability that ! x = k, given
that Nx = 1:

px k)= f! :!x =kyx6 ;g=N,' fl :!x = kg: a2)
T hus,
f! :!x = kg= Nxp&;k): 13)

This doesnot m ean of course that N x and P 4 are independent in the state
G iven that no collisions occur, the partickes obey [Ml), and this nduces the Liouville
m otion on the states, nam ely, Bolzm ann’s equation w ith no collision temm :

@ (x;k)
A A

k
— Q@ &;k)+f n &;k;t)= 0: 14)
Qt m

T his dynam ics of the probabilities does not corresoond to an underlyingm otion in  forall
tine. W e can nd initial condiions for which two particles both arrive w ithin a distance
a=2 from the sam e point at the sam e tine. Such a con guration doesnot lie in . Our

assum ptions of no collisions is true w ith high probability for a few tin e steps, but colli-
sions are alm ost sure to occur eventually. W e w ill replace the problem of tracking which
collisions actually occur ifwe ©llow [Tl) by Bolzm ann’s idea of introducing a probability
for collisions. Instead of giving, as Boltzm ann did, the probability that a pair of particles
w ith given position and m om entum produce another speci ed pair, it will be enough to
assum e that the ocollision is 100% e cient (in the termm inology of [I€]) . T hism eans that after
a collision at x, of a particle w ith m om entum k, we replace this con guration by a particle
at x wih m om entum k° with probability determ Ined by the M axw ell distrdbution ofm ean
momentum k and mean energy k k=@m ) + . By construction, this does not alter the

m eans of the slow variables. W e shall refer to this event as a themn alization, rather than
as a collision. W e shall assum e that the m ean free path is lJarge on the m okcular scale,
and neglect the possibility that a snapshot of the lattice catch a particle in the process of
them alizing: w ith high probability i w illbe in N ew tonian m otion betw een collisions. From

any Iniial con guration !, we can follow the dynam ics as tin e progresses, follow Ing this
dynam ics. It is a random path through , that is, a process, de ned forty T s  t,
and described by the fam ily of points £ (S)gr, T s ¢, -



Let t denote the random tin e between collisions, whose law is determ ined by the condi-
tional probability w X ; k ;tg;t)dt that a particle, certainly at x at tim e typ w ith m om entum
k, travelunderN ew ton’s law s a free tim e t and them alize in the nterval (g + t;to+ t+ db).
Since i w ill them alize eventually,

2,
w X;k;to,0dt= 1: (15)
0
T he In portant am all param eter is the m ean free tim e, also called the relaxation tin e, t.:

Z

tx; k) = tw (x;k;to;t) dt: 1e)
0

T his is invariant under G, unlke the m ean free path, which is related by = kt=m . For
free partickes, = 0, these were found in [[/]. They are not a ected by the potential, so we

use the sam e values here. W e also introduced

C (y;k;Ddt
W x;k;tg;t)

P robfa particle at (y;k) at tim e t them alize n (;t+ dtyg (17)
P rob fa particke at (x;k;ty) surviveup totime tp + tg: 18)

Putz@t) = x@®;kt) = +(z), the solution to Newton’s equations wih initial point
z = (X;k). Then we have the relation

wX;kitg;t) =W x;kit;t) C (zE);t+ to) 19)

and jast as in [l we get from [13),
Z ¢
W &;kitit) = exp Clu)itt t)dn : (20)
0
As in [4], eg. (36), C is proportional to the density . Thus if is bounded below by a
posiive num ber, we get an exponential decrease for W , the survival probability, along an
orbit.

T he fundam entalequation w ill relate the probability distribbution (z;ty) at an arbitrary
point z in phase space at the tine ty to a M axwell distrlbbution — at the sam e point, w ith
an all correction term s. Let z (s) denote (for s > 0) the point In phase space on the backw ard
Newtonian orbit of the point z at tine ty s. Foreach samplk path ! (), In which z is
occupied at tin e ty, there isa uniquetine ty tatwhich the last them alization occurred,
In that no further them alizations took place on the orbit £z (s)go< s< +- It llow s that the
free tin e of the particle them alized at t; tmust have a free tin e t° say, with t2> t.

In the follow ing, Event’ willm ean an event in the sam ple space (the path space of )
of the process constructed above in the tin e interval (& T;ty). Let E (s) denote the
event, that there is a partick at z(s) at tine t s. W e shall consider the conditional
probabilities of collision and free m otion along the orbit, given E (0). W e shall then recover
a fomula or (z(0)) using Bayes’s theorem . Liouvilke's theorem , that PEx &Sk is invariant
under Newton’s law s, enables us to deduce equations relating the density of probability
from equations relating probabilities. For exam ple we shallwrite PrfE O)g= (x;k;ty),
referring to the densities.

Let F (t) be the event, that E (0) occurred, and the last collision occurred attinety t
producing a partick at the phase point z (). Then F (t) E (0), sihce the event produced
exactly the right state, z (t), which evolves to our point z(0), as it undergoes no further



collisions. Let F (@;b) denote the event, that the last collision wasat somes,a s b. If
@;b)\ (¢;d) = ;,then F @;b) and F (c;d) are dispint. So, assum Ing sm oothness, F (t) has
a probability density on R ¥, say £ (t). Let G (;t%) be the event that z (t) is occupied at tin e
ty t, and that the partick’s free tin e is 2. LetH (t1) be the event that F (s) occurred for
some s< 4. W e shallneed the formula

PrfF ()g=PrfH (g = f@M)= £ (s)ds
0
1 °0) 9 0
= = 1+ t t=2) + 0 9); 21
. 0 ) () @1)

which istrue if £ is am ooth and £ (0) isnot zero. W e see that G (t;to)\ H) E 0). Hence
certainly
GEHEO\FO\HE ) E ©):

Hence
PrfGc GO\NF O \H )\ E Og=Prfc )\ F © \ H ©g:
T hus
n (@]
Pr GEGONFO\E E@©O = PrE Og 'Prfc GO\F ©\H )\ E O)g

= (2Ot 'Prfc GONF © \HE Og:

Let P of ;g denote the conditional probability of an event, given H % . Then from what

we have just seen,

n @) n (o]
Pr G GO\NFO®E @O = PrGeGO\F@O\H (to)‘E ©0) PrfH g !

= Prfe GO\F ©\H g 'PrfH g 1:

Now,

Z 4 Z 0 n o

a’ dtPr F O\ G GOE O = 1:

0 0 BO

as the last collision m ust have happened for som e t and som e t°> t. Hence
Z 4 Z 0
at®  dtPrfc GOO\NF ©\H g ‘PrfH Og = 1:
0 0

As (z();t) does not depend on t or tO, we get

Z . Z o 0 ;
COt) = a B GONFONE ©)g,
0 0 PrfH Vg

Wecan om i H from the num erator, ast< t° is enforced by the region of integration. So

Z Z

_ 40 e PTG GO\ F ©
0 0 PrfH g
Z 1 Z tO Oy

PrfG ;) JF ©)gP rfF (£

_ W at GO F ©g ©)g 22)

0 0 PrfH g
Also, ift< t then
n o
Pr GGEOIF ) =NPEzb;ty bw bt tt); @3)



(what we have been calling a collision is a themm alization.) In applying [21l), we note that
the case £ (0) = 0 corresponds to no collisions, so wem ay assum e that £ (0) & 0. W e expand
C3) upto rstorderint,ast t%andt’® T = 20t.= O (); this gives

" #
n o
@
Pr G GOF © =~ @itow @ito;t) t @ke=m + @ (@ ) g @it (zitoit):
3
Put this, and use ZI), n J) to get
Z . "
zity) = at’ ~(zite)w (zito;t)

° ! #

o, K@i — 0

=2 —+ Q@ @) —— T @it)w @itit) : (24)

m @kj

Rio
The unknown tem nvoking £%f does not appear, because Ot ¢ t%2)dt vanishes, and

R,o
Ot t t%=2)tdt is of second order in tO, and so can be neglected. W e can now do the Integral
over t%, using [@), and [A). T his gives

- @
t@ @) — (bt @5)

T his equation was derived In [/] using another m ethod (aka guesswork), In the case when
= 0.

It does not seem fruitfi1lto seek accuracy up to and including O (). Thiswould nvolve
introducing unknown param eters, such as £&f; worse, we would have to keep tem s of
second order in taking the continuum lim it of the lattiocs; this ntroduces di usion tem s
Into the equations, which com e from the Tto corrections to calculus. A sin ilar extension
of the work of Chapm an and Cow ling 3], who start w ith the Bolzm ann equation rather
than a m aster equation, is generally agreed not to have been worth the e ort. Keeping
only tem s of rst order In t. leads to the surprising resul that the equations of m otion
are determm ined, know Ing only that = isin LTE .W e do not need to assum g, as is done in
[11], that the m eans of the slow variables in the approxin ating LTE-state =~ are the same
as the true m eans, In the state . Indeed, this tums out not to be the case; the reason
is that = is conditioned by the fact that a them alisation has occurred, and is not just
the m axinum entropy estin ate of . Then ;%) isthe sum of such tem s from various
nearby points x kt=m ;t ¢ t) and for a given k, all the contrbutions are from one side
of x, so the m eans should di er unless the state is constant in space and time. In this
paper we neglct the di erence between and —, which is the cause of dissipation in the
N avier-Stokes equations. W e arrive at the Euler equations, and show that they are free of
dissipation, as expected.

3 The Euler equations

The Euler equations Hllow from the approxin ation of zero™ order, n which the di erence
between and =~ is neglected. M ean elds for states In LTE are com putable in tem s of
G aussian integrals.



The velocity eld ofa particke isthe random eld x = P x=m, and them ean current
ofa random variabl , conserved or not, is, In the continuum , low -density 1im it

J = Jdk : ©6)

O ur assum ption is that on them alization there is no change in the means of N x, P x or
Ex . Since the space integrals of N x and E x are to be conserved in tin e, their equations of
m otion are of the form

+ &J7=0 @7)
E- + @33) = 0: (28)

M om entum is not conserved; In a am allvolum e at x a particlke ofmom entum k in tine dt
ischanged tok r dt, so them om entum obeys

ds * ] = 0: 29

dt+@jJ$i+E@j = 0: 29)
In [1] we showed that we can evaluate the currents [2d) ofhydrodynam ics exactly if isin
LTE, w ith param eters sut; say. By the sam e m ethod, (20)-[29) can be w ritten out:

d
d
gt( Ui) + @j ( U.j_U.j)‘l‘ @iP + @i = O (31)
d 3k, 1 3k, 1
— — + —ujuyt+ — + @5 uwy — +P= + —-ujuyt = 0: (32
dt 2m 2777 ' J 7 2m 2 77 G2)
Here, = =m . Note that the pressure P appearing In these equations is that of an ideal

gas, not the equilbrium pressure of the m odel; the two di er by tem s of second order In
the density. This re ects that the derivation of the findam ental equation depends on the
assum ption that the density is am all.

4 Entropy production

From wvon Neum ann’s formula,

we conclide that X X

5= _ (Mg (1) _(M): (34)
The last term is zero, sowemay regard log asa random variable S whose average rate
of change is given In the Schrodinger picture by _ S. The current of the entropy would
then be, per site

a?7lx)=s() 7= N I+ E I+ Py T+ bg J; (35)



when = Npandpisih LTE.Itsmean density,JSj,jnt'hestate has three tem s:

a’ N j+a3log = —J7 log (1 N )u?
m
a’t ey ? o= gl
a’ EJ = J:

W e expect that entropy w illbe conserved, because of K ossakow ski’s argum ent [4]: in the
absence of collisions, the profctions onto the Inform ation m anifold do not create any en-
tropy iftin e is continuous. See also 2]. W ithout collisions, B oltzm ann’s equation also give
zero entropy production, if the assum ption of LTE ism ade. So we expect that the rate of
change of entropy is balanced by the out ow though the boundary:

s+ @y —JI+ W+ I gl N =o0: (36)
m i E
w here s denotes the entropy density. O n the other hand, we have

als= N+ 1+ E+ g ;

giving
ds ; 1 a@ @ N
3 i i
aa— = N@ + ;@ "+E@ +— —@ +—0 "+ —0@ 37
ot t i@ t g & Tt @ ot @37
+ @N + i@t it QE : (38)
Now,
1a
~— = N etc
@
50 the rst line (34 vanishes, to leave
a3@ts= @»_N + i@t i+ @tEZ
W e divide by a® to get the densities ,a °E and $ ;, and the relation
Z Z
Qsd’x = —@ + '@S;+ QE=a’ I’x (39)
2 m
= el S ER S T T I =
Z
= t £+ @j JI+ @j leji‘l’ @j JEj 40)
I
J'+ 'Jg,t+ ni=m)+ J dg (41)

@

where n denotes the nom al direction to the boundary. The temm in [Al) involving f; =

@; =m represents the freeenergy change due to the work done by the extemal eld on
the particles; we shall see that this is cancelled out by another tem , show iIng that thiswork
done is not them alised by the dynam ics. Tn spite of the apparent O nsager form of [40),
we cannot identify it as the entropy production and [4l) asthe ow through the boundary,
because the surface term di ers from the entropy current, as in 34) by log@ N )ul.



Indeed, ifwe put the Euler currents in [40) we do not get zero, even when = 0.W emust
therefore add and subtract the m issing term , to get
Z
Qs = PE+ @ PHey T8 +05 3 @5@ gl Niuy £x @2

Jrd i: (43)
@
Ifwenow putin theEulercurrents, [30)-[32), we stilldonot nd exactly zero for the entropy
production, [22). Thdeed, the entropy production involves the logarithm , whereas the Euler
equations are polynom ial, so cancellation is not possble. W e nd that {40) vanishes up to
tetm s O N 2), that is, In the lim it of low density. This re ects the low -density assum ption
inherent in the axiom that the BBGKY currents, [28), are the actual currents of particles
ow Ing out of the region d>x. W hike this is a reasonablk m odel for point-lke particks, it
neglects the fact that ifthe latticesite jast beyond the boundary is occupied, then a particle
m oving out of the region w ill not be able to land, as no con guration in the sam ple space
can have two particles at the sam e site. O ur dynam ics did not need to specify the ruk as
to what w illhappen, as (in the low densiy lim it) the probability that the point is occupied
is am all.
It tums out that ifwem odify the pressure in the Euler equations, to be the equilbriuim
pressure of the gas w ith hard core, [I0), rather than that of the idealgas, then the entropy
production is exactly zero, in conformm iy w ith K ossakow ski's theorem :

Theorem 1 Take the pressure P in [BIl) and [B2) to be that of the hard-core gas at
equilbrium , [I3). Then the entropy production, [47), is zero.

PROOF .We rstrecallthe relation between the canonicalvariables and the hydrodynam ic
variables. W e saw that

_ S_ g W
kg k,
so from [A) we get or the entropy production [@2):
Sprod = g
3. m utul m ul : ‘N ‘N m @ m
+ _U _@] u @j + _u_@jul @]_ @] _@L + __@j
m 2 2k, 2 N 1 Nk k, 2
|
+ + 45P) LI u @
uug + g —
k, k, 2
3 1 ; @5
+ u]£+P+—uLul+ J
2m 2 2
@QsN .
3 %3 3 3 J
+ a u a “log(l N)@su
1 N g ( )@5
= 0
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