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ABSTRACT

A kinetic equation for the collisional evolution of stable, bound, self gravitating and
slowly relaxing systems is established, which is valid when the number of constituents
is very large. It accounts for the detailed dynamics and self consistent dressing by
collective gravitational interaction of the colliding particles, for the system’s inhomo-
geneity and for different constituent’s masses. It describes the coupled evolution of
collisionally interacting populations, such as stars in a thick disk and the molecular
clouds off which they scatter.

The kinetic equation derives from the BBGKY hierarchy in the limit of weak, but
non-vanishing, binary correlations, an approximation which is well justified for large
stellar systems. The evolution of the one-body distribution function is described in
action angle space. The collective response is calculated using a biorthogonal basis of
pairs of density-potential functions.

The collision operators are expressed in terms of the collective response function al-
lowed by the existing distribution functions at any given time and involve particles in
resonant motion. These equations are shown to satisfy an H-theorem. Because of the
inhomogeneous character of the system, the relaxation causes the potential as well as
the orbits of the particles to secularly evolve. The changing orbits also cause the angle
Fourier coefficients of the basis potentials to change with time. We derive the set of
equations which describes this coupled evolution of distribution functions, potential
and basis Fourier coeflicients for spherically symmetric systems. In the homogeneous
limit, which sacrifices the description of the evolution of the spatial structure of the
system but retains the effect of collective gravitational dressing, the kinetic equation
reduces to a form similar to the Balescu-Lenard equation of plasma physics.
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1 INTRODUCTION AND MOTIVATION

The description of collisional relaxation in a self-gravitating system usually rests on a Fokker-Planck equation in which the
diffusion and braking coefficients are calculated in the local approximation, taking the finite dimension of the system into
account by limiting the impact parameter of the collisions to a length of order of the system’s size (Chandrasekhai 1942,
1943; Binney & Tremaind [1987; [Spitzex [1987). Although characteristic relaxation times may be somewhat overestimated by
this approximation due to the neglect of collective self-gravitational effects (Weinberg [1993), such a kinetic equation may
provide in practice a reasonable description of the collisional relaxation of gravitationally bound systems. It nevertheless rests
on assumptions which, from a principle point of view, are unsatisfactory because the motion of particles during the collision is
regarded as rectilinear and uniform and the system’s inhomogeneity, which is basically the reason why collisions with an infinite
impact parameter do not occur, is treated by way of an ill-defined cutoff. Moreover, the collective response of the system
is not taken into account, since the Fokker-Planck collision term only considers binary collisions between naked particles.
A self-gravitating medium, unlike an electrical plasma, does not respond to the presence in it of a particle by screening its
interaction potential with other particles. As a result, even distant particles effectively interact, while in electrical, globally
neutral, plasmas, the effective interaction distance is limited to the Debye length. In a self-gravitating system, the distance
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between interacting particles is only limited by the system’s inhomogeneity. The spatial structure of the system matters as
well as the details of the particle orbits.

The consistent inclusion of collective screening effects in a kinetic equation for electrically interacting weakly coupled
particles has been one of the major theoretical achievements in plasma physics when [Balescu (1960) and [Lenard (1960) could
derive an equation surpassing in consistency the simple Fokker-Planck equation (Spitzer [1962). It is the aim of this paper to
derive a similar equation for self-gravitating systems. The task is slightly more difficult because the screening of the electrical
interaction at the, usually small, Debye length allows, in electrically interacting systems, to take the homogeneous and uniform
motion limits. These limits cannot be taken in a self-gravitating system. We overcome this difficulty by expressing the kinetic
equation in action angle space rather than in position momentum space. This is possible when the Hamiltonian corresponding
to the average potential U(r) of the system is integrable. It is nevertheless uneasy in general to toggle from one to the
other space, although this is certainly possible for spherically symmetric potentials, for flat systems (which may however be
unstable) and for special thick disk potentials. Numerical methods could be used to achieve the necessary transformation
(Pichon & Cannonl 1997; McMillan & Binney 2008). As an illustrative example, we shall give special attention to spherically
symmetric potentials, expanding their kinetic equation into a system which almost entirely avoids any calculation in the
position-momentum space. The system’s inhomogeneity requires that solutions to the Poisson equation are easily found for
any inhomogeneous mass distributions. This is achieved by projecting on a biorthogonal basis of pairs of density-potential
functions.

Many astrophysical systems which have evolved to a quasi-stationary collisionless equilibrium still keep evolving on time
scales longer than the dynamical time as a result of gravitational noise induced by their own constituents or by external ones.
We disregard external perturbators, which we define as unbound to the system, although, as did [Weinberg (2001h), these could
be treated, if numerous and frequent enough, as a given, non-evolving, population providing a source of gravitational noise for
other populations. Loosely bound satellites or remote star populations are regarded as internal to the system. This is possible
because our set of kinetic equations allows to simultaneously follow different mass populations. Dwarf satellite galaxies could
be regarded for example as one such mass population. Globular clusters, dwarf galaxies, disk galaxies and their haloes are
examples of bound systems still evolving as a result of internal noise caused by particle discreteness. Such systems are the
object of our study. As in any weakly coupled system, the particles suffering collisions are dressed by the polarization clouds
caused by their own influence on other particles. Collisions between dressed particles have quantitatively different outcomes
than collisions between naked ones (Weinberg|1998). This may reflect in significant differences in calculated effective relaxation
times and braking or diffusion coefficients, especially when the system, though stable, is not too far from instability (Weinberg
1993). It is therefore useful to account for collective dressing when calculating such processes as secular thick disk evolution,
mass segregation in galaxies or in star clusters, or the damping by dynamical friction of galactic populations on high energy
orbits. For simplicity, the kinetic equations to be derived below assume that the system is stationary on a dynamical time
scale. They thus cannot address questions in which the distribution in angle variable matters, such as the dissolution of
freshly accreted satellites, although a simple extension of the theory could. Since however our equations describe the coupled
evolution of all populations present in the system, they are well suited to study, for example, the simultaneous evolution by
dynamical friction and diffusion of a stellar population and the population of molecular clouds off which these stars scatter.

The collective response of a self gravitating system to the presence of a perturbing body has been considered by a number
of authors, analytically (Weinberg|1989,1995; [Murali & Tremaine [1998;Saha & Jog[2006) or numerically (Thielheim & Wolff
1984; |Gnedin & Ostriker[1999). Sometimes, the reaction of this perturbation on the perturbing body itself is calculated, as did
Kalnajd (1972), who computed the drag on a large body moving in an homogeneous medium, taking the collective response of
this medium into account, and [Tremaine & Weinberg (1984), who considered the global, self-consistent, perturbation caused
by a satellite or a barred structure in a spherically symmetric system and its reaction on the perturbator object by the
effect of dynamical friction. The secular evolution of the system in response to such perturbations has been considered by
Weinberg (20014), who considered general types of perturbations on a galaxy, and by [Pichon & Aubertl (2006) who considered
perturbations caused by the cosmological environment on dark matter haloes. This evolution is of course in principle observable
in N-body simulations, which however have their own difficulties in calculating the long term evolution of such systems (Binney
2004). A number of authors (Murali [1999; Weinberg [2001a; [Pichon & Aubert/2006) have studied the collective perturbations
caused in a massive spherical galactic halo by its environment. They could calculate the response of this system by resorting to
a representation of the particle’s motion in action and angle variables, a method first used by [Kalnajs (1977). We follow them
on this road. They also made good use of a basis of biorthogonal pairs of density-potential functions. [Weinberg (1993) first
derived a kinetic equation for the collisional relaxation of a self gravitating system along these lines. His equation accounts
for the self-consistent gravitational dressing of the particles, but is otherwise simplified, the geometry supposedly being that
of an homogeneously filled periodic cube. The inhomogeneous nature of the system should be described more accurately, still
accounting for collective gravitational dressing effects. This is specifically the aim of this paper. |[Chavanis (2007) presented a
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similar approach to ours for one-dimensional systems, the constituents of which interact by a general long range force. In this
paper we further elaborate in section [§ on the structural evolution of the inhomogeneous system and on the secular evolution
of the orbits.

2 CUTTING THE BBGKY HIERARCHY
2.1 Reduction of the hierarchy to a kinetic equation

The Liouville equation for the N-body distribution function of a system of interacting particles can be translated into a
hierearchy of equations, the BBGKY hierarchy, for the reduced 1-body, 2-body, 3-body etc .. distribution functions (Balescu
1963; Binney & Tremaine [1987). The equation for the 1-body distribution function also involves the 2-body distribution, the
equation for the 2-body distribution involves the 3-body distribution and so on. The kinetic equation being meant to be an
autonomous equation for the 1-body distribution fi(r, p,t), its derivation necessarily involves some approximation allowing to
cut this hierarchy. This is usually done at the level of the equation of evolution of the 2-body distribution function, reducing
it to a relation between the 2-body and the 1-body distribution functions. The simplified equation for the 2-body distribution
fa(r1,p1,r2, P2, t) is then solved in terms of the 1-body distribution fi(r1, p1,t) and the result, once introduced in the first
equation of the hierarchy, provides the desired kinetic equation for f;.

Plasma physics knows of two such successful approximations: rare and short range interactions, allowing to ignore 3-body
collisional effects on the evolution of the 2-body distribution function, leading to the Boltzmann equation (Uhlenbeck & Ford
1963) and weakly coupled, collective, systems in which the 3-body correlations may be neglected and the 2-body correlations
considered weak, leading to the Balescu-Lenard equation (Balescu [1960; [Lenard [1960). The weak correlation approximation
is valid when the number of particles in the effective interaction sphere, the Debye sphere, is large. This approximation is also
valid for self-gravitating systems with a large number N of simultaneously interacting particles. The coupling in this case is

indeed weak, the ratio of the average interaction energy to the average kinetic energy scaling as N ~2/3_ This provides a solid
basis for the derivation of a kinetic equation. The larger N, the more valid the approximation is. For systems with a very

large number of bodies, the resulting kinetic equation is almost exact, but for the description of strong collisions.

The constituents of the system are considered to be point-like objects of different masses, which we refer to as particles.
They need not all be stars, but could be other entities as well, such as molecular clouds, bound clusters, a population of
satellites or lumps of dark matter in the halo of a galaxy. The kinetic equations to be derived below are valid as long as most
collisions are weak, which implies that the collisional evolution time of any type of particles remains long compared to the
dynamical time. We assume that the masses of the consituents come in a finite set. Each mass group is labeled by a lower
case latin letter.

2.2 Notations

An efficient and concise notation is needed. Some weakly relevant variables, such as time, will often be omitted from the list
of arguments of some functions. The subscripts 1 or 2 on one- or two-body distributions or correlation functions will also be
omitted, the number of arguments indicating the number of bodies involved. The 1-body distribution function of particles
of species a (that is, of mass m,) is denoted by f¢, the 2-body distribution function of a pair of particles of species a and
b (where a and b may be equal or different) is 2 and the corresponding 2-body correlation function is ¢%° = f® — fof°.
The space and momentum integral of a 1-body distribution function is the total number of particles of the considered species.
Similarly, the space and momentum integral of 2-body distribution functions is the total number of pairs of the considered
species. When a = b, pairs should be regarded as ordered entities. The position and momentum (r1,p1) of a particle is simply
noted 1, for brevity. The three angle and three action variables of this particle similarly form a pair of vectors (w1,J1). The
same shorthand notation, 1, is used where the context commands. The notation d1 represents either d3rld3p1 or d3wrd>J1.
These phase space volume elements are equal because both sets of variables are canonical. The velocity of particle 1 is v;.
The gradient with respect to a vectorial variable u, like r, p, w or J, is denoted by V.. The derivative with respect to time
is noted 0.

G being Newton’s constant, the gravitational force suffered by a particle of species a with dynamical variables 1 (that is
at r1 with momentum p;) from a particle of species b with dynamical variables 2 is:

rs —I

Fab(172) = G’mamb (1)

[r2 =11 [®

We ignore any external force, be it tidal or exerted by some closeby external body. The collective gravitational force Fg(l)
exerted at r1 on a particle of species a is the 1-body and species average of Fap(1,2):
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=2 / a2 Fus(1,2) '(2) - 2)
b

The gravitational potential U(r;) from which this force derives is:
Gmy, b
— 2 ——— f7(2) - 3
3 ®

2.3 Weak correlations in terms of one-body distributions

The first equation of the BBGKY hierarchy can be written:
Ouf (1) 41 - Vi, £4(1) + F2(1) - Vi £( Z/dz (1,2) - Vg™ (1,2) - )

Neglecting 3-body correlations, the second equation of the BBGKY hierarchy can be written as:

019" (1,2) + (vi-Ve, + V2 Vi, ) %°(1,2) + (FU)Vi, + FY(2) Vi, ) °(1,2)
#3088 5. o139 20+ 3 [@5 47°0.3) Fac(2,3) Vo (2= Pas(1,2) - (T, = Vo S () 216)

Equation (B) is linear in the correlation function and has on its right hand side a source term S°°(1,2,#) which is a functional
of the 1-body distribution functions, namely:

S%(1,2,t) = Fau(1,2) - (Vp, — Vp, ) F* (1) f°(2) - (6)

The solution for g?°(1,2,t) can be found in terms of the sources S by working out the Green’s function, or propagator, of the
operator on the left hand side of equation (B]). This Green’s function is a matrix in particle species space, pq(l 2,1,2", 1),
in terms of which the correlation function can be expressed as:

1,2,) Z/ dr/dl/d2 Geb(1,2,1,2,7) SPI(1, 2t — 7) - (7)
p,q

Equation () expresses the correlation function as a functional g°°(1,2; f) of the 1-body distributions. Once the 2-body
propagator has been found, the solution () for gab(172) may be substituted on the right hand side of equation ), which
then depends explicitly, and only, on the 1-body distributions. We call it the collision operator C*(f) for species a:

Z/d2 For(1,2) - Vp, g% (1,2; f) - (8)

The initial value of the 2-body propagator is:
Geb(1,2,1',2/,0) = 62 006(1 —1')6(2 - 2) , 9)

where (1 —1") is a Dirac function and d;, a Kronecker symbol. By substituting equation () in equation (@), it can be shown
that the 2-body propagator can be factored into the product of two 1-body propagators:

Ger(1,2,1,2', 1) = G2 (1,1, 1) Go(2,2',7) - (10)
Had we considered strong interactions as well, the correlation function gab(l7 2) would not have been negligible compared to
(1) f*(2) and the right hand side term of equation (&) would have been changed by the substitution of fof®4g® to fof°.

The 2-body propagators would in this case not factor as in equation ([I0)). In the weak correlation approximation considered
here, the 1-body propagators Gy (1,1’, 7) satisfy the linearized Vlasov equations:

8- Go(1,1,7) 4 (vi-Viey, + Fo(1)-Vp,) G2(1,1',7) <Z/d2g 17,7) Face(l, )) Vo, [4(1) = (11)

with initial condition Gy (1,1’,0) = d56(1 — 1’). The solution of equation (II]) has to be found for 7 > 0 only, because of
causality. According to Bogoliubov’s synchronisation hypothesis (Bogoliubov [1946), the 1-body distribution functions can be
regarded as constant in equations () and (IIl) because they evolve on the relaxation time scale, which is much longer than
the time required for the correlation function to reach an equilibrium, given the present value of the 1-body distributions.
The correlations at a given time ¢ then are functionals of the one particle distribution functions at this very same time.

Equation () can be solved by means of a Laplace transform with respect to the time lapse 7. The Laplace transform
f(w) of a function of time f(¢) depends on a complex argument w. The transformation and its inverse are defined by:
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f(w):/ F()e“tdt  and f(t):%/f(w)e*iwtdw- (12)
0 B

The direct transform is convergent only when the imaginary part of w exceeds some ordinate of convergence, above which
the function f(w) is regular. Below it, it is defined by analytical continuation. The Bromwich contour B which appears in
the inverse transformation runs parallel to the real axis from —oo to 400 above all singularities of f(w). Equation () is
Laplace-transformed into:

—iwGe(1,1,w) + (v1- Vi, + FO(1)- Vp,) G2(1,1",w) +Z/d2 Go(2,1",w) Fae(1,2) - Vp, f4(1) = 6560 —1) - (13)

3 PARTICLE MOTIONS AND BASIS FUNCTIONS IN ANGLE AND ACTION VARIABLES
3.1 Angle and action variables

The particle motions in the self gravitational field are complex in general. This precludes a direct solution of equation ()
by integration along unperturbed trajectories. It is preferable to change the position and momentum variables for a set
of canonical angle and action variables (Goldstein [1956). So doing, the description of the motion becomes simple, all the
complexity being embodied in the relation between position and momentum variables and angle and action variables. By
definition, the Hamiltonian A in angle and action variables depends only on the three actions Ji, Ja, J3, which we regard as
the three components of an action vector J. The three actions are constants of the motion and the three angles w1, w2, ws
which similarly form the components of an angle vector w, vary linearly in time. The angular frequency of the angle w; is
Q; = OH/0J;. The frequencies Q; form the components of a frequency vector 2 which depends on J. For brevity, we use
shorthand notations, such as:

Q=QJ1) , Q, =) - (14)

The derivative following the motion is (v - Vr + FY - V;,). The actions being first integrals, this operator translates in angle
and action variables into (dw/dt) - Vi, that is, v -V, + FO. Vp = Q- Vyw The last, collective, term of the left hand side of
equation (I3)) must be expressed in action and angle variables. It is of the frequently met general form:

Iros — I
A [d2M(2) ——— - N(1) - 15
/ @) IV V) (15)
The force in equation (IH) can be expressed in terms of a "potential” ¢ such that:
Iy — I
A2MQ2) ————= =—-V, . 1
/ () 2ty = = Ve o(r) (16)

This potential and the ”mass distribution” D from which it derives, depend on the function M (2) only. They are defined by:

M(2

o) = — faz M2 Dir2) = [d'p2 M(2) - (7)
|ra — 11|

Since ¢(1) is independent of p1, Vi, ¢(1)-Vp, N(1) is the Poisson bracket { ¢(1), N(1) }. This bracket being invariant on a

change of canonical variables, the expression (IH) can be written as:

ro—r
J2 M@ D TN ) = -0 VN () = = (Va6 Vo N(1) = Va6 Ve N(D) (18)
All functions depend periodically, with period 27, on the angles, with respect to which a discrete Fourier transform can be
made. All components of the associated wave vector k are relative integers. The transform of any function f(w,J) and the
inverse transform are defined by:

ik-w d*w —ikw
f(w,J):zk:fk(J)e and fk(J):///W (w,J)e : (19)

Each integral in the second term of equation ([I3)) is over the 27 period of one of the components of w. The transform of the
Dirac function §(w) is 1/87® and the transform of unity is (k), where 4 is here a triple Kronecker symbol. The position r of
a particle is a function of its angle and action variables, w and J. The simple Fourier transforms with respect to the angles
w1 of ¥*(r1) and Gy (1,1’,w) and the double Fourier transform of the propagator with respect to angles w1 and w1 are:

Y1) < ¥r, (J1) Gp(1,1,w) & GF(I1,1,w) Go(1,1w) < G, (J1,3,w) - (20)

’
k1K)
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3.2 Biorthogonal density-potential bases

A basis of biorthogonal density-potential pairs is effective in calculating the potential ¢(1) defined by eq. (I:I:Zl) Many such

bases have been proposed (Kalnajs 1971; [Clutton-Brock 1972, 1973; [Kalnajs 1976; |Aoki & Tyd 1978
L(iﬁj, Sahé LM, Hernquist & Qstnkeﬂ LM, Robijn & Earﬂ LM, Brown & Papalmzoﬂ LM, Bhamati & ,!allali M) A

basis element is labeled by a greek letter. The dummy index rule is used for these basis indices. Let D(r) and ¢“(r) be the

density and the potential of the element « of the basis. The potential ¥)* derives from the density distribution D and is
related to it by:

() = /d D) (21)

The basis is biorthogonal and normalized, such that:

/d3r D*(x) (4 (1)) = - 63 - (22)

The symbol on the right of equation (22)) is a generalized Kronecker. The minus sign results from the fact that when o = 8
the left hand side of equation (22]) necessarily is negative. The functions to be expanded on the basis being real, the complex
conjugates of D% and ¥,

D%(r)=(D%(r))" and ¢%(r)=(¥"(r)", (23)
also form an element & of the basis, which in general is different from «. The variable r being a length and the Kronecker §
in 22) being dimensionless, equations () and ([22) imply that D* and ¢ have dimensions L~>/% and L~'/? respectively.
Any density distribution D(r) and its associated potential ¢(r) can be expanded on the basis as:

D(r) = aa D%(r) p(r) = aa®p®(r) - (24)

The basis functions ¥*(r) are not real in general, which implies that ¥®, # (¢5)*. The notation ¥g* denotes the complex
conjugate of 1. The notation ¢ is adopted for the k-Fourier transform of the function ¥®(r) = (4*(r))*. In general,
P #1pg*. Complex conjugation implies however that:

=t (2

The coefficients of the expansions (24]) can be calculated by using the biorthogonality relation ([22)) and expressed in angle and
action variables by using the density-potential basis and angle Fourier coefficients. In particular, the coefficient a., associated
with the density field of equation (7)) is:

o = — / a2 M(2) (6°(2))" = —87° Y / a2 Mic(32) 5" (32) - (20)
k

The expression (5] is transformed in angle and action variables by using the density-potential basis and angle Fourier
coefficients into:

A / a2 M(2) 2, N(1) = —AZ a0 €4 (4, (1) ik Vo, N(1) = (T, 98, (D) Tu N ) (27)

|r2 —r1 3

where the expansion coeflicients an are given in terms of the function M(2) by equation ([26). Other expressions of an will be
established below for the case when M (2) is the propagator, as in equation (I3)).

4 THE LINEARIZED VLASOV PROPAGATOR

In a relaxing system, a collisionless equilibrium is supposedly reached on a time scale shorter than the relaxation time,
so that the system is stationary on the dynamical time scale. This means that the distributions f*(1) really are functions
F%(J1) of the actions only. The third, ”collective”, term on the left of equation (I3)) is of the form displayed in equation
([@I5). The corresponding factor A and functions N (1) and M(2) particularize in this case to A = Gmam., N(1) = f*(1) and
M(2) = G5(2,1',w). For these functions N(1) and M(2), the coefficients ao of equation (26) are:

al?(1',w) = —87r32/d3,] GP(3,1,w) Y™ (J) - (28)
k

Species-cumulative coefficients A%, are defined by:

AP (1, w) Zmaaa (1, w) - (29)
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Equation (I3) for the 1-body propagators is Fourier transformed with respect to w1 using equation (27]), which gives:

a i ca e"ikiwi ki-Vy, f2(1
G (3,1 w) = g5 63 00 = T1) ———g- — G %

The coefficients A (eq. ([29)) can be expressed in terms of the Fourier transform of the propagators by using equation (28):

AR(1'|w) = —SWSZZ/dSJ me e (I) GF (I, 1, w) - (31)
c k

Operating on equation (B0) as on the function G in equation [BI)), a linear system is obtained for the species-cumulative

e, (J1) A1, w) - (30)

coefficients A. It can be written:

Eaﬁ(w) AZ(1,7“U) = 02(1,7“}) ) (32)
vk l 7ik1-wl1

oa(l',w) = —im, Z % ) (33)

=633 Jarn sz vz T (34)

The solution of equation (]:)_"ZI)7 obtained by inverting the matrix fs"‘ﬁ(w)7 is then introduced in equation ([B0), giving the Fourier
and Laplace transform of the propagator. So doing, a function D appears in the solution, which is defined by:

1 o _1 aB  Beiqry
m—wkl(h)(a (w)) vy (35) -

Performing the inverse Fourier and Laplace transforms of equation (B0]), the 1-body propagator itself is eventually found:
z(kl wi— k wl)

a ’ _ dw 77, wT a ’ / SWSGmamP (kl 'VJI fa(l))
g,,(1,1,7)7/ ZZ g <5,, 5(ki—k1) 6(J1—J7) + @ 16,0 Dy, (1. 3.0) (36)
1

5 THE KINETIC EQUATION
5.1 Explicit writing of the kinetic equation

The correlation function is obtained from the solution (3Gl for the 1-body propagator by using equations (I0) and (). The
kinetic equation and its collision operator are then given by equations (@) and (8). Thanks to the Bogoliubov synchronisation
hypothesis, this equation is local in time, because the source term SP9(1’,2',t — 7) in equation (@) can be regarded as
independent of 7 and equal to its value at 7 = 0. The collision operator for the evolution of the distribution function of species
a, C*(f), is defined by equation (§) and can be written as:

Z/ dr/dl/dZ/ /B e~ (whw)T zb:/dg

) (Fab(172) : vpl) (g;(lv 1l7w) g3(272lvwl) (FPQ(1I72/) ) (vp'2 - vp’l)) fp(llvt)fq(2/7t)) ) (37)

The somewhat lengthy transformations that must be performed to express this equation in terms of the angle and action
variables, of the density-potential basis and of its angle Fourier transforms are described in appendix[Al They eventually yield
the following final form of the kinetic equations:

3 (5(k1~ﬂ1 —k2~ﬂz) a b
Bef(J1) Z;;/d T, 87 GPm2mi ki -V, (|Dk1k2(J17J27k1-91)|2 (k1-V3, —ks-Vy3,) f4J1)f (JQ)) , (38)
1 2

where D is defined by equation (B3] and the response matrix elements £ needed to determine D are expressed in terms of
the 1-body distribution functions by equation ([34)). No convective term €1-V, f(1) appears on the left hand side of eq.(B8])
because in a slowly relaxing system the distribution functions f®(1) are meant to depend only on the actions.

5.2 Physical content of the kinetic equation

Equation (38) describes the relaxation of the distribution functions caused by the, supposedly weak, noise created by the dis-
creteness of the particles accompanied by their associated gravitational polarization cloud (Weinberg|1998;|Rostoker & Rosenbluth
1960). This is shown by working out the Fokker-Planck equation for the evolution of actions of the particles in this random
field. The potential of a mass m2 with action-angle variables J2, w2 on a particle 1 with action-angle variables Ji, wi is:
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- _ exp(i(ki-w1 — ko -w2))
Ua(1,t) = ;; Gma S o (39)
1 2

The fluctuating part of the potential created by the discreteness of the dressed particles is the sum over all particles 2 and all
non-vanishing ki, ko of potentials like ([39]). The rate of change of the action J1 of a particle 1 in this fluctuating field is:

.jl = Z Z Z Gmlmg Zkl exp(z(kl-wl — k2'W2) . (40)

2 ki #0ky7£0 Dieyky (J1, T2, k2-822)

The braking and diffusion coefficients of the corresponding Fokker-Planck equation are obtained from, respectively, the first
and second moments of the random change AJ; suffered by the particle 1 in a time At. The averaging is performed on the
values of the angle variables of particles 2 and on their action distribution functions. Equation (B8) is recovered that way. In
the calculation of the braking coefficient, small departures from uniform angular motion should be accounted for, as shown
by [Ecker (1972) in a similar context. The Fokker-Planck form of equation (B8], although equivalent to it, looks more complex
than equation (B8) itself because the braking coefficient involves the derivative of a Dirac distribution.

5.3 Accounting for strong collisions

Equation (B8) and its quasi-homogeneous limit, equation ([47), both result from a weak collision theory. Strong collisions
involving substancial deviation of at least one of the colliding particles are not adequately described. This inappropriate
description of the rare strong collisions can be fixed by limiting the range of impact parameters to values larger than some
critical limit 2% which depends on the masses of the colliding species. This critical impact parameter for particles of species
a and b is such that the typical kinetic energy in their relative motion be equal to their interaction energy, that is:

GM memy  Gmamy
R ma+my b2

(41)

Here M is the total system’s mass and R a typical global size of it. Were this cut to be omitted, the expressions of the
coefficients in equations (B8] and {@T) would diverge logarithmically at large wavenumbers, where the response function &
approaches unity. This divergence results from the neglect of large deviations in strong collisions. A physically sound result is
obtained by limiting the K integration in equation @) to the domain |K|< K2 where:

ab 2T 2w M
b T R matmy )

Similarly the summations on the angle Fourier variables k; (¢ = 1 or 2) in equation (38) should be limited, in the term
associated to species a and b, to values such that the physical wavenumbers along the quasi-intersecting orbits be smaller than
K2 This modulus of the physical wavenumber can be crudely related to the dimensionless angle wavenumber by K = k/R,
where R is a typical global size of the system and k the modulus of the angle Fourier variable. Thus, the summation on k;
and ko in equation ([B8)) should be limited to wave vectors, the modulus of which is bounded by:

2r M
|k |< — 2 (43)
Ma + My

When solving equation (38), the secular evolution of the response matrix e, the system’s collective potential U(r,t) and
the Fourier transform coefficients ¢y (J) should be followed in time together with the 1-body distributions. We return to this,
in the case of spherical potentials, in section [8l Prior to that, let us discuss various limits and approximate forms of equation
B8) and show that, as it should, it satisfies an H-theorem. The irreversibility stemms from the fact that information is lost
when the real issues of collisions are replaced in the equation by average ones, in particular by averaging over the angles of
the colliding particles.

6 LIMITING CASES
6.1 Homogeneous limit

Although the limit of an homogeneous medium cannot be rigourously taken for a self gravitating system, it is nevertheless
possible to assume local homogeneity at the price of artificially limiting the interaction distance between particles by cutting
it at some characteristic size of the system. So doing, the effects of the collective dressing of the particles are still retained,
albeit less precisely, but the effects of the structure of the system are only sketchily accounted for.

In this limit, the system is regarded as homogeneously filling a large cubix box of side L, on the surface of which
periodic boundary conditions apply. This is the geometry considered by [Weinberg (1993). Due to the assumed homogeneity,
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the collective force F° vanishes and the unperturbed motion is rectilinear and uniform, whatever the state of relaxation of
the system. The action variables are then proportional to the components of the momentum p and the angle variables are
proportional to the components of the position r. Since the angles must be variables of period 27, the angle vector must be
w = 2nr/L, which implies that the action vector is J = Lp/2w. The angle Fourier vector is k = LK/27 where K is the
usual wave vector of Fourier transforms with respect to position. The frequency vector © is 2wv/L, so that k- Q = K - v.
The density-potential basis consists of functions proportional to complex exponentials, like exp(: K-r). A given element of
the basis, a say, is characterized by its wave vector K. This can be accounted for in the notation by writing this wave vector
as K., the corresponding angle wave vector being noted k.. The density function and the potential of the element « of the
basis are both proportional to exp (i Ko -r). Their normalization factor must be such that the biorthogonality relation (22))
be satisfied, the density D*(r) and the potential ¥*(r) being related by equation (ZII). These constraints result in:

[ _ |KQL| 1Ko r o _ 2ﬁ eiKa'!‘
P =S me V=T TR (49
The g ’s are the Fourier transforms of ¢“(r) with respect to the angles w, namely:

wa__zﬁ d(ka — k)
KT UL KWL

(45)

where §(ko — k) is a triple Kronecker symbol. In this case the ¥ s do not depend on the actions and remain fixed while the
relaxation proceeds. The response matrix ¢, calculated from its definition ([34)), is diagonal, its element a« being given, for w
in the upper half complex plane, by:

Eaa(w)zl_z 47TG7TL§ /d3p Ka'vpfq(p) . (46)

| Ko |? w—-—Kyv

For real w, a +i0 should be added to the singular denominator. Since « enters this relation by its wave vector Ka, £€*(w) can
be regarded as a function ¢(Ka,w), or, more generally, as a function of a wave vector K and of a frequency w. Because of the
diagonality of the response matrix £ and the simplicity of equation ([45]), the writing of the kinetic equation (B8] simplifies to:

08 ®) =3 [1 Vo (Qulod) - (Vom Vo) @)@ (4

where the tensor 5@ is defined by:

= / KK §K-(v—-v
Gute.p) = 26mim [arc 55 8)

Equations ([AT7)—(@8) are identical to equation (29) of[Weinberg (1993) when the quasi homogeneity of the system and associated
absence of collective and external forces are accounted for. Equation (7)) can be written explicitly as a Fokker-Planck equation
in the form:

of*(p) = _vp : (Kafa(p)) + % VpVp: (ﬁafa(P)> ) (49)

where the momentum drag and diffusion coefficients are:

A= Y [a9 10 (Vo = V) Qo) | (50)
b

Boo) =2 [437" () Quntop) (51)
b

For electrical instead of gravitational interactions, the gravitational constant G should be replaced by 1/4me, in MKSA units,
€, being the dielectric permittivity of vacuum. The electric force between like charges being repulsive instead of attractive,
the minus sign before the second term of equation (@) should be changed to a positive sign and the masses replaced by
the charges of the particles. Equation (7)) then reduces to the Balescu-Lenard equation for homogeneous and multispecies
plasmas (Babuel Peyrissad|[1974). It implicitly accounts for the screening effect, which is embodied in the dielectric function.
The integral on wave vector space in equation ([48)) then need not be cut at small wave vectors because |¢(K, K- v)| diverges
as | K| approaches zero. For self gravitational systems the small | K | limit is unphysical, due to the absence of screening.
The distance between interacting particles is limited in this case by the inhomogeneity of the system, a feature which is lost
in the local approximation. If one were to insist on the quasi-homogeneous approximation, the integration over wave vectors
in equation (IE[) would have to be artificially limited from below to some minimum modulus Kpmin ~ 27/R, where R is a
characteristic size of the system. Little would then be gained over a more traditional Fokker-Planck approximation, but for
the fact that equation (A7) still accounts for the collective dressing of the colliding particles.
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6.2 Non-collective homogeneous limit

When these collective effects are themselves neglected, which amounts to take ¢ = 1 in equation (@8]), the usual local Fokker-
Planck equation (@3] is recovered, with braking and diffusion coefficients given by expressions (B0) and (EIl), € now supposedly
being equal to unity. As above, the integral on wavevectors in equation (48)) should limited to a lower cutoff at |K|= Kmin,
to account for the finite size of the system, and to an upper cutoff | K |= Kmaz, to account for strong collisions (section [53]).
The coulomb logarithm is In A, where A = Kpmae/Kmin. When € equals unity, the integration over wave vectors in equation
([#R) can easily be performed. The result, which involves the relative velocity of the colliding particles g = v — v’, is:

Aulp) = 476 () 3w+ ) [a%1°0) (52)

Iy —gg
93

Ll
(']

Ea(p) = +47G* In(A) Zmimg /dsp'fb(p') , (53)

where I is the unit second rank tensor. This is identical to the Fokker-Planck equation presented, for example, inBinney & Tremaine
(19817), equations (8A.10). The collective dressing becomes important when | € |72 in equation (@8] largely differs from unity.

As shown by [Weinberd (1993), this happens when the system is not far from being unstable, for example when its size becomes

of order of the Jeans length, the complex zeroes of ¢(K,w) lying close, but below, the real axis.

7 AN H THEOREM

Equation (38]) satisfies an H theorem which states that the statistical entropy:
s(t) = — Z/d?’wl/dSJl Fwi, I, ) In (F (w1, d1,1)) (54)

increases with time. Because the relaxing distribution functions depend on actions only, the integral over angles reduces to a
mere multiplication by a factor 872, so that:

dsd(tt): _8ﬁ3z/d3,]1 (1+ln(fa(J1,t))) (&f"(,]ht)) ) 5)

The time derivative of f is given by equation (B8] which can be symmetrized by substituting to the first operator ki-Vy, the
operator ki-Vj, — k2-V3,. The contribution associated with the added operator ks-Vj, vanishes on integration over J,. This
can be seen by using the flux divergence theorem in action space, recognizing that the surface integral over the boundary of
the physical J domain vanishes. Indeed, the expression on the right of the first operator ki-Vy, in equation (38) represents,
up to its sign, the flux in action space at J1 caused by collisions with particles having action J2 or the flux at Jo caused by
collisions with particles of action J;. The physical domain is limited in action space by a boundary at a finite distance and
extends to infinity in certain directions. The flux through the boundary at finite distance vanishes because the action vector
of no particle can evolve through this boundary from the physical to the unphysical domain. The flux at infinity vanishes
because f°(J2) decreases fast enough. This justifies the above-suggested substitution. The expression of 9;f?(1) given by
equation (B8], modified as described, when inserted in equation (B3], gives the following expression for ds/dt:

O g Z Z 3 / @, / @1 Gt (14 (5 (31)) -

ki k2

o (k1-Vi, —k2Vi,) (ki Q1 — ko Q) Dy iey (J1, T2, k1 Q1) |72 (k1 - Vi, ko Vi,) f4(J1) f(J2) - (56)

This expression is further symmetrized by combining it with the equivalent expression obtained by exchanging species indices
a and b, actions J; and J2 and Fourier variables ki and ka. The resulting expression is then integrated by parts, using the
flux divergence theorem in either J; or J2 space. As explained above, the contribution of the integral on the boundary of the
action domain or at infinity vanishes. We are eventually left with the positive expression:

ds(t) _ gy 7 sy [y oo o 00k — ko) ((ki-Via, —kaVa,) [{T)S(32)°
it = Y [ e G D3 k)P 130 732) o

ki k2

This establishes that the statistical entropy of the system is monotonically increasing. Since the entropy of a self gravitating
system of a given total mass and energy is not bounded from above (Binney & Tremaine [1987), the increase of the statistical
entropy does not lead, as in homogeneous gases or plasmas, to a state of thermodynamic equilibrium. When the system becomes
sufficiently centrally condensed, a gravothermal instability develops (Hénon/|1961; |Antonov 1962; [Lynden-Bell & Wood [1968).



Gravitational Balescu-Lenard equation 11

The quenching of this instability by the formation of binaries is not described by equation (B8)), because the formation of
binary systems results from triple collisions (that is, from third order correlations) and is of the strong interaction type.

8 EVOLUTION OF A SPHERICAL POTENTIAL AND BASIS FOURIER COEFFICIENTS

When the relaxation proceeds, the distribution functions f(J,t) evolve according to equations ([B8]). This causes a slow secular
change in the average potential U(r,¢) and in the response matrix e(w) (equation ([B34])). The basis potential functions ¢ (r)
are time-independent, but their Fourier transforms with respect to angles w are not because they depend on the orbits of
the particles, which slowly change with the potential. The Fourier coefficients 1y (J) are then indirectly related to the slowly
evolving potential U(r,t).

Thus, equation (B8] is not an autonomous equation for the distribution functions f¢(J,t). The response matrix (w) of
equation (B4)) is a functional of those, which also depends on the angle Fourier transforms g (J,t) as does the quantity D
present in equations (B5]) and ([B8)). The kinetic equation (38]) must then be completed with equations describing the evolution
in time of the average potential U(r,t) and of the angle Fourier coefficients vy (J,t) of the basis potentials. This aspect of
the system’s evolution is not considered by [Chavanis (2007). In this section, the time ¢ will be restaured, though only where
necessary, in the list of arguments of functions. The potential U(r,t) derives from the mass density:

D(r,t) = ma / &’ f(r,p,t) - (58)

The corresponding gravitational potential is obtained from its expansion on the biorthogonal density-potential basis by
equation (24]). From appendix [Bl it is found that its partial time-derivative is:

QU (r,t) == 87°Gma 4:°(r) / d*J 0, (f“(J,t) (wg(;l,t))*) : (59)
Equation (£9), as well as equations ([34]), (35]) and (B8], call for an equation for the time-evolution of the coefficients vy (J, t):

L) = / dho e % Y (e, 3)) - (60)

An explicit expression for these coefficients when the potential is spherical is derived in appendix [Bl which also gives a
summary of angle and action variables for a particle moving in a spherical potential. In this case, the coefficients ¥y (J,t)
vanish when the wave vector k has non-vanishing ks or k3 components. The non-vanishing coefficients depend only on the
radial k1 component, hereafter noted k. For conciseness, the variables J, which are mere parameters, are omitted wherever
possible. After some calculations, we find that:

o 5 ral®) cos Wi (r,t) ¥*(r)dr " kQi(t) dr’
t) = 871' Ql t ’
vr) ( )/rp(t> V2(E() = U(r,t) — J3/r? P V2AER) = U, 1) — J3/r"?

When the potential changes, the radial distances rp and 74 of the periapse and apoapse change accordingly: the bounds of the

where Wk(r,t):/ (61)

integrals in equations (1)), (BE) and (B2) are time-dependent. These integrals are singular, though convergent, the periapse
and apoapse distances being the zeroes of the square root denominator:

q(r,t) = 2(B(t) = U(r,t)) = J3/r* - (62)

These zeroes are simple when the orbit is not circular and merge into a double zero when it is. This latter situation can be
dealt with by a limit process, in which simple zeroes rp and 74 are made to converge to eachother. We then assume that rp
and r4 are simple zeroes. An index P or A denotes the value of a function of r at rp or r4 respectively. Integrals like:

ra(t)
1) = d m(r,t)

T )
rp(t) V Q(Ta t)

or similar ones can be expressed in terms of a variable £, the values of which remain constant at the changing periapse and

(63)

apoapse. This variable is defined by:
r=rp(t) +&(ra(t) —re(t)) - (64)

To each of these two types of radial variables, r or £, a time variable, ¢ or 7, can be associated, it being meant that t = 7. This
introduces two types of time derivatives: d¢, which is at constant r, and -, which is at constant . Ordinary time derivatives
with respect to 7 and ¢ are identical and are denoted by a dot. Partial time derivatives with respect to 7 and t differ and are
related by:
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3T:3t—|—(7",4 (i)_‘.fp (ﬂ)) o, - (65)
rA—TP rA—Tp

The partial derivatives with respect to r and £ are simply proportional: d¢ = (ra — rp) 9. At the periapse or apoapse the
function ¢(r,t) vanishes, whatever 7. Hence, d-q¢ = 0 at these points. Differentiating the equation ¢(r,t) = 0, 7p and 74 are

found:
. Oeq(rp,t) . atq(rAvt)
= batre) P Bl )
The partial derivatives of ¢(r,t) (equation (62])) are:

2
Oq(r,t) = 2(E — 0:U(r,t)) , Orq(r,t) =2 <i—§ — o U(r, t)> : (67)
It can be checked from equations (G0) and (G3) that (0-q)(rp,t) = d-q(ra,t) = 0. Equation (63]) implies that:
e e S e O e P

rA—TpP TA—TP rA—TP TA—TP

The time-derivative of I(t) (equation (63])) is found by changing the variable r to &:

S ra(t)
i (TA rp) I+/ m(r,t)dr( orm 1 0. ) . (69)
rA—TpP r q(T7 t) m(h t) 2 q(r, t)

p(t)

It is important to note that the last term in the parenthesis of the integral in equation (69) is regular since the numerator,
0-q, vanishes at rp and ra, where ¢(r,t) does. The right hand side of equation (€9) then consists of convergent integrals.
When this method is used to calculate the time derivatives of E(t) and 1 (t) from equations (B2) and (B3)), the following
results are obtained:

rat) L 5 pra®
0 d O:U(r,t) O = 0, (TA rp) Qf dr Orq (70)

p=% NG o _dr .
rp(t) q(T) 2m rp(t) q(?”, t) q(r, t)
The same method is used to calculate 9, Wy:

ki [T dr' Brq(r,t
)Wk(nt)— 5 1/ — ?(ft)) : (71)
rpt) A/ q(r' ) A\,

TA—TpP

A — TP
TA — TP

O
O Wi, t) = =% Wiu(r 1) + (
91
The angle Fourier coefficient 1 (J,t) is given by equation (61I), which is of a form similar to equation (G3]). Using the general
result ([69), the time derivative of 15 (J,t) is found to be:
. O PO ra(t) o d e a, .
DT ) = =2 Y + (u) s —87r2Q1/ yor)dr SinWi (r, £) 0, Wi — cosWi(r, 1) [ 2 (r)0rr __0rq (72)
Ql rA—TpP rp(t) q(r7 t) d)a (T) 2q(7‘7 t)
Equation ([2) describes the time-evolution of the Fourier coefficients ¢7 (J,t). The auxiliary 7-derivatives which enter this
equation are given by equations (1)), (Z0), (G8), (G6) and (67)). The other quantities entering equation (72]) are expressed in
terms of the potential by equations (61I)), (62), (B4) and (B3). All these relations eventually link the time-evolution of 5 to
the time-evolution of U(r,t), which is itself described by equation (59).

Equations ([B8), (59) and (2] form the system of coupled equations for the distribution functions f(J,t), the average
potential U(r,t) and the angle Fourier coefficients ¢} (J,t) that we have been seeking for in this section. This system involves
the auxiliary equations mentioned above, as well as equations (34)—(35).

9 CONCLUSIONS

Kinetic equations for the collisional evolution of the constituents of self-gravitating inhomogeneous systems have been derived.
These equations (B8]) surpass in consistency the usual Fokker-Planck equations ([@9) — (52) — (53)). The latter are unsatisfactory
from a principle point of view, being local and non-collective.

By contrast, the proposed equations fully account for the system’s inhomogeneity and for the collective gravitational
dressing of the colliding particles.

Equations (B8)) describe the evolution of distribution functions in action and angle space, which is possible when the
hamiltonian associated with the average potential is integrable.

Physically, these equations describe the evolution of the distribution functions in action space as a result of the weak
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gravitational noise caused by the discreteness of the particles, dressed with the polarization clouds that their own gravity
induces in the system. This gravitational polarization is accounted for in equation (B8] in a manner that is fully consistent
with the distribution functions, as they are at the moment.

9.1 Properties of the kinetic equation

Equation (B8)) is the sum of a second order derivative term with respect to actions and of a first order one. It therefore basically
is of the Fokker-Planck type, although it is definitely simpler in the form of expression (B8). The diffusion coefficient involved
depends on the 1-body distributions themselves, in particular through the factor | D |72 which represents the effect of the
dressing of the colliding particles by the gravitational polarization induced around them by their own influence.

Unlike in electrical plasmas, the polarization dressing in self-gravitational systems does not cause any screening of the
interaction, which remains effective even between distant particles. The mutual distance of such particles is limited only by
the finite size of the system. Were the gravitational influence of particles on their surrounding to be neglected, the response
matrix £ (equation (B4])) would reduce to unity and the coefficients of the corresponding Fokker-Planck kinetic equation would
simply be averages by the distribution functions of functions of velocity, as in equations (52)) — (E3)).

It is apparent from the developments of appendix [A] which lead to equation (B8], that the k component in angle Fourier
space of the gravitational polarization response given to a particle has frequency w = k-€2. This means that the polarization
cloud which accompanies a particle forms a structure in angle space which vary as w — Qt: it corotates in angle with that
particle.

The presence of the Dirac function §(ki- €21 — ko €22) in equation (BS[) indicates that particles interact resonantly.
This certainly is an important physical property of remote interactions, for which the components of the angle wave vectors
k; and ko must be small. For closer encounters, the modulus of these wave vectors is larger and the resonance condition
ki - Q1 = ko - Q22 becomes less selective, being more easily satisfied.

The correlation function has been calculated on the basis of a linearized theory, which is justified by the weakness of
the average interactions in this many-body system. This means that the trajectories of the particles during the collision are
regarded as being the unperturbed trajectories. Similarly, the gravitational polarization cloud around any one of the colliding
particles is calculated as if the partner in the collision were not present: equation (B8 is still a weak collision approximation.
A cutoff at small impact parameters is therefore needed to account for the rare strong collisions.

Equation (B8]) takes full account of the inhomogeneity of the system, which is embodied in the dependence of the distri-
bution functions on the actions J’s. It requires no artificial cutoff at large impact parameters. The details of the trajectories
followed by the particles in the present gravitational potential are also fully accounted for, being implicit in the relations
which link the angle and action variables to the position and momentum ones. These relations depend on the actual global
gravitational potential of the system, which slowly evolves in time together with the distribution functions.

The density-potential basis functions ¥ (r) are choosen at the beginning of the calculation once and for all, but their angle
Fourier transforms g (J), which depend on the actual trajectories of the particles, change with time because the trajectory
of a particle of given actions slowly evolves with the general potential of the system as the relaxation proceeds. As long as it
suffers no collision, a given particle keeps its vector J fixed because the actions are adiabatic invariants. Collisions, however,
cause a secular evolution of the functions f*(J), which is exactly what equation (B8] describes.

The description of particle motions is made simple by the use of action and angle variables. Their complexity is embodied
in the supposedly known relation between position and momentum variables and action and angle variables. The usefulness
of equation ([B8) is therefore limited to systems for which this relation can be established, either analytically or, possibly,
numerically (Pichon & Cannonl 1997; McMillan & Binneyl 2008).

While the relaxation proceeds, the gravitational potential and the orbits of the particles evolve. As a result, the kinetic
equation must be completed by evolution equations for the potential and for other relevant quantities. Section [ establishes,
for spherical systems, this set of coupled equations.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATION OF THE KINETIC EQUATION

Equation ([B37) must be expressed in terms of angle and action variables, using the adopted density-potential basis. The
integration on the dynamical state of the particle of species b should be carried out first. The integral over the variables 2 in
the second line of eq.(37) is similar to equation ([H), with A = Gmams, M(2) = G5(2,2/,w’') and N(1) = G&(1,1’,w) and is
thus expressed in angle and action variables by equation ([27)). Since M (2) is as in equation ([I3]), the a coefficients are those
of equation (28], the species indices being now b and ¢ instead of ¢ and p and the parameters being 2’,w’ instead of 1, w.
This leads to the following change in equation (3T]):

Z/d2 ab vpl) gg(]‘? 1’7‘*}) 93(272,7‘*),) =

ei(kg ‘W1 7k/2 w;)

ZGmamquZ e 1/) ( )m ((1/)1(32“1) ikQ'VJl—(VJlll)ﬁ;(Jl))'Vm) 95(171,7“’))' (A1)

!
Note that, as a general rule, operators act on everything on their right, up to the end of the expression or to a closing delimiter.
Using the relation (AT]), the collision operator (37) can be written as:

i(ko-wi—k w;)

77,w w T . — e * (& 2
W = _Z/ dT/dl/C”/ / CHOTY D i Gmama (T )G T8 o
B o 2" Ve

(v @0) ko Vo, = (Vai0ies(01) - Y )5 (11 ) (Fual1',2)- (Vi = Vg ) PONFR) ) - (A2

The 1-body propagator G5 (1,1’,w) is then Fourier-expanded with respect to both angles w1 and wj according to equation
(M) and this expansion is inserted in equation (A2)). It then appears that C*(f) depends on w1 as exp(i(ki +k2) - w1). Since
during relaxation f%(1) remains a function of J; only, it is possible to average over w1 without loss of information, which

brings a Kronecker factor §(ki + ks), such that k1 = —ks = k. The angle-averaged form of the collision operator is:
= - Z 2 / dT/ a / 2 / / e DTy | (1) (e W)
B/
w ( ) —i kb -w) ikl -w) ~ap / N P17 £9(o
Zamamq Dot | Do G (11w) (V2 (Vi = Vo) (0512 | | (A3)

K
The following calculations are somewhat similar to those carried out for an homogeneous plasma by [chimaru (1973). The

expression ([A3]) can be split into two parts, one, C{*(f), being associated with the operator Vp/l in the last parenthesis and
the other, C5*(f), being associated with the operator Vpé, so that:

cn =cif)+ef) - (A4)

The terms F,q(1',2") Vi 1 (2") and Fpq(1',2") Vpr fP(1"), multiplied by other functions of 1’ and 2 respectively, are subject
to an integration over these variables. The structure of these expressions being similar to equation (IZ)), they are expressed
as in equation (8], noting that fP(1’) and f9(2') do not depend on angles. The coefficients a, of the development on the
density-potential basis (equation (24])) which enter equation (8] are calculated from equation (26]), with appropriate M
functions. Integration over angles w} or w5 can then easily be carried out. We are left with:

=—ZZZ / / /B | *i(“’Jr“’/)T;(SWSG)Qmampmg(k~V31)

v (20975, (2) £4(2) ]

3 v ’ ’ D1/ 3 5/ 2 )
Z/d TG 1,1,w)w,k/1(1>(k1-vJ;f (1 )) Z/d T T
i,

V() (e (W)

(A5)
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P (1) (e (W)’

Ci(f) = 'HZZ/ / / et Z(SWSG)Qmampmg (k-Vi,)
B’ K

k5 Vi f1(2)
3 ek / * 1/ ’ 3 7/ CENY /
Z/dJ1 ki/ (1,1 w) Z/l(l)fp(l) Z/dJQ ¢k;(2) Z;(Q)m
k)
The integrations over 7 and w’ which appear in equations (Af)) — (A6]) are of the general form

:/ wdT/ i—w@’”w*“”“f(mg(cu’) ~ (A7)
0 B <7

The integration over 7 is regular, and straightforward, when w + w’ has a negative imaginary part. Otherwise the result must

(A6)

be obtained by analytical continuation. This means that, whatever w:

dw' —i

h(w) = fw)g(w') - (A8)

B 2T w4 w’

The contour B’ passes above all singularities of g(w’). For a stable system these are all below or on the real axis. When w is
low enough in the lower half complex plane C'~ for —w to be above B’, the integration on w’ can be carried out by closing
the contour B’ at infinity in the upper half complex plane C", using the theorem of residues at the unique singularity in
the closed up contour which is at w’ = —w. The closing of B’ in C" is possible because in the present case (see equations
A5 - [A6) g(w')/(w + ') decreases at infinity as | w’ |72, which means that for such w’s, h(w) = f(w) g(—w). Analytical
continuation extends this result to other w’s. The two parts of the collision operator then reduce to:

i) =i [ 3 (86 maic V) | 0D 7 )

k

T, (2)14(2)

w2,
ZmpZ/d3J1 o (L) 97, (1) (1695, 77(1)) Z Z/d3J2 T

Y1) (7 (~w)”

_ [ dw 31\2
—|—2/}3§¥(8W G)*ma(k-Vi,)

(ks Vo s72)

Zmpz /d% Grr (LY @) (7Y | [ D omG Y /dSJ; vy, (20 (2) m ] - (A10)
q k/2

The last parenthesis in the second line of equation (AIQ) is (6% — &7 (—w))/(873G). Similarly, the last parenthesis in eq.
[A9) is H?Y(—w)/87%, where the matrix H*?(w) is defined by:

/ B* J q(T/
H*?(w) = 8r qu Z/dSJ i i_wk/ s(](,)]/}; () ) (A11)

The double Fourier transform Gy}, of the propagator which is present in the first parentheses of equations (A9) — (AI0) can
1

be read from equation (B6)):

Gl i (g atkn) s =3+ S BT 0D ) () Mo an) - an

kk’

(17 1/7w) =

Using this, the first parenthesis of the second line of equation (AQ), V., (1,w), can be written as:

Vihi(w) = —8%3 %‘“élm) @) (e W) - (A13)

The first parenthesis of the second line of equation (AIQ), V,,(1,w), is similarly calculated and expressed in terms of the
matrix H defined by equation (ATI):

i maf(1)

i (k-Vy, f*(1))
871’3 w—k- Ql

V,(1w) = P (1) + # Gma "= Y (1) (67 w) M HY (+w) - (A14)

Inserting equation (AT3) in equation ([A9) we get:
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e == [R5 G Vo) [0 (7 -w)™ k) (67 () i ) L (A15)

Inserting equation (AT4) in equation (ATQ) we get:

crf) = - / L™ @ (e V) [0 e (67 ()™ — %)
B k 1

(577U + (- Va £2(1) () (o) () ) (A16)

Gathering equations (A15) and (AI6), the following expression is obtained for the collision operator:
a dw 2 2 e

Y E k- ) -

C (f) /B27T - Gma( VJI) prk( ) w—kﬂl

+ (e (W) H (—w) (1) (67 ()™ (k- Va, f2(1) + (7 (=w) WD) (€7 (+w) M H? (+w) (k- Vi, f7(1)

(M @)™ =T S 1) — (Vo (1) YR (€ ) ()

] . (i)
The last term on the third line vanishes on integration over w. Indeed, the Bromwich contour must pass over all singularities
of the function f(w) in eq. (A7), that is, in equation (AIT), over all singularities of functions of +w. The contour B can be

closed at infinity in the upper complex plane, which gives, for the fourth term of the square bracket, a vanishing result. The
two terms in the second line of equation (AIT) can be associated, yielding the following expression for C *(f):

C“<f>:—/‘§—: > Gmi (kiVa,)
B K,

dw 2 2
_/Bﬁ ; G*m? (k1-V3,)
1

To evaluate the second line of equation (ATIS]), the integration contour B may be lowered to the real axis. Rigourously, w

) g (7 o)™ = 5m) e, 0 T

w—kl

(k1 -V, f7(1))

w*k1 (1) w—k -Q

(7 N UR) () (B ) B () |- (A18)

pertains the upper complex half plane and can only be consider real in a limit sense when the contour B descends to the real
axis. Real singularities at w = k - £ must therefore be avoided by the contour by skirting them from above, so that:

1 1 P

ﬁ T =

w—k-Q w—k-Q+i0 w-k-Q
where P is the principle value distribution. Conversely, when w descends to the real axis, —w rises to it from below, so that:

1 . (-1) _ P
—w+k-Q w-—k- Q-0 w-k-Q
The sum H??(—w) + H"?(+w) calculated in this limit is:

—imd(w —k- ), (A19)

—imd(w—k-Q) - (A20)

H” (—w) + H"? (4w) = —16i7r4ZZ/d3J{ my g (197, (1) 8w — k- Q) (1) - (A21)
a k|

Thanks to the Dirac function in equation (A21), the second line of equation (AIS)) is easily integrated over w. Where conciseness
demands, we note:
w1l = k1~ﬂ1 , w{ = kllﬂll .

The first line of equation (AIR) can be disposed of by closing the w integration contour in the lower half complex plane, which
is possible because the integrand declines fast enough at infinity. The system being supposedly stable, all the singularities of
(e7H(=w))*” are in the upper half plane. The contour then encloses only the real singularity at w = ki - Q1 and its sense
brings a factor —2im when using the residue theorem. The expression of the collision operator then becomes:
CUf)=iGmy > (kiVa,) [9%(1) (7 (—w1)™ = 6°7) w5 (1) fa(1)

ki

F0 [ wtami (v (7 ) 10) (0 (¢ ) v 00) ETREREEN

w{—w1—|—i0
q ki
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This expression is then symmetrized. Half of the term on the second line of eq. [(A22)) is added to half of the same expression,
modified by changing k; into —k; and k) into —k}. This leaves it invariant, except for the last denominator, which is changed
into —(wj — w1 — i0). The half difference brings a contribution —imd(wj — w1). The term on the first line of equation (A22])
may be similarly symmetrized. When changing ki to —ki, the argument of the inverse response function changes sign. The
change of the response function when the sign of its real frequency argument, w. say, is modified may be found by noting that

its real and imaginary parts, &’ *% and ¢ *#

e P (wy) = 627 — Z Z/del 8n’Gmy i (1) ¥y (1) P (M) , (A23)

, are:

wr—k1~ﬂ1

q ki

e P (w,) = ZZ/d3J1 8rtGmy vir (1) v (1) (ki-Va, f4(1)) d(wr — k- 1) - (A24)

q ki

The conjugation relations (25]) can be used to show that:
e (—wr) = (£* (+wr))" (e (=wn))™ = (7" (+wr)™?)", (A25)

where the basis element & associated with « is defined by equation (23]). Using this, the expression 7', defined by:

T = Z (kl 'VJI)
ki
which is present in the first line of equation ([A22]) is symmetrized to:

= -3 50 Va) i) ()™= (Ew)™) ) wio e (A27)

ki

P, (1) ((61(—k1~91))“5—5“ﬁ)wﬁll(l)f“(l)] ; (A26)

1

As expected (Nelson & Tremaind 11999), this expression involves the antihermitian part of the matrix e, which may be

expressed in terms of the antihermitian part of the matrix ¢ as:
(571) - (571)4r =Yt —e) (Nt - (A28)
The matrix e’ — ¢ is calculated from equations (A23) — (A24):

W) =P w) ==Y Y 167" Gm; /d3J1 8w —ki-91) (Ki-Var, f1(1)) v (1) o), (1) - (A29)
q k|

The term T in equation ([A27) can then be written as:

r=sin' SN [0 G sl -1 ) G- Vi)

’
¢ ki ki

|0, (D™ ) o (1)

2(k’1~VJ;fq(1’))] (A30)

and inserted in the first line of equation (A22). The square modulus factor in equation (A3Q) is | Di,w (J1,J7,w1) |2
(equation ([B3)). The second line of equation [A22]) can be treated similarly. From equation (B3]), one of the parentheses is
(Dklk’l (J1,J7,w?)) "t and the other is its complex conjugate, which can be shown by using the conjugation relation (25)).
When all these symmetrizations and substitutions are made, the collision operator is finally written as:

ca(f):ZZZ/diJ{ 87l G mZm?2 ki -Vs, Ol — ki $h) (k1~VJ1—k'1~VJ/1>f“(J1)fq(J'1) - (A31)
K Dy, (J1, 7, ki -€1)

q ki

APPENDIX B: VARIABLES AND FOURIER COEFFICIENTS FOR SPHERICAL POTENTIALS
Bl Angle and action variables for a spherically symmetric potential

The motion of a particle in a spherically symmetric potential is best described in spherical coordinates r, 6, ¢, the variable
r being the distance to the center, 6 the colatitude measured from the pole associated with the coordinate polar axis z and
® the azimuth measured from an arbitrarily defined origin in the equatorial plane. Let U(r) be the gravitational potential,
an increasing function of r approaching 0 at infinity, which is provisionnally treated as constant in time. The fact that U(r)
actually slowly evolves as the relaxation proceeds is addressed in section [8l Without loss of generality, the particle may be
assumed to be of unit mass. A dot indicating time derivative, the conjugate momenta to r, 6, ¢ are:

pr =17 po =120 Do = r?sin’6 ¢ - (B1)
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Figure B1l. Angular parameters associated with the projection M of the particle on the unit sphere. O is the origin of the spherical
coordinates, N the origin of the colatitudes and V the ascending node of the orbit. The orbital plane is OVM.

In a constant potential, the energy E of a particle is a first integral, as is the vectorial angular momentum L, that is, its
modulus L, its projection L. on the polar axis and the direction of its projection onto the equatorial plane. The angle and
action variables are deduced from the variables r, 6, ¢, p., pg, p, by a canonical transformation, the generating function of
which is the solution to the Hamilton-Jacobi equation. |Goldstein (1956) shows how to construct angle and action variables
w1, w2, ws, Ji, J2, J3 in the case of a newtonian potential. Similar results for a general spherical potential are also well known.
They can be found, for example, in Tremaine & Weinberg (1984) or in|Saha (1991)). A summary is presented in this appendix.

The orbit in a spherically symmetric potential being plane, the periods of the azimuthal and latitudinal motions are equal.
This introduces some freedom in defining the actions, which can be taken advantage of to impose that one of the angles, ws
say, be a first integral, associated with the direction of the equatorial projection of the angular momentum. The origin of the
constant angle ws can be chosen to coincide with the origin of the azimuths and the origin of the radial angle variable w;
may be placed at some fiducial periapse. The angle and action variables then are given by the following expressions:

1 (™
Ji=— | VAE-U) = J3/r2 dr, Jo= L= (02 +p3/ sin0)/2, B L. =po, ©2)
TP
— 2
wy = / Ql|d7’| , wy =1 £ / (92 L/T )|dr| | ws = o — arcsin (cot O cot 3) - (B3)
V2(E — I3 2B — 2

P represents the position of a particle passing at the point M = r, 0, ¢, with momenta p,, ps, p, when it reaches a fiducial
periapse of its orbit. For given position and momenta, the action and angle variables in equations (B2)—(B3) depend on the
potential U(r). The radii rp and ra are the distances to the origin of the periapses and the apoapses of the orbit of a particle
with actions J = (J1, J2, J3). They are given by the equation:

20E-U(r) = J3/r* =0, (B4)

and they depend on F and J2, that is, on J; and J2 but not on Js. There being many different periapses, the fiducial one must
be defined not only by its spatial location, but also by the time at which the particle passes there. The sign + in equations
(B3) should be taken as + when the particle visits the fiducial periapse P before it passes at M and — otherwise. Q; and
Q5 are the pulsations of the radial and latitudinal motions respectively (equations (B3])). The angle ¢ is the azimuth of the
present particle’s position in the orbital plane, measured from the ascending node (figure [BIl). The angle w2, which varies
linearly in time, is the mean angular motion of the particle in the plane of its orbit. The constant angle ws is the azimuth of
the ascending node in the equatorial plane. The angles w1 and ws are expressed as radial integrals following the sense of the
particle’s motion, whence the presence of an absolute value of the differential element in equations (B3]). The boundaries of
these integrals on r’ have not been written as rp and r because, depending on the relative position of the particle and the
fiducial periapse, the integral may be extended over several successive senses of the radial oscillations. The ratio Js/J> is the
cosine of an inclination angle 3 (figure[BIl) defined by cos 8 = Js5/J>. The latitude of the particle oscillates between +3. The
frequency 23 vanishes and the frequencies 2 and Q2 are given by:

d Q A d

d ) Q2 = = / J_; - : (B5)
V2(E = U(r) = J3/r? T e T V2AB-U) - I3/

They are both positive. The angle variables w1 and w2 then increase linearly with time with the frequencies €1 and Qa,

changing by 27 in a complete, respectively radial and latitudinal, oscillation. Equations (B2)—(B3) give the angle and action
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variables in terms of the position and momentum variables. These relations may be inverted to give the latter in terms of the
former. This however involves the inversion of the implicit relation (]EI) to obtain EF as a function of J; and J> and of the
first of equations (B3] to obtain r as a function of w1, J1, Jo.

B2 Basis Fourier coefficients for spherical potentials

The basis expansion coefficients which correspond to the density distribution (58] are obtained from equations ([I7) and (26]).
When, as here, the distribution functions do not depend on angles, their integrals over angles in equation (26) are simply
proportional to the k = 0 Fourier coefficient of ¢**, or equivalently of )¢ (equation (23])), which is the complex conjugate of
Y6 (J,t) (equation (25])). This coefficient depends on time, due to the slow variation of the orbits. We find that:

aa(t) ==Y 87°ma /d3J U3 (W6 (J,)" - (B6)

From equations (2I) and (24)), the gravitational potential is U(r, t) = G a«(t) »*(r), @ being a dummy index. Its partial time
derivative is given by equation (B9). We also need some explicit expression for the angle Fourier coefficients g (J,t) We also
need some explicit expression for the angle Fourier coefficients ¥g (J,t) of the basis potentials (equation (60)). The relation
of the position r to the angle and action variables w and J depends on the potential U(r,t), and thus on ¢. One could think
of evaluating ¢y (J,t) for a given potential U(r,t) by just calculating the integral over angles in equation (60]). The position
vector r would then have to be expressed in terms of the angle vector w, for given actions. This cannot be done explicitly in
general, since the relations (B2)—(B3]) would have to be inverted. For spherical potentials, it is easier to change the variables
of integration w1, w2, w3 in equation (BQ) for position-type variables r, 1, ws (figure[BI]). For given actions J, these variables
are related by the equations (B3]) which can also be written, with the notations explained above, as w1 = W1(J, M(r),t) and
wa =1 + Wa(J, M(r),t), where:

M) () |dr| 7 I I T AR YO T Vi N /ol I
P V2ABW) U@, t) = J3/r" P V2ABW) U, t) = J3 /1"

The jacobian of the transformation from w1, wa, ws to r, ¥, ws is |dW1/dr|. For a spherical potential, the basis potential

W1(J7M(T)7t) =

functions can be chosen to depend only on the radial distance r. Equation (60) then becomes:

be (I, 1) = j{|dr |/O ﬁdw/o " s NE 5_215();/’;()’"1 o exp(—i(ks W1 (M (r), ) + kaWa(M(r), ¢) + kot + ksws)) - (B8)

The integrations over the angles ¥ and ws reduce to 47r2622 623 where the §’s are Kronecker symbols. Thus the coefficients
1y differ from zero only when the ko and ks components vanish. The radial integration is over a complete oscillatory cycle of
the variable 7, from rp to ra and back. The coefficients ¢} (J, t) depend on the potential U(r,t) and on the k1 component of
k, hereafter simply noted k. Equation (BS) then reduces to:

d)a (T) e*ikwl(lvf(r),t)

V2(E—U(rt) - Bjr?

The cycle integral over r in equation (BJ) can be separated into an ascending part, in which r increases from rp to ra, and

U () = 47 (1) f \dr| (B9)

a descending part in which it decreases from ra to rp. Let W (r) be the value of Wi (M(r),t) during the ascending part
and W, (r) its value during the descending part. W1(M (r),t) is a monotonically increasing function along the oscillation. Its
value at the apoapse is 7. Equation (BT7) shows that 7 — W (r) = W[ (r) — m. Defining Wi (r,t) = kW, (r,t), equation (B9)
is turned into equation (G1)).
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