arXiv:1707.02606v4 [physics.flu-dyn] 26 Sep 2017

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS

RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

Abstract. In the current work we propose a theory for an additional mass diffusion effect in the conventional gas dynamics equations. We find that this effect appears as a homogenization time limit correction, when the deterministic interaction process of the real gas molecules is replaced with a simplified random interaction process for consistency with the Boltzmann equation. For the simplified random interaction processes represented by either a hard sphere random scattering model, or by a model which employs the Lennard-Jones potential for random molecular deflections, we compute the estimates of the corrective diffusion coefficient in the Euler, Navier-Stokes and Grad equations for some monatomic and polyatomic gases.

1. Introduction

Recently, there has been a profound interest in the extended fluid dynamics [7–9,15,16] and the underlying Boltzmann equation [14,28,36], which included an additional spatial diffusion term. A concept of the “volume velocity” was introduced in [7–9], which differed from the conventional mass velocity by a small flux term derived from Fick’s law. Similar additional terms to model the self-diffusion of mass were introduced in [15,16]. In [14,28,36], an ad hoc diffusion term was introduced directly into the Boltzmann equation. Also, in [21], it was demonstrated that an additional mass diffusion term in the Navier-Stokes equations provided a more accurate model for a supersonic shock wave.

In our recent work [1], we found that a simplified model of the gas molecule interactions based on the appropriately chosen random jump process is more consistent with the Boltzmann equation [10,11] than the deterministic multimolecular dynamics of a real gas based on a repelling potential (such as the Lennard-Jones potential [30]). We then speculated that a difference between the two models could manifest in the form of a corrective mass diffusion term with an empirically determined mass diffusion coefficient D_α. Also, in [1] we tested the proposed mass diffusion model in the Couette microflow setting with the appropriately scaled near-wall viscosity [2] and fully recovered the basic moments of the benchmark Direct Simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) [6, 35] computation in the same setting, including the Knudsen layers, for the diffusive Navier-Stokes and regularized Grad equations. In the subsequent work [3] we tested the same diffusive model of [1] with the same viscosity scaling [2] in the Poiseuille microflow setting, and recovered the basic moments of the corresponding benchmark DSMC computation with

Department of Mathematics, Statistics and Computer Science, University of Illinois at Chicago, 851 S. Morgan st., Chicago, IL 60607

E-mail address: abramov@uic.edu.

Key words and phrases. Gas dynamics; mass diffusion; Boltzmann equation; Navier-Stokes equations. 1

2 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

high accuracy (about 1% relative error in the velocity, mass flow, temperature and pressure).

In the current work, we propose a more coherent theory for the mass diffusion effect in the gas dynamics equations, based on a diffusion correction of the simplified random molecule interaction process to match the dynamics of a realistic gas in the homogenization time limit [26, 27, 33, 38]. For the corresponding simplified interaction model of the gas molecules based on randomly colliding hard spheres [12, 17, 22] and random deflections via the Lennard-Jones potential [23, 24, 30, 39], we subsequently compute the estimates of the corrective mass diffusion coefficient D_α in the Euler, Navier-Stokes [5,18] and Grad [19, 31, 37] equations for some monatomic and polyatomic gases.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Section 2 we review the multiscale time approach [26, 27, 33, 38] for a general multiparticle interaction system [1], while also including an external acceleration (such as, for example, the planetary gravity) which may optionally affect the gas molecules. In Section 3 we introduce a multiparticle system with a simplified random molecular interaction process with an additional diffusion correction to ensure consistency with the realistic gas dynamics in the homogenization time limit. In Section 4 we review the random jump molecular interaction operator from [1] and the derivation of the corresponding diffusive Boltzmann equation, which now includes the optional external acceleration. In Sections 5, 6 and 7 we review, respectively, the diffusive Euler, Navier-Stokes and Grad equations, and compute the estimates of the corrective mass diffusion coefficients for neon, argon, krypton, xenon, nitrogen, oxygen, carbon dioxide and methane. We discuss the results of the work in Section 8.

2. Averaging and homogenization for a fast interaction dynamics

Here we review the homogenization formalism for a multiparticle gas system we introduced in [1], and equip it with an optional external acceleration term (which could be important in practical applications). The relevant theory can be found in [26, 27, 33, 38].

Consider a general system of K particles in an N-dimensional space, where the i-th particle has the coordinate x_i and velocity v_i. For the whole system of particles, we concatenate their respective coordinate and velocity vectors into

X = (x_1, . . . , x_K), V = (v_1, . . . , v_K).

For realistic gases, the first 3 components of each x_i or v_i refer to the translational movement of molecules, while the remaining (N − 3) components refer to rotational degrees of freedom, and thus are naturally periodic. In what is presented below, we assume that the translational coordinates are also periodic (that is, the 3-dimensional physical space is folded into a torus), to keep all K molecules in a finite volume and avoid boundary effects at the same time.

We start with a general (X(t), V (t))-process, given by

(2.1) dX dt = V, dV = Adt + dN (t, X, V ).

Above, A is an external acceleration of the form

(2.2) A = (a_1, . . . a_K),

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 3

where a_i is an individual external acceleration which acts on the i-th molecule. We assume that only the first 3 components of any a_i are nonzero (that is, the external acceleration may only act along the translational directions). Also, N is a general, possibly random, stationary interaction process between the molecules. We assume that N preserves the momentum m and energy E of the form

(2.3) m = K ∑_{k=1}^vk^{, E = 1}_2^K∑_{k=1}^{‖v}k^{‖2 = 1}_2^{‖V ‖2,}

where ‖ · ‖ is the usual Euclidean norm. Note that for realistic gas interaction processes the energy does not have a purely kinetic form above, as it normally also includes the interaction potential (such as the Lennard-Jones potential [30]). We will, however, assume that the gas is dilute, that is, the effective range of the potential is negligible in comparison with the average distance between the molecules, so that most of the time the energy indeed consists solely of its kinetic part in (2.3).

The corresponding Kolmogorov equation for the process in (2.1) is, subsequently, given by

(2.4) ∂F ∂t + ∇_V · (AF) = L^∗F,

where L is the infinitesimal generator of (2.1) with the external acceleration A set to zero. The general form of L is given by

(2.5) L = V · ∇_X + {velocity interaction},

where the second term in the right-hand side is given through the properties of N (and thus is undefined, for now). We will assume that any solution (X(t), V (t)) of (2.1) with A set to zero is ergodic and strongly mixing on the corresponding union of X-torus and V-sphere. Thus, both L and its adjoint L^∗ possess a one-dimensional null space of constant functions, such that, in the absence of the external acceleration A, any starting state of F in (2.4) is forced by L^∗ to relax, with time, towards the uniform invariant state on the X-torus and V-sphere.

2.1. Averaging for the fast interaction dynamics. Let us rescale the dynamical system in (2.1) as follows:

(2.6) dX dt = V, dY dt = 1 ε V, dV = Adt + dN (t/ε, Y , V),

where 0 < ε ≪ 1 is a small constant scaling parameter. Here we assume that N is the “fast” process (as compared to the external acceleration A), and we also introduce the “fast” coordinate process Y, which formally replaces X (as the latter becomes the “slow” coordinate process). This rescaling is similar to what was done, for example, in Section 11.7.5 of [33]. Observe that the rescaled system in (2.6) is “backward-compatible” with the original one in (2.1) if one sets ε = 1. The corresponding rescaled Kolmogorov equation is then given by

(2.7) ∂F ∂t + V · ∇_X F + ∇_V · (AF) = 1 ε L^∗F,

4 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

where L^∗ now depends on Y, rather than on X. We now expand F in powers of ε as (2.8) F = F_0 + εF_1 + ε^2F_2 + . . . , where each F_i does not depend on ε. This yields, for the successive powers of ε,

(2.9) L^∗F_0 = 0,

∂F_0 ∂t + V · ∇_X F_0 + ∇_V · (AF_0) = L^∗F_1.

From the first identity above we find that F_0 is an invariant measure for the process (Y, V ) in the absence of the external acceleration A. In particular, let

(2.10) F̄ = ∫ F dYdV,

then for any suitable ψ we have

(2.11) ∫ ψF_0 dYdV = F̄_0 ∫ ψ dν,

where ν is the uniform invariant probability measure on the Y-torus and on the constant momentum/energy sphere of V. Then, integrating the second identity above over dYdV, we find

(2.12)

∂F̄_0 ∂t + ∇_X · (F̄_0U_0) = 0,

where U_0 is the average velocity of the fast system:

(2.13) U_0 = ∫ V dν.

Due to the fact that all particles are statistically identical when V is uniformly distributed on the constant momentum/energy sphere, U_0 consists of K identical vectors u_0: (2.14) U_0 = (u_0, . . . , u_0), and can be set to zero via an appropriate Galilean shift of the coordinate system in the N-dimensional space where the multimolecular system in (2.1) evolves.

2.2. Homogenization for the fast interaction dynamics. We are now going to set the average velocity u_0 of the fast system above to zero via an appropriate Galilean shift, which sets ∂F̄_0/∂t = 0 at the O(1) time scale, according to (2.12). This, however, simply means that the time derivative of F manifests on the longer time scale O(ε^{−1}) [33,38], so we rescale

(2.15) ∂F ∂t → ε ∂F ∂t above in (2.7). In this situation, the expansion in (2.8) yields (2.16a) L^∗F_0 = 0, L^∗F_1 = V · ∇_X F_0 + ∇_V · (AF_0),

(2.16b)

∂F_0 ∂t + V · ∇_X F_1 + ∇_V · (AF_1) = L^∗F_2.

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 5

Apparently, F_0 has the same meaning as above in the averaging case, and integrating the third equation in dYdV yields

(2.17)

∂F̄_0 ∂t + ∇_X · (∫ V F_1 dYdV ) = 0.

To compute the integral above, let us define the process Φ(t, Y, V) as

(2.18) Φ(t, Y, V ) = ∫ t 0 EV(s)ds.

where the notation EV (t) is a shorthand for

(2.19) EV (t)^{def}= E[V (t)|Y (0) = Y, V(0) = V ],

where the velocity process V (t) is generated by (2.1) with A set to zero. Above, the expectation E is included in case N happens to be a random process. Now, by the definition of the generator L,

(2.20) LΦ(t, Y, V) = lim_{h→0}

EΦ(t, Y (h), V (h)) − Φ(t, Y, V) h = EV (t) − V.

For more details on the above identity, see, for example, Lemma 3.2.2 in [4]. Now, let us consider the integral of the form

(2.21) ∫ V F_1 dYdV − ∫ EV (t)F_1 dYdV = − ∫ LΦ(t, Y, V )F_1 dYdV = = − ∫ Φ(t, Y, V)L^∗F_1 dYdV = − ∫ t 0 ds ∫ EV (s) ( V · ∇_X F_0 + ∇_V · (AF_0) ) dYdV.

Observe that the first term in the first line is what we need to compute, while the last identity depends entirely on the properties of the leading-order dynamics. Thus, in order to express the former in terms of the latter, we need to eliminate the second term in the first line, where F_1 depends on Y and V (but not on V (t)), and we are also at freedom to choose the time parameter t.

First, let us note that the integration over dYdV above occurs over the Y-torus and V-sphere (with the latter now centered at zero momentum due to the choice of the coordinates). Thus, we can write

(2.22) ∫ EV (t)F_1 dYdV ∼ ∫ EV (t)F_1 dν,

where ν is, as before, the uniform probability measure of the fast interaction dynamics, and the constant proportionality coefficient involves the surface areas of the Y-torus and V-sphere. Next, the strong mixing assumption for (2.1) (and, equivalently, (2.6)) yields

(2.23) lim_{t→∞} ∫ EV (t)F_1 dν = 0,

and, therefore,

(2.24) ∫ V F_1 dYdV = − ∫ ∞ 0 ds ∫ EV (s) ( V · ∇_X F_0 + ∇_V · (AF_0) ) dYdV.

6 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

The expression above is still practically intractable, a thus a further simplification is needed. As in [1], here we are going to assume that the statistics of the velocity process exhibit properties similar to Gaussian random processes. Namely, we are going to assume that the following analog of the regression theorem [34] holds for a suitable ψ(Y, V):

(2.25) ∫ EV(s)ψ(Y , V) dYdV = C(s)C^{−1}(0) ∫ Vψ(Y, V) dYdV.

Above, C(t) is the velocity time autocorrelation function

(2.26) C(t) = ∫ EV (t)V^Tdν.

This assumption yields

(2.27) ∫ V F_1 dYdV = − (∫_∞ 0 C(s)ds ) C^{−1}(0) ∫ V ( V · ∇_X F_0 + ∇_V · (AF_0) ) dYdV.

Now observe that (2.28a) ∫ V ( V · ∇_X F_0 ) dYdV = ∇_X · ∫ VV^T F_0 dYdV = ∇_X · ( F̄_0 ∫ VV^Tdν ) = ∇_X · (F̄_0C(0)) ,

(2.28b) ∫ V ( ∇_V · (AF_0) ) dYdV = − ∫ I AF_0 dYdV = −F̄_0 ∫ A dν = −F̄_0 Ā_0,

where Ā_0 is the ν-average of A. Thus, we further obtain

(2.29) ∫ V F_1 dYdV = − (∫_∞ 0 C(s)ds ) C^{−1}(0) ( ∇_X · (F̄_0C(0)) − F̄_0 Ā_0 )

Even in this simplified form, the velocity autocorrelation function C(t) and its inverse are KN × KN matrices, and thus are still computationally intractable. Thus, as in [1], we make yet another simplifying assumption:

(2.30) C(0) = θ_0I, (∫_∞ 0 C(s) ds ) C^{−1}(0) = τ_0I.

This can be justified by recalling that all particles in the fast interaction process are statistically identical, and that their number is large enough to make them statistically decorrelated (even though, strictly speaking, they are not independent since they reside on a common constant energy sphere). The quantities θ_0 (temperature) and τ_0 (decorrelation time) are thus given by

(2.31) θ_0 = 1 KN ∫ ‖V ‖^2dν, τ_0 = 1 KNθ_0 ∫ ∞ 0 ds ∫ EV (s) · V (0)dν.

The latter simplification finally yields a tractable homogenization time limit

(2.32)

∂F̄_0 ∂t = ∇_X · (τ_0 (∇_X (θ_0F̄_0) − Ā_0F̄_0)) .

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 7

3. A diffusion correction for simplified interaction processes

Let us assume that the interaction process N in (2.1) was that of a realistic gas, and that it can be approximated by a different, simplified interaction process N_s, with the corresponding simplified molecular dynamics equations accordingly given by

(3.1) dX dt = V, dV = Adt + dN_s(t, X, V).

We will assume that the simplified interaction process N_s also preserves the momentum and energy in (2.3) and has the same invariant uniform probability measure ν on the sphere of constant momentum and energy, so that the momentum and energy (and, therefore, the fast temperature θ_0) of N_s match those of N . As before, we choose a suitable coordinate system via an appropriate Galilean shift so that the momenta of both N and N_s equal zero.

Observe that while the system in (3.1) is a valid approximation of (2.1) in the averaging time limit (that is, on the O(1) time scale), their corresponding homogenization time limits differ due to the difference in the velocity autocorrelations. Here we propose a more accurate modification of the simplified interaction system in (3.1), which is consistent with (2.1) in the homogenization time limit.

Let us first look at the following two rescaled systems:

(3.2a) dY dt = V, dV = εAdt + dN (t, Y, V ),

(3.2b) dY dt = V, dV = εAdt + dN_s(t, Y, V).

Observe that these two processes are the analogs of (2.6), except that the time scale of N and N_s was not accelerated, but rather the one of the external acceleration A was slowed down instead. Let τ_ε refer to the decorrelation time of (3.2a), and let τ_{s,ε} be the same for (3.2b). The temperature θ_ε and the averaged acceleration Ā_ε will refer to the simplified system in (3.2b). Clearly, with ε set to zero we arrive to the limiting quantities θ_0 and τ_0 of the previous section for both realistic and simplified systems; on the other hand, setting ε = 1 yields the corresponding temperature and decorrelation times of (2.1) and (3.1) (and in this case we drop the subscript, that is, θ_1 = θ, Ā_1 = Ā, τ_1 = τ, and τ_{s,1} = τ_s).

Now, consider the following Itô stochastic differential equation, which is also based on the simplified fast interaction operator N_s:

(3.3a) dX = ( V + θ∇_X (τ − τ_s) + (τ − τ_s)Ā ) dt + √ 2θ(τ − τ_s)dW(t),

(3.3b) dV = Adt + dN_s(t, X, V),

where W(t) is a KN-dimensional Wiener process, while θ, Ā, τ and τ_s are those of (3.2a) and (3.2b), with ε = 1 as described above. We are now going to show that, when rescaled in the same manner as above in (2.6), the system in (3.3) has the same homogenization

8 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

limit as the one in the realistic system (2.1), despite the fact that the interactions of particles are governed by the simplified process N_s, rather than by the realistic process N . Indeed, with the same rescaling as in (2.6), we have (3.4a) dX = (V + εθ_ε∇_X (τ_ε − τ_{s,ε}) + ε(τ_ε − τ_{s,ε})Ā_ε) dt + √ 2εθ_ε(τ_ε − τ_{s,ε})dW(t),

(3.4b) dY = ( 1 ε V + θ_ε∇_Y (τ_ε − τ_{s,ε}) + (τ_ε − τ_{s,ε})Ā_ε ) dt + √ 2θ_ε(τ_ε − τ_{s,ε})dW(t),

(3.4c) dV = Adt + dN_s(t/ε, Y , V).

Observe that the velocity autocorrelation times of N (t/ε) and N_s(t/ε) scale as O(ε), which necessitates multiplying both τ_ε and τ_{s,ε} by ε above. Taking into account (2.15), for the corresponding Kolmogorov equation we have

(3.5) ε ∂F ∂t + V · ∇_X F + ∇_V · (AF) − ε∇_X · ((τ_ε − τ_{s,ε}) (∇_X (θ_ε F) − Ā_εF)) −

− ∇_Y · ((τ_ε − τ_{s,ε}) (∇_Y (θ_ε F) − Ā_ε F)) = 1 ε L^∗_s F.

This yields, in the corresponding orders of ε, (3.6a) L^∗_s F_0 = 0, (3.6b) L^∗_s F_1 = V · ∇_X F_0 + ∇_V · (AF_0) − ∇_Y · ((τ_0 − τ_{s,0}) (∇_Y (θ_0 F_0) − Ā_0F_0)) ,

(3.6c)

∂F_0 ∂t + V · ∇_X F_1 + ∇_V · (AF_1) − ∇_X · ((τ_0 − τ_{s,0}) (∇_X (θ_0 F_0) − Ā_0F_0)) − − ∇_Y · ((τ_0 − τ_{s,0}) (∇_Y (θ_0 F_1) − Ā_0F_1)) = L^∗_s F_2.

This leads to F_0 having the same meaning as before (a uniform invariant measure in Y and on the constant momentum/energy sphere of V), which means that the Y-derivative of F_0 (and, therefore, θ_0 and τ_0 − τ_{s,0}) is zero, which sets the second identity above to (3.7) L^∗_s F_1 = V · ∇_X F_0 + ∇_V · (AF_0). As before, integrating the third equation in dYdV yields

(3.8)

∂F̄_0 ∂t + ∫ V · ∇_X F_1 dYdV − ∇_X · ((τ_0 − τ_{s,0}) (∇_X (θ_0F̄_0) − Ā_0F̄_0)) = 0.

Comparing the above equation with what was derived in the previous section, it becomes clear that, under the same assumptions, the integral above is given by (3.9) ∫ V · ∇_X F_1 dYdV = −∇_X (τ_{s,0} (∇_X (F̄_0θ_0) − Ā_0F̄_0)) .

Substituting (3.9) into (3.8), we arrive at

(3.10)

∂F̄_0 ∂t = ∇_X · (τ_0 (∇_X (θ_0F̄_0) − Ā_0F̄_0)) , where we remember that the non-lagged long-term statistics of N and N_s are identical due to their identical invariant measures.

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 9

4. The pairwise random interaction operator and the Boltzmann equation

In [1], we found that the Boltzmann equation can be obtained directly from a pairwise random interaction operator which preserves the momentum and energy of interactions of each pair of molecules. Here we briefly recall its derivation and show how the Boltzmann equation can be obtained, together with the corresponding fluid dynamics equations. Note that the molecules of a real gas do not interact in this manner. The reason why we consider such an operator is that for a realistic interaction (i.e. via the Lennard- Jones potential [30]) the subsequent formal derivation of the Boltzmann equation is not readily available, and thus we have to resort to a simplification.

Let the simplified molecular interaction process in (3.2b) with ε = 0 be given by the velocity random jump generator L_s of the following form:

(4.1) L_sψ = V · ∇_X ψ + ∫ G(X^′, V^′|X, V) ( ψ(X^′, V^′) − ψ(X, V ) ) dX^′dV^′,

where the form of the conditional probability G for the random jump process N_s is to be specified below. This simplified process is known as the Lévy-type Feller process [4], and the form of its generator above is established by Courrège’s theorem [13]. Despite its simplicity, the random jump generator in (4.1) can statistically describe a wide variety of molecular deflections via an appropriate choice of the conditional probability G.

In what follows, G is chosen to be such that the jumps, generated by it, are reversible (that is, G(X^′, V^′|X, V) = G(X, V|X^′, V^′)). Thus, the approximate system in (3.3) together with the generator in (4.1) yields the following Kolmogorov equation:

(4.2) ∂F ∂t + V · ∇_X F + ∇_V · (AF) = ∇_X · ((τ − τ_s) (∇_X (θF) − ĀF)) + + ∫ G(X^′, V^′|X, V) ( F(X^′, V^′) − F(X, V) ) dX^′dV^′.

Next, following [1], we specify G in the form of pairwise random interactions of all particles, under the condition that the coordinates (both translational and rotational) of all molecules do not change during the jump:

(4.3) G(X^′, V^′|X, V) = 6 πσ^3V_{rot} δ(X^′ − X)·

· ∑_{i=1...K−1j=i+1...K} ( g(v^′_i, v^′_j|v_i, v_j)χ_σ ( ‖x^3_i − x^3_j ‖ ) ∏_{k≠ik≠j}^{δ(v′}k^{− v}k^) ) .

Above, x^3_i denotes the 3-dimensional translational coordinate vector of i-th molecule, and χ_σ is the following indicator function:

(4.4) χ_σ(x) = { 1, 0 ≤ x ≤ σ, 0, x > σ.

As we can see, each i, j-pair of particles is permitted to interact via a two-particle conditional jump measure g (which is to be prescribed below) whenever the 3-dimensional translational distance between them is within σ, and when they do, all other particles

10 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

(enumerated via k) retain their original velocities. Thus, the interaction range parameter σ can be interpreted as a diameter of a gas molecule. The reciprocal of the volume of the ball of diameter σ is included in the constant normalization factor of G. The rotational components of x_i are not used at all in the simplified interaction model, and the reciprocal of the volume V_{rot} of the space of the rotational coordinates of a single molecule is also included in the constant normalization factor of G. In addition to that, we will assume that the velocity decorrelation time τ of the real gas also does not depend, to any non-negligible extent, on the rotational components of X, and thus we can restrict ourselves to the solutions F of (4.2) which do not depend on any rotational components of X. For now, however, we will proceed with the full N-dimensional notations for the coordinate vectors, while keeping in mind that the rotational components of the coordinate vectors are not really present (that is, all their spatial derivatives are zero, while the integrals can be factored out as constants).

At this point, we are ready to formally derive the Boltzmann equation. First, we assume that F is invariant under an arbitrary particle re-enumeration (that is, the particles are statistically indistinguishable). Second, let us denote the marginals

(4.5) f^{(2)} = ∫ F dx_3 . . . dx_Kdv_3 . . . dv_K, f = ∫ f^{(2)}dx_2dv_2.

Then, integrating (4.2) over all particles but one, we obtain

(4.6) ∂ f ∂t + v · ∇_x f + ∇_v · (a f ) = ∇_x · ((τ − τ_s) (∇_x(θ f ) − ā f )) +

+ (K − 1) 6 πσ^3 ∫ g(v^′, w^′|v, w)χ_σ ( ‖x^3 − y^3‖ ) × × ( f^{(2)}(x, v^′, y, w^′) − f^{(2)}(x, v, y, w) ) dv^′dw^′dy^3dw,

where V_{rot} was cancelled due to the integration over the rotational coordinates. Also, a is the acceleration vector (which, as we agreed above, contains only translational nonzero components) acting on a particle at the location x and moving with the velocity v, while ā is its respective average over the invariant measure of the fast interaction process.

We now assume that the variations of F are negligible on the scale of the interaction range σ, so that the integration over y^3 can be replaced by multiplication by the volume of a 3-dimensional ball of diameter σ, which simplifies the equation above to

(4.7) ∂ f ∂t + v · ∇_x f + ∇_v · (a f ) = ∇_x · ((τ − τ_s) (∇_x(θ f ) − ā f )) +

+ (K − 1) ∫ g(v^′, w^′|v, w) ( f^{(2)}(v^′, w^′) − f^{(2)}(v, w) ) dv^′dw^′dw.

At this point, a standard argument is to assume that f^{(2)}(v, w) approximately factorizes into the product f (v) f (w),

(4.8) f^{(2)}(v, w) ≈ f (v) f (w),

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 11

which yields

(4.9) ∂ f ∂t + v · ∇_x f + ∇_v · (a f ) = ∇_x · ((τ − τ_s) (∇_x(θ f ) − ā f )) +

+ (K − 1) ∫ g(v^′, w^′|v, w) ( f (v^′) f (w^′) − f (v) f (w) ) dv^′dw^′dw.

By construction, the density f is the single-molecule marginal of the full probability density F, and thus is normalized to one. However, in order to obtain the standard gas dynamics equations, it is necessary for the full integral of f over the velocities and coordinates to yield the total mass of the system of molecules. Thus, denoting by m the mass of a single molecule, we renormalize f by the total mass Km of the system as (4.10) f → Km f .

In order to replace the renormalized density in the Boltzmann equation, we need to include the factor (Km)^{−1} in front of the collision term, since the latter is quadratic in f . As a result, we arrive at the following general form of the Boltzmann equation:

(4.11) ∂ f ∂t + v · ∇_x f + ∇_v · (a f ) = ∇_x · ((τ − τ_s) (∇_x(θ f ) − ā f )) + + K − 1 Km ∫ g(v^′, w^′|v, w) ( f (v^′) f (w^′) − f (v) f (w) ) dv^′dw^′dw.

Note that at this stage the momentum and energy conservation laws are yet to be taken into account, by imposing appropriate constraints on the conditional jump measure g.

In order to prescribe g, we need to recall that the interactions between two particles must preserve their momentum and energy, that is, the following identities should be in effect:

(4.12) v^′_i + v^′_j = v_i + v_j, ‖v^′_i‖^2 + ‖v^′_j‖^2 = ‖v_i‖^2 + ‖v_j‖^2.

Let us denote by n the unit vector pointing along the difference in outgoing velocities v^′ and w^′:

(4.13) n = v^′ − w^′ ‖v^′ − w^′‖ . Now, observe that the momentum and energy conservation constraints in (4.12) imply the following relations between the incident and outgoing pairs of velocities:

(4.14) v^′ = v + w 2 + ‖v − w‖ 2 n, w^′ = v + w 2 − ‖v − w‖ 2 n. For realistic particles which move deterministically, the vector n is obviously not arbitrary and depends on how the particles are positioned with respect to each other prior to the interaction. However, in our artificial random jump generator above, the direction n is a random parameter, since g does not have any information about the coordinates of the interacting particles. In addition, observe that under the momentum and energy conservation constraints, the norm of the difference ‖v − w‖ is an invariant, (4.15) ‖v^′ − w^′‖ = ‖v − w‖,

12 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

and thus the integration over dv^′dw^′ is equivalent to the integration over ‖v − w‖dn:

(4.16)

K − 1 K g(v^′, w^′|v, w)dv^′dw^′ ∼ σ^2b(v^′, w^′|v, w)‖v − w‖dn.

Above, σ^2 is the collision cross section, and the interaction kernel b specifies the random distribution properties of particle scattering within the limits permitted by the momentum and energy conservation constraints in (4.12). Also, we discard the ratio (K − 1)/K, since it approaches 1 in the case of many molecules. As a result, we finally arrive at the diffusive Boltzmann equation [1]:

(4.17a) ∂ f ∂t + v · ∇_x f + ∇_v · (a f ) = C( f ) + ∇_x · ((τ − τ_s) (∇_x(θ f ) − ā f )) ,

(4.17b) C( f ) = σ^2 m ∫ b(v^′, w^′|v, w)‖v − w‖ ( f (v^′) f (w^′) − f (v) f (w) ) dndw,

where v^′ and w^′ are the functions of v, w and n, given in (4.14). Note that the collision operator C( f ) in general employs the full N-dimensional velocity vectors, with both translational and rotational components (only the rotational components of the coordinate vectors are discarded in the presented random collision model). Further simplifications of (4.17b) can potentially be made for particular applications (for example, the computation of the theoretical diffusion coefficient of a random deflection model does not require the rotational components of the velocity deflection angle [23]), however, such direct computations are beyond the scope of the present work.

There is a variety of choices for b [10–12]. In the simplest case of monatomic molecules (N = 3) it can be assumed that particles statistically deflect from each other as if they were hard spheres of diameter σ. Then, b depends only on the angle ϕ between the directions of differences in incoming and outgoing velocities. This case is very well studied in the literature (see, for example, [10, 11, 18, 19] and references therein). In more elaborate deflection models [12,23,24], such as those employing the Lennard-Jones potential [30], the interaction kernel b also takes into account the relative speed ‖v − w‖ of the colliding molecules, in addition to the deflection angle. Note that these forms of b are automatically consistent with the reversibility condition which we imposed earlier on G.

At this point, we have to use the single-particle distribution f to express θ and τ, rather than the full distribution F. However, it is fairly straightforward under the previous assumption of statistical identity of the particles. First, let us denote the density ρ, normalized distribution f̃ , and its moment ⟨ψ⟩, for a suitable ψ(v), as

(4.18) ρ = ∫ f dv, f̃ = f ρ , ⟨ψ⟩ = ∫ ψ f̃ dv,

respectively. Then, we express the average acceleration ā and velocity u as

(4.19) ā = ⟨a⟩, u = ⟨v⟩,

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 13

where the latter is, by assumption, the same for (2.1) and (3.1), since those are presumed to be identical in the averaging time limit. With this, we express θ and τ as

(4.20) θ = 1 N ⟨‖v − u‖^2⟩, τ = 1 Nθ ∫ ∞ 0 ⟨(Ev(s) − u) · (v(0) − u)⟩ds.

Now let us recall that the conventional ρ-weighted diffusion coefficient D is given by [40]

(4.21) D = 1 N ∫ ∞ 0 ds ∫ (Ev(s) − u) · (v(0) − u) f dv = ρθτ.

Denoting the pressure p as the product of the density and temperature, (4.22) p = ρθ, we can express the decorrelation time τ as

(4.23) τ = D p , τ_s =

D_s p , where the pressures of the realistic and simplified systems are presumed to be identical due to p being the product of non-lagged statistical quantities ρ and θ. Also, for convenience, we follow the notations in [1] and denote the difference between D and D_s as a corrective diffusion coefficient D_α:

(4.24) D_α = D − D_s.

In what is to follow, we show that D_α is proportional to the diffusion coefficient D of the realistic gas interaction process N of (2.1), that is,

(4.25) D_α = αD, α =

D − D_s D > 0.

In [1] and [3], the diffusion coefficient D_α (and, therefore, the proportionality coefficient α) were set empirically via numerical simulations. In what is to follow, we compute the formulas for the estimates of α and D_α based on the known properties of the system. Finally, the Boltzmann equation can be written via D_α as

(4.26) ∂ f ∂t + v · ∇_x f + ∇_v · (a f ) = C( f ) + ∇_x · ( D_α∇_x f̃ ) + ∇_x · ( D_α p (∇_x p − ρ⟨a⟩) f̃ ) . Observe that the expression ∇_x p − ρ⟨a⟩ in the right-hand side above is zero when the hydrostatic balance is achieved.

In what follows, we recognize the fact that the previously estimated values of the diffusion coefficient for different gases, either in the case of the relatively simple hard sphere collision model [10, 11, 18, 19], or in the case of the more sophisticated Lennard- Jones random deflection model [12,23,24], are all based on the general collision operator of the form (4.17b), which in the presented theory corresponds to the simplified random gas process N_s. Because of this fact, there is no need for us to carry out any additional computations to estimate the corrective diffusion coefficient D_α for gases which were already studied in the aforementioned works; the theoretical values of the diffusion coefficient D_s for a given simplified random deflection model can be found in [12,23,24], whereas the values of the diffusion coefficient D of the corresponding real gas can be

14 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

looked up in the works where the direct laboratory measurements have been completed, such as [25, 39].

5. The Euler equations For a suitable ψ(v), let us denote its collision moment as

(5.1) ⟨ψ⟩_{C( f )} = ∫ ψ C( f )dv.

Then, integrating the Boltzmann equation in (4.26) against ψdv, we obtain

(5.2)

∂(ρ⟨ψ⟩) ∂t + ∇_x · (ρ⟨ψv⟩) = ρ⟨(a · ∇_v)ψ⟩ + ⟨ψ⟩_{C( f )}+

+ ∇_x · (D_α∇_x⟨ψ⟩) + ∇_x · ( D_α p (∇_x p − ρ⟨a⟩)⟨ψ⟩ ) , where we integrated the term with the external acceleration a by parts. In what follows, we will for simplicity assume that a does not depend on the particle velocity v, that is, (5.3) a = a(x), ⟨a⟩ = a, ⟨(a · ∇_v)ψ⟩ = a · ⟨∇_vψ⟩. If necessary, what is presented below can be recalculated for a v-dependent a.

Observe that, due to mass, momentum and energy conservation, the following collision moments are zero:

(5.4) ⟨1⟩_{C( f )} = 0, ⟨v⟩_{C( f )} = 0, ⟨‖v‖^2⟩_{C( f )} = 0. Denoting the energy

(5.5) E = 1 2 ⟨‖v‖^2⟩ = 1 2 (‖u‖^2 + Nθ),

we obtain, correspondingly, the mass, momentum and energy transport equations:

(5.6a) ∂ρ ∂t + ∇ · (ρu) = ∇ · ( D_α p (∇p − ρa) ) ,

(5.6b)

∂(ρu) ∂t + ∇ · (ρ⟨vv^T⟩) = ρa + ∇ · (D_α∇u) + ∇ · ( D_α p (∇p − ρa)u^T ) ,

(5.6c)

∂(ρE) ∂t + 1 2 ∇ · (ρ⟨‖v‖^2v⟩) = ρu · a + ∇ · (D_α∇E) + ∇ · ( D_α p (∇p − ρa)E ) . The higher-order moments in the advection terms can be expressed as

(5.7) ⟨vv^T⟩ = uu^T + T , 1 2 ⟨‖v‖^2v⟩ = Eu + T u + q,

where the temperature tensor T and heat flux q are given by the velocity-centered moments

(5.8) T = ⟨(v − u)(v − u)^T⟩, q = 1 2 ⟨‖v − u‖^2(v − u)⟩.

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 15

In the conventional Euler equations [5, 18], T and q are set to

(5.9) T_E = θI, q_E = 0,

and thus the equations in (5.6) become fully closed with respect to ρ, u and E. In the current set-up, however, the identities in (5.9) require a suitable justification, which, in turn, should be based on the properties of the simplified interaction process N_s.

Let us, for convenience, denote the stress S as the difference between T and θI:

(5.10) S = T − θI, S_E = 0,

where the second identity follows immediately from (5.9). Observe that for ε = 0 the solution of (3.2b) should eventually settle at the uniformly distributed dynamics on the constant momentum-energy sphere due to strong mixing. Clearly, when the dimension of the sphere is large enough (so that the single-particle marginal distributions are Gaussian [1]), both the stress S in (5.10) and heat flux q in (5.8) become zero. At the same time, the rate at which S and q approach zero is determined by the rate of interactions in the simplified process N_s (the more interactions occur per unit of time, the faster S and q approach zero). Thus, a consistent way in the present framework to set S and q of the approximate fast interaction process N_s in (3.3) much closer to zero than their realistic counterparts of N is to “accelerate” N_s by the time rescaling N_s(t) → N_s(t/δ) for some constant 0 < δ ≪ 1. In this case, by adjusting δ, the stress S and heat flux q of (3.3) can be damped to zero as fast as necessary, so that one would be able to discard them in comparison with the realistic stress and heat flux of (2.1).

However, the same time rescaling of N_s also scales its corresponding diffusion coefficient D_s by the same constant parameter δ as above, as D_s is given by the correlation time integral (4.21). In this situation, the diffusion coefficient D_s of the simplified process N_s should also become negligible in comparison with the realistic diffusion coefficient D. Therefore, the following identities follow from (4.24) and (4.25) for the Euler equations:

(5.11) α =

D − D_s D = 1, or D_α = D.

Thus, the Euler equations assume the form

(5.12a) ∂ρ ∂t + ∇ · (ρu) = ∇ · ( D p (∇p − ρa) ) ,

(5.12b)

∂(ρu) ∂t + ∇ · (ρ(uu^T + θI)) = ρa + ∇ · (D∇u) + ∇ · ( D p (∇p − ρa)u^T ) ,

(5.12c)

∂(ρE) ∂t + ∇ · (ρ(E + θ)u) = ρu · a + ∇ · (D∇E) + ∇ · ( D p (∇p − ρa)E ) . Formally, the Euler equations above are derived for the full N-dimensional dynamics, which involve translational and rotational (if any) components of the average velocity vector u. However, observe that the all components of u beyond translational can be discarded from the equations. Indeed, the rotational components of u never enter the advection terms due to the corresponding zero spatial derivatives, as f does not depend

16 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

on them. Also, they do not enter the external acceleration term because the corresponding components of a are also zero. Thus, the Euler equations above in (5.12) remain valid if the average velocity vector u, the external acceleration vector a, and the spatial differentiation operator ∇ are all truncated to the first 3 translational components.

Observe that the additional diffusion terms, which are present in the right-hand side of (5.12) (and absent from the conventional Euler equations [5, 18]) are nonvanishing, since it is impossible for the diffusion coefficient D of a realistic gas to be zero as long as there is a free flight between consecutive molecular collisions (which is a requirement for a dilute gas [10, 11, 19]). Thus, the conventional Euler equations [5, 18] do not appear to be a valid approximation for a realistic gas on a time scale longer than O(1), and the corrected equations in (5.12) should be used instead. In Tables 1 and 2 we show the measured diffusion coefficients for some gases.

6. The Navier-Stokes equations

Unlike the Euler equations above, the Navier-Stokes equations [5,18] appear when the moment transport equations in (5.6) contain appropriately parameterized expressions for the stress S and heat flux q, given by the Newton and Fourier laws:

(6.1a) S_{NS} = μ ρ ( 2 N (∇ · u)I − ∇u − (∇u)^T ) ,

(6.1b) q_{NS} = −

N + 2 2 Pr μ ρ ∇θ. Just as the Euler equations, the Navier-Stokes equations formally contain the velocity moments for all degrees of freedom, however, they can be restricted to the translational components of u, S and q using the same reasoning as for the Euler equations.

Above in (6.1), the parameter Pr is the Prandtl number, and the coefficient μ is the viscosity, given, in the absence of a long-range interaction potential and under the assumption of statistical equivalency of the velocity components, by the following correlation integral [20, 29, 40]:

(6.2) μ = 1 θ ∫ ∞ 0 ds ∫ E [ (v(s) − u)(v^′(s) − u^′)](v(0) − u)(v^′ (0) − u^′) f dv.

Here, v and v^′ are two different, but otherwise arbitrary, molecular velocity components, while u and u^′ are their respective averages. It is clear that a time-rescaling of the simplified interaction process N_s adjusts both its diffusion coefficient D_s and its viscosity μ_s by the same factor (since both are time autocorrelation functions). Recall that the Schmidt number Sc of a gas is given by the quotient of the viscosity μ and the mass diffusion coefficient D:

(6.3) Sc = μ D . Clearly, the Schmidt number Sc_s of the simplified interaction process N_s is invariant under the time rescaling of the latter.

In what follows, we construct the Navier-Stokes equations by choosing the appropriate time rescaling for N_s so that the viscosity of the simplified interaction process N_s

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 17

Gas μ Sc D α_{HS} D_{α,HS} Ne 3.1 · 10^{−5} 0.787 3.9 · 10^{−5} 5.51 · 10^{−2} 2.2 · 10^{−6} Ar 2.2 · 10^{−5} 0.763 2.9 · 10^{−5} 8.4 · 10^{−2} 2.4 · 10^{−6} Kr 2.5 · 10^{−5} 0.769 3.3 · 10^{−5} 7.69 · 10^{−2} 2.5 · 10^{−6} Xe 2.3 · 10^{−5} 0.806 2.9 · 10^{−5} 3.23 · 10^{−2} 9.2 · 10^{−7}

Table 1. The diffusive properties of some monatomic gases at 20^∘ C (except for argon at 22^∘ C) based on the hard sphere collision model. The viscosity values μ are taken from [32], while the measured Schmidt numbers Sc are taken from [25]. The corresponding values D of the diffusion coefficient are computed from the definition of the Schmidt number in (6.3). The units of the viscosity and the mass diffusion coefficient are [kg (m s)^{−1}]. The coefficient α_{HS} and the corrective diffusion D_{α,HS} are computed from (6.5) and (6.6).

matches that of N . The corrective diffusion coefficient D_α is then chosen to simultaneously equalize the diffusion rates of the realistic and approximate gas systems. More precisely, let us assume that the activity of the collision kernel b in (4.16) is normalized so that μ_s = μ, where the latter is the experimentally measured autocorrelation function (6.2) for a given real gas. Then, we can compute the corresponding diffusion coefficients, D_s and D, by expressing them via the corresponding Schmidt numbers:

(6.4) D = μ Sc , D_s = μ Sc_s = Sc Sc_s D. Subsequently, from (4.24) and (4.25) we can express α and D_α as

(6.5) α =

D − D_s D = 1 − Sc Sc_s

, D_α = ( 1 − Sc Sc_s ) D = ( 1 Sc − 1 Sc_s ) μ. As we can see, the corrective diffusion coefficient D_α is expressed via the viscosity of the real gas, and the Schmidt numbers of the real and simplified gas processes. The Schmidt number of a real gas can be determined as a quotient of the measured viscosity and mass diffusion coefficient, while the one of a simplified process N_s can, in some cases, be evaluated from the properties of N_s. In particular, the Schmidt number of a random hard sphere deflection process has been computed explicitly [12, 17, 22] under the same assumptions as were used above for the derivation of the Boltzmann equation in (4.26) (that is, statistical independence and identical distribution of molecules):

(6.6) Sc_{HS} = 5 6 . The diffusion properties and the corresponding Schmidt numbers of real gases are also an extensively studied subject, and the relevant data is readily available [25, 32]. In Table 1 we show the measured viscosity, Schmidt number, diffusion coefficient, and the corresponding coefficients α_{HS} and D_{α,HS} (the latter two computed from (6.5) and (6.6)) for neon, argon, krypton and xenon.

18 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

Gas D D_{LJ} /D α_{LJ} D_{α,LJ} Ne 4.3 · 10^{−5} 0.977 2.33 · 10^{−2} 9.9 · 10^{−7} Ar 2.9 · 10^{−5} 0.989 1.11 · 10^{−2} 3.3 · 10^{−7} N_2 2.4 · 10^{−5} 0.958 4.25 · 10^{−2} 10^{−6} O_2 3 · 10^{−5} 0.888 0.112 3.4 · 10^{−6} CO_2 2 · 10^{−5} 0.965 3.54 · 10^{−2} 7.2 · 10^{−7} CH_4 1.6 · 10^{−5} 0.895 0.104 1.6 · 10^{−6}

Table 2. The diffusive properties of some monatomic and polyatomic gases at 25^∘ C (except for argon at 22^∘ C) based on the Lennard-Jones potential [30] model. The data is taken from [23, 24, 39]. The units of the the mass diffusion coefficient are [kg (m s)^{−1}]. The coefficient α_{LJ} and the corrective diffusion D_{α,LJ} are computed from (6.5).

In the Lennard-Jones random deflection model (which was adapted for monatomic as well as polyatomic gases [23, 24, 39]), the collision parameters are also chosen so that the resulting model viscosity coefficients match the measured values, and thus we can estimate the corresponding coefficients α_{LJ} and D_{α,LJ} from the difference between the measured diffusion coefficient D and its Lennard-Jones estimate D_{LJ} via (6.5). In this case, both the theoretical estimated [23, 24] and measured [39] diffusion coefficients are provided directly, and thus there is no need to express them via the viscosity and Schmidt numbers. We show the corresponding computed coefficients α_{LJ} and D_{α,LJ} in Table 2 for neon, argon, nitrogen, oxygen, carbon dioxide and methane. Observe that the Lennard- Jones coefficients α_{LJ} and D_{α,LJ} in Table 2 for neon and argon are much smaller than their hard sphere counterparts α_{HS} and D_{α,HS} in Table 1. This is likely due to the fact that the Lennard-Jones random deflection model for the monatomic gases is more accurate than the hard sphere random collision model, and subsequently necessitates a smaller diffusion correction.

Previously in [1, 3], we used the following empirically chosen values of D_α for argon at normal conditions: 4 · 10^{−6} in [1] (chosen to match the temperature profile of the DSMC [6, 35] Couette flow for the Navier-Stokes equations), and 10^{−6} in [3] (chosen to match the velocity profile of the DSMC Poiseuille flow for the Navier-Stokes equations). Observe that, even though the Navier-Stokes equations were matched to a DSMC computation rather than the actual deterministic gas, those empirical values of D_α were not too far from the theoretical estimates of 2.4 · 10^{−6} (hard sphere) and 3.3 · 10^{−7} (Lennard- Jones) for argon that we show in Tables 1 and 2. For nitrogen, the Lennard-Jones value of 10^{−6} in Table 2 coincidentally matches our empirical choice in [3].

7. The Grad equations

The matching viscosity approximation in (6.5), used above for the Navier-Stokes equations, can be naturally extended onto the Grad [19, 31] and regularized Grad [1, 37] equations. The transport equations for the mass, momentum and energy in (5.6) are complemented by the additional transport equations for the stress and heat flux, which

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 19

are derived by integrating the Boltzmann equation in (4.26) against the second and third velocity moments, and subtracting the transport equations for lower-order moments in appropriate combinations:

(7.1a)

∂(ρS) ∂t + ∇ · (ρ(u ⊗ S + Q)) + ( P + P^T − 2 N tr(P)I ) = = − ρp μ S + ∇ · (D_α∇ ⊗ S) + ∇ · ( D_α p (∇p − ρa) ⊗ S ) ,

(7.1b)

∂(ρq) ∂t + ∇ · (ρuq^T) + ∇ · (P_2T_2) − T_2∇ · P_2 − ∇ · (ρS^2) + ρ(∇u)^Tq+ + 2 N + 2 ρ [ ∇u + (∇u)^T + (∇ · u)I ] q + ρQ : (∇u) + ∇ · (ρR) =

= −Pr ρp μ q + ∇ · (D_α∇q) + ∇ · ( D_α p (∇p − ρa)q^T) ) , where

(7.2a) P = ( ρT − D_α(∇u)^T ) ∇u + 2 N + 2

∇(ρq),

(7.2b) T_2 = T + N 2 θI, P_2 = ρT − 2D_α∇u.

Observe that the equations in (5.6) and (7.1) are not closed with respect to the matrix R and the 3-rank tensor Q above. Above, both the rank-3 tensor Q and the matrix R equal zero for the Grad equations [19,31], while for the regularized Grad equations [1,37] these are set to

(7.3a) Q_{reg} = ~Q + ~Q^T + ~Q^{TT},

(7.3b) R_{reg} = ~R + ~R^T + ( ~R − 2 N tr(~R) ) I, where the notations ~Q, ~R and ~R read

(7.4a)

ρ ~Q = − μ Pr^{~Q} [ ∇S − 2 N + 2 I ⊗ ∇ · S − 1 p ( S ⊗ ∇ · (ρS) − 2 N + 2

I ⊗ S ∇ · (ρS) ) + + 2 (N + 2)θ ( q ⊗ ( ∇u + (∇u)^T ) − 2 N + 2 I ⊗ ( ∇u + (∇u)^T + (∇ · u)I ) q )] ,

(7.4b) ρ ~R = − 2μ Pr^{~R} [ N + 2 N q · ∇θ θ + 2 N ( ∇ · q + S : (∇u) − 1 p q^T∇ · (ρS) )] ,

20 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

(7.4c) ρ ~R = − μ Pr^{~R} [ S ( ∇u + (∇u)^T ) + N + 4 N + 2 ( ∇(θq) θ − 1 p ∇ · (ρS)q^T ) − − ( 2 N ∇ · u +

N + 4 2Nθ ( 1 ρ ∇ · (ρq) + S : (∇u) )) S ] . Above, the constants Pr^{~Q}, Pr^{~R} and Pr^{~R} are the third- and fourth-order moment Prandtl numbers, which, for a hard sphere collision approximation in the case of N = 3 [37], are equal to

(7.5) Pr^{~Q}_{HS} = 3 2 , Pr^{~R}_{HS} = 2 3 , Pr^{~R}_{HS} = 7 6 . As it seems, there are currently no estimates of Pr^{~Q}, Pr^{~R} and Pr^{~R} for any other collision models, and, in particular, we used the hard sphere values above for nitrogen in [1, 3], which still provided reasonable accuracy of the results of numerical simulations. The value of the corrective diffusion coefficient D_α remains the same as before for the Navier- Stokes equations in (6.5), and thus the approximations from Tables 1 and 2 can be used for the listed gases.

8. Summary

Above we proposed a theory for the mass diffusion effect in gas transport equations, which is based on a diffusion correction for the dynamics of a simplified process of gas molecule interaction to match the realistic gas dynamics in the homogenization time scale limit [26, 27, 33, 38]. We computed the estimates of the corrective mass diffusion coefficient in the Euler, Navier-Stokes and Grad equations for neon, argon, krypton and xenon under the assumption that the corresponding simplified interaction model of the gas molecules is that of randomly colliding hard spheres, based on the experimental data from [25]. We also computed the estimates of the corrective mass diffusion coefficient for neon, argon, nitrogen, oxygen, carbon dioxide and methane for the Lennard- Jones random deflection model of simplified interactions, based on the theoretical estimates [23, 24] and experimental data [39]. We observed that the available experimental data seems to support the proposed theory, and that the empirical values of the corrective diffusion coefficient we used for argon and nitrogen in the preceding works [1, 3] were not too different from the corresponding theoretical estimates we computed above.

Note that the formula for the corrective diffusion coefficient, proposed above, is formally valid only when the Schmidt number of the realistic gas is smaller than that of the chosen simplified interaction process (otherwise, the diffusion term in the Boltzmann equation (4.26) becomes negative). This condition, in turn, requires that, for the same stress damping rate, the velocity time series of the real gas exhibit longer autocorrelation times than those of the simplified random interaction process. The available experimental data [39] suggests that this condition indeed holds for various gases, both monatomic and polyatomic, across a wide range of temperature values. However, we are not currently aware of a related theoretical result which indicates that the autocorrelation functions of a random jump process necessarily decay faster than those of a deterministic deflection process upon which the jump kernel is constructed, given that

A MASS DIFFUSION EFFECT IN GAS DYNAMICS EQUATIONS 21

their stress correlation functions decay at equal rate. It would be interesting to see if such result can be theoretically obtained, either in general, or at least for some particular examples of multimolecular deflection processes.

It is likely that a similar diffusion correction approach can also be adopted for more complicated particle dynamics, such as, for example, electrically charged (ionized) particles and plasma, where the long-range Coulomb interaction potential is present in addition to the Lennard-Jones potential. Observe that the proposed theory relies only on the measured diffusion coefficient and viscosity of a real particle system, and a suitable random kernel of the deflection approximation for a given potential, for which the integrals of relevant autocorrelation functions can be evaluated (even if approximately). Thus, a similar diffusion correction formalism could likely apply to the corresponding transport equations.

Acknowledgment. The author thanks Prof. Jason M. Reese for providing useful information on the extended fluid dynamics. The work was supported by the Office of Naval Research grant N00014-15-1-2036.

References

[1] R.V. Abramov. Diffusive Boltzmann equation, its fluid dynamics, Couette flow and Knudsen layers.

Physica A, 484:532–557, 2017.

[2] R.V. Abramov. Gas near a wall: a shortened mean free path, reduced viscosity, and the manifestation of a turbulent Knudsen layer in the Navier-Stokes solution of a shear flow. Preprint, 2017, arXiv:1701.02276.

[3] R.V. Abramov and J.T. Otto. Nonequilibrium diffusive gas dynamics: Poiseuille microflow. Preprint, 2017, arXiv:1705.07513.

[4] D. Applebaum. Lévy Processes and Stochastic Calculus. Number 116 in Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2nd edition, 2009.

[5] G.K. Batchelor. An Introduction to Fluid Dynamics. Cambridge University Press, New York, 2000. [6] G.A. Bird. Molecular Gas Dynamics and the Direct Simulation of Gas Flows. Clarendon, Oxford, 1994. [7] H. Brenner. Kinematics of volume transport. Physica A, 349:11–59, 2005. [8] H. Brenner. Navier-Stokes revisited. Physica A, 349:60–132, 2005. [9] H. Brenner. Fluid mechanics revisited. Physica A, 370:190–224, 2006.

[10] C. Cercignani. The Boltzmann equation and its applications. In Applied Mathematical Sciences, volume 67. Springer, New York, 1988.

[11] C. Cercignani, R. Illner, and M. Pulvirenti. The mathematical theory of dilute gases. In Applied Mathematical Sciences, volume 106. Springer-Verlag, 1994.

[12] S. Chapman and T.G. Cowling. The Mathematical Theory of Non-Uniform Gases. Cambridge Mathematical Library. Cambridge University Press, 3rd edition, 1991.

[13] P. Courrège. Sur la forme intégro-différentielle des opérateurs de C^∞_k dans C satisfaisant au principe du maximum. Séminaire Brelot-Choquet-Deny. Théorie du potentiel, 10(1):1–38, 1965/66.

[14] S.K. Dadzie and J.M. Reese. Spatial stochasticity and non-continuum effects in gas flows. Phys. Lett.

A, 376:967–972, 2012.

[15] N. Dongari, R. Sambasivam, and F. Durst. Extended Navier-Stokes equations and treatments of microchannel gas flows. J. Fluid Sci. Tech., 4(2):454–467, 2009.

[16] F. Durst, J. Gomes, and R. Sambasivam. Thermofluiddynamics: Do we solve the right kind of equations? In Proceedings of the International Symposium on Turbulence, Heat and Mass Transfer, pages 3–18, Dubrovnik, Croatia, 2006.

[17] J.H. Dymond. Corrected Enskog theory and the transport coefficients of liquids. J. Chem. Phys., 60:969– 973, 1974.

22 RAFAIL V. ABRAMOV

[18] F. Golse. Evolutionary Equations, volume 2 of Handbook of Differential Equations, chapter The Boltzmann Equation and its Hydrodynamic Limits. Elsevier, 2006.

[19] H. Grad. On the kinetic theory of rarefied gases. Comm. Pure. Appl. Math., 2(4):331–407, 1949. [20] M.S. Green. Markoff random processes and the statistical mechanics of time-dependent phenomena.

II. Irreversible processes in fluids. J. Chem. Phys., 22:398–413, 1954.

[21] C.J. Greenshields and J.M. Reese. The structure of shock waves as a test of Brenner’s modifications to the Navier-Stokes equations. J. Fluid. Mech., 580:407–429, 2007.

[22] D.M. Heyes. Transport coefficients of Lennard-Jones fluids: A molecular-dynamics and effective-hard-sphere treatment. Phys. Rev. B, 37(10):5677–5696, 1988.

[23] J.O. Hirschfelder, R.B. Bird, and E.L. Spotz. The transport properties for non-polar gases. J. Chem.

Phys., 16(10):968–981, 1948.

[24] J.O. Hirschfelder, R.B. Bird, and E.L. Spotz. The transport properties of gases and gaseous mixtures.

II. Chem. Rev., 44(1):205–231, 1949.

[25] F. Hutchinson. The self-diffusion coefficient of argon. Phys. Rev., 72:1256, 1947. [26] D. Kelly and I. Melbourne. Deterministic homogenization for fast-slow systems with chaotic noise. J.

Funct. Anal., 272(10):4063–4102, 2017.

[27] Y. Kifer. L^2 diffusion approximation for slow motion in averaging. Stoch. Dyn., 3(2):213–246, 2003. [28] Yu.L. Klimontovich. The unified description of kinetic and hydrodynamic processes in gases and plasmas. Phys. Lett. A, 170:434–438, 1992.

[29] R. Kubo. Statistical mechanical theory of irreversible processes I: General theory and simple applications to magnetic and conduction problems. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 12:507–586, 1957.

[30] J.E. Lennard-Jones. On the determination of molecular fields. – II. From the equation of state of a gas.

Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A, 106(738):463–477, 1924.

[31] F. Mallinger. Generalization of the Grad theory to polyatomic gases. Research Report 3581, Institut National de Recherche en Informatique et en Automatique, 1998. E-print: INRIA-00073100.

[32] Kaye & Laby Online. Tables of Physical & Chemical Constants. http://www.kayelaby.npl.co.uk, 2005. [33] G. Pavliotis and A. Stuart. Multiscale Methods: Averaging and Homogenization. Springer, 2008. [34] H. Risken. The Fokker-Planck Equation. Springer-Verlag, New York, 2nd edition, 1989. [35] T.J. Scanlon, E. Roohi, C. White, M. Darbandi, and J.M. Reese. An open source, parallel DSMC code for rarefied gas flows in arbitrary geometries. Comput. Fluids, 39(10):2078–2089, 2010.

[36] Yu.V. Sheretov. On a regularization of the Boltzmann equation consistent with integral conservation laws. In Application of functional analysis in approximation theory, volume 23, pages 77–92. Tver’ University Press, 2002.

[37] H. Struchtrup and M. Torrilhon. Regularization of Grad’s 13-moment equations: Derivation and linear analysis. Phys. Fluids, 15:2668–2680, 2003.

[38] E. Vanden-Eijnden. Numerical techniques for multiscale dynamical systems with stochastic effects.

Comm. Math. Sci., 1:385–391, 2003.

[39] E.B. Winn. The temperature dependence of the self-diffusion coefficients of argon, neon, nitrogen, oxygen, carbon dioxide, and methane. Phys. Rev., 80(6):1024–1027, 1950.

[40] R. Zwanzig. Time-correlation functions and transport coefficients in statistical mechanics. Annu. Rev.

Phys. Chem., 16:67–102, 1965.