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ABSTRACT

Smoluchowski’s equation is a macroscopic description of a many
particle system with coagulation and shattering interactions. We
give a microscopic model of the system from which we derive this
equation rigorously. Provided the existence of a unique and suffi-
ciently regular solution of Smoluchowski’s equation, we prove the
law of large numbers for the empirical processes. In contrast to
previous derivations we assume a moderate scaling of the parti-
cle interaction, enabling us to estimate the critical fluctuation terms
by using martingale inequalities. This approach can be justified in
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the regime of high temperatures and particle densities, which is of
special interest in astrophysical studies and where previous deriva-
tions do not apply.

Key Words: Smoluchowski’s equation; Moderate limit; Many
particle system; Martingale.

I. INTRODUCTION

We consider a system of dust particles of R € N different masses
my, ..., mg, embeded in a d-dimensional hot gas. Particles of size r €
{1, ..., R} are drifting according to the velocity field v, : R? x Rj — R
with a superimposed Brownian motion with diffusion constant g, € R*.
Two particles of size r and ¢ collide with rate a,, : R x Ry — IRj. The
material coefficients ¢,, € N, determine the number of particles of size
I=1,...,R produced by that collision event, deciding for coagulation
or shattering events. In this first model we take a macroscopic view-
point, where two colliding particles occupy the same position in space-
time (X, ), where the function a,, is evaluated. A complete description
of the above model is given by Smoluchowski’s equation,!'” in our case
a system of reaction diffusion equations for the particle densities s, :
RYx Rf — RS, r=1,..., R (cf," Sec. 2) with initial conditions s° :
R? — IRar :

0,5,(%, 1)

> . 1 R R R o R
=-V.-@,x 0s.(x,0)+ EafAs,(x, 10 —s. (X0 a, X 1)s,(x,1)
q=1

| L - -
+§ Z aqr('x’ t)eqlrsq('x’ I)S](X, t) (MA)

q.1=1

s5,(¥,1) =s(X) forallr=1,...,R

We suppose that for any size r the particles consist of several atoms
of size 1 and we set m; = 1. Moreover, the masses of the particles
are ordered as m; < m, < --- < mg. The conservation of the total mass
M(t) = Y8 | [wam,s, (X, £)d’x of the system under the above dynamics,
i.e. M(t) = M(0), t > 0, is assured by

R
S me,,=m +m, and a(% 1) =a, 1. (1)
=1
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for all xe R4, te R}, r,qe{l,...,R}. We also assume that €y 18
symmetric in r and g, i.€., &,,; = ,,.

The above model is commonly used to describe reaction diffusion
systems and there have been rigorous approaches to identify equation
(MA) as the limit dynamics of a suitable many particle system. These
derivations are restricted to one-dimensional systems,!!! the spatially
homogeneous casel'”) or a spatially discretized microscopic model.>*! In
Ref Il there is a derivation accounting for the full space dependence of
the problem, using the Boltzmann—Grad limit which is applicable for
very small particle densities. In Refs.[*!% existence and uniqueness of a
solution of Smoluchowski’s equation are also studied.

In this article we give a microscopic particle model (MI) in Sec. 11,
from which we rigorously derive (MA) in the spatially inhomoge-
neous (general) case without space discretization or restrictions on space
dimension. Our many particle system properly describes an astrophysical
system recently studied in Refs.[%!4] which is explained in Sec. V.A. It
corresponds to a situation of high gas temperatures and particle densities,
which is not covered by the derivation in the Boltzmann-Grad limit.[®!

In this regime the dominating particle interactions are shattering col-
lisions, so it is justified to neglect coagulation events. That means that
the mass of each of the two interaction partners may not increase by the
collision, but they are shattered into fragments of smaller or equal mass.
This constitutes a constraint on the material coefficients ¢,,, given in (9),
which is important to ensure compatibility with the microscopic particle
model. Our main theorem in Sec. III states the convergence of the empir-
ical processes (4) to a solution of (MA) and is proved in Sec. IV. Before
giving a short conclusion in the last section we also discuss two apparent
generalizations of the microscopic model (MI).

The most important feature of our approach is the moderate scal-
ing of the collision interaction, which is introduced in Sec. II.B (M3)
and discussed on a physical level in Sec. V.A. It enables us to use a
technique developed by Oelschliger,''! which was previously applied to
derive the porous medium equation,!'” or in the description of aggrega-
tion phenomena in the biological populations.l”'3l With this technique
we are able to derive Smoluchowski’s equation in the spatially inhomo-
geneous form (MA), in a regime where the previous approaches cannot
be applied.

II. MICROSCOPIC PARTICLE MODEL

Given the macroscopic model of Sec. I we present a correspond-
ing microscopic many particle system. The most important modeling
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assumptions are marked by (M1) to (M4) and are discussed in Secs. V.A
and V.B.

A. Dynamics Without Interaction

Let N,(r) be the number of particles of species r € {1, ..., R} and
N(t) = % | N.(#) the number of all particles at time ¢+ € R;". The system
size N is characterized by the number of atoms of mass m; = 1 at time
t=0:

N = (Z N,(O)m,) m, = ZN,(O)m, )

Let M(N,t) C N be the set of all particles and M(N,r t) C
M(N,t),r =1, ..., R, the subsets of particles of species r at time ¢, where
each particle is identified with a unique integer number.

(M1) The particles are considered to be point masses with posi-
tions X% (1) € R, k € M(N, ), at time 7 in a system of size N.
Each particle of species r € {1,..., R} is given the rescaled
mass my, = m,/N, which keeps the initial mass My(0) =
YR om ~.+N.(0) = 1 independent of the system size according
to (2).

(M2) Neglecting the hydrodynamic drag interaction between gas
and particles, we consider the latter to move according to the
given velocity fields v, and Brownian motion with diffusion
constants o,,r =1,..., R, introduced in the macroscopic
equation (MA).

Between two subsequent collision events the system at time ¢ is then
described by N(f) uncoupled stochastic differential equations:

dX5 (1) = 3,(X5 (1), )dt + 0,dB(1), k€ M(N,r,7), r=1,....R
3)

The (E'k(f))femg, k € N, are independent Wiener processes modelling
the Brownian motion of the particles. We always assume the existence of
a filtration (¥,),.(, with respect to which the stochastic processes under
consideration are adapted (cf.l'l, Sec. 2.B) and which fulfills the usual
conditions.!”!

The particle interaction is described by suitable changes of the
sets M(N, r, t) and is explained in the next subsection. A microscopic
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quantity comparable to the particle density in (MA) is given by the
measure-valued, empirical processes:

1 X
Sy, R = MMRY), Sy, (== Oy r=L....R (4

keM(N,r,1)

where J((IR?) denotes the space of positive, finite measures on R¢ and
d; is the Dirac measure concentrated in x € R9. S, . describes the time-
evolution of the spatial distribution of particles within the subpopulation
of species r. It is known by the law of large numbers that the empirical
distribution of N independent, identically distributed random variables
converges to their probability distribution in the limit N — oo. In this
paper we prove the convergence for stochastic processes which are not
independent for times ¢ > 0, due to the particle interaction.

B. Description of the Particle Interaction

Due to (M1) we have to specify a model for the “collision”
interaction of two point particles.

(M3) We take a stochastic model determined by a rate depending
on the distance of the interaction partners k¥ and [. The
scaling of this rate is given by

SWE) — K@), where Wy(®) = WD, ()

with oy = N#¢ and a moderate scaling parameter 0 < 8 < 1.
We assume that W, is symmetric and positive with ||W,||, =
1. It follows that ||[Wy|, =1 for all N € N and lim,_ .
Wy(. — X) = &, for all X € R? in the sense of distributions.

In contrast to the usual hydrodynamic scaling with § = 1 this leads to a
microscopically large interaction volume. This assumption is motivated
and justified in a physical context in Sec. V.A.

(M4) Instead of considering pair interactions (see Sec. V.B) we
assume that every particle k € M(N, r, t) interacts with an
effective field of all other particles of species ¢ with rate

ay,,(Xk(@0), 1) :=min {C,, &, (X} (1), )
X ((Sq (1) % W) (XK (1)) = 8, , Wy (0)/N) }. (6)

where a,, is the macroscopic collision rate given in Sec. 1.

Copyright © Marcel Dekker, Inc. All rights reserved.

Marcer DekkER, Inc. ﬂ
270 Madison Avenue, New York, New York 10016 6



ORDER k REPRINTS

118 GroBkinsky, Klingenberg, and Oelschlziger

In (6) we used the generalized convolution product

S+ Wy = [ Wil = D)8y, (0)(d"x)
R4
1 .
~ 2 W= Xy(0). (7)

N 1eM(N,q,1)

By substraction of the term including Kronecker’s delta in (6)
self-interaction is excluded. The rate is bounded uniformly in N by a
suitable constant C,, which is specified in condition (CS5) in Sec. III.B.
This cut-off prevents diverging interaction rates due to high particle
concentrations in the limit N — oo. Each possible interaction event is
described by a jump process

50 1= B [ s Do r60. 95 ) € 0.1, @)

where f . : Ry — N are independent standard Poisson processes with
a transformed time argument in the brackets (cf.'ll) and y, € {0, 1} is
the indicator function of the set A.

The process amq jumps from 0 to 1 at some time ¢ > 0 if parti-
cle k exists in t—, belongs to species r and interacts with a particle of
species g at time ¢. After the interaction the number & is removed from
the sets M(N, r, t) and M(N, t). The mass of particle k is distributed on
the interaction products according to the microscopic material coefficient
e, € Ny. The latter fulfills conservation of mass and is related to its
macroscopic counterpart ¢, in the following way:

R

Y ome,, =m,, e, =¢e,=e,+e, forallr,gl=1,... R

©)

We note that this constitutes a condition on ¢,,, corresponding to
the absence of coagulation mentioned in Sec. I. The particles resulting
from the interaction are located at X%(r) and obtain new numbers
starting with max{p € M(N, s) : s <t} + 1, which were previously not
assigned to any particle. These numbers are added to M(N, ) and the
subsets corresponding to the various species. We note that any process
a}k\;!k,q only jumps once, since after that jump the respective particle k

disappears, i.e., Lyt (k) = 0.

C. Complete Description of the Model

Using a generalized L2-scalar product we can formulate the
time evolution of the empirical processes in a weak sense. For all
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feC(RYR)and r=1,..., R we have

OROND)
= [ @Sy, (0(d"x)
R4

- > fEND)

N keM(N,r,1)

=5 X s+ [y T o) (10)

N keM(N,r,0) keM(N,r,s)

Inserting the expression for df(ﬁ,(s) from Eq. (3) and using It6’s
formulal” we get:

(Sn.(1), f)
_1 Tk o (! S £ Wk IRk
_ NkeM%r,m FXYO0) + 2 /0 kEM(ZM) VAXE(5)) - dBX(s)
[z (Vf(x (9)) - (X (). 5) + ’Af(X (s)))
NJo keM(N,r.s)
TN N,rq d
; [ X R0 @
1 &
v X [T AR @egaitds) (1)

ai=1"0 keM(N,q.5)

The first integral term describes the stochastic fluctuations of the
particle positions and the second one particle transport and diffusion,
resulting from the interaction free description (3). The next two terms
consider the change of the sets M(N, r, s) in (10) due to the loss of parti-
cles of species r after interactions with others, and the gain of such par-
ticles from products of other interactions. We separate the fluctuation
terms due to stochasticity in the free particle dynamics and the inter-
action in stochastic integrals. So we get for all f € C}(R?, R) and r =
I, ..., R the complete description of our microscopic model:

t N 2
(Sur0.0) = (00 1+ [ (53,9057 3 0o) + Fag s

= 2 [ 50,00 ) s
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+ Z / <SNq(S) feq]ra}vql( S)>dS

q,l1=1

+ My, (f. 1) + My, (f, ) + M/, (f. 1), with

ML= [ 8 ) B

keM(N,r,s)

Mz“(ft)———Z/ > AR

keM(N,r,s)

(aN v (ds) — aN’,q()_)(;,(s), s)ds)

1 ‘ .
My =5 X [ A&y

q,l1=1 0 keM(N,q,s)
X (a;‘\;,];l(ds) ay, q,(X (s), s)ds)
and initial conditions Sy, (0) = N~ Ycpwn.r0) O3 0)- (MI)

This set of equations combines all features mentioned in the preced-
ing two subsections and is used to derive the macroscopic model (MA),
shown in the next section.

III. DERIVATION OF SMOLUCHOWSKI’S
EQUATION

We show how to obtain (MA) heuristically from our microscopic
particle model (MI), leading us to a proper formulation of the main
theorem.

A. Heuristic Derivation of the Macroscopic Equation

The empirical processes Sy, are defined as solutions of (MI). For
this subsection we assume that for every r=1,..., R they converge
to limit processes S, :[0,7] — M(IRY) on a compact time interval
[0, T] in a yet unspecified sense. The limit processes are assumed to
be absolutely continuous with respect ot Lebesque measure on IR¢
and therefore have densities, s,, which should be in CZ(R? x R, R{).
With the generalized scalar product defined in (10) we therefore have
(S.(0), g(., 1)) = (s,(., 1), g(., 1)) for all ge C,(RYx][0,T],R). We
also assume the validity of conditions (Cl) to (C7) given in the next
subsection.
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In Sec. IV.D we get the following for the stochastic integrals in (MI)
for any T > O:

lim E|: sup |M} (f t)|:| =0 fori=1,2a,2b, (12)
N—oo 1€[0,7] ’

so the fluctuation terms asymptotically vanish in any compact time inter-
val and the limit equation is supposed to be deterministic (see (14)).
The convergence of the S, should be sufficiently strong to assure the
following:

lim E[(Sy, (1), g(. 0)] = (s,(.. 1), 8(., 1))
dim E[(Sy, (1), (Sug (1) % Wy)g(s )] = (5,(, 1), 54(, )g(, 1)), (13)

for all r,q=1,...,R,t€0,7T] and g € C,(R? x [0, T], R¢). The first
condition assures the convergence of the drift and diffusion term in (MI)
and the second one is needed for the interaction terms. We formally sub-
stitute the above limits into (MI) and notice that the self interaction term
in (6) vanishes for N — oo. Therefore we get the following determinis-
tic integral equation for all test functions f € CZ(R?, R), ¢ € [0, 7] and
r=1,...,R:

(5.2 0). f) = (5, 0). ) +/Ords<S,(.,s>, f 500+ %6§M>
_qX_%fo ds(s,(., s), fa,(..)s,(., )

£ 3 [ dsts,8) Fegely ) 9) (14)

q,1=1

After partial integration in the transport and diffusion terms one imme-
diately recognizes this as a weak version of Smoluchowski’s equation.
Using (1) and (9) it is easy to get the last line in the form (MA).

Therefore we showed that, assuming the empirical processes
converge, their limit densities fulfill a weak form of Smoluchowski’s
equation. In the next subsection we explain how to prove this conver-
gence in an appropriate rigorous limit sense, which can be seen from (13)
to be of L>-type.

Copyright © Marcel Dekker, Inc. All rights reserved.

Marcer DekkER, Inc. ﬂ
270 Madison Avenue, New York, New York 10016 6



ORDER | _=*_[Il REPRINTS

122 GroBkinsky, Klingenberg, and Oelschlziger
B. Convergence Theorem
To formulate the convergence theorem we use the following distance

function between the empirical processes (MI) and the solution of
Smoluchowski’s equation (MA) specified in (C3) below:

dy, (1) == hy, (1) = 5,(, 1), where hy, (., 1) := Sy, (1) % Wy,
(15)

forallr =1,..., R and t € R{. The convolution kernel WN smooths out
the empirical processes and obeys the following regularity conditions:

(C1) WN is a different scaling of the interaction function W, and
both have to fulfill:

Wy(X) = &X/Wl (&Nz) and Wy (%) = “glwl (“N;C)’

where

>

P A d
6(,\,=Nﬁ/‘1,0<ﬁ<d~|_2 and oy =N 0<p<

d+1

+

The scaling parameter B plays no role in the dynamics of the many-
particle system. However, by the above assumptions some restrictions on
the parameter § determining the moderate interaction are introduced.

(C2) The unscaled function W, € L' N C}(RY, R) is symmetric, pos-
itive and standardized, i.e., |W,|, = 1. We also need [, [X|W;(X)d‘x <
oo and the Fourier transform W, has to fulfill:

(a) W, € Ci(RY).

() [W,(D)] = Cexp(~Crl).

© AW (@D)] = C(1 + [ZP) W, (7).

(d) v |W,(v7)|,v > 0, monotonicly decreasing for all fixed 7 €
R¢.

A Gaussian probability density is an example for W, which obeys these
conditions. To the knowledge of the authors there is no proof of the
existence of a sufficiently smooth solution of the macroscopic equations,
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therefore we have to assume the following:

(C3) There exists a positive, unique C;-solution (s, ...,sz) of
Smoluchowski’s equation (MA) in the time interval [0, T*] for some
positive T*. The functions s,(.,f) and their partial derivatives are
L*(R?, R})-bounded uniformly in 7 € [0, T*].

(C4) The macroscopic collision rate a,,(., t) given in Sec. I should
be differentiable bounded and fulfill the conditions (1) for all ¢ € [0, T*].
The macroscopic material coefficient ¢,,, should obey condition (1) and
together with its counterpart e, given in Sec. I1.B, it should fulfill (9)
and be symmetric in » and q.

rql

(C5) The upper bound C, for the microscopic interaction rates (6)
is given so that the limit equation is not affected, C, > max, ,.( g

SuplE[O,T*] arq © t)sq(" t)”oo'

(C6) The velocity fields of the different particle species have to
fulfill

v, € Co(RY x [0, T*], RY) forallr=1,...,R.

(C7) The diffusion constants of all particle species have to be
positive, i.e,, g, > 0 forall r =1,..., R.

We note that our proof only applies if all particles are Brownian.
Now we are ready to formulate our main convergence result.

Theorem. With conditions (C1)to (C7) andlim,_, ., E[ X% | ||dy.,.(., 0)3] =
0itis

R

lim E|:Z sup | dy,,(., t)||§j| =0. (16)

r=11€[0.7%]

Convergence at time =0 is given if the initial conditions of
(MA) and (MI) are compatible. One possibility is to take the particle
positions 5(,’;(0),k € M(N, r,0) as independent, identically distributed
random variables with suitably normalized densities s°/ 3% (s%, 1) for
all =1, ..., R. For discussion of this point see Ref.['?! (Sec. 4B).
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__ To formulate the result without the smoothing convolution kernel
W, we introduce a metric on J((IR?) by

D(u, v) :=sup{[{u—v, f)| : f € Qp} forall u,ve M(R?) and

Q= {f e CLNLMRLR) : (f o+ IVFlle + I, < 1) (A7)
This quantifies a distance between the empirical processes defined in
(MI) and the processes S,(1), t € [0, T*], with densities s,(., r) given by
the solution (C3) of the macroscopic equation. As the theorem states
convergence in an L>-sense the convergence in the weak sense (17) is easy
to conclude.

Corollary. With the conditions of the theorem we have

lim E[i ( sup_D(Sy, (0 S,.(t))>:| = 0. (18)

N=eo r=1 \1€[0,

IV. PROOF OF THE CONVERGENCE RESULT
A. Preliminaries
The following lemma is useful in central estimates of Sec. IV.
Lemma. With f € LN C} (R4, R), Vf € L*(R?, R?) we have

If = f* Wyll3 < CPIVFIS and |If = f Wyl < Co' | VS |-

(19)

An analogous estimate is true, if Wy and oy are replaced by WN and ay.

For any finite, positive measure u on R? and with Uy (X) := |X|Wy(X)
there is

s Uyl3 < €832l s Wy I3 + (u. 1)? exp(—C'a5)  for all € > 0.

(20)
For any finite, signed measure i on RY it is
s Wy ll3 < llix Wyll3. (21)

Proof. see Ref.'"l Sec. 4A, B and Ref.'” Sec. 5B, or Ref.P*l, Sec. 4.3
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In the proof of the the lemma there is essentially made use of the
conditions (C1) and (C2) on the interaction function W, and the kernel
WN. Due to the conservation of mass in the microscopic system (9) and
with (2) we get the following bound on the empirical processes,

N

§<SN,r(f), )= % > 1= v =L (22)

keM(N,t)

We also use the following property without explicitly noting it for
all suitable f and g, such that the expressions are well defined:

(fogxWy) = (f % Wy,) and (f,gxWy) = (f* Wy,), (23)
because W, is symmetric according to (C2). Throughout this chapter

C, C’ etc., denote suitably chosen constants, whose value can vary from
line to line.

B. Proof of the Theorem

To prove statement (16) we first look at the time evolution of the
quantity

Iy, (o I3 = My, G D13 = 2¢hy, (o0, 5.(0) + s (L DIE. (24)

The dynamics of the first two terms is obtained analogous to (11)
using (3), (8), (23) and 1té’s formula:

D= 55 X (W= TR0 — Ky (0)

k.IeM(N,r,f)
1 ~ o
(hN,r(-,t),sr(~,t)>=ﬁ Yo (5,00 0) % W) (X (D).
keM(N,r,t)

We just have to replace the test function f in (11) by Sy (7) * (WN * WN)
resp. s,(., 1) * VT/N.

The expansion of the third term in (24) follows from the macroscopic
equation (MA):

Is, (.. DII3

= I .0l + [ (5, 9). 27 @, )5, ) + 0285, )
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R t
+ Z/ ds(s,(., 5), —=25,(.. 8)a,, (.. 5)s,(.. 5)
g=1"9

5,0 8) X gl (s 95, 9))
=1

Combining the parts suitably by using (9) to express ¢,, in terms of e,
we get:

”dN,r(" t) ”%

=y, (L OIR + 7 [ ds(dy (9. Ay, (. 9)
2 [1d5((83,(5), Ty, () W) 5,90
= 5,0+ 9), Yy, (. 9) -3, 9))
=23 [ (50,0 s ) B )
(5,9 i o 5 505, 5)

2y [ 5 e (Sy,), iy (9 5 W)y 9)

q,l1=1

= (3,05 9, i, )it (- 95, 5)))
F2[ 1 Rl (9 WIER) - dB )

keM(N r,s)

—22[ T X @) M) E )

keM(N,r,s)
X (aqu(ds) aN,q(X (s), s)ds)
+2 Z > (dy, (s 9) * Wy) (X5 (s)
q,1= 1'/ NkeM(NqY)

X eq/r(a;},ql(ds) aqu(X (S) S)dS)
AWy W) (©0)
’ N
+ (WN * WN)(O)

Cds(Sy,(5). 1)
0

b / (S, (). ay s 5))
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(WN * WN)(O)

v fdseq,,<SNq(S) ay (s 9)

W Z [ X (@@ a0, 949
LWy *Nv:vN)(m
= lldy, (. 0)[13
[ (T + T30+ T3, + T () ds
+2(MY(7) + M¥ (1) + M2 (1))
+ TG (1) + TS (1) + TP (1) + MY (1) + M (1) (25)

S Y eanlaitds) - ay (Ko(s). s)ds)

q,1=1 0 keM(N,q,s)

The terms in the above sum are labeled line by line. 7, derives from
the diffusion due to Brownian motion, T,zv from the particle transport,
T3 from the loss and Ty from the gain of particles due to interactions.
The stochastic integrals M}, M}, and M2, represent the fluctuations
due to stochasticity in the free particle dynamics and the interaction.
The remaining terms are corrections resulting from the expansion of
Ay, (., D)]3. With It6’s formula and (3) we get for Ty, :

1 ~ o~ o -
N2 o d(Wy s W) (Xy (1) — Xy (1)
kIeM(N,r,1)
l -~ ~ - - - -
=N o (V(Wy s Wy) (XK (1) = X (D) (dX (1) — dX )y (1))
k.IeM(N,r,f)
k#1

% A(WN s W) (X4 (1) — X (1) (dr + dr))

= 2(Sy,, (1), WhN,,(., )% Wy) - 5,(., 1)) d

20' > o~ N
+ = > V(hy, (1) x Wy) - dB(2)
N keM(N,r,t)
2
o, ~ ~ >
+ 07 (hy, (s 1), Ahy, (., 1))dt — N > AWy * Wy)(0)dt
keM(N,r,t)
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Ty and Ty, can be derived analogously by considering the change of
the sets M(N, ¢, 1), g =1, ..., R. The fluctuations of these corrections are
separated in stochastic integrals My and My’,.

Estimate of the correction terms.
With (C1), (C2) and (22) we get:

2
ta?

10,01 = ([ IBEATG = D) sup(s,, (). 1)

< %t / NP AW, | | Wy ()] dx < CeNPOF2/a-]
R4

lloo

_ The term vanishes in the limit N — oo, because with (Cl) it is
p < d/(d +2). Using also (6) and (9) we get completely analogous:

T3 (0] + T3, (1)] < CenP!
The stochastic integrals are estimated in Sec. IV.D.

Estimate of T,{,’,(s) =0X{dy,(.,5), Ady, (.. $)).

After partial integration we get with condition (C7): Ty, (s) =
—af||§d,vyr(., s)||I3 < 0. This term is negative and can be used to cancel
positive contributions of the same kind arising in the estimates of Ty,

17!
and M, ..

Estimate  of Ty, (s) = 2((Sy,,(5), %(dN,,(., )« Wy) 0,0, 8)) — {s,(.. ),

Vdy, (. 5) -5, ).
To contract the two brackets we make the following replacement:

(Sxr(5), (Vdy, (., 5) % Wy) - 0,(., 5))
= (hy, (s 8), Vdy, (. 8) - 3,0, 8)) + B3, (s),

where the correction term is estimated using (C6):
IR, ()]

=[50, [ ¢us @y~ 609 =~ )

< (S0 [, Ty @I1Fdy, = 91Tl
< C(Sy,(5) * Uy, [V, (> 9))

- 1 -
< c(cnsN,,@ CUlE + 2 1¥d s>||§),
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with Uy(%) := |¥|Wy(%). This is true for all C >0 using Cauchy’s
inequality. With the second statement of the lemma (20) and (22) we
have for all € > 0

|RY,(5)]

~ e e c’ oS

< CC(8% 2w, (s O3 + (Sw,(5), 1)2e %) + ?IIVdN,r(.,s)Ili
(a2e—2 2 / —C" c" 2

= CC(O‘N (ldy, ()3 +C) +e N) + ?”VdN,r("s)HP

Using (C3), because with the triangle inequality it is

1y, oo 9I3 < ey, G )l + s, (o 9)1)?
< 2lldy, (. )13 +25,.(. 95

C is chosen after the estimate of AA/I,{,J, so that the term arising there and

c”/ 5||§d v.r(.» )13 cancels with the negative contribution from the esti-

mate of T ,. Choosing € = § the constant terms in the above estimate

of |R},(s)] ‘and the prefactor of ldy., (., s)|I3 vanish in the limit N — oo.
Now we can write

T2,(5) = 2dy, (). (Vdy, (. 8)) - B, ) + 282, ).

With (C6) and the estimate
> R 1, - R
[(dy, (s 9), (Vdy, (o 9)) - 3,0 9)) | = EKVdiz,r(w $), 0, (., 8))|
1, , > o
= |~ (@ 9.V 5.)
l o - 2
= 31V 2.0 9llclldy, (. 9
we get after a suitable arrangement of constants and terms:
~ C - ~ r
T3, ()| < C(1+ O)lldy, (95 + gIIVdN,r(-, 5)[5 + CONTY,

because the N-dependent prefactors of ||dy,, (., 5)||3 vanish monotonically
with N — oo and N=#/¢ is the leading order in N of all constant terms.

Estimate  of  Tj,(s) = =228 | ((Sy, (), (dy, (.. 8) % Wy)ay,,(.. ) —
<Sr(" S), dN,r(" s)&rq(" S)Sq(" S)>)
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First we make the same substitution as before:

(S (5), (dy, (.y 8) % Wy)ay,, (.. 9))
= <hN,r(" S)’ dN,r(" S)aN,rq(" S)> + R?\frq(s)’

and we can estimate the correction term analogously to R}, using (6),
(C1), (C2), (C4), (20) and (22):

R ()] = ‘(SN,,@), [ duy @y, .~ i
X (g S) — gl — B s»}‘

= (S0 [, du @il (- 7.9

% (1, (. )1V (S () % W)l
H[1Va, (o )l Sy g () % Wyll)
< (Sy,(8) % Uy, ldy, (. 5)])
x Co™ + ) (IW, [l + 1YW ]
< CR (30572 (lldy, (. 93+ C) + ) + ||y, (. 9) 3

For the first term in the above estimate to vanish in the limit N — oo,
we choose € > 0 so that y := ((2d + 2) + f(2e — 2))/d < 0. That means

1 ~
0<ex< E(ﬁ — p(d + 1)), which is possible due to condition (C1) on the

scaling parameters f§ and ﬁ Now we look at the remaining term in T,f,’,:

R

-2 Z (<hN,r(" 5)s dy (., )y, (. 5))

g=1

_<sr(" S)’ dN,r(" s)&rq(" S)Sq(., S)>)

To contract the two brackets we have to compare the microscopic
and macroscopic interaction rates:

i ()2 g (o )i e ) = (5, 9)2 iy, (o )it ()5, 5))
= (dy (2 ) g (o g 5)) + R (5).
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with the correction term
R?\;jrq(s) = <Sr(" S)’ dN,r(" S)(aN,rq(" S) - é\qu(" S)Sq(., S))>

With the definition of ay,,(., s) in (6) and (CS) we get the following
estimate:

RNy (9)]

< <( 9. 1y, e )l (o 5

(1509 = 50,60 W4l 4.0, ,D) )

< s G 9)a, (s Ol lldy, (o ) allsy (s 8) = Su () % Wyl
+ 3, NPT W 0) (s, (5 DIZ N5, o )13 + Ny, (o 9)112)

It is ls, (.. 8) = Sy o (s) % Wylly = [[(s, (.. ) = Sy () = Wy ll, + [ls, (. ) —
s,(., s) * Wy|l, and with the third statement (21) of the lemma

1(5,(s ) = Sng(8)) % Wl < [1(5, (., 8) = Sy (5)) % Wyl
< lldy (s 9l + s, 8) = 5, (. ) % Wyl

Therefore we get with the first statement (19) and (C3)

IR )] = Clldy, (o I3 + lldy g (o 93+ C' (o + 871 Vs, (- 9)113)
+0,,C'NITH L+ [ld, (s 9)]13)-

After treating the correction terms we get for the main contribution
using (6):

d, (s )y, (s 8)ay (o )] < Colld, (9113

Arranging all terms analogously to TI%,,, we finally have the estimate

R
T3, ()] = €Y lldyy ()3 + ONY).  with 7 < 0.
gq=1

Estimate of T;\‘,,r(s) = 22;1:1 €1, ({Sn,4(5), (dy, (., 5) * WN)aN,q,(., $)) —
(5,5 9), dy (s 5)ag (., 5)s,(., 9))).
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Obviously, the estimate of this term is completely analogous to the
one of T3 with the same result except for different constants,

R
T8, ()] = € ldy (. I3+ O, with 7 < 0.

g=1

Putting all the estimates together, taking the absolute value, the
supremum over all 7 € [0, 7] for some T < T* (see (C3)) and the sum
S® on both sides of Eq. (25) we arrive at:

r=1

u 2 » C ! v 2
> ((sup Iyl + (02 = 2) [ sy, ol2)
] c/Jo

r=1 \€[0,T]

R
=y (ndN,,(., O+ 7" sup I (- r>||§) + (14 + Do)
r=1 tel0,

R
+3° sup (2IMy, ()] + 2|M3!, (1))

1 1€l0.7]

+20ME, (0] + My, (0] + M3, (1)) (26)

The choice of C below ensures the positivity of all occuring terms.
The leading order of all constant terms, including the estimated cor-
rection terms, is characterized by y < 0 defined in the estimate of Ty ,.
Taking the expectation on both sides of (26) we can use the estimates
(35) and (36) of the stochastic integrals in Sec. IV.D and get:

R . C’
E[Z( sup [ldy, (- DIl + <af — cN®-D2 7>
t€[0,7] C
T N X
x [ ds|Vdy, (., s>||2)}
0

< E[ > (ndN,,(., O+ 7" sup (I . r>||§>)}

r=1

r=1

+(14 C+ T)O(N), 27)

where the leading order of constant terms remains unchanged with (C1).
Now we can choose C, occuring in the estimate of T,%,’r, and N, € N large
enough, so that the prefactor of fOT ds||§dN,,(., 5)|13 on the lefthand side
of (27) is positive for all N > N, (see (C7)). Consequently this term can
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be neglected and after a short rearrangement we have for all N > N, and
0 <T<1/C", where C" is taken from (27):

E[Z sup |ldy, - r>||§} < %E[Z e on@}

r=11€[0,7] r=1

+ (14 T)O(N) (28)

Taking the limit N — oo on both sides, the constant terms vanish as y <
0 and convergence at t = 0 is given in the theorem. This finally proves
statement (16) for all ¢ € [0, T], but the above constraint on the time
interval is not essential. At + = T all the conditions for the theorem are
fulfilled as long as T < T*, which enables us to apply the proof again
with the same constants arising. The length of the next time interval is
subject to the same constraint and after a finite number of repetitions
this proves the theorem.

C. Proof of the Corollary
We have the following estimate:
|(SN,r(t) - sr(" t)’ f>| = |(SN,r(t) - hN,r(" t)’ f>| + |<dN,r(" t)’ f)i

< (S, (0. f = f % Wyl + 1 f alld, ¢ D)
< (S (0, ILf = £ 5 Wyl + 1 £ 12l dye, 5 D12
Therefore we get for all f e Q) (see 17), using statement (19) of

the lemma and (22): [(Sy,,(t) — 5, 0. f)l < CUVFILiy" + Idy, . D)]).
Hence we have for the metric D

ID(Sy, (1), S,(0)] < C@y' + dy, (-, D)) forallr=1,....R.
(29)

It is straightforward to see that the statement (16) of the theorem implies

R
I\IIII}ZOE[Z sup |ldy,(., f)||2:| =0.

r=11€[0.7]
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Using this, Eq. (29) immediately gives

lim E[z( sup D(5,,(1.5.0) ) |

N=oo | J21 \tef0.7%]
R
< C lim E[Z sup ||dy, (. t)||2:| =0,
N=co r=11€[0.T%] ,

which proves the statement (18) of the corollary.

D. Estimate of the Stochastic Integrals

In the following we estimate the stochastic integrals occuring in (MI)
and (25). First we show for every fixed system size N € N that the inte-
grands and integrators fulfill the necessary regularity conditions so that
standard techniques of stochastic integration taken from Refs.>7] can be
applied. This part is kept short and can be read in more detail in Ref.l’!
(Sec. 3.1.1, appendices B and C), following the work in Ref.'!l. Accord-
ing to those results we find an estimate uniformly in N using Doob’s
inequality.l”! First we consider the terms

oo d t
¥ LX [ 9B

k=1

Mll\/,r(f’ t) =
where I}, (. 1) = Zor (000, SRS (1)),

1 &
M0 =~ XX [ B 9Py,

g=1 k=1

where 1, (. 1) 1= Zyqur.0 (K) F(X5(2)) and

! =
Phoa() 1= 6350 = [ g Ry (R (). 9)ds (30)

occuring in (MI). M3/, can be handled analogously to M. The integra-
tors Bf and Py, in (30) are Brownian motions and time-inhomogeneous
compensated Poisson processes (8) with bounded rates (6). Therefore
they are square integrable martingales with respect to the filtration
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(%,),=0- mentioned after Eq. (3). The integrands 1}, ,; and I3/, , can be
replaced by their left continuous versions as we have

E[/ i (s 9) = T fs s—>|2d<Bf‘><s>]
= E|:/0 |Iz%/,ar,k(fv 5) — I,%f,,k(f, S_)|2d<P1]§7,rq)(S):| —0,

because the quadratic variational processes (Bf)(s) = s and (P}, )(s) =
Jo Xon.r) (k)aN’,q(f(ﬁ, (1), u)du are continuous in s. On Poisson processes
with time dependent rates see e.g. Ref.l’] Theorem I1.3.1 on page 60.
Therefore we can assume the integrands to be predictable processes with
respect to (%,),so. For every fixed system size N € N it is

| [ 1 a0 | 2] [ 13, Palpd )0 <
61

using f € C}(RY,R) and estimates analogous to (32) and (33) below.
Hence M, ,(f,7) and M;/.(f.t) are martingales with respect to (%,),-,-
On the other hand we have forall r=1,...,R,t >0 and N € N:

E[1}, (7. 0F]
([ T o)

keM(N,r,s)

([ > o)

teM(N,r,s)

:%E[ LYY 0 SR, AR (s)d(B, B;.)(s)]

0 kreM(N,r,s) i.j=1

2 ; o . )
= %E[/O > |Vf(X§](S))|2d{| = %/0 E[(Sy,(s), [Vf2)]ds

keM(N,r,s)

o e [ 07 2
SNV [ ElfSw(s). ]ds = €N VF 10 < o0 (32)

IA

Copyright © Marcel Dekker, Inc. All rights reserved.

Marcer DekkER, Inc. ﬂ
270 Madison Avenue, New York, New York 10016 6



ORDER | _=*_[Il REPRINTS

136 GroBkinsky, Klingenberg, and Oelschlziger
E[|My, (f. O]

=$ E[ / LY ARORL)P,,. P;,Jq)]

p.q=1 0 k,leM(N,r,s)

WLEU > f2<5f’;<s>>aN,m(5fﬁ<s>,s)ds]

keM(N,r,s)

IA

I s0p S ool ) [ L1001

sef0.1] 21

R
S (33)

This is true with (22), f € C3(RY, R), and (M4). After an estimate of
M3’ analogous to M;? we can apply Doob’s inequality and get for
i=1,2a,2b,r=1,...,Rand all T > 0:

2
E[ sup M, (. z)q < E[ sup (M, (/. rﬂ < 4E[M, (£, D],

t€(0,7)

(34)

so the result (12) follows from (32) to (34).

For the terms occuring in (25) we have A’/\I}‘Vqr(t) =M} (dy,(.,1)*
WN, t) for i=1,2a,2b and therefore a similar reasoning applies in this
case. To get an estimate in the limit N — oo we note that with (C1)
and (C2) W, (¥ — .) is a probability density on IR¢ for all ¥ € R¢. Hence
we have for all f:R?— R, where Ej denotes the corresponding
expectation value:

2
G+ WG = [, TG =G| = Eg, L
< Eg [F2] = (IfP * Wy) ()

We also have with (C1), (C2) and (22) forallz € [0, T*]and r =1, ..., R:

1 -
s (oDl =8 22 WG = X3 (0D

keM(N,r,t)

< CN¥(s,,, (1), 1) < CN*
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With the last two considerations we get for all T € [0, T*], starting
with the third line of (32) and second line of (33) and using (23),

B[, (DF] = S [ (5060 90, (09 WPlas|

2
o
N
2 T
;

<5el

. T
5 CN/HafE[ [ I¥a s>||§ds],

9. ¥ )P |

E[|MY.(T)]]

I
2 I

i [ fo ' (Sy.r(9), [, (s 8) % Wy Pay,, (., s))ds]

=

=

~ E[/{)T(hm(., 9). ldy (.. s)|2>dsi|
< Cfo—lE[/OT ldy,, (. s)llﬁdS]

Using Doob’s inequality in the form (34) we get for all T € [0, T*]:

E[Z sup |17, 1] = v (14 ZE[ [ 19y,

r=11€[0.7]

E[XR: sup |M% (r)q < C(N" Ty TZE[ sup |ldy,, (., t)lbD

r—11€[0,7] r=1 te[0,7]
(35)
With (9) the analogous estimate of 1\71 26 yields the same result as for

M3 except for the constant C. The correction terms M and MY, are
much easier to handle and with (C1), (C2), (33) and (9) we get

R o
E[Z( sup |[MY ()| + sup |Mg{’,(t)|)} < CTNP=37 (36)
] tel0,T]

r=1 te[0,T]

V. DISCUSSION
A. Connection to Astrophysics

In the astrophysical context studied in Refs.[%!* the particles are
dust grains in a star forming cloud of hydrogen gas. Depending on the
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grain size distribution these particles determine the opacity of the gas
cloud and influence thermodynamic properties by emission and absorp-
tion of heat radiation. They also interact with the gas via hydrodynamic
drag and influence chemical reactions via catalysis. A realistic expres-
sion for the collision rate of two ball shaped grains with radii /, and [,
is a,,(x, 1) ~ (I, +1,)" ' g(|9,(%, 1) — v, (%, 1)]), proportional to the cross
section and depending on the relative velocity of the two particles (cf.l'4).
The material coefficient ¢,,, should also depend on the relative velocity
of the two collision partners. If the latter is high, shattering collisions
with several outgoing particles of masses m; < m,, m, are prefered. If it
is low, the colliding particles are more likely to coagulate, so that there
is one outgoing particle of mass m; = m, + m,. For a precise form of
this function from empirical data for different grain materials we refer to
Ref.ll (Table 1) and references therein.

Of special interest in Refs.[!4] is the situation after a shock with very
high gas temperatures and particle densities. In this regime shattering is
the dominant process, justifying (C4), and it seems natural to assume
that all particles are Brownian (C7). The stochasticity in the interaction
coming from regularity conditions on W, in (M3) also appears to be rea-
sonable. The effective field interaction introduced in (M4) is a simplifi-
cation we have to make in order to include the space dependence in a,,,
which cannot be included in a model with pair interactions (see Sec. V.B).
The cut-off of the interaction rate in (M4) prevents a divergence due
to high particle concentrations and seems natural, as for real grains the
density is limited due to the positive particle volume. As the focus of
this paper is on the interaction and not on transport terms in (MA), we
left out the complicated hydrodynamic drag interaction between parti-
cles and gas in (M2). We note that all realistic features are covered by
our derivation, except for the velocity dependence of ¢,,, which can be
included in a direct generalization explained in the next subsection.

The moderate interaction scaling is technically important, as seen in
the proof, and can also be interpreted on a physical level. In the limit
N — oo the scaling of the mean distance between particles is given by
Ay ~ N7V and due to (5) the interaction radius scales like ry ~ N~#/¢
with f# < 1. It vanishes more slowly with N than A, does and the num-
ber of interaction partners of a particle diverges in the limit N — oo.
In contrast to the hydrodynamic scaling with A, ~ ry this introduces
a self-averaging effect and the influence of the interaction partners is
determined by the local particle density. In the astrophysical gas cloud
after a shock the cross section for a collision interaction can be thought
of being effectively enlarged by strong Brownian motion of the parti-
cles. Together with high particle densities this leads to a large number of
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interaction partners and justifies the moderate scaling in our microscopic
model (M3), whereas the scaling in the Boltzmann—Grad limit® is not
appropriate in this regime.

B. Modification of the Microscopic Model

As explained above a modified macroscopic model (MA’), where the
material coefficients ¢,, depend on the relative velocity of the collision
partners is more realistic. As the microscopic material coefficients e, €
N, are integer numbers they cannot depend on (X, 1), because they have
to be Lipschitz continuous for our proof (see (C4)). So we define analo-
gous to (6) and (8) a proper set of m different, possible collision events.

. . t . > .
(a}:;yqu)z = /g’;\;’qu([o XM(NJ’S)(k)a;,yrq(Xf\,(s), s)ds), i=1,...,m,
with rates
Xy (1), 1) = min {C,., &}, (X} ()., 1)

X ((Syy (1) % Wy) (XK (1)) — 3, Wy (0)/N)}

and corresponding outcomes eiq,. So the process with the most probable
outcome for the relative velocity of the collision partners can be given the
highest rate, whereas the others are small. With this microscopic model
(MTI’) we introduce a dependence of the collision outcome on the rela-
tive velocity. To obtain compatibility with the macroscopic model (MA’)
certain conditions on &, and e}, have to be satisfied, and our proof of
convergence applies with some minor changes.

Another modification of the microscopic model is to include pair
interactions. Here we have to define a process for every pair of particles
with k # j:

, , 0
a}k\;’];f](t) = Blf\,{,q a',‘\,{,.q(s)ds fork < j
0
ay(t) = ayh (1) for k > j,

with rates

- I
a5} (1) 1= (1= 04) Lty (O Lo () 3y W (R (0) = XL (1)t 0.

Our proof of convergence can be applied, but works only for
spatially independent macroscopic collision rates a,, (). It assures
convergence only up to a stopping time, as long as the summed rates
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> ieMN 1) a';,’;,q(t) are bounded uniformly in N by some predefined con-
stant (cf. (M4)). For this reason the first modification seems to be more
attractive, as it covers all realistic features explained in Sec. V.A. Never-
theless pair interactions are more realistic descriptions of collision events
and coagulation could be included in such a model.

C. Conclusion

In this article we specified a microscopic particle model (MI) from
which we rigorously derived Smoluchowski’s equation in the space
dependent form (MA). Using the technique of the moderate limit devel-
oped in Ref.'!l, we could estimate the critical fluctuation terms with mar-
tingale inequalities. This scaling assumption is a good approximation of
real systems in the regime of high temperatures and particle densities,
which has been of interest in the study of interstellar gas clouds after
shocks.

In the framework of the moderate limit, a further interesting ques-
tion is the asymptotic behaviour of fluctuations for large system sizes
and the formulation of a central limit theorem for this problem. One can
as well try to eliminate some of the technical conditions for the proof,
such as the restrictions to the scaling parameter in (C1) or the finite num-
ber of particle sizes. There is also hope to proof a convergence result
for a microscopic model with pair interactions without the constraints
mentioned in V.B, by using a suitable Sobolev-norm.

It would be certainly of most interest to derive Smoluchowski’s
equation in the hydrodynamic limit, but this task cannot be achieved
with the methods used here. Nevertheless we could prove the validity
of the spatially inhomogeneous equation in a regime, which is of great
interest in astrophysics, and where previous derivations do not supply.

REFERENCES

1. Arnold, L.; Theodosopulu, M. Deterministic limit of the stochastic
model of chemical reactions with diffusion. Adv. Appl. Prob. 1980,
12, 367-379.

2. De Masi, A.; Ferrari, P.A.; Lebowitz, J.L. Reaction-Diffusion equa-
tions for interacting particle systems. J. Stat. Phys. 1986, 44, 589-644.

3. GroBkinsky, S. Herleitung der Smoluchowski-Fragmentations-
Gleichung aus einem Vielteilchenmodell im moderaten Limes.
Diploma thesis, Institut fiir Angewandte Mathematik and Statistik,

Copyright © Marcel Dekker, Inc. All rights reserved.

Marcer DekkER, Inc. ﬂ
270 Madison Avenue, New York, New York 10016 6



ORDER | _=*_[Il REPRINTS

Rigorous Derivation of Smoluchowski’s Equation 141

10.

I1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Julius-Maximilians-Universitit Wiirzburg, 2000. http://www-mS.ma.
tum.de/pers/stefang/diplom.ps.gz

Guias, F. Coagulation—fragmentation processes: Relations between
Finite Particle Models and Differential Equations, Preprint 98-
41, SFB 359, Ruprechts-Karls-Universitit Heidelberg (1998) and
Convergence Properties of a Stochastic Model for Coagulation—
Fragmentation Processes with Diffusion. Stoch. Anal. Appl. 2001,
19, 245-278.

Ikeda, N.; Watanabe, S. Stochastic Differential Equations and
Diffusion Processes, 2nd Ed.; North-Holland Publishing Company,
Kodansha Ltd.: Tokyo, 1989.

Jones, A.P.; Tielens, A.G.G.M.; Hollenbach, D.J. Grain shattering
in shocks: The interstaller grain size distribution. ApJ 1996, 469,
740-764.

. Karatzas, 1.; Shreve, S.E. Brownian Motion and Stochastic Calculus,

Ist Ed.; Springer: New York, 1988. 1t6’s formula: Chapter 3, Theo-
rem 3.3 on page 150, Doob’s inequality: Chapter 1, Theorem 3.8 on
page 14, Usual conditions: Chapter 1, definition 2.25.

Lang, R.; Xanh, N.X. Smoulchowski’s theory of coagulation
in colloids holds rigorously in the Boltzmann-Grad-Limit. Z.
Wabhrscheinlichkeitstheorie verw. Gebiete 1980, 54, 227-280.
Morale, D.; Capasso, V.; Oelschliger, K. A rigorous derivation of
a nonlinear integro-differential equation from a system of stochastic
differential equations for an aggregation model. Preprint 98-38, SFB
359, Ruprechts-Karls-Universitit Heidelberg (1998).

Norris, J.R. Smoluchowski’s coagulation equation: Uniqueness,
non-uniqueness and a hydrodynamic limit for the stochastic
coalescent. Ann. Appl. Prob. 1999, 9, 78-109.

Oelschldger, K. On the derivation of reaction-diffusion equations
as limit dynamics of systems of moderately interacting stochastic
processes. Probab. Theory Related Fields 1989, 82, 565-586.
Oelschléger, K. Large systems of interacting particles and the porous
medium equation. J. Diff. Equ. 1990, 88, 294-346.

Stevens, A. Derivation of chemotaxis-equations as limit dynamics
of moderately interacting stochastic many particle systems. SIAM J.
Appl. Math. 2000, 67, 183-212.

Suttner, G.; Yorke, HW.; Lin, D. Dust coagulation in protostellar
envelopes, [. compact grains. ApJ 1999, 524, 857-866.

van Smoluchowski, M.; Drei Vortrige iiber Diffusion, Brownsche
Bewegung und Koagulation von Kolloidteilchen. Physik. Z. 1916, 17,
557-585.

Copyright © Marcel Dekker, Inc. All rights reserved.

Marcer DekkER, Inc. ﬂ
270 Madison Avenue, New York, New York 10016 6



Request Permission or Order Reprints|nstantly!

Interested in copying and sharing this article? In most cases, U.S. Copyright
Law requires that you get permission from the article’ s rightsholder before
using copyrighted content.

All information and materials found in this article, including but not limited
to text, trademarks, patents, logos, graphics and images (the "Materials"), are
the copyrighted works and other forms of intellectual property of Marcel
Dekker, Inc., or itslicensors. All rights not expressly granted are reserved.

Get permission to lawfully reproduce and distribute the Materials or order
reprints quickly and painlessly. Simply click on the "Request Permission/
Order Reprints' link below and follow the instructions. Visit the

U.S. Copyright Office for information on Fair Use limitations of U.S,
copyright law. Please refer to The Association of American Publishers
(AAP) website for guidelines on Fair Use in the Classroom.

The Materials are for your personal use only and cannot be reformatted,
reposted, resold or distributed by electronic means or otherwise without
permission from Marcel Dekker, Inc. Marcel Dekker, Inc. grants you the
limited right to display the Materials only on your personal computer or
personal wireless device, and to copy and download single copies of such
Materials provided that any copyright, trademark or other notice appearing
on such Materiasis also retained by, displayed, copied or downloaded as
part of the Materials and is not removed or obscured, and provided you do
not edit, modify, ater or enhance the Materials. Please refer to our Website

User Agreement for more details.

Request Permission/Order Reprints

Reprints of this article can also be ordered at
http://www.dekker.com/servlet/product/DOI/101081SA P120028026


http://www.copyright.gov/fls/fl102.html
http://www.publishers.org/conference/copyguide.cfm
http://www.dekker.com/misc/useragreement.jsp
http://www.dekker.com/misc/useragreement.jsp
http://s100.copyright.com/AppDispatchServlet?authorPreorderIndicator=N&pdfSource=Dekker&publication=SAP&title=A+Rigorous+Derivation+of+Smoluchowski%27s+Equation+in+the+Moderate+Limit&offerIDValue=18&volumeNum=22&startPage=113&isn=0736-2994&chapterNum=&publicationDate=&endPage=141&contentID=10.1081%2FSAP-120028026&issueNum=1&colorPagesNum=0&pdfStampDate=02%2F07%2F2004+20%3A05%3A27&publisherName=dekker&orderBeanReset=true&author=S.+Grokinsky%2C+C.+Klingenberg%2C+K.+Oelschlager&mac=$gQK$%H5Z837YDUsL9daMg--

