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Abstract. This article introduces a conservative formulation of the Stan-

dard Enskog equation and the Povzner equation, both of which generalize the
Boltzmann equation by incorporating the contribution of particle volume in

collisions. The primary result expresses these collision integrals as the diver-

gence with respect to the velocity variable v of a mass current. Moreover,
the terms vC[f, f ] and |v|2C[f, f ], where C[f, f ] denotes the Standard Enskog

or Povzner collision integral, are represented as phase-space divergences—i.e.,

divergences in both position and velocity—of corresponding momentum and
energy currents. This work extends Villani’s earlier result [Math. Modelling

Numer. Anal. M2AN 33 (1999), 209–227] for the classical Boltzmann equation

to the case of dense gases.

Introduction

This paper focuses on collisional kinetic models designed to describe the dynam-
ics of monatomic gases. The most classical example is the Boltzmann equation,
introduced by Ludwig Boltzmann in 1872, which models the statistical behavior
of dilute gas particles through binary collisions. The Standard Enskog equation,
proposed by David Enskog in 1921, extends Boltzmann’s framework to dense gases
by accounting for particle size and excluded volume. The Povzner collision integral,
introduced in 1965, generalizes the model by allowing collisions between molecules
to be elastic or soft. Roughly speaking, Enskog’s model permits collisions on a
sphere, while Povzner’s model extends this to collisions within a spherical shell.

The kinetic equation is connected to the conservation laws of mass, momentum,
and energy through the definition of macroscopic quantities via the particle distri-
bution function; see Section 3.3 in [Cer94], for example. At the time of this writing,
the direct verification of local conservation laws for mass, momentum, and energy
by classical solutions of the Standard Enskog equation or the Povzner equation,
as discussed in Section 1, does not seem to have been studied systematically. To
address this gap, we propose a systematic method for deriving local conservation
laws in the framework of kinetic models for these two equations. Our approach is
based on expressing the collision integrals as divergences in the position and veloc-
ity variables of mass, momentum, and energy currents, drawing inspiration from
a lesser-known idea by Landau regarding the Boltzmann collision integral; see, for
instance, [Vil99, PL12].

The outline of this paper is as follows: In Section 1, we first revisit the classical
Boltzmann equation and introduce the motivation behind this work. We then
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2 ZHE CHEN

present the two models under consideration—the Standard Enskog equation and
the Povzner equation. Section 2 is dedicated to the main results of the paper.
Subsequently, in Section 3, we explore the application of these results to macroscopic
dynamics and local conservation laws. Finally, the proofs of the main results are
provided in Section 4 and Section 5, respectively. Similar results for a class of
delocalized collision integrals which does not include the Standard Enskog and the
Povzner collision integrals have been obtained in [CCG24].

1. Collisional kinetic Models

1.1. The Boltzmann equation. We begin with considering the following colli-
sional kinetic equation

(1) (∂t + v · ∇x)f(t, x, v) = C[f, f ](t, x, v),

where f(t, x, v) ∈ R+ is a single particle distribution depending on time t ∈ R+

space x = (x1, x2, x3) ∈ R3, and velocity v = (v1, v2, v3) ∈ R3. The most classical
example is the hard sphere Boltzmann collision operator defined by

(2) B[f, g] :=

∫
Rd×Sd−1

(f(x, v′)g(x,w′)− f(x, v)g(x,w))⟨v − w, n⟩+ dn dw,

where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the inner product in Euclidean space, and ⟨·, ·⟩+ := max{0, ⟨·, ·⟩}.
The pre-collision velocities (v′, w′) are determined by the unit vector n ∈ S2

(3)

{
v′(v, w, n) = v − n⟨n, v − w⟩
w′(v, w, n) = w + n⟨n, v − w⟩,

Here we list some basic properties of the collision transform;

• The collision transform is reversible:

(4) v′′(v′(v, w, n), w′(v, w, n), n) = v; w′′(v′(v, w, n), w′(v, w, n), n) = w.

• The collision transform is symmetric:

(5) v′(w, v, n) = w′(v, w, n); w′(w, v, n) = v′(v, w, n).

• The collision transform is even with respect to n:

(6) v′(w, v,−n) = v′(v, w, n); w′(w, v,−n) = w′(v, w, n).

• collision transform has Jacobian determinant:

(7) det

(
∂(v′, w′)

∂(v, w)

)
= −1.

• The collision transform conserves momentum and energy:

(8) v′(w, v, n) + w′(v, w, n) = v + w; |v′(x,w, n)|2 + |w′(v, w, n)|2 = |v|2 + |w|2.

• The collision transform reverses the direction with respect to n:

(9) ⟨v′(v, w, n)− w′(v, w, n), n⟩ = −⟨v − w, n⟩

The two particles collide at the same position x. Due to the pre-to-post transforma-
tion (3), the Boltzmann collision operator locally conserves the mass, momentum,
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and energy respectively, namely for classical solution with rapidly decaying of (1)
with Boltzmann collision integrals,

(10)
d

dt

∫
R3

f(t, x, v)


1
v1
v2
v3
|v|2

 dv =

∫
R3

B[f, f ]


1
v1
v2
v3
|v|2

 dv = 0.

This result is given by the weak formula for the Boltzmann collision interal which
can be found in every textbook in kinetic theory, such as section 3.1 in [Cer94]. If
we generalize the model to dense gases, which means the molecular radius cannot
be neglected. In that case, the centers of two colliding particles are no longer at
the same position in space.

For Enskog’s model and Povzner’s model, it is easily seen that one cannot arrive
the same local result as in (10). In other words, the quantities shown in (10) do
not always vanish. On the other hand, we have the global conservation

(11)

∫
R3×R3

E[f, f ]


1
v1
v2
v3
|v|2

 dv dx =

∫
R3×R3

P [f, f ]


1
v1
v2
v3
|v|2

 dv dx = 0.

This result for the Povzner collision operator can be found in [FHT11]. For the
Enskog version, the reader can read Chapter 16 in [CC90]. In [PL12] (see [Vil99]
for a rigorous discussion), it was found that the Boltzmann collision integral can be
expressed as the divergence in v of a mass current, B[f, f ] = −∇v · J0(f, f) where

J0(f, f) := −
∫
⟨v−w,n⟩>0

∫ ⟨v−w,n⟩

0

⟨v − w, n⟩f(x, v + sn)f(x,w + sn)n dn dw ds.

In [PL12], this formula is used to derive the Landau equation from the Boltzmann
equation. Comparing to the delocalized collision operator, a natural question comes
from (11) : can we express delocalized collision operator as the following conserva-
tive form

(12) C(f, f)



1

v1

v2

v3

|v|2

 = ∇v · J+∇x · I?

1.2. The Standard Enskog equation. We write the following so-called Standard
Enskog equation

(13) (∂t + v · ∇x)f(t, x, v) = E[f, f ](t, x, v),

where Enskog collision integral is defiend as

(14) E[f, g](t, x, v) :=

∫
R3×S2

[
χ(x− 1

2
σn)f(t, x, v′)g(t, x− σn,w′)

− χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(t, x, v)g(t, x+ σn,w)

]
σ2⟨v − w, n⟩+ dn dw,
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the pre-collision velocities (v′, w′) are given by (3).
We have to say that it seems nonsensical to define Standard Enskog collision

integral as a bilinear functional of distribution functions, since one always assumes
that the correlation function χ depends on one of the distribution function f . In
that case, the two functions don’t share the symmetry structure anymore. Here,
we write the collision integral in this way only for mathematical convenience.

In addition to Standard Enskog equation, some people have also proposed a
Revised Enskog equation. It has more mathematical structure. For example, it
has the symmetry between two colliding particles, and it is more easily generalized
to the case of mixtures. (The standard Enskog equation can also be generated to
mixture case, see Chapter 16 of [CC90] for instance.) The Revised Enskog collision
operator is

Ẽ[f, g] :=

∫
R3×S2

(
Y
(
ρf (x), ρg(x− σn)

)
f(x, v′)g(x− σn,w′)

− Y
(
ρf (x), ρg(x+ σn)

)
f(x, v)g(x+ σn,w)

)
⟨n, v − w⟩+ dw dn,

where the correlation function Y satisfies Y (x, y) = Y (y, x). The Enskog equation
is a generalized Boltzmann equation aimed at modelling dense gases. When we
formally derive the Boltzmann equation from Liouville equation, we no longer con-
sider the particles as mass points. We distinguish between the collision point and
the particle center. Its advantage is to describe two different kinds of particles col-
lisions. The Enskog equation was first proposed by David Enskog in 1922 [Ens22].
[VE73b][VE73a] proposed the modified Enskog equation. More research has been
conducted on the revised Enskog equation due to its improved mathematical struc-
ture, particularly its symmetry, which makes it easier to establish properties such
as the H-theorem [Res78], and consistents with irreversible thermodynamics– leads
to the correct equilibrium [vB83]. Nevertheless, the standard Enskog equation
remains equally valuable for study because of its more intuitive physical interpreta-
tion. Specifically, the correlation function in the standard Enskog equation depends
on the ratio:

Impact of Volume Occupation

Shielding Influence
.

Hence, we have a more explicit formula for analyzing the equation. For exam-
ple, asymptotically, one can assume χ(t, x) = 1 + 5

8
2
3πσ

3ρf (t, x) where ρf (t, x) :=∫
R3 f(t, x, v) dv: see for instance Chapter 16 in [CC90].
In the following discussion, we focus on the Standard Enskog model. For details

regarding the revised/modified Enskog model, is referred to [CCG24]. It is impor-
tant to emphasize that the results presented in [CCG24] do not include those in
Section 2, despite the similarities in the approaches. This is because, in the proofs
of [CCG24], the collision integral St[·, ·] is assumed to be in a symmetric form, i.e.,
St[f, g] = St[g, f ].

1.3. The Povzner equation. The Povzner collision integral was proposed to
study the delocalized collision by Povzner in [Pov65]. The collision integral is
of the following form

(15) P [f, g] :=

∫
R3×R3

(
f(x, v′)g(y, w′)− f(x, v)g(y, w)

)
J(x− y, v−w) dw dy,
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where the pre-collision velocities (v′, w′) are also given by (3) with n = y−x
|y−x| .

J(ξ, v) is assumed to satisfy the following four assumptions as showed in [Pov65]

(i) J is continuous, and |J(ξ, v)| ≲ |v|+ 1.
(ii) Time reversibility:

(16) J(−ξ,−v) = J(ξ, v).

(iii) Invariance after collision:

(17) J(ξ, v′ − w′) = J(ξ, v − w).

(iv) Short-range interaction: There exists a constant R such that J(ξ, v) = 0
for |ξ| > R.

An example of Povzner kernel in [FHT11] is

J(ξ, v) :=
1

2δ3
1

θ
H(δ − |ξ|)H(θ − |v|)

∣∣∣∣v · ξ

|ξ|

∣∣∣∣ ,
where H is the Heaviside step function. From this example, we can find out more
clearly that the Povzner collision integral allows for the possibility of a spatial
smearing process with range of θ and δ of collisions as well as for the classically
assumed process in which the molecules collide at a point. We point out here that

if we set J(ξ, v) = J̃(|v|, ⟨ξ,v⟩
|ξ||v| )δ(|ξ|) in (15), then we can recover the Boltzmann

collision kernel. However, the Povzner collision integral generalizes the following
form of the Boltzmann collision integral:

1

2

∫
R3×S2

[f(x, v′)f(x,w′)− f(x, v)f(x,w)]|⟨v − w, n⟩| dn dw,

which corresponds to (2) after changing n into −n and symmetrizing (2). In the
Boltzmann collision operator, the direction of the unit vector n is inconsequential,
as it cancels out when taking the Boltzmann-Grad limit. However, in the case of
dense gases, the locations of the gain term and the loss term differ. Consequently,
a more physically meaningful assumption would be:

(18) J(ξ, v′ − w′) = J(−ξ, v − w),

instead of (17). Nevertheless, in the following discussion, we adhere to Povzner’s
original assumption (17). For results derived under the new assumption (18), we
refer the reader to [CCG24].

2. Main results

As mentioned in section 1, we seek a representation of a form of (12). Before
stating the main result, we introduce the general Landau mass current

Definition (Landau mass current for the Standard Enskog collision integral). For
each f, g ∈ C(R3 × R3) with rapidly decaying, we define
(19)

JE0 [f, g](x, n, v) :=

∫
R3

∫ ⟨v−w,n⟩

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v + sn)g(x+ σn,w + sn)n ds dw
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of ingoing and outgoing processes

Definition (Landau mass current for the Povzner collision integral). For each
f, g ∈ C(R3 × R3) with rapidly decay, we define

(20) JP0 [f, g](x, y, v) :=

∫
R3

∫ ⟨v−w,n⟩

0

f(x, v + s
y − x

|y − x|
)g

(
y, w + s

y − x

|y − x|

)
× J(x− y, v − w)

y − x

|y − x|
ds dw

For Enskog collision integral, we have the following result

Theorem 2.1. For each rapidly decaying function f ∈ C(R3 × R3), we have

E[f, f ] = ∇v · J E
0 [f, f ](21)

E[f, f ]v1 = ∇v · J E
1 [f, f ] +∇x · IE

1 [f, f ](22)

E[f, f ]v2 = ∇v · J E
2 [f, f ] +∇x · IE

2 [f, f ](23)

E[f, f ]v3 = ∇v · J E
3 [f, f ] +∇x · IE

3 [f, f ](24)

E[f, f ]|v|2 = ∇v · J E
4 [f, f ] +∇x · IE

4 [f, f ](25)

where vectors fields IE
k (x, v),J E

l (x, v), k = 1, 2, 3, 4, l = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 are defined by

(26) J E
0 =

∫
S2

JE0 [f, f ](x, n, v) dn,

for k = 1, 2, 3:

J E
k [f, f ](27)

=J E
0 [vkf, f ]−

∫
S2

JE0 [⟨v, n⟩nkf, f ] dn+

∫
S2

JE0 [f, ⟨w, n⟩nkf ] dn

− 1

2

∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

χ(x− 1

2
σn)f(x− σn, v−θ)f(x,w−θ)⟨v−θ − w−θ, n⟩2+nk

× w dn dw dθ,
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and l = 1, 2, 3

(28) IE
l [f, f ] =

1

2

∫
R3×S2

∫ σ

0

χ

(
x+ (

1

2
σ − s)n

)
f(x− sn, v)f(x+ (σ − s)n,w)

× ⟨v − w, n⟩2+nln dw dn ds,

finally,

J E
4 [f, f ](29)

=J E
0 [|v|2f, f ]−

∫
S2

JE0 [⟨v, n⟩2f, f ] dn+

∫
S2

JE0 [f, ⟨w, n⟩2f ] dn

− 1

2

∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

χ(x− 1

2
σn)f(x− σn, v−θ)f(x,w−θ)⟨v−θ − w−θ, n⟩2+

× ⟨v−θ + w−θ, n⟩w dn dw dθ,

while

(30) IE
4 [f, f ] =

1

2

∫
R3×S2

∫ σ

0

χ

(
x+ (

1

2
σ − s)n

)
f(x− sn, v)f(x+ (σ − s)n,w)

× ⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩n dw dn ds,

For Povzner collision integral, we have the following parallel result

Theorem 2.2. For each rapidly decaying function f ∈ C(R3 × R3), we have

P [f, f ] = ∇v · J P
0 [f, f ](31)

P [f, f ]v1 = ∇v · J P
1 [f, f ] +∇x · IP

1 [f, f ](32)

P [f, f ]v2 = ∇v · J P
2 [f, f ] +∇x · IP

2 [f, f ](33)

P [f, f ]v3 = ∇v · J P
3 [f, f ] +∇x · IP

3 [f, f ](34)

P [f, f ]|v|2 = ∇v · J P
4 [f, f ] +∇x · IP

4 [f, f ](35)

where vector fieldsIP
k (x, v),J P

l (x, v), k = 1, 2, 3, 4, l = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 are defined by

(36) J P
0 =

∫
R3

JP0 [f, f ](x, y, v) dy,

for k = 1, 2, 3:

J P
0 [vif, f ](37)

−
∫

R3

JP0

[〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

f, f

]
dy

+

∫
R3

JP0

[
f,

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

f

]
dy

− 1

2

∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
x−θ − y−θ

|x− y|

)
i

w dn dw dθ,
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and l = 1, 2, 3

(38) IP
l [f, f ] = −1

2

∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
x−θ − y−θ

|x− y|

)
i

y dn dw dθ,

finally,

J P
4 [f, f ](39)

=J P
0 [|v|2f, f ]−

∫
R3

JP0 [

〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

f, f ] dy +

∫
R3

JP0 [f,

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

f ] dy

− 1

2

∫
(R3)2

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
w dy dw dθ,(40)

while

(41) IP
4 [f, f ] = −1

2

∫
(R3)2

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
y dy dw dθ,

3. Application to local conservation laws and H theorem

To build up the connection with macroscopic equation, we need to define some
macroscopic quantities

ρf (t, x) :=
∫

R3 f(t, x, v) dv

uf (t, x) :=
1ρf>0

ρf (t,x)

∫
R3 vf(t, x, v) dv

Pf (t, x) :=
∫

R3

(
v − uf (t, x)

)⊗2
f(t, x, v) dv

qf (t, x) :=
1
2

∫
R3

(
v − uf (t, x)

)
|v − uf (t, x)|2f(t, x, v) dv,

where ρf , uf , Pf , and qf represent the mass density, bulk velocity, stress tensor,
and heat-flow of the gas. If f is a classical solution of the Boltzmann equation
(1) with the collision integral given by (2), the following macroscopic equations for
dilute gases can be derived:

(42)


∂tρf +∇x · (ρfuf ) = 0,

∂t(ρfuf ) +∇x · (ρfu⊗2
f ) +∇x · (Pf ) = 0,

∂t
(
1
2 |uf |2 + trPf

)
+∇x ·

[(
1
2 |uf |2 + trPf

)
uf + Pf · uf + qf

]
= 0.

However, the situation changes significantly when dealing with the Enskog equation.

Corollary 1. Let fE be a classical solution of the kinetic equation (1) with collision
integral (14). Moreover fE ∈ C(R3

x ×R3
v) rapidly decaying with respect to x and v.
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Then

(43)


∂tρfE +∇x · (ρfEufE ) = 0

∂t(ρfEufE ) +∇x · (ρfEu⊗2
fE ) +∇x · (PfE − IE) = 0

∂t(
1
2 |ufE |2 + trPfE )

+∇x · [( 12 |ufE |2 + trPfE )ufE + PfE · ufE + qfE − IE
4 ] = 0,

where IE
i , i = 1, 2, 3 are components of IE, namely

IE(t, x, v) =

IE
1

IE
2

IE
3


Correspondingly, we have the similar result for the Povzner equation.

To conclude the corollary, we only need to integrate (21)–(25) with respect to
v over R3. However, it is important to note that the equations in (43) are not
closed. Closure is achieved only after solving the general kinetic equation (1) and
computing IE

4 , IE , and qfE . Furthermore, a closure relation is necessary. For
example, to derive the Euler system, the distribution function f should approximate
a Maxwellian such that qfE and the anisotropic part of PfE become negligible, i.e.,

qfE = 0, PfE = pId3.

This reduction allows us to solve the equations with four unknowns (ρ, u, p),
instead of handling ten unknowns with only four constraints.

The corollary not only clarifies the influence of molecular volume occupation on
macroscopic equations but also highlights a key distinction: the Boltzmann collision
integral does not contribute to the stress tensor Pf—even a free transport equation
can generate a stress tensor. In contrast, the Enskog and Povzner collsion integrals
have a direct impact on the pressure tensor. This distinction is significant because
the coefficient of pressure depends on the adiabatic index, indicating that the gas
governed by equations (43) no longer behaves as a perfect gas. This observation
provides an alternative perspective on the limitations of the perfect gas assumption
for such systems.

It is straightforward to establish the local entropy inequality, as demonstrated
in [CCG24], due to the availability of a stronger weak formulation for the Povzner
collision integral:

(P [f, f ], ϕ)x,v =
1

2

∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)

×
[
ϕ(x, v′) + ϕ(y, w′)− ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(y, w)

]
dx dy dv dw,

as given in equation (10) of [Pov65]. If we choose ϕ(x, v) = lnf(x, v), the following
entropy inequality is obtained:

d

dt

∫
R3×R3

f(t, x, v)lnf(t, x, v) dx dv

=
1

2

∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)ln

(
f(x, v′)f(y, w′)

f(x, v)f(y, w)

)
dx dy dv dw

≤ 0,
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which follows from the basic inequality: for a, b > 0,

aln
b

a
≤ b− a.

However, this result is less remarkable for the Povzner equation because the
entropy inequality is identical to the original Boltzmann’s entropy. As such, we do
not discuss it further here. As for the Standard Enskog equation, the local and
global entropy inequality are studied in [GGC97].

4. Proof of Theorem 2.1

The following proof is based on multiplying the collision kernel by a test function.
Before we prove the theorem, we begin with a lemma which will be used repeatedly.

Lemma 1. Let f, g ∈ C(R3×R3) with rapid decay at infinity. For each test function
ϕ ∈ C(R3 × R3) with at most polynomial growth at infinity,

(44) (E[f, g], ϕ)x,v :=

∫
R3×R3

E[f, g](x, v)ϕ(x, v) dx dv

=

∫
(R3)4

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)g(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+

× [ϕ(x, v′)− ϕ(x, v)] dx dn dv dw

Proof. For the gain term of the Standard Enskog collision integral defined in 14,
we apply the transform (v, w, n) 7→ (v′, w′,−n). Since the absolute value of the
Jacobian determinate is 1 (7), the gain term becomes∫

(R3)4
χ(x+

1

2
σn)f(x, v′′(v′, w′,−n))g(x+ σn,w′′(v′, w′,−n))⟨v′ − w′,−n⟩+

× ϕ(x, v′(v, w,−n)) dx dn dv dw.

The properties (4), (9) and (6) show that this term is equal to∫
(R3)4

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)g(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+ϕ(x, v′(v, w, n)) dx dn dv dw.

Summing with the loss term leads to the sought result. □

For brevity,
(
A(x, v), b(x, v)

)
x,v

is designated to
∫

R3×R3⟨A(x, v), b(x, v)⟩ dx dv.

Indeed, in the standard Enskog equation, the correlation function χ depends on
the distribution function f , whereas the following proof does not rely on this de-
pendence. For clarity, throughout the proof, whenever we introduce the bilinear
operator for the Enskog collision integral—for instance, JEi [·, ·] and J E

i [·, ·]—we
assume that the function χ is independent of its functional argument.

4.1. Mass current for Enskog collision integral: Proof of (21).

Proof. As the first step, we apply the Lemma 1, then note the following identity

(45) ϕ(x, v′)− ϕ(x, v) =

∫ ⟨v−w,n⟩

0

d

ds
ϕ(x, v − sn) ds

= −
∫ ⟨v−w,n⟩

0

⟨n,∇vϕ(x, v − sn)⟩ ds,
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hence we can write (E[f, g], ϕ)x,v as

−
∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ ⟨v−w,n⟩

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)g(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+

× ⟨n,∇vϕ(x, v − sn)⟩ ds dn dw dx dv.

Subsequently, we translate v and w along n by s, namely

−
∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ ⟨v−w,n⟩

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v + sn)g(x+ σn,w + sn)⟨v − w, n⟩+

× ⟨n,∇vϕ(x, v)⟩ ds dn dw dx dv.

With the notation of the Landau mass current of the Enskog collision integral (19),
we may represent (E[f, g], ϕ)x,v as(

−
∫

S2

JE0 [f, g] dn,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

We merely need to let f = g to deduce the result in the sense of distributions. □

In fact, we established a stronger result than (21), allowing for different distri-
bution functions in the collision integral. We will utilize this stronger result later
to express the momentum and energy current.

4.2. Momentum current for Enskog collision integral: Proof of (22)(23)(24).

Proof. Again, we apply Lemma 1 to test function viϕ(x, v) for i = 1, 2, 3. We
reformulate (E[f, f ]vi, ϕ) as∫

(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+

×
[
v′iϕ(x, v

′)− viϕ(x, v)
]
dx dv dn dw.

Then we split the difference v′ϕ(x, v′)− vϕ(x, v) into two parts,

v′i[ϕ(x, v
′)− ϕ(x, v)] + [v′i − vi]ϕ(x, v)

Thereafter, we use the i-th component of (3) to replace v′i, hence

vi[ϕ(x, v
′)− ϕ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ1

−⟨v, n⟩ni[ϕ(x, v
′)− ϕ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:ϕ2

+ ⟨w, n⟩ni[ϕ(x, v
′)− ϕ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:ϕ3

−⟨v − w, n⟩niϕ(x, v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ4

.

We use Lemma 1 for ϕ1, then it shows∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+ϕ1 dx dv dn dw

= (E[vif, f ], ϕ)x,v.

Following this, we use the result (21) obtained in the last section. It shows that∫
(R3)×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+ϕ1 dx dv dn dw

= (−J E
0 [vif, f ],∇vϕ)x,v.
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By the same reasoning, we can deal with ϕ2 and ϕ3,∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+ϕ2 dx dv dn dw

=

(
−
∫

S2

JE0 [⟨v, n⟩nif, f ] dn,∇vϕ

)
x,v

,

and∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+ϕ3 dx dv dn dw

=

(
−
∫

S2

JE0 [f, ⟨w, n⟩nif ] dn,∇vϕ

)
x,v

.

Regarding ϕ4, we change of variables from (v, w, x, n) to (w, v, x+ σn.− n),∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+ϕ4 dx dv dn dw

= −
∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+niϕ(x+ σn,w)

dx dv dn dw.

Therefore, we symmetrize it,∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+ϕ4 dx dv dn dw

=
1

2

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+ni

×
[
ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(x+ σn,w)

]
dx dv dn dw.

Subsequently, we decompose ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(x+ σn,w) into

ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(x+ σn, v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ41

+ϕ(x+ σn, v)− ϕ(x+ σn,w)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ42

.

Consider the following two identities

(46) ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(x+ σn, v) =

∫ σ

0

d

ds
ϕ(x+ sn, v) ds =

∫ σ

0

⟨n,∇xϕ(x+ sn, v)⟩ ds,

and

(47) ϕ(x+ σn, v)− ϕ(x+ σn,w) = −
∫ π/2

0

d

dθ
ϕ(x+ σn, vθ) dθ

= −
∫ π/2

0

⟨wθ,∇vϕ(x+ σn, vθ)⟩ dθ,

where (vθ, wθ) are defined by

(48)

(
vθ
wθ

)
:=

(
cosθ sinθ
−sinθ cosθ

)(
v
w

)
.

since
d

dθ
ϕ(x, vθ) = ⟨wθ,∇vϕ(x, vθ)⟩.
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The reason for choosing these variables is to ensure that the determinant of the
Jacobian equals 1, namely,

det

(
∂(vθ, wθ)

∂(v, w)

)
= 1.

Hence we plug (46) into ϕ41 term,

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+niϕ41 dx dv dn dw

=

∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ σ

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+ni

× ⟨n,∇xϕ(x+ sn, v)⟩ dx dv dn dw ds.

Then we replace x by x− sn, it becomes

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+niϕ41 dx dv dn dw

=

(∫
R3×S2

∫ σ

0

χ(x+ (
1

2
σ − s)n)f(x− sn, v)f(x+ (σ − s)n,w)

× ⟨v − w, n⟩2+nin dw dn ds,∇xϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

.

In an analogous fashion, we can substitute (47) into ϕ42 term,

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+niϕ42 dx dv dn dw

= −
∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ π/2

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+ni

× ⟨wθ,∇vϕ(x+ σn, vθ)⟩ dx dv dn dw dθ.

Then we rotate the velocities by −θ, and translate x along n by σ,

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+niϕ42 dx dv dn dw

=

(
−
∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ π/2

0

χ(x− 1

2
σn)f(x− σn, v−θ)f(x,w−θ)⟨v−θ − w−θ, n⟩2+ni

× w dn dw dθ,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

.
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For i = 1, 2, 3, sum them all together, we arrive the weak formulation of (22)-(24):

(viE[f, f ](x, v), ϕ(x, v))x,v = (−J E
0 [vif, f ],∇vϕ)x,v −

(
−
∫

S2

JE0 [⟨v, n⟩nif, f ] dn,∇vϕ

)
x,v

+

(
−
∫

S2

JE0 [f, ⟨w, n⟩nif ] dn,∇vϕ

)
x,v

− 1

2

(∫
R3×S2

∫ σ

0

χ(x+ (
1

2
σ − s)n)f(x− sn, v)f(x+ (σ − s)n,w)

× ⟨v − w, n⟩2+nin dw dn ds,∇xϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

− 1

2

(
−
∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

χ(x− 1

2
σn)f(x− σn, v−θ)f(x,w−θ)⟨v−θ − w−θ, n⟩2+

niw dn dw dθ,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

.

□

4.3. Energy current for Enskog collision integral: Proof of (25).

Proof. Substituting ϕ(x, v) = |v|2φ(x, v) into Lemma 1, we obtain:∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+

×
[
|v′|2φ(x, v′)− |v|2φ(x, v)

]
dx dv dn dw.

Then, with the help of (3), we split the difference |v′|2φ(x, v′) − |v|2φ(x, v) into
four parts,

|v|2[φ(x, v′)− φ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:φ1

−⟨v, n⟩2[ϕ(x, v′)− φ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:φ2

+ ⟨w, n⟩2[φ(x, v′)− φ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:φ3

− (⟨v, n⟩2 − ⟨w, n⟩2)φ(x, v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:φ4

,

since

|v′|2 = |v − ⟨v − w, n⟩n|2 = |v|2 − ⟨v, n⟩2 + ⟨w, n⟩2.

Following this, we use the result (21), which we obtained in the last section. We
find that∫

(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v−w, n⟩+(φ1 −φ2 +φ3) dx dv dn dw

=

(
−
∫

S2

JE0 [(|v|2 − ⟨v, n⟩2)f, f ] + JE0 [f, ⟨w, n⟩2f ] dn,∇vϕ

)
x,v

.

By the same process showed as above, we perform the change of variables (v, w, x, n) 7→
(w, v, x+ σn.− n) in the φ4 term, then symmetrize it,
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∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩+φ4 dx dv dn dw

=
1

2

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩

×
[
φ(x, v)− φ(x+ σn,w)

]
dx dv dn dw.

Therefore, we replace φ(x, v)− φ(x+ σn,w) by (47) and (46)

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+niφ4 dx dv dn dw

=

∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ σ

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩

× ⟨n,∇xϕ(x+ sn, v)⟩ dx dv dn dw ds

−
∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ π/2

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩

× ⟨wθ,∇vϕ(x+ σn, vθ)⟩ dx dv dn dw dθ.

Finally, we perform the change of variables to ensure the variables of φ is exact x
and v,

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩φ4 dx dv dn dw

= −
∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ π/2

0

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩

× ⟨wθ,∇vφ(x+ σn, vθ)⟩ dx dv dn dw dθ.

Then we rotate the velocities by −θ, and translate x along n by σ,

∫
(R3)3×S2

χ(x+
1

2
σn)f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩φ4 dx dv dn dw

=

(
−
∫
(R3)3×S2

∫ π/2

0

χ(x− 1

2
σn)f(x− σn, v−θ)f(x,w−θ)⟨v−θ − w−θ, n⟩2+

× ⟨v−θ + w−θ, n⟩w dn dw dθ,∇vφ(x, v)

)
x,v

.
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In summary, we have(
|v|2E[f, f ](x, v), φ(x, v)

)
x,v

= (−J E
0 [|v|2f, f ],∇vϕ)x,v

−
(
−
∫

S2

JE0 [⟨v, n⟩2f, f ] dn,∇vφ

)
x,v

+

(
−
∫

S2

JE0 [f, ⟨w, n⟩2f ] dn,∇vφ

)
x,v

− 1

2

(∫
R3×S2

∫ σ

0

χ(x+ (
1

2
σ − s)n)f(x− sn, v)f(x+ (σ − s)n,w)

× ⟨v − w, n⟩2+⟨v + w, n⟩n dw dn ds,∇xφ(x, v)

)
x,v

− 1

2

(
−
∫

R3×S2

∫ π/2

0

χ(x− 1

2
σn)f(x− σn, v−θ)f(x,w−θ)⟨v−θ − w−θ, n⟩2+

× ⟨v−θ + w−θ, n⟩w dn dw dθ,∇vφ(x, v)

)
x,v

,

which is the weak formulation of (25). □

5. Proof of Theorem 2.2

We have analogous results for Povzner collision integral.

Lemma 2. Let f, g ∈ C(R3 × R3) with rapidly decay at infinity. For each test
function ϕ ∈ C(R3 × R3) with at most polynomial growth at infinity,

(49) (P [f, g], ϕ)x,v :=

∫
R3×R3

P [f, g](x, v)ϕ(x, v) dx dv

=

∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)g(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)[ϕ(x, v′)− ϕ(x, v)] dx dy dv dw.

Proof. We do the transformation (v, w) 7→ (v′, w′) for the gain term in (15), then
the left-hand side of (49) becomes∫

(R3)4
f(x, v)g(y, w)J(x− y, v′ − w′)ϕ(x, v′) dx dy dv dw.

We can conclude with the help of assumption (17). □

5.1. Mass current for Povzner collision integral: Proof of (31).

Proof. Note that

ϕ(x, v′)− ϕ(x, v) =

∫ ⟨v−w, y−x
|y−x| ⟩

0

d

ds
ϕ

(
x, v − s

y − x

|y − x|

)
ds

= −
∫ ⟨v−w, y−x

|y−x| ⟩

0

〈
y − x

|y − x|
,∇vϕ(x, v − s

y − x

|y − x|
)

〉
ds,
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We substitute the identity above into (2), Subsequently, we translate v and w in
the direction y−x

|y−x| by s, then we can rewrite (P [f, g], ϕ)x,v by

−
∫
(R3)4

∫ ⟨v−w, y−x
|y−x| ⟩

0

f

(
x, v + s

y − x

|y − x|

)
g

(
y, w + s

y − x

|y − x|

)
× J (x− y, v − w)

〈
y − x

|y − x|
,∇vϕ(x, v)

〉
ds dy dw dx dv.

Using the notation of Landau mass current for the Povzner collision integral (20),
we may represent (P [f, g], ϕ)x,v by(

−
∫

R3

JP0 [f, g] dy,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

Wemerely need to let f = g to deduce the desired result in the sense of distributions.
□

5.2. Momentum current for Povzner collision integral: Proof of (32)(33)(34).

Proof. We apply Lemma 2 to the test function viϕ(x, v) for i = 1, 2, 3. We refor-
mulate (P [f, f ]vi, ϕ) by∫

(R3)4
f(x, v)f (y, w) J(x − y, v − w)

[
v′iϕ(x, v

′) − viϕ(x, v)
]

dx dv dy dw.

Then we split the difference v′ϕ(x, v′)− vϕ(x, v) into two parts,

v′i[ϕ(x, v
′)− ϕ(x, v)] + [v′i − vi]ϕ(x, v)

Thereafter, we use the i-th component of (3) to replace v′i, hence

vi[ϕ(x, v
′)− ϕ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ1

−
〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

[ϕ(x, v′)− ϕ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ2

+ ⟨w, y − x

|y − x|
⟩
(

y − x

|y − x|

)
i

[ϕ(x, v′)− ϕ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ3

−
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

ϕ(x, v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:ϕ4

.

We use Lemma 2 for ϕ1, which shows∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x − y, v − w)ϕ1 dx dv dy dw = (P [vif, f ], ϕ)x,v.

Following this, we use (31), which we obtained in the last section. It shows that∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)ϕ1 dx dv dy dw

= (−J P
0 [vif, f ],∇vϕ)x,v.
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By the same token, we can deal with ϕ2 and ϕ3,∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)ϕ2 dx dv dy dw

=

(
−
∫

R3

JP0

[〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

f, f

]
dy,∇vϕ

)
x,v

,

and∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(x+ σn,w)J(x− y, v − w)ϕ3 dx dv dy dw

=

(
−
∫

R3

JP0

[
f,

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

f

]
dy,∇vϕ

)
x,v

.

Thanks to (16), we change variables from (v, w, x, y) to (w, v, y, x),∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)ϕ4 dx dv dn dw

= −
∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

× ϕ(y, w) dx dv dn dw,

Symmetrizing the identity above∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)ϕ4 dx dv dy dw

=
1

2

∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

×
[
ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(y, w)

]
dx dv dy dw.

Notice that

(50) ϕ(x, v)− ϕ(y, w) = −
∫ π/2

0

d

dθ
ϕ(xθ, vθ) dθ

= −
∫ π/2

0

⟨yθ,∇xϕ(xθ, vθ)⟩+ ⟨wθ,∇vϕ(xθ, vθ)⟩ dθ,

where (vθ, wθ) are defined in (48), and (xθ, yθ) are determined by

(51)

(
xθ

yθ

)
:=

(
cosθ sinθ
−sinθ cosθ

)(
x
y

)
.

Hence we plug (50) into the ϕ4 term,∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x−y, v−w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

ϕ4 dx dv dn dw

=

∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

× [⟨yθ,∇+ ϕ(xθ, vθ)⟩+ ⟨wθ,∇vϕ(xθ, vθ)⟩] dx dv dn dw ds.
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Then we rotate both the positions and velocities by −θ,∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x−y, v−w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

ϕ4 dx dv dn dw

=

(
−
∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ−y−θ, v−θ−w−θ)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
×
(
x−θ − y−θ

|x− y|

)
i

w dn dw dθ,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

+

(
−
∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ−y−θ, v−θ−w−θ)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
×
(
x−θ − y−θ

|x− y|

)
i

y dn dw dθ,∇xϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

,

since 〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
=

〈
v−θ − w−θ,

y−θ − x−θ

|y−θ − x−θ|

〉
,

and

|y−θ − x−θ| = |y − x|.

For i = 1, 2, 3, sum them all together, we arrive the weak formulation of (32)-(34):

(viP [f, f ](x, v), ϕ(x, v))x,v = (−J P
0 [vif, f ],∇vϕ)x,v

−
(
−
∫

R3

JP0

[〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

f, f

]
dy,∇vϕ

)
x,v

+

(
−
∫

R3

JP0

[
f,

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
y − x

|y − x|

)
i

f

]
dy,∇vϕ

)
x,v

− 1

2

(
−
∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
x−θ − y−θ

|x− y|

)
i

w dn dw dθ,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

− 1

2

(
−
∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉(
x−θ − y−θ

|x− y|

)
i

y dn dw dθ,∇xϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

.

□

If we additionally assume J(x− y, v−w) is radially symmetric, i.e. J(x− y, v−
w) = J(|x − y|, |v − w|, cos( ̂x− y, v − w)), which is true for Boltzmann collision
kernel. J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ) can be further simplified by J(x− y, v − w).

5.3. Energy current for Povzner collision integral: Proof of (35).
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Proof. Using the test function ϕ(x, v) = |v|2φ(x, v) in the statement of Lemma 2,
we obtain:∫

(R3)4
f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)

×
[
|v′|2φ(x, v′)− |v|2φ(x, v)

]
dx dv dy dw.

Then, with the help of (3), we split the difference |v′|2φ(x, v′) − |v|2φ(x, v) into
four parts,

|v|2[φ(x, v′)− φ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:φ1

−
〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

[ϕ(x, v′)− φ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:φ2

+

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

[φ(x, v′)− φ(x, v)]︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:φ3

−

(〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

−
〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2
)
φ(x, v)︸ ︷︷ ︸

=:φ4

,

since

|v′|2 =

∣∣∣∣v −〈v − w,
y − x

|y − x|

〉
y − x

|y − x|

∣∣∣∣2
= |v|2 −

〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

+

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

.

Following this, we use the result (31), which we obtained in the last section. It
shows that∫

(R3)4
f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)(φ1 − φ2 + φ3) dx dv dy dw

=

(
−
∫

R3

JP0

[
(|v|2 −

〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

)f, f

]

+ JE0

[
f,

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

f

]
dy,∇vϕ

)
x,v

.

By the same process showed before, We perform the change of variables (v, w, x, y) 7→
(w, v, y, x) in φ4 term, then symmetrize it,

∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
φ4 dx dv dy dw

=
1

2

∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
×
[
φ(x, v)− φ(y, w)

]
dx dv dy dw.
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Therefore, we replace φ(x, v)− φ(y, w) by (50),∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)φ4 dx dv dy dw

= −
∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

J(x− y, v − w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
× f(x, v)f(y, w)⟨yθ,∇xϕ(xθ, vθ)⟩ dx dv dy dw dθ

−
∫
(R3)4

∫ π/2

0

J(x− y, v − w)

〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
× f(x, v)f(y, w)⟨wθ,∇vϕ(xθ, vθ)⟩ dx dv dy dw dθ.

Finally, we rotate both the positions and velocities by −θ,∫
(R3)4

f(x, v)f(y, w)J(x− y, v − w)φ4 dx dv dy dw

=

(
−
∫
(R3)2

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
y dy dw dθ,∇xϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

+

(
−
∫
(R3)2

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
w dy dw dθ,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

.

In summary, we have(
|v|2P [f, f ](x, v), φ(x, v)

)
x,v

= (−J P
0 [|v|2f, f ],∇vϕ)x,v

−

(
−
∫

R3

JP0 [

〈
v,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

f, f ] dy,∇vφ

)
x,v

+

(
−
∫

R3

JP0 [f,

〈
w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉2

f ] dy,∇vφ

)
x,v

− 1

2

(
−
∫
(R3)2

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
y dy dw dθ,∇xϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

− 1

2

(
−
∫
(R3)2

∫ π/2

0

f(x−θ, v−θ)f(y−θ, w−θ)J(x−θ − y−θ, v−θ − w−θ)

×
〈
v − w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉〈
v + w,

y − x

|y − x|

〉
w dy dw dθ,∇vϕ(x, v)

)
x,v

,

which is the weak formulation of (25). □
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6. Conclusion

This paper serves as a complement to [CCG24]. While the general framework
developed there does not cover all delocalized collision models, we have here es-
tablished conservative formulations for two cases that fall outside the framework
given in [CCG24], namely the orginal Povzner and standard Enskog collision inte-
grals. A key feature of our result is that it does not rely on asymptotic expansions
around equilibrium: the conservative form remains valid for distributions far from
equilibrium, thereby extending its mathematical and physical relevance. This pro-
vides new insight into the structure of kinetic models where standard perturbative
approaches fail, and reinforces the role of conservation and entropy principles in
non-equilibrium regimes.

As a perspective, and in analogy with [CCG24], we plan to extend these results
to multispecies systems. In particular, we aim to investigate how the delocalized
collision framework can be adapted to the study of dense gases.
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