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From the Boltzmann description for mixtures to
the Maxwell-Stefan diffusion equations

Francesco Salvarani

Abstract This article reviews some recent results on the diffusion limit of the Boltz-
mann system for gaseous mixtures to the Maxwell-Stefan diffusion equations.

Key words: Boltzmann system; Maxwell-Stefan equations; cross-diffusion.

1 Introduction

The Maxwell-Stefan system [25, 29] has been derived in the 19th century for de-
scribing the diffusion behaviour of multicomponent gaseous mixtures. These equa-
tions are very popular in the context of chemical engineering [30] and have been
extensively studied in the 20th century from the numerical point of view [17, 18].
Starting from [10] and [12], a renewed interest in the Maxwell-Stefan equations
arose in the mathematical community and several colleagues have worked for better
understanding the mathematical properties of these equations.

The goal of this article is to review the recent literature devoted to a specific
topic: the Maxwell-Stefan limit of kinetic equations for gaseous mixtures.

The starting point, in the case of non-reacting mixtures, is the standard extension
of the Boltzmann equation [5], derived by Ludwig Boltzmann in 1872. However,
many other variants of this model exist: we quote, for example, [28] and [26], which
provide two very popular examples of kinetic equations for gaseous mixtures. In the
reactive case, the situation is similar. Several models have been proposed (for ex-
ample, [21]), but the Maxwell-Stefan asymptotics has been mainly studied starting
from the models proposed and studied in [16] and in [24].
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2 Francesco Salvarani

The structure of the article is the following. We first introduce the Maxwell-
Stefan equations and two of the main kinetic models for non-reactive and reactive
mixtures. Then, we consider the diffusive limit of the non-reactive system to the
Maxwell-Stefan equations at the formal level. The scaling has been introduced in
[13], and subsequently developed in [11] and [23]. After describing these formal re-
sults, we summarize the result by Bondesan and Briant [8], which provides a rigor-
ous description of the limiting procedure. The next chapter is devoted to the reactive
case, and is essentially based on the recent articles [2], [3] and [4]. We conclude this
review by quoting the most recent literature on some strictly related subjects.

2 The Maxwell-Stefan equations

The classical Maxwell-Stefan system describes the diffusive behaviour of an ideal
gaseous mixture, composed by I ∈ N∗ species. Let Ω ⊂ R3 be a bounded domain
with regular boundary. The unknowns of the problem are the I densities ci : R+×
Ω → R and the I fluxes Ji : R+×Ω → R3, which obey to the following cross-
diffusion relationships:

∂tci +∇x · Ji = 0, (t,x) ∈ R+×Ω

∇xci =−∑
j 6=i

ki j(c jJi− ciJ j).
(1)

Here we use a notation which is more adapted from the mathematical point of view
with respect to the traditional notation used in the applications: ki j = 1/Ði j, where
the constants Ði j are suitable symmetric binary diffusion coefficients (i.e. Ði j = Ð ji
for all i, j = 1, . . . ,I ) .

Because of the symmetry of the whole set of binary diffusion coefficients, it is
immediate to see that the flux-gradient relationships in (1) are linearly dependent.
For this reason, an additional constitutive equation has to be added to (1) in order
to have a closed set of equations. The usual assumption – which guarantees the
diffusive behaviour of the mixture – is the equimolar diffusion condition

I

∑
i=1

Ji = 0. (2)

Usually, the system of PDEs (1) is supplemented with appropriate initial and
boundary conditions. When dealing with isolated systems, it is standard to suppose
that the solution of (1)-(2) satisfies homogeneous Neumann boundary conditions:

ci(0,x) = cin
i (x) ∈ L∞(Ω), Ji(t,x) ·nx|(t,x)∈(0,∞)×∂Ω = 0 (3)

for all i = 1, . . . ,I , where nx ∈ S2 is the outward normal unit vector to the domain
Ω starting from a given point x ∈ ∂Ω . The Maxwell-Stefan system (1)-(2) is often
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written in terms of molar fraction. In this case, it is supposed that cin
i ≥ 0 and that

I

∑
i=1

cin
i (x) = 1.

This normalization property is conserved by the time evolution of the system. It
means that

I

∑
i=1

ci(t,x) = 1 for a.e. (t,x) ∈ R+×Ω . (4)

3 The Boltzmann system for monatomic inert gaseous mixtures

The Boltzmann system for a mixture of ideal monatomic non-reacting gases Ai,
i = 1, . . . ,I with I ≥ 2, subject to elastic mechanical collisions, describes the
time evolution of the species by means of I distribution functions fi, defined on
the phase space of the system. The particles of each species are identical and can
be modelled as point masses. Their main physical quantities are therefore the mass
mi ∈ R+ and the velocity v ∈ R3. The standard assumption on the density function
is of L1-type, i.e. fi(t, ·, ·) ∈ L1

loc(R3
x ;L1(R3)), for all t ∈R+. This requirement guar-

antees that the system has finite mass. In what follows, we assume that the system
is isolated, so that no external force acts on the particles. Moreover, we suppose that
only elastic binary collisions are allowed. Therefore, momentum and kinetic energy
are conserved during the interaction process. Under the previous hypotheses, the
time evolution of the distribution functions fi is governed by the Cauchy problem

∂t fi + v ·∇x fi =
I

∑
j=1

Qi j( fi, f j) for (t,x,v) ∈ (0,∞)×R3×R3 (5)

fi(0,x,v) = f in
i (x,v) for (x,v) ∈ R3×R3 (6)

for each i = 1, . . . ,I , where Qi j(·, ·) denotes the bilinear integral operator describ-
ing the collisions of molecules of species Ai with molecules of species A j.

A given particle follows a rectilinear trajectory, until it collides with another par-
ticle. When two particles belonging to the species Ai and A j, with masses mi, m j,
and pre-collisional velocities v′, v′∗ collide, they exchange kinetic energy and mo-
mentum. A microscopic collision is a local in space and instantaneous in time phe-
nomenon. It modifies the velocities of the particles, which become v and v∗, under
the constraint of conserving the total kinetic energy and the total momentum:

miv′+m jv′∗ = miv+m jv∗,
1
2

mi |v′|2 +
1
2

m j |v′∗|2 =
1
2

mi |v|2 +
1
2

m j |v∗|2. (7)

The previous equations can be easily inverted:
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v′=
1

mi +m j
(miv+m jv∗+m j|v−v∗|σ), v′∗=

1
mi +m j

(miv+m jv∗−mi|v−v∗|σ),

(8)
where σ ∈ S2 is a unit vector which allows to keep into account the two degrees of
freedom arising in inverting (7).

If fi and f j are two nonnegative functions, the operator describing the collisions
between molecules of species Ai and molecules of species A j is defined by

Qi j( fi, f j)(v) :=
∫∫

R3×S2

Bi j(v,v∗,σ)
[

fi(v′) f j(v′∗)− fi(v) f j(v∗)
]

dσ dv∗. (9)

The expressions of v′ and v′∗, are given by (8).
The quantities Bi j (i, j = 1, . . . ,I ) are usually called cross sections. They satisfy

the Galilean invariance and the microreversibility assumptions

Bi j(v,v∗,σ) = B ji(v∗,v,σ) = Bi j(v′,v′∗,σ).

Because of the Galilean invariance, it is possible to prove that the collision kernels
Bi j only depend on the modulus of the relative velocity and on the cosine of the
deviation angle:

Bi j(v,v∗,σ) = Bi j (|v− v∗|,cosθ) with cosθ =
v− v∗
|v− v∗|

·σ .

The choice of the collision kernels Bi j has a deep influence on the properties of
the Boltzmann equation. In the classical elastic case,

Bi j(σ ,v− v∗) = Ki j |v− v∗|, Ki j > 0, (10)

for a gas of three-dimensional hard spheres. This type of cross section is called hard-
sphere cross section. When the binary forces between particles are proportional to
the inverse of the s-th power of the relative distance (for example, s = 2 corresponds
to the gravitational force or to the Coulomb force and s = 7 corresponds to the Van
der Waals interaction, see [31] for more details), Bi j can be factorized:

Bi j(σ ,v− v∗) = Φi j(|v− v∗|)bi j(cosθ).

In particular, in three space dimensions,

Φi j(|v− v∗|) = |v− v∗|γ , γ = (s−5)/(s−1),

and all the bi j are locally smooth functions with a non integrable singularity when
θ → 0:

bi j(cosθ)sinθ ∼ Ki jθ
−(1+η), η = 2/(s−1).

The quantities Φi j are known in the literature as the kinetic collision kernels,
and the terms bi j are the angular collision kernels. The family of collision kernels
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whose kinetic term has the form Φi j(|v− v∗|) = |v− v∗|γ is usually classified in the
literature in three sub-classes: hard potentials, when γ > 0, soft potentials, when
γ < 0, and Maxwellian potentials when γ = 0.

For simplifying the mathematical treatment of the angular cross section, Grad
introduced an angular cut-off assumption, by supposing that angular collision kernel
is integrable with respect to the angular variable [19, 20].

The link between the macroscopic description and the kinetic formulation is
given by the moments of the distribution functions fi(t,x,v). In particular, the num-
ber densities ci, mass densities ρi, mean velocities ui and kinetic temperatures Ti of
each species are respectively given by

ci(t,x) =
∫
R3

fi(t,x,v)dv, (11)

ρi(t,x) = mini(t,x), (12)

ui(t,x) =
1

ci(t,x)

∫
R3

v fi(t,x,v)dv, (13)

Ti(t,x) =
1

3kBci(t,x)

∫
R3

mi|v−ui(t,x)|2 fi(t,x,v)dv, (14)

where kB = 1.380649×10−23 m2 kg s−2 K−1 is the Boltzmann constant.
It is important to underline that the Boltzmann constant has an exact value. It is

indeed one of the seven defining constants in the 2019 redefinition of SI base units.
In particular, the value of the Boltzmann constant kB allows to define the unit of
temperature T (the kelvin), in terms of the SI unit of energy (the joule), because it
is the proportionality constant between the thermodynamic temperature and the av-
erage thermal energy of a gas. Unfortunately, the numerical value of the Boltzmann
constant has not been, in the mathematical community, the focus of attention and
often, for simplifying the computations, many articles and books simply suppose
that kB = 1. In the author’s opinion, however, this attitude should change because
of the central meaning of the Boltzmann constant as defining constant of the SI
base units, and therefore kB should explicitly appear in all the computations. This
approach would allow moreover an easier transfer of the mathematical studies in
kinetic theory to other scientific communities.

A central role in the study of kinetic equations and systems is played by local
and global Maxwellians (i.e. Gaussians in the language of kinetic theory).

In three space dimensions, Local Maxwellians have the form

M(c∗i ,u
∗
i ,T

∗
i ) = c∗i (t,x)

(
mi

2πkBT ∗i (t,x)

)3/2

e
−mi

|v−u∗i (t,x)|
2

2kBT∗i (t,x) , (15)

for some space-time dependent functions c∗i , u∗i and T ∗i (1 ≤ i ≤ I ) . Global
Maxwellians have the same structure as local Maxwellians, but the quantities c∗i ,
u∗i and T ∗i are constant in space and time. It is clear that
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ci(t,x) =
∫
R3

M(ci,ui,Ti)dv,

ui(t,x) =
1

ci(t,x)

∫
R3

vM(ci,ui,Ti)dv,

Ti(t,x) =
1

3kBci(t,x)

∫
R3

mi|v−ui(t,x)|2M(ci,ui,Ti)dv,

in agreement with Equations (11)-(14).
It is possible to prove that, in the mono-species case, a local Maxwellian is a local

equilibrium of the system for any choice of velocity and temperature. However,
when the mixture is composed of more than one species, the local Maxwellian state
is still an equilibrium for the whole system only when the velocities and the kinetic
temperatures of the species composing the mixture are exactly the same.

4 The Boltzmann system for polyatomic reactive or non-reactive
gas mixtures

The model described in the previous section is designed for mixtures of monatomic
gases. However, when the species which compose the mixture are of polyatomic
type, it is not possible to neglect the additional – rotational and vibrational – degrees
of freedom induced by the polyatomic structure of the molecules. In this case, not
only the kinetic energy, but also the internal energy of the molecules must be taken
into account in the energy balance. Moreover, when chemical reactions are allowed,
the collisions may modify the species involved in the process: the species of the
incoming particles may be different from the species of the outgoing particles. This
behaviour needs to be carefully modelled both at the level of the binary encounters
and at the level of the time evolution of the density functions.

In this Section, we describe the kinetic system proposed in [16], based on the
Borgnakke-Larsen procedure [9], which describes a mixture of polyatomic gases,
either of reactive or non-reactive type. The model is defined on an enlarged phase-
space: the independent variables of the unknowns fi have the physical meanings of
time (t ∈ R+), space (x ∈ R3), velocity (v ∈ R3) and internal energy (I ∈ R+).

Note that the internal energy is defined on R+. This choice allows to “forget” the
complicate structure of the discrete energy levels predicted by quantum mechanics,
once implemented a strategy for capturing the correct macroscopic behaviour of
the mixture. This goal is achieved by introducing a set of suitable measures ϕi(I)dI,
which allow to relate, in a simple and computable way, the Boltzmann level with the
macroscopic parameters of the corresponding reactive fluid equations and guarantee
that the model is consistent at the macroscopic level, with the energy law of virtually
any type of polyatomic gas.

Among the various possible dynamics of a chemically reacting mixture, the au-
thors of [16] have chosen to describe a mixture of four species A1,A2,A3 and A4,
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which may react in a reversible way through the formula

A1 +A2 � A3 +A4 . (16)

For each species Ai, with i= 1,2,3,4, the authors introduce the corresponding distri-
bution function fi = fi(t,x,v, I), the molecular mass mi, the chemical binding energy
Ei and the weight ϕi(I). During a chemical reaction of type (16), the conservation
of mass requires that

m1 +m2 = m3 +m4 = M, (17)

and the balance of binding energies, i.e.

E = E3 +E4−E1−E2, (18)

means that the forward reaction A1 +A2→ A3 +A4 is endothermic when E > 0 or
exothermic if E < 0.

In this description, the moments of the distribution function fi(t,x,v, I) are de-
fined in L1 (ϕi(I)dIdv). In particular, the number density ci, mass density ρi, mean
velocity ui and temperature Ti of each species are respectively given by

ci(t,x) =
∫
R3

∫ +∞

0
fi(t,x,v, I)ϕi(I)dI dv, ρi(t,x) = mici(t,x),

ui(t,x) =
1

ci(t,x)

∫
R3

∫ +∞

0
v fi(t,x,v, I)ϕi(I)dI dv,

Ti(t,x) =
1

3kBci(t,x)

∫
R3

∫ +∞

0
mi|v−ui(t,x)|2 fi(t,x,v, I)ϕi(I)dI dv.

The possible collisions – of binary type – between the molecules of the mixtures
are either elastic or reactive.

In the case of elastic encounters, the particles involved in the collision modify
their velocities and internal energies, but the chemical composition of the particles is
unchanged. If we denote the velocities and internal energies of the colliding particles
before the collision by vi, v j and Ii, I j respectively, and their corresponding post-
collisional values by v′i, v′j and I′i , I′j, the conservation laws of momentum and total
energy for elastic collisions are given by

mivi +m jv j = miv′i +m jv′j, (19)

1
2

mi|vi|2 + Ii +
1
2

m j|v j|2 + I j =
1
2

mi|v′i|2 + I′i +
1
2

m j|v′j|2 + I′j. (20)

In particular, i 6= j for bi-species collisions and i = j for mono-species collisions.
Reactive collisions occur among particles of species A1, A2 or A3, A4. In this case,

the velocities and the internal energies are modified by the collision and, moreover,
the reactants are transformed into the products of the reaction. By following the
notation of [2], the rearrangement of mass and the redistribution of chemical binding
energy are formalized as follows.
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If Ai, A j and Ak, Al represent the reactants and products of the chemical reaction,
with (i, j,k, l) ∈ {(1,2,3,4),(2,1,4,3)} and (i, j,k, l) ∈ {(3,4,1,2),(4,3,2,1)} for
the forward and backward chemical reactions respectively, the conservation laws of
momentum and total energy (kinetic energy, internal energies and chemical binding
energy) for reactive collisions are given by

mivi +m jv j = mkv′k +mlv′l , (21)

1
2

mi|vi|2 + Ii +Ei +
1
2

m j|v j|2 + I j +E j =
1
2

mk|v′k|2 + I′k +Ek +
1
2

ml |v′l |2 + I′l +El .

(22)
Note that Equation (22) can be written in an equivalent form as

1
2

mi|vi|2 + Ii +
1
2

m j|v j|2 + I j−
E
2
=

1
2

mk|v′k|2 + I′k +
1
2

ml |v′l |2 + I′l +
E
2

where E has been defined in (18).
The post-collisional velocities can be expressed in terms of pre-collisional veloc-

ities and the corresponding expressions are derived from the conservation laws for
reactive collisions (21), (22) and for non-reactive collisions (19), (20). They are de-
duced by applying the Borgnakke-Larsen procedure [9], which distributes the total
energy of the colliding pair into kinetic and internal energies, when the collisions
are non-reactive, or into kinetic, internal and chemical binding energies, when the
collisions are reactive.

If we denote with µi j = mim j/(mi +m j) the reduced mass of the colliding pair
and introduce the two Borgnakke-Larsen parameters R, r ∈ [0,1], we have, in the
case of non-reactive elastic collisions,

v′i =
mivi +m jv j

mi +m j
+

m j

mi +m j

√
2RE

µi j
Tω

[
vi− v j∣∣vi− v j

∣∣
]

v′j =
mivi +m jv j

mi +m j
− mi

mi +m j

√
2RE

µi j
Tω

[
vi− v j∣∣vi− v j

∣∣
]
,

where E = (µi j|vi−v j|2/2+ Ii + I j) = (µi j|v′i−v′j|2/2+ I′i + I′j) is the energy in the
center of mass reference frame, ω ∈ S2 is a unit vector and Tω [x] = x−2(ω · x)ω is
the symmetry with respect to the plane {ω}⊥.

Suppose now that the collisions induce a forward chemical reaction and denote
by E ∗ the total energy of the colliding pair. In this case, the conservation laws (21)
and (22), give the post-collisional velocities, parameterized by a unit vector ω ∈ S2:

v′3 =
m1v1 +m2v2

m1 +m2
+

m4

m3 +m4

√
2

µ34

(
RE ∗− E

6

)1/2

Tω

[
v1− v2

|v1− v2|

]

v′4 =
m1v1 +m2v2

m1 +m2
− m3

m3 +m4

√
2

µ34

(
RE ∗− E

6

)1/2

Tω

[
v1− v2

|v1− v2|

]
.
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The reactive post-collisional velocities for the backward reaction in terms of pre-
collisional velocities are

v′1 =
m3v3 +m4v4

m3 +m4
+

m2

m1 +m2

√
2

µ12

(
RE ∗+

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v3− v4

|v3− v4|

]

v′2 =
m3v3 +m4v4

m3 +m4
− m1

m1 +m2

√
2

µ12

(
RE ∗+

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v3− v4

|v3− v4|

]
.

The evolution of the distribution functions fi, with i = 1, . . . ,4, is governed by
the system of kinetic equations

∂ fi

∂ t
+ v ·∇x fi =

4

∑
j=1

Qe
i j( fi, f j)+Qreact

i , i = 1, . . . ,4. (23)

In the sum written above, when i 6= j, the notation Qe
i j represents the bi-species

elastic operator associated to collisions between one particle of constituent i and
another one of constituent j. When i = j, the operator Qe

ii is nothing but the standard
mono-species elastic collisional operator. Moreover, Qreact

i represents the reactive
collisional operator. The operators Qe

i j and Qreact
i are defined as follows. For non-

reactive interactions, the operators are

Qe
i j( fi, f j) =

∫
R3

∫ +∞

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫
S2

[
fi(v′i, I

′
i ) f j(v′j, I

′
j)− fi(v, I) f j(v j, I j)

]
×Bi j(v,v j, I, I j,R,r,ω)(1−R)

∣∣v− v j
∣∣−1

ϕi(I)−1 dω dr dRdI j dv j,

where Bi j are suitable cross sections and v′i, v′j, I′i and I′j are given by

v′i =
miv+m jv j

mi +m j
+

m j

mi +m j

√
2RE

µi j
Tω

[
v− v j∣∣v− v j

∣∣
]
,

v′j =
miv+m jv j

mi +m j
− mi

mi +m j

√
2RE

µi j
Tω

[
v− v j∣∣v− v j

∣∣
]
,

I′i =
(

µi j

2
|v− v j|2 + I + I j

)
r(1−R), I′j =

(
µi j

2
|v− v j|2 + I + I j

)
(1− r)(1−R).

The reactive collisional operators are more involved. Let Breact : R3×R3×R+×
R+× [0,1]2×S2→ R+ be a suitable cross-section.

In the case of the forward reaction, we define the total energy as

E ∗1 =
1
2

µ12|v− v2|2 + I + I2−
E
2
.

Then, the reactive post-collisional velocities and internal energies can be written in
terms of the pre-collisional quantities in the following way:
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v′3 =
m1v+m2v2

m1 +m2
+

m4

m3 +m4

√
2

µ34

(
RE ∗1 −

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v− v2

|v− v2|

]
,

v′4 =
m1v+m2v2

m1 +m2
− m3

m3 +m4

√
2

µ34

(
RE ∗1 −

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v− v2

|v− v2|

]
,

I′3 = r(1−R)E ∗1 −
E
6
, I′4 = (1− r)(1−R)E ∗1 −

E
6
.

Consider the set

F1=

{
(I, I2,r,R,v,v2) : I ≥ E

6
, I2 ≥

E
6
, RE ∗1 ≥

E
6
,

µ12

2
|v−v2|2 ≥

E
6
, (1−R)rE ∗1 ≥

E
6
, (1−R)(1−r)E ∗1 ≥

E
6
.

}
.

Then, the collisional integral describing the forward chemical reaction is

Qreact
1 (v, I)=

∫
R3

∫ +∞

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫
S2

[(
m1m2

m3m4

)3

f3(v′3, I
′
3) f4(v′4, I

′
4)− f1(v, I) f2(v2, I2)

]

×1ξ∈F1
Breact(v,v2, I, I2,R,r,ω)

(1−R)
(m1m2)2 |v− v2|ϕ1(I)

dω dr dRdI2 dv2.

The structure of Qreact
2 is similar. We define the total energy

E ∗2 =
1
2

µ12|v− v1|2 + I + I1−
E
2
,

the reactive post-collisional velocities and internal energies

v′3 =
m1v1 +m2v

m1 +m2
+

m4

m3 +m4

√
2

µ34

(
RE ∗2 −

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v1− v
|v1− v|

]
,

v′4 =
m1v1 +m2v

m1 +m2
− m3

m3 +m4

√
2

µ34

(
RE ∗2 −

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v1− v
|v1− v|

]
,

I′3 = r(1−R)E ∗2 −
E
6
, I′4 = (1− r)(1−R)E ∗2 −

E
6
,

and the set

F2=

{
(I, I1,r,R,v,v1) : I ≥ E

6
, I1 ≥

E
6
, RE ∗2 ≥

E
6
,

µ12

2
|v−v1|2 ≥

E
6
, (1−R)rE ∗2 ≥

E
6
, (1−R)(1−r)E ∗2 ≥

E
6

}
.
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The collisional integral Qreact
2 describing the forward chemical reaction is hence

Qreact
2 (v, I)=

∫
R3

∫ +∞

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫
S2

[(
m1m2

m3m4

)3

f3(v′3, I
′
3) f4(v′4, I

′
4)− f2(v, I) f1(v1, I1)

]

×1ξ∈F2
Breact(v,v1, I, I1,R,r,ω)

(1−R)
(m1m2)2 |v− v1|ϕ2(I)

dω dr dRdI1 dv1.

In the case of the backward reaction we treat two collisional terms. Denote

E ∗3 =
1
2

µ34|v− v4|2 + I + I4 +
E
2

the total energy. We can write the reactive post collisional velocities and internal
energies as follows:

v′1 =
m3v+m4v4

m3 +m4
+

m2

m1 +m2

√
2

µ12

(
RE ∗3 +

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v− v4

|v− v4|

]
,

v′2 =
m3v+m4v4

m3 +m4
− m1

m1 +m2

√
2

µ12

(
RE ∗3 +

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v− v4

|v− v4|

]
,

I′1 = r(1−R)E ∗3 +
E
6
, I′2 = (1− r)(1−R)E ∗3 +

E
6
.

The admissible set F3 is

F3=
{
(I4,r,R,v4) : I4 ≥ 0, v4 ∈ R3, r,R ∈ [0,1]

}
.

The collisional integral Qreact
3 describing the backward reaction is defined by

Qreact
3 (v, I)=

∫
R3

∫ +∞

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫
S2

[(
m3m4

m1m2

)3

f1(v′1, I
′
1) f2(v′2, I

′
2)− f3(v, I) f4(v4, I4)

]

×1ξ∈F3
Breact(v,v4, I, I4,R,r,ω)

(1−R)
(m3m4)2 |v− v4|ϕ3(I)

dω dr dRdI4 dv4.

Finally, let

E ∗4 =
1
2

µ34|v− v3|2 + I + I3 +
E
2

be the total energy of the binary encounter. Then, we can write the reactive post-
collisional velocities and internal energies in the following way:

v′1 =
m3v3 +m4v

m3 +m4
+

m2

m1 +m2

√
2

µ12

(
RE ∗4 +

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v3− v
|v3− v|

]
,
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v′2 =
m3v3 +m4v

m3 +m4
− m1

m1 +m2

√
2

µ12

(
RE ∗4 +

E
6

)1/2

Tω

[
v3− v
|v3− v|

]
.

I′1 = r(1−R)E ∗4 +
E
6
, I′2 = (1− r)(1−R)E ∗4 +

E
6
.

The admissible set F4 is

F4=
{
(I3,r,R,v3) : I3 ≥ 0, v3 ∈ R3, r,R ∈ [0,1]

}
,

and the reactive collisional integral Qreact
4 , describing the backward reaction, is de-

fined by

Qreact
4 (v, I)=

∫
R3

∫ +∞

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫
S2

[(
m3m4

m1m2

)3

f1(v′1, I
′
1) f2(v′2, I

′
2)− f4(v, I) f3(v3, I3)

]

×1ξ∈F4
Breact(v,v3, I, I3,R,r,ω)

(1−R)
(m3m4)2 |v− v3|ϕ4(I)

dω dr dRdI3 dv3.

In [16], the equilibria for the kinetic system (23) have been studied in two steps,
first by assuming that the mechanical equilibrium is reached, and then by consider-
ing the chemical equilibrium associated to the reactive collisional operator.

These equilibria are again called Maxwellians, because they play the same role
as the Maxwellian functions of the classical Boltzmann equation. Let ci ≥ 0, i =
1, . . . ,4, u ∈ R3 and T > 0. Then, the reactive Maxwellians of the model have the
form

M (ci,u,T )=
ci(t,x)

qi(T (t,x))

(
mi

2πkBT (t,x)

)3/2

exp

(
−mi |v−u(t,x)|2

2kBT (t,x)
− I

kBT (t,x)

)

where

qi(T (t,x)) =
∫ +∞

0
ϕi(I) exp

(
− I

kBT (t,x)

)
dI (24)

can be interpreted as a Laplace transform of ϕi for all i.
Note that this model may describe a non-reactive mixture of polyatomic gases,

by simply neglecting the reactive collision kernels. In this case, it can be viewed as
a generalization of [14], which studied non-reactive polyatomic gaseous mixtures.

5 The Maxwell-Stefan diffusion limit for non-reactive Boltzmann
systems

In the previous section, we have described two kinetic models for reactive and non-
reactive mixtures. The diffusive limit of these systems is based on the study of the
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asymptotic behaviour, as the mean free path tends to zero, of the rescaled kinetic
system in the diffusive scaling, by supposing that the solutions are perturbations of
the local Maxwellian state. It is indeed clear that, if the initial conditions are local
Maxwellians, there are no reasons which guarantee that the Maxwellian structure is
kept by the time evolution. However, it is possible to prove that the solutions of the
system stay close to Maxwellian functions, with a reminder which is small as the
mean free path tends to zero.

We first describe the formal asymptotics, then we consider the rigorous derivation
of the diffusive system.

5.1 The formal asymptotics

In [13], Boudin, Grec, and Salvarani study the Boltzmann system described in Sec-
tion 3, in a spatial domain Ω , in the case of Maxwellian molecules, i.e. by supposing
that each cross section Bi j depends on v, v∗ and σ only through the deviation angle
θ ∈ [0,π] between (v− v∗) and σ . This means that, for each (i, j), there exists a
function bi j : [−1,1]→ R+ such that

Bi j(v,v∗,σ) = bi j

(
v− v∗
|v− v∗|

·σ
)
= bi j (cosθ) .

In the article is moreover supposed that bi j is even and that bi j ∈ L1(−1,1)
(Grad’s angular cutoff assumption).

After introducing the mean free path ε > 0, the authors wrote the kinetic system
in the diffusive scaling. By denoting with ( f ε

i )1≤i≤I the corresponding unknowns
in this regime, each distribution function f ε

i solves

ε ∂t f ε
i + v ·∇x f ε

i =
1
ε

I

∑
j=1

Qi j( f ε
i , f ε

j ), on R+
∗ ×Ω ×R3. (25)

The analysis has been carried out in the isothermal case, i.e. by supposing that the
temperature T is constant with respect to the time variable and homogeneous with
respect to the spatial variable. Once introduced the quantities

cε
i : R+×Ω → R+, uε

i : R+×Ω → R3, 1≤ i≤I ,

the article assumes that the system evolution leaves the distribution functions, up to
a correction of lower order, in the local Maxwellian state,

f ε
i = cε

i (t,x)
(

mi

2πkBT

)3/2

e−mi|v−εuε
i (t,x)|

2/2kBT (1+O(ε)), t > 0, (x,v) ∈Ω ×R3,

where the quantity εuε
i is the bulk velocity, of order ε , whose precise form may

depend on the considered species of the mixture. By supposing that all the initial
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quantities
cin

i : Ω → R+, uin
i : Ω → R3, 1≤ i≤I ,

do not depend on ε and that

I

∑
i=1

cin
i = 1 on Ω ,

the authors prove that, in the limit ε → 0, for (t,x) ∈ R+×Ω , by supposing the
existence of the limits

ci(t,x) = lim
ε→0+

cε
i (t,x), Ji(t,x) = lim

ε→0+
cε

i (t,x)u
ε
i (t,x)

and that

c :=
I

∑
i=1

ci =
I

∑
i=1

cin
i = 1 on Ω ,

the pairs (ci,Ji) formally satisfy the Maxwell-Stefan diffusion system (1) and give
an explicit form of the binary diffusion coefficients:

ki j =
2π mim j‖bi j‖L1

(mi +m j)kBT
. (26)

These binary diffusion coefficients are symmetric (ki j = k ji for all i, j = 1, . . . ,I )
and depend on the cross-section (in this case, the cross-section of Maxwell molecules
with Grad’s angular cutoff).

The authors have not deduced, in the limiting procedure, the equimolar closure
relationship (2). However, they have proved that, formally,

∇x ·

(
I

∑
i=1

Ji

)
= 0.

Other cross sections give different forms of the binary diffusion coefficients. In
particular, Hutridurga and Salvarani [23] derived the expression of the binary dif-
fusion coefficients under suitable assumptions on the collision kernels Bi j. They
suppose that the collision kernels Bi j depend on the modulus of the relative velocity
|v− v∗| and on the cosine of the deviation angle θ , i.e.

Bi j(v,v∗,σ) = Φ(|v− v∗|)bi j(cosθ). (27)

Moreover, they assume that the angular collision kernels bi j belong to the class
L1(−1,+1) and that they are even functions with respect to their argument. Fur-
thermore, they suppose that the kinetic collision kernel Φ(|v−v∗|) is analytic in the
following sense: there exists a family {an}n∈N∗ ⊂R such that Φ can be written as a
uniformly converging even power series:
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Φ(|v− v∗|) = ∑
n∈N∗

an|v− v∗|2n.

Under these hypotheses, the binary diffusion coefficients computed in [23] have the
form

ki j =

{
a0

2πmim j‖bi j‖L1

(mi +m j)kBT
+ a110π‖bi j‖L1+

∑
n≥2

an
2π‖bi j‖L1(mim j)

(mi +m j)kBT

(
∑

n1+n2+n3=n

n!
n1!n2!n3! ∑

α,β ,γ,δ ,ρ,η∈2N∗
α+β=2n1
γ+δ=2n2
ρ+η=2n3

(2n1)!
α!β !

(2n2)!
γ!δ !

(2n3)!
ρ!η!

×E (α,β ,γ,δ ,ρ,η)

(
kBT
mi

)(α+γ+ρ)/2(kBT
m j

)(β+δ+η)/2)}
,

where

E (α,β ,γ,δ ,ρ,η)=((α−1)(α−3)· · ·1)((β −1)(β −3)· · ·1)((γ−1)(γ−3)· · ·1)
×((δ −1)(δ −3) · · ·1)((ρ−1)(ρ−3) · · ·1)((η−1)(η−3) · · ·1) .

The binary diffusion coefficients depend on the reduced mass of the species, on the
temperature and on the cross sections of the kinetic model. Therefore, by tuning
the coefficients an in the kinetic cross section (27), it is possible to obtain several
forms of temperature dependency for the binary diffusion coefficients and compare
them with the experiments. When ai = 0 for all i ≥ 1, the formula written above
corresponds to the binary diffusion coefficients already deduced in Equation (26).

A gas of hard spheres of fixed diameter is not included in the previous analysis.
The study of this case has been carried out by Anwasia [1].

In [11], Boudin, Grec and Pavan provide another approach for going beyond
Maxwellian molecules. They propose a semi-explicit link between the Maxwell-
Stefan diffusion coefficients and the cross sections of the corresponding rescaled
Boltzmann system for monatomic gaseous mixtures in the diffusive scaling, for gen-
eral cross sections Bi j = Bi j(v,v∗,σ) satisfying the Galilean invariance and the mi-
croreversibility assumptions, under Grad’s angular cut-off hypothesis. They prove
that

ki j =
∫ ∫ ∫

Bi j(v,v∗,σ)exp
[
− mi

2πkBT
|v|2−

m j

2πkBT
|v∗|2

][
mi(v′− v)

]2 dσ ,dv∗dv

=
mim j

6(kBT )2(mi +m j)

(
mi

2πkBT

)3/2( m j

2πkBT

)3/2 ∫ ∫ ∫
Bi j(v,v∗,σ)×
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exp
[
− mi

2πkBT
|v|2−

m j

2πkBT
|v∗|2

](
v− v∗+ |v′− v|σ

)
· (miv−m jv∗)dσ ,dv∗dv.

These two equivalent forms of the binary diffusion coefficients show their positivity
as well as their symmetry.

We moreover quote [22], which derived, by using the same approach, a system
of Maxwell-Stefan type when the temperature is not uniform in space nor constant
in time. In the diffusive limit, the authors show that the kinetic temperature of each
species of the mixture tends to the same temperature function T = T (t,x), (t,x) ∈
(0,∞)×Ω , Ω ⊆ R3 as ε → 0. The structure of the system they derived is:

∂tci +∇x · Ji = 0 in (0,∞)×Ω , i = 1, . . . ,I

∇x (ciT ) =−∑
j 6=i

k∗i j (c jJi− ciJ j) in (0,∞)×Ω , i = 1, . . . ,I ,
(28)

The binary diffusion coefficients k∗i j, as in the previously described articles, depend
on the cross sections. In particular, if the hypotheses on the cross sections are the
same as in [1], [11], [13] or [23] respectively, then the binary diffusion coefficients
in (28) are of the form k∗i j = T (t,x)ki j, where ki j are the binary diffusion coefficients
described in [1], [11], [13] or [23] .

5.2 The rigorous diffusive asymptotics

The article by Bondesan and Briant [8] studies the Maxwell-Stefan asymptotics,
in the 3-dimensional torus T3, of the system of coupled Boltzmann equations for
mixtures (5)-(6), with collisional integrals of the form (8)-(9) and suitable cross
sections (of cutoff Maxwellian type, or hard potentials, or hard spheres). The starting
point is the Cauchy theory, proved by the same authors in [7], whose precise result
is the following.

Theorem 1. Let s > 3 be an integer, ū : R+ × T3 → R3 be in L∞(R+;Hs(T3))
with ∇x · ū = 0, and consider c̄ > 0. Suppose that there exist δMS, CMS, C′MS, λMS > 0
such that for all ε ∈ (0,1] and for any initial datum (c̃ in, ũ in)∈Hs(T3)×Hs−1(T3),
for almost any x∈T3 and for any 1≤ i≤I , the following requirement are satisfied:

i) Mass compatibility:
I

∑
i=1

c̃ in
i (x) = 0 and

∫
T3

c̃ in
i (x)dx = 0,

ii) Mass positivity: c̄i + ε c̃ in
i (x)> 0,

iii)Moment compatibility: ∇xc̃ in
i = ∑

j 6=i
ki jc in

i c in
j

(
ũ in

j − ũ in
i

)
,

iv) Smallness assumptions:
∥∥c̃ in

∥∥
Hs

x
≤ δMS and ‖ū‖L∞

t Hs
x
≤ δMS.

Then, there exists a unique weak solution
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(c,u) =
(
c̄+ ε c̃, ū+ εũ

)
in L∞

(
R+;Hs(T3)

)
×L∞

(
R+;Hs−1(T3)

)
to the incompressible Maxwell-Stefan sys-

tem

∂tci +∇x · (ciui) = 0, (29)

−∇xci =
I

∑
j=1

ki jcic j(ui−u j), (30)

∇x ·

(
I

∑
i=1

ciui

)
= 0, (31)

such that initially (c̃, ũ) t=0 =
(
c̃ in, ũ in

)
a.e. on T3. In particular, if s > 4 and

ū ∈ C0
(
R+;Hs(T3)

)
, then the pair (c,u) also belongs to C0

(
R+;Hs−1(T3)

)
×

C0
(
R+;Hs−2(T3)

)
. Moreover, c is positive and the following relations hold a.e.

on R+×T3:

〈c, ũ〉=
I

∑
i=1

ci(t,x)ũi(t,x) = 0 and
∫
T3

c̃i(t,x)dx = 0.

Finally, for almost any time t ≥ 0

‖c̃‖
Hs

x

(
c̄−

1
2
) ≤ e−tλMS

∥∥∥c̃ in
∥∥∥

Hs
x

(
c̄−

1
2
) , ‖ũ‖Hs−1

x
≤CMSe−tλMS

∥∥∥c̃ in
∥∥∥

Hs
x

(
c̄−

1
2
) ,

∫ t

0
e2(t−τ)λMS ‖ũ(τ)‖2

Hs
x

dτ ≤C′MS

∥∥∥c̃ in
∥∥∥2

Hs
x

(
c̄−

1
2
) .

The constants δMS, λMS, CMS and C′MS are constructive and only depend on s, the num-
ber of species I , the diffusion coefficients (ki j)1≤i, j≤I and the constant vector c̄.
In particular, they are independent of the parameter ε .

This theorem guarantees the possibility of building a Cauchy theory around the
macroscopic state (c̄, ū), instead of considering the equilibrium (c̄,0). It is hence
possible to give a complete description of systems having an equilibrium state with
a constant mass vector c̄. Actually, this theorem does not provide strong uniqueness
for the solutions, because infinitely many solutions to the Maxwell-Stefan system
can be constructed by considering different constant c̄ and ū satisfying the incom-
pressible condition. However, as soon as it is possible to fix a macroscopic equilib-
rium (c̄, ū), then strong uniqueness is recovered around this specific state.

The next step by Bondesan and Briant has been a Cauchy theory for the Boltz-
mann system (5) having the property of being uniform with respect to the Knudsen
number ε . Their result allows to prove that, in the limit ε → 0, the Maxwell-Stefan
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equation are rigorously derived. The authors work in the three-dimensional torus
T3.

The assumptions on the cross sections Bi j at the kinetic level are the following:

(H1) All the Bi j satisfy a symmetry property with respect to the interchange of the
indices i and j, i.e.:

Bi j(|v− v∗|,cosθ) = B ji(|v− v∗|,cosθ), for all v,v∗ ∈ R3 and for all θ ∈ R.

(H2) All cross sections Bi j can be decomposed as the product of a kinetic part Φi j ≥ 0
and of an angular part bi j ≥ 0:

Bi j(|v− v∗|,cosθ) = Φi j(|v− v∗|)bi j(cosθ), for all v,v∗ ∈ R3 and for all θ ∈ R.

(H3) The kinetic part is derived from an hard or a Maxwellian (γ = 0) potential:

Φi j(|v− v∗|) =CΦ
i j |v− v∗|γ , CΦ

i j > 0, γ ∈ [0,1], for all v,v∗ ∈ R3.

(H4) The angular part satisfies Grad’s angular cutoff in strong form [19]: there exists
a constant C > 0 such that

0 < bi j(cosθ)≤C|sinθ ||cosθ |, b′i j(cosθ)≤C, θ ∈ [0,π].

Moreover,
inf

σ1,σ2∈S2

∫
S2

min{bii(σ1 ·σ3),bii(σ2 ·σ3)}dσ3 > 0.

The precise statement of their theorem is the following [8]:

Theorem 2. Let the collision kernels Bi j satisfy assumptions (H1)–(H2)–(H3)–
(H4), and let µµµ be the unique global equilibrium of the mixture. Consider the local
Maxwellian vector Mε = (Mε

1 , . . . ,M
ε
I ), where

Mε
1 = ci(t,x)

(mi

2π

)3/2
exp
(
−mi

2
|v− εui(t,x)|2

)
, i = 1, . . . ,I .

There exist s0 ∈ N∗, δ̄MS > 0 and ε0 ∈ (0,1] such that the following statements
hold for any integer s≥ s0.

i) There exist three sets of positive constants
(
a(s)α

)s
α

,
(
b(s)

α,k

)s
α,k and

(
d(s)

α,β

)s
α,β

such
that, for all ε ∈ (0,ε0], the following norms are equivalent:

‖·‖H s
ε
∼

‖·‖2

L2
x,v

(
µµµ
− 1

2
)+ ∑
|α|≤s
‖∂ α

x ·‖
2

L2
x,v

(
µµµ
− 1

2
)+ε

2
∑

|α|+|β |≤s
|β |≥1

∥∥∥∂
β
v ∂

α
x ·
∥∥∥2

L2
x,v

(
µµµ
− 1

2
)


1
2

.
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ii) Let LLL be the vector of linearized mono-species Boltzmann operators around the
global Maxwellian equilibrium of the mixture µµµ ,

Tε = ε
−2LLL− ε

−1v ·∇x

and πTε be the orthogonal projection onto kerTε in L2(R3,µµµ−
1
2 ).

There exists δB > 0 such that, for all ε ∈ (0,ε0], for all δMS ∈ [0, δ̄MS] and for any
initial datum f in in Hs

(
T3×R3,µµµ−

1
2
)

with∥∥∥f in
∥∥∥

H s
ε

≤ δB,
∥∥∥πTε (f in)

∥∥∥
L2

x,v

(
µµµ
− 1

2
) ≤CδMS,

for some positive constant C > 0 independent of the parameters ε and δMS, there
exists a unique f ∈ C0

(
R+;Hs

(
T3×R3,µµµ−

1
2
))

such that Fε = Mε + εf is the
unique weak solution of the Boltzmann multi-species equation (25). Moreover, if
Fε, in = Mε, in + εf in ≥ 0, then Fε(t,x,v) ≥ 0 almost everywhere on R+×T3×
R3. Finally, for any time t ≥ 0, Fε satisfies the stability property

‖Fε −Mε‖H s
ε
≤ εδB, for all ε ∈ (0,ε0].

The constant δB is explicit and only depend on the number of species I , on the
atomic masses (mi)1≤i≤I , and on the cross sections (Bi j)1≤i, j≤I . In particular, it
is independent of the parameters ε and δMS.

The strategy of proof consists in constructing perturbations of local Maxwellian
states whose fluid quantities are perturbative solutions of the Maxwell-Stefan equa-
tions (29)-(31). Then, they plug the perturbation into the rescaled Boltzmann system
(25). They obtain a system composed of four terms: the rescaled free transport op-
erator, a linearized operator, a bilinear operator and a source term, which encodes
the distance between the Maxwell-Stefan system and the fluid part of the perturbed
Boltzmann equation.

However, the central spectral gap property cannot be directly recovered, because
local Maxwellians are not local equilibria of the system, unless they share the same
temperature and velocity (see Section 3). Nonetheless, the authors notice that the
loss of the spectral gap has a lower order of magnitude. By introducing a modified
Sobolev norm, they recover a coercivity property and close the energy estimates on
the nonlinear terms.

Uniqueness is proved in a perturbative regime only.
A possible research direction consists in extending the previous strategy to the

rigorous derivation of the Maxwell-Stefan equations in the non-isothermal setting.
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6 The Maxwell-Stefan diffusion limit for reactive kinetic systems

When chemical reactions are allowed, temperature may vary in space and time.
Moreover, the structure of the target system depends on the relative order of magni-
tude of the reactive collisional terms with respect to the non-reactive ones.

In what follows, we will describe the situation of a quaternary reacting mixture,
which is the most common situation considered in the literature. The extension to
other types of mixture is straightforward.

Starting from the SRS kinetic model [24] for a mixture of four ideal gases un-
dergoing a reversible chemical reaction of bimolecular type, Anwasia, Gonçalves
and Soares derive in [4] the corresponding Maxwell-Stefan asymptotics in the dif-
fusive scaling, in the vanishing limit of the mean free path, when all the collisional
integrals have the same order of magnitude. The authors first define the reactive
cross sections for the direct and reverse chemical reactions in terms of their thresh-
old relative velocities. Let di > 0 be the diameter of the particles of the i-th species
(i = 1, . . . ,4) and define, for any pair of species

σ
2
i j =

1
4
(di +ds)

2, i = 1, . . . ,4, j = 1, . . . ,4.

Then

σ
′2
12 =

β12σ2
12 〈ε,v1− v2〉 ≥ Ξ12

0 〈ε,v1− v2〉< Ξ12

σ
′2
34 =

β34σ2
34 〈ε,v3− v4〉 ≥ Ξ34

0 〈ε,v3− v4〉< Ξ34

where the coefficients βi j ∈ [0,1] represent the fraction of colliding pairs with
enough kinetic energy to produce a chemical reaction.

By neglecting external forces, the SRS kinetic equations are given by

∂ fi

∂ t
+ vi ·∇x fi = Ji , in R+×Ω ×R3,

with Ji = JE
i +JR

i , for i = 1,2,3,4. For each species, JE
i denotes the elastic collision

operator and JR
i the reactive collision operator. Their precise form is

JE
i = σ

2
ii

∫
R3

∫
S2
+

[
fi
′ f ′i∗ − fi fi∗

]
〈ε,vi− vi∗〉dε dvi∗

+
4

∑
s=1
s 6=i

σ
2
is

∫
R3

∫
S2
+

[
fi
′ f ′s− fi fs

]
〈ε,vi− vs〉dε dvs

−βi jσ
2
i j

∫
R3

∫
S2
+

[
fi
′ f j
′− fi f j

]
Θ
(〈

ε,vi− v j
〉
−Ξi j

)〈
ε,vi− v j

〉
dε dv j,

JR
i = βi jσ

2
i j

∫
R3

∫
S2
+

[(
µi j

µkl

)2

f ◦k f ◦l − fi f j

]
Θ
(〈

ε,vi− v j
〉
−Ξi j

)〈
ε,vi− v j

〉
dε dv j,
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where f ′i = f (t,x,v′i), f ′i∗= f (t,x,v′i∗), f ′s= f (t,x,v′s), fk
◦= f (t,x,v◦k), fl

◦= f (t,x,v◦l ),
and Θ is the Heaviside step function.

Then Anwasia, Gonçalves and Soares prove that, in the limit, the concentrations
ci and the diffusive fluxes Ji satisfy an equation of Maxwell-Stefan type:

∂ci

∂ t
+∇x ·Ji = σ

2
i j

(
2πµi j

kBT

)1
2
[(

µi j

µkl

)1
2
ck cl exp

(
E

kBT

)
− ci c j

]

×

[
2kBT
µi j

Γ (2,z∗i )−
(

Ξi j

c0

)2

Γ (1,z∗i )

]

∇xci =
32
3

4

∑
s=1
s6=i

σ
2
is

(
2πµi j

kBT

)1
2 (

ciJs− csJi

)
,

with

µi j =
mim j

mi +m j
, z∗i =

µi j

2kBT

(
Ξi j

c0

)2

,

where E is the reaction heat defined by the balance of chemical binding energies
(18), Γ denotes the incomplete gamma function, c0 denotes the characteristic speed
of sound in the mixture at a reference temperature T0, ζi is the activation energy for

each of the species and Ξi j =
√

2ζi/µi j is the threshold relative velocity.
It is worth noticing that no influence of the chemical reaction appears in the

limiting Maxwell-Stefan equations written above.
In [3], the same authors modify the scaling, by supposing that both mechanical

collisions and chemical reactions have comparable relaxation times, much smaller
than the characteristic time of the flow. The reactive Maxwell-Stefan equations un-
der this scaling have the form:

∇x(ciT ) =−
4

∑
s=1
s 6=i

(csJs− ciJs

Dis

)
+

c jJi− ciJ j

Di j
+

clJk

Dk
+

ckJl

Dl
−

c jJi

Di
−

ciJ j

D j
,

where the indices (i, j,k, l) take the values (1,2,3,4), (2,1,4,3), (3,4,1,2) or
(4,3,2,1), and the quantities Dis, Di j, Dk, Dl , Di are explicitly computed diffusion
coefficients, based on the kinetic parameters of the model.

We conclude this section with the formal derivation of the Maxwell-Stefan
asymptotics starting from the kinetic model for reactive gases by Desvillettes,
Monaco and Salvarani [16] whose precise form is described in Section 4, under
the standard diffusive scaling and when mechanical collisions are predominant with
respect to reacting collisions.

The formal limit as ε → 0, when the angular collision kernels of both the elastic
bi-species and the reactive operators are odd functions of cosθ , has been studied
by Anwasia, Bisi, Salvarani and Soares [2]. The resulting target equations have
the structure of a system of balance equations coupled with the corresponding
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temperature-dependent flux-gradient relationships and with an equation describing
the energy balance:

∂ci

∂ t
+∇x·Ji =−λiA i = 1,2,3,4

∇x

(
cikBT

)
=−

4

∑
j=1
j 6=i

c jJi− ciJ j

Di j
i = 1,2,3,4

∂

∂ t

[
4

∑
i=1

ci

(
3
2

kBT +
q∗i (T )
qi(T )

)]
+∇x·

[
4

∑
i=1

(
5
2

kBT +
q∗i (T )
qi(T )

)
Ji

]
=−EA,

where the production term A is given by

A =

[(
m3m4

m1m2

)3/2 c1c2

q1(T (t,x))q2(T (t,x))
exp
(
− E

kBT (t,x)

)

− c3c4

q3(T (t,x))q4(T (t,x))

]
4√

π(m3m4)2 Γ

(
γ +2

2

)(
2kBT
µ34

)(γ−1)/2

×
∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫
S2

exp
(
− I+I4

kBT

)
Φ

react(I, I4,R,r)

×breact(cosθ) cosθ (1−R)dσdrdRdI4dI,

and the diffusion coefficients Di j are

1
Di j

=
4

3
√

π
µ
(3−γ)/2
i j (2kBT (t,x))(γ−1)/2 1

qi(T (t,x))q j(T (t,x))

×Γ

(
γ +4

2

)∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫
S2

exp
(
−

I+I j

kBT (t,x)

)
Φi j(I, I j,R,r)

×cosθ(1−R)bi j(cosθ)dσdrdRdI jdI .

In the previous formulas, Γ denotes the complete Gamma function and the quanti-
ties qi are given by (24), whereas

q∗i (T (t,x)) =
∫ +∞

0
Iϕi(I) exp

(
− I

kBT (t,x)

)
dI.

The structure of these equations takes into account the effects of the chemical
reactions and their consequences with respect to the evolution of the temperature of
the mixtures. We underline that they are compatible with the energy law of poly-
atomic gases and the law of mass action. Indeed, at the equilibrium, it is possible to
deduce the law of mass action
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c1c2

c3c4
=

(
m1m2

m3m4

)3/2 q1(T (t,x))q2(T (t,x))
q3(T (t,x))q4(T (t,x))

exp
(

E
kBT (t,x)

)
,

which depends on the choice of the functional forms of the weights ϕi. The choice
of these weights can be adapted to the physical situation of the mixture.

7 Some related research directions

Some other articles consider problems with a strong relationship with the subject of
this note.

Bondesan, Boudin and Grec [6] derive a numerical method for the Euler equa-
tions describing a mixture, stable with respect to the relaxation parameter, whose
limit is the Maxwell-Stefan system.

Briant and Grec have studied in [15] the asymptotics of the Boltzmann system
(5)-(6) in a framework different from the one studied in [8]. They suppose that, at
the leading order, the species velocities are identical and obtain a cross-diffusion
system of Fick type, not equivalent to the Maxwell-Stefan systems because the two
matrices linking fluxes and concentrations are not invertible.

A relationship between the Fick diffusion and Maxwell-Stefan diffusion has been
investigated by Salvarani and Soares in [27]. They rigorously prove the relaxation
of the Maxwell-Stefan system, together with the equimolar closure relationship (2),
towards a system of uncoupled linear diffusion equations of Fickian type.
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