arXiv:2311.14059v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 23 Nov 2023

Fluctuations, correlations, and Casimir-like forces in the homogeneous cooling state of a granular gas

Jesús David Jiménez Oliva,^1 Pablo Rodriguez-Lopez,^2 and Nagi Khalil^2 1)Universidad Complutense Madrid, 28040 Madrid, Spain 2)Área de Electromagnetismo & GISC, Universidad Rey Juan Carlos, 28933 Móstoles, Spain

(*Electronic mail: nagi.khalil@urjc.es)

(Dated: 27 November 2023)

The fluctuating hydrodynamics by Brey et. al. is analytically solved to get the long-time limit of the fluctuations of the number density, velocity field, and energy density around the homogeneous cooling state of a granular gas, under physical conditions where it keeps stable. Explicit expressions are given for the non-white contributions in the elastic limit. For small dissipation, the latter is shown to be much smaller than the inelastic contributions, in general. The fluctuation-induced Casimir-like forces on the walls of the system are calculated assuming a fluctuating pressure tensor resulting from perturbing its Navier-Stokes expression. This way, the Casimir-like forces emerges as the correlation between the longitudinal velocity and the energy density. Interestingly, the fluctuation-induced forces push/pull the system towards the square or rectangular geometry when they vanish, in good agreement with the eventdriven numerical simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Casimir effect is the appearance of quantum-thermal fluctuation-induced interactions of the electromagnetic field between objects. Casimir showed in his seminar works^{1,2} that quantum fluctuations of the electromagnetic field, even at zero temperature, make two parallel plates in vacuum to attract each other. In this case, boundary conditions at the plates restrict the fluctuation modes, giving rise to an energy density in between the plates different form that outside and, importantly, dependent on the distance between the plates, which ultimately induces the attraction. The Casimir effect has been studied in different configurations, taking into account the properties of the involded materials^3 and the particular geometry of the experiment^{4–6}. See^{7,8} for recent reviews.

However, the Casimir effect is not a purely electromagnetic interaction, but an emergent interaction of the electromagnetic field due to its fluctuations^9. Moreover, Casimir-like forces or fluctuation-induced forces can appear between objects immersed in any kind of field under fluctuations. For this reason, the Casimir effect can be understood as an universal interaction.

Fluctuation-induced interactions have been studied in many different physical systems^{7,10,11} showing that two main ingredients can be identified for Casimir-like forces to arise: large enough fluctuations and a confining geometry^{12}. When we come to thermal, classical systems, the former condition typically requires being close to a critical point^{13}. This is the case of Casimir-like forces measured within a critical binary mixture^{14–17}, in wetting films^{18,19}, Ising systems^{20}, and Brownian motion of colloids^{21}, just to mention a few examples. Moreover, there is a growing interest in the study of Casimir-like forces in out-of-equilibrium systems, given that many of them show non-negligible fluctuations even from critical points^{22}. Examples include Soret-Casimir effect for system driven by a thermal gradient^{23–25}, liquid mixtures^{26–28}, reaction-diffusion systems^{29}, and active matter^{30}, among many others.

Of particular relevance for our study is the granular Casimir effect postulated by Brito et. al. in^{31,32} and further generalized to non-equilibrium systems^{9,33,34}. Brito and co-workers measured and calculated the Casimir-like force between two large intruders in a thermostated granular gas. Interestingly, according to their theory, the force between intruders originates form an unbalance renormalized pressure, due to density fluctuations and density-temperature correlations. Moreover, the existence of fluctuation-induced forces is not the approach to a critical point but an intrinsic property of the granular dynamics.

In this article, we study Casimir-like forces in the homogeneous cooling state (HCS) of a granular gas^{35–37}. This state can be reached by a granular gas in a system with periodic boundary conditions, and is macroscopically characterized by being spatially homogeneous, with zero velocity field, and decreasing in time energy. The HCS is known to be fundamental to understand the macroscopic dynamics of a granular gases, by playing the role of a reference state around which the hydrodynamic description can be constructed^{38–40}, for instance. Hence, advancing in the study of the fluctuation properties of the HCS seems natural. In particular, we consider a hypercube system and compute the fluctuation-induced forces acting on the "virtual" walls under physical conditions where the HCS keeps stable. This provides us with information about the role of fluctuations in the stability of the HCS.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II is devoted to the definitions and to introduce the fluctuating hydrodynamic description of the system in terms of the fluctuations of the number density, the velocity field, and the energy density. The values of most coefficients can be found in Appendix A. We use the theory by Brey et. al.^{41,42}, systematically derived from the fluctuating Boltzmann equation for smooth inelastic hard spheres or disks. It has two main differences if compared to previous theories^{43–45}: it includes the contribution of the density gradient to the heat flux, which has been shown to be relevant under some physical conditions^{46–48}, and it also accounts for the non-white properties of the fluctuation terms as well as the breakdown of fluctuation-dissipation relations^{49}.

The fluctuating hydrodynamics is analytically solved in Sec. III to obtain the long-time limit of the fluctuations and correlations of the fluctuations of the hydrodynamic fields in the Fourier space. Explicit expressions are given for the elastic case with small wave vector, providing the first order contribution of the non-white properties of the sources, as well as the leading inelastic contributions for small dissipation and small wave vector. The long-time limit is considered because only in this case the amplitudes of the the fluctuations of the sources have an explicit known dependence on time, which in turn is sufficient for the subsequent computation of the Casimir-like forces. Further calculation details are given in Appendix B.

The results of Sec. III are used to derive an expression for the fluctuation-induced force on the "virtual" walls of the system in Sec. IV. We first propose an expression for the pressure tensor up to second order in the fluctuations and then derive the Casimir-like force using a microscopic cutoff, given by the particles diameter. Explicit expression of the force is given for the rectangular (2D) system, under some approximations as done in Appendix C. It is shown that the fluctuating contribution to the force on both the horizontal and vertical walls vanishes for a square system, being different from zero in other cases. The results are compared against event-driven molecular dynamics simulations. Details of the numerical simulations can be found in Appendix D. We finish with a discussion and some conclusions in Sec. V.

II. FLUCTUATING HYDRODYNAMICS

The granular gas is modeled as N smooth hard spheres (d = 3) or disks (d = 2) in a rectangular container with volume V = L_1 ···L_d and periodic boundary conditions. All particles have the same mass m and diameter σ, moving freely between inelastic collisions characterized by a constant coefficient of normal restitution α ∈ [0,1]. The case α = 1 corresponds to the elastic limit.

A. Homogeneous cooling state

It is well known that under periodic boundary conditions, when the system is small enough, a granular gas can reach the so-called homogeneous cooling state (HCS). From a macroscopic point of view, the HCS is characterized by a spatially homogeneous number density n_H =^N_V , zero mean velocity, and a decreasing-in-time granular temperature T_H (t). The latter is related with the total energy density^d_2 n_H T_H and obeys the Haff’s law^{50,51}:

∂_sT_H = −ζ_0T_H . (1)

The time scale s is proportional to the number of accumulated collisions, defined as

ds = v_0 λ dt, (2) where

v_0 = √ 2T_H m (3) and λ = 1 n_H σ^{d−1} (4) are proportional to the thermal velocity and the mean free path, respectively. The dimensionless cooling rate ζ_0 is a function of α, whose approximate expression is given in Appendix A, and takes into account the dissipation of energy due the inelastic collisions. Hence, it vanishes in the elastic limit α → 1.

B. Fluctuations around the HCS

As in the elastic case^{52}, the hydrodynamics quantities fluctuate around their values in the HCS. In^{41,42} closed fluctuating Navier-Stokes equations were derived for the fluctuations of the number density δ n, momentum density (proportional to the velocity field) δ G, and the energy density δ E. These quantities depend on position r and time s.

Before providing the fluctuating equations, it is convenient to introduce dimensionless hydrodynamics quantities as

δ ρ(ℓ,s) = δ n(ℓ,s)

n_H

, (5)

δ ω(ℓ,s) = δ G(ℓ,s) mn_H v_0(s)

, (6)

δ ε(ℓ,s) = δ E(ℓ,s) d 2 n_H T_H (s)

, (7)

where ℓ is a dimensionless vector measuring positions in unit of the local mean free path ℓ = r λ . (8)

The corresponding Fourier quantities, denoted by δ ρ(k,s), δ ω(k,s), and δ ε(k,s) are given by

δ ρ(ℓ,s) = 1 V ∑_k^{δ ρ(k,s)eik·ℓ, (9)}

and similarly for the other two fluctuation fields. We have introduced the dimensionless volume

V = L_1 ... L_d, (10)

with

L_i =

L_i λ = n_H σ^{d−1}L_i, i = 1,... ,d, (11)

the dimensionless lengths. Since we are assuming a finite system with periodic boundary conditions, the wave vectors of the Fourier sum are restricted such as

k_i = 2π L_i n_i, n_i ∈ Z, i = 1,... ,d, (12)

Finally, the fluctuations are real magnitudes, hence

[δ ρ(k,s)]^∗ = δ ρ(−k,s), (13)

and similarly for the velocity and energy fluctuations.

C. Fluctuating Navier-Stokes equations

From the results in^{42}, the Langevin Navier-Stokes equations for the fluctuations of the hydrodynamic quantities in the Fourier space read

∂_sδ ρ + ik · δ ω = 0, (14)

∂_sδ ω + ( ηk^2 − ζ_0 2 ) δ ω + η d − 2 d kk · δ ω + i k 2 δ ε = W , (15)

∂_sδ ε + [ ζ_0 2 − 2 d k^2(κ − μ) ] δ ρ + i d + 2 d k · δ ω + ( ζ_0 2 + 2 d k^2κ ) δ ε = E , (16)

where we have removed the dependence of the quantities on k and s to easy the notation. The new quantities are the dimensionless transport coefficients, namely the viscosity η, the thermal conductivity κ, and the diffusive heat conductivity μ. They are time dependent quantities whose asymptotic values for large times are given in the Appendix A. Moreover, the two magnitudes on the right-hand side of the second and third equations are uncorrelated noise sources whose statistical properties read

⟨W ⟩ = 0, (17) ⟨ W_i(k,s)W_j(k^′,s^′) ⟩ ≃ d 2(d − 1) c_wδ_{k,−k}′ × ( δ_{i j} + d − 2 d k_ik_j k^2 ) e^{λ4|s−s′|}, (18)

⟨E ⟩ = 0, (19) ⟨ E (k,s)E (k^′,s^′) ⟩ ≃ [ c^{(1)}_ε δ (s − s^′)

+c^{(2)}_ε k^2e^{λ5|s−s′|} ] δ_{k,−k}′ , (20) where the approximate relations hold for s ≫ 1, s^′ ≫ 1 and the new coefficients c_w, c^{(1)}_ε , and c^{(2)}_ε are explicitly given in Appendix A. The exponents λ_4 and λ_5 can be written as a function of the transport coefficients:

λ_4 ≃ − 1 2η + ζ_0 2 , (21)

λ_5 ≃ −

3(d + 2) − 2κζ_0 4(3κ − 2μ)

. (22)

Note that, on the one hand, the fluctuating Navier-Stokes equations (14)–(16) are restricted to small gradients, i.e. small values of k, as well as to small hydrodynamic fluctuations.

Moreover, noise terms are no longer white but include a finite (exponential) correlation time. On the other hand, they include the elastic case for α = 1. However, the Landau theory^{52} for the molecular fluids is recovered not only by taking α = 1, but also by assuming that the noise terms are deltacorrelated, which is true provided time correlations among the noise terms decay faster than the typical hydrodynamic time scales, namely

e^{λ4s} → 2 |λ_4| δ (s), (23)

e^{λ5s} → 2 |λ_5| δ (s). (24)

This is equivalent to assuming that |λ_4|s ≫ 1, |λ_4|s ≫ 1 for s in the hydrodynamic time scale.

III. SPATIAL CORRELATIONS

In this section we solve the fluctuating Navier-Stokes equations to get the steady-state spatial correlations of the fluctuating hydrodynamic quantities. In doing so, we first consider the general solution to the set (14)–(16). Then we use it to get the structure factors.

A. General solution

In order to solve the fluctuating Navier-Stokes equations, it is useful to decompose the fluctuation of the velocity into its component along k and normal to it:

δ ϕ = −i k k · δ ω, (25)

δ φ = −iδ ω − δ ϕ k k , (26)

where the imaginary unit i has been introduced to make the coefficients of the resulting equations real.

By means of the new quantities, the equation for δ φ decouples form the rest:

∂_sδ φ + ( ηk^2 − ζ_0 2 ) δ φ = W_⊥, (27)

where W_⊥ = −iW −W_‖ k k , (28) and W_‖ = −iW · k k . (29)

As for the reminder fluctuating quantities, we have a closed set of equations:

∂_sδ ρ − kδ ϕ = 0, (30)

∂_sδ ϕ + [ 2(d − 1) d ηk^2 − ζ_0 2 ] δ ϕ + k 2 δ ε = W_‖, (31)

∂_sδ ε + [ ζ_0 2 − 2 d (κ − μ)k^2 ] δ ρ − d + 2 d kδ ϕ + ( ζ_0 2 + 2 d κk^2 ) δ ε = E . (32)

The Langevin equation (27) for the perpendicular component of the fluctuations of the velocity is decoupled from the rest and can be directly solved:

δ φ(s,k) = ∫ s 0 ds_1 e^− ( ηk^2−^{ζ0}_2 ) (s−s_1)W

⊥(s_1,k), (33)

where we have assumed that δ φ(0) = 0. It is readily seen that δ φ diverges as time rises for wave vectors k such as ηk^2 −

ζ_0

2 < 0. Hence, in order for the linear regime described by system (27), (30)–(32) to hold for large times s ≫ 1, we have to restrict ourselves to wave vectors larger than k_m:

k_m = √ ζ_0 2η . (34)

This restriction is related to the linear stability of the HCS, extensively discussed in the literature^{38,53}. Note that the wavevector limitation is irrelevant in the elastic limit, since ζ_0 → 0 for α → 1, while η keeps positive.

Proceeding analogously, the general solution to (30)–(32) can be written as

δ u(s,k) = ∫ s 0 ds_1 e^{(s−s1)A}b(s_1,k), (35)

where we have introduced the following matrix notation

u = (δ ρ,δ ϕ,δ ε)^t , (36) A = 0 k 0 0 −ν −^k_2 β^{d+2}_d k −γ , (37) b = (0,W_‖,E )^t . (38) and ν = 2(d − 1) d ηk^2 − ζ_0 2 , (39) β = 2 d (κ − μ)k^2 − ζ_0 2 , (40) γ = 2 d κk^2 + ζ_0 2 . (41)

The previous coefficients depend on α and k.

It can be seen that the eigenvalues of A have all negative real parts for a wide range of values of α (including α = 1) provided k > k_m. Hence, under the latter conditions, Eq. (35) provides the time dependence of the fluctuations for all times.

B. Structure factor

From the previous results we directly obtain that δ φ is uncorrelated from the other fluctuating magnitudes. Using ⟨·⟩ to denote average over the noise around the HCS, we directly obtain that ⟨ δ φ(s,k)δ u(s^′,k^′) ⟩ = 0, (42)

since the noise terms W_⊥, W_‖, and E are uncorrelated. On the other hand, after some calculations we obtain the two-time correlation function for δ φ ⟨ δ φ_i(s,k)δ φ_j(s^′,k^′) ⟩ = V^2η 2N ( ηk^2 −^{ζ0}_2 )k^2δ_{k,−k}

×δ_{i j}e^− ( ηk^2−^{ζ0}_2 ) |s−s^′|, (43)

which holds for s,s^′ ≫ 1. We refer to^{41,49} for a deeper analysis of the correlations of the transverse velocity.

Focusing on the correlations among the other fields, the components of δ u, it is also readily seen that only components with opposite wave vectors can be correlated. Again, this is a direct consequence of the statistical properties of the nose terms given in Eqs. (18) and (20). Hence, in order to account for the relevant correlations taking place at the same time, we consider the following structure-factor vector:

S = (⟨δ ρδ ρ^∗⟩ ,⟨δ ρδ ϕ^∗⟩,⟨δ ρδ ε^∗⟩, ⟨δ ϕδ ϕ^∗⟩,⟨δ ϕδ ε^∗⟩,⟨δ εδ ε^∗⟩)^t , (44)

where all quantities are functions of the time s and the wave vector k. In Appendix B we show that the steady-state value of S is given by

S = M^{−1}Q, (45)

where

M = 0 2k 0 0 0 0 0 −ν −^k_2 k 0 0 β^{d+2}_d k −γ 0 k 0 0 0 0 −2ν −k 0 0 β 0^{d+2}_d k −ν − γ −^k_2 0 0 2β 0^{2(d+2)}_d k −2γ

(46)

and

Q =

0 c_w(γ−λ_4) |λ_4I+A| k

−^{c(2)ε}_{2|λ5I+A|} k^2 −^{2cwλ4(γ−λ4)}

|λ_4I+A| c_w(β −^{d+2}_d λ_4)

|λ_4I+A| k + c^{(2)}_ε λ_5 2|λ_5I+A| k

−c^{(1)}_ε −^{2c(2)ε λ5(ν−λ5)}

|λ_5I+A|

→

0 0 0 −^{2cw}_{|λ4|} 0 −c^{(1)}_ε −^{2c(2)ε}_{|λ5|}

.(47)

The limiting expression for Q holds for |λ_4| and |λ_5| much larger than the entries of A.

C. Correlations and fluctuations for k = 0

For k = 0 the matrix M is singular, and we have to solve Eq. (B14) directly, without inverting M. It is not difficult to see that all correlations and fluctuations vanishes for k = 0 but the energy fluctuations

⟨δ εδ ε^∗⟩_{k=0} =

4V^2 N a_{33}(α). (48)

This expression provide the global energy fluctuation around the HCS, as already reported and fully studied in^{54,55}. For α = 1, it is a_{33} = 0 and no global energy fluctuations exist, as expected.

D. Correlations for the elastic case

For α = 1 the solution given by Eq. (45) provides the correlations and fluctuations in the elastic case. It is readily seen that

⟨δ ρδ ϕ^∗⟩ = 0. (49)

Keeping up to order k^3, the other quantities read: N V^2

⟨δ ρδ ρ^∗⟩ ≃ 1 − 2 [ (d − 1)(d + 2)^3η^3 + 8κ^3 ] (d + 2)^2 [(d − 1)(d + 2)η + 2κ] k^2,(50) N V^2

⟨δ ρδ ε^∗⟩ ≃ 1 − 2 [ (d − 1)(d + 2)^3η^3 + 8κ^3 ] d(d + 2)[(d − 1)(d + 2)η + 2κ] k^2,(51) N V^2

⟨δ ϕδ ϕ^∗⟩ ≃ 1 2 − (d − 1)(d + 2) [ 3d(d + 2)η^3 + 4η^2κ ] + 8κ^3 d(d + 2)[(d − 1)(d + 2)η + 2κ] k^2, (52) N V^2

⟨δ ϕδ ε^∗⟩ ≃

8(d − 1)ηκ [ −(d + 2)^2η^2 + 4κ^2 ] d^2(d + 2)[(d − 1)(d + 2)η + 2κ] k^3, (53) N V^2

⟨δ εδ ε^∗⟩ ≃ d + 2 d (54) − 2 { (d − 1)(d + 2) [ (d + 2)^3η^3 + 8ηκ^2 ] + 8(d + 4)κ^3 } d^2(d + 2)[(d − 1)(d + 2)η + 2κ] k^2,

where the transport coefficients η and κ take their elastic values.

It is important to note that, in the elastic limit, the dependence of the fluctuations and correlations on k disappear when noise is suppose to be white. This way, Eqs. (49)–(54) provide the first k-corrections to the classical results^{52} when exponential decay of the noise correlations are taking into account. Moreover, the corrections also disappear in the limit η, κ ≪ 1 which is related to the conditions |λ_4|, |λ_5| ≫ 1, as it is evident from Eqs. (21) and (22).

E. Correlations and fluctuations for k > 0 and α < 1

In the general case, i.e. k > 0, and α < 1, the exact expressions for the correlations are given by Eq. (45). Particularly, the density and the longitudinal velocity are also found to be uncorrelated:

⟨δ ρδ ϕ^∗⟩ = 0. (55)

For the other magnitudes, we can not take the limit of small k directly. Since we are assuming that the HCS is stable, i.e. that k^2 > ζ_0/(2η), we take k^2 ∼ ζ_0 ∼ μ small and of the same order, while the other transport coefficients are taken of zeroth order in k. This way, we can show the explicit contribution of the dissipation, at least in its weak limit, as N V^2

⟨δ ρδ ρ^∗⟩ ≃ 1 + d 4 ζ_0 ( κk^2 −^d_4 ζ_0 ) ×

× 2(d−1)η−(d−2)κ (d−1)(d+2)η+2κ k

2 + k^2_0 k^2 + k^2_0

, (56) N V^2

⟨δ ρδ ε^∗⟩ ≃ 1 − k^2_0 k^2 + k^2_0

, (57) N V^2

⟨δ ϕδ ϕ^∗⟩ ≃ 1 2 ( 1 − k^2_0 k^2 + k^2_0 ) , (58) N V^2

⟨δ ϕδ ε^∗⟩ ≃

4[(d^2−1)η+κ] d^2 k 2 0 k^2 + k^2_0 k, (59) N V^2

⟨δ εδ ε^∗⟩ ≃ d + 2 d ( 1 − k^2_0 k^2 + k^2_0 ) , (60)

where

k^2_0 = d^2ζ_0 4[(d − 1)(d + 2)η + 2κ]

, (61)

and η and κ evaluated at α = 1.

It is worth noting that the previous results coincide with that obtained using the approximation of white noise. Moreover, if we set ζ_0 = 0 then k_0 = 0 and we recover the leading orders of the elastic case, Eqs. (49)–(54) with k = 0. Nevertheless, the inelastic contribution is relevant, in general, even in the case of the energy-velocity correlations in Eq. (59) which, despite showing a small dependence on k, is in the origin of the Casimir-like forces, as we show in the next section.

IV. CASIMIR-LIKE FORCES

The results of the previous sections are used to compute the Casimir-like forces on the “virtual” walls of the system. In doing so, we first postulate an expression for the pressure tensor up to second order in the fluctuations. Our final goal is to provide an explicit expression for the fluctuation-induced forces for the two-dimension geometry which we compare against event-driven molecular dynamic simulations.

A. Second order pressure tensor

We assume that the contributions of the fluctuations to the pressure tensor P_{i j} around the HCS can be obtained by perturbing its Navier-Stokes expression^{56} as^{57}

P̃_{i j} ≡ P^{i j}

n_H T_H

≃ (1 + δ ε)δ_{i j} − 2η √ 1 + δ ε 1 + δ ρ ( ∂_{ℓi} δ ω_j 1 + δ ρ

+∂_{ℓ j} δ ω_i 1 + δ ρ − 2 d ∂_ℓ · δ ω 1 + δ ρ δ_{i j} ) . (62)

The zeroth order in the fluctuations reads n_H T_H δ_{i j} which is the nonfluctuating hydrodynamic pressure. The first-order has zero mean and does not contribute to the Casimir force. Hence, we retain the second order:

P̃^{(c)}_{i j} ≃ 2η [ ∂_{ℓi} (δ ω_jδ ρ) + ∂_{ℓ j} (δ ω_iδ ρ) − 2 d ∂_ℓ · (δ ωδ ρ)δ_{i j} ]

−η(δ ε − δ ρ) ( ∂_{ℓi} δ ω_j + ∂_{ℓ j} δ ω_i − 2 d ∂_ℓ · δ ωδ_{i j} ) .(63)

The actual dimensionless second-order pressure tensor P^{(c)}_{i j} should have an additional noisy term, not directly related with the fluctuating quantities. However, we expect it to have zero mean, as happens with the first-order contribution^{42}.

Using the fact that δ ρ and δ ω are uncorrelated, see previous section, we have ⟨ P̃^{(c)}_{i j} ⟩ ≃ −η ⟨ δ ε ( ∂_{ℓi} δ ω_j + ∂_{ℓ j} δ ω_i − 2 d ∂_ℓ · δ ωδ_{i j} )⟩ . (64) After some algebra, this expression can be written using the Fourier quantities as ⟨ P̃^{(c)}_{i j} ⟩ ≃ 2η V^2 ∑ ′ k ( k_ik_j k^2 − δ_{i j} d ) k ⟨δ ϕδ ε^∗⟩_k , (65)

where we have used that ⟨δ φδ ε^∗⟩ = 0. The prime of the sum stands for its truncation. Here we assume that this is due to the approach to the microscopic scale, namely when (approximately) k >^{2πλ}_σ , with σ the grain diameter.

Since the sum in (65) includes, for any k, the vector −k as well, then ⟨ P̃^{(c)}_{i j} ⟩ = 0, for i ≠ j. (66)

Moreover, it is readily seen that d ∑_{i=1}^{⟨P̃(c)}ii^{⟩ = 0. (67)}

The Casimir-like force F^{(c)}_i on a given wall normal to the i-direction comes from the contribution of the fluctuation to the pressure tensor:

F^{(c)}_i = n_H T_H ⟨ P̃^{(c)}_{ii} ⟩ S_i, (68)

where S_i = V /L_i is the area (d = 3) or length (d = 2) of the wall. We shall used the dimensionless Casimir-like force per unit area, which can be written as

f^{(c)}_i =

F^{(c)}_i n_H T_H S_i ≃ 2η dV^2 ∑ ′ k dk^2_i − k^2 k ⟨δ ϕδ ε^∗⟩_k . (69)

By symmetry consideration, when all sides of the system have the same length L_1 = ··· = L_d we have

∑^′_k^{k2x}_k^{⟨δ ϕδ ε∗⟩}k^= ∑^′_k^{k2y}_k^{⟨δ ϕδ ε∗⟩}k = ··· = ∑^′ k k d ⟨δ ϕδ ε^∗⟩_k . (70)

Hence, our Casimir-like force is zero for a d-dimension cube.

B. Casimir forces for a rectangular system (d = 2)

For a d = 2 system, using Eq. (65), the approximate result of Eq. (59), and some other approximations, the dimensionless Casimir force per unit length on the vertical walls can be written as

f^{(c)}_1 ≃ −

(3η + κ)ηζ_0 16(2η + κ)

L_1 + L_2 L_1L_2

L^2_1 − L^2_2 L^2_1 + L^2_2 = − 1 n_H σ

(3η + κ)ηζ_0 16(2η + κ)

L_1 + L_2 L_1L_2

L^2_1 − L^2 L^2_1 + L^2

, (71)

and for the horizontal walls f^{(c)}_2 = − f^{(c)}_1 . The details of the computation are in Appendix C.

The force f^{(c)}_1 is clearly negative for L_1 > L_2, positive for L_1 < L_2, and zero only for L_1 = L_2. This means that fluctuations try to push the system towards the square configuration.

The theoretical prediction of Eq. (71) is compared against event-driven molecular dynamic simulations in Fig. 1. See further details of the simulations in Appendix D. The main theoretical prediction are corroborated and a qualitatively good agreement is found.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have studied the long-time limit of the fluctuations and correlations of the density, velocity, and energy around the homogeneous cooling state (HCS), under condition where the HCS is stable. The calculation have been carried out using the fluctuating theory by Brey et. al.^{41,42}, which considers any dimensionality and non-white properties of the noise terms, and is expected to be valid for a dilute gas beyond the limit of small dissipation (α ∼ 1). Our results provide a non-white correction to the classical results in the elastic case [Eqs. (49)–(54)] as well as explicit expressions for small dissipation [Eqs. (55)–(60)]. Moreover, we have found that nonwhite contributions can be neglected for small dissipation and small wave vector, provided the HCS keeps stable.

The dissipation introduces new dependence of the fluctuations and correlations on the wave vector, which vanishes smoothly as we approach the elastic limit. For small dissipation, the main dependence on k of most correlations comes from the function k^2_0/(k^2 + k^2_0) where k^2_0 is proportional to the cooling rate (dissipation) as given by Eq. (61). Similar dependence has also been found in driven systems^{32,45}. However we

FIG. 1. Dimensionless Casimir force per unit length on the vertical wall f^{(c)}_1 as a function of the horizontal length of the system for a fixed density n_H σ^2 = 0.025 and the same coefficient of normal restitution α = 0.85. Symbols stands for simulations results and lines for theoretical results of Eq. (71). Two values of the height of the system are considered: n_H σL_2 = 1 (purple asterisks) and n_H σL_2 = 2 (black crosses).

stress that in our case the previous function is no longer divergent for small k because, on the one hand, we can no longer neglect k_0 as it is given by the degree of dissipation and, on the other hand, the stability condition k > k_m ≃ k_0, with k_m given by Eq. (34), ensures a minimal value of k which, again, depends on α. This is one more manifestation of the difference between driven and non-driven granular gases, which now relays on the stability of the state around which fluctuations are studied.

The long-time limit of the fluctuations and correlations has been used to compute the fluctuation-induced or Casimir-like force on the walls of the system, by first assuming a form of the pressure tensor up to second order in the fluctuations of the hydrodynamic fields, resulting from perturbing its Naiver- Stokes form. This way, the only contribution to the force comes from the correlations between the longitudinal velocity and the energy, as opposite to what has been proposed in the driven case^{31,32,58} where density-density and densitytemperature correlations are the relevant ones. The latter emerges as the perturbation of the hydrostatic pressure (equation of state) as a function of the density and temperature. In our case, a contribution of this kind would produce a systematic deviation of the Casimir-like force, which has not been observed in simulations. The selection of the temperature instead of the energy in the fluctuating hydrodynamic description seems to play an important role at this point. Further investigation of this aspect has to be carried out in order to clarify the relevance of the two complementary mechanisms, that could be done even using recent experimental setups^{59,60}.

Our theory predicts a zero Casimir-like force for a cube or square system. Moreover, for the two-dimension case, the force on a vertical wall, for instance, is a decreasing function of the horizontal length of the system, being zero only when the length equals the height, which is confirmed with event-driven simulations, even beyond the limit of small dissipation. Hence, the fluctuations have the important effect of stabilizing the square configuration. A similar effect is also expected for the three-dimension case.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This research was supported by Community of Madrid and Rey Juan Carlos University through Young Researchers program in R&D (Grant No. CCASSE M2737). P. R.-L. acknowledges support from Ministerio de Ciencia e Innovación (Spain), through project NAUTILUS, grant No. PID2020- 112936GB-I0 and from AYUDA PUENTE 2022, URJC.

Appendix A: Transport coefficients

Here we provide explicit expression of the transport coefficients used along the work. All are dimensionless quantities that depend on the dimensionality d and the coefficient of normal restitution α.

The cooling rate is

ζ_0 ≃ √ 2π^{d−1}2 (1 − α^2) dΓ (_d 2 ) ( 1 + 3 16 a_2 ) (A1)

where a_2 is related with the kurtosis of the distribution function of the HCS:

a_2 ≃

16(1 − α)(1 − 2α^2) 9 + 24d + (8d − 41)α + 30α^2(1 − α)

. (A2)

The long-time limit of the viscosity is η = ( 8|I| 1 + a_2

− ζ_0 )_{−1} , (A3)

with

I = −

(2d + 3 − 3α)(1 + α)π^{d−1}2 2 √ 2d(d + 2)Γ

(_d 2 ) ( 1 + 23 16 a_2 ) . (A4)

The long-time limit of the thermal conductivity κ and the diffusive heat conductivity read κ = (d + 2)(1 + 2a_2) 2(2|λ_5| − ζ_0)

, (A5)

μ = 2κ −

(d + 2)(2 + a_2)

4|λ_5|

, (A6)

where

λ_5 =

4J + (d + 2)ζ_0 (d + 2)a_2 + 3ζ_0 2 , (A7)

J = − π^{d−1}2 (1 + α) 32 √ 2dΓ (_d 2 ) {16(d + 2)(1 − α)

+ [70 + 47d − 3(34 + 5d)αa_2]}. (A8)

Other quantities related with the correlations of the noise sources are

λ_4 = ζ_0 + 4I 1 + a_2

, (A9)

a_{33} = d + 1 2d + d + 2 4d a_2 + [ 1 + d − 6d^2

−(10 − 15d + 2d^2)α − 2(2 + 7d)α^2 +2(10 − d)α^3 ] [6d(2d + 1) − 2d(11 − 2d)α

+12dα^2 − 12dα^3 ]_{−1} . (A10) and c_w =

2(d − 1) d V^2 N 1 + a_2 4 k^2, (A11)

c^{(1)}_ε =

4V^2 N ζ_0a_{33}, (A12)

c^{(2)}_ε =

(d + 2)V^2

d^2N [ 1 + d + 8 2 a_2 + 2dζ_0a_{33}(1 + 2a_2) |λ_5| −^{ζ0}_2 ] k^2, (A13)

Appendix B: Computation of the structure factor

The starting point to compute the correlations among fluctuating fields at the same time and opposite wave vectors, is to define the matrix structure factor as

S(s,k) = ⟨ δ u(s,k)[δ u(s,−k)]^t ⟩ = ⟨ δ u(s,k)[δ u(s,k)]^† ⟩ , (B1)

where last equality holds from Eq. (13). Taking the time derivative of the structure factor and the formal solution in Eq. (35) we arrive at the following equation

∂_sS = AS + SA^t + ⟨ bδ u^† + δ ub^† ⟩ , (B2)

where the matrix A and vector b are given by Eqs. (37) and (38), respectively. The bracket term of the equation can be computed using Eq. (35): ⟨ bδ u^† + δ ub^† ⟩ = ∫ s 0 ds_1 B(s − s_1)e^{(s−s1)At} + ∫ s 0 ds_1e^{(s−s1)A} B(s − s_1), (B3)

where we have introduced the real and symmetric correlation matrix

B(s) = ⟨ b(s,k)b(0,k)^† ⟩ (B4)

whose dependence on k has been omitted for simplicity. Using the correlation properties of the noise terms given by Eqs. (18) and (20), B can be written as

B(s) ≃ c_we^{λ4s}I_2 + [c^{(1)}_ε δ (s) + c^{(2)}_ε e^{λ5s}]I_3 (B5) −→ |λ_4|,|λ_5|≫1 [ 2c_w |λ_4|

I_2 + ( c^{(1)}_ε +

2c^{(2)}_ε |λ_5| ) I_3 ] δ (s), (B6) where c_w, c^{(1)}_ε , and c^{(2)}_ε are given in Eqs. (A11)–(A13) and the new matrices are

I_2 =

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0

; I_3 =

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 . (B7)

The steady-state solution to Eq. (B2) is obtained by setting ∂_sS = 0 and taking s → ∞. By making the change of variable τ = s − s_1, the steady-state structure factor is given by

AS + SA^t + ∫ ∞ 0 dτ [ e^{τA}B(τ) + B(τ)e^{τAt} ] = 0. (B8)

The integral can be carried out by using expression (B5) of B and the well-known results ∫ ∞ 0 dτ δ (τ) f (τ) = 1 2 f (0), (B9) ∫ ∞ 0 dτ e^{τ(λ I+A)} = −(λ I + A)^{−1}, (B10)

valid provided λ I + A has negative spectrum, with I being the identity matrix, and for any regularly enough function f (τ). The final equation for the structure factor S read

AS + SA^t − Q = 0, (B11)

with

Q = c_w [ I_2(λ_4I + A^t)^{−1} + (λ_4I + A)^{−1}I_2 ] − c^{(1)}_ε I_3

+c^{(2)}_ε [ I_3(λ_5I + A^t)^{−1} + (λ_5I + A)^{−1}I_3 ] (B12) −→ |λ_4|,|λ_5|≫1 − 2c_w |λ_4|

I_2 − ( c^{(1)}_ε +

2c^{(2)}_ε |λ_5| ) I_3. (B13)

Thank to the symmetric structure of the matrix equation (B11) for the structure matrix S, it can be written in a more familiar form by using the relevant entries of S to construct the structure vector S given by Eq. (44):

MS = Q, (B14)

where M and Q are given in Eqs. (46) and (47), respectively. When M is not singular, the solution to Eq. (B14) is given by Eq. (45).

Appendix C: Approximate computation of the Casimir forces

Using Eq. (65) with Eq. (71) and the result of Eq. (59), valid for small dissipation and small values of k, the dimensionless Casimir force per unit length for a d = 2 system reads

f^{(c)}_1 ≃

(3η + κ)ηζ_0 2(2η + κ)N ∑ ′ k k^2_1 − k^2 k^2 + k^2_0

, (C1)

where

k^2_0 = ζ_0 2(2η + κ)

, (C2) and the prime indicates a truncation of the sum, as specified bellow. The sum can be written as

∑^′_k^{k21 − k2y}_{k2 + k}2_0^= ∑^′_{n1,n2}^Sn1,n2^{(C3)}

with

S_{n1,n2} =

(_{2π}

L_1 n1

)_2 − (_{2π}

L_y n2

)_2 [( 2π L_1 n1

)_2 + (_{2π}

L_y n2

)_2]

+ k^2_0

. (C4)

Taking into account that n_1 and n_2 take positive and negative values, we have

∑^′_k^{k21 − k2}_{k2 + k}2_0^= ∑^′_{n1,n2}^Sn1,n2^{≃ 1}_2 ∑^′_{n1,n2}^{(S}n1,n2^{+ S}n2,n1^)

= 2 ∑^′_{n1>0,n2>0}^{(S}n1,n2^{+ S}n2,n1^) ≃ 2 ∫ n_M 0 dn_1dn_2 (S_{n1,n2} + S_{n2,n1} ) . (C5)

In the first approximation of the previous equation we assume that the truncation of the sum is as n_1, n_2 < n_M and not over the values of k_1 and k_2, with

n_M ≃

L_1 + L_2 4πn_Hσ^2

. (C6)

The second approximation is an integral approximation of the sum. In order to compute the integral, we introduce further approximations:

S_{n1,n2} + S_{n2,n1} = [( 2π L_1

)_2 − ( 2π L_2

)_2]

× 2 [( 2π L_1

)_2 + (_{2π}

L_2

)_2]

n^2_1n^2 + k^2_0(n^2_1 + n^2) [(_{2πn} 1 L_1

)_2 + (_{2πn2}

L_2

)_2

+ k^2_0 ][(_{2πn} 2 L_1

)_2 + (_{2πn1}

L_2

)_2

+ k^2_0 ]

≃ 2 L^2_2 − L^2_1 L^2_1 + L^2_2

4n^2_1n^2 +^{2k20}

(_{2π} L1 )_2 + (_{2π} L2 )_2 (n21 + n2) [ n^2_1 + n^2 +^{2k20}

(_{2π} L1 )_2 + (_{2π} L2 )_2

]_2 , (C7)

which is valid provided L^2_1 ≃ L^2_2 ≃ L_1L_2. Finally, assum-

ing that^{2k20}

(_{2π} L1 )_2 + (_{2π} L2 )_2 ∼ 1 and nm ≫ 1 and taking into account

that

N = n_H L_1L_2 = 1 n_H σ^2

L_1L_2, (C8)

we arrive at Eq. (71).

Appendix D: Event-driven numerical simulations

We have run numerical simulation using the event-driven algorithm by Lubachevsky^{61}, adapted to account for the inelastic collisions and the steady-state representation^{62,63}. All simulations started with an initial condition where all particles are homogeneously distributed and have Gaussian velocity distribution. After a transient, of the order of 10^4 collisions per particle, measurements are done along 10^5 collisions per particle. In addition, quantities are obtained after averaging over different times as well as different realizations.

The forces on the “virtual” walls have been measured as the average momentum transfer of particles. Results are shown in the following figure for α = 1 (elastic case) and α = 0.85 and different system sizes. It is observed that in the elastic case there is no dependence on the system size (no Casimir-like force), within the numerical precision. In the inelastic case, the is no dependence on the system size, provided the system remains square L_1 = L_2, while the horizontal force and the vertical one are symmetric with respect to their hydrodynamic values with rectangular geometries. This allowed as to identify the Casimir-like forces f^{(c)}_1 and f^{(c)}_2 , by subtracting the force of square configurations from the total force.

1H. B. Casimir, “On the attraction between two perfectly conducting plates,” in Proc. Kon. Ned. Akad. Wet., Vol. 51 (1948) p. 793.

2H. B. Casimir and D. Polder, “The influence of retardation on the londonvan der waals forces,” Physical Review 73, 360 (1948).

3E. M. Lifshitz, “The theory of molecular attractive forces between solids,” Sov. Phys. JETP 2, 73 (1956).

4T. Emig, N. Graham, R. L. Jaffe, and M. Kardar, “Casimir forces between arbitrary compact objects,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 170403 (2007). 5S. J. Rahi, T. Emig, N. Graham, R. L. Jaffe, and M. Kardar, “Scattering theory approach to electrodynamic casimir forces,” Phys. Rev. D 80, 085021 (2009).

6A. Lambrecht, P. A. M. Neto, and S. Reynaud, “The casimir effect within scattering theory,” New Journal of Physics 8, 243 (2006). 7L. Woods, P. Rodriguez-Lopez, and R. Podgornik, “Materials perspective on casimir and van der waals interactions,” Reviews of Modern Physics 88, 045003 (2016).

8D. Dantchev, “Fluctuation-induced interactions in micro-and nano-systems: Survey of some basic results,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2307.09990 (2023). 9P. Rodriguez-Lopez, R. Brito, and R. Soto, “Dynamical approach to the casimir effect,” Phys. Rev. E 83, 031102 (2011).

10M. Kardar and R. Golestanian, “The “friction” of vacuum, and other fluctuation-induced forces,” Reviews of Modern Physics 71, 1233 (1999).

11A. Gambassi, “The casimir effect: From quantum to critical fluctuations,” in Journal of Physics: Conference Series, Vol. 161 (IOP Publishing, 2009) p. 012037.

12P. Rodriguez-Lopez, R. Brito, and R. Soto, “Dynamical approach to the casimir effect,” Phys. Rev. E 83, 031102 (2011).

13M. Fisher and P. G. de Gennes, “Wall phenomena in a critical binary mixture,” CR Seances Acad. Sci., Ser. B 287, 207–209 (1978).

14M. Krech, “Fluctuation-induced forces in critical fluids,” Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 11, R391 (1999).

15C. Hertlein, L. Helden, A. Gambassi, S. Dietrich, and C. Bechinger, “Direct measurement of critical casimir forces,” Nature 451, 172–175 (2008).

16M. E. Fisher and P.-G. de Gennes, “Phénomènes aux parois dans un mélange binaire critique,” in Simple views on condensed matter (World Scientific, 2003) pp. 237–241.

17A. Gambassi, A. Maciołek, C. Hertlein, U. Nellen, L. Helden, C. Bechinger, and S. Dietrich, “Critical casimir effect in classical binary liquid mixtures,” Physical Review E 80, 061143 (2009).

18A. Squarcini, J. Romero-Enrique, and A. Parry, “Derivation of the casimir

FIG. 2. Numerical simulations results for the total (nonfluctuating and fluctuating) force on the vertical walls for the elastic case α = 1 (top) and α = 0.85 (bottom) with n_H σ^2 = 0.025.

contribution to the binding potential for 3d wetting,” Molecular Physics , e2193654 (2023).

19A. Squarcini, J. M. Romero-Enrique, and A. O. Parry, “Casimir contribution to the interfacial hamiltonian for 3d wetting,” Physical Review Letters 128, 195701 (2022).

20D. Dantchev and S. Dietrich, “Critical casimir effect: Exact results,” Physics Reports 1005, 1–130 (2023).

21A. Maciołek and S. Dietrich, “Collective behavior of colloids due to critical casimir interactions,” Reviews of Modern Physics 90, 045001 (2018).

22R. Golestanian, “Fluctuation-induced forces in and out of equilibrium,” Pramana 64, 1029–1038 (2005).

23A. Najafi and R. Golestanian, “Forces induced by nonequilibrium fluctuations: The soret-casimir effect,” Europhysics Letters 68, 776 (2004).

24T. Kirkpatrick, J. O. De Zárate, and J. Sengers, “Giant casimir effect in fluids in nonequilibrium steady states,” Physical Review Letters 110, 235902 (2013).

25T. Kirkpatrick, J. O. de Zárate, and J. Sengers, “Fluctuation-induced pressures in fluids in thermal nonequilibrium steady states,” Physical Review E 89, 022145 (2014).

26T. Kirkpatrick, J. O. De Zárate, and J. Sengers, “Nonequilibrium casimirlike forces in liquid mixtures,” Physical review letters 115, 035901 (2015).

27T. Kirkpatrick, J. O. de Zárate, and J. Sengers, “Physical origin of nonequilibrium fluctuation-induced forces in fluids,” Physical Review E 93, 012148 (2016).

28T. Kirkpatrick, J. O. de Zárate, and J. V. Sengers, “Nonequilibrium fluctuation-induced casimir pressures in liquid mixtures,” Physical Review E 93, 032117 (2016).

29R. Brito, U. M. B. Marconi, and R. Soto, “Generalized casimir forces in nonequilibrium systems,” Physical Review E 76, 011113 (2007).

30G. Fava, A. Gambassi, and F. Ginelli, “Strong casimir-like forces in flocking active matter,” (2022), arXiv:2211.02644 [cond-mat.soft].

31C. Cattuto, R. Brito, U. M. B. Marconi, F. Nori, and R. Soto, “Fluctuationinduced casimir forces in granular fluids,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 178001 (2006).

32R. Brito, R. Soto, and U. M. B. Marconi, “Casimir forces in granular and other non equilibrium systems,” Granular Matter 10, 29–36 (2007).

33P. Rodriguez-Lopez, R. Brito, and R. Soto, “Stochastic quantization and casimir forces,” EPL (Europhysics Letters) 96, 50008 (2011).

34P. Rodriguez-Lopez, Casimir effect in systems in and out of equilibrium, Ph.D. thesis, UCM, Madrid, Dept. Phys., Madrid U. (2011), arXiv:1207.0924 [quant-ph].

35J. J. Brey, M. Ruiz-Montero, and D. Cubero, “Homogeneous cooling state of a low-density granular flow,” Physical Review E 54, 3664 (1996).

36V. Garzó and J. Dufty, “Homogeneous cooling state for a granular mixture,” Physical Review E 60, 5706 (1999).

37I. Goldhirsch, S. H. Noskowicz, and O. Bar-Lev, “The homogeneous cooling state revisited,” in Granular Gas Dynamics (Springer, 2003) pp. 37–63.

38J. J. Brey, J. W. Dufty, C. S. Kim, and A. Santos, “Hydrodynamics for granular flow at low density,” Physical Review E 58, 4638 (1998).

39N. Khalil, V. Garzó, and A. Santos, “Hydrodynamic burnett equations for inelastic maxwell models of granular gases,” Physical Review E 89, 052201 (2014).

40N. Khalil and V. Garzó, “Unified hydrodynamic description for driven and undriven inelastic maxwell mixtures at low density,” Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 53, 355002 (2020).

41J. J. Brey, P. Maynar, and M. G. De Soria, “Fluctuating hydrodynamics for dilute granular gases,” Physical Review E 79, 051305 (2009).

42J. J. Brey, P. Maynar, and M. G. de Soria, “Fluctuating navier-stokes equations for inelastic hard spheres or disks,” Physical Review E 83, 041303 (2011).

43T. Van Noije, M. Ernst, R. Brito, and J. Orza, “Mesoscopic theory of granular fluids,” Physical review letters 79, 411 (1997).

44T. Van Noije, M. Ernst, and R. Brito, “Spatial correlations in compressible granular flows,” Physical Review E 57, R4891 (1998).

45T. Van Noije, M. Ernst, E. Trizac, and I. Pagonabarraga, “Randomly driven granular fluids: Large-scale structure,” Physical Review E 59, 4326 (1999).

46J. Brey and M. Ruiz-Montero, “Heat flux and upper boundary condition in an open fluidized granular gas,” Europhysics Letters 66, 805 (2004).

47J. J. Brey and M. Ruiz-Montero, “Heat flux in a vibrated granular gas: the diffusive heat conductivity coefficient,” in AIP Conference Proceedings, Vol. 762 (American Institute of Physics, 2005) pp. 809–814.

48N. Khalil, “Heat flux of a granular gas with homogeneous temperature,” Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2016, 103209 (2016).

49J. J. Brey, M. G. de Soria, and P. Maynar, “Breakdown of the fluctuationdissipation relations in granular gases,” Europhysics Letters 84, 24002 (2008).

50P. K. Haff, “Grain flow as a fluid-mechanical phenomenon,” Journal of Fluid Mechanics 134, 401–430 (1983).

51N. Khalil, “Generalized time evolution of the homogeneous cooling state of a granular gas with positive and negative coefficient of normal restitution,” Journal of Statistical Mechanics: Theory and Experiment 2018, 043210 (2018).

52L. Landau and E. Lifshitz, Fluid Mechanics: Landau and Lifshitz: Course of Theoretical Physics, Vol. 6 (Elsevier, 2013) p. 554.

53J. J. Brey, M. Ruiz-Montero, and A. Dominguez, “Shear state of freely evolving granular gases,” Physical Review E 78, 041301 (2008).

54J. J. Brey, M. G. de Soria, P. Maynar, and M. Ruiz-Montero, “Energy fluctuations in the homogeneous cooling state of granular gases,” Physical Review E 70, 011302 (2004).

55J. J. Brey, M. G. de Soria, P. Maynar, and M. Ruiz-Montero, “Scaling and universality of critical fluctuations in granular gases,” Physical review letters 94, 098001 (2005).

56J. J. Brey and D. Cubero, “Hydrodynamic transport coefficients of granular gases,” in Granular Gases (Springer, 2001) pp. 59–78.

57The prefactor 2 of 2η appears because of the way the viscosity is written in its dimensionless form.

58M. R. Shaebani, J. Sarabadani, and D. E. Wolf, “Nonadditivity of fluctuation-induced forces in fluidized granular media,” Physical Review Letters 108, 198001 (2012).

59S. Pitikaris, P. Bartz, P. Yu, S. Cristoforetti, and M. Sperl, “Granular cooling of ellipsoidal particles in microgravity,” npj Microgravity 8, 11 (2022).

60P. Yu, M. Schröter, and M. Sperl, “Velocity distribution of a homogeneously cooling granular gas,” Physical Review Letters 124, 208007 (2020).

61B. D. Lubachevsky, “How to simulate billiards and similar systems,” Journal of Computational Physics 94, 255–283 (1991).

62J. F. Lutsko, “Model for the atomic-scale structure of the homogeneous cooling state of granular fluids,” Physical Review E 63, 061211 (2001).

63J. J. Brey, M. Ruiz-Montero, and F. Moreno, “Steady-state representation of the homogeneous cooling state of a granular gas,” Physical Review E 69, 051303 (2004).

64M. Krüger, G. Bimonte, T. Emig, and M. Kardar, “Trace formulas for nonequilibrium casimir interactions, heat radiation, and heat transfer for arbitrary objects,” Phys. Rev. B 86, 115423 (2012).