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Abstract

In some inertial confinement fusion hohlraum designs, the inside plasma is not sufficiently collisional to be satisfactorily
described by the Euler equations implemented in hydrodynamic simulation codes, particularly in converging regions of the
expanding plasma flow. To better treat that situation, this paper presents an extended hydrodynamics model including
higher moments of the particle velocity distribution function, together with physically justified closure assumptions and
relaxation terms. A preliminary one-dimensional numerical implementation of the model is shown to give satisfactory results
in a test case involving a high-velocity collision of two plasma flows. Paths to extend that model to three dimensions as
needed for an actual hohlraum geometry are briefly discussed.

1 Introduction

In indirectly driven Inertial Confinement Fusion (ICF) [1–3],
a capsule containing the thermonuclear fuel is placed inside a
high-Z material case (“hohlraum”) heated by powerful laser
beams. In addition to generating thermal radiation driv-
ing the capsule, the laser beams create a plasma filling the
hohlraum. In some designs, e.g. the so-called Near Vacuum
Hohlraum (NVH) [4], that plasma is so tenuous and hot that
the mean-free path for Coulomb collisions among the plasma
ions is no more negligible. As a result, the density calculated
by standard hydrodynamics codes in regions where plasma
flows collide at high velocity inside the hohlraum can be in er-
ror, leading to spurious deviations of the heating laser beams,
which in turn can alter the calculated symmetry of the cap-
sule implosion.

This can occur in various places inside the hohlraum, e.g.
where the expanding plasmas from the hohlraum case and the
capsule ablator meet and possibly interpenetrate, or on the
hohlraum axis where the case plasma collides onto itself (see
Fig. 1). Although those plasma collision phenomena are real
and have been actually observed in experiments [5–7], there
is growing concern that they are not properly accounted for
in large hydrodynamics codes.

This erroneous behaviour has been mitigated in numeri-
cal simulations [4, 8] by artificially increasing the laser beam
frequency above the critical density prevailing in the spurious
density ridges arising from plasma collision, thus bringing the
beams back onto their expected propagation path. However,
this trick has other undesirable consequences (e.g., on laser
absorption by the hohlraum case and conversion into thermal
X-rays), and cannot be considered a satisfactory solution of
the problem.

To specifically investigate the effect of increased collisional
mean-free paths in plasma collisions, dedicated experiments
have been designed, aiming at reproducing that interaction
in a more controllable way [9–14]. To specifically study the
interaction of the ablator and hohlraum case materials, an ex-
perimental setup has recently been used [15], which involves
the ablative expansion of a carbon plasma and a gold plasma
facing each other, initially separated by an adjustable amount

of helium gas. It was indeed found that, for parameters com-
parable to those inside an ICF hohlraum, the ablator and
hohlraum plasmas did interpenetrate more or less, depend-
ing on the amount of He gas initially present, instead of only
stagnating against each other as predicted by standard hydro-
dynamics. This behaviour can be qualitatively reproduced
using our multi-fluid numerical code multif [9].

However, multifluid models cannot be used to simulate
the collision of a single plasma onto itself in a convergent ge-
ometry, as is the case near the hohlraum axis (see Fig. 1),
because in such a situation there is no way to split the dis-
tribution function of the plasma ions in two (or more) well-
separated components in velocity space [16]. A method for
taking into account the possibly large deviations of the dis-
tribution from the equilibrium Maxwellian is thus needed,
independently from the treatment of genuinely multifluid sit-
uations. This is also what happens in the fuel gas contained in
strongly kinetic exploding-pusher ICF targets [17, 18], where
two-component, multifluid-like features develop in the course
of the implosion, with sizeable consequences on the implosion
metrics (neutron yield, ion temperature, etc...) [19, 20].

There is thus a need for a capability of numerically sim-
ulating two different kinds of ion-kinetic effects: i) the inter-
penetration of different flows and/or species which obviously
requires a multifluid treatment, and ii) the possibly strong

Fig. 1. Schematic of the plasma collision regions inside an ICF
hohlraum. Collision/interpenetration can occur on the case axis,
between the case and capsule ablator, or in the fuel contained in
the capsule (regions marked in red). The laser beams heating the
hohlraum interior are represented in green.
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deviations from thermodynamic equilibrium of a single
species, which requires to go beyond the standard treatment
based on Euler or Navier-Stokes equations.

Several tools have been developed, in various fields of ap-
plication, to tentatively fulfill those requirements.At the most
fundamental level, kinetic codes directly solve the Boltzmann
equation. Such tools have been developed, following two dif-
ferent strategies: on one hand, “deterministic” codes solving
the Vlasov-Fokker-Planck equation for the discretized ion dis-
tribution function [20–22], and on the other hand, particle-in-
cell codes statistically sampling the distribution “à la Monte
Carlo” [16, 23–25]. Those codes provide reference solutions
and physical insight in some simplified or academic situa-
tions [21, 23, 26–29], but need too much computer time to be
used for the routine simulation of hohlraums.

The multi-species interpenetration problem has been tra-
ditionally treated by multifluid models in a 5-moment, Euler
equation formalism [9, 30, 31]. That approach has received a
renewed interest recently [32,33]. A multifluid capability has
also recently been implemented [8] into the standard radiative
hydrodynamics code lasnex [34]. Other approaches include
hybrid, single-average-fluid/multiple velocity models [35].

On the other hand, the departure from local equilibrium of
a single species has been tackled through extended hydrody-
namics models, beyond the 5-moment frame, where additional
moments of the velocity distribution are treated as indepen-
dent, dynamical variables. This approach can be traced back
to the classic work of Grad [36], which handles 13 moments,
namely: the density, and the components of the velocity vec-
tor, pressure tensor and heat flux vector.

For a single particle species, it is generally held for true
that the hierarchy of moment equations is equivalent to an ex-
pansion of the Boltzmann equation in terms of a collisionality
parameter such as the Knudsen number (see, e.g., the discus-
sion by Levermore [37]). It is then natural to expect that the
behaviour of the moment equations will tend to match that of
moments of the kinetic equation when an increasing number
of moments are considered. The detailed way in which this
convergence proceeds is very nicely illustrated in the paper by
Au et al [38], where it is shown that the increasing number of
hyperbolic waves obtained in the moment equations, propa-
gating with an increasingly larger set of characteristic veloci-
ties, yield increasingly refined piecewise approximations of the
kinetic moment profiles which get closer and closer to them
as the number of moments gets larger. This is the physical
mechanism which garantees that even, say, an interpenetra-
tion situation can be described satisfactorily by a sufficiently
large set of moment equations. In a different physical context
(that of multiphase flow), this is strikingly illustrated by the
results of Ref. [39].

Now in a practical situation as the hohlraum problem,
the question is: how many moments need to be taken into ac-
count (and exactly how should they be chosen) for the main
mechanisms at play to be reasonably rendered. In this work
it is claimed (and tentatively demonstrated in a simple one-
dimensional case) that moments of order three already give a
useful description of important hydrodynamical consequences
of the interpenetration process, in particular that unphysical
density ridges arising in the frame of the classical Euler equa-
tions are smoothed out. This can be understood qualitatively
from the moments of the velocity distribution for interpene-
trating (or interpenetrating-component) plasmas: if the two
components have identical densities, then the distribution will
be symmetrical around the common bulk velocity, and a 10-

moment description (as in Ref. [40]) will be sufficient. But if
the densities are different, the resulting asymmetry will trans-
late into a large heat flux, which makes it necessary to take
into account the third-order moments.

Two more ingredients are needed to complete the model,
namely i) an assumption about the underlying velocity dis-
tribution providing an estimate of the “missing moments” to
close the system of equations obtained, and ii) expressions
for the r.h.s. relaxation terms which act to bring the sys-
tem back to local thermodynamic equilibrium. In the case
of Grad’s 13-moment model, the closure relies on an expan-
sion of the underlying distribution on a basis of Hermite or-
thogonal polynomials, and the relaxation terms are calcu-
lated for various types of collision differential cross-section,
e.g., the Maxwellian inverse-fifth-power molecule or elasti-
cally colliding rigid spheres. In the present case of Coulomb
collisions, of course this should be replaced with the corre-
sponding forward-peaked cross-section, asymptotically van-
ishing for large relative velocity, leading to the Fokker-Planck
form of the relaxation terms [41], and this has important con-
sequences in plasma-collision situations.

Another point which must not be overlooked is the hyper-
bolicity of the system of conservation equations thus obtained.
From a loose, physicist’s point of view, this is interpreted as
checking whether short-wavelength linear modes of the sys-
tem can become unstable in some regions of the parameter
space, which can obviously lead to a breakdown of the simula-
tion. As it turns out [42], Grad’s classic 13-moment system is
hyperbolic only in a restricted domain of the parameter space
defined by the pressure anisotropy and the heat flux, and as
a result, should only be used with due care.

Nonetheless, N -moment methods have been implemented
in many fields of computational hydrodynamics. To name a
few:

• numerous attempts in interplanetary or interstellar
physics (e.g., the solar wind problem, or the dynam-
ics of gravitational systems), dating as far back as [43]
or [44]; for a review, see [45];

• magnetosphere physics [46], with a 10-moment, “pa-
rabolic” closure (through a Fourier description of the

heat flux ~q = −κ~∇T );

• multiphase flows and aerosols [39]: a 14-moment, en-
tropic closure with interpolation;

• rarefied gases [47]: N -moment with various values of N ,
quadrature closure (“QMOM”);

• a general problem with a specific closure [48]: 13-
moment with a Pearson-Type-IV underlying distribu-
tion;

• magneto-hydrodynamics (MHD) and “magnetized liner
inertial fusion” [49]: an 8-moment (density, velocity vec-
tor, isotropic pressure and heat flux vector), polynomial
closure.

This paper will present a new 10-moment (density, veloc-
ity vector, unit vector of azimuthal symmetry, parallel and
transverse pressure, parallel and transverse heat flux) model
with a specific closure appropriate for plasma collision situ-
ations. Once again, there are indeed two kinds of physical
effects which need to be taken into account: on one hand,
the non-equilibrium features occurring in the velocity distri-
bution function of each ion species, and on the other hand
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the fact that different species can behave differently, lead-
ing to interpenetration/separation effects. In this work only
the first one is investigated, but obviously, to get a complete
treatment of kinetic effects, both aspects must be treated.
This will be done by multifluid codes (such as described in
Refs. [9, 30–33]), in which each species will be described by
an extended hydrodynamics, N-moment formalism.

Actually, there have already been some attempts at in-
cluding both multifluid and N -moment features in a single
numerical model:

• our own 10-moment, vanishing-heat-flux multifluid code
multif [9] (actually, since it is only one-dimensional,
that model should rather be called 4-moment) with a
specific, anisotropy-aware, relaxation term [40];

• a 13-moment multifluid code for MHD [50] with
Pearson-IV closure and “Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook”
(BGK) [51] collisional relaxation (i.e., not taking into
account the dependence of relaxation rates on aniso-
tropy).

It should be noticed that interpenetration features (such as a
double-humped shape) can arise in the velocity distribution
of a single ion species due to a strong collision with another
plasma occurring nearby, even if there is no sizeable mix-
ing between the two: this is indeed what is found in kinetic
simulations of the inner gas in strongly kinetic, “exploding-
pusher-like” ICF capsule implosions (see Figs. 6 and 7 of
Ref. [19]). In some of those shots, although the fuel/pusher
interaction is sufficiently collisional that they interpenetrate
only marginally, the hot tenuous plasma comprising the fuel
is itself highly kinetic, so that the “snowplough” effect from
the pusher generates a two-beam structure in the velocity
distribution of the fuel. It is only for still more strongly
driven implosions that the pusher and fuel plasmas start to
interpenetrate, which needs to be treated accordingly [20].
Such a snowplough effect can also be expected in the tenu-
ous gas of low-fill-density hohlraums [4], and thus needs to
be accounted for in the extended-hydrodynamics formalism
for each species. This is what guided our choice of an ap-
propriate moment set and closure distribution. We took care
that this choice can also treat other non-equilibrium features,
such as the negative pressure anisotropy which can arise in
an expanding plasma flow or due to collisional relaxation in
the interpenetration with another plasma.

The rest of this paper will be organized as follows. Sec-
tion 2 will recall the basic equations and review the process of
going from the kinetic description to the N -moment model in
the present case of ICF hohlraum physics. In particular, the
specific differential cross-section for Coulomb collisions in a
plasma will be shown to allow flow interpenetration. Section
3 will describe the specific closure introduced in this work,
taking into account the main features expected from the un-
derlying distribution in a context where plasma collisions are
expected. Section 4 will apply the general formalism derived
to the case of a plane one-dimensional geometry, and investi-
gate the hyperbolicity of that reduced implementation. Sec-
tion 5 will present first results obtained with that new model
in a test case involving the collision of two plasma slabs at
high velocity. Finally Sect. 6 will summarize the results and
discuss the work needed to implement the present model in a
more general, three-dimensional geometry.

2 From kinetic theory to hydrody-

namics: moments, closure, relax-

ation

The starting point is the Boltzmann equation governing the
evolution in time t of the velocity distribution f(~x,~c) for a
given species of ions of mass m in configuration (~x) and ve-
locity (~c) space, with non-collisional, advection terms on the
l.h.s., and collisional relaxation terms on the r.h.s.:

∂f

∂t
+ ci

∂f

∂xi
+

Fi

m

∂f

∂ci
= C(f) (1)

The vector ~F is an external force acting on the ions, e.g. the
force Ze ~E exerted on ions of charge Ze by the ambipolar
electric field ~E in a non-homogeneous plasma. Here and in
the following, summation over repeated indices is assumed.
That description includes the particle translation degrees of
freedom, but not their possible internal degrees of freedom.
Going beyond that is a problem in itself, see on that point
Refs. [38,52,53]. Second-order correlations and dense-plasma
effects [54] will be neglected, leading to a perfect gas equation
of state. However this makes sense since the kinetic effects
we study occur in moderately collisional situations involving
tenuous plasmas.

From the kinetic equation we want to derive evolution
equations for a small (or at least not too large) number of
macroscopic quantities, expressed from velocity moments of
the distribution function. There are two main types of pro-
cedure for doing so (see, e.g., the very pedagogical discus-
sion at the beginning of Refs. [37, 48]). The first one is the
“Chapman-Enskog expansion” in the vicinity of local equilib-
rium in the limit of strong collisions, in which only the first
non-trivial order in terms of the collision time is retained,
which leads to the Navier-Stokes equation with Fourier heat
conduction. Higher orders lead to various issues [55], and as
a consequence the resulting equations are not routinely used
in practical simulations. This procedure rests on the assump-
tion that the characteristic time scales of the system are much
longer than the collisional relaxation time, which, at lowest
order, leads to a quasi-stationary equilibrium where the time
derivative is dropped from Eq. (1). That equilibrium then
evolves adiabatically according to the time derivatives kept at
the next expansion order. The procedure breaks down when
the relaxation processes are not strong enough to enforce that
low-order equilibrium. The second procedure is the expansion
of the distribution into moments of increasing powers of the
velocity, which needs to be stopped and “closed” through var-
ious types of hypotheses about the underlying distribution;
these yield expressions for both the missing higher-order mo-
ments on the l.h.s., and the collisional relaxation terms on
the r.h.s.

The systems obtained through moment methods can
themselves be closed by a Chapman-Enskog expansion, which
leads to the so-called “regularized” N -moment methods
[56, 57]. An early example of this is given by Candler et
al [58] who describe a shock front by keeping the anisotropy
of the pressure tensor in order 0 of a Chapman-Enskog expan-
sion, while keeping collisional relaxation terms for the pres-
sure anisotropy in the r.h.s., leading to a hybrid method. This
was further developed by Xu and Josyula [59] using a BGK
kinetic numerical scheme with various technical procedures to
recover the shock width found in the completely kinetic Di-
rect Simulation Monte Carlo (DSMC) simulation of Ref. [58].
In the same spirit, see also Holway [60].

3



In the rest of this paper, the needed tensorial moments of
the velocity distribution will be defined as follows:

ρ = m

∫

f(~c)d3c

ji = ρvi = m

∫

cif(~c)d
3c

Pij = m

∫

(ci − vi)(cj − vj)f(~c)d
3c

Qijk = m

∫

(ci − vi)(cj − vj)(ck − vk)f(~c)d
3c

Rijkl = m

∫

(ci − vi)(cj − vj)×

(ck − vk)(cl − vl)f(~c)d
3c

From these, the scalar pressure P and heat flux vector ~q are
defined as

P =
1

3
Pii

qk =
1

2
Qiik

2.1 Moments up to order 3

Moments of the kinetic equation (1) are taken, leading to evo-
lution equations for integrals of the monomials 1, ~c, cicj and
cicjck, taking into account the tensor definitions given above.
In this work the expansion will include moments of order 3
(leading to evolution equations for Qijk), improving over a
previous description involving moments of order 2 only [40]
which was restricted to symmetric situations where the heat
flux was expected to vanish, such as the interpenetration of
identical plasmas. It will be checked that more general situa-
tions can be satisfactorily described without having to use still
higher moments. The present investigation will be restricted
to a velocity-independent external force Fi, and thus to the
case of a vanishing magnetic field. The following system is
obtained:

dρ

dt
+ ρ

∂vi
∂xi

= 0 (2)

dvi
dt

+
1

ρ

∂Pij

∂xj
=

1

m
Fi +

(

∂vi
∂t

)

c

(3)

dPij

dt
+ Pij

∂vk
∂xk

+ 2Pik

∂vj

∂xk
+

∂Qijk

∂xk
=

(

∂Pij

∂t

)

c

(4)

dQijk

dt
+Qijk

∂vl
∂xl

+ 3Qijl
∂vk
∂xl

− 3

ρ
Pij

∂Pkl

∂xl
+

∂Rijkl

∂xl

=

(

∂Qijk

∂t

)

c

(5)

where terms with subscript c on the r.h.s. stand for the in-
tegrals of the corresponding velocity monomials against the
collision kernel C(f). In those expressions, terms with under-
scored indices stand for their symmetrized form with respect
to permutations of the given indices (i.e., the sum of all per-
muted terms divided by the number of permutations), which
for tensors T of order 2 and 3, reads:

Tij =
1

2
(Tij + Tji)

Tijk =
1

6
(Tijk + Tjik + Tikj + Tjki + Tkij + Tkji)

To display more clearly the effect of source terms on the
r.h.s. on the evolution of hydrodynamic quantities, the
above system is written in terms of the convective deriva-
tive ( d.dt = ∂.

∂t + vi
∂.
∂xi

) of variables of successive orders. This
form is no longer conservative, but is interesting because it is
quasi-linear with respect to the gradients of advected quanti-
ties:

du

dt
+Al

∂u

∂xl
= ...

where u = (ρ, vi, Pij , Qijk)
t is the vector of advected quanti-

ties. This form can be useful to investigate the linear stability
of the system (“hyperbolicity”, see Section 4.2).

It can be checked that (leaving aside the external force
terms) Eqs. (5.17) of Grad [36] are recovered, in which the
moment of order 4 was replaced by its approximation (Eq.
(5.16)) from the distribution expansion to order 3 in Hermite
polynomials, namely:

Rijkl =
P

ρ

(

6Pijδkl − 3Pδijδkl

)

but moments of order 3 have not yet been replaced by the
“Grad’s 13-moment” approximation (Eq. (5.9)) which reads:

Qijk =
1

5
(3δijQkll) =

2

5
(3δijqk)

2.2 Closure and relaxation in a plasma

To proceed without having to keep too many moments, ad-
ditional closure assumptions must be made about the com-
ponents of the moment of order 3 and the tensor of order 4
Rijkl . Also, the collision terms on the r.h.s. of the equa-
tions must be given actual values. In a plasma where the
collision process arises from the Coulomb electric interaction,
those terms are velocity integrals of the Fokker-Planck col-
lision terms [41] (see Appendix A), leading to characteristic
collision times τc ∝ ∆v3 where ∆v is the relative velocity of
the colliding particles.

Due to that scaling, collisions between ions and electrons,
for comparable temperatures Ti and Te, are much weaker than
collisions between ions. This work focusses on ion-ion colli-
sions, and their role in hydrodynamics. Electron-ion colli-
sions are treated using the usual relaxation coefficients (see,
e.g., [61, 62]), which are not different whether the ion distri-
bution is in thermodynamic equilibrium or not, provided the
global values of the ion moments (bulk velocity, pressure, and
so on) are used in the formulas. This is true as long as the
electron thermal velocity remains much larger than the ion
velocities, which is assumed to be the case in ICF plasmas.

Because of the ∆v3 scaling of collision times, a situation
such as illustrated in Fig. 2 can arise when two plasma flows
collide at high velocity. If the relative velocity v between the

two flows is large, v ≫
(

kBTα

m

)1/2
where Tα = P

(α)
ii /(3kBnα)

is the temperature of flow α, α = 1 or 2, and nα is the parti-
cle density of component α, the various collision mechanisms
proceed over different characteristic times, namely, focusing
on flow 1:

• a self-thermalization time (see Eq. (38) and
Fig. 2a):

τD‖ ∼ 1

n1

(

kBT1

m

)3/2

(6)

• an isotropisation (or angle diffusion) time (see Eq. (37)
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and Fig. 2b):

τD⊥ ∼ 1

n2

kBT1

m

(

v2 +
π

2

kBT2

m

)1/2

(7)

• a slowing-down time (see Eq. (36) and Fig. 2c):

τR ∼ 1

n2

(

v2 +

(

9π

2

)1/3
kBT2

m

)3/2

(8)

For T1 ≈ T2 and n1 ≈ n2, we get: τD‖ ≪ τD⊥ ≪ τR
and the relaxation to the global Maxwellian occurs only over
the longest time (τR). Over shorter durations ∆t such that
τD‖ < ∆t < τR, the distribution is in a “metastable” state
where the individual components are close to thermodynamic
equilibrium, while slowly drifting (in velocity space) towards
each other, so that the collisional relaxation of that system
is essentially a slowing-down process. This is why interpen-
etration is expected to occur in plasmas, which justifies the
treatment of such situations by multifluid codes. On that ba-
sis, we will use a specific closure involving a two-component
distribution, described in the following section, together with
heuristic expressions for the needed relaxation rates.

The idea of using two-component velocity distributions is
not new [63], and has been used to describe the structure of a
stationary shock wave in a plasma [64]. However, in the latter
case, that description can lead to erroneous conclusions, e.g.
regarding the excitation of plasma waves, because the actual
distribution in the shock front, as found in kinetic compu-
tations [65, 66], is hardly double-humped. On the contrary,
in the present case of the dynamic non-stationary interpene-
tration of plasma streams, as demonstrated above there is a
time-scale range over which a metastable two-stream struc-
ture can persist, and needs to be treated in its own right.

3 A specific closure for plasma colli-

sion situations

Having in mind the type of distribution illustrated in Fig. 2,
we investigate a 10-moment closure resting on an underlying
distribution with two axisymmetric components (see Fig. 3):

Fig. 2. Relaxation effects on the velocity distribution from the
three terms in the Fokker-Planck collision operator, when the dis-
tribution consists of two interpenetrating components: a) ther-
malization: collisions among particles of the single component 1
(on the left); b) angle diffusion of component 1 from collisions on
component 2 (on the right); c) slowing-down of component 1 from
collisions on component 2.

Ω
v2

v1

cx
cy

cz

Fig. 3. Schematic of the interpenetrating distribution function
used to close the moment hierarchy.

f(~c) =
ρ1
m

f
(1)
‖ (~c)f

(1)
⊥ (~c) +

ρ2
m

f
(2)
‖ (~c)f

(2)
⊥ (~c)

which is azimuthally symmetric around the vector

~Ω =
~v2 − ~v1
|~v2 − ~v1|

With that symmetry hypothesis, each component n = 1 or 2
has an anisotropic pressure tensor

P
(n)
ij = ρn

kBT‖n
m

ΩiΩj + ρn
kBT⊥n

m
(δij − ΩiΩj)

The macroscopic parameters (velocity moments) for the re-
sulting distribution read (see Appendix C):

ρ = ρ1 + ρ2

ρ~v = ρ1~v1 + ρ2~v2

Pij = P‖ΩiΩj + P⊥(δij − ΩiΩj) (9)

Qijk = Q‖ΩiΩjΩk +Q⊥[Ωi(δjk − ΩjΩk)

+ Ωj(δik − ΩiΩk) + Ωk(δij − ΩiΩj)] (10)

where

P‖ = ρ1
kBT‖1
m

+ ρ2
kBT‖2
m

+
ρ1ρ2

ρ1 + ρ2
|~v2 − ~v1|2

P⊥ = ρ1
kBT⊥1

m
+ ρ2

kBT⊥2

m

Q‖ =
ρ1ρ2

ρ1 + ρ2
|~v2 − ~v1|

[

3

(

kBT‖2
m

− kBT‖1
m

)

+
ρ1 − ρ2
ρ1 + ρ2

|~v2 − ~v1|2
]

Q⊥ =
ρ1ρ2

ρ1 + ρ2
|~v2 − ~v1|

(

kBT⊥2

m
− kBT⊥1

m

)

In passing, the heat flux vector of the resulting distribution
is

~q =

(

1

2
Q‖ +Q⊥

)

~Ω

The resulting distribution is thus defined by ten independent
variables: ρ, the three components of ~v, P‖, P⊥, Q‖, Q⊥
and the two Euler angles defining the unit vector ~Ω. On the
other hand, each component of the distribution is defined by
six variables: ρn, ~vn, P‖n and P⊥n. Two additional con-
straints are thus needed to unambiguously define the closure
distribution from the ten macroscopic variables given. Since
reproducing any possible values of P⊥ and Q⊥ needs uncon-
strained values of T⊥1 and T⊥2, the only possibility is to link
T‖1 and T‖2 to the bulk velocity difference |~v2−~v1|. The sim-
plest choice is to let T‖1 = T‖2 = 0. A less singular choice is
a “double-waterbag” distribution such as illustrated on Fig.
4: defining c‖ = (~c − ~v) · ~Ω (velocity along the symmetry
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c//−|v1−v| |v2−v|0

f//

Fig. 4. Schematic of the parallel velocity distribution function
in the “double-waterbag” closure; c‖ is the velocity along the sym-

metry axis: c‖ = (~c−~v) · ~Ω . The relative width of the two flat-top
components with respect to their velocity difference is expressed
by a parameter ǫ which can be chosen between 0 (for vanishing
widths) and 1 (for maximum width as displayed by the dashed
lines in the figure).

axis), the parallel velocity distribution functions (as defined
in Eq. (43)) for the components are taken in the form

f
(1)
‖ (~c) =

1

2ǫ|~v − ~v1|

for −(1 + ǫ)|~v − ~v1| < c‖ < −(1− ǫ)|~v − ~v1|, otherwise 0; and

f
(2)
‖ (~c) =

1

2ǫ|~v − ~v2|

for (1−ǫ)|~v−~v2| < c‖ < (1+ǫ)|~v−~v2|, otherwise 0. This form
goes over to a set of two delta-functions centered on |~v − ~v1|
and |~v − ~v2| when ǫ → 0, and to the dashed curves on Fig. 4
when ǫ → 1. The choice of a compact support for the parallel
distribution is handy for the numerical implementation of the
closure [67]. Among other things, it gives a straightforward
derivation of the CFL condition for the scheme (however, an
equivalent CFL condition can still be defined for non-compact
support, see [68]). All physical values of ρ, ~v, P‖, P⊥, Q‖, Q⊥
are realizable, i.e., can be unambiguously translated into a set
of parameters for the underlying component distributions, as
follows. If we define

θ = argsh

(

(3 + ǫ2)3/2

2(1 + ǫ2)

ρ1/2Q‖
(

3P‖
)3/2

)

then

ρ1 = ρ
1 + thθ

2
, ρ2 = ρ

1− thθ

2

and the component parallel distributions take on the follow-
ing values inside their respective supports:

f
(1)
‖ =

(3 + ǫ2)1/2

2ǫ

(

ρ

3P‖

)1/2

eθ

and

f
(2)
‖ =

(3 + ǫ2)1/2

2ǫ

(

ρ

3P‖

)1/2

e−θ

The remaining component parameters follow:

~v1 = ~v −
(

3P‖
(3 + ǫ2)ρ

)1/2

e−θ~Ω

~v2 = ~v +

(

3P‖
(3 + ǫ2)ρ

)1/2

eθ~Ω

kBT‖1
m

=
ǫ2

3 + ǫ2
P‖
ρ
e−2θ

kBT‖2
m

=
ǫ2

3 + ǫ2
P‖
ρ
e2θ

kBT⊥1

m
=

P⊥
ρ

− (1 + ǫ2)1/2
Q⊥

(3ρP‖)1/2
e−θ

kBT⊥2

m
=

P⊥
ρ

+ (1 + ǫ2)1/2
Q⊥

(3ρP‖)1/2
eθ

The parameters of the fourth-order tensorial moment (see Ap-
pendix C)

Rijkl = R‖‖ΩiΩjΩkΩl +R‖⊥[ΩiΩj(δkl − ΩkΩl) + ... ]

+R⊥⊥[(δij − ΩiΩj)(δkl − ΩkΩl) + ... ] (11)

which closes the system are given by Eqs. (46)-(48). Those
needed for the one-dimensional implementation investigated
in Sect. 4 are

R‖‖ = p‖
P 2
‖
ρ

+ q‖
Q2

‖
P‖

(12)

R‖⊥ = p⊥
P‖P⊥
ρ

+ q⊥
Q‖Q⊥
P‖

(13)

where

p‖ =
1 + 2ǫ2 + 1

5ǫ
4

(

1 + ǫ2

3

)2 (14)

q‖ =

(

1 + 2ǫ2 + 1
5ǫ

4
)

(

1 + ǫ2

3

)

(1 + ǫ2)2
(15)

p⊥ = 1

q⊥ =

(

1 + ǫ2

3

)2

1 + ǫ2

The reader might ask why we chose to use that specific form
of the underlying distribution instead of the classic form
of Ref. [63] in which the individual components are gaus-
sians, which might seem more satisfactory. The point is that
we need to account for all possible values of the pressure
anisotropy, whereas a superposition of two isotropic gaussians
is restricted to a positive anisotropy of the resulting distribu-
tion P‖ ≥ P⊥). Our choice meets this requirement, which is
necessary to describe expanding plasmas, or the anisotropy
arising in converging cylindrical geometry as is the case of
hohlraums. In addition, the calculations remain tractable,
in contrast with other forms (such as the Pearson-IV distri-
bution used, e.g., in Refs. [48, 50]). However, we certainly
agree that better forms of the closure distribution should be
investigated, aiming at a better rendering of the fourth-order
velocity moments.

4 A plane one-dimensional imple-

mentation

In the case of a plane one-dimensional (1D) situation where

all quantities depend on the x-coordinate only, ~Ω is the unit
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vector along the x direction and the bulk velocity is ~v = v~Ω.
Inserting Eqs. (9), (10) and (11) for this specific case, the
10-moment system (2)-(5) thus reduces to the following six
equations:

dρ

dt
+ ρ

∂v

∂x
= 0 (16)

dv

dt
+

1

ρ

∂P‖
∂x

=
F

m
(17)

dP‖
dt

+ 3P‖
∂v

∂x
+

∂Q‖
∂x

=

(

∂P‖
∂t

)

c

(18)

dP⊥
dt

+ P⊥
∂v

∂x
+

∂Q⊥
∂x

=

(

∂P⊥
∂t

)

c

(19)

dQ‖
dt

+ 4Q‖
∂v

∂x
− 3

P‖
ρ

∂P‖
∂x

+
∂R‖‖
∂x

=

(

∂Q‖
∂t

)

c

(20)

dQ⊥
dt

+ 2Q⊥
∂v

∂x
− P⊥

ρ

∂P‖
∂x

+
∂R‖⊥
∂x

=

(

∂Q⊥
∂t

)

c

(21)

where the fourth-order moment components R‖‖ and R‖⊥ are
given by Eqs. (12) and (13).

4.1 Collisional relaxation terms

The relaxation terms on the r.h.s. of Eqs. (18)-(21) are es-
timated from analytic values of the Coulomb collision fre-
quency computed in known limit cases (see Appendix A and
Appendix B), and kinetic Fokker-Planck calculations as de-
scribed in [40]. From those items, a heuristic formula for the
collisional relaxation time τc of the pressure anisotropy, such
that

(

∂P‖
∂t

)

c

=
P − P‖

τc
,

(

∂P⊥
∂t

)

c

=
P − P⊥

τc

is designed, taking into account the actual features of the un-
derlying velocity distribution. The result is displayed on Fig.
5. The important point here is that τc be given a realistic
dependence on the anisotropy, reflecting the limit cases de-
scribed in Sect. (2.2), rather than being kept constant. More
details are given in the following subsections.

For the present, proof-of-principle investigation, the same
relaxation time has been used for the components of the heat
flux tensor Q‖ and Q⊥, but this might need to be improved.

4.1.1 Analytic rates: the case of a bi-Maxwellian

distribution

In the case of a bi-Maxwellian distribution (with a Maxwellian
dependence in the longitudinal direction and in the transverse
directions but with P‖ 6= P⊥), an analytic value can be com-
puted for the anisotropy relaxation rate (see Appendix B and
Refs. [69,70]), assuming that the Maxwellian analytic form is
preserved in the relaxation process (which is an approxima-
tion). The result is

dP‖
dt

=
P − P‖
τMax(T )

F

(

P‖ − P

P

)

(22)

where T = P/(nkB) = (P‖ + 2P⊥)/(3nkB) is the isotro-
pic part of the temperature (n is the ion number density)
and τMax is the collision time prevailing when the anisotropy
tends to vanish, defined by Eq. (42). F (x) is a function which
tends to 1 for x → 0 (in the isotropic limit), but diverges for a
large positive anisotropy (x → 2: “cigar” anisotropy). For a
large negative anisotropy (x → −1: “pancake” anisotropy), it
takes on the finite limit value 5π

2
√
6
. This function is displayed

0

0.5

1

1.5

-1 0 1 2

τ M
ax

/τ
c

(P//-P)/P

Fig. 5. The ratio τMax/τc, where τc is the relaxation time of the
pressure tensor anisotropy and τMax is the Maxwellian relaxation
time for an interpenetrating-beam distribution close to isotropy, is
plotted as a function of the relative pressure anisotropy (P‖−P )/P .
This is done for τc from known analytic formulas (dashed lines)
and from numerical simulations of the Fokker-Planck equation
(solid lines): – in red: for an initial distribution with two iden-
tical Maxwellian beams (the dashed curve displays the analytic
value from Eq. (25)); – in brown: for initial distributions with two
non-identical Maxwellian beams (for various sets of beam parame-
ters, see Table 1); – in purple: for a toroidal initial distribution; –
in green: for bi-Maxwellian initial distributions (the dashed curve
displays the analytic value from [69]). A heuristic value of the re-
laxation rate, valid for all values of the anisotropy in actual cases,
is to be found in the grey region.

as the green dashed curve on Fig. 5, however multiplied by
a factor 0.6 because, for consistency, all results displayed on
Fig. 5 are normalized to the same value of τMax correspond-
ing to the interpenetrating-beam case discussed below. In the
following it is investigated whether the relaxation rate can be
put into the simple form (22) in various physical situations.

4.1.2 Analytic rates: the case of interpenetrating

beams

When the distribution is made of two interpenetrating beams
in a 1D geometry, the relaxation rate can be estimated from
the slowing-down model of Ref. [21], which is itself validated
by Fokker-Planck simulations. The ion part of those equa-
tions is the following:

dvα
dt

= −ναβ(vα − vβ) (23)

dTα

dt
=

2

3
ναβ

(

m

2kB
(vα − vβ)

2 + Tβ − Tα

)

(24)

where vα and Tα are the velocity and temperature of beam
α, m is the ion mass and ναβ is a phenomenological collision
frequency, for which Ref. [30] gives an expression in the form:

ναβ =
8πZ4e4LogΛαβnβ

m2 [(vα − vβ)2 + ζkB(Tβ + Tα)/m]
3/2

Z is the ionisation degree of the ions, e is the elementary
electric charge, nβ is the number density (number of particles
per unit volume) of beam β and LogΛαβ is the Coulomb loga-
rithm [71]. Various values of the phenomenological coefficient
ζ can be found in the literature, aiming at the best rendering
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of a kinetic simulation of the problem. Ref. [30] uses ζ = 1,
Ref. [62] the value ζ = (9π/2)1/3 which is meant to reproduce
exactly the two limit cases of a relative velocity small or large
with respect to the thermal velocity. A comparison is given
on Fig. 21 of Ref. [21].

4.1.3 Modeling interpenetration by an anisotropy

When the thermal energy per particle in the beams is small
with respect to m(vα − vβ)

2 (i.e. in the limit of a large
anisotropy for the global system), the above relaxation rate
does not diverge as in the case of a bi-Maxwellian (see Fig. 5),
but instead tends to a finite limit which depends on the rela-
tive beam velocity vα − vβ . The behaviour described by Eqs.
(23-24) can be translated in terms of a relaxation of P‖ −P⊥
in the case of a “cigar” anisotropy (P‖ > P⊥). The pressure
anisotropy for a two-beam distribution, assuming each beam
to be isotropic (hence defined by a density nα, a velocity vα
and a pressure Pα = nαkBTα), reads:

P⊥ = (n1 + n2)kBT⊥ = n1kBT1 + n2kBT2

P‖ = (n1 + n2)kBT‖ = n1kBT1 + n2kBT2

+m
n1n2

n1 + n2
(v1 − v2)

2

It is often legitimate to consider the beams individually
isotropic, given the orders of magnitude of the various col-
lision times (see Appendix A), as expressed for beam 1 in
Eqs. (6-8). Taking this for granted, the above equations lead
to

d

dt
(P‖ − P⊥) = 2m

n1n2

n1 + n2
(v1 − v2)

d

dt
(v1 − v2)

From Eq. (23) we have

d

dt
(v1 − v2) = −v1 − v2

τR

with

τR =
1

ν12 + ν21
=

m2
[

(v1 − v2)
2 + ζkB(T1 + T2)/m

]3/2

8πZ4e4LogΛ12(n1 + n2)

so that
d

dt
(P‖ − P⊥) = −2

P‖ − P⊥
τR

τR is the relaxation time computed in A: Eq. (36) insert-
ing Eq. (35). The same form as the Kogan formula [69] is
found for the relaxation rate of the pressure anisotropy (see
Eq. (22)), with now:

τMax =
3m1/2(kBT )

3/2

8
√
πe4Z4LogΛ12(n1 + n2)

and in the case of equal-temperature beams (T1 = T2)

F (x) =

(

1 +

(

(

3

4π

)1/3
(n1 + n2)

2

n1n2
− 1

)

x

2

)−3/2

(25)

(the latter expression should be used only for x ≥ 0). This
result is displayed, together with the Kogan formula for the
bi-Maxwellian case, as the red dashed curve on Fig. 5. A very
different behaviour with respect to the bi-Maxwellian formula
is thus found for a large (positive) anisotropy, which is con-
firmed by the Fokker-Planck numerical simulation described
below.

4.1.4 Fokker-Planck simulations: the cases of a bi-

Maxwellian and of two identical interpenetrat-

ing beams

The following hypothesis is investigated here: for whatever
initial condition imposed on the ion distribution function,
apart from very particular cases, the system will first undergo
a transient stage where it quickly relaxes (at a rate depending
on the specific initial condition chosen) to some “universal”
distribution with the given pressure anisotropy, whose subse-
quent behaviour is then more or less the same in all cases.
This hypothesis is tested by means of Fokker-Planck numer-
ical simulations of the collisional relaxation with the fpion

code [20, 21]. Various types of anisotropic initial conditions
are used in this and the following subsections.

To begin with, an fpion case is initialised either with a
bi-Maxwellian or with a two-beam distribution with the same
global density and temperature (see parameters in Table 1),
which is possible only for a positive anisotropy (P‖ > P⊥).
For P‖ < P⊥, of course only bi-Maxwellian distributions can
be set up. For each of those cases, the relaxation rate of the
relative pressure anisotropy is monitored as the simulation
proceeds. The results are presented on Fig. 5, together with
the analytic rates previously calculated as a comparison. An
animation of the distribution function f(cx, c⊥, t) as time t
elapses during the relaxation process in the two-beam case is
provided (see supplemental material: animation1.gif).

In the case of a bi-Maxwellian distribution, we essen-
tially recover the results of Ref. [70], namely that the nu-
merically computed relaxation follows the analytic rate, al-
though proceeding slightly more slowly as the system ap-
proaches isotropy, particularly for “cigar” anisotropy. This
can be attributed to the fact that large-velocity particles tend
to relax more slowly due to the ∆v3 scaling of the collision
time, which is expected to distort the distribution, whereas
the analytic calculation assumes a bi-Maxwellian distribution
for all values of the anisotropy.

In the case of the two-identical-beam distribution, the
Fokker-Planck result agrees with the analytic rate for a large
anisotropy, but then starts deviating from it for small to inter-
mediate anisotropy. The relaxation rate measured in the sim-
ulation near isotropy is actually closer to the analytic value
for the bi-Maxwellian case. As the anisotropy relaxation pro-
ceeds along the solid red curve on Fig. 5, the distribution
thus shifts from a metastable two-beam shape, as illustrated
on Fig. 2c (for which the analytic rate displayed as the dashed
red curve is valid), to a single component shape which is bet-
ter described by a bi-Maxwellian (for which the analytic rate
displayed as the dashed green curve is valid). This behaviour
is quite obvious on the provided animation of the distribution
function f(cx, c⊥, t) corresponding to the solid red curve (see
supplemental material: animation1.gif). The difference be-
tween the analytic rates for interpenetrating beams and the
bi-Maxwellian near isotropy is due to the different analytic
form for the distribution enforced in the case of interpenetra-
tion, even close to isotropy, which is thus not confirmed by
the kinetic calculation.

4.1.5 Fokker-Planck simulations: the relaxation of a

toroidal anisotropy

Formula (25) is strictly valid only for a positive anisotropy,
because otherwise there is no way to split the distribution into
well-separated components in velocity space while keeping az-
imuthal symmetry. For example, in the case of a convergent
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Table 1. Parameters of the two-beam distributions used as initial
conditions for fpion simulations of collisional relaxation: number
density nα in cm−3, bulk velocity vα in cm/s and temperature Tα

in keV for beams α = 1 and 2, for two identical beams (id. b.) or
non-identical beams (non-id. b. 1 and 2).

Case id. b. non-id. b. 1 non-id. b. 2
n1 5× 1021 5× 1021 8× 1021

v1 1.17448× 108 7.5× 107 1.67754× 108

T1 0.2 0.2 0.2
n2 5× 1021 5× 1021 2× 1021

v2 −1.17448× 108 −7.5× 107 −5× 107

T2 0.2 5.88522 11

collision onto the axis in cylindrical geometry, on axis the ve-
locity distribution is expected to assume the shape of a torus,
and a specific expression must be calculated for the relaxation
rate. In the case of a central collision in spherical geometry,
the velocity distribution at the centre is an isotropic shell, so
that the pressure anisotropy vanishes.

A distribution modeling a toroidal anisotropy can be taken
in the following form:

f(cx, c⊥) =
n

B

(

m

2πkBT‖

)1/2
m

2πkBTr
×

exp−
(

mc2x
2kBT‖

+
m(c⊥ − v0)

2

2kBTr

)

with the normalization coefficient:

B = e−u2

0 + u0

√
π(1 + erf(u0))

where

u0 =

(

m

2πkBTr

)1/2

v0

Taking the velocity moments of that distribution, we find that
n is the number density, T‖ is the longitudinal temperature,
and the perpendicular temperature is:

kBT⊥ =
1

2

((

3− e−u2

0

B

)

kBTr +mv20

)

An fpion simulation is initialised with that distribution, tak-
ing Tr = T‖ (the case of a torus with a circular section), and
the result of the calculation is presented on Fig. 5.

4.1.6 Fokker-Planck simulations: the case of two

non-identical interpenetrating beams

When the two beams have very different temperatures, the re-
laxation rate (as displayed on Fig. 5) remains different from
the Maxwellian value when the anisotropy vanishes. Taking
a look at the velocity distribution function, this is due to the
fact that the later part of the relaxation involves high-velocity
particles from the hotter beam, with a larger collision time,
while the distribution core, coming for the most part from
the colder beam, has already relaxed. The initialisation pa-
rameters for the cases presented on Fig. 5 are gathered in
Table 1.

4.1.7 Conclusion on the pressure anisotropy relax-

ation rate

In summary, from the results gathered on Fig. 5 the following
conclusions can be drawn:

• numerical results agree rather well with analytic ex-
pressions in the case of a bi-Maxwellian distribution,
both for a positive (“cigar”) and a negative (“pancake”)
anisotropy;

• the relaxation of a toroidal distribution (supposedly
typical of the situation on axis in the case of a colli-
sion in cylindrical geometry) follows the same path as
a bi-Maxwellian distribution with the same anisotropy;

• a distribution with two identical interpenetrating beams
relaxes slightly faster than the analytic rate for inter-
mediate values of the anisotropy; this is due to the fact
that the analytic rate is calculated assuming the beams
to remain Maxwellian during the relaxation, which is
not the case due to the different collision times for the
core and non-thermal parts of the beam distributions;
for moderate to small values of the anisotropy at the
end of the relaxation process, the distribution shifts to
a one-component shape which relaxes slower than the
two-beam analytic rate;

• for interpenetrating beams with different temperatures
(i.e., different widths in velocity space), the relaxation
rate can become arbitrarily smaller than the Maxwellian
value when isotropy is reached; this is due to the fact
that the high-velocity component from the hotter beam
relaxes much more slowly (with a collision time scal-
ing as ≈ ∆v3), which leaves the distribution in a non-
thermal state even after anisotropy has essentially van-
ished;

• in all cases, the late stage of the numerical relaxation
tends to proceed more slowly than expected from avail-
able analytic rates, which is attributed to distortions of
the large-velocity part of the distribution which cannot
be taken into account in analytic calculations.

From the latter facts, we will consider, in the parameter space
(τMax/τc, (P‖ −P )/P ), a region (represented as the grey fea-
ture on Fig. 5) where the system is expected to stand in the
most common physical situations. We will thus leave aside,
on one hand, the branch of bi-Maxwellian distributions with a
strong positive anisotropy, which are not considered relevant
because they need a particular “preparation” which is not ex-
pected to occur in the hohlraum plasmas we are studying, and
on the other hand, interpenetrating-beam distributions with
very different temperature components, which is a more se-
rious problem. This situation does occur, e.g., in delocalized
electron thermal transport [72] in collisional plasmas, where
it is known that the non-local features are essentially caused
by the high-velocity, non-thermal part of the electron dis-
tribution function. But this is a different physical problem,
relevant for high-gradient quasi-stationary situations which
prevail on longer interaction times.

We will also not be able to describe the slower rates found
in the later part of the relaxation, attributed to distortions of
the high-velocity part of the distribution which would need
a more complete moment description including a dynamical
treatment of kurtosis (related to moments of order 4).

In the present, short interaction time, plasma collision sit-
uations, as far as ion-distribution features are concerned we
will thus use a heuristic fit of the relaxation time which ren-
ders the grey region on Fig. 5.
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4.2 Hyperbolicity

Before implementing Eqs. (16-21) in a hydrodynamics code,
we have to check whether the expected solutions are stable,
which, from the mathematical point of view, is related to the
hyperbolicity of the system. Depending on the specific closure
used, some linear modes of the system might be amplified, in
relation with the occurrence of imaginary solutions of their
dispersion equation, for some sets of values of the parameters
used for the closure. This is indeed the case for the classic
13-moment system of Grad [36], which is found to be stable
only in a limited region of the parameter space defined by the
pressure anisotropy and the heat flux [42].

We thus linearize Eqs. (16-21) for perturbations of high

frequency ω and large wave vector ~k. All quantities are taken
in the form Q + Q1 exp(i(kx − ωt)) where Q1 is the com-
plex amplitude of the supposedly small perturbation. From
the high-frequency assumption, variations of the unperturbed
quantities ∂Q/∂t and ∂Q/∂x are neglected with respect to
variations of the perturbation terms iωQ1 and ikQ1. The re-
sulting dominant terms, defining λ = ω

k − v, are presented in
Eq. (26). The r.h.s. of Eq. (26) vanishes because the collision
times are assumed much larger than the perturbation period
1/ω. Anyway the collision terms, if not negligible, are ex-
pected to damp the wave perturbations, thus stabilizing the
system, rather than enhancing non-hyperbolicity.

The determinant of that system is the product of a “trans-
verse” factor

λ

(

λ− q⊥Q‖
P‖

)

− p⊥P‖
ρ

with the two roots

λ =
q⊥Q‖
2P‖

±
(

(

q⊥Q‖
2P‖

)2

+
p⊥P‖
ρ

)1/2

which are real for all values of the parameters P‖ and Q‖, and

a “longitudinal” factor which reads, defining x = λ(ρ/P‖)
1/2

and ξ = ρ1/2Q‖/P
3/2
‖ :

D(x) = x4 − 2q‖ξx
3 + (q‖ξ

2 − 2p‖)x
2 + 2(3q‖ − 2)ξx+ p‖

The nature of the roots of the dispersion equation
D(x) = 0 depends on the specific closure chosen (by means
of the numerical parameters p‖ and q‖) and the physical pa-
rameter ξ which is the ratio of the parallel heat flux to its
free-streaming value. They will be studied in the case ξ ≥ 0
because any root for ξ < 0 is the opposite of a root for ξ ≥ 0,
so that hyperbolicity (i.e., the question whether all roots are
real or occur in complex-conjugate pairs) depends only on |ξ|.
The following properties are easily proven:

• for all closures, hyperbolicity prevails in a non-empty
vicinity of ξ = 0; this is due to the fact that the disper-
sion equation, which in this case reads x4−2p‖x

2+p‖ =
0, has four simple real roots, at least for p‖ > 1, which
is the generic case considered here (see Eq. (14)); the
roots depend continuously on ξ, so that this property
should remain true for small, but non-vanishing values
of ξ;

• in the case of the double-foil closure (p‖ = q‖ = 1,
see Eqs. (14) and (15)), the dispersion equation reads
D(x) = (x2 − ξx − 1)2 = 0, with four real roots for all
ξ.

• For |ξ| → ∞, the left minimum of the dispersion func-

tion is at x = xmin ∼ 2−3q‖
q‖ξ

, and the corresponding

value is D(xmin) ∼ p‖ − (2−3q‖)
2

q‖
.

The hyperbolicity condition is thus p‖ ≤ (2−3q‖)
2

q‖
, which

is not met for the general double-waterbag closure.
However, a numerical exploration shows that the cor-
responding growth rate (imaginary part of the root) re-
mains small, so that it might be easily compensated for
by other effects in the complete physical model (e.g.,
damping by electron-ion collisions). In addition, it was
found that in very low-density regions the ratio of the
heat-flux components to the free-streaming flux, or in
other words the above-defined parameter ξ, had to be
limited. Hence this loss of hyperbolicity is maybe not
an issue in actual simulations.

5 Numerical scheme and results

5.1 A plane one-dimensional numerical im-

plementation

The 6-moment system with “double-waterbag” closure de-
scribed above has been implemented in the multif code [9], in
the limit of a plane 1D geometry. The numerical scheme used
is derived from the “central-upwind” formalism of Kurganov
and Lin [73, 74], with special care for the compatibility be-
tween the transported moments. The main features of the
scheme are as follows.

We use a finite-volume formalism for a system of hyper-
bolic conservation laws, with collisional relaxation and the
interaction with the electron fluid (including acceleration by
the electric field and electron thermal conduction) treated
by a split-step strategy. As in Refs. [73, 74], each discretiza-
tion mesh is decomposed into “staggered” and “regular” sub-
cells, over which the usual numerical procedure is constructed,
namely:

• a reconstruction step of the moment-vector profile using
a slope-limiting algorithm;

• an evolution step taking into account the convective
terms of the system; in the present case a kinetic im-
plementation [67, 68] of the convective fluxes is used,
ensuring that the fluxes are consistent with the under-
lying closure distribution function;

• a projection step of the modified moments back onto
the numerical grid, using a slope limiting algorithm.

The three steps just described can be reformulated as a
diffusion—convection—antidiffusion scheme, which displays
an interesting analogy with the Flux-Corrected Transport
(FCT) paradigm [75, 76]. The slope-limiting algorithm used
includes a further limiting step to ensure the admissibility
and compatibility of the interpolated moments, in the spirit
of [77,78]. The final expression of the scheme is a set of fluxes
between the spatial grid cells, which explicitly conserve the
moments, and provide a consistent basis for the advection of
possible additional degrees of freedom or passive quantities
such as the ionisation degree.

Due to their small mass (or to their high plasma frequency

ωp =
(

4πnee
2

me

)1/2

), electrons are treated as a neutralizing

fluid with density ne, velocity ve and temperature Te, taking
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into account the collisional interaction with the ions through
the usual friction and temperature relaxation coefficients, as
described in Appendix A. From the quasi-neutrality assump-
tion we have ne = Zn and in a 1D geometry ve = v. The
temperature is governed by the second velocity moment of
the electron kinetic equation, which reads

∂

∂t

(

3

2
nekBTe

)

+
∂

∂x

(

3

2
venekBTe

)

+ nekBTe
∂ve
∂x

+
∂qe
∂x

=
3

2
ne

(

∂kBTe

∂t

)

c

where qe is the electron heat flux and the r.h.s. accounts for
the collisional interaction with the ions. In addition, the as-
sumption of a small electron mass leads to the following value
of the electric field:

eEx = − 1

ne

∂(nekBTe)

∂x

More details about the numerical scheme will be given in
a separate paper.

5.2 Numerical results: the collision of two

plasmas in plane geometry

To check the ability of the extended model to account for hy-
drodynamic quantities in cases where plasma interpenetration
is expected to occur, the situation described in Table 2 and
Fig. 6 was used as an initial condition. Namely, at time t = 0
two plasma slabs are initially drifting towards each other at a
relative velocity |v2−v1| = 2.25×108 cm/s, much larger than

their thermal velocity
(

kBTi

Amp

)1/2

≈ 2.2 × 106 cm/s. Those

parameters are such that the slowing-down distance through
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Fig. 6. Profiles of the electron density ne = Zini and bulk ve-
locity vi at time t = 0 for the plasma collision test case.

ion-ion collisions of the two plasmas λ12 = |v2 − v1|τR12 ≈ 1
mm, where the slowing-down time τR12 is given by Eq. (36),
is long enough that the slabs should pass through each other.
The results shown in the following were obtained using the
“double-waterbag” model distribution described in Sect. 3
with ǫ = 1 (the two components of the distribution are con-
tiguous in velocity space). The two plasma slabs have differ-
ent densities, so that the asymmetry in their interpenetration
will translate into a strong heat flux, thus providing a test of
the present hydrodynamics model, extended to velocity mo-
ments of order 3. Four types of calculation were performed
from the above initial condition, with various modeling op-
tions, the results of which are gathered on Fig. 7, namely:

• standard single-fluid (Fig. 7a): an Euler-equation be-
haviour is simulated by cancelling the higher-order mo-
ments (pressure anisotropy ⇒ P‖ = P⊥ and heat flux
components ⇒ Q‖ = Q⊥ = 0) after every time step,
which models an instantaneous relaxation through very
strong collision rates τc → 0;

• multifluid (Fig. 7d): the two plasma slabs are treated
as separate fluids, and allowed to drift through each
other while undergoing the usual effects of friction and
temperature relaxation; this is considered the reference
solution of the problem;

• single-fluid, extended to order 2 (Fig. 7b): the hydro-
dynamics model is extended beyond Euler equations by
including a dynamical treatment of the pressure tensor
components P‖ 6= P⊥, with a vanishing heat-flux closure
(Q‖ = Q⊥ = 0); this is the legacy model implemented
in multif [9], but here realistic collisional relaxation
rates are used, as discussed above;

• single-fluid, extended to order 3 (Fig. 7c): this is the
present new model, including a dynamical treatment
of the pressure tensor components P‖ 6= P⊥ and heat-
flux tensor components Q‖ 6= 0, Q⊥ 6= 0, with the
interpenetration-like closure described above.

The results are displayed on Fig. 7 at time t = 75 ps, when
the plasma slabs have come to almost complete interpene-
tration in the two-fluid model. As expected, the reference

Table 2. Initial condition for the plasma collision test case. The
charge state Zi, the atomic mass number Ai, the ion number den-
sity ni (cm−3), the bulk velocity vi (cm/s), and the ion and elec-
tron temperatures Ti and Te (keV) are given for each plasma slab
i = 1, 2.

i Zi Ai ni vi Ti Te

1 50 197 1019 1.5× 108 1 1
2 50 197 2× 1019 −7.5× 107 1 1
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two-fluid simulation displays (see Fig. 7d) a square-shaped
density profile resulting from the superposition of the inter-
penetrated plasmas. The profile edges are slightly smoothed
due to self-expansion of the plasmas into the surrounding vac-
uum. The components of the pressure tensor exhibit almost
flat profiles, with a very strong anisotropy (P‖ ≫ P⊥) due to
the contribution from the square of the large relative velocity
between the two streams.

In marked contrast, the standard single-fluid Euler-like
calculation (see Fig. 7a) displays the expected features in
that

Riemann problem, namely two strong shock waves prop-
agating away from the central contact discontinuity arising
from the initial density jump between the two slabs. The pres-
sure profiles display a vanishing anisotropy, and have propa-
gated much more slowly than the edges of the corresponding
profiles in the two-fluid interpenetration case. As a result of
the shock compression, a strong density ridge has built up in
the denser slab, which is of course not present in the two-fluid
simulation. This non-physical feature is hopefully expected
to disappear with a more appropriate treatment.

In the single-fluid calculation taking into account pressure
anisotropy, but not the third-order moments, (see Fig. 7b),
the pressure profiles have come to a much better agreement
with their two-fluid counterpart, as regards both the ampli-
tude of the anisotropy and the location of the shock fronts.
However, the density overshoot at the contact discontinuity,
although smaller, is still there. Let us mention that in the
case of the collision of equal-density slabs, we checked that
the contact discontinuity disappears as expected, so that all
hydrodynamic profiles agree with the two-fluid simulation.
This is due to the fact that in this case the global velocity
distribution of the interpenetrating plasmas is symmetric, so
that moments of order 3 vanish, in agreement with the closure
hypothesis.

Finally, in the single-fluid calculation with our new model,
taking also into account the components of the heat flux (see
Fig. 7c), the contact discontinuity has disappeared as ex-
pected, although the pressure profiles are not as satisfactory
as those of Figs. 7b and 7d. This is an encouraging result as
a proof-of-principle demonstration that higher-order moment
models can hopefully treat interpenetration situations in a
satisfactory way, although some improvements are obviously
still needed, as discussed in the final section below.

6 Conclusion and paths forward

A new extended hydrodynamics model resting on a set of 10
moments of the velocity distribution function is presented.
The model targets plasma collision and/or interpenetration
situations which challenge the numerical simulation of ICF
hohraums. For this purpose, a closure is designed with the
ability of describing the double-humped velocity distributions
which can arise in a plasma submitted to a strong collision or
interpenetration. This leads to a specific set of moments, dif-
ferent from the usual 10-moment or 13-moment descriptions,
namely: density, bulk velocity, Euler angles of the symmetry
axis, parallel and perpendicular pressure, parallel and perpen-
dicular heat flux. The properties of the model (realizability,
hyperbolicity) are studied in detail.

The new model was implemented in a reduced, plane 1D
geometry, using a specific numerical scheme which will be
presented elsewhere. An academic test case is presented in-
volving the high-velocity collision of two plasma slabs (com-

prising a single ion species), and the solution is compared with
the results of other models, including single-fluid Euler-equa-
tion hydrodynamics, and interpenetrating multi-fluid hydro-
dynamics. The new model is found to satisfactorily reproduce
the main features of the multifluid simulation, without the
non-physical density ridges produced by the classical single-
fluid model. This demonstrates that a higher-order moment
model is a valid option for the simulation of non-equilibrium
features of the ion species in colliding plasmas. The other step
needed for a complete simulation of plasma interpenetration
is to integrate this model for the treatment of each species in
a multi-species, multifluid code [33].

To go beyond this proof-of-principle result, some improve-
ments and further developments are in order. These include

• a more detailed study of the realizability and hyper-
bolicity of the model, particularly in two- or three-
dimensional (2D or 3D) geometry;

• an improved closure, hopefully reproducing the Max-
wellian limit at isotropy (e.g., in the spirit of the
Pearson-IV closure [48, 50]), or at least with a better
rendering of the kurtosis;

• a specific relaxation rate for moments of order 3 (differ-
ent from those for moments of order 2);

• as shown on Fig. 5 and as discussed in Sect. 4.1.7,
it might be useful to treat the relaxation of the non-
thermal, high-velocity part of the distribution by a still
higher-order moment model, including a dynamic treat-
ment of kurtosis (moments of order 4);

• the application of the model to non-ideal plasmas and
its compatibility with the use of an equation of state
for the scalar pressure should be investigated (however
keeping in mind that the kinetic effects investigated here
only occur in tenuous hot plasmas, and are expected to
merely disappear in denser media with smaller collision
times).

More specifically, as regards the 1D implementation of the
model in multifluid codes such as multif, the following points
are in order:

• a finalization of the numerical scheme, and its descrip-
tion in a dedicated paper;

• the implementation of spherical geometry, which
would allow the model to be used for the simulation
of exploding-pusher ICF implosions [20];

For a 2D or 3D implementation, a key point to address is
the handling of the Euler angles defining the symmetry axis
~Ω of the closure distribution. An axisymmetric velocity dis-
tribution is of course not a generally valid description of a
2D or 3D situation, but our model rests on the assumption
that it is generically valid, meaning that it will account for
most of the volume of the system under investigation, where
the collision or interpenetration of flows is locally 1D. The
question of implementing such an N-moment model in large
radiative-hydrodynamics codes [8, 34] together with a multi-
species, multifluid capability will then be open.
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A Fokker-Planck relaxation times

for Coulomb collisions

The expressions of the collision times used in the main part of
the paper are derived here from the Fokker-Planck equation
governing Coulomb collision processes, in the reference form
of Rosenbluth et al. [41]. The term governing the evolution of
the velocity distribution function fa(~c) for particles of species
a due to collisions on particles of species b is:

(

∂fa
∂t

)

a→b

= −∂J(ab)i

∂ci
(27)

where the current in velocity space J(ab) is the sum of a con-
vection term and a diffusion term:

J(ab)i = 4πΓab

(

−ma

mb

∂Sb

∂ci
fa +

∂2Tb
∂ci∂cj

∂fa
∂cj

)

(28)

with the Rosenbluth potentials Sb and Tb defined by:

∆cSb = fb ; ∆cTb = Sb (29)

and with

Γab =
4πe4Z2

aZ
2
b

m2
a

LogΛab

where Zse and ms are the charge and mass of particles of
species s = a, b and LogΛab is the Coulomb logarithm defined,
e.g., in Ref. [71]. We use a definition of the potentials slightly
different from the original hb and gb from reference [41]; the
correspondence is:

Sb = − mb

ma +mb

hb

4π
; Tb = − gb

8π

A general integral expression of the Rosenbluth potentials,
which is a solution of the Poisson equations (29), is

Sb(~c) =
−1

4π

∫

fb(~c
′)

|~c− ~c′|d
3c′ (30)

Tb(~c) =
−1

8π

∫

fb(~c
′)|~c− ~c′|d3c′ (31)

More useful expressions can be obtained in specific cases.

The case of a Maxwellian distribution for target par-

ticles. If fb is the Maxwellian:

fb(~c) = nb

(

mb

2πkBTb

)3/2

e−u2

with

~u =

(

mb

2kBTb

)1/2

(~c− ~vb)

where nb, ~vb and Tb are the density, bulk velocity and tem-
perature of species b, then the Rosenbluth potentials can be
explicitly computed:

Sb(~c) = −nb

4π

(

mb

2kBTb

)1/2
erf(u)

u

Tb(~c) = −nb

8π

(

2kBTb

mb

)1/2
(

e−u2

√
π

+

(

u+
1

2u

)

erf(u)

)

For electrons, to lowest order in powers of the electron/ion
mass ratio, we get:

∂Se

∂ci
=

ne

3π3/2

(

me

2τe

)3/2

(ci − ve,i)

∂2Te
∂ci∂cj

= − ne

6π3/2

(

me

2τe

)1/2

δij
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so that the electron collision term for ions of species a finally
reads:
(

∂fa
∂t

)

ae

=
4
√
2πe4Z2

am
1/2
e ne

3ma(kBTe)3/2
LogΛae

× ∂

∂ci

(

(ci − ve,i)fa +
kBTe

ma

∂fa
∂ci

)

For collisions on ions, we get:

∂Sb

∂ci
=

nb

3π3/2

(

mb

2kBTb

)3/2

R(u)(ci − vb,i) (32)

∂2Tb
∂ci∂cj

= − nb

6π3/2

(

mb

2kBTb

)1/2

×
[(

δij −
uiuj

u2

)

L(u) +
uiuj

u2
R(u)

]

where the following functions have been defined:

R(u) =
3

2u2

(√
πerf(u)

2u
− e−u2

)

∼
0
1− 3u2

5
. . .

∼
∞

3
√
π

4u3

L(u) =
3

4u2

(

e−u2

+

(

2u− 1

u

) √
π

2
erf(u)

)

∼
0
1− u2

5
. . .

∼
∞

3
√
π

4u

To get synthetic formulas for the orders of magnitude of col-
lision times, we will use a more practical approximation of
R(u), which reproduces those two limits:

R(u) →
(

1 +

(

2

9π

)1/3

2u2

)−3/2

Definition of a slowing-down time. From the expression
(28) of the current in velocity space, the slowing-down rate
of distribution a by target particles b is obtained:

dva,i
dt

=
1

na

∫

ci

(

∂fa
∂t

)

a→b

d3c

= −4πΓab

na

(

1 +
ma

mb

)∫

∂Sb

∂ci
fa(c)d

3c (33)

Among the two terms in the latter expression, the second one
comes directly from the “slowing-down” term in the Fokker-
Planck equation, and the first one comes from the variation
of the diffusion tensor inside the region where fa takes on
non-negligible values. Let us notice that so far, no approxi-
mation was made, and that expression is exact; in particular
it conserves momentum in a ↔ b collisions, since it is in the
form 1/nama × a factor which is symmetric in the exchange
a ↔ b × the integral which is antisymmetric in the exchange
a ↔ b, as can be seen after three integrations by parts, taking
into account that ∆cSa = fa. We thus obtain

nama
dva,i
dt

+ nbmb
dvb,i
dt

= 0

When the distribution fa is very localized (very cold), in the
integral (33) we can factor out ∂Sb/∂ci. But then, the sym-
metry which leads to the explicit momentum conservation

is broken, because a further assumption was made about fa
with respect to fb. If we further assume that fb is Maxwellian,
inserting Eq. (32), we obtain:

dva,i
dt

= −4πΓab

(

1 +
ma

mb

)

nb

3

(

mb

2πkBTb

)3/2

×R(u)(va,i − vb,i) (34)

where we recall that:

u =

(

mb

2kBTb

)1/2

|~va − ~vb|

The exact expression of R(u) was derived above in the case
of a Maxwellian fb. If in addition fb is also localized (with
a thermal velocity kBTb/mb much smaller than the relative
velocity ~va − ~vb), then the lost symmetry is recovered, since
we know (see above) that in that case

R(u) → 3
√
π

4u3

so that the slowing-down rate reads:

dva,i
dt

= −nbΓab

(

1 +
ma

mb

)

va,i − vb,i
|~va − ~vb|3

We can check that the above expression is in the form 1/nama

× a term which is antisymmetric in the exchange a ↔ b.
To recover the symmetry needed for momentum conservation
outside of the cold distribution limit we can fix the “faulty”
part in expression (34):

4π

3

(

mb

2πkBTb

)3/2

R(u)

by replacing throughout the quadratic thermal velocity of tar-
get particles with an expression which is symmetric in the
exchange a ↔ b, for example the mean:

kBTb

mb
→
(

kBTb

mb

)∗
=

1

na + nb

(

na
kBTa

ma
+ nb

kBTb

mb

)

which is an easily accessible quantity in practice since it is
the ratio of total pressure to total density, or the sum:

kBTb

mb
→
(

kBTb

mb

)∗
=

kBTa

ma
+

kBTb

mb
(35)

which is more satisfactory from a physical point of view be-
cause it is supposed to be the squared average relative velocity
in the collision of a particle a on a particle b. Using the syn-
thetic expression for R(u) given above, the slowing-down rate
is finally put in a form with the requested symmetry:

dva,i
dt

= − nbmb

nama + nbmb

va,i − vb,i
τR

d

dt
(va,i − vb,i) = −va,i − vb,i

τR

where the slowing-down time τR of ions by target particles
reads, in the case of ions (labelled by subscript b):

τRab =
m2

am
2
b

4πe4Z2
aZ

2
b (ma +mb)(nama + nbmb)LogΛab

×
(

|~va − ~vb|2 +
(

9π

2

)1/3(
kBTb

mb

)∗)3/2

(36)
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It may be questionable to use, in the limit of a vanishing rela-
tive velocity, an expression of the slowing-down rate which is
strictly valid for a single particle a colliding on target particles
b. In the limit ~va−~vb → 0 the slowing-down rate can be com-
puted exactly if the two distributions are assumed to remain
Maxwellian (although this is questionable when Ta 6= Tb).

Thus if fa is the Maxwellian for particles of mass ma with
parameters na, ~va and Ta, we can write, to first order in
|~va − ~vb|:

fa(c) ∼ na

(

ma

2πkBTa

)3/2

e−ma|~c−~vb|2/2kBTa

×
(

1 +
ma

kBTa
(va,i − vb,i)(ci − vb,i)

)

Using expression (32) we can then explicitly compute the
slowing-down rate:

d

dt
(va,i − vb,i) ∼ −va,i − vb,i

τRM

with the slowing-down time

τRM =
3m2

am
2
b

(

kBTa

ma
+ kBTb

mb

)3/2

4
√
2πe4Z2

aZ
2
b (ma +mb)(nama + nbmb)LogΛab

The vanishing-velocity limit of the approximate expression
(36) is recovered provided the second definition of the average
temperature (35) (the sum of the quadratic mean velocities)
is used.

In the case of electrons, we only write the part correspond-
ing to the time derivative on the ion velocity:

dvai
dt

= − vai
τRae

since momentum conservation in collisions involves all ion
species simultaneously, and the electron bulk velocity relaxes
very quickly to a value determined by that set of species. We
then get, to lowest order in powers of the electron/ion mass
ratio:

τRae ∼ 3ma(kBTe)
3/2

4
√
2πe4Z2

am
1/2
e neLogΛae

Definition of a diffusion time. From the form of the sec-
ond Fokker-Planck collision term, a velocity diffusion (or ther-
malization) time τD of ions by target particles can be defined
in the following way:

∂f

∂t
=

∂

∂ci

(

Dij
∂f

∂cj

)

with

Tr(D) =
1

2

d〈c2〉
dt

=
〈c2〉
τD

where 〈c2〉 is the mean quadratic width of the distribution f ,
which reads for a Maxwellian:

〈c2〉 = 3
kBT

m

In the case of electrons this is:

τDae =
Ta

Te
τRae

and for ions (labelled by subscript b):

τDab =
Ta

Tb
τRab

3R(u)

R(u) + 2L(u)

where

u =

(

mb

2kBTb

)1/2

v

This also reads

τDab =
3makBTa

4πe4Z2
aZ

2
bnbLogΛab

v

erf

(

(

mb

2kBTb

)1/2

v

)

A practical approximate formula for the ion-ion diffusion
time, with the correct limits for u → 0 and u → ∞, can
be designed in the same way as for the slowing-down time:

τDab =
3makBTa

4πe4Z2
aZ

2
bnbLogΛab

(

v2 +
π

2

kBTb

mb

)1/2

(37)

Close to thermal equilibrium, for all particle species a Fokker-
Planck term is recovered, which takes on the form:

∂fa
∂t

=
1

τRab

∂

∂ci

(

cifa +
kBTb

ma

∂fa
∂ci

)

with a characteristic time which is the slowing-down time τRab

of particles a by the distribution of target particles b.

A global relaxation time. The collision times estimated
in the preceding sections pertain to the evolution of localized
parts of the test-particle distribution in velocity space. Those
times will acquire a global meaning for the whole distribution
if they can be defined so as to keep, at least approximately, the
same value over the region where the test distribution func-
tion is not negligible. This clearly applies to the relaxation
of an ion distribution on electrons, thanks to the large dif-
ference in characteristic velocities, or for ion-ion collisions in
the case of a plasma interpenetration with a relative velocity
larger than the ion thermal velocity. Moreover, in those two
cases, the self-collisions of the ion distribution draw it back
to the Maxwellian, which strengthens the global character of
the interaction with target particles.

In the case of ion-ion collisions with a relative velocity
comparable with the thermal velocity, as already mentioned
by Kogan at the end of his paper [69], it is more difficult
to define a global relaxation coefficient, even though it can
be explicitly calculated in the case of two Maxwellians. The
result given by Kogan for temperature relaxation with a van-
ishing relative velocity (once corrected for a missing factor
with respect to the Rosenbluth collision term [41]), is:

τab =
3(mbkBTa +makBTb)

3/2

8
√
2πmambe4Z2

aZ
2
bnbLogΛab

(38)

which is the characteristic time to use in the temperature
relaxation equation:

dTa

dt
=

Tb − Ta

τab

which leads to the symmetric rate

d

dt
(Ta − Tb) =

Tb − Ta

τTM

where

τTM =

(

1

τab
+

1

τba

)−1

=
3mamb

(

kBTa

ma
+ kBTb

mb

)3/2

8
√
2πe4Z2

aZ
2
b (na + nb)LogΛab
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This time is very similar to the limit slowing-down time τRM ,
and is actually the same in the case of equal-mass particles
ma = mb. This seems to make expression (36) a decent can-
didate for a global relaxation time taking into account plasma
interpenetration and/or pressure anisotropy.

But actually the faster particles in the distribution will
relax more slowly, so that the distribution will be distorted
away from the Maxwellian. In particular when the temper-
atures are very different (Ta ≫ Tb) we know [79] that the
test-particle distribution will acquire a colder component in
the target particle region, while the rest of the distribution
will slow down with an almost vanishing-divergence current
in velocity space, which can actually be used to model the
slowing-down of the fast α particles from fusion reactions in
ICF [28, 80]. Even when the temperatures are the same, as
discussed in the text, in actual interpenetration calculations
performed with a kinetic code, it is found (see the animation
provided as supplementary material) that at the end of the
relaxation the distribution shifts from the two-beam to a bi-
Maxwellian shape, and accordingly the limit relaxation rate
near isotropy is closer to the analytic value found in the latter
case (see Appendix B). Thus obviously, instead of looking for
a single analytic formula valid for all cases, we have to design
a heuristic relaxation rate accounting for the actual behaviour
of the plasma, supposedly found in kinetic calculations.

Of course we should not expect a relaxation rate, however
cleverly designed, to account for the diversity of kinetic ef-
fects. It will only be used as a reasonable order of magnitude
in the situations expected to occur in hohlraum plasmas, and
specifically as an important input in their modeling through
extended hydrodynamics.

B Relaxation of the anisotropy of a

bi-Maxwellian

Kogan [69] has given an analytic expression of the rate of
self-collision relaxation of a bi-Maxwellian, i.e. a distribution
reading:

f(cx, c⊥) = N

(

m

2πkBT‖

)1/2
m

2πkBT⊥

× exp

(−m

2kB

(

c2x
T‖

+
c2⊥
T⊥

))

(39)

The general result, valid for all values of the degree of
anisotropy, is the following (a correction factor 2 was included,
bringing Kogan’s expression of the collision term in agreement
with that of Rosenbluth et al. [41]):

dT‖
dt

=
8Z4e4NLogΛ

5

(

π

m(kBT )3

)1/2

× (T − T‖)F (
T‖ − T

T
) (40)

where the function F (x) reads:

F (x) = −5
√
1 + x

x2



1 +
1√
6

( √
x

2
√
1 + x

−
√
1 + x√
x

)

Log

√
1 + x+

√

3
2x

√
1 + x−

√

3
2x



 (41)

That expression is valid without restrictions for x > 0 (T‖ >
T⊥), and in the reverse case its analytic extension in the com-
plex plane of values of

√
x must be used, noticing that for all

complex values of z

Log
1 + iz

1− iz
= 2iArctgz

so that for x < 0 :

F (x) = −5
√
1 + x

x2



1− 1√
6

( √−x√
1 + x

+2

√
1 + x√
−x

)

Arctg

√

− 3
2x√

1 + x





F (x) is plotted as the dashed green curve on Fig. 5. For a
small anisotropy F (x) →

0
1, leading to the following definition

of the ion-ion collision time for a near-Maxwellian distribu-
tion:

dT‖
dt

=
T − T‖
τMax

with

τMax =
5m

1/2
i (kBTi)

3/2

8
√
πZ4e4NiLogΛii

(42)

The particular numerical factor in the above expression of
the collision time arises from the expansion of the relaxation
rate about isotropy (x ∼ 0), as can be cross-checked through
a direct calculation from the Rosenbluth potentials, given in
the next paragraph. It is specific to the relaxation of the
anisotropy of a bi-Maxwellian distribution, and numerically
different from those found in other collisional relaxation pro-
cesses near isotropy, even though its order of magnitude and
functional dependencies on mass, density and temperature
are the same.

Direct calculation from the Rosenbluth potentials.

The evolution of the second-order moment of the distribu-
tion due to collisions reads:

d

dt
(NkBT‖) =

∫

mc2x

(

∂f

∂t

)

c

(~c)d3c

= 8πmΓ

∫ (

S ∂

∂cx
(2cxf) +

∂T
∂cx

∂f

∂cx

)

d3c

where expressions (27)-(29) were inserted, dropping all
species-specific subscripts since a single species is involved.
Using the integral expressions of the potentials (30) and (31),
this reads:

d

dt
(NkBT‖) = −mΓ

∫∫

f(~c′)

|~c− ~c′|

(

4f(~c)

+(5cx − c′x)
∂f

∂cx
(~c)

)

d3cd3c′

Using Kogan’s change of variables (with unit Jacobian):

(~c,~c′) →
(

~u = ~c− ~c′ , ~t =
~c+ ~c′

2

)

and taking into account that f is the bi-Maxwellian (39) to
write its cx-derivative, we obtain:

d

dt
(NkBT‖) = −4mΓ

∫∫ (

1− m

kBT‖

(

tx +
3

4
ux

)

×
(

tx +
ux

2

)

)

f
(

t− u

2

)

f
(

t+
u

2

) d3u

|~u| d
3t
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or, inserting the expression of the distribution function:

d

dt
(kBT‖) = −4mΓN

(

m

2πkBT⊥

)2
m

2πkBT‖

×
∫∫ (

1− m

kBT‖

(

tx +
3

4
ux

)

(

tx +
ux

2

)

)

× exp

(−m

kB

(

t2x
T‖

+
t2⊥
T⊥

))

× exp

(−m

4kB

(

u2
x

T‖
+

u2
⊥

T⊥

))

d3u

|~u| d
3t

Integrations over ~t are straightforward, and we are left with
the following integral over ~u:

d

dt
(kBT‖) = −2mΓN

m

4πkBT⊥

(

m

4πkBT‖

)1/2

×
∫ (

1− 3mu2
x

4kBT‖

)

exp

(−m

4kB

(

u2
x

T‖
+

u2
⊥

T⊥

))

d3u

|~u|

We now define:

(

m

4kBT‖

)1/2

ux = r cos θ

and
(

m

4kBT⊥

)1/2

u⊥ = r sin θ

which splits the integral into an angular part and a radial
part which can be integrated in a straightforward way, finally
leading to:

d

dt
(kBT‖) = −mΓN√

π

∫ π

0

(1− 3 cos2 θ) sin θdθ
(

kBT‖

m cos2 θ + kBT⊥

m sin2 θ
)1/2

=
8
√
πZ4e4NLogΛ√

mkBT

√
1 + x

x
×



1− 1√
6

(

√

1 + x

x
− 1

2

√

x

1 + x

)

Log

√
1 + x+

√

3x
2

√
1 + x−

√

3x
2





where we inserted x = (T‖−T )/T . It can be checked that the
expression (40)-(41) obtained by Kogan is recovered (includ-
ing the previously mentioned correction factor). Expanding
the above expression about isotropy (x ∼ 0) we find

d

dt
(kBT‖) ∼

x∼0
−8

√
πZ4e4NLogΛ

5
√
mkBT

x

∼
x∼0

8
√
πZ4e4NLogΛ

5
√

m(kBT )3
(kBT − kBT‖)

C Moments of a two-component dis-

tribution with azimuthal symme-

try

The velocity distribution function is assumed to be in the
form f(~c) = f (1)(~c) + f (2)(~c) with

f (n)(~c) =
ρn
m

f
(n)
‖ (~c)f

(n)
⊥ (~c)

and the factors are defined by

f
(n)
‖ (~c) =

(

m

2kBT‖n

)1/2

×

F‖

(

(

m

2kBT‖n

)1/2

Ωi(ci − vni)

)

(43)

and

f
(n)
⊥ (~c) =

m

2kBT⊥n
F⊥

(

(ci − vni)×
[

m

2kBT⊥n
(δij − ΩiΩj)

]

(cj − vnj)

)

(44)

T‖n and T⊥n are the parallel and perpendicular temperatures

of beam number n, ~Ω = (~v2 −~v1)/|~v2−~v1|, and the functions
F‖ and F⊥ are normalized as follows:

∫ ∞

−∞
F‖(x)dx = 1 ;

∫ ∞

0

F⊥(x)dx =
1

π

and for higher moments:
∫ ∞

−∞
xF‖(x)dx = 0 ;

∫ ∞

−∞
x2F‖(x)dx =

1

2
∫ ∞

0

xF⊥(x)dx =
1

π

In the specific case of a bi-Maxwellian distribution, we have:

F‖(x) =
1√
π
e−x2

and F⊥(x) =
1

π
e−x

The first two moments are obviously

ρ = m

∫

(

f (1)(~c) + f (2)(~c)
)

d3c = ρ1 + ρ2

ρ~v = m

∫

~c
(

f (1)(~c) + f (2)(~c)
)

d3c = ρ1~v1 + ρ2~v2

The bulk velocity is the barycentre of the distribution:

~v =
ρ1~v1 + ρ2~v2
ρ1 + ρ2

The moment of order 2 reads, using notations from [81]:

mM2
ij = m

∫

cicjf(~c)d
3c = ρvivj + Pij

where Pij is the pressure tensor:

Pij = m

∫

(ci − vi)(cj − vj)
(

f (1)(~c) + f (2)(~c)
)

d3c

= P
(1)
ij + P

(2)
ij +

ρ1ρ2
ρ1 + ρ2

|~v2 − ~v1|2ΩiΩj (45)

where

P
(n)
ij = m

∫

(ci − vni)(cj − vnj)f
(n)(~c)d3c

The vector ~Ω being given, an orthonormal basis
(~Ω, ~U, ~V ) can be defined, in which the vector ~x = ~c − ~vn
has components (x‖, xU , xV ). The pressure tensor of compo-
nent n then reads

P
(n)
ij =

∫

(x2
‖ΩiΩj + x2

UUiUj + x2
V ViVj + ...)×

ρnm
3/2

(2kBT‖n)1/22kBT⊥n
F‖

(

(

m

2kBT‖n

)1/2

x‖

)

×

F⊥

(

−
[

m(x2
U + x2

V )

2kBT⊥n

])

d3x
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where the ellipsis stands for crossed terms such as
x‖xUΩiUj whose integral against F⊥ vanishes. The sum of
non-vanishing terms is

P
(n)
ij = ρn

kBT‖n
m

ΩiΩj + ρn
kBT⊥n

m
(UiUj + ViVj)

= ρn
kBT‖n
m

ΩiΩj + ρn
kBT⊥n

m
(δij − ΩiΩj)

Substituting that expression into (45) we finally get the pres-
sure tensor for a two-component distribution with azimuthal
symmetry around the axis ~Ω:

Pij = P‖ΩiΩj + P⊥(δij − ΩiΩj)

with

P‖ = ρ1
kBT‖1
m

+ ρ2
kBT‖2
m

+
ρ1ρ2

ρ1 + ρ2
|~v2 − ~v1|2

P⊥ = ρ1
kBT⊥1

m
+ ρ2

kBT⊥2

m

The moment of order 3 reads, using notations from [81]:

mM3
ijk = m

∫

cicjckf(~c)d
3c

= ρvivjvk + viPjk + vjPik + vkPij +Qijk

where Qijk is twice the heat flux tensor:

Qijk = m

∫

(ci − vi)(cj − vj)(ck − vk)×
(

f (1)(~c) + f (2)(~c)
)

d3c

= Q
(1)
ijk +Q

(2)
ijk

+ (v1i − vi)P
(1)
jk + (v1j − vj)P

(1)
ik + (v1k − vk)P

(1)
ij

+ (v2i − vi)P
(2)
jk + (v2j − vj)P

(2)
ik + (v2k − vk)P

(2)
ij

+
ρ1ρ2(ρ1 − ρ2)

(ρ1 + ρ2)2
|~v2 − ~v1|3ΩiΩjΩk

Q
(n)
ijk is the moment of order 3 restricted to component n and

computed in the reference frame centered on its bulk velocity
~vn:

Q
(n)
ijk = m

∫

(ci − vni)(cj − vnj)(ck − vnk)f
(n)(~c)d3c

Assuming
∫∞
−∞ x3F‖(x)dx = 0, Q

(n)
ijk can be computed in the

same way as P
(n)
ij above. As expected, the result vanishes

since the integral contains only terms in which at least one
of the factors xp enters to an odd power. Inserting values

already obtained for vni − vi and P
(n)
ij and considering the

dependence of the result on degrees of freedom parallel and
perpendicular to ~Ω, we finally get

Qijk = Q‖ΩiΩjΩk +Q⊥[Ωi(δjk − ΩjΩk)

+ Ωj(δik − ΩiΩk) + Ωk(δij − ΩiΩj)]

with

Q‖ =
ρ1ρ2

ρ1 + ρ2
|~v2 − ~v1|

[

3

(

kBT‖2
m

− kBT‖1
m

)

+
ρ1 − ρ2
ρ1 + ρ2

|~v2 − ~v1|2
]

Q⊥ =
ρ1ρ2

ρ1 + ρ2
|~v2 − ~v1|

(

kBT⊥2

m
− kBT⊥1

m

)

The heat flux vector is

qi =
1

2
Qijj =

1

2
(Q‖ + 2Q⊥)Ωi

The intrinsic moment of order 4 (computed in the reference
frame centered on the global bulk velocity ~v) reads

Rijkm = m

∫

(ci − vi)(...)
(

f (1)(~c) + f (2)(~c)
)

d3c

= R
(1)
ijkm +

[

(v1i − vi)(v1j − vj)P
(1)
km + ...

]

+ ρ1(v1i − vi)(v1j − vj)(v1k − vk)(v1m − vm)

+R
(2)
ijkm +

[

(v2i − vi)(v2j − vj)P
(2)
km + ...

]

+ ρ2(v2i − vi)(v2j − vj)(v2k − vk)(v2m − vm)

where the ellipsis stands for permutations making the preced-

ing expression symmetric, and R
(n)
ijkm is the moment of order

4 restricted to component n and computed in the reference
frame centered on its bulk velocity ~vn:

R
(n)
ijkm = m

∫

xixjxkxmf (n)(~x)d3x

where the same definition as above xi = ci − vni = x‖Ωi +
xUUi + xV Vi is used. Hence,

R
(n)
ijkm = m

∫

x4
‖f

(n)(~x)d3x ΩiΩjΩkΩm

+m

∫

x2
‖x

2
Uf

(n)(~x)d3x [ΩiΩj (δkm − ΩkΩm) + ... ]

+m

∫

x2
Ux

2
V f

(n)(~x)d3x [UiUjVkVm + ... ]

+m

∫

x4
Uf

(n)(~x)d3x (UiUjUkUm + ViVjVkVm)

In the latter, it was noticed that
∫

x2p
U f (n)(~x)d3x =

∫

x2p
V f (n)(~x)d3x

since the distribution is assumed isotropic in the transverse
velocity plane. After some manipulations we get

[UiUjVkVm + ... ] = (δij − ΩiΩj) (δkm − ΩkΩm)

+ (δik − ΩiΩk) (δjm − ΩjΩm)

+ (δim − ΩiΩm) (δjk − ΩjΩk)

− 3 (UiUjUkUm + ViVjVkVm)

and since, once again due to isotropy in the transverse veloc-
ity plane,

∫

x4
Uf

(n)(~x)d3x = 3

∫

x2
Ux

2
V f

(n)(~x)d3x

the expression for R
(n)
ijkm can be simplified somewhat:

R
(n)
ijkm = m

∫

x4
‖f

(n)(~x)d3x ΩiΩjΩkΩm

+m

∫

x2
‖x

2
Uf

(n)(~x)d3x [ΩiΩj (δkm − ΩkΩm) + ... ]

+m

∫

x4
Uf

(n)(~x)d3x ×

1

3
[(δij − ΩiΩj) (δkm − ΩkΩm)

+ (δik − ΩiΩk) (δjm − ΩjΩm)

+ (δim − ΩiΩm) (δjk − ΩjΩk)]
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Inserting the form chosen for the distribution components, we
get

m

∫

x4
‖f

(n)(~x)d3x = R
(n)
‖‖

m

∫

x2
‖x

2
Uf

(n)(~x)d3x = ρn
kBT‖n
m

kBT⊥n

m

m

∫

x4
Uf

(n)(~x)d3x = 3ρn

(

kBT⊥n

m

)2

where, in the specific cases of a bi-Maxwellian or a “waterbag”
(flat-top) distribution, respectively:

R
(n)
‖‖ = 3ρn

(

kBT‖n
m

)2

or
9

5
ρn

(

kBT‖n
m

)2

The final expression for the tensor of order 4 is thus

Rijkl = R‖‖ΩiΩjΩkΩl +R‖⊥[ΩiΩj(δkl − ΩkΩl) + ... ]

+R⊥⊥[(δij − ΩiΩj)(δkl − ΩkΩl) + ... ]

where the first symmetrized bracket contains 6 terms, and the
second one 3 terms. The components are

R‖‖ = R
(1)
‖‖ + ρ1

[

6
kBT‖1
m

ρ22|~v2 − ~v1|2
(ρ1 + ρ2)2

+
ρ42|~v2 − ~v1|4
(ρ1 + ρ2)4

]

+

R
(2)
‖‖ + ρ2

[

6
kBT‖2
m

ρ21|~v2 − ~v1|2
(ρ1 + ρ2)2

+
ρ41|~v2 − ~v1|4
(ρ1 + ρ2)4

]

(46)

R‖⊥ = ρ1
kBT⊥1

m

(

kBT‖1
m

+
ρ22|~v2 − ~v1|2
(ρ1 + ρ2)2

)

+ ρ2
kBT⊥2

m

(

kBT‖2
m

+
ρ21|~v2 − ~v1|2
(ρ1 + ρ2)2

)

(47)

R⊥⊥ = ρ1

(

kBT⊥1

m

)2

+ ρ2

(

kBT⊥2

m

)2

(48)
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H. Séguin, H. Sio, M. Gatu Johnson, J. A. Frenje, R.
D. Petrasso, V. Yu. Glebov, C. Stoeckl, W. Seka, F.
J. Marshall, J. A. Delettrez, T. C. Sangster, R. Betti,
V. N. Goncharov, D. D. Meyerhofer, S. Skupsky, C.
Bellei, J. Pino, S. C. Wilks, G. Kagan, K. Molvig, A.
Nikroo, Exploration of the transition from the hydrody-
namiclike to the strongly kinetic regime in shock-driven
implosions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 185001 (2014) doi:
10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.185001

[18] H. Sio, O. Larroche, S. Atzeni, N. V. Kabadi, J. A.
Frenje, M. Gatu Johnson, C. Stoeckl, C. K. Li, C. J.
Forrest, V. Glebov, P. J. Adrian, A. Bose, A. Birkel,
S. P. Regan, F. H. Seguin, R. D. Petrasso, Probing
ion species separation and ion thermal decoupling in
shock-driven implosions using multiple nuclear reac-
tion histories, Phys. Plasmas 26, 072703 (2019) doi:
10.1063/1.5097605

[19] O. Larroche, H. G. Rinderknecht, M. J. Rosenberg, N.
M. Hoffman, S. Atzeni, R. D. Petrasso, P. A. Amendt,
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