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Abstract. The gauge invariant electromagnetic Wigner equation isrtads the basis for
a fluid-like system describing quantum plasmas, derivechftbe moments of the gauge
invariant Wigner function. The use of the standard, gaugeddent Wigner function is shown
to produce inconsistencies, if a direct correspondenceipie is applied. The propagation
of linear transverse waves is considered and shown to be rigeagent with the kinetic
theory in the long wavelength approximation, provided aecaite closure is chosen for the
macroscopic equations. A general recipe to solve the agsuablem is suggested.

1. Introduction

The Wigner function is the quantum equivalent of the cladgarticle distribution function
and can be used to calculate average values of physicaMalbées [1]. In most cases, the time
evolution of the Wigner function is evaluated considerinfyscalar potentials, hence without
the inclusion of magnetic fields. One reason for this is thesmterable analytic complexity of
the electromagnetic Wigner equation. Indeed even therektatic Wigner equation already
is a cumbersome integro-differential equation which haa#in be examined except in the
linear limit. However, the emergence of new areas like spmcts [2] where magnetic effects
are crucial makes it desirable to have quantum kinetic nsodébdwing for nonzero vector
potentials. In this situation the gauge invariance of thgWr function should be assured
from the very beginning in order to avoid inconsistenciegoat somewhat neglected in
previous studies. It is the purpose of this work to stressrébevance and properties of
the gauge invariant Wigner function (GIWF) [3,[4, 5] in contien with quantum plasmas
problems. In addition we provide a macroscopic (momentshidation starting from the
electromagnetic Wigner-Maxwell system, substantiallgegalizing the recently introduced
moments system derived from the Wigner-Poisson equat@ng he resulting macroscopic
equations are a step toward the inclusion of spin dependweidbles, postponed to future
considerations.

The advantages in macroscopic formulations are in theativel simplicity, so that the
nonlinear regimes are not necessarily unaccessible apartrfumerical simulations. Notice
however that our fluid approach does not imply any fluid appnations, in the sense that
we are not supposing a large collision rate or a short meanpath for instance. If we are
interested only in basic quantities like particle, currenenergy densities, nothing forbids
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to compute moments of the Wigner function in order to deriu&flike equations for the

time-evolution of these variables. The roots of the momeetriptions in plasma theory
can be traced back to Grad [7]. The price of replacing the rdetailed kinetic models by

macroscopic models is the loss of information on kineticrgmeena like Landau damping,
the plasma echo and many others.

This work is organized as follows. In Section Il we briefly iewv the definition
and properties of the GIWF. Section Ill develop the corresjiog fluid moment hierarchy
equations. Section IV consider the propagation of trars®/araves and the closure problem
in this case. Section V is dedicated to the conclusions. diitiad, it is included the Appendix
A where the closure of the fluid-like system is discussed.

2. Basic properties of the gauge invariant Wigner function

A sensible definition of gauge invariant one-particle Wigfenction f = f(r,v,t) was
introduced by Stratonovich [3], and rediscovered by Irviy Since in this work we are
not concerned with relativistic phenomena, we write it iroaftovariant form,

f(r,v,t) = (%)3/dsexp[iﬁs- <mv+q/ll//22drA(r+rs,t)H

. S S
X P (H—é,t)w(r—é,t) , Q)
wherer andv are the position and velocity vectors anthe time. The wave function is
assumed to be normalized to unity. In additibnis Planck’s constant divided byr2 A(r,t)
is the vector potentiam andg are the mass and charge of a particle in a pure state described
by a wave functiony(r,t). The properties to be discussed in this Section hold equagllin
the case of mixed states. In contrast to the original dedimitif Wigner functionl[1] via the
canonical momentum, the objettn Eq. (1) is written in terms of the kinetic momentur.
The extra integral in EqL{1) containing the vector potdmiianpensates for the change in the
wave function in a local gauge transformation. The use ofracavariant, one-time pseudo-
distribution renders the interpretation issuesfoless obscure than in a four-dimensional
space-time version, as stressed in Ref. [9].

Naturally there are other ways to obtain GIWksy. through certain path integrals
involving the vector potential [10]. However, the phaseadadn Eq. [1) can be justified [5]
in terms of the minimal coupling principle. Moreover, asatissed in more detail elsewhere,
the function of the phase factor is to convert any gauge inéoaxial gauge [5]. For our
purposes, the choice of the forfd (1) is due to convenienceé @®vides a non-ambiguous
way to calculate averaged quantities. If instead one tak&/F3n terms of a line integral
frrf A(s,t) -dsone introduce the further difficulty of the choice of intetipa path fromr to
ro (cf. Eq. (2.157) of Ref.[]10]).

The properties of the GIWF have been detailed in [4, 5]. Nénedess for completeness
we discuss some of them once again. Frbmie can compute the very basic zeroth and first
order moments

[ave =P, @
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/dvvf = R oy -y og) - dygpa, (3)
with the interpretation of partlcle and current densitiesprectively. By construction these
guantities are invariant under the local gauge transfaonat

A—A+DOA, L[J—>L[J€Xp<iqT/\) , (4)

where/\ = A(r,t) is an arbitrary differentiable function.
If the starting point is the usual (gauge dependent) Wigmection

fP(r,p,t) = 27Tﬁ)3/ds,exp< = )w*(r+§,t)w<r—§,t), (5)

which is written in terms of the canonical momentym= mv — gA, one obtains gauge
independent results for the zeroth, first and second ordenents, but gauge dependent
guantities when considering higher order moments. Of eumngplicitly we assume that all
physical objects should be gauge independent. Seriouggdestcies occurs when calculating
the evolution equation for the second order moment of thaludligner function and the
GIWF, as will be shown in the next Section. In all cases it feistb work with f as given in
Eq. (1).

The time-evolution of the GIWF was considered already bwtStrovich [3], but a
particularly illuminating form to express it was providegy Berimaaet al. [4] according
to

0 d g .~ o = 0 B
{dt (V+AV) - ar +r—n [E+ (V+AV) x B] W} f(r,v,t)=0. (6)
Here, we introduced the operators
ihq @ 1/2 iht 2

av =1 dvx/_l/zdr B( o t) 7)

. 1/2

& _/ (r iht d ) ®
1/2

~ l/2 |ﬁr 0

B _/ 2 ), 9
1/2 < m ov ) ©

whereB =B(r,t) andE = E(r,t) are the magnetic and electric fields respectively. The kinet
equation[(6) follows from the Schrodinger equation for Wave function or, alternatively,
from the von Neumann equation solved by the density matrix.

As apparent from EqL{6), the kinetic equation satisfied is/formulated in terms of the
physical fields, unlike the equation solved b§® which is written in terms of the scalar and
vector potentials [11] and which can be shown tanbegauge invariant, a serious drawback.
Moreover Eq.[(B) is almost in the form of a Vlasov equationthwiwo differences: the
electromagnetic fields are replacedbandB defined in Eqs[{8)E9); the velocity vector is
displaced by the intrinsically quantum mechanical pestidn AV defined in Eq.[{([7). Notice
that this perturbatiod\V vanishes in the electrostatic case. In calculating Eqs(9J) it is
assumed that the electromagnetic fields are analytic, sdhtbantegrals are evaluated after
Taylor expanding and then replacindy the indicated argumenttih(7/m)d/dv. A further
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difference in comparison to the Vlasov equation is that mgtfanctionf on phase space can
be taken as a Wigner function. Too spiky functions violatimg uncertainty principle should
be ruled out. And, of course, the Wigner function is not $ifri@ probability distribution,
since in general it is negative in certain regions of phasesp

To sum up the pseudo-distribution in Efl (1) provides a practnd non-ambiguous
recipe for a GIWF and Eq.[]6) is the associated kinetic eqnatiin the next Section we
derive a system of partial differential equations satisbigdnacroscopic quantities obtained
taking moments of the GIWF.

3. Fluid moments hierarchy

In spite of the apparent simplicity, actually Ed.] (6) becsnmuite complicated after
developing the operatos andB. In practice, nonlinear problems are unaccessible in this
formulation, specially remembering that the electromaigrield should be self-consistently
determined through Maxwell equations. Hence apart froradinproblems this Wigner-
Maxwell system can be helpful only by means of numerical $éatnans, which are themselves
not evident due to the complexity of the system. This moéuhe creation of alternative
models capturing the essentials of the quantum plasma dgaam

In this context, recently [6] a fluid moments hierarchy was\e from the electrostatic
Wigner equation. As usual in moments theorles [7], a set afroseopic variables (particle
density, current etc.) were defined in terms of integralshef\Wigner function. The time-
evolution of these quantities was then deduced from the @igquation. No assumptions
were made on the particular local equilibrium Wigner fuantiln the linear limit, a quantum
version of the Bohm-Gross dispersion relation was derivddo certain nonlinear traveling
wave solutions were obtained.

It is the central purpose of this work, to extend the resultsRef. [6] to the
electromagnetic case. Hence we define the moments

n:/dvf, (10)
nu:/dva, (11)
P.j:m(/dvaivj—nuiuj) , (12)
Qiijm/dV(Vi—Ui>(Vj—Uj)(Vk—Uk>f, (13)
Rijk Zm/dV(Vi — Ui (V) —up) (Vik— ) (v —u) £, (14)

and so on, as if were a classical distribution function. Since all quaasitare postulated
in a gauge invariant way we can safely interpnetu, B; etc. respectively as a particle
density, a velocity field, a second rank stress tensor and stmgarticular, a scalar pressure
p = (1/3)Ri and a heat flux vectoy; = (1/2) Qjji can be deduced, where the summation
convention is employed. Now the task is to obtain from the Méirgequation the equations of
motion for the several moments, which will compose an indicbupled hierarchy.
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We also note that for the case of an isotropic distributiamcfion, i.e. dependence of
f on the magnitude of the velocity only, all the odd momentstmasish from symmetry
constraints, while the even moments are expressible iisgakntities (by decomposition
in terms ofdj). Moreover, for the case of local rotational symmetrg, the existence of
one preferred direction in (sa¥) due to an external magnetic field or an initial temperature
anisotropy, we have the the form

Rj =P hij+Pl22;. (15)
and

Qijk = Q" hikzy + Q222 (16)
and similarly for higher order moments. Here we have intoedluthe projection tensor
hij = &j — %2;. These algebraic forms also solves the constraint equsats®e below) that
occur when assuming a stationary and homogeneous (bubpoasisotropic) equilibrium
distribution

For the sake of calculating the moments hierarchy equatibissconvenient to expand
AV, B andE according to

oo qﬁzgijk 92 qﬁ“eiik 3 04
AV| = 12rn3 0mBdej an + 54070 0mn| Bk aVJ avmavndvl +..., (17)
= ¥ e 0 LY %
S =B o & Vv 19207 2l oV Ve | (18)
2 2 4

4
242 OB av; dvi 192077 2lkmB 0V OVkOVmAVi T
disregarding higher order quantum corrections. The ranadi = J/dr; is used whenever
there is no risk of confusion.

Assuming decaying boundary conditions, as far as the moherarchy is closed at the
third-rank stress tensor, only the leading quantum cdmestithe terms<] R? in Eqgs. [17)-
(@19)] are needed. This is due to the structure of the highdgratorrections. Indeed, these
terms always involve at least fourth-order velocity deixes and, for instance,

0% f
/ dv v vj vk VOV Ve NeIveds =0. (20)
Therefore, only the semiclassical Wigner equation is needdich does not mean that the
guantum effects are necessarily small. It just happenshigaer order quantum corrections
would appear only for higher order moment evolution equmetio
Following Eq. [6), the semiclassical electromagnetic Wigegquation then reads

d d q 9
[E-i-v-ﬁ-l—m(E-l—va)-ﬂ]f(r,v,t)
o qﬁz 02E de +q52£ijk d3f CIﬁzSijij 2 d3f (21)

= 208K guaviav, T 120 T Gravave T 24w OB Gyavmav,

T We note that we can always decompose a moment of any ordétsiimreducible parts by picking an arbitrary
direction and forming the projection operator orthogonahiat direction.
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o?h? 9% f 03 f
Tl (B'(?‘ By Vioviovk Bi0;B v 0vk0vk)
Notice that apparently the semiclassical electromagigner equation, which has some
interest in itself, was not discussed before in the litesatu
Calculating the moments, the result is

Dn
ﬁ-l-nD u = 0, (22)
DU| . (9] |] q
5= " Tm (E+u><B)i, (23)
DP;
D—;J = —Bkdkuj — Pjkdkui — Bj0-u+ %EimnpijnJr rgnejmnplmBn
qR? qh?

+m5iklﬁl (nd;By) +m5jklﬁl (NdiBk) — kQijk; (24)

Pk _ g0 dr Ui dru; 9
Dt = —Qijr OrUk — Qjir IrUi — Quir drUj — Q- U — OrRijr

1
+— <P|j0r P + PjkorPr + Raor I:’jr> + 4 <5irserk+ €jrsQrki + 5krsQrij) Bs

ﬁ2 ZHZ
fsz (93Ex+ 03Ei + 926 ) + i (a O+ B0, + 840} ) B?
ﬁZ
— 1o | (Ux O7B)i+ (ux 3EB); + (ux O3B) (25)
qh?n
+ 12rn2 |:£II’S (01 Br&sUk‘i‘ akBrasUJ) + E]I’S (akBrasU| + (}BrﬁsUk)

2R2
+ Eirs (&I Brdsuj + 0; Brasui)] - ?_—leng [&I(Bj Bk) + 9;(BkBi) + 0k(BiBj)] )
WhenB = 0, Egs. [2PE25) recover the electrostatic equations [6].thénlimit h — O it
reproduce the classical electromagnetic moment hieraggations/[12, 13, 14]. Quantum
effects are explicit already in the transport equation fug pressure dyad, through the
magnetic field.

Previous approache$ [15] derived quantum transport emsatior charged particle
systems assuming a local semiclassical Wigner functiomesponding to a perturbed
Maxwell-Boltzmann equilibrium. Here, however, the treatrhinclude magnetic fields and
is not semiclassical. A further approach for the derivabbguantum effects in macroscopic
equations is through the eikonal decomposition of the wawgctfons of the quantum
statistical ensemble and adequate simplifying assump{ib@]. In both cases [15, 16] the
pressure dyaéhj would be expressed as the sum of a classical part and a quaatinthe
later one associated to a Bohm potential term in the forcatemu(23).

If we have used the gauge dependent Wigner function, it wooi¢be possible to proceed
exactly as in the classical case in the definition of the mdmeéndeed, it would be natural to
postulate them as

n:/dprD, (26)

nu:/dp <%) §GD @7)
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Rj=m </dp(pi —qA)(p; —9A)) £GD _ny uj) , (28)

113
1
Q% = W/dp(pi — QA — mu;) (pj — 0A;] — muj) (P — 9A— mu) Y. (29)

The same symbols, u andRj are used on purpose since Eqgs.l (26)-(28) produce the same
expressions as from the GIWF, in spite of the fact tH&f itself is a gauge dependent object.
However, from the equation satisfied by the usual Wigner egufil1] one would obtain

DR;
D—t” = —PBkdkuj — Pjkdui —Rj0-u+ %Simnpijn‘f‘ %SjmnplmBn
gh? 2 GV
—WdijA'Dn—deijk, (30)
containing gauge dependent quantum terms. The reasor is tha
qh®n
QY = Q= 195 (97 At OF A + 05 Ay ) (31)

is not gauge invariant. IQ@’ from Eq. [31) is inserted into Eqg[_(B0) one re-derive Eql (24)
for the pressure dyad on taking into account the Coulomb@aidnch is assumed [11] in the
evolution equation forf P,

Similarly the transport equations for the higher order mota@re not gauge invariant.
The conclusion is that to derive consistent equations fleusual Wigner function we would
be obliged to modify the definition of moments. However, iis ttase there is the lost of one
of the key advantages of using Wigner functions, namely thetsesemblance with the
classical formalism. Also notice that if the heat flux tryadset to zero the quantum term
in Eq. (30) is nonlinear for unmagnetized homogeneous ibgiai) unlike Eq. [(24) where a
guantum contribution survives in this situation.

In principle one could use the gauge dependent Wigner fomédi consistently calculate
the higher order moments such@gx, Riju and so on. However, due to the fact that operators
in quantum mechanics in general are non-commuting thisatdmndone in practice. To see
how this comes about we consider calculating the second ondenent using the gauge
dependent Wigner function. Calculating the second ordememtR;(r,t) involves finding
the expectation value of the operator, giveH by8§

= 4 B A0, [8 - o .0.86 1) ] (32)
where [é, BL — ab+ ba denotes the anti-commutator. In order to calculate the @apien
value using the Wigner formalism it is necessary to map theraipr into a phase-space
function using Weyl-correspondence [17]. This is done &xcfice by ordering the operators
into a symmetric product of the position and momenta opesdig using the commutation
relations and then make the substitutionrs r andp — p. It turns out that the correct phase-
space function is obtained by just making the substitutiothhé operator above without first
8§ The definition of the pressure operator in quantum meckadsimotivated by considering the Heisenberg

evolution equation for the probability current operatoriathwill be coupled to the divergence of the pressure
operator.
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Weyl order it. Hence we may calculate the pressure dyad ubegauge dependent Wigner
function as

Rj(r,t) :/drr:p [pi — gA(r,1)] [P — aA(r,1)] 8(r" —r) FCP(r', p,t) — mnuu; (33)

However, for the third order momen;jx the correct phase-space function is not obtained
simply by making the substitution — r andp — p. Hence, calculating the correct third
order moment using the gauge dependent Wigner functiommpticated and involves Weyl
ordering the corresponding operator so as to obtain thectgphase-space function.

The GIWF has a modified Weyl ordering rule, discussed_in [4] aalculating the
moments is done in complete analogy with the classical caseEqs[(10)E(14).

4. Transverse dispersion relation

As an application of the fluid Eqgs[_(P2425) we now consideedintransverse waves.
Considering an one-component plasma, where the ions adysasnan homogeneous
neutralizing background with number densiiy, the moment equations can be linearized
around the equilibrium = ng,u=0,R; = Pi(jo),Qi,-k =0,Rju =0,E=0,B =0. To consider
waves propagating in the z-direction with transverse [masion we let all fluctuations have
the space-time dependerg€& ' and se€, = 0. Moreover we decompose the zeroth order
pressure dyad a?f(jo) = P (dix0jx + GyOjy) + Pdiz0jz, whereP, andP| are constants.

It turns out that if we use the closure assumptRyp = 0 the quantum corrections to the
transverse modes will not be retained so that to displayaivedt order quantum corrections
it is necessary to take into account also the contributiomfthe fourth order moment. As a
closure assumption we use

2
Riju = —% <Pi(n(1)) O + Pj(O) 33+ P a5+ Rl ai?k) Em, (34)
adapted to the transverse wave case. The cloBute (34) isetbdystematically from the
linearized equations satisfied by the fourth and fifth ordemants, see Appendix A. Note
that in principle the fourth order momeRj, can have a nonzero equilibrium contribution

Ri(jOIZI ~ V¢, wherevr = \/(ZPL+ P)/(mng) is the thermal velocity, but we will neglect this

since we are looking only for the lowest order correctiorkelvise for the terms- A*. Finally,

it is worth to remark that in the classical limit the fourtrder moment could be set to zero.
The linearized equations can then be solved by first writiregrhagnetic field in terms

of the electric field and then eliminating all quantities eptthe velocity so that we obtain

the velocity in terms of the electric field. Coupling the réisig equation with Faraday’s law

via the current density = gngu the dispersion relation

k2P, h2koP,
nomw? = 4ngmiw? |’

is obtained. Heraw, = 1/No0?/(mep) is the plasma frequency. If, instead, the closure
Rijk = 0 was used, the term proportionalfidwould be absent in the dispersion relation.

w? —K¢? = wf |1+ (35)
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In the simultaneous long wavelength and semiclassicatdirfig. [35) can be shown to
admit an approximate solution

P, k2+ RZKEP,

2.2 2
w? ~ w? + 2k :
b+ + mng  4meno w3

(36)
To check the consistency, we need to compare to the resaitsKimetic theory. Here
we are not concerned with Landau damping issues so thattedjreds can be interpreted in

the principal value sense. Assume

E = E; expi(kz— wt)], (37)
B = By expli(kz— wt)], (38)
f = fo(v) + f1(v) expli(kz— wt)], (39)

wherek - E = 0 as before and with the subscript 1 denoting first order dpiesit The
equilibrium Wigner function satisfy

/dvfo:no, /dvvfo:O. (40)

Further we assume an equilibrium Wigner function such figat fo(v,,v;), Wherevi =
v§+v§. Notice that since there is no zeroth order magnetic fieldpgmturbation velocity
AV is also of first order. HencAV does not contribute in the linearized Wigner equatidn (6).

Using Eqgs.[(BH9) we get
E=EL, B=BL, (41)

defining the operator

sinhf o— hk d

L= %= 2may (42)
We note that
dfo m hk hk
() e[ (+2m) (2w “
wherek = kz. MoreoverL — 1 in the classical limit, since
© 1 Ak 0 \? 1 /Rk\? 92
=2 @i (?navz) _”ﬂ(ﬁ) FI-ANE “4)

Then linearizing the Wigner equatidnl (6) and from the Maxwguations with charge

and current densitiess( [ dv f —ng) andq [ dvv f respectively, the result is
2 2
w2:w§+c2k2+k2::f/dv(6:i7|lz_f?/)2, (45)

wherec is the speed of light andy, is the plasma frequency. In comparison to the classical
transverse dispersion relation, the only change is theaceptentfy — fo = Lfo. In a
classical picture it is as if the particle velocities wer@rganized through the diffusive
operatoiL. Also notice that stillfy = fo(vL,vz). Moreover, the quantum diffusion induced by
the operatolL preserves the number of particles, sintdv fo = [ dv fg due to Eq. [(44)
under decaying boundary conditions. Figure 1 shows thecteEL on the equilibrium
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fVII

Vz
2 Vo
Figure 1. Quantum diffusion on the equilibrium Wigner functionfy =

fr(v.)exp—v2/(2v3)].  Here f = L(exp—VvZ/(23)]). Values of the parameter
H = hk/(2mvp) areH = 0,1 and 2, so that; (0) = 1, 0.86 and 060 respectively.

fo = fr(v.) exg—Vv2/(2Vv3)], for different values of the non dimensional paraméter=
hk/(2mvp). In the simultaneous long wavelength and semiclassicéidiamd retaining only
the leading~ v thermal corrections, Eqsl_(36) arid|(45) give the same reguthe natural
identificationP, = (m/2) [ dwv2 fo. This conclude the equivalence between the moments and
kinetic theories, in the fluid limit.

To compare, the transverse dispersion relation followirgmf the gauge dependent
Wigner function[18, 19] can be expressed as

2 2
> 2 22_mwp/ Vi LW _ bk
W= wp+cok 2noh dva)—k-v fo V+2m fol v 2m ,(46)
or, using Eq.[(4B3), as

2 2
> 2 2_‘*’pk/ 1 dfo
W = wh+ ¢k Sno de—k-vL . (47)

oV,
An integration by parts then shows the equivalence with thegg invariant transverse
dispersion relation Eq[_(45). Therefore the gauge choiseeis tend to be crucial only for
the nonlinear regimes, as also manifest in the gauge dependelinear term in Eg[(30) for
the pressure dyad. However, in the case of non-homogenegoiltbaa the use of a gauge
independent electromagnetic Wigner equation is advisalda for linear waves.

5. Conclusion

The moment hierarchy equations derived from the GIWF edetagnetic evolution equation
is obtained. The advantages over the gauge dependent Wigmealism are stressed.
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Discrepancies tend to be prominent in the nonlinear regamdgor higher order moments of
the Wigner function. The fluid-like equatioris (22)J(25)s#d at the transport equation for
the heat flux tryad, is applied to the propagation of lineangverse waves. Good agreement
is found when comparing with the results from kinetic theary the long wavelength
approximation. A key ingredient to a successful macrosctpeory is an adequate closure
of the moment equations and a recipe for solving this quessiproposed, see Appendix A.
The approach is not restricted to particular local equtlifor GIWFs and is not based on a
Madelung decomposition of the quantum statistical ensemalve functions. The moment
equations(22)£(25) is an adequate starting point for stigdyre nonlinear aspects of quantum
plasma problems involving magnetic fielésy. via numerical simulations.
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Appendix A. The closure problem

The closure [(34) can be deduced systematically from limedrihigher order moment
equations. Le§jym be the fifth order moment defined in analogy to the third andtfou
order moments, see Eq8. [I3}+14). The sixth order momenbevlet to zero. The evolution
equations for the fourth and fifth order moments are deriedldwing the same steps as when
Eqgs. [22E2b) were derived starting from Hq.|(21). Since #reyquite complicated we here
only include the linear terms, which gives
gh? 0 0 0 0 0 0
GR K = — 10 | &inm( Pl 08 + Py 0 + Pl 0+ PP 92 + R 0%, + R 02,
0 0 0 0 0 0
+ com(LO47 + L0 + O0F +RLP 02 0 + 033

n i

+ &em (Pl(o) 92+ PV a3 + P32 + P92 + P 92 + R 0jzn)

n il i

+g nm(Pi(n )a,?k + Pj(n)c?kzi + P;En)ﬁizj + Pi(j 02+ Pj( 62+ R )ajznﬂ Bm

— OmSjkim, (A1)

ﬁZ

p0) Am+ Plgo) Omj + P|(O) Ojk + Pr(n(? O + Pj(lo) Okm+ Péo) (?j|) E;

j m m

P|£|O) Oni + P|(O) Ok + Prgg) Oq + Pii(o) Om+ P(O) a+ P|(O) dkm) Ej

m km i

mi i

+
+
+ (R + R a5 + R am+ +P” o + R am; + Ry 1) Ex
+

P O+ P den+ P i + Pl 0 + P i+ P am,-) Eq . (A.2)

] m
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After Fourier transforming and insertin§jum from Eq. [A.2) into Eq. [(A), Eq.
(34) is derived using Faraday’s law. The procedure is adafehe present equilibrium
(homogeneous, no streaming particles, no heat flux, netgigigher order thermal effects).

It turns out that due to a cancellation arising from Faraslév in the transverse case,
the result in Eq. [(34) is correct even if Eqe._(A.15A.2) werteaded to include- R*
terms. To obtain the next order quantum effects dispergtation using the fluid theory, it
is hence necessary to include higher order moments. Inthimpgle, the sixth order moment
disregarded in Eq[(Al2).

From the above we can infer a general recipe for the closuteedfuid-like system up to
the N'"—moment: Fourier transform the linearized evolution eqratifor the(N + 1) and
(N+2)!" moments, setting theN 4 3)'" moment to zero. In this way we derive an expression
for the (N + 1)'" moment, so as to close the system for Menoments. The form of the
linearized equations depends on the particular equilibrilNaive closures like setting the
(N + 1)'"—moment directly to zero tend to produce fake results whenpasing to kinetic
theory. This is in sharp contrast to the simplicity of thectlestatic case, where faithful
equations are obtained already defining the fourth order embito be zero [6].
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