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The results of a theoretical investigation on the low-vitjostopping power of the ions moving in a magne-
tized collisional plasma are presented. The stopping pdevean ion is calculated employing linear response
theory using the dielectric function approach. The cdallisi, which leads to a damping of the excitations in the
plasma, is taken into account through a number-conserelagation time approximation in the linear response
function. In order to highlight the effects of collisionschmagnetic field we present a comparison of our analyt-
ical and numerical results obtained for a nonzero dampingagnetic field with those for a vanishing damping
or magnetic field. It is shown that the collisions remove theraalous friction obtained previously [Nersisyan
et al,, Phys. Rev. B51, 7022 (2000)] for the collisionless magnetized plasmagwtibn velocities. One of
major objectives of this study is to compare and contrastloemretical results with those obtained through a
novel diffusion formulation based on Dufty-Berkovsky téda evaluated in magnetized one-component plasma
models framed on target ions and electrons.

PACS numbers: 52.40.Mj, 52.25.Xz, 52.25.Fi

I. INTRODUCTION

The energy loss of ion beams and the related processes inetimghplasmas are important in many areas of physics such
as transport, heating and magnetic confinement of thernteawuplasmas. The range of the related topics includescoltla
plasmasl[1], cold electron setups used for ion beam coofrg][ as well as many very dense systems involved in maggtktiz
target fusions 5], or inertial confinement fusion. Thigdathermonuclear scheme presently advocates a highlydeddast
ignition scenariol[6], based on femtolaser produced protdreavier ion beams impinging a precompressed capsulainomg
athermonuclear fuel [7]in it. Then, the magnetic fi@d/alues up td0'° G may be reached in the laboratary [8]. Such a topic
is also of intense astrophysical concern [9]. These intemageometries highlight low ion velocity slowing down {$D)
as playing a fundamental role in asserting the confining luiéipes and thermonuclear burn efficiency in dense andngjiso
magnetized media.

For a theoretical description of the energy loss of ions iteampa, there exist two standard approaches. The dieléotar
response (LR) treatment considers the ion as a perturbatithre target plasma and the stopping is caused by the paiianiz
of the surrounding medium [10-15]. It is generally validhition couples weakly to the target. Alternatively, the ptog
is calculated as the result of the energy transfers in seeebinary collisions (BCs) between the ion and the electiid 6—
19]. Here it is essential to consider appropriate approtiona for the screening of the Coulomb potential by the pk{&j.
However, significant gaps between these approaches intrdverucial ion stopping along magnetic fidddand perpendicular
to it. In particular, at highB values, the BC predicts a vanishingly parallel energy l@gsch remains at variance with the
nonzero LR one. Also challenging BC-LR discrepancies peirithe transverse direction, especially for vanishirgtyall
ion projectile velocityv when the friction coefficient contains an anomalous ternemdjing logarithmically atv — 0 [11,
12]. In general whem is smaller than target electron thermal veloeity the ratioS(v)/v, whereS(v) = —dE/dx is the
stopping power (SP), usually monitors a linear stoppindileréor highly ionized plasma wittB = 0 [20] or B # 0 [3]. An
alternative approach, particularly in the absence of aleyamt experimental data, is to test various theoreticahods against
comprehensive numerical simulationsi|[3, 116—18]. Thedakdibit high a level of numerical noise at large magnetidfieand
in thev — 0 limit, while keeping a plasma coupling below unity, whiclkpigcisely the domain of many important applications
of current interest.

With this background we report on a theoretical study of gnéwss of a slow-velocity ion in a magnetized classical plas
through a linear response approach which is constructed that it conserves particle number. Broadly speaking etlaee
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two objectives of this paper. The first objective is to useBhatnagar-Krook-Gross (BGK) approach based on the Bolizma
Poisson equations for a collisional and magnetized clalsgiasma which is treated as a one-component plasma (OGR)s&/
this approach to derive the dielectric function in a numbamserving manner and use this dielectric function to datewarious
aspects of energy loss of an ion moving in the plasma. Thisie dh Sed]l. We would like to see how number-conservation
and damping (due to collisions) affect the stopping powearofon in a low velocity range, i.e., for a slow ion. We should
mention that for a collisonal quantum plasma, e.g., a degea electron gas (DEG) without magnetic field, Mermin [24dl
Das [22] considered the equation of motion for a singleiplartdensity matrix and derived the dielectric function inamber-
conserving approach and in random phase approximation)(RP# main part of our first objective is to see to what extbat t
BGK approach can address the SP of a slow ion in a magnetizzdamponent classical plasma. We will show that number
conservation and collisions in such OCP have interestimgexiperimentally observable effects on low-velocity SPwiNone
may expect various collision mechanisms in a magnetizeshypda Because of their importance we have separately dehlt wi
them in Secll. In Sed_IV we present detailed calculatioh®ow-velocity SP in the BGK approach. Although the LR is
normally used to calculate the SP of a fast ion, we show thrahBoBGK model one can obtain useful and insightful results f
low-velocity within the LR theory.

A second objective of our paper is to compare and contrasthmaretical results with those obtained through a differen
method. The latter is specifically aimed at a low-velocity\@fich is expressed in terms of velocity-velocity corredatand
hence to a diffusion coefficient. We refer to Dufty and Berdloy (DB) [23] for an exposition of this method. The later part
of Sec[1V contains a brief account of the DB relation. Matthet al. [24] and Cohen and Suttorp [25] have calculated the
relevant diffusion coefficients in a magnetized plasmaugtoa hydrodynamical and kinetic approaches, respectiRelgently
Deutschet al. in Ref. [26] have suggested an alternative approach foraulzlon of low-velocity SP via the DB relation and
by employing the diffusion coefficients for a magnetized QZ4,25], featuring either the target electrons or targesidsince
our main theoretical results are obtained in a kinetic aquapproach we have decided to devote Séc. V to an appréibedse
two approaches. In that section we discuss results for aragnetized and magnetized plasma in the two approaches. This
serves to highlight the merits of the kinetic approach vethose in a hydrodynamical approach.

Sectiorf V] contains some discussion and outlook. AppdntimAbe consulted for an integral representation of the cliide
function. The Coulomb logarithm where the dynamical pakation effects are neglected is briefly discussed in AppeBdi

II. LINEAR RESPONSE FORMULATION

In this section we consider the main aspects of the linegorese (LR) theory for the ion-plasma interaction in the pneg
of an external magnetic field. Within the LR, the electronspia is described as a continuous, polarizable medium, which
represented by the distribution function of the electrfifis v,t). The evolution off (r, v, t) is determined by the kinetic and
Poisson equations. Usually only a mean-field interactidwéen the electrons is considered and hard collisions ajlected.
This is valid for weakly coupled plasmas where the numberedteons in the Debye sphefép = 4mng\> = 1/e > 1is
very large. Here is the plasma parametet,. and\. = (kpT./4mng.c?)'/? are the equilibrium density and the Debye length
of electrons, respectively.

We consider a nonrelativistic projectile ion with chatge and with a velocityv, which moves in a magnetized collisional
and classical plasma at an anglevith respect to the constant magnetic fi@d We ignore any role of the electron spin or
magnetic moment due to the nonrelativistic motion of theand the plasma electrons. We shall consider here the lirhiéa¥y
ions and neglect recoil effects. The strength of the cogpietween the moving ion and the electron plasma is given &y th
coupling parameter

Z|N
2= T ®

Hereuw, is the thermal velocity of the electrons. The derivation gf @) is discussed in detail in Ref, [27]. The parameger
characterizes the ion-target coupling, wh&re« 1 corresponds to weak, almost linear coupling &g 1 to strong, nonlinear
coupling.

Let us now specify the kinetic equation for the collisiomlirsive classical magnetized plasma. The effect of collision
the dielectric properties of the plasma is included, in a berrtonserving approximation, through a relaxation time 1/,
where~ is the collision frequency [28]. Far — oo the collision-inclusive kinetic equation reduces to thisionless Vlasov
equation. Thus we consider the kinetic equation of thegioltial plasma within relaxation-time approximation (RTAwhich
the collision term is of the Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook(BGip [28],
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where the collision frequencyis a measure of damping of excitations in the plasma, and

ne (r,t) = /f (r,v,t)dv, mng.= /fo (v)dv. 3

Heren.(r,t) is the density of the electronf (v) is the equilibrium distribution function of the electromsan unperturbed state.
For instance, the distribution functigij(v) of the plasma electrons may be given by the Maxwell distiiutThe right hand
side of Eq.[(R) is the collision term in a relaxation-time appmation which was introduced by BGK in a number-consegvi
scheme. It is easy to see that this form of collision term eores the total number of particleE. is a self-consistent electric
field (see below) aniB is treated as an external magnetic fietd= 1/~ is the relaxation time.

For a sufficiently small perturbations (LR treatment) wauassf = fo + f1, ne = Noe + N1e, With

nie (r,t) = /fl (r,v,t)dv, (4)
and the linearized kinetic equation becomes
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Hereb = e, = B/B is the unit vector along the magnetic field, = eB/m.c is the cyclotron frequency of the electrons,
E = —Vy, ¢ is the self-consistent electrostatic potential which iedeined by the Poisson equation

V2p = —4npqg (r,t) + 47re/f1 (r,v,t)dv, (6)

wherep is the density of the external charge.

We solve the system of equatiois (5) ahtl (6) by space-timeidfawansforms. Because of the cylindrical symmetry of
the problem around the magnetic field directionwe introduce cylindrical coordinates for the velocity= e,v, cosf +
e, sinf+e.v) and the wave vectdt = e,k cost+e,k siny+e. k|, where the symbolgand L denote the components
of the vectors parallel or perpendicular to the externalme#ig field, respectively. We next introduce the Fouriensfarms of
fi(r,v,t), nie(r,t) andep(r, t) with respect to variablesandt, fik . (v), nie(k,w) andp(k,w). Then the linearized kinetic
equation[(b) for the distribution function becomes
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Assuming axially symmetric unperturbed distribution ftian, fo(v) = fo(|v|,v1), Eq. [T) can be formally integrated and the
solution is

0 .
flkw (V) = 0 Zlo fOnle (k,w)/ exp |:QLU (9/):| do’ (8)
; 0 .
_mwQ 14 (k,w)[ exp {QLU (9/)} [ku g—iﬁ + ki cos (0 — ) ngi a9,

where the lower limit of’-integration is chosen so as to take the integrand vanisie He
U ()= (ko —w—1iv) (0' —0) + krvy [sin (¢ —¢) —sin (6 — )] 9)

The ¢’-integration in Eq.[(B) can be performed using the Fourieeseaepresentation of the exponential function [29]. Afte
straightforward integration we obtain

ein(é)—w)Jn (Ze)
v —w — iy +nfle
0 Q. 0
o o]

”8—1)” (AN 8UL

Fikw (v) = —eizesin(0—) Z W (10)
iy
Noe

X

fonie (k,w) + migo (k,w) (k



4

wherez, = kv, /Q., Jy, is the Bessel function of theth order. It should be emphasized that EEq] (10) is a formaitissi of
the linearized kinetic equation because the Fourier toamefd electronic density; . (k, w) remains unknown. We now perform
v-integration in Eq.[(10) and solve the obtained algebraizatéiqn with respect to the quantity . (k,w). Substituting this
guantity into Fourier transformed Poisson equation fingilkyds

4mpo (k,w)

kw)= 207 11
¢ (k,w) Rt (11)

wheree s (k,w, ) is the collision-inclusive longitudinal dielectric furiah of the magnetized plasma which is given by

(w+i7) [e (k,w,7) —1]
1 (k =1 12
em (k,w,7) =1+ T Q (k. 7) (12)
with e(k,w,v) = ec(k,w + i7), Q(k,w,v) = Q(k,w + i) and
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Heree.(k,w) is the usual longitudinal dielectric function of the madred collisionless and purely electron plasma (see, e.g.,
Ref. [28]) andu. = (47ng.e?/m.)'/? is the plasma frequency of the electrons. Similagly(k, w) refers to the electron plasma.
The dielectric functior ; (k, w, v) given by Eqs.[(I2)E(14) has been obtained in the BGK appradith is number-conserving.
Note the exact relatiof).(k,0) = 1 which holds independently of the initial distributigi if the latter is normalized to the
unperturbed electronic density,., see the second relation in Eqgl (3).

It is well known [28] that the usual relaxation-time apprm&tion can be obtained from Ef] (2) if the collision term istten
as—v(f — fo) and is equivalent to replacing by w + i~ in the collisionless dielectric functios. (k,w). This procedure is
inadequate because it does not conserve the local partioieer and does not lead to the Drude behavior at long wavisleng
(k — 0). This is remedied in the BGK approach. Tke— 0 case of the number-conserving dielectric function is afso o
interest. Noting tha). (0, w) = 0, from Eq. [12) we find

k2
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The above results are a generalization of the Drude di@dcinction for magnetized plasmas. Equatidng (15) andl ét6)
known also as a “cold” plasma approximation (see, e.g.,[2€f) and can be alternatively obtained from E@s] (12}-@sBum-
ing initial distribution functionfy(v) = ne.d(v). For a simplicity we shall call the expressiohs]|(13) f=sfa Bessel-function
representation of the dielectric function. For many pdtapplications, however, it is important to representlietectric func-
tion in an alternative but equivalent integral form, see Apgix(A for details.

Let us now specify the initial distribution functigfy of the electrons. We consider the Maxwell isotropic disttibn function
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wherev, = (l@gTe/me)l/2 is the thermal velocity of the electrons. The collisiontirsive dielectric function then reads
1 .
ek,w,y) =1+ e [Fy (k,w) +iFs (k,w)]. (18)
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Generalized Drude (solid line), ¢sibnless (dashed line) and number-conserving BGK (dditex) energy loss
functions vsw /we for Qe = we, ¥ = 0.1we andkjAe = kLA = 0.1 (left panel),kjAe = k1L Ae = 0.4 (right panel).

are the real and imaginary parts of the generalized digpefanction of the collisional magnetized plasma, respettj and
&y = (w4 nQe)/|kyve, y = v/ |ky|ve, Be = kT a2, ae = ve /S is the cyclotron radius of the electrons, (z) = e *1,,(z),
I,,(z) is the modified Bessel function of theth order. Here we have introduced the generalized Friedetispersion functions
for the collisional plasma

x [P (t—z)e V2t

g («rv y) = \/ﬂ . (t — :17)2 i y2 ) (21)
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At vanishingy (aty — 0) these functions become the usual Fried-Conte dispersiwtibns [30] of the collisionless plasma
x > o=t*/2g4

F(z,0) = \/ga:ezz/z. (24)

The function@ (k, w, v) which determines the dielectric functidn{12) is evaludtgdnserting Eq.[(T7) into Eq[(14). Itis
easy to see that for the Maxwell isotropic distribution ftioe (I7) the quantity) (k, w, ) is given by

G(z,0)=

: (23)
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+ I{JQ—A(%/
is the static dielectric function which is not affected bg #ixternal magnetic field.
For ion stopping considerations, it is worth defining thergpdoss function (ELF)Im[—1/e(k,w,~)]. Figure[l shows
Drude, collisionless, and BGK energy loss functions vsestétequencyv/w. whenkjA. = ki A. = 0.1 (left panel) and
kjAe = k1Ae = 0.4 (right panel) forQ2. = we, v = 0.1w.. As has been mentioned above at small momentum 0 the
BGK energy loss function reproduces the Drude energy lasstion. And this is seen on the left panel of Hiyj. 1. Also aigon
wavelengths (i.e., at smadl) the BGK energy loss function is broadened due to the dangungpared to the ELF with vanishing
damping.
The collision-inclusive dielectric function allows bothysical insight and useful numerical estimates of the imftgeof the
collisions on energy loss. In an unmagnetized and degeneledtron gas the predicted effect is a shorter lifetimesanaller
mean free path of the plasmons resulting in considerabldfioaiibns of the ELFI[31-35]. For the stopping of a single,ion



the broadening of the plasmon peak with increasjnghifts the threshold for the energy loss by plasmon exoitatbwards
lower projectile velocities. This increases the SP at lovjgqutile velocities, compared to the collisionless ref@dt-34]. The
situation with a present case of a classical and magnetilseting including the collisions may be quite different aitgb
collisional broadening of the ELF occurs also in this cadss Situation will be further discussed in SEC] IV.

I11. COLLISION FREQUENCY IN A MAGNETIZED PLASMA

In Sec[dl the effect of the collisions in a magnetized clealsplasma has been introduced in the dielectric functioouth
a phenomenological but number-conserving collision teithiwthe LR theory. The model collision frequengyn solids and
plasmas can be determined experimentally or, alterngtoast be calculated theoretically. For instance, in somestigations
of ion stopping in solid targets in the absence of a magneidid, fy was determined by fitting-Im[¢ (0, w, )] to experimental
optical energy loss functions (see, e.g., Refs. [33, 34]rafetences therein). In addition the model relaxation time 1/v
can be estimated from the experimental data of the dc codyair the mobility in a plasma either with or without extex
magnetic field. It should be emphasized that in general tlier@ number of physical mechanisms which may contributeeto t
damping parametey. And contribution of each mechanism depends strongly orspleeific plasma conditions. We have not
attempted here to evaluate the damping parameter from firgtiples in the most general case but regard it rather asdemo
parameter. In principle can be calculated to varying degrees of approximationshumiay allow us to see how the SP depends
on the target properties and the magnetic field through ihibirence ony.

In this section we briefly consider a fully ionized and a wgadbupled plasma where the contributions of the Coulomb
collisions to the frequency may play a dominant role. This frequency, in our case, isrdeted by electron-electron (e-e,
~ee) @and electron-ion (e-iy.;) Coulomb collisions (if we do not consider impurities). Ehin contrast to SeClll, we deal with
a two-component electron-ion plasma (TCP) accountingiferdynamics of plasma ions. The total effective frequencihe
limit of a weakly coupled plasma, can be approximated as aafuere and e-i collisionsy = 7.. + 7. In the absence of a
magnetic field the theory of Coulomb collisions in a plasmsa l@en formulated by Spitzer [36] (see alsa [37]). In theflast
decades or so the theory has been further developed andiegterhe recent book [38] summarizes the results obtainedglu
last four decades. However, to our knowledge, the relamgiocesses in a magnetized plasma have not been studiechirchs
detail as in an unmagnetized plasma, and only several theairattempts exist for this case [39--46] (see also theeefses
therein). For a classical plasma more complete expres&onise collision frequencies valid at arbitrary (but nomagtizing)
magnetic fields have been derived by Ichimatwal. and Matsudal [41-44], and by Montgomeatyal. [45] and by Silin [46]
with and without allowing for dynamical polarization effeén plasma, respectively.

In Refs. [41, 42] only e-i relaxation is considered. The galigation to the e-e case is straightforward. The final ltdsu
summarized by a formula
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wherea = e, i indicates the plasma specigs,= —1, ¢; = Z;, Z;e is the charge of plasma ion,; = 1, 1., = 2/2,
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n=—oc [
= kpTo/Ma, v2, = v2 + 02, 0.2 = v22 + 032 a0 = Va/Q, An(2) = e *1,(2). Also T;, m;, v; andQ; =

Z eB/ch are the temperature, the mass, the thermal velocity and/thetion frequency of the plasma ions s the cyclotron
radius), respectively. The quantity A.,, is the generalized Coulomb logarithm for a magnetized péadferes.; (k,w) is the
longitudinal dielectric function of a magnetized and tinless electron-ion TCP (see, e.g., Ref! [41]). The liofithe
vanishing magnetic field in Eq_(R9) is not trivial. An altative but equivalent integral form for the functidn [29)oaling
easily the limit of the field-free case is derived in Apperili>see Eqs[(AT4) an@(A15). In Eq.(28) the dynamical pokian
effects are included in a dielectric functiep; (k,w). These effects guarantee the convergence okthetegration in Eq.[(28)

at large distances or at sm&ll But an upper cutofkyax = 1/7min (Wherery,, is the effective minimum impact parameter)
must be introduced in Eq._(R8) to avoid the logarithmic diesrce at larg. This divergence corresponds to the incapability
of the linearized kinetic equation to treat close encowthetween the plasma particles properly. Also it should berasized
that for the e-i collisions there are two specific frequeseie = Z;v.; and~.; which describe the relaxation of ionic and
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The Coulomb logarithms, E4s.1B2) 4Bd)), normalized to the field-free values for e-e (left pameld electron-proton
(right panel) collisions vs scaled magnetic figkd B, and for different values of the cutoff parameter. See thefteexplanations.

electronic temperatures to their equilibrium values, eetigely (41, 42]. Thus the total e-i collision frequencygsen by
Yei = Yei + Yie = (Zi + 1)7Vei-

To estimate the range of variation of the collision frequewith increasing magnetic field consider now some particula
cases. At vanishing magnetic field from E4s. (A14) dnd (A18)abtainG,, (k,w) = (|k|/k) exp(—w?/2k*vZ). In this limit
we denoteye, = Y0,eq With Aco = Ag.co and from Eq.[(Z8) we find

kmax oo —u?/2,,2
1nA0m=\/§/ dk e Pudu_ (30)
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the Coulomb logarithm in the absence of a magnetic field. Here(k,w) is the usual longitudinal dielectric function of the
electron-ion unmagnetized TCP without collisions. Equati30) has been derived by Ramazashefilal. [37]. It involves
the dynamical polarization effects through the dieleduinctioneg .; (k, w) and requires only an upper cutdff,.x = 1/rmin
in a Fourier space. The Spitzer formula is recovered assymip; (k,w) = 1 in Eqg. (30) and introducing a lower cutoff
kmin = 1/Ap. Then performing:-integration in Eq.[(30) we obtain the usual Coulomb lodmmitwith Ag co = AD/Teq,min
generalized for electron-ion plasmas (see, e.g., Ref).[:ﬂi@are)\g2 =2+ )\;2 while req min = max[ALeqo; ApB], Where
Ao = Va/Wa aNdws = (47n0aq2€%/me)'/? are the Debye screening length and the plasma frequencyafemp species,,
respectively\r., denotes the usual Landau length.. = Arei/|Z:| = €?/3kpT. and\pp = h/2v/m.kgT,, the electron de
Broglie wavelength, taking care of the intrinsically quamtbehavior of the high-temperature plasma in the shorteréingt.

In the opposite case of an infinitely strong magnetic field, (= Voo, ea With Ao = A eo) from Egs. [A1#) and(AT5)
one obtaing7, (k,w) = exp(—w2/2kﬁv§). Inserting this formula into Eq[{(28) it is straightforwaiashow that the collision
frequency in a strong magnetic field is the half of the freqyen ... Thus

1
InAseq = 3 InAg cq- (32)

The collision frequencies have been also investigated imesauthors using the Fokker-Planck kinetic equation wighLizin-
dau integral of the collisions [45, 46]. As stated above dpiproach neglects the dynamical polarization effects.dpehdiXB
we show briefly that starting with Eq$.(27) andl(28) whergk, w) is set= 1, one arrives at the expressions derived by Silin
[46]. To understand the importance of the dynamical poddidn effects which are neglected in Eqs.j(B2) (B6) (dsd a
in the formula of Spitzer) we note that the kinetic equatiorthe form of Landau accounts for only close (almost) Coulomb
collisions, thus completely neglecting long-range waeetiple interactions. It has been shown previously thahéabsence of
magnetic field correctionA.,, to the standard Coulomb logarithim(Ap /7.q min) @rising due to these interactions may be of
the same order as the leading term [37]. However, this efexticial only for e-i interactions and wave-particle natetions are
not expected to make any essential change in the rate of eder@b collisions. For instance, in an anisothermic elatiion
plasma low-frequency ion-acoustic waves may provide agcéffe mechanism for electron-ion interactions which fetdan
enhancement of the standard Coulomb logarithm.

Similar long-range and low-frequency collective effeats eesponsible for a strong enhancement of the collisicesriat a
magnetized plasma. In this case it has been shown [41, 42¢theollision rate contains, in addition to the contritaurtifrom



TABLE I: The Coulomb logarithm{32) for electron-proton ptaa normalized tn Ao,c; for some values of the scaled magnetic figldB;
and for different values of the cutoff paramege& Ap /7ci min = 10, 10%, 10,

B/Bs 0.1 1.0 10.0 10? 10? 10* 10° 10°
£€=10 0.05 0.53 311 6.79 10.55 14.31 18.07 21.82
£€=10> 0.03 0.27 1.55 3.40 5.28 7.16 9.03 10.91
£=10>° 0.02 0.18 1.04 2.27 3.52 477 6.02 7.27

close Coulomb collision§ (B6), a term which in our notatitgiven by

InAZ, = 11n (ﬁ) e“[(14 2) Ko (2) — zK1 (2)], (32)

4 Me

wherez = 1/¢2, ¢ = \e/a. = Q./w. is the scaled magnetic fieldsy(z) and K, (z) are the modified Bessel functions of the
second kind. The Coulomb logarithin {32) depends essgntinlthe magnetic field. At large and small magnetic fields [Bg) (
behaves atn A¥; ~ In(Q./we) andln A%, ~ Q./w., respectively, and vanishes@ — 0. Also we note the large factor
In(m;/m.) in Eq. (32) which diverges ai,; — oo and appears due to strong electron-ion interactions viaatdle plasma
waves and is typically 10. However, Eq.[(BB) which accounts for only close Coulombisioins does not contain such term
and remains finite at; — oo.

The results of the numerical evaluation of Egs.](B2) and @é)shown in Fid.12. This figure shows the rdtid\.,/ In Ag cq
as a function of the scaled magnetic fiddd B for e-e (left panel) and electron-proton (right panel) isadhs and for different
values of the cutoff parameteré.(= Ap/ree,min (€-€) aNdE = Ap/Teimin (€-1)). The quantityB, introduced above is
By = mcv./eAp. Also for an electron-proton plasma the normalized Couldoglrithmin A}; /In Ao .;, Eq. [32), is given in
Table[l for some values of the scaled magnetic field. It is $leatthe magnetic field may essentially increase the cotlisates
in plasma compared to the field-free ones and this is moreritaptofor electron-ion collisions. As discussed above,. EBZ)
and [B6) and hence the results shown in Elg. 2 account forumdgreened Coulomb collisions neglecting dynamic pation
effects. In a vanishing magnetic field these effects are napofor e-i collisions and the situation with # 0 requires further
investigations, in particular for e-e collisions. In the @se a major contribution is expected from low-frequenaiective
modes given by Eq[(32). Talle | shows that this contribuérceeds the Coulomb logarithmA.; at B/Bs ~ 10,102,103
depending on the cutoff parameter. Also it should be empkddghat the validity of the regimé (31) of a classically sgo
magnetic field (the domainB/B; > 10* and B/B, > 10° in the left and right panels of Fi@l 2, respectively) reqsitiee
conditionsQ2, < kT, (or B < B. = (mc/eh)kpT,.). Thus the results shown in Figl. 2 are valid upRg/ Bs = kpT,/fwe.
Clearly the realization of the regimg_{31) requires highpenatures and low densities and the enhancement of theionlli
rates atB ~ 1 — 1028, may not be accessible under certain conditions. Howeveretbent analysis shows [39] (see also the
references therein) that in a quantizing magnetic field With- B, the field-dependence of the collisional rates becomes even
stronger and the enhancementygf, shown in Fig[2 may turn even more significant although thesital expression (27),
(28), (B2) and[(Bb) are invalid in this regime.

IV. LOW-VELOCITY STOPPING POWER

In this section, with the collision-inclusive dielectriarfction derived in Se¢.]ll we consider the stopping power) (R
low-velocity ion moving in a magnetized plasma for an agbijrangle with respect to the magnetic field. The regime of low
velocities is of particular importance for some physicélaiions, e.g., for electron cooling processes [3] and fagnetized
target plasma fusion researches [5]. Previously the SP iagnetized plasma at small ion velocity has been investigaye
employing linear response (LR) theory [11] and Dufty-Berkky relation [26]. The latter approach (see below) redukes
problem to a determination of the diffusion coefficient of tnagnetized plasma. In Ref. [11] it has been shown that in the
presence of a magnetic field and in the absence of collisibadriction coefficient contains an anomalous term whictedies
atv — 0 like In(v. /v) in addition to the usual constant one while the hydrodynapproach of Ref| [26] does not contain such
term. We shall comment on this feature in this section.

The stopping powe§$ of an ion with chargeZe and velocityv is defined as the energy loss of the ion in a unit length due to
interaction with a plasma. From E§.{11) it is straightford/o calculate the electric fiel = —V¢ (orE(k, w) = —ikp(k, w)
in terms of Fourier transforms), and the stopping forcengobin the ion. Then, the stopping power of the projectile pi&imion



becomes (see, e.g., Refs.|[10-12])

Z2e? k-v -1
= I .
S 2720 /dk k2 maM (k,k-v,7) (33)

For the friction coefficient we have to considgr given by Eq.[(3B) in a low-velocity limit, and thus the dietiéc function
(I2) with (I8) and the functions; (k,w) and F»>(k,w) given by Eqgs.[(AID) and (A11), when = k - v. Now we have to

write the Taylor expansion of Ed.{{12) for small= k - v. Using expression§ (12), (18], (25). [26). (A10), and (Aft)the
collision-inclusive dielectric function at — 0 we obtain

-1 kX2 >
Im ~ Ao 2 / e~ XO=st gy (34)
em (k,w,y) (K22 + 1) ve Jo

wheres = v/kv, = v/kA., v = v/w.. The functionX (¢) is determined by EqL.{A9). It should be emphasized thatlEf).d8es
not contain any logarithmic singularity at vanishihg — 0 as for the case of collisionless magnetized plasma, seqRgf.
This singularity which leads to an anomalous friction in agmetized plasma has been removed here due to the collisighs a

the factore <" in Eq. (34) guarantees the convergence ofttirgegration at;; — 0. Thus from Eqs.[(33) and {B4) we obtain
usual (linear with respect to) friction law

27%2 v
S() ~ —R(V 35
) = =55 RO, (35)
whereR (9) is the dimensionless friction coefficient,
" K3dk 1
R(V :/ 7[ k) cos® 9 4+ =1ho (k) sin? 9| . 36
(V) 0 211 1 (k) 5¥2(k) (36)

Herex = kpaxAe andd is the angle between andb. In Eq. [36) we have introduced a cutoff paraméigrx, = 1/7min
(wherer,;, is the effective minimum impact parameter) in order to atbillogarithmic divergence at large This divergence
corresponds to the incapability of the linearized kindtedry to treat close encounters between the projectileridrifee plasma
electrons properly. Far,;, we thus use the effective minimum impact parameter of @asbinary Coulomb collisions which
at low-velocities of the ion reads,i, = |Z|e?/mv?. Itis seen that the parameter= 47no.\2 /| Z| = 1/Z > 1, whereZ is
determined by Eq[{1) at < v.. Also the other quantities in Eq.(36) are

b (k) = / " exp |- 2 in? (¢t) — 20t @, (1)) (37)
"W P " )
with n = 1,2, ¢ = Ae/ae = Qe/we, Q(t) = V2tY (Ct), Y2(t) = 1 — (sint/t)?, ®1(z) = 27 2®(x), Pa(z) = 2erf(x) —
x72®(x). The function®(x) is determined by EqL(B5).
In many experimental situations, the ions move in a plasntia ndom orientations af with respect to the magnetic field
directionb. The friction coefficient appropriate to this situation ntayobtained by carrying out a spherical average dvef
R(9) in Eq. [36). We find

K 3
RO =5 [ o 09+ ) (39)

Let us analyze the general expressiod (36) for some paaticakes. For instance, at vanishing magnetic figlds(0) using
the relationQ(t) ~ /2/3¢(t? at¢ — 0, one finds

1 1 v
k)= (k)=A| — 39
Y1 (k) 2%() 3 (x/ik)’ (39)
where A(z) = e erfc(z), erfe(z) is the complementary error function. In this case the Bittcoefficient is isotropic and
becomes
1 [~ A(vk)dk
Ro(#) = _/ Alwk)dk (40)
3Jpe k(2k2+1)

Herel/po = v/2x. In addition at vanishing damping, i.e.at— 0, A(vk) — 1 and we recover the usual low-velocity stopping
power in an unmagnetized collisionless plasma with a bictoefficient (see, e.gl, [11,147])

1

1 2
Ro(9) = 6U(«;) =5 [m (14 r%) —

K
K241

(41)
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At strong magnetic field{{ — o), the plasma becomes highly anisotropic and the frictiffaient depends essentially on
the angley. For an evaluation of the functions (k) and, (k) we note thatQ(t) — /2t andY((t) — 1 as¢ — oco. Then
substituting these relations into EQ.{37) and after irdgn by parts one obtains

1 9 a
Y1 (k) = §A(Q) +a°B(a) - 7 (42)
(] g2 21 4
Ve (k)= (1-a®) B(a) - 34 (a) + = (43)
with ¢ = V/\/ik, and
i dt 2z & 2,2
e J— e pp— 2 -zt
B(2) / FA0="2 | ln(t—i—\/t +1)e dt. (44)
Then the friction coefficient at infinitely strong magnetigldi reads
LAk [ e 1 _ vk
Reo(¥) = 2/100 k(2k2+1)2{sm 19[(1 v’k?) B (vk) 5 (A(Vk) ﬁ)] (45)
2 . l 212
+cos” ¥ [A (vk) ﬁuk—i— 207k B(l/k)] }
Similarly for the angular averaged friction coefficient watain
1 [ B(vk)dk
Roul)) = 3 [ 2R (46)

vo k(2k2+1)%

The functionB(z) involved in Eq. [45b) at smalt behaves a®3(z) ~ In(1/z) — C/2, whereC = 0.5772 is the Euler’s
constant, and diverges logarithmically wher- 0. Using asymptotic behavior of this function it is straigitéard to calculate
from Eq. [45) the friction coefficient at vanishing In this limit and in the leading order we obtain

Roc (V) = i {sin219 l(ln \/iwe — %) U(k)+ Ui (k)| +U (k) 005219} : (47)
whereU (k) is given by Eq.[(411), and
Ui (k) =U (k) Ink — i [1112 (k> +1) —2In(k*+1)] — %Lig (nf—j-l) . (48)

HereLis(2) is the dilogarithm function. Note that at large>> 1, which is a requirement of a weak ion-plasma coupling, the
functionsU, (x) andU () can be approximated b, (k) ~ In* x — 72/12 andU (k) ~ 2Ink — 1, respectively. It is seen
that the first term in Eq[(47) diverges logarithmically ahighing~. It can be shown that the general expression (36) with
(33) for the friction coefficient derived for arbitrary buhfie magnetic field behaves similarly. This is a consequeiueeto
the magnetic field since the field-free resllt](40) remainigefiasy — 0 (see, e.g., Eq[{(41)). The divergent term in Eql (47)
vanishes, however, when the ion moves along the magnetiqfle: 0). Then the friction coefficient is solely given by the last
term of Eq. [(4¥). In addition, the friction coefficient EQZor strong magnetic fields shows an enhancement for ionsngo
transverse{ = 7/2) to the magnetic field compared to the case of the longitudimgion (9 = 0). This effect is in agreement
with particle-in-cell simulation results|[3].

As stated in Introduction we shall now make contact with fedént method. It has been shown by Dufty and Berkovsky [23]
that the low-velocity SP of an ion in a plasma is related todiffeision coefficientD through

S(’U) o kBTe

= (49)

v v—0

As in Ref. [26] we consideD to the self-diffusion coefficient in a magnetized classaa-component plasma. From E¢s](35)-
(37) we can relate the friction coefficieR(}) to the diffusion coefficienD through Eq.[(40). Cohen and Suttorp![25] have
calculated parallel (to the magnetic field) diffusion cawéfnt D). These authors, like us but unlike Marchedtial. [24], have
used a kinetic equation method. At vanishing damping- 0), it can be shown thab) obtained from Eqs[(35)-(87) and
for ¥ = 0 coincides with the result of Cohen and Suttorp [25]. In pattr, aty — 0, it is found from Eqs.[(41) and(47)
that Ro(0)/Roc(0) = Do/ Do, = 2/3 in agreement with Refl [25]. Her®,, ; and D, are the parallel self-diffusion
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FIG. 3: (Color online) The friction coefficierR (¢) vs the scaled magnetic fiefdl. /w. (left panel) and damping parametgfw. (right panel)
for ¥ = 0 (solid line),¥ = 7 /4 (dashed line) and = 7 /2 (dotted line),x = 10, v/w. = 0.1 (left panel),Q2. = w. (right panel). The line
with symbols corresponds (&R (¥)).

coefficients at infinite and vanishing magnetic fields, retipely. However at finitey and ford = 0, comparing Eq.[{40) with
(43) we conclude that the simple relation cited above is beyed in general, due to damping.

As an example, we show in Figl 3 plots of the dimensionlessidn coefficientR(¢) given by Eq.[(3b), as a function of
the scaled magnetic field, /w. for model parametey (y/w. = 0.1) (left panel). The right panel of Fi§l 3 show&()) as a
function of the scaled damping parametét, for Q2. = w, (i.e. for a given magnetic field). It is seen that the low-eétpSP
increases with an increase in the angland also with the magnetic field. In the latter case the SP pitinally tends to the
value given by expressioh {(45). In the opposite limit of a kveeagnetic field the friction coefficient tends to the valueegi
by Eg. [40) which is independent of the angleAlso Fig.[3 shows that the friction coefficient decreaseth\@amping. It is,
interestingly, opposite to the behavior found for an unnetiged DEG, see. e.g., Refs. [31+-34]. A decreasg(@f) with ~ in
the present case of a classical plasma is not attributaltteetapplied magnetic field because the field-free frictiosfficient
given by [40) shows a similar behavior (not shown in Eig. 3).aldegenerate plasma an enhancement of the low-velocity SP
with ~ is a quantum effect which is absent in our present study. B @ the domain of plasmon excitations is shifted towards
smaller ion velocities [31, 32]; this increases the SP is thdlocity regime. But in the present case the domain of cilie
excitations is shifted towards higher velocities|[47] ane friction coefficient decreases with

The resulting friction coefficienf(47) may be compared viip (44) of Ref.|[11] where the friction coefficient in the lzol
sionless plasma contains an anomalous terfn. /v) vanishing at? = 0. The physical origin of such an anomalous friction
coefficient may be traced to the spiral motion of the elecralong the magnetic field lines. These electrons naturatig to
couple strongly with long-wavelength fluctuations (i.enadl k) along the magnetic field. In addition, when such fluctuation
are characterized by slow variation in time (i.e., smak= k - v), the contact time or the rate of energy exchange between the
electrons and the fluctuations will be further enhanced. taama, such low-frequency fluctuations are provided byw sl
projectile ion. The above coupling can therefore be an efiicmechanism of energy exchange between the electronsiand t
projectile ion. At vanishing damping and in the limitof— 0, the frequencw = k - v — 0 tends to zero as well. The contact
time ~ w™! thus becomes infinite and the friction coefficient divergése collisions of the plasma particles play a stabilizing
role since the fluctuations provided by the slow ion are dainpéus at small velocities — 0 the contact time is finite and is
determined by~ v~!. As a result Eq[{47) does not contain a term likév. /v) but behaves alsi(1/+) at vanishing damping.

V. KINETIC VERSUSHYDRODYNAMIC APPROACH

Using the theoretical results obtained in Jed. 1V, we prebene some comparative analysis, looking for some contacts
between our linear-response (kinetic) formulation andpite¥ious hydrodynamic mode-coupling treatments baseti@self-
diffusion coefficients. As mentioned above such connedsogstablished via Dufty-Berkovsky relatidn {49). The phasis
modeled as a collisional dielectric medium whose lineapwoase function, within RTA, is given by Eq$.(12), (1B)d(2@th
~ as a model damping parameter. In order to document the LIVIBBips highlighted by the relatioh (49), we first briefly
pay attention to the unmagnetizé= 0 limit. We consider it through the smadl = 1/(4mno.\3) < 1 plasma parameter
approximation for the self-diffusion coefficient given bip§renet al. [48]. Employing Eqs.[(35)[(41) anH (49) an inspection
shows that at vanishing damping € 0) the self-diffusion coefficient obtained from these foramitoincides with the result of



12

-9.3

¢=0

——@-- (©0)
94 KT

& o5 £
.E -9.51 £
5 ] -
» -9.64
> >
3 N
;\ -9.7 i
> sl =
@ 081 25
IS 1 € 64
-9.9
o-——-0-—--0-——-0--—-0-———@-———@-———@-———0————0————{ -8
-10.0 T T T T -10 T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
QJw, QJw,

FIG. 4: (Color online) Proton LIVSD in a plasma with = 1.064 x 10'® cm™3, T, = 1 eV (e = 0.02) in terms ofQ. /w.. The lines with
symbols in left and right panels represent parallel andstrarse LIVSD, respectively. The solid lines were obtaimedifEqgs. [(3b)£(3]7) with

¥ = 0 (left) and¥ = /2 (right).

Ref. [48] if the ionic charge number squaré in Eq. (35) is replaced by the quanti? — P(Z), where

1 272 27
P(Z)_<Z+_) 327% + 752 +50 (50)
V2) 10422 + 11122 + 59

For a proton projectile witlZ = 1 this factor isP(1) = 1.003 and the agreement between both approaches is almost pé&tiect
factor [50) which is nonlinear with respectfoaccounts for the nonlinear coupling between an incomingiahthe surrounding
plasmal[48]. However for highly charged ions with>> 1 this factor increases linearly with, P(Z) = (4/13)Z, while more
rigorous treatment shows that at strong ion-plasma cogpfia energy loss of an ion scales with its charge approxisnkite
Z15 [21].

Consider next the case of a magnetized and collisional @abior simplicity we consider electron-proton plasma anchsom
as a projectile particle. Exploring first the moderately metized domain. > w., one can explicit the field-free parallel and

B-dependent transverse diffusions|[24],

O _ 3V oo _ e 51
= P ) (51)
Ye 3w

Wherevf, = kgTe/myp, my is the proton mass, and = w.eln(1/¢) is the collision frequency in terms of the plasma parameter
€, . = v,/ is the Larmor radius. Note that the collision frequengyis related to the e-e collisional relaxation rate as
Yee = /2/977. (see Sedll). The transverse diffusion coefficient givgrEl. (51) corresponds to a classical region, where
D, ~ B72 and s valid fory, < Q. < 0.4w.Y () with Y () = [¢2In(1/¢)]~ /2 as explained in Refl [24].

With higher magnetic field value€,. /w. > 4Y (¢), one reaches the transverse hydro-Bohm regime@ith~ B~ featuring
[24]

2
D, =D + 52 1/, (52)
To the intermediate plateau regime with, ~ B between transverse diffusion coefficients given by Egs) éd [52),
corresponds the diffusion coefficient [24] validatY (e) < Q./w. < Y (e),

p, = D [1 N %CZ} (53)

We

with ¢ = Q. /w.. When electron diffusion is considered, the electron ttralocityv. should be used in Eq§.(51)-{53) instead
of vp,. Itis also important to stress that the quantitative prigmtis (51){58) of the mode coupling theory developed in. 2]

are strongly dependent on the values of the hydrodynamidfewthich, in contrast to the kinetic theory, are introddiinearly.

A reliable estimate of the magnetic field and plasma parangeggendence of the cutoffs have been obtained, but theit exa
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values are not known. Consequently, the numerical coeftigia Egs.[(5I1)E(33) are not precisely known. The exactfunefits
can in principle be obtained by using kinetic theory.

The friction coefficientsS(v) /v (atv — 0) calculated with the help of Eq$. (49) and}(50)1(53) are shiwFig.[4 as the lines
with symbols. In this figure the solid lines without symboéibnstrate the friction coefficients calculated from Eg§8)(31)
with 9 = 0 (left panel) and) = 7/2 (right panel) assuming, for consistancy, the same coflisiequencyy = . as in Eqs.[(51)-
(53). As far as we can see, there are no fundamental conticadibetween kinetic [Eq4.(BH)-(37)] and hydrodynamig.[&9)
and the first relation of Eq_(51)] approaches for the para#lse, see Fi@ll 4, left panel. However, there are differebhetwveen
the two approaches. It is well known that a kinetic equatippraach contains more information about a physical syshem t
a hydrodynamical approach. Indeed assuming a vanishingidanty = 0) and magnetic field8 = 0) from Egs. [[(35) and
(41) ate < 1 the ratio of the low-velocity SPs of both approaches|jgin /S hyd =~ V2. As discussed above the numerical

coefficients in Eqs[(81)=(53) are not precisely known. Timatuding the numerical factoy’2 into denominator of the parallel
diffusion coefficient in Eq.[(51) the agreement between lagthroaches becomes complete. Note that this is equivalénét
redefinitionD) — Dj = 02 /Vee, Whereyee = 1/2/97..

An apparently large discrepancy is documented for the wess situation (Fig[]4, right panel) where typically
S1kin/S1hya ~ [eln(l/e)]* <« 1 with e < 1 and« varies betwee? < « < 4 depending on the strength &f. The
kinetic regime seems to be restricted)to8 = 7. /w. < Q./w. < 0.4Y (¢) = 10.1 as explained in Ref._[24]. The discrepancy
in the orthogonal case might be due to a different treatmectitoffs in kinetic and hydrodynamic theories, i.e logamiic vs
linear. Actually, according to Ref._[24], the different hpdmodes are normalized to distinct cutoffs. Upper hybridare
normalized tol /a., a. being electron Larmor radius while low frequency modes amenalized to inverse mean free pathy
with ¢ = v./~.. On the other hand in the extreme liffilt >> w., the only reasonable transverse cutoff should he. which,
for instance, in the kinetic treatment is includedaél /a.). The basic physics involved in this orthogonal geometrygies
to kinetic theory when we rely on a collisional time while etB — oo limit leading to hydrodynamics, we incorporate the
Larmor rotation of the charged particles, as well.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper, we have presented a detailed investigatiagheoktopping power (SP) of low-velocity ions in a magnetized
and collisional classical plasma. In the course of thisystud have derived, among other things, some analyticaltefr the
collision-inclusive linear response function for whicle #ffect of collisions is taken into account in a number-eovisig manner
relaxation-time approximation (RTA) based on the Boltzm#oisson equations—the BGK approach. These analytmalseat
small projectile ion velocities go beyond those obtaineRéfs. [L0+-15]. After a quantitative introduction to thedar response
function in Secll, we have briefly studied the effect of metimfield on relaxation rates due to collisions betweenedéht
plasma species in Sdc.lll in which we have estimated cartidbs of close Coulomb collisions and long-range particéve
interactions in the presence of a magnetic fieldygp. It has been shown that a magnetic field leads to an essentiakise in
collision rates.

Theoretical calculations of SP based on the linear respibiesey within RTA are discussed in SEc] V. A number of limdfi
and asymptotic regimes of low-velocities and vanishjritave been studied. The theoretical expressions for SPediinvthis
section lead to a detailed presentation, in Seck. IMand ‘4, afllection of data through figures on SP of an ion. The result
we have presented demonstrate that with regard to SP tleeatiffe between RTA and the usual linear response theorgwtith
damping is substantial. In particular, we have shown thatahomalous friction coefficient which behavesSg(v)/v ~
In(v/v) atv < v, obtained for a collisionless plasma [11] is now absent. Sutdrm arises due to an enhancement of energy
exchange between plasma particles at 0 when the contact time- w=! with w ~ k - v becomes very large. Thus collisions
in a plasma play a stabilizing role for the energy exchangegss and in the case of a collisional plasma the contactiime
given by~ 1. For low-velocity SP this yield$ (v)/v ~ In(1/v). Finally, in Sec[1V we have related the friction coefficient
R(¥) at¥ = 0 to the parallel diffusion coefficienD| via Eq. [49) and at vanishing damping & 0), it has been shown that
D) obtained from Eqs[(35]-(87) coincides with the result of. f25]. However, at finitey the equivalence of both approaches
is violated due to damping.

In Sec[W we have also compared the results obtained withikioatic (Boltzmann-Poisson equations) approach withra si
ple LIVSD expression (49), using transverse and paralféislon coefficients derived within a hydrodynamic modesgiing
theory [24]. In the parallel case our results agree pesfedth this approach. There are discrepancies in the trarewsituation
and these have been discussed in Béc. V. In the transveesermasay require an improved mode-coupling calculation.

Going beyond the BGK approach which is based on the BoltzaRaisson equations we can envisage a number of avenues.
These include (i) extending the number-conserving RTA tmiper-, momentum- and energy-conserving RTA. We note tlist th
has been done previously in Ref. [49] for a field-free ca$estfidying SP in a degenerate electron gas (DEG) in the pcesef
a non-quantizing magnetic field, in a number-conserving Ribhg the approach of Mermin [21] and Das|[22] neither of whom
considered a magnetic field; (iii) ion interaction with fluating plasma microfield and stochastic energy loss which leed
to a DB-like relation from first principles, and (iv) imprayenode-coupling hydrodynamics which will result in an endragss
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calculation via DB relation and also exploring rigorousekin calculations of transport coefficients. Lastly, it nieymentioned
that a quasiclassical model was studied by Das [50] whicls tlse Boltzmann-Poisson equations but also includes Landau
guantization in a DEG.
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Appendix A: Integral representation of thedielectric function

In Sec[I] we have derived the Bessel-function represemtaif the dielectric function. For some applications angnaé
representation of the dielectric function is desirabler &eriving the integral form of the dielectric function weandte the
denominators of Eqd. (IL3) arld{14) using an integral

0
L / 1 O=im)t gy (A1)
Q- vy —0o0
and summation formuld_ > JZ(z)e™ = Jy(2zsin £) [29]. Then the dielectric function may be alternativelynegented
in the form
2 27T t it(wfk v )
e(kw,y) = dv” vldvl e e 1) de (A2)
k2 Noe
., Ofo dfo Qet
X |:'Lka—J()( ( ))+klm COSs TJl (U) (t)) )
21 > Xt it(w—kyoy)
Q k,w,y) = dv fo (’U”,'UJ_) vidvg e e 1) dt (A3)
Noe — 00 0 0

X |:’L'k’UJO (w (t)) + kv, cos %Jl (w (t)):| s

where the argument of the Bessel functions is given by

_ 2k v . Qet
w(t) = . sin —~. (A4)
In the above expressions by performing integration by parts finaIIy obtains
e(k,w,y) = dUH vi)vidvg (A5)
ot itk sin (Qet)
x/ e t( ki H)JO( () [k” + k3 % tdt,
0 e
2mi , = >
Qkw,y) = 1+ o (W+W)/ de/ fo (v, v1) vidos (A6)
e — o0 0
x / ettt (@ kv) gy (w (8)) dt.
0
In particular, for a Maxwellian isotropic distribution fation (17), Eqs.[(Ab) and(A6) become
1 - > ist—X(t)—ct
ez(k,o.),w):l—i—kz)\z [1—}—(23—()/0 e O=tqe]| (A7)
Qcw,) =1+ (is—q) [ et X0 gy (A8)
0

wheres = w/kv,, ¢ = v/kv., and

X(t)zgzﬁ K2 [1—Cos<kie)]. (A9)
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Herea. = v. /€. is the cyclotron radius of the electrons. The real and imeagiparts of the plasma dispersion function defined
by Eqg. [18) can be found from Eq._(A7) and are given by

F(kw)=1- /OO [ssin (st) + ¢ cos (st)] e X Ot gt (A10)
0
Py (k,w) = / h [s cos (st) — ¢ sin (st)] e X B =<ty (A11)
0

In this section we also derive an alternative integral repnéation for the collision frequendy (27) in a magnetizEdma.
Using an integral

eV = % /_ O:O e2iut—t* gy (A12)
and the summation formula (see, e.g., Refl [29])
i Ay (2) e = exp[—2 (1 — cosf)] (Al13)
from Eq. [29) we obtain
G, (k,w) = \/g k)| va /000 e~ Valkt) cog (wt) dt, (Al4)
where
Uy (k,t) = k”v2 — + k2 a% [1 — cos (Qat)] - (A15)

Let us recall that here, = v, /Q4, v, ands),, are the cyclotron radius, the thermal velocity and the dyefofrequency of the
plasma species, respectively.

Appendix B: Collision frequencies obtained from the Landau kinetic equation

In this appendix we show that E{._(28) for the Coulomb lodaniis equivalent to the formula obtained by Silin in Ref. [46]
if one neglects the dynamical polarization of the plasmadssuming.;(k,w) = 1 in Eq. (28). Note that the latter approach
corresponds to the kinetic equation with the collision&dmnal in the form of Landau generalized for the case of a retized
plasma.

Using the integral representatidn (A14) of the functi®n(k, w) we obtain

/ Ge (k,w) Go (k,w) wdw = 2k vvq / e Uelkt)g=Ualk/t) [%Ue (k,t)] [%Ua (k,t)} dt, (B1)
o 0

whereU,, (k,w) is given by Eq.[{ATb). Substituting this expression into &) for the Coulomb integral for the e-e collisions
afterk-integration we arrive at

s [ [ b () (B

Here<e = /\D/aev ge = AD/'r'ee,mima and

. 2
X (t,p) = p® + (1= p?) (ant) , (B3)
¢ (t,p) = p + (1 — p?) Sm;t%), (B4)

o (z) = % /03E e 12dt = ert (z) — Txe_w , (B5)
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whereerf(x) is the error function. Similarly, for the e-i collisions wadi

i [ [ WA (¢ ) ()] o

with e = Zyme/my, 6 = /meTi/miTe, (¢ = Ap/ae, € = AD/Tei,min aNd
@ (t, 1) = x (t, 1) + 62X (et ) . (B7)

It is seen that Eq[{B2) with Eq4._(B3)-(B5) and Hg. {B6) wiB{j coincide with the expressions derived in Ref. [46] on the
basis of the Landau kinetic equation.
In the case of vanishing or infinitely strong magnetic fields HB2) and[(Bb) become

InAgee =Inée, InAgei =1né, (B8)
InAg ce = %hl{e, InAs i = %lnf, (B9)

respectively. Thus, if the dynamical polarization effeate neglected, the Coulomb logarithm in the presence ofcamgtr
magnetic field is again given hé/ln Ao ..o Where, however, the quantity .., is replaced by the usual one, i16,ax /Tmin-
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