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Abstract

Here is presented the calculation of the dynamic electcieatiuctivity of fully ionized, strongly
coupled plasmas as a function of the external electric figldudencyw. The calculations are
based on the the formula for the energy-dependent collisequency which is determined by
means of the Green function theory methods, as a sum overaftmibbra frequencies. The do-
main of extremely high electron density: 2£& n. < 10?*cm3, and for the temperature varying
from 10 kK to 1000 kK was examined. The real and imaginary parts of the octivilty for
every electron density are presented in the generalizedeblike form as a two-parameter func-
tion of the frequencw in the region O< w < 0.5wp, wherewy, is the plasma frequency. A good
agreement between the obtained results and the existiogetieal and computing simulation
data is shown.
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1. Introduction

The defining of the dynamic high frequency (HF) electricailauoctivity of the strongly cou-
pled plasma is an actual and very important problem becawdecharacteristics of plasma as
the HF dielectric function, the cdécients of refractivity and reflectivity, and skin depth are
expressed just in terms of the dynamic electrical conditgtidowever, until recently the deter-
mination of the dynamic plasma conductivity in the wide rasigf the electron densities.f and
the temperature§ () was not taken as the priority task. Namely, in the most cdsementioned
problem was not investigated as the main anel[1-5], and @wyauthors presented the results
of the direct definition of HF electrical conductivity [6-Ji@lated to some selected valueapf
andT.

Because of that, a few years ago a certain research of the kfuctvity of the plasmas
was started. It was thought that the previous researchémdfdansport properties of the dense
strongly coupled plasmas free of any external fields|[11, 4124 the plasmas in the presence of
the constant magnetic field [13], gave some results whicle wseful in the case of the plasmaiin
the external time depending fields. From this reason tharel®f the HF plasma conductivity
was also devoted to the dense strongly coupled plasmas. &tmeaim was to examine the HF
conductivity in the whole area of such plasmas, includingtiee region of the extremely large
degrees of its non-ideality. This was especially importsinice the existing literature data about
the HF plasma conductivity [[6=10] are just related to theemely strongly coupled plasmas
(10%%em < ne < 10%%cm3).
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The first results of that research were presented in [14]reviie new method of the cal-
culations of the strongly coupled plasma HF conductivitgiéscribed. This method was tested
on the plasmas with Zcm3 < ne < 10%m and 10K < T < 5- 10°K, in the microwave
and far-infrared regions ab, werew is the frequency of the external electric field. The devel-
oped method uses the energy-dependent electron collissguéncy which is determined as a
sum over the Matsubara frequencies, using the Green fumttteory methods and the corre-
sponding self-consistent calculations procedure, whsatheiscribed in details in_[11,/13]. The
final results, i.e. the HF conductivity(w) = o(w; ne, T), as well as its real and imaginary parts
oreim(w) = oreim(w; Ne, T), Were presented in the adequate, three-parameter Dikedfstm.
As the second step, by [15] the same method with its improwedarical procedure it was ap-
plied to the denser plasmas, with'#@m3 < ne < 10?*cm3 and 2- 10°K < T < 10°K, in
infrared, visible and near UV regions of

Since, in[[14, 15] the domain of low and moderately non-igd@tmas was covered, the first
aim of this Letter was to apply the developed method by thejaate numerical procedure, in
order to determine of the HF conductivities of the strongig @xtremely coupled plasmas, i.e.
for 10?%cm 3 < ne < 10?%cm3. This way would not only laboratory strongly coupled plasma
but also some astrophysical plasmas (for examples, th@gbioéres of some white dwarfs [16])
be considered.

Another aim is to compare the obtained results with the ixgstheoretical results and
computer simulation data [6=10], which refermg = 3.8 - 10°'cm™3,2.52 - 10??cm™3 and
1.61- 10?*cm 3. Such a comparison is very important because there is nacdatrning the
direct experimental measurements of HF conductivity ofkhiese strongly coupled plasmas [4],
[17].

Similarly to our previous papers [14,]15], the HF condutyivi(w), as well asoreim(w),
are presented here in the three-parameters Drude-like, fotrare one of these parameters is
the static conductivityr of the considered plasma, which is suitable for further merstion.
However, while in|[14} 15] the values ofy could be taken from [13], the corresponding values
for the region 18'cm < ne < 10%“cm were especially calculated here.

The calculations ofrgre(w) andom(w) in all considered cases, for all taken valuesoénd
T, are performed here in the frequency range ® < 0.5- wy, wherew, is the plasma electron
frequency. The results are compared with the data from [6—10

2. Modedl

2.1. Basic equations

In this Letter it is considered a completely ionized plasma homogenous and monochro-
matic external electric fiel® = Eg- exp{—iwt}. According to[[14], the dynamic electric conduc-
tivity of a strongly coupled plasma(w) = ore(w) + io1m(w) is presented by the expressions
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wheree, mand E are the charge, mass and energy of the free elect(@),- the relaxation
time presented later in the text(E) - one-electron states density in the energy spa£E) =
[exp(BE — Bu) + 1]~ - the Fermi-Dirac distribution functiony - the chemical potential of the
ideal gas of the free electrons with the densifyand the temperatuf®, andg = (kgT) ™.

Comparing Eq.[{1) bys = 0 with the expression for the static conductivity of the fully
ionized strongly coupled plasma from [11] 13], one can sat th

olw=0)=co= 2 f «(E)

Consequently, from EqE](2) and (3) it follows the valldnfytbe relationsore(w = 0) = o,
om(w = 0) = 0, which have the sense of the conditions in the peirt 0 during the numerical
calculations ofrge(w) andom(w). The right side of Eq.{4) has the Lorentz-like form. Be@us
of that the quantity(E) was interpreted in [11, 13] as the corresponding elecetaxation time
(total electron-ion plus electron-electron), charaeiag the considered plasma in the absence of
the external fields. Since the same quant{fy) is used in the expressions [1- 3) tefw) just the
good understanding of the static conductivityas a function oh, andT has a very important
role in defining the strongly coupled plasma dynamic coniditgt Because of this fact our
research was started in (see/[14]) in the region of the pladawron densitye < 10cm 3,
where the basic method of the determination ofdgdrom [11,/13] was experimentally verified
[18].

Accordingly to [11] 13], the relaxation tim€E) is defined in the self-consistent approxima-
tion by the following relations:

[ ME) | E)EdE. 4)

VBME/h )
1= m f dq Z ZaHaV(q)
B(2mE)¥/> naes (@)

_ 47T€2222Hav ’

(5)

wherea is the label for the plasma spec@a,— the species charge numbHg,(q) - correspond-
ing polarization operator in the random-phase approxmnat simple loop)g, - the dielectric
function expressed in terms of these quantities, and thanmation is extended over the Mat-
subara even frequencies[11]. Here, the polarization el ), (q) of non-degeneratgth ion
component is equal 8n;(;d,0, and the RPA polarization operatds, (q) of partially degenerate
free electron component, namely

k r udu 2kru+g+iQ,
HRPA F f | F

@= q (nh) exp(u2/6 — Bu) + 1 n 2keu—q+ inl (6)
0

whereke = (37°ne)Y/3, Q, = 4nvm/h2Bq, v = 0, +1, ..., andd = (2m/p) - (hkg) 2.

The main numerical problems, which appear during the cafian of the static conductivity
o, are connected to the defining of the relaxation timBamely, the number of the members in
thev sum in Eq. [(b), which has to be calculated individually, dipincreases with the increase
of the electron densitye. For example, abe ~ 107%cm this number is order of magnitude
~ 10, while each member itself has to be calculated by a spediakpiure. It is clear that the
determination of the HF conductivity(w), requires the volume of the calculations several times
larger than in the case of the determinatiorref
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2.2. Parameterized form

According to [14] and/ [15], the quantitiesz. ando |, can be presented in the parameterized
form, suitable for the comparison with the correspondingd*like formulas, namely

1 () (wrpka
_— Om(w) = cp——mm——,
U1+ (wrp)e " U1+ (wrp)Aie

(7)

Tre(w) = 01

whereaoy is given by Eq. [(#)r; is the dfective relaxation time defined hyo, = %rg and

ki = ki(w) andk; = ky(w) are parameters, which describe the influence of the dewiafi the
dw/dE from thes-function [13]. When the electron component of the congdgilasma can be
treated as a highly degenerate gas of the free electrortscbdticientsk; andk, tend to 1, and
equation[(¥) reduce to the Drude-Lorentz model [19]. Usheyplasma frequenay, and the
dimensionless parametéy,, defined by relations), = (4rnee?/m)*/2, fop = wpt}, = 4noo/wp,
the parameterized expressions ée¢g(w) andom(w) convert into

1 (w/wp) fopka
= T 5 5 5 = T () N2F2 |2’ 8
ore(w) = 00 L+ (w/wpP T2k 7im(®) = 7o 1+ (w/wp)? 5K @

Our previous numerical analysis have shown thandk, can be cast in the following approxi-
mate fitting form

. ajbj(w/wp)
1+ ajbj(w/wp)’

where the adjustment paramet&rg a;, by andkyg, a2, b, are determined numerically from the
condition of the best relation between the 'exact’ and fiitallies of the factork; andk,. Let

us notify that by just using the expressiobk (4)-(8)das(w) andom(w) we get the possibility

to confirm whether Drude-like model (whém, ~ 1) has the physical sense for the considered
Ne, T andw.

kj = kjo — a,j =12, (9)

3. Resultsand discussion

In this paper it was defined the dynamic conductivityw) of completely ionized hydrogen-
like plasmas, when in expressidmn (5) only two species (elacnd ion withiZ = 1) are taken into
account. Here we had on mind that the using of the expreséasid [8) for the determination
of ore(w) andom(w) require the knowledge of the static conductivity. From this reason the
values ofo are especially determined here in the considered domain<10, < 10?*cm and
10kK < T < 1000kK. These values are presented in Tables 1.

Then, according td [14] and [15], the d@eientsk; andk; in Egs. [T) and[{(8) are taken in
the form [9), where they are expressed in terms of the pasasigs, a; andbj, j = 1,2. The
values of these parameters were also computed in the samard@®! < n, < 10?*cm3 and
10000K< T < 1000000K) and presented in Table 2 and Table 3.

The conduct ofrre(w) andom(w), calculated directly by Eqs[](2) and (3) for2tx ne <
10%%cm3 and 10kK< T < 1000KK, is displayed in tables and figures in the ranges®< 0.5-
wp. The figure§H[1Z14 arid 6, demonstrate the regular behaviggb), i.e. the convergence to
the corresponding values of(ne, T) whenw — 0, and the existence of the interval of variation
of w whereore(w) is practically constant. We observe the tendency of thisrirl to decrease
when temperatur€ increases. Similarly, the figured3, 5 and 6, demonstrapdaebehavior of
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oim(w), i.e. the convergence to zero when- 0, and the presence of a maximum in the interval
0 < w < 0.5wy. The obtained results, together with the data from [6], [Eland [10], show that
the position of this maximum comes tadb@, whenne grows in the regiome < 5 - 10?%cm3,
and decrease from®u, whenne increases in the regiam > 5 - 10°%cm3.

We compare the behavior oke(w) andom(w), determined in this Letter, with the behavior
of the corresponding quantities determinediin: [6] andfofjl” = 0.5 andrs = 1; [€], [Z] and [8],
forI' = 0.5andrs = 4; [d] forT" = 10 andrs = 1; [10], forne = 3.8-10%cm3 andT = 3.3-10°K.
Herel' = €?/(akT) andrs = a/ag are the well-known non-ideality and Brueckner parameters,
whereag anda = [3/(4nne)]? are the Bohr and the Wigner-Seitz radii. The results of [7],
[8] and [10] were obtained by using the molecular dynamicBfimulation method, while the
results of[6] and [9] are theoretical. The data from [6] dotained by two analytical expressions
for the collision frequency (the main one, obtained withia memory function formalism, and
the approximate one found by the solution of the high-freqydydrodynamic equation derived
from the macroscopic equations of electron motion). Theesmonding curves in the example
I' = 0.5 andrs = 1 are shown in Fig§]1 and 3, and in the cBse 0.5 andrs = 4 - in Figs[4 and
B

The figure$1l andl3 show that in the example 0.5 andrs = 1 our values ofrgre(w) and
o1m(w) are mostly in good relation with the results obtained indy'the MD simulation method,
except the regiomw < 0.1 wp. The same conclusion is valid for the theoretical resultsioled
in [6] for I' = 0.5 andrs = 1 by means of the mentioned approximate expression. Cozthéxt
the theoretical results from|[6] and [9], obtained by meafnthe main analytical expression in
the case§ = 0.5 andI’ = 10, for the sames = 1, a good agreement with our results exists in
the whole region ofv. Therefore it cold be expected since that main analyticatession has
significant similarity with our expressions.

From figurd_B, concerningm(w), one can see that not only our results, but both results] of [6
significantly disagree with the results of the MD simulatioom [7] in the regionw < 0.1 wy.

We believe that final conclusions, respecting this fact,lmaneached only after some additional
MD simulations, since in this region the behavior of of thetistconductivityog as a function of
ne andT has the dominant role, and till now we have been considetumgalues ofrg as fairly
reliable.

In the example whef = 0.5 andr = 4 the figurd#t shows a good relation of our values of
ore(w) With the values obtained inl[6] and [8], since only in theicegw < 0.1 - wp there exists
some appreciable fierence (the largestfiierences are less that 10 percents) between our results
and those o1 |6]. The figuid 5, concernimg,(w), shows a gualitative agreement (th&eliences
are less or close to 20 percents) of our results with thetsesti[6] and [8].

4. Conclusions

The results obtained in this Letter, together with the orresgnted inl[14] and [15], make
possible easy determination efe(w) andom(w) in very wide ranges of the electron density
and temperature, namely ¥0< n. < 10?*cm™3 and 16K < T < 10°K. Consequently, they
can be used for the theoretical research, as well as for tgmetation of experimental data in
the cases of high pressure discharge, capillary dischahgek waves, etc., where the strongly
coupled plasmas, including extremely dense plasmas, astedt. Apart of thatyre(w) and
om(w) can be useful in some cases of stellar plasmas (e.g., wivaiefg). It is important that
the presented results allow the determination of othercaptiharacteristics of strongly coupled
plasmas: the permeability, the refractivity, etc. The adage of the method, which was used in
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our research until now, is that it does not contain any emgiparameters, and have got internal
possibilities for its further improvement.

Let us emphasize that the used procedure is similar to treegrwe for the determination of
the conductivity tensor in the case of a strongly coupledmphain an external static magnetic
field [13]. This fact opens the possibility for the developrhef the method of determination of
the conductivity of strongly coupled plasmas in an extehigth frequency electromagnetic field
in the presence of the static (or quasi-static) externalmatigfield.

Finally, the method used in this Letter does not assume iaramh/the quasi-Drude shape
for o(w), but the way of presentation of the final expressionsdfgg and o, automatically
demonstrates the character of the deviations from Drudegdsession, at least in the case we
consider.

Certainly, since the numerical procedure for the detertiinaf ogre(w) andom(w) which is
used here is quite complicated, it is desirable to develapesather methods which would allow
an easier calculation of these quantities. Apart of thatélower part of the considered domain
of the electron densityng < 10°°%cm™3) it is necessary to develop the method of determination
of the dynamic conductivity which would take into accourg firesence of the plasma neutral
component.
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Table 1: The computed static plasma conductivity as a function of the electron density and temperaturd’,

[10°@m)1].

T [K] Ne [cm~3]
1! 5.1 10 5-10%% 102 5.10° 10

10000 286 7823 1221 3880 6777 2579 4016
15000 3300 8668 1357 4104 7010 2698 5175
20000 4017 9334 1452 4308 7232 2721 4886
30000 5419 1082 1608 4646 7626 2767 5037
50000 8537 1457 1984 5118 8242 2816 5070
100000 17&# 2576 3201 6366 9487 2920 5070
200000 388 5168 6066 9859 1305 3200 5228
500000 1165 1461 1639 2278 2726 4779 6669
1000000 2806 3393 3727 4829 5531 8282 10430
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é}.
5 i
0]
o
Xxx
XXXXXX%;X; R e
0 1 f XX XK XX X o S e e
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

m/u)p

Figure 1: Plasma dynamic conductivity in [CGS] units, asrection of w/wp): for I' = 0.5 andrg = 1, with the results
from |€] and [7], real part.



Table 2: Parametelg (first row for eachT), a; andb; (second and third rows, respectively) as functionsgdndT.

T [K] Ne [cm™3]
1071 5.1071 1072 5.10% 1073 5.107° 107

10000 136558 114298 111647 104503 102252 103775 123393
0.91630 042670 036160 011570 005374 000832 000572
0.80560 146304 171715 966853 29500 447500 975700
15000 156925 121020 114482 107335 104339 100815 096590
112789 047940 035200 017550 009703 001560 000541
1.06607 222226 284164 727586 175200 244600 103200
20000 170187 131099 119312 109268 106185 101567 102906
122186 063100 040760 020970 013380 002620 001223
140904 220497 336852 689132 13600 147200 459700
30000 185027 150720 133432 112245 108882 102599 101296
1.30102 090070 061770 024750 018120 004943 002285
222529 219804 311968 766151 114900 803700 252400
50000 198074 174157 158508 121653 113706 105221 102846
1.36853 113885 094640 037520 024640 009391 005013
4.09404 300424 314523 767889 117600 445000 117400
100000 209206 195358 185948 151913 134490 110857 106780
145707 131413 121608 079270 053610 017830 011230
9.00543 595428 525356 595785 879760 296900 562000
200000 216088 207644 202196 181532 167551 128276 116478
153680 143764 137555 113930 096530 041640 024720
190300 120400 102000 799801 830448 190000 344800
500000 221152 216940 213967 203771 196910 170479 153717
159191 154523 151208 139149 130924 (097700 075090
57.9900 323600 258200 169600 149600 145800 182200
1000000 226912 220725 219266 212778 208724 193392 182624
165679 158655 156883 149589 144904 126324 112668
138900 760200 592600 343800 282200 207800 202900




Table 3: Parametelgy (first row for eachT), a; andb, (second and third rows, respectively) as functionsgdndT.

T [K] Ne [cm™3]
1071 5.1071 1072 5.10% 1073 5.10° 107
10000 122578 109158 107647 102936 101445 103622 123283
0.85360 043490 038030 011700 005381 000821 0005572
0.73820 123034 142388 908148 284700 451400 1033
15000 136175 112968 109216 104821 102833 100524 09649
1.05294 (044090 034460 017850 009769 001544 0005332
0.96230 216439 257804 667217 166700 246000 1066
20000 145309 119154 111970 106089 104061 101077 102666
113563 056690 037520 021280 013520 002613 001221
126874 220112 331066 626462 126900 145600 4576
30000 155543 132016 120668 107872 105821 101668 10084
119391 081940 055200 024180 018220 004959 002282
201639 210622 314718 716940 106200 778800 2497
50000 164423 148078 137339 113410 108691 103422 101839
123540 104367 086190 033860 023370 009454 005031
3.76200 276140 298249 780417 114000 420900 1136
100000 171861 162588 156188 132945 121494 106960 104423
129643 118484 110384 (071430 047780 017160 01116
8.46413 551045 484527 580599 893956 286500 5333
200000 176372 170824 167192 153184 143625 117662 110373
136115 128090 123103 103249 087480 037330 02281
17.9300 113300 955919 745556 786760 194000 3465
500000 179739 176921 174994 168242 163638 145691 134383
140905 137086 134419 124460 117609 088420 0677
536500 300600 241100 159400 140400 139000 1787
1000000 182998 179479 178467 174212 171534 161265 153976
145044 140480 139017 133254 129409 113771 101851
130200 705400 548300 318700 262700 195000 1917
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Figure 2: Plasma dynamic conductivity in [CGS] units, asrcfion of w/wp): for T' = 10 andrs = 1 with the results

from [9], real part.
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Figure 3: Same as in Fifi] 1 but for imaginary part.
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Figure 4: Plasma dynamic conductivity in [CGS] units for 0.5 andrs = 4, as a function of¢/wp) frequency ratio,
together with results of other authors [6] ahd [8], real part
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Figure 6: Real and imaginary parts of the plasma dynamic wctivity for ne = 3.8- 103cm3,T = 3.3 10°K, as a
function of w/wp) frequency ratio, for & w/wp < 1, together with result from [10]. The valug/wp = 0.5 especially
mark to remind that within our research the regiog &/w, < 0.5 is examined.

14



Rec/oop

1.6

1.4

The present wolrk, =0.5.
[6], F=0.5. --—+---
[6], aprox.formula, [=0.5. ------

[7] MD computer data, [=0.5.  *
The present work, r=10. -—--
[9], F=10. - -&-
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