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Dielectric function of a collisional plasma for arbitrary ionic charge
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A simple model for the dielectric function of a completelynived plasma with an arbitrary ionic charge,
that is valid for long-wavelength high-frequency pertuitias is derived using an approximate solution of a
linearized Fokker-Planck kinetic equation for electronghva Landau collision integral. The model accounts
for both the electron-ion collisions and the collisionstoé subthermal (cold) electrons with thermal ones. The
relative contribution of the latter collisions to the dietiec function is treated phenomenologically, introdugin
some parameter that is chosen in such a way as to get a well-known expressiostétionary electric con-
ductivity in the low-frequency region and fulfill the regeiment of a vanishing contribution of electron-electron
collisions in the high-frequency region. This procedursweas the applicability of our model in a wide range of
plasma parameters as well as the frequency of the electreetiagadiation. Unlike the interpolation formula
proposed earlier by Brant@t al. [Brantovet al., JETP106, 983 (2008)], our model fulfills the Kramers-Kronig
relations and permits a generalization for the cases ofriggee and strongly coupled plasmas. With this in
mind, a generalization of the well-known Lee-More model TYLee and R. M. More, Phys. Fluid¥, 1273
(1984)] for stationary conductivity and its extension tadgnical conductivity [O. F. Kostenko and N. E. An-
dreev, GSI Annual Report No. GSI-2008-2, 2008 (unpublihed44] is proposed for the case of plasmas with
arbitrary ionic charge.

PACS numbers: 52.25.Dg, 52.25.Mq, 52.25.Fi, 52.38.—r

I. INTRODUCTION plasma are strongly restricted and cannot be used for anpitr
values ofw /v, andk\.;, wherev, is the electron-ion collision

The problem of interaction of intense laser pulses withfrequency and\.; is the mean free path of electrons with re-
solids and plasmas continues to be the subject of intense egPect to their collisions with ions. An important developrhe
perimental and theoretical research. These interactienssa I recent years is the weakly collisional theory proposed in
sociated with both the fundamental aspects of the behatior gRef- [L7], which extends the range of the analytical descrip
matter in ultrastrong laser fields and various applicatmrh  tion of the permittivity for a collisional plasma comparex t
as fast ignition[[i1], the development of new sources of x-raythe collisionless case.
radiation and warm dense matter productidn [2], particle ac ) o o o ]
celeration [[B], and the laser generation of shock waves. In To obtain qualitative descriptions of collisional reginads
most part of these studies the high-power laser pulse isnizét Plasma the Bhatnagar-Gross-Krook (BGK) [18] collisional
the matter so one eventually has to deal with a partially by fu model in the k_|net|c equation for electr_ons has been widely
ionized plasma. In the past few decades much effort has beatsed with or without number-conservation procedLlre [7, 19—
devoted to investigate the various aspects of laser-plasma 24]. The appeal of this model is its simplicity, which in its
teractions (see, e.g., Refs. [4-7]). Currently various el@df original nonconserving form amounts to t_he replacemer_n of
these interactions are widely discussed (see, e.g., @efs3] w — w+ivin the argument of the plasma dispersion function,
and references therein). The key quantity which charameri Wherewv is a model collision frequency. Furthermore, more
laser-matter interaction as well as the optical propedfébe ~ @dvanced number- and energy-conserving BGK as well as
matter is the plasma dielectric function (permittivitywhich ~ number-, momentum-, energy-conserving BGK models have
determines the electrodynamic response of the system en pdteen presented in Refs. [25) 26] and| [27, 28], respectively,
turbations. Thus, the construction of the theoretical nde Which yield analytic expressions for the permittivitiesenms
for the plasma permittivity valid in a wide range of the plasm Of combinations of the plasma dispersion function. However
parameters is of fundamental and practical importance. ~ foracompletely ionized plasma, the model permittivitytvirit

Plasma permittivity has been studied in detail and is welth® BGK approximation and the corresponding Drude model
known in two limiting cases corresponding to the collision- for the transverse permittivity [7, 22424] lead to the sfgni
less case based on the solution of the Vlasov kinetic equatig¢ant deviations from the known limiting cases in the range
[5-/7,[14] and to the strongly collisional hydrodynamic limi of moderate and strong collisiorls [29-31]. For instance, it
[18,[16]. In the latter regime the ranges of applicabilitytiud has been found that this model cannot reproduce the plasma

corresponding expressions for the permittivity of a calfial ~ Permittivity in the strongly collisional hydrodynamic riege
considered in Refl_[16]. A significantimprovement of the-the

ay has been achieved within the Lorentz plasma madeél [31—
_ 33]. However, Lorentz plasma model cannot describe per-
* lhrachya@irphe.am mittivity accurately in a wide range of parameters even for a


http://arxiv.org/abs/1311.7332v2
mailto:hrachya@irphe.am

highly-ionized plasma, as long as the electron-electrdii- co (in the same relaxation-time approximation). It is valida fo
sions are neglected in this model. We also mention the modgdlasmas with arbitrary degeneracy and arbitrary ionicghar
of Ref. [34] with a simplified Fokker-Planck kinetic equa- where the electron-electron collisions play an esserulal r
tion, where the diffusion tensor and the friction coeffitiare

treated as given constants. The resulting dielectric fanct

has been compared with the number-conserving Mermin di- 1. THEORETICAL MODEL
electric function demonstrating that both functions areast
identical. Within linear response approximation the evolution of the

For the case of a plasma with a large ionic chafge> 1,  small perturbations arising in a homogeneous, collisicarad
where the electron-electron collision integral is invahanly ~ unmagnetized plasma is considered below. The case of the
in the equation for the isotropic part of the electron distri long wavelength and high-frequency perturbations is @bnsi
bution function, the longitudinal and transverse pernitiis  ered for electron component of plasma. The dynamics of the
have been obtained in Refs, [35) 36] ahdl [30], respectivelyplasma ions is neglected. More specifically, we assume that
Generalization of the latter results to the case of an ayitr kv, < w, kAe; < 1andkde. < 1, wherek ™! is the wave-
ionic chargeZ requires, in addition, the consideration of the length of the perturbations;~! is the characteristic time, and
electron-electron collision integral for the anisotropart of  Aei (Aee) is the mean free path of the electrons with respect to
the perturbed distribution function. This problem has beeriheir collisions with ions (electrons).
considered recently in Ref, [37] without any constraints on The evolution of the electron component of the plasma is
the parameters under consideration. The model developed governed by the Fokker-Planck kinetic equation for the eelo
Ref. [37] is based on the solution of a linearized kineticaqu ity distribution functionf(v,¢) of the electrons. The distri-
tion for electrons with a Landau collision integral. In addi bution function of the ions is fixed and is given fy(v,t) =
tion, the suggested method of solving the kinetic equason id(v). Neglecting the spatial inhomogeneity of the electron
valid for an arbitrary ionic charg#, an arbitrary relation be- distribution function in the case of the long wavelength-per
tween the perturbation inhomogeneity scale lerigth and  turbations, the kinetic equation can be written[as|[5, 5, 14]
the electron mean free path, and an arbitrary relation begtwe
the characteristic time scale™!, electron collision time, and of _ ‘E. of =Jf] = 9 (Di-ﬁ - Fif) . (D
the time scale of collisionless electron motibfkuv,;,, where ot m Ov v\ v

vin is the thermal electron veIocny. _ whereJ[f] = Je.[f] + Jei|f] is the collision term with the

_ However, the model proposed in Ref.|[37] being accuratgonriputions of the electron-electroh,[f] and electron-ion
in a wide range of parameters is rather complicated and doeg | 7] collisions, respectiveljE is the self-consistent electric
not determine the permittivity in an explicit form expresse fie|q strength D,; andF are the diffusion tensor and the fric-
through the plasma parameters. Therefore, simplified But st 5, force in a velocity space, respectively.

accurate models for the plasmrmittivity are highly desi Taking the collision term/[f] in the form of Landau[[5,

able. Besides, the model of Ref. [37] considers the case ¢ [14], the velocity diffusion tensor and the friction foraee
ideal nondegenerate plasmas only, which restricts its aise fgiven by

description of laser-matter interaction in a wide range @f p

rameters. h [1 / / / }
. . . Dl:_ —~ fv,tgi-udv +9i;(V)|, (2)
In the present study we propose an alternative and simpli- 72z (v, )gis () i)
fied solution of the kinetic equation for electrons with a Lan hl1 , 2 0gii(a) , m Dgij(v)
dau collision integral for an arbitrary charge of plasmasion Fi= 2|7z /f(v ?) Ou; Wt mi dv; |’ )

The model accounts for both the electron-ion collisions and

the collisions of the subthermal (cold) electrons with thatr ~ whereu = v — v/,

ones. As has been shown in Ref.l[17] the latter collisions may 1 -

considerably contribute in the common integral of collisio gij(v) = = (éij — 1;) , 4)
and one can derive an algebraic expression for the respectiv v v

part of the integral of electron-electron collisions canitayg,  dg;;(v)/0v; = —2v;/v>, §;; is the unit tensor of rank 3, =
however, some free parameter. This parameter is then ad- / [2v03,,

justed so that to ensure the agreement of the present mode

with respective expression for a stationary electric catitu 4 2mn. Zet
ity at low-frequencies [37, 88] and proper behavior of high- Ve T BT/ ®)

frequency conductivity (or permittivity) at high-frequeas.

Moreover, the presented model permits simple extensionis the effective electron-ion collision frequency, angd =

for the cases of degenerate and/or strongly coupled plasmag/T/m. Here —e, m, n. and Ze, m;, n; are the electron
which makes it possible to use it for description of opticaland ion charges, masses and equilibrium densities, respec-
properties of plasmas in a wide range of temperatures antively, 7' is the temperature of electron component and
densities. Thus, this model represents the generalizafion the Coulomb logarithm, which is defined later. Charge neu-
the well-known Lee-More model [B9] for a stationary con- trality of the plasma withn, = Zn; and an arbitrary (and
ductivity and its extension for a dynamical conductivit@]4 finite) ionic chargeZ are assumed.
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The first and the second terms in EdS. (2) ddd (3) correnot negligible in the coefficientgl(6) arld (7). The parameter
spond to the electron-electron and electron-ion collisjoa-  introduced above is the relative fraction of the slow elsasr
spectively. The last term in Ed.](3) describes the energy exeontributing to the coefficient§](6) and] (7). Cleasly < 1
change between electrons and ions and is proportional to thehich results inZ, > Z, i.e. a larger effective charge of the
small parameter m/m; < 1. This term will be neglected ions compared t&.
in the subsequent calculations. The electron-electrolir col ~ To obtain an equation for perturbed distribution function
sions terms in Eqs[{2) anf](3) contain the invegse' of  one can substituté = f, + f1 (with f; < fo) into (@) to get
the ionic charge numbef. Hence, these terms vanish at the the equation
limit Z > 1 of the highly ionized ions and one arrives at the )

Lorentz plasma mod 2] in this case, which is frequently _ _° V)= F () =
used in hydrodynamic codes due to its simplicify [S—13]. wha(v) = 2 (Bu V)T fo(v) = T M, @)

_ Lorentz model is justified only for plasma with highly ion- o, Foyrier transform with respect to the timeof the per-
ized ions withZ = 10. For plasmas with’ < 10 electron- e distribution functiorf;. HereE,, is the Fourier trans-
electron collisions should be accounted for numericallyeno ¢4m of electric field; prime indicates the derivative witr
precise calculations: though due to the momentum consenVapect to the argument. The equilibrium distribution fuoiti
tion (i.e. [ vJe[f]dv = 0) they do not directly contribute to unperturbed state is assumed to be isotrgpie- fo(v).

the induced current density. Nevertheless, they modifg-ele | order to solve EqI{8) it is convenient to introduce a new
tron distribution function and thus influence on the value of ,nknown and isotropic functiof,, (v) via the relation

permittivity. Rigorous kinetic theory for calculation oépmit-
tivity of plasma with account for electron-electron cabiss __€ E. . v)® 9
and nonlocal transport was proposed in Refl [37]. Fru(v) mw( w V)0 (). ©)

In the present paper more simple, but physically mOt'Vate.dI'his relation [[®) explicitly separates the isotropic [tieent

approach is considered, which makes one possible to denvs (v)] and anisotropi :
! . L . w pic [the terniE,, - v)] parts of the dis-
simple expression for permittivity of plasmas with accofant tribution function f..,(v). Note that such a choice for the

contribution of electron-electron coliisions and perniits perturbed distribution function is stimulated by the stime

ther generalizations for quantum plasmas and/or for styong . : . . : .
coupled plasmas. Unlike interpolation formula proposed inof @). Then inserting equatiofl(9) it (8) and using the dif

, ! : ! fusion tensoi((6) and the friction fordg (7) yields afteagiht-
Ref. ]’ present mod.el fulfills Kramers-Kronig relatioarsd forward calculations an ordinary differential equation fioe
permits further extension for degenerate plasma case.

In order to derive this model let us note, that in accor-unknown function®., (v)
dance with Ref.[[17], the effective frequency for collision 1, i, 1,
of the subthermal (cold) electrons (with velocities< vy;,) 7. () + 7 (v* +ih/w) Py (v) = —5vfolv). (10)
with the thermal ones (with ~ wv;,) behaves ag. . ~
(ven/v)® > v SO it considerably exceeds the similar fre-  An expression similar to Eq_{]L0) has been considered pre-
guencyr,. for the collisions of the thermal electrons. There- viously in Refs.[[0£13, 30] neglecting, however, the firstrte
fore, even in a weakly collisional plasma the cold electronscontaining the derivative of the functiah,, (v), that is justi-
experience strong collisions with the thermal ones and mafied for Z > 1. In this case the differential equatidn{10) is
essentially contribute to the coefficierli$ (2) alnld (3). mgkn  reduced to an algebraic one with a simple solution
mind this, we restrict the upper limits of the velocity intag 50
tions in Egs.[(2) and{3) by some valug < wv,. Also since o) (v) = i v* fo (v) (11)
v ~ vy, in Egs. [2) and[{B), the tensgy;(u) and the vector « v3 +ih/w
0gi;(u)/0u,; can be replaced by,;(v) anddg;;(v)/dv;, re- _ _
spectively, taking them out from the-integrals in Eqs.[{2) Which eventuallﬁwelds the Lorentz model for plasma per-
and [3). mittivity [9-13,[22,[30]. For an arbitrary charge stafeof

Next, within linear response approach the distributiorcfun the Plasma ions and for a finite parameterthe solution of
tion f(v', t) in Egs. [2) and8) can be replaced by the equilib-Ed- (10) is given by
rium distribution function of the electrong (v’), and taking Zow [ iZow o\ Ze
in mind affirmations stated abové; (v') can be replaced by @, (v) = = / exp { = (u® - v3)] (—) f(w)udu.
fo(v") = fo(0). As a result from Eqs[{2) andl(3) we obtain hJy 3 u (12)

h 1 The perturbations of the current induced in the plasma by the
Dy; = 3 (1 + Z_) 9ij (v), (6)  electric fieldE are determined by, = —nce [vfi(v,t)dv.
* The Fourier transform of this quantity is then given by

h 8913 (V)
i = > (7) 2
27, 0Ov; o = _4“)_17 v(E, - v)®, (v)dv, (13)
W

whereZ, = Z/3 with 3 = 203 £,(0).

Itis seen that the contribution of the electron-electrdfi-co Wherewg = 4mn.e?/m is the plasma frequency. Using
sions (the terms containing the effective charge nundhgrs  this relation one can calculate the conductivity tensor and
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hence the permittivity tensor of the collisional electrémgma  Considering Eq.[{118), one can derive from Hq.] (15) the ex-

which can be represented in the fosm(w) = ¢(w)d;; with pression for the functiofiy(w) in the opposite limiting case
) of high frequencies > v,:
w,
ew)=1- —ZKo(w),
L 8mV2
L Ko(w) = 1 - ix, —3—vhufo€ =0),  (24)
Ko(w) = — / ®,, (v)vtdv. (14)
3 Jo where the parameter
The obtained expression together with the distributiorcfun _142/7 (25)
tion (I2) determines the high-frequency dielectric fumati Xzs = *

of the _collisional plasma for an arbitrary effective _cha@_e _contains dependence on the effective chafje Equa-

of the ions. The expression_{14) can be further simplified ifjjyng [22) and[(24) represent well-known cases for the nor-
Eq. (12) is inserted into it and one performs an integratipn b 15| jow-frequency and normal high-frequency skin effects,
parts. This yields respectively. It should be emphasized that they depend es-
sentially on the ion effective chargg, and they are valid

Ko(w) = %8\/577%3}1/ F (L;ay3i8,6%) €0 fi(€)dE, for arbitrary equilibrium distribution functiory,, including
§o 3 0 15 one for the degenerate electron plasma. Below these lignitin
, — (15 cases will be used for determination of the unknown parame-
wheref((£) denotes derivative ofy (&) overg, ters = 2/7
v 3T e Z.+8 Z,
5 = \/§ ’ gw = 4 Z’ aZ = 3 ) ﬁZ = 35 )
Uth w(16) A. Nondegenerate electron plasma

and F'(a; b; 2) is the confluent hypergeometric function. Us- o o )

ing the properties of the confluent hypergeometric funation ~For the Maxwell equilibrium distribution functiofy (¢) =
(see, e.g., Refl[41]) one can write the series expansiofi for (27v3,)~3/2e~¢" one has from Eq[{15) the following expres-
over its third argument for the ca§§§3 <1, sion:

3 2¢6 _
N AL L ..., @ Kolw) = 572 |

o (ay +1) -
The limiting cased (22) and (R4) for the case of the Maxwell
and the asymptotic expression fBrover the value oz !, distribution function give, respectively,
Zy > 1.

_8ixz2 =)

F(1ia,;i8,6%) €T de. (26)

F (1;%;zﬂz§3) =1+

315, 8i X,

~ ~ K()(w) - 5 o T T /= (27)
. 1 1 B,Pa(5) 8 & Vréu
F(Liayife%) = ——=+ )  —-—%—= 72— (18)
Shi 1-3, nz;lzf (1— 3,2+t and
where, = i¢® /¢, and P, (3,) are polynomials ofs, of the Ko(w) =1- i%waZS, (28)

powern. The first three have the following values:

which completely agree with the standard forms of the corre-

sponding expressions| [5, [6,/9+14] in the cage = x, =

- - X,. = 1, which follows from Eqs.[(23) and.(25) in the formal

Py =104, — 474, + 64, (20)  fimit Z — oc. Inserting the first term of Eq._(18) into E.{26)
one gets the Lorentz model for optical properties of plasmas

Py =53, -8, (19)

_ 33 22 2
Py = —103% + 4842 + 69, — 512. (21) Sy, [ ¢Tet?
o : = 2 < 29)
Cop5|der|ng Eq.lIIl?), one can derive from El_gfl_(.15) the fol- Ko(w) = 37 J, € +ik, d, (
lowing expression for the functioRy(w) in the limiting case _ . _
of low frequenciess < : considered previously (fog, = 1) in Refs. [9£13/ 30].
_ In order to use Eq[(15) or_(P6), one has to derive an ex-
Ko(w) = 3Xz, (€5 — 2ixy, (€% 22) pression for the relative fractiom of electron-electron col-

&2 &, lisions with subthermal electrons. This can be done if one
o takes into account the above limiting cases. (i) Lo oo
where(¢") indicates an average of the valfe over the un-  the permittivity does not depend on electron-electroni-coll
perturbed distribution functioffy(¢) and two parameterg, sions [5/ 6 22, 37], which means that it should not contain a

andy, depend on the effective charge as follows: dependence off,. Recalling Eqs[(25) and (P4), this means
that
- : ) ’
X T U15/Z0(1+8/2,) % 1+45/Z. Z, =00 for w— oc. (30)
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ii) For w — 0 one has the respective interpolation formula for Eq. (1) is applicable assuming that? /2m < w in addition
stationary conductivity to the conditions introduced at the beginning of $&c. II.

) In the case of a partially degenerate electron plasma the
B 2wy _a+Z equilibrium distribution functionfy(¢) in Eq. (I3) is given
00 =Vo(Z2)0sh, Osn = B2 T by 2 (31) by the Fermi-Dirac distribution

wherea = 0.87 andb = 2.2 (see Refs[[37, 38]). Considering Jo€) = Bofr(€), fr(6) = [1 +exp(€? — )] -1 (35)
the connection

2 where By = (3/47)(m/2Er)>'? is the normalization con-
o' = ———Im[Ko(w)] (32)  stant,Ep = L= (3n2n,)%/* is the Fermi energy;,, = /T,
4 is the chemical potential. Inserting the distributibnl (B8

of the real part of conductivity and the functiafiy(w), Eq. (I5) we arrive at
one can write the following expression for the imaginary

part of Ko(w) in the stationary caselm|[Ko(w)]|w—0 = —2ix,, [ _
—8i%/ﬁéw.) Comparing this expressi[on (vw?c]h| Eq§.127) Ko(w) = 5573/2/0 F (150,318,6%) fr(©)M—Fr(€)J€d¢
and [23), one gets woE (36)
7 Z(b - a) for a partially degenerate electron plasma with= Ew/T.
#(Z,w—0)= = ) (33) Itshould be emphasized that the definitions of the dimension
Z(w—=0)  5(Z+a) less quantitieg,, and 3, (see Eq.[(I6)) in EqL(36) should

ontain now quantum expression for Coulomb logarithin
e expression for collision frequency, Eg. (5).
The dimensionless chemical potential in expressioryfor
is calculated from equation

Taking into account Eqs[(B0) anfl {33), one can propos
the following interpolation for«(w) in the whole frequency
range:

s(w) = s [1+(C/E)TT, (34) )
. . Ep = X1/2 (—E%/2) s (37)
wheresy = »(w — 0) is given by Eq.[(3B) and’ > 0 3
ands > 0 are positive numerical constants, which can be _ . L
withdrawn, for example, from the comparison with the exactVhere X1/, is the function inverse to the Fermi integral
calculations. Fipo(x), X1p2(Fyo(z)) = o, whereFo(z) = [57t*(1 +
e!~®)~Ldt. For the numerical evaluation of EQ.{37) it is use-
fulto use the highly accurate rational function approxiirag
B. Degenerate electron plasma for th[%;ermi integrals and their inverse functions deriired
Ref. [48].

In this section we generalize the permittivify[15) obtaine ~ TO compar the present approach with the previously known
for a nondegenerate electron plasma to the cases of a fyartiaModels itis also constructive to consider some particudaes
or fully degenerate plasma. Strictly speaking the stagimigt ~ Of the general expression (36). In the case of a highly de-
in this case should be the quantum kinetic equation. Howevefenerate electron plasma with < Er the function[(3b) is
below arguments show that simple generalization of Eq. (159implified and is given by
is possible in the manner analogous to that done for the case

of Lorentz plasma with arbitrary degeneracy in Refsl [39, 40 Ko(w) = — Xz, F(L:az:ivg). (38)
First, it has been shown previously (see, e.g., Rel. [42]), Mo Y

that the calculation of velocity-dependent electron-iotiic
sion frequency/(v) [v(v) ~ h/v®, whereh has been intro- Herev, = Z./3n, andn, = §w/5%/2 = vg4/w, Where
duced in Sed_1I] on the basis of the quantum kinetic equar, = (4Zme*/37h®)A,4 is the electron-ion collision fre-
tion yields the same result, as if one starts from the clabsic quency in the case of a fully degenerate electron plasma de-
kinetic equation, where, however, the classical Coulongb lo rived by Flowers and Itoh_[45] and lately by Shternin and
arithm has to be replaced by the quantum one. Second, théakovlev [46], andA, is the corresponding Coulomb loga-
electron-electron collisions in a degenerate plasma haga b rithm.
investigated in detail in Refd. [43-46] using quantum kinet  Taking in mind, that forEx > T one hasZ. > 1 (see
equation approach. However, starting from the quantum kibelow), one can use expansiénl(18) for calculation of the con
netic equation and following the same steps that led to B)s. ( fluent hypergeometric function in Eq._(38). With only first
and [T) we now get the similar expressions. Finally, it islwel term in this expansion one gets from Hg.](38)
known (see, e.g., Refd.|[6, 7]) that at vanishing quantum re-
coil with 7k?/2m < w, the dielectric function which follows 1
from the collisionless quantum kinetic equation in a random Ko(w) = 1+4in,’

+ 2w
phase approximatio 7] is identical to the corresponding
classical expression. Thus, in the case of a degenerateplasi.e. the Drude expression for the functiéiy (w).

(39)



In the limit of low frequencies) < v, one can obtain from weakly-degenerate plasm@ (> 1), one can use the follow-
Eq. (22) the expression for degenerate plasma similar &dr th ing interpolation expression fok in a wide range of density

for nondegenerate one (27): and temperature:
3, Frpplen) 20, Fae,) AT, 0) = 12 [Dl I 4A+B) —C——2__
Ko(w) = —= - 2 2 40 ,0) = 373 n(l+ A+ B) ,
olw) & Fiplen) & Fiplen) (40) 1+6:/6 & +(£7®)

wherel' = (47n./3)'/3Ze?/T is the coupling parameter.

which in the limit7 <« Er turns into o .
< PF The quantitiesd, B, C andD are functions of the parameters

Ko(w) = X, /2 — ix,, /- (41) I"and© and are given by
I3 [1+a4/(I%0) 2
Note that this result follows also from E_{38). A= [ 5 ; 5 {al + o ln(el? +1)|
; . 1+ az/(I20) + az/(20)
From Eqgs.[(41) and (32) one can obtain the following ex-
pression for the real part of stationary electric conduigtiv bs(1 + ¢30) .
/ i _ : B = = C - 9
o’'(w — 0) of highly-degenerate plasma (Bt< Er) TO(1 T c307/%) M+ T 1) F 76
;X VER/En 1
o =22 Y B (42) I3+ as(1 + agT%/?)
h A D=
VorZ d 3+ as ;

where By = me*/h? ~ 27.2 eV is the Hartree en- with a setof numerical constants = 0.03064, a; = 1.1590,

ergy. This expression coincides with the generalizatiomef a2 = 0.698, as = 0.4876, a4 = 0.1748, a5 = 0.1, ag =
well-known Ziman formulal[49] for the partially degenerate 0.258, b1 = 1.95, by = 2.88, by = 3.6, ¢; = 1.5, ¢2 = 6.2,

casel[26], if one uses expression c5 = 0.3, ca = 0.35, ¢5 = 0.1 (see Ref.[52] for details). The
expression[(36) with Coulomb logarithm given by Hq.1(47)
A /°° S(k) fr(kX)dk (43) gives accurate description of permittivity of plasmas for=
T )y Tk Jen(k,0) 1 and forZ >> 1, where it goes into the Lorentz model of Lee

and More|[[3D] for stationary conductivity and its extension
for the Coulomb logarithm\; and puty, = 1in Eqg. (42).  dynamical conductivityl [40].
In Eq. @3)X = h/(2mT)'/? is the thermal wavelengtts;(k) For highly and moderately degenerate plasmas the influ-
is the static structure factor, ang is the Lindhard dielectric ence of electron-electron collisions will be decreased tdue
function [47] for partially degenerate electron das [5(], 1  Pauli blocking [52]. This effect can be taken into account,
the opposite limiting case of high-frequencies> v, from  if one uses the expression for Spitzer factor in a degenerate
Eq. [23) one can obtain the expression electron plasma [53, 54];

1- VU(Z)
1+0.6In(1+©/20)

which in the case of high degeneracy wifla > T becomes instead of respective expression for nondegenerate $pitze
factor v,(Z), Eq. [31). In Ref. [[53] it was demonstrated,
Kow)=1- iXg, - (45)  that the interpolation formuld (#8) gives results very ami
to those obtained by rigorous quantum statistical approach
Next, in the limitZ,. > 1, taking the first term of Eq[{18), in Using the same arguments, which were used for derivation
the leading order one gets from E@.J(36) the following expresof expression[(33), one can obtain the following expression

Ko(w)=1- ixZ3§w5;3/2 (1 + 6_5“)_1 , (44) Yo(Z) =7.(Z) + (48)

sion: for the value ofiy = Z/Z.(w — 0) for the case of partially
5 PO — Fr(E) or fully degenerate plasmas:
Xz /OO FOIL = 7)) .7
Ko(w) = =3 - dg, 46 A YA
0( ) 631;/2 0 53 +Z€w 5 5 ( ) ) A4 I:’}/o_ (Z) 1} /5, (49)

where?, is given by Eq.[(4B). The frequency dependence of

which in the particular casg, = 1 coincides with a re- is given by the same EJ_(B4), as in the case of degenerate
sult, obtained in Refs[ [39, 40] for the electron condutyivi plasma.
of Lorentz plasma. It should be also mentioned, that the theoretical model de-

As mentioned above for accurate numerical treatment of thecribed above is valid for frequencies< w,. For frequen-
permittivity of degenerate plasmas one should use a propeies higher than the plasma frequency the value of the retal pa
expression for the Coulomb logarithm in EQJ (5) (and henceof the functionk(w) will be considerably decreased, in com-
in Egs. [I6) and[(36)). For moderate values of degeneracgarison with one fow < w, [55-57] as long as a charged par-
parametel©® = 5;1 = T/Er 2 1 the wide-range formula ticle screening at plasma frequency is replaced by the seree
for stationary electric conductivity for hydrogen-likeaginas  ing at laser frequency fas > w,. This can be approximately
(Z = 1) was proposed in Ref., [52]. Comparing the expressioraccounted for by replacing, by w in Coulomb logarithm for
for o’ obtained in Ref.[[52] and Eq_(B1) fof = 1 and for  the cases > w, [5€].
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Real (top) and imaginary (with minugrg FIG. 2. (Color online) Real (top) and imaginary (with minugrg

(bottom) parts ofK (w) for the nondegenerate electron plasma with (bottom) parts ofK, (w), calculated by EqsL(36]._(19), and34) with

different ionic charges’ = 1 (thick lines),Z = 3 (thinner lines), C = s = 1, for the degenerate electron plasma with different ionic

andZ = 10 (thinnest lines), calculated by EqB.126) ahd] (34) with charges and different degeneracy paramet&rs= 1,ep = 10~°

C = s = 1 (solid lines) and by interpolation formula of Brantei (thick solid lines),Z = 10,er = 1077 (thick dashed lines)Z =

al. [37] (dotted lines). 1,er = 1072 (thin solid lines),Z = 10,er = 10~ 2 (thin dashed
lines), Z = 10,er = 1.5 (marked lines),Z = 10,er = 10 (dash-
dotted lines).

I11. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In Fig.[I the results of the numerical calculations of thé reaHere the factor, (Z) is given by Eq.[(311). In the limiZ > 1
Re[Ko(w)] and imaginary (with a minus sign}Im[Kg(w)] the factory,(Z) — 1 and thereforés;(w) — 1, that gives
parts of the functionk(w) for nondegenerate plasmas by the Lorentz model.

Egs. [26), [(3B), and (34) are presented for different ionic It is seen that our results shown in Fig. 1 are very close
chargesZ = 1,3,10 as functions of the scaled frequency to the interpolation results obtained in Réf.I[37]. The &=y
w/v. of the electromagnetic radiation. The case of highlydifference between both models occurs for imaginary part of
charged plasma ions witd = 10 is almost identical to the the functionK(w) atw/v. ~ 0.5 andZ = 1 and the relative
Lorentz model. The paramete€s and s in Eq. (34) were deviation is within 5%. However, the interpolation formula
equal tol. For comparison the results of calculation by in- of Ref. [37] has itself the accuracy about 7% compared to the
terpolation formula suggested by Branteval. [37] are also  more rigorous fully kinetic treatme?].

shown by dotted lines. For considered long-wavelength per- |t should be noted, that both moddIsi(2611(3BY] (34) and the
turbations § — 0) this interpolation formula consists of interpolation formula suggested in Réf.[37] lead to theectr
Eq. (29) withy, = 1 and the dimensionless quantfly is  asymptotic expressions for the permittivity in the low- and
replaced by.,,G z(w), where high-frequency limits, although interpolation formula7]3
does not satisfy the fundamental propesty-w) = &*(w)

and the Kramers-Kronig relations [58]. This is because the
function Gz (w) given by Eq.[(5D) does not satisfy the rela-

o 1+CO€W/’YU(Z) _ 4 .



tion Gz(—w) = G%(w). Unlike that, our model satisfies the
equalitye(—w) = ¢*(w) and the Kramers-Kronig relations.

It should be also emphasized, that the model presented here
only weakly depends on the actual choice of the fitting pa-

rameters” ands in the expressio (34). More specifically the
results are only slightly changed in the intergals € [0.5; 2].
In Fig.[2 the functionK(w), obtained by Eqs[{36)_(#9)

and [3%), is shown for the cases of partially degenerate plas

mas with different degeneracy parameters = Er/T =
1075,1072,1.5,10 and different ionic chargeg = 1,10.
The results for a weakly degenerate case with= 10—°
coincide for allZ (thick solid and dashed lines in F[g. 2) with

ones calculated by Eq$.(26).133), ahd| (34) obtained for non

degenerate plasma. Fgr> 10 the results of calculations by

Eqgs. [36),[(4P) and (34) are close to ones obtained for nonde-

generate case ifr < 0.3.
Forer = 0.1 the Spitzer factord(48) for a degenerate
plasma are very close to That is for moderately and highly

degenerate plasmas the electron-electron collisions do no

play significant role and<,(w) does not depend o#. For
this case and foer < 1 (i.e. at0.1 < ep < 1) the de-
pendence of{y(w) on the frequency is the same, as in the
nondegenerate case with> 10.

As shown in Fig[R2 substantial difference between nonde
generate and degenerate regimes occufsgdl’ > 1. For
Er/T > 1 the difference is dramatic: the functidkiy(w)
is shifted to the left along the//v. axis while increasing
Er/T. This is stipulated by the fact, that in accordance with
Eqg. (38), the functiork((w) for a degenerate plasma depends

onn, = §w/5%/2, rather than on the parametgr as in the
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nondegenerate case. This means that the displacement of the

maximum of the functionky(w) alongw/v, axis is propor-

tional toe/? for ep > 1. Therefore, to gain more insight
we plot in Fig[3 the functior,(w) versus the quantity_*,

i.e. excluding the facto&t‘;/2 in the scaled frequency. One
can easily see, that fag > 5 all curves are similar and cen-
tered neam, = 1 and foreg > 10 one can use the Drude

formula [39) for calculation of the permittivity.

IV. SUMMARY

FIG. 3. (Color online) Real (top) and imaginary (with minugrg
(bottom) parts ofi(y(w) as functions of the parametg;*, calcu-
lated by Eqs[(36)[(49), and (34) with = s = 1, for the degenerate
electron plasma withr = 1.5 (lines with crosseskr = 5 (lines
with triangles)cr = 10 (dash-dotted lines), and fer — oo (solid
lines). In the latter case the functidiiy(w) is given by Eq.[(3B)
which, however, in the limitr — oo coincides with the Drude
model [39). The results do not depend on the valug @for Z > 1
ander > 1).

electron plasma with an arbitrary ionic charge. More pgis

In this paper, we have obtained an analytical solution ofthe validity of the model is restricted to the long-waveltng

the linearized Fokker-Planck kinetic equation with a Landa
collision integral and for a completely ionized, and unmag-

high-frequency perturbations whesr! is a largest length
scale of the problem withvy, < w, kXe; < TandkA., < 1,

netized electron plasma with an arbitrary ionic charge.sThi where\.; and .. are the electron-ion and electron-electron
solution accounts for both electron-ion collisions as vesll mean free paths, respectively.
the collisions of the subthermal (cold) electrons with thak In our model the dielectric function contains the contribu-
ones. The latter collisions have been treated phenomenologion of the electron-electron collisions through unknovea p
cally introducing some parameterrelated to the relative con-  rameters<(w) which has been treated as a function of the
tribution of the subthermal electrons to the friction foered  frequencyw. Then x(w) is adjusted considering the low-
diffusion coefficient in velocity space [the limit — 0 corre-  frequency ¢ — 0) limit of the dielectric function where it
sponds to the vanishing contribution of the electron-etect should agree with well-known expression for the stationary
collisions]. electric conductivity. On the other hand, at high-frequesic
Using the obtained solution of the Fokker-Planck kinetic(w — oo) it behaves as(w) — 0 to fulfill the requirement of
equation we have proposed an analytical model for the highvanishing contribution of the electron-electron collisto One
frequency ¢ > kuvyy,) dielectric function of the collisional important feature of the outlined model is the possibilify o
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generalization of the results to the cases of a partiallgdeg  more advanced analytical model for calculations of the di-
ate and/or strongly-coupled plasmas. Making such gezerali electric function and related quantities in a wide rangeasf p
tion, we have assumed an additional limitatioh? /2m < w rameters which is appropriate for modeling many experisient
on the wavelength of the excitations. with laser-matter interactions. In addition, further irope-

In a further step we have considered a number of limit-ment of the present model can be achieved by considering the
ing cases: (a) limit of highly degeneratg (< Er) plasma, spatial inhomogeneity of the perturbations (i.e. finite esav
(b) limit of low-frequencies, (c) limit of high-frequendig(d)  lengthsk—') in the Fokker-Planck kinetic equationl (1). This
asymptotic behavior of the dielectric function at largeiton can be done using the method of Réf.|[37] for the solution
charge,Z > 1, when our model coincides with the Lorentz of the kinetic equation and, for treating the electron-etat
plasma model derived either for nondegeneraté [22] or pareollisions, following the same steps that led to the approxi
tially degenerate plasmds [39] 40]. These limiting caseis fa mate coefficientd(6) anfll(7). Systematic investigatiornis t
itate the systematic comparison of our analytical resuits w problem is left for future work.
the previous theoretical models.

In particular, the present model has been compared both
analytically and numerically with the interpolation fortau
suggested by Brantost. al. [37]. It has been demonstrated
that our results agree satisfactory well with ones obtained
Ref. [37] showing relative deviations less than 5% in an unfa
vorable case of lowest ionic charge= 1. It should be noted, The work of H.B.N. and H.H.M. was supported by the State
however, that the interpolation formula by Bran&ival. has ~ Committee of Science of the Armenian Ministry of Higher
the accuracy about 7% compared to the more rigorous fullfeducation and Science (Project No. 13-1C200). The work of
kinetic treatment of Ref [37]. M.E.V. and N.E.A. was supported in part by the programs on

As the main goal of this paper we suggest a simple butundamental research of the Russian Academy of Sciences.
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