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Abstract
Within a density matrix approach for nuclear many—body system, it is derived non—-Markovian
Langevin equations of motion for nuclear collective parameters, where memory effects are defined
by memory time. The developed stochastic approach is applied to study both the nuclear descent
from fission barrier to a scission point and thermal diffusive overcoming of the barrier. The present
paper is partly a review of our results obtained earlier and contains new results on the non—
Markovian generalization of Kramers’ theory of escape rate and on time features of the collective

dynamics in the presence of periodic external modulation.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear large-scale dynamics (nuclear fission, heavy ion collisions etc.) is a good probe
for the investigation of the complex time evolution of finite Fermi systems. The principal
question here is how macroscopic (collective) modes of motion [1-3] are affected by complex
microscopic (intrinsic) excitations of the many—body Fermi systems. Due to dissipative and
fluctuating character of the collective modes of motion, manifesting in non—zero widths of
the nuclear giant multipole resonances and non—zero variances of the kinetic energy of the
nuclear fission fragments, one uses transport approaches of the Fokker—Planck and Langevin
types [4-11] to the study of nuclear large-amplitude dynamics. In general, basic equations
for the macroscopic collective variables are non-Markovian [12,[13], implying complex energy
flow between the slow collective and fast intrinsic degrees of freedom of the nuclear many—
body system.

In the present paper, following the ideology of the random matrix theory |14, [15] we dis-
cuss how non-Markovian (memory) and stochastic aspects of the nuclear fission dynamics
are defined by quantum—mechanical diffusion of energy in the space of occupancies of com-
plex many-body states. The general problem of decay of a metastable state (like a decay
of nuclear compound state) has gotten a lot of attention in the functional integral approach
[16, [17] and in its application to the nuclear case [18]. Quantum decay rate of the nuclear
compound state has been derived within the local harmonic approximation [19], where also
non—Markovian effects were considered. In spite of such wide literature on the subject, the
problem of classical activated (escape) rate over the nuclear fission barrier in the presence
of the non—Markovian effects has been left without appropriate attention. We are going to
renew this deficiency by measuring a general quantitative impact of memory effects on the
classical thermal rate and time characteristics of the nuclear fission dynamics.

The plan of the paper is as follows. In Sect. II, we consider a many-body dynamics
by use the Zwanzig’s projection technique and derive the basic non—Markovian Langevin
equations of motion within the cranking approach to nuclear many—body dynamics. In
Sect. I1I, we discuss the application of non—-Markovian dynamics to the nuclear descent from
the fission barrier, the memory effect on the Kramers’ diffusion over the fission barrier, the
stochastic penetration over oscillating barrier and the diffusion of occupation probabilities

within Landau-Zener approach. The non-Markovian dynamics of nuclear Fermi liquid is



considered in Sect. IV. Summary and conclusions are given in Sect. V.

II. MANY-BODY DYNAMICS IN A MOVING FRAME

We assume that dynamics of nuclear many—body system can be described as a cou-
pled motion of several slow macroscopic (collective) modes and intrinsic nucleonic ones.
Slow collective modes are treated in terms of a set of classical time—dependent variables
q(t) = {q1(t), q2(t), ..., qn(t)}. The fast intrinsic modes are described quantum mechanically

through the Liouville equation for the density matrix operator p,

op(t)

L v iL(n)at) = o, (1)

where L is the Liouville operator defined as

Lp= % [H ,3] . 2)

Here H (q) is the nuclear many-body Hamiltonian. We introduce a moving (adiabatic) basis

of the Hamiltonian H(q),
H(q)Vn(q) = En(q)¥n(a), (3)

determined by a set of eigenfunctions ¥,,(¢) and eigenenergies FE,(q) for each fixed value of
the macroscopic variables ¢(t). Within this basis one can introduce a non—diagonal, py,n,

and diagonal, p,,, parts of the density matrix through the relations,

Pnn = <\I]n‘ﬁ‘\lln>a Prm = <\I]n‘/6‘\llm>v (4>

and whose time evolution may be determined within the Zwanzig’s projection technique

[20]. The final results read, see Refs. |8, 21],

pon(t) = pm(t = 0) _ZZ/ a, exp — W (t — )]

an

X [hjm"m(t )Prn(t") — hjmm(t/)pMM(t/)] ) (5)

and its diagonal part,

Opnn(t) CoS|wWpm (t — t')]
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Here, wym = (B, — E,)/h and matrix elements h; ,, = (813[ / 8qi) measure the coupling
between the quantum nucleonic and the macroscopic collective sug:ystems. Note that the
equations (Bl) and () were derived in the weak—coupling limit [21]. This condition can be
violated near the avoided crossings of two nearest levels. One can go beyond the second—
order perturbation result (B)—(6) by considering the Landau—Zener model of two crossing
levels as shall be done below.

A complexity of a quantum system is understood as the absence of any special symmetries
in a system. Such a system is expected to have some universal statistical properties which
can be modeled by the random matrix ensembles. Within the random matrix approach [22],
we will average the right—hand side of master equation () over suitably chosen statistics of
the randomly distributed matrix elements h; ,,, and the energy spacings F,, — E,,. First,
we perform the ensemble averaging over the matrix elements. They are treated as complex

random numbers with the real and the imaginary parts which are independently Gaussian

distributed, and with [23]

hi7nm(Q)h;,n’m’(q,) = 5nn’5mm’gi2j(En> En.q+q)Yi(lg —q'), (7)

where Y;;(|¢ — ¢|) is a correlation function, measuring how strong the ensemble averaged
matrix elements correlate at different collective deformations ¢ and ¢’, and afj(En, En,q+4q)
is the energy distribution of the squared matrix elements. It is rather clear that at high
excitation energies the coupling matrix elements between the complex many-body states
should drop out with increasing energy distance between them. In order to characterize the

energy distribution of the matrix elements, we introduce the strength of the distribution

2

09,; and its width I';; assuming

Uaz’j(En + By q+ q/)
QE)Q(Em )T

05(Bn, Emyq + ') = fij(|En — En|/Tij), (8)

where ()(E) is the average level-density at given excitation energy E and f(FE) is a shape of
the energy distribution. The correlations of the matrix elements, existing at different values
of the macroscopic parameter, ¢ and ¢’, are measured with the help of the correlation function
Y;;. Since the energy correlations between two different states n and m drop out with the
rise of a distance between them, it is rather obvious that f;; — 0 with |E,, — E,,,|/I';; = oo
and f;;(E) ~ 1 at |E,—E,|/T' < 1. Asis discussed in Refs. [24,125], for nuclear shell-model

Hamiltonians typical values of the spreading width I' are of several (tens) MeV.
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The energy spacings part of the ensemble averaging procedure is defined through the
two—level correlation function, R(|E, — E,|Q(E)), that is the probability density to find
the state m with energy E,, within the interval [E,,, F,, + dE,,] at the average distance
|E,, — E,,| from the given state n with energy F,,. In the case of quite dense spectrum of the
adiabatic states n, it is more convenient to use continuous energy variables £ and e, that

measure a total excitation and distances between different states, correspondingly,
E=E, e=E,—FLE,, (9)

In this variables, the basic equation ([6]) for the occupancies p(E,t) of adiabatic states is

transformed as

R S ) R ke S B

1,7=1

In Eq. (I0), the memory kernel, K;;(¢,t'), is defined as

Kyt t) = S0 E T D / " de fy(Jel /Do) Rl eos(elt — #)/h). (11)

Lij oo
The integration limits over the energy spacing e in Eq. (II]) were extended to infinities since
the time changes of the occupancy p(E,t) of the given state with the energy E are mainly
due to the direct interlevel transitions from the close-lying states located at the distances
le] < E. The explicit form of the two-level correlation function R(z) in Eq. (IIl) depends
on the statistical ensemble of levels [26]. It can be established the following result for three

often used ensembles:

(i) Gaussian Orthogonal Ensemble (GOE)

o) =1 (BT ([ g ) (soten) sty

T y 2 T (mx)?

(ii) Gaussian Unitary Ensemble (GUE)

Reun(r) =1 (Sin(m”>)2, (13)

™

(iii) Gaussian Symplectic Ensemble (GSE)

Rese(a) = 1 - (M )2 N /01 dysin(27rxy) <cos(27rx) B sin(27m:) | 14)

2rx Y 2rx (2mx)?

where x = |E,, — E,|Q(E,).



The main difference between the statistics is its behavior of R(x) at small energy spacings
x. For the GOE statistics one has the linear repulsion between levels, Rgog ~ z, the GUE
statistics implies the quadratic level repulsion, Rgug ~ 22, while in the GSE case we have
Rase ~ 2. On the other hand, Rgog, Reur and Rgsg are similar at moderate spacings z,
when the spectral correlations between levels consistently disappear, see also Refs. [10, [22].
Note that the dynamic process (I0) may be treated as a quantum mechanical diffusion

of energy in space of the occupancies of quantum adiabatic states, where a function
+0o0

W(E,t) = Q(E)j(B,1), W(E,t)dE = 1, (15)

Eo

gives a probability density to find the intrinsic quantum system with an excitation energy
lying in the interval [E, E + dE] at the moment of time ¢. The time features of the non—
Markovian quantum diffusive dynamics (I0)—(LI]) are defined by the relationship between
characteristic time scales, 7;; ~ h/T;; (caused by the finite width I';; of the coupling matrix
elements’ energy distribution f;;(E)) and the typical time interval Tyacr i; of the macroscopic
variables’ variations. For nuclear many—body Hamiltonians, showing statistical properties,
the energy distribution of the Breit—-Wigner shape [25], fi;(le|/T;) = (1/m)/(1+ [le]/T4])-
This gives rise to an exponentially decaying with time memory kernel (I1]) (here we restrict

ourselves by the one-dimension case to simplify the notation)

K(t,¢) = 03(E.q + ¢ )exp (— £ t") (16)

-
with 7 = h/T". If one now assumes that 7 is the shortest time scale in a system, one easily
obtains the Markovian limit of the quantum diffusion process (I0) in terms of the probability

density function of the intrinsic quantum system (I5]). Namely,
OW (E,t) 0 0?
A=Y Y (E B i

where the drift coefficient r(E,t) is equal to

_dD(E,t) N D(E,t)dQ(E)

[D(E, )W (E,1)], % < Tamacr; (17)

rED=—F QO(E) dE (18)
and the diffusion coefficient D(F,t) is given by
D(E,t) = (h)T) - o3(E, q)¢*. (19)

The drift term in the diffusion equation (I7) leads to parametric excitation of the intrinsic
quantum system that becomes possible either due to the energy—dependence of the distri-

bution of the slopes o2 (FE) in Eq. ([J), or due to the average level-density Q(F) that grows
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with an intrinsic excitation E. The diffusion coefficient D(E,t) (I9) depends quadratically
on the velocity ¢ of the parametric driving as a result of the assumed weak—coupling regime
[21]. It should be pointed out that the quantum-mechanical diffusion in space of many-body
states’ occupancies gets stronger dependence on the velocity of the driving in the case of

Landau—Zener transitions between states (see Subsection [ITE]).

A. Energy rate

To obtain equations of motion for the macroscopic collective parameters ¢(t), we first
find the average energy of the many-body system, £(t) = Tr[H{q(t)}p(t)]. Calculating the

time change of £(¢), we obtain

dE(t) . OEy(q) . OH Opn . OH
a2, *?q’;(a—q) ot *?‘@(a@) "

i (20)

nn

The first term in the right-hand side of Eq. (20) describes a change of the macroscopic
potential energy Eo(q) = FEpot(q). The second contribution to the energy rate d€/dt is
defined by the non—diagonal components of the density matrix pp,,(t). Its time evolution is
caused by the virtual transitions among the adiabatic states. Such a term is a microscopic

source for the appearance of the macroscopic kinetic energy. To demonstrate that, we write

it as
()" =3y <an) e
=S a060+2 54 S [ Wit 1) o) = o)
@)
where
(1) = (ff;’ ) punt =0, Vigan(t:8) = By () =2 ()

We formally extend the lower limit of the time integration in Eq. (2I]) to —oco. In this way,
we would like to study stationary dynamics of the complex quantum system, i. e., when the

dynamics of the system does not depend on the choice of initial time. It should be pointed



out that this does not imply a loss of any possible memory effects in collective motion. Thus,

integrating by parts the time integral in the r.h.s of Eq. (21I), one can show that

t . d( +1) (q hz nmh mn[pmm pnn])
/ At'Vigm (6, 8) 45 () [prm (') — pan(t Zw ) ’ dt(2]l+1) :

(23)
In the weak—coupling limit [21], we obtain

(%) Zqz ()&(t) + Zqz Z AOESS a%jiq) Gjd), (24)
k

q

where the term

Biy(@) = 3 huhsnn [P — pan] (25)

can be associated with a macroscopic inertia tensor.
The third term on the right-hand side of Eq. (20) is determined by the real transitions
between the adiabatic states ¥, (¢) and it defines how the energy of macroscopic motion is

transferred into the energy of the intrinsic excitations of the quantum system:

(%)wal qu Z/ At K (1) ( )/+oodE Ea% (Q(E)%), (26)

where Eq. ([I0) was used.

The fourth term in the r.h.s of Eq. (20) is given by the distribution of slopes of the
adiabatic eigenstates FE,. Within the random matrix model, the negative and positive
slopes of the adiabatic states are assumed to be equally distributed. Therefore, under the
averaging over all random realizations of the random matrices, modeling the nuclear many
body spectrum, one can neglect the contribution from the fourth term in the r.h.s. of
Eq. (20).

Rewriting the time change of the average energy of the nuclear many—body system (20)

as

=D _@F,
_ Z ql 8Ep0t _|_ 51( ) Z Bwq] + Z %q]qk]
J k

+Z/ dt' K (t, 1) g5 (t )/ OOdEQ(E)Ea% [Q(E)%]) (27)




and assuming that all the partial contributions Fj(q,t) to the energy rate (having a meaning
of the forces acting on the macroscopic collective subsystem) are equal zero, we obtain

transport description of the macroscopic collective dynamics

>

J

_; /0 tdt/Kij(t,t/)q'j(t/) /*"" dEEa% {Q(E)%] — &i(t).

Eo

B OFE ot
dq;

0B;;
Bijg; + Z ;G
A Ay,

B. Fluctuation—dissipation theorem

The transport equations (28] for the classical collective parameters ¢(t) should be consid-
ered selfconsistently with the equation of motion for the occupancies p(F,t) of the quantum
many—body states (I0). As was stated above (see Eq. (I7) and comment to it), the intrinsic
quantum system is excited by time variations of the collective parameters ¢(t) provided that
the averaged density of the many—body states (E) grows with the excitation E. Impor-
tantly that such a parametric excitation is time—irreversible in the sense that the intrinsic
quantum system (I0) does not go back to the initial state with time-reversing of the macro-
scopic collective parameters but continues to be excited. This is so because under the
parametric time variations (defined by the absolute value of the parameters’ velocity |¢(t)],
see Egs. (I8) and (19)), quantum—mechanical transitions to higher—lying states occur more
often than to lower—lying states. In turn, due to the energy conservation condition (20), the
increase of the intrinsic excitation

+o0
E*(t) E/ dEQ(E)Ep(E,t) (29)
Eo
of the nuclear many—body system may be intrepreted as a corresponding decrease (dis-
sipation) of an energy associated with the time variations of the macroscopic collective

parameters ¢(t):
1 ..
Eeon = ), 5 B1j(@)didy + ot (0)- (30)
i7j
In this way, we justified microscopically dissipative character of the nuclear collective motion.

For quite high initial excitations of the nucleus E*(t = 0), when the averaged density of



many—body states is given by
Q(E*(t = 0)) ~ 2 =0/T (31)

the collective dissipation is determined by memory kernels

g5 (B (t = 0),qlt] + qlt ])exp (_ |t — tl|) ’

/Cij(t, t,) - T

Tij
of the retarded friction forces in the transport equations of motion

2.

J

0B, OF, 0B;; ¢
Bl—l— Yo _ pot_ v .o /dt,’CZt,t, .~t,—it, 33
LB q]qk] B0, 2 g WD ARl ()60, 39

In Egs. (31)—(33), a quantity T is considered as thermodynamic temperature of the nucleus.

To complete the transport description of the macroscopic collective dynamics (33]) one
has to define statistical properties of the terms &;(t) (22]), which are proportional to the
non—diagonal components p,,, of the density matrix operator p(t) at initial moment of time
t = 0. If the initial distribution of the diagonal components p,,, is uniquely set in by the
initial excitation energy of the nuclear many—body system E*(¢ = 0) (29)), the initial values
of the non-diagonal components p,,,, are left without specifying. For each fixed value of the
initial excitation E*(t = 0) , one has a buch of the values p,,,(t = 0) which may be treated
as random numbers. In this case, we can treat the terms () in the transport equations
([B3) as random forces acting on the macroscopic collective parameters ¢;(t), i = 1,2, .... By

using Eqs. (22)),([7) and (32), we obtain for correlation functions of the random forces &;(t),
(Gi(1)g;(1) = ThCy (¢, 1), (34)

where it was assumed for simplicity that |p,.,(t = 0)]*> = 1. The result (34) represents the
classical fluctuation—dissipation relation between dissipative and fluctuating properties of
the macroscopic collective dynamics both caused by the quantum—mechanical diffusion of

energy in the space of the occupancies of many-body states (0.

III. APPLICATION TO LARGE-AMPLITUDE COLLECTIVE MOTION
A. Descent from the fission barrier

We are going to apply the developed transport approach ([B3)—(34) to the nuclear fission

in two dimension space of shape variables {qi,¢2}. We consider the symmetric fission of
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heavy nuclei whose shape is obtained by rotation of a profile function £(z) around z—axis.

The Lorentz parameterization for £(z) is used in the following form [2],

L(z) = (" = )(=" +G)/Q, (35)

where the multiplier () guarantees the volume conservation,

Q=-1GGG+ QR (36)

Here, all quantities of the length dimension are expressed in the Ry units, where Ry is the

radius of equal-sized sphere. The shape variables ¢; = (, and ¢ = (5 are related to the

nuclear elongation, ¢y, and the neck radius ppeac = (2/1/Co((3/5 + ¢2). The basic equations

of motion (B3)) in two dimensions is written as

2 2 2

) 9Bij(q) - . OEpot(q) ' .
Do Bil@i + > G| = 5 = Y / ARy (t,1)4;(t) — &(1). (37)
: Ay, 9gi — J,
j=1 k=1 Jj=1
The numerical calculations are performed for the symmetric fission of the nucleus 23U at
temperature 7" = 2 MeV. Considering the nuclear descent from the saddle point to the
scission, we use the potential energy of deformation Ep.((p) from Ref. [2] assuming that
OFp0t(q1,q2)/Opneck = 0. The scission line is derived from the condition of the instability of
the nuclear shape with respect to any variations of the neck radius:

02Epot (Q1> q2)

=0 38

ap?leck scis ( )
Here, we wish to study the random force effect on the non-Markovian dynamics (B7). To
define properly a scission condition, we first introduce a deterministic (i. e., without the
random force) path of the system ([37) and evaluate the nuclear neck radius at the scission
point (pgggk)sm. Then, a bunch of 2 x 10* stochastic trajectories (y(t),(2(t) is stopped as

far as
Pueck (Co(t); C2()) = (Pecsc)scis- (39)

As a result of that, we get a distribution of moments of time, t.., when the system reaches
the scission point (B8)). The corresponding probability density p of the scission events is
shown in figure 1 for the case of quite weak memory effects 7, = 2 x 1072% s and fairly strong
memory effects 7, = 8 x 1072 s. For comparison, it is also shown (by vertical lines) the

corresponding scission times in the absence of the random force.
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FIG. 1: Histogram, showing a probability density p of moments of time ts., when the stochastic
trajectories (o(t),C2(t) B7) hit the scission line ppeck (o, C2) = (pﬂgzk)scis, is given at two values
of the memory time 7. The dashed histogram is found for 71 = 2 x 10723 s (when the memory
effects in the system are quite weak) and the solid histogram corresponds to the memory time
79 =8 x 1072 5 (when the memory effects are fairly strong). The corresponding times of descent

in the absence of the random force are given by small vertical arrows. Taken from Ref. [11].

We see that with the growth of the memory effects in (37) the distribution of the scission
times t,. becomes wider and the centroid of the distribution shifts to the left compared to the
deterministic values of the scission time. One can interpret this as a ”stochastic” acceleration
of the nuclear descent from fission barrier, caused by the presence of the random force term
in equations of motion (37), see also Ref. [11].

Note that within the two—dimensional non—-Markovian Langevin approach (37)—(38) one
can also calculate other characteristics of nuclear fission process. Thus, in Ref. [11] we have
calculated two experimentally observable quantities like the mean value and variance of the
total kinetic energy of fission fragments at infinity. By that, we have estimated the value of

memory time and found that 7 ~ 8 x 1072 s.

B. Escape rate problem within the Langevin approach

To measure the role of memory effects in collective dynamics of the nuclear system on
the way from ground state to saddle point, we restrict ourselves by considering a one—
dimensional collective motion ¢(t) over a schematic parabolic barrier shown in figure 2. The

potential energy E,.; presents a single-well barrier formed by a smoothing joining at ¢ = ¢*
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of the potential minimum oscillator with the inverted oscillator [3]

1 2 2 *
sBwi(q—qa)?, g <4,

Ep=47% " (40)
= Epotp — 3Bwh (¢ —aqs)®,  ¢>q".

B
104
= A
E 0
< q ds
o
o
o -10-
20 , , ,
0,8 1,2 1,6 2,0 2,4
q

FIG. 2: Dependence of the potential energy E,o; (Kramers’ potential) on the shape parameter g.

We also adopt constant value B for the collective inertia tensor (25) and for the energy
distribution o2 of the coupling matrix elements in (32)), leading us to the equation of motion

for the collective variable ¢(t),

L OB /t , =Y L
Bj= 20 Ko Odtexp - q(t") —&(1), (41)

where Ko = 03 /T and

(et = e (-1, (42

see Eq. (34)).

We studied the non—-Markovian Langevin dynamics (41), (42]) by calculating a distribution
of times t,ye_saa Of the first crossing of the barrier top (pre-saddle times). For that, the
equation of motion (4I]) is solved numerically by generating a bunch of the trajectories, all
starting at the potential well (point A in figure 2) and having the initial velocities distributed
according to the Maxwell-Boltzman distribution. On left panel of figure 3, it is shown the
mean pre-saddle time (f,ye_sad) as a function of the memory time 7 and right panel of figure
3 gives the ration between the standard deviation o(tpre—sad) and the mean value (¢pre—sad)

of the pre—saddle time distribution.
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FIG. 3: The mean pre-saddle time (tpre—saq) (left panel) and the standard deviation o(fpre—sad)

over (tpre—sad) (right panel) of the non-Markovian diffusion dynamics (@Il), (2] are shown as a

function of the memory time 7.

An increase of the mean time (t,pe—saa) Of motion from the potential minimum g4 to the
saddle point gg with the memory time 7 means that the memory effects in the Langevin
dynamics (@I),([@2]) hinders the diffusion over barrier. With growth of the memory time 7

the adiabatic conservative force —(0FE,./0q) in equation of motion (HIl) gets an additional

contribution from the time-retarded force

! t=tI\
— ICO/ exp <—| - ‘) qtdt' - =Ko lqg(t) — qa],  wpT — o0, (43)
0

leading to the subsequent slowing down of motion to the saddle point ¢,. In the opposite

limit of quite small values of the memory time 7, the slowing down of motion is exclusively

due to effect from an usual friction force since

t o
- ICO/ exp (— [t ¢ ‘) qt"dt" - —Korq(t), wpT — 0. (44)
0 T

Also note that with the growth of the memory time 7, the pre—saddle time distribution

becomes wider as it is followed from right panel of figure 3.
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C. Non—Markovian extension of the Kramers model

One can also study the non-Markovian thermal diffusion over the parabolic barrier (1)),
(42)) with the help of an escape rate characteristics, Ry, defining an exponential time decay

of the probability Prob(q[t] < ¢g),
Prob(q[t] < gp) = e ', t> 1/, (45)

that the system ¢[t] does not still reach the barrier top at ¢g. Note that the exponential
decay with time of the survival probability (43]) is reached at sufficiently large times ¢, when
t is larger than the inverse characteristic friction coefficient vy, that will be derived below.

To get an analytical estimate for the escape rate Ry, one can naturally try to use the
formalism of the Kramers’ theory [29] and that must be extended to the non—Markovian
system (410),[@2). With this purpose, we write down the equation of motion (1) for the

collective variable ¢(t) in the vicinity of the barrier top ¢g,

|t -1

Bi= Buyla—as) ~ Ko [ dtesp (=) ) - o (46)

General solution to the integro—differential equation (46]) is written as

i(6) = -+ Al + B(thu — [ Bt - () (47)

or, in terms of velocity
t
olt) = Altha + Blow — [ Bt~ e)s(e)at, (15)
0

where ¢ is an initial coordinate and v, is an initial velocity of the system. Two functions

A(t) and B(t) are given by
t
A(t) =1+ wh / B(t)dt', B(t) = Die®" + Dqe®*" + Dzet, (49)
0

where s1, s5 and s3 are roots of the secular equation

1 Ko — w? w
3, 12 0 B._ YB _
s +Ts +7B S5 0 (50)

and the coefficients Dy, Dy and D3 equal to

(81 + 1/7‘)
(51— 52)(s1 = s3)

—(82 + 1/7‘)

b= (51 - 82)(52 - 33)7

DQZ
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The solutions to the secular equation (B0) have a threshold behavior. For small enough
memory times 7 < Tinresh (Weak memory effects in the equation of motion (@), the first root
sy of the secular equation (B0) is a positive number, while the other two roots s, and s3 are
negative ones. In this case, the mean collective path (¢(t)) becomes to grow exponentially
with time as

(q(t)) = arexp(s1t) + azexp(—|sa|t) + azexp(—|ss3|t). (52)

In the case of fairly large memory times 7 > Tyyresn (Strong enough memory effects), s; is
still a positive number, whereas s, and s3 become complex conjugated numbers, that results

in appearing of characteristic time oscillations of {q(t)):
(q(t)) = arexp(sit) + asexp(—|Im[sy]|t)sin(Re[sa]t) + asexp(—|Im[so]|t)cos(Re[sa]t).  (53)

Since the random force £(t) is Gaussian (but non-Markovian because of Eq. (42)), the
two—dimensional process {q(t),v(t)} [@7)—(E8) is also Gaussian and is defined by the prob-
ability distribution function [36],

1
Wig=q- » Qo v, Vo3 t) = 54
(q q — 4B, 405U,V ) 27raq(t)av(t) T rqv(t) ( )

exo [ — ! g = (a@)F = )] _ 2re(t)lg — {g®)lv — {v(1))]
e ( 2(1 =3, (1)) { 20 o aq(t)o(t) }()5:5)

0,(t) = V(1) — (a®)?, out) = V(2(1) = (0(t)2  1e(t) = (a(t)v(t)).  (56)

All the time-dependent functions in (55) can be expressed in terms of the functions A(t)
and B(t) ([@9) through the relations (47)—(@9) and (42)). Knowing the probability distribution
function W(q, qo; v, vp;t), one can obtain the corresponding Fokker—Planck equation. We
omit several intermediate steps in deriving of the Fokker—Planck equation (for details, see

e.g. Ref. [37]) and give the final result

o 8, 0 _ R (O
a9t +va—q +w3(t)q% W(q =q—qB,qo;v,v0;t) = B v [vW]
Ty o*w T 5 OPW
+ wB]@v@q' (57)

B2 0v?  Buwj ©k(?)
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Here, the time—dependent friction coefficient v(¢) and the renormalized frequency parameter

wp(t) of the parabolic potential barrier are given by

() - pADBOZAOBO gy AOBY - A3,
(0B(t) — ADB() AWB(H — AB(1)

The non—Markovian character of the system shows up in the time—dependence of the friction

(58)

coefficient v and frequency parameter &%, and in the presence of a cross—term ~ 9*W/0vdq.
The Markovian limit of the Fokker—Planck equation (57) is reached at wpT — 0, when the
retarded force in Eq. ([@6]) simply turns to an ordinary friction force (44]). In general case,
of course, the retarded force contains both the time-dependent friction and conservative

contributions,

' t—1]\ . -
-—Kg/<mp<—Lf;J)q@3df==—7@M@)+fWWE@)—w%Mﬂ0-—%) (59)
0
We are looking for the stationary solution to Eq. (57) in the form

BU2/2 . [EPOt,B - B(’D%,satq2/2]
T T(1+e€) ’

Witat (¢; ) = const - F(q,v) - exp (— (60)

where € = [0}, — wh]/wp, Substituting the solution (60) into Eq. (57), we obtain an

equation for the function F(q,v)

0% 2 w08 TpdF | Te &F
(I+ejvg, * (1+e“”-ﬁ*%“q+ B ) v B o Bowdg

(61)

In Egs. ([60) and @1)), yo and &3 ,, are long time values of the corresponding quantities (58)
taken at wpt > 1. We found that

Yo = —2B(s1 + min(ss, s3)), @%’Sat = —(s1 — min(sy, $3)), T < Tihresh- (62)

To be precise, at 7 > Tyesn the quantities vy and (:J%’Sat do not exist as far as the friction
coefficient (¢) and frequency parameter @%(t) are strongly oscillating functions of time,
taking positive as well as negative values. The oscillations of y(t) and @%(t) are caused by
the structure of functions A(t) and B(t), see Eqs. (58)) and (49). Formally, we will use the
quantities vy and GJ%’M even in the case of 7 > Tyen in view of the fact that one actually
needs not the values 7 and LD%’M itself but some combination of them, that can be properly
defined at the long time wgt > 1 limit.
Looking now for the solution of Eq. (61]) in the form

§=3(v—aq) =F(C) (63)
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and repeating all derivation’s steps of the Kramers’ theory, we get

‘ {(1+€e)a—/B}
5 :3/ ex [— ’2}61', 64
with
Fo = {1 +€)a—/B} (65)
27T/ Bl{70/B — ea}
and
1 78 ~ 70
= — — . 66
1| VapE TR T op (66)
Therefore, the escape rate Ry over parabolic barrier is found as
2
— UJA 70 ~2 70 —F ot /T CUA -E ot B/T
Ry = —5 - = pot,B P 67
0 2Twp 4B2 + B st 2B | 27rwBS ¢ (67)
that differs from the standard Kramers’ result,
2
e WA f)/—o 2 _ ﬁ _Epot,B/T
R =g Wi 795~ 35| ¢ ’ (68)

by memory effects” modification wWp g of the frequency parameter wp at the top of barrier.
We would like to stress that the transition in Eq. (67) from a nonlinear combination of
the friction coefficient 7, and frequency parameter wp ¢, to the largest positive root s; of
the secular equation (B0) is mathematically precise at any size 7 of the memory effects, see
discussion after Eq. (62).

In figure 4, we show by solid spline-fitting curve the escape rate Ry derived numerically
from the Langevin collective dynamics (4Il), (42]). Analytical estimate of Ry, given by
the non-Markovian extension of the Kramers’ rate formula (67) is shown in figure 8 by
dashed line. For comparison, we also plotted in figure by dotted line the standard Kramers’
expression for the escape rate (68]) with the 7—dependent friction coefficient

’COT

" T /B o

Yo(T)

that correctly covers two limiting situations (44)) and ([3) of the retarded friction force in
Eq. (@1).

One can see that the result (67) correctly reproduces the decrease of the rate R of non—
Markovian diffusion over barrier with the memory time 7 (dashed line). On the other hand,

the improved standard Kramers’ formula, given by Eqgs. (68) and (69), overestimates the
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FIG. 4: Escape rate Ry vs memory time 7. Solid spline—fitting curve represents direct numerical
determination of Ry (45) from the Langevin dynamics Eqgs. (41]) and (42]). Dashed line shows the
result of the non-Markovian extension of the Kramers’ formula (@7). The improved formulation

(68)— (69) of the standard Kramers’ formula is given by dotted line.

value of Ry at fairly large memory times 7, see dotted line. From that, one can conclude an
importance of the taking into account the memory-renormalization of the stiffness of the
system near the top of a potential barrier.

In the discussion above, we did not consider for a quantum tunneling mechanism of
the fission barrier penetration. This is justified by the fact that the considered nucleus

temperature of 2 MeV is above the characteristic crossover temperature Ty [16, [17],

hSl

T, = 2t
0 277"

(70)

which defines region where tunneling transitions dominate over thermally activated transi-
tions across the barrier. We found that 75 < 0.13 MeV at any value of the memory time

T.

D. Stochastic penetration over oscillating barrier

One of the applications of the stochastic approach to the large amplitude motion is
the study of the features of the response of complex nonlinear systems on periodic external
field. The very famous example of such features is the stochastic resonance phenomenon |38,
39], when the response of the nonlinear system on the harmonic perturbation is resonantly

activated under some optimal level of a noise. The resonant activation of the system occurs
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when the frequency of the modulation is near the Kramers’ escape rate of the transitions
from one potential well to another. The prototype of the stochastic resonance studies is a
model of overdamped motion between potential wells of the bistable system. The frequency
of the transitions between wells is given by the Kramers’ rate and the stochastic resonance is
achieved when a frequency of an external periodic modulation is of the order of the Kramers’
rate.

We start from the general Langevin formulation (Il), ([#2) of the problem of diffusive

overcoming of the potential barrier ([A0) in the presence of a harmonic time perturbation:

B(t) = —a}ggm — ICO/O exp <— i :_t |) g(t")dt' — £(t) + a - sin(wt), (71)

where a and w are an amplitude and frequency of the perturbation and the correlation

function of the random force £(t) is given by Eq. ([@2). Considering the diffusion over
the barrier (7I)),([#2) in the presence of the external harmonic force, we assume that the
amplitude « of the periodic in time force « - sin(wt) is so small that still the reaching the
top of the barrier is caused exclusively by diffusive nature of the process. In figure 5, we
show the typical dependencies of the mean pre-saddle time t,e_saqa On the frequency w of
the external harmonic force. The calculations were performed for the weak, 7 =2 x 10723 s,
(lower curve in figure 5) and strong, 7 = 10 x 1072* s, (upper curve in figure 5) memory

effects in the non—Markovian diffusive motion over barrier.

0.6 : : : ;
- . 1=10x10-23 5
% 0.5 \ e —
® o
S 0.4 -
%03 1
3
©02] "\, 1=2x10"23 5|
o ~a_ I —
& —
0.1

0 5 10 15 20
o (1018 1/s)

FIG. 5: The mean pre-saddle time (fpre—sad) Of the non-Markovian diffusion process (71l), (@2)
is given as a function of the frequency w of the harmonic time perturbation at two values of the
correlation time 7 = 2 x 10723 s (lower curve) and 7 = 10 x 10~2% s (upper curve).

In both cases the mean pre-saddle time (fpre—saa) non-monotonically depends on the
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frequency of the perturbation that is character for the stochastic resonance phenomenon
observed in a number of different physical systems. From figure 5 one can conclude that the
diffusion over potential barrier in the presence of a harmonic time perturbation is maximally
accelerated at some definite so to say resonant frequency wies of the perturbation,

1.5
<tpre—sad>("u =0)

(72)

~
Wres ~

see also figure 2. In fact, the quantity (fye—sad)(w = 0) presents the characteristic time
scale for the diffusion dynamics (7I). In the case of adiabatically slow time variations of
the harmonic force, w(tpre—saa)(w = 0) < 1 and ¢ < (fpre—sad), ONE can approximately use
a - sin(wt) ~ « - wt and the diffusion over the barrier is slightly accelerated. As a result of
that, the mean pre-saddle time (fype—saa)(w) is smaller than the corresponding unperturbed
value (fpre—saa)(w = 0). The same feature is also observed at the fairly large modulation’s
frequencies. Thus, in the case of w(tpre—sad)(w = 0) > 1, the harmonic perturbation « -
sin(wt) may be treated as a random noise term with the zero mean value and variance o?.
Such a new stochastic term will lead to additional acceleration of the diffusion over the
barrier.

The existence of the resonant regime (72)) in the periodically modulated diffusion pro-
cess (7)) is even more clear visible through the time evolution of the survival probability
Prob(q[t] < gg). For convience, in figure 6 we plotted InProb(q[t] < ¢p) for the resonant
frequency ([72)) w = wyes (curve 1), for fairly large frequency w = 10wy (curve 2) and for
quite small frequency w = wyes/10 (curve 3) of the periodic time modulation.

At very rare (w = wyes/10) or frequent (w = 10w, ) periodic perturbations the probability
Prob(q[t] < ¢p) of finding the system ¢(t) (1) on the left from the saddle point ¢p expo-
nentially decay with time and characterized by almost constant escape (decay) rate Ry, see
Eq. (45). On the other hand, periodic modulation of the non—-Markovian diffusive dynamics
(71, ([@2]) at the resonance frequency w = wyes provides much stronger decay with time for
the survival probability, Prob(q[t] < qg) ~ exp(—at?). In that case, the probability flow

over the saddle point is resonantly amplified.
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FIG. 6: Natural logarithm of the survival probability InProb(g[t] < ¢p) is given as a function of
time ¢ for the periodically modulated escape dynamics (71l), ([@2). Curve 1 corresponds to the
modulation on the resonance frequency (72)) w = wyes, curve 2 — on the frequency w = 10wyes and

curve 3 — on the frequency w = wyes/10. The time dependencies are calculated for the memory

time 7 =2 x 1072 s

E. Diffusion of occupation probabilities within Landau-Zener approach

We restrict our analysis of the Landau-Zener approach to the one-dimensional case and
reduce the basic master equation (B). To eliminate the strong time oscillations of the ob-
served quantitates p,,(t) etc. we introduce the time averaging as

oo

Alt) = % / dt'(t_fﬂfx(t'). (73)

—00

The master equation (@) can be then presented in the following form [§]

) S Pr8) (1) ~ om0, (74)
where
Pon(t) = 2Re / At Do (D) DT = ) expli (o + T ) (75)
and
Dy(t) = (T, m% 0,) T = Aoy, (76)
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The transition rate (73) is a result of second order perturbation theory in ¢. However,
the dimensionless cranking model parameter ¢| (,,| 9H /dq |¥,,) |/hw?,,(q) is increasing for
two neighboring terms and therefore, the perturbation theory criterion can not be fulfilled.
We may improve the result (75]) by considering the Landau-Zener model [27] of two cross-
ing levels. In the case of the Landau-Zener transitions the probability of a non-adiabatic

transition is
2

RY%(e, ). = exp (— e ) | (77)

21 q|
where e is the gap size and 7 is the slope of the avoided crossings of two nearest levels. The

energy difference AFE of these levels as a function of ¢ can be represented as
AE = (& + "), (78)

The highly excited energy levels FE, in Eqs. (74) and (75) exhibit many avoided crossings
when the parameter ¢ is varied. We introduce the average transition rate <PLZ> as the
probability of transitions per unit time along of the collective path ¢(t) where the gap sizes

e and slopes n are randomly distributed
(P =i [[dn [ de Neg.e) R%e.) (79)
0 0

Here N(n, e) dnde is the number of avoided crossings encountered per unit length and slopes
in the interval [n,n + dn] and gap sizes in the interval [e, e + de]. The distribution N(n,e)
has been calculated [23] in the limit where the gap e is small (the asymptotic slope 7 is
only well defined in this limit). Assuming that the matrix elements (¥, |0H /dq|¥,,) are

independently Gaussian distributed, it was shown that
N(n,e) = QE)n P(e) P'(n). (80)

The functions P(e) and P’(n) are distribution functions of gap sizes and slopes, respectively.
In the case of chaotic systems the distributions P(e) and P’(n) depend on the spectral
statistics [23].

Using the transition rate <PLZ> of (79) we can reduce the master equation (74]) into a
diffusion equation. Summation of both sides of Eq. (74]) over the states n with E, < FE

gives,

Z %:_ Z <Pr%nzm (fn_fm)v (81>
)

n (En<E) n(En<E
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where f,, = pnn is the occupation probability. Let us introduce [(E) as the flux of probability

from a level with energy less than E to levels with energy greater than F,

Z(E) = Z <P’r%1’%b (fn_fm) (82)

n(En <E)7 m(Em >E)

E oo
:/d61 Q(el)/deg €9 <P 61,62)> [f(el) —f(€2>] (83)
0 E
Using the cut-off properties of the transition rate (77) we transform the flux I(E) as
af
U(E) = —Q(E) 77 D(E) (84)
where D(F) is the diffusion coefficient
' (e e] , [e.e] / 7r62
D(E) =qSQUE) | de e*P(e) [ dn nP'(n) exp “14dl) (85)
] J niq
Finally, we obtain the basic diffusion equation
of 0 of
QUE) = = 77 QE) D(E) (86)

ot  OF IE’
This equation gives the Landau-Zener’s evolution of the occupation probabilities which is
caused by slowly varying set of macroscopic variables ¢(t).

The distribution functions P(e) and P’(n) can be evaluated dependently on the spectral
statistics:

(i) For systems with time-reversal invariance (Gaussian orthogonal ensemble)

P(e) ~ 7%Q(E) (for small e), (87)
P'(n) = 5 exp{—n’/80°}. (88)

(ii) For systems without time-reversal invariance (Gaussian unitary ensemble)

2

P(e)%%eQZ(E) (for small e), (89)

P'(n) = Q\f = exp{—n*/40°}. (90)
We will calculate the rate of dissipation of energy due to Landau-Zener transitions. Let

us introduce the jump probability per unit time into an energy interval [e, e + de] as

Vi me?
P(e)de = '/d N(n,e;q) ex {—7] de, 91
(€) qo nN(n,e;q) exp AN (91)
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where N(n,e;q) is defined in Eq. (80). The dissipation energy, Fgs, is connected with the
internal transitions which accompany the macroscopic collective motion. The definition of
Ejiss in terms of the jump probability P(e) depends on the total energy E of the nucleus.
We will consider two limiting cases.

(i) E = E¢ (motion close to the ground state)

The dissipation rate averaged over the spectral statistics is defined in this case as

oo

<EdiSS>E = /de eP(e) (92)

0

Using the expressions (01l), (80) and (87)-(@0) we obtain

GOE : <Ed>E — const - Q2(E) 0%(E) ¢?, (93)

GUE : <Ed>E — const - Q3(E) o®2(E) | ¢ 5% . (94)

Thus, the friction force is proportional to ¢ for the case of GOE and is proportional to | ¢ |3/

for GUE statistics. This result is greatly reduced in the case of high excitation energy.

(ii) E > FEqq (high excitation energy regime)

The definition of (Egs) » is different in this case from that of Eq. (O2)) since transitions
with e < 0 appear. We have,

o0

(Buw) - 4 de ¢ Ple) (95)
This expression and (@), &) and (87)-(@0) lead to
GOE : <Ed>E _ const - (E) P2E) sy | 492, (96)
dQ(E)

o*(E) [q . (97)

GUE : <EdiSS>E = const - Q*(E) 7B

The main feature of this result is the dependence of the dissipation energy on the deriva-
tive dQ)(F)/dE of the level density. This means that time irreversible exchange between the
collective and internal degrees of freedom is possible if the phase space volume is increasing

with the excitation energy of the system.
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IV. NON-MARKOVIAN LANGEVIN-LIKE DYNAMICS OF FERMI-LIQUID
DROP

The large amplitude motion of a nucleus can be studied in terms of fluid dynamic ap-
proaches which allow us to reduce the problems of the avoided crossings of adiabatic energies
E.(q), see e.g. Eq. (28) for the inertia tensor B(q). In general, the nuclear fluid dynamics
is influenced strongly by the Fermi motion of nucleons and is accompanied by the dynamic
distortion of the Fermi-surface in momentum space [13, 132]. The presence of the dynamic
Fermi-surface distortion gives rise to some important consequences in the nuclear dynamics
which are absent in classical liquids. The dynamics of a nuclear Fermi liquid is determined
by the pressure tensor instead of the scalar pressure as in a classical liquid. This fact changes
the conditions for the propagation of the isoscalar and isovector sound excitations and cre-
ates a strong transverse component in the velocity field of the particle flow. Furthermore,
because of the Fermi-surface distortion, the scattering of particles on the distorted Fermi-
surface becomes possible and the relaxation of collective motion occurs [40]. The equations
of motion of nuclear Fermi-liquid take then a non-Markovian form. The memory effects de-
pend here on the relaxation time and provide a connection between both limiting cases of the
classical liquid (short relaxation time limit) and the quantum Fermi-liquid (long relaxation
time limit). The Markovian dynamics only exist in these two limiting cases.

Under the description of the properties of a drop of quantum Fermi liquid, one can start
from the collisional kinetic equation for the distribution function in phase space f(r,p;t).
Using the standard p-moment procedure, one can derive the continuity equation for the
particle density p and Euler—like equation for the velocity field u, (for details, see Refs. [12,
13, 133]),

0
ap = _vu(puu>7 (98>
8 5€pot /
mp—=u, +mp u,V, v, +V, P+ pV, ==V.FP,, (99)

ot op

where P is the isotropic part of the pressure, P;M is its anisotropic part caused by the
dynamic distortion of Fermi surface and €, is the potential energy density of inter-particle
interaction. The pressure tensor P, is derived by the distribution function in phase space

f(r,p;t). Considering the dynamic Fermi-surface distortions up to multipolarity [ = 2 one
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can establish [13,32] the following equation the pressure tensor P,

3} 2
aPy’H +P (Vyuu + V,u, — géyuvaua) =1, + Y., (100)
where 1, is the second moment of the collision integral I[6 f] = =4 f/T:

1 d
I, = E/ﬁpypul[af] (101)

and Y, gives the contribution from the random force

1 dp
Y,, = — [ ——p.p.Y. 102
a m/ (27Tﬁ)3p Pu (102)

The equation of motion (98])-(I00) are closed with respect to the velocity field w,,.

For an incompressible and irrotational flow of the nuclear fluid with a sharp surface,
the local equation of motion (O8)-(I00) can be reduced to the equations for the variables
¢i(t), i = 1, N that specify the shape of the nucleus [12]. The continuity equation (38) has
to be complemented by the boundary condition on the moving nuclear surface S. Below
we will assume that the axially symmetric shape of the nucleus is defined by rotation of
the profile function p = £(z,{q¢:(t)}) around the z-axis in the cylindrical coordinates p, z, ¢.

The velocity of the nuclear surface is then given by [34]

N
us =Y _ g, (103)
=1

where
;= (0L/)0q;) /N, A= +/1+(0L/Dz)2. (104)

The potential of the velocity field takes the form
N J—
6= b d. (105)
i=1

where the potential field ¢; = ¢,(r,q) is determined by the equations of the following Neu-

mann problem

_Loc
_Aa%'7

where n is the unit vector which is normal to the nuclear surface. Using Eqs. (98)) and (@9)

Vi, =0, (n:Ve,)s

(106)

with multiplying Eq. (@9) by V,¢; and integrating over r, one obtains

N N

§ OB;; . . ¢ t—t : 00t (q)
> [Bi(@)i + Y =L q; +/dt, — )iyt t) ()] = ——22=20 (107
[Bij(q)d; £ Y 459k g exp( - Vi (1) q;(t)] 0 (107)

i=1

27



Here B;j(q) is the inertia tensor
Byla) = mp  dswi 3, (108)
and we ignore the random force. The memory kernel &, ;(¢,t') in Eq. (I07) is given by
tt) =2 [ e Prat)) [V.V,bea®)] [VV.0,a)] . 109

The potential field ¢, = ¢,(r,q) are determined by a solution to the Neumann problem (I06]).

To solve Eq. (I07) we will rewrite it as a set of two equations. Namely,

2
o 0F,,
Z ij(q)d; + Z QJQk 57(;(61) + Rilt, q) (110)
J=1 Z
and
8R, t, RZ ta .
a(t Q) - (7_ Q) + Z /‘{'z’j(% q)qj at Rz(t - O> Q) = 07 (111)

where ¢ = {q1,¢2} = {0, (2} and the terms ~ ¢;¢; were omitted in Eq. (III]), as the next

order corrections. The memory kernel &;;(q, ¢) is given by

2

a.0) = ot [ dr (9,9,0,0.0) (V.9,6,(r0) (112)

We will apply this approach to the case of symmetric nuclear fission described, assuming
the Lorentz parameterization for the profile function £(z) in the form of Eq. (83). We
have performed numerical calculation for symmetric fission of the nucleus 25U. We solved
Egs. ([I0) and (III) numerically using the deformation energy FE,o(q) from Refs. [2].
The scission line was derived from the condition of the instability of the nuclear shape with
respect to the variations of the neck radius, see Eq. (88]). The equations of motion (I10) and
(IIT)) were solved with the initial conditions corresponding to the saddle point deformation
and the initial kinetic energy Ejino = 1 MeV (initial neck velocity ¢, = 0).

In Figure 7 we show the dependence of the fission trajectory, i.e., the dependence of the
neck parameter ¢, on the elongation ¢y, for the fissioning nucleus 26U for two different values
of the relaxation time 7: 7 = 4 x 1072 s (dashed line) and 7 = 0 x 107% s (dotted line).
The scission line (dot-dashed line in Figure 7) was obtained as a solution to Eq. (38]). We
define the scission point as the intersection point of the fission trajectory with the scission
line. As can be seen from figure 11 the memory effect hinders slightly the neck formation

and leads to a more elongated scission configuration. To illustrate the memory effect on the
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FIG. 7: Trajectories of descent from the saddle point of the nucleus 236U in the (g, (3 plane. Dashed
line represents the result of the calculation in presence of the memory effects and dotted line is for
the case of Markovian (no memory) motion with the friction forces. We have used the relaxation
time 7 = 4 x 10722 s and the initial kinetic energy Fii, = 1 MeV. Dot-dashed line is the scission

line derived from the condition (38]).

observable values we have evaluated the translation kinetic energy of the fission fragments
at infinity, Ey,, and the prescission Coulomb interaction energy, Fcou. The value of Eig,
is the sum of the Coulomb interaction energy at scission point, Fco,, and the prescission
kinetic energy Eiin ps. Namely,

Ekin:ECoul + Ekin,ps- (113)

The influence of the memory effects on the fission-fragment kinetic energy, Eiy;,, and the
prescission Coulomb interaction energy, Fcou, is shown in figure 8. As seen from figure 8, the
memory effects are neglected at the short relaxation time regime where the memory integral
is transformed into the usual friction force. In the case of the Markovian motion with friction
(dashed line), the yield of the potential energy, AE,q, at the scission point is transformed
into both the prescission kinetic energy, Eyinps, and the time irreversible dissipation energy,
Eais, providing AE,o = Exinps + Fais- In contrast to this case, the non-Markovian motion
with the memory effects (solid line) produces an additional time reversible prescission energy,

Er s, caused by the distortion of the Fermi surface. In this case, the energy balance reads
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FIG. 8: Fission-fragment kinetic energy, Ey,, (curves 1) and the Coulomb repulsive energy at
the scission point, Fgoy, (curves 2) versus the relaxation time 7 for the nucleus 23¢U. Solid lines
represent the result of the calculation in presence of the memory effects and dashed lines are for
the case of Markovian (no memory) motion with the friction forces. The initial kinetic energy is

Ekin,O = 1MeV.

AFE,o = Exinps + Pais + Er ps. Note that the used parametrization of the fissioning nucleus
at the scission point, leads to the prescission Coulomb energy Fcoy which is about 5 MeV
lower (for 23¢U) than the Coulomb interaction energy of the scission point shape [35]. Taking
into account this fact and using the experimental value of the fission-fragment kinetic energy
EpY =168 MeV [35], one can see from figure 12 that the Markovian motion with friction
(dashed line) leads to the overestimate of the fission-fragment kinetic energy Ey,. In the
case of the non-Markovian motion with the memory effects (solid line), a good agreement
with the experimental data is obtained at the relaxation time of about 7 = 8 x 1072 s,
A small deviation of the prescission Coulomb energy Eco, obtained at the non-Markovian
motion (solid line in figure 12) from the one at the Markovian motion (dashed line in figure
12) is caused by the corresponding deviation of both fission trajectories in Figure 8.

In figure 9 we illustrate the memory effect on the saddle-to-scission time ts.. In the case

of the non-Markovian motion (solid line), the delay in the descent of the nucleus from the
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barrier grows with the relaxation time 7 (at 7 > 4 - 1072 ). This is mainly due to the
hindering action of the elastic force caused by the memory integral. The saddle-to-scission
time increases by a factor of about 2 due to the memory effect at the experimental value of
the relaxation time 7 = 8 x 1072 s which was derived from the fit of the fission-fragment

kinetic energy i, to the experimental value of Ey;” (see above).

20

15+ 236

tsc (10-21%s)

FIG. 9: Dependence upon relaxation time 7 of the saddle-to-fission time, t4., for the descent from
the barrier in the case of two-dimension ({p,(2) parametrization for the nucleus 23¢U. Solid line
represents the result of the calculation in presence of the memory effects and dashed line is for
the case of Markovian (no memory) motion with the friction forces. The initial kinetic energy is

Eyin = 1MeV.

V. SUMMARY

In attempt to understand microscopically the origin for dissipative and fluctuating prop-
erties of collective modes of motion in nuclear many—body systems, we have developed an
approach, based on the Zwanzig’s projection technique (&)—(@).

We have averaged the intrinsic nucleonic dynamics over suitably chosen statistics of the

randomly distributed matrix elements (7)), measuring the coupling between the intrinsic nu-
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cleonic and macroscopic collective ¢(t) subsystems, and the energy spacings. In assumption
of the weak coupling [21], we have derived the diffusion-like equation of motion (I0) for
the ensemble averaged occupancies of the adiabatic many—body states, describing a process
of non—-Markovian energy diffusion and that occurs due to quantum-mechanical transitions
between the many-body levels. Going beyond the weak-coupling limit [21], we have also
studied the energy diffusion process in space of the occupancies of the adiabatic many—body
states for Landau—Zener transitions between levels (7)), where the diffusive properties es-
sentially depend on quantum statistics of many-body states, see Eqs. ([@0), ([@7)). It has
been demonstrated that under the growing of the averaged density of levels with energy F,
the intrinsic nucleonic subsystem parametrically excites, that can, in turn, be interpreted
as corresponding dissipation of collective energy due to constancy of the total energy of the
nuclear many-body system.

We have shown that memory effects in the diffusion equation (I0) is caused by finite
spread I of the randomly distributed coupling matrix elements ([7]) and disappears for quite
spread distributions, when A /I" is the shortest time scale in the system. We have demon-
strated that a (memory or correlation) time 7 = A/I" defines non-Markovian character of
macroscopic collective dynamics (28) and also determines statistical properties of of the
random force term, incorporated into equations of motion for the collective variables (28],
through the fluctuation—dissipation theorem (34)).

We have further applied our non-Markovian Langevin approach (28), (34)) to the descrip-
tion of descent of the nucleus from the fission barrier. We have showed that the random
force accelerate significantly the process of descent from the barrier for both the Markovian
and non—Markovian Langevin dynamics, see figure 1. This fact may be explained by the
correlation properties ([34]) of the random force in the non—-Markovian Langevin equations.

We have generalized the Kramers’ theory of escape rate over parabolic potential barrier (of
figure 2) to systems with non-Markovian dynamics (41]),([42]). The found expression for the
escape rate (67)) differs from the standard Kramers result (68) by memory-renormalization
of the frequency parameter @Wp s (B8) at the top of barrier. It has been shown that &g g is
effectively smaller that the frequency parameter wp of the adiabatic barrier, giving rise to
slowing down of the thermal diffusion over barrier with the increase of the size 7 of memory
effects, see figure 3.

We have also studied the non-Markovian diffusion (71l), (42) over parabolic barrier in
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the presence of weak periodic time perturbation. The mean pre-saddle time was calculated
as a function of the frequency w of the perturbation (see figure 5) and found that the
diffusive motion over the barrier may be significantly accelerated at some definite (resonance)
frequency wyes, that is defined by the mean time of motion in the absence of perturbation.

By use of p-moments techniques, we have reduced the collisional kinetic equation to the
equations of motion for the local values of particle density, velocity field and pressure tensor,
see Egs. (O8)—(00). To apply our approach to the nuclear large amplitude motion, we have
assumed that the nuclear liquid is incompressible and irrotational. We have derived the
velocity field (I03)—(T106), which depends then on the nuclear shape parameters ¢(t) due to
the boundary condition on the moving nuclear surface. Finally, we have reduced the problem
to a macroscopic equation of motion for the shape parameters ¢(t) (I07)—(109). Thus, we
consider a change (not necessary small) of the nuclear shape which is accompanied by a
small quadrupole distortion of the Fermi surface. The obtained equations of motion for the
collective variables ¢(t) contains the memory integral which is caused by the Fermi-surface
distortion and depends on the relaxation time 7.

We have shown that the development of instability near the fission barrier is strongly
influenced by the memory effects if the relaxation time 7 is large enough. In this case, a
drift of the nucleus from the barrier to the scission point is accompanied by characteristic
shape oscillations which depend on the relaxation time 7. The shape oscillations appear
due to the elastic force induced by the memory integral. The elastic force acts against the
adiabatic force — 0Ep(¢)/0q and hinders the motion to the scission point. In contrast to
the case of the Markovian motion, the delay in the fission is caused here by the conservative
elastic force and not only by the friction force. Due to this fact, the nucleus loses a part
of the prescission kinetic energy converting it into the potential energy of the Fermi surface
distortion instead of the time-irreversible heating of the nucleus.

The memory effects lead to the decrease of the fission-fragment kinetic energy, Fyiy,
with respect to the one obtained from the Markovian motion with friction, see Figure 7.
This is because a significant part of the potential energy at the scission point is collected
as the energy of the Fermi surface deformation. Note that the decrease of the fission-
fragment kinetic energy due to the memory effects is enhanced in the rare collision regime
(at larger relaxation time) while the effect due to friction decreases. An additional source

for the decrease of the fission-fragment kinetic energy is caused by the shift of the scission
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configuration to that with a larger elongation parameter (y, in the case of the non-Markovian

motion. Due to this fact, the repulsive Coulomb energy of the fission fragments at the scission

point in figure 12 decreases with respect to the case of the Markovian motion.
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