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TWO-BODY RELAXATION TIMESIN HEATED NUCLEI

V.A. Plujkof], 0.M. Gorbachenko, M.O.K avatsyuk
Nuclear Physics Department, Taras Shevchenko Nationaelsity, Pr. Acad. Glushkova, 2, bdg.11,
03022 Kiev, Ukraine

The retardation and temperature effects in two-body ¢olisare studied. The collision integral with
retardation effects is obtained on the base of the KadaBafjam equations for Green functions in
a form with allowance for reaching the local equilibrium &ya. The collisional relaxation times of
collective vibrations are calculated using both the transppproach and doorway state mechanism
with hierarchy of particle-hole configurations in heatedtleu The relaxation times of the kinetic
method are rather slowly dependent on multipolarity of thenfii surface distortion and mode of the
collective motion. The dependence of the relaxation timetemperature as well as on frequency of
collective vibrations is considered and compared. It issshthat variations of the in-medium two-
body cross-sections with energy lead to non-quadraticrdgrece of the collisional relaxation time
both on temperature and on collective motion frequency.

PACS: 05.20.+w, 21.60.Ev, 21.65.+f, 24.10.Pa, 24.30.Cz

1 Introduction

The damping of the collective excitations as well as trartspoefficients for viscosity and heat conduc-
tivity are strongly governed by the particle collisions. eTielaxation time method is widely used as the
simplest and rather accurate approach for simulation o€ttiesional relaxation raté. o« 1/7, wherer

is the so-called relaxation timfg [fl,[2, 3]. Relaxation timethod can be applied to description of the decay
rate of arbitrary mode of motion, but an explicit form of tldaxation time depends on specific features of
the mode. In this contribution, the collisional relaxatiimes responsible for the width of the collective
vibrations are studied.

2 Semiclassical kinetic equation approach

The collisional relaxation times can be calculated usirgydbllision integral of the transport equation.
In studies of the damping widths of collective excitatiortlie Fermi liquid, they are determined by the

coefficientSTg(i) of the multipole expansion of the total numbe¥®) (p) of the collisions in the direction
p = p/p of the momentum spacf] [B, 4]
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Here,J®)(p, €) are the linearized collision integrals
J(i)(f), €) = J(i)(p, r,t) = (Jp(p,r,t) £ Jo(p,1,t))/2, 2

where the signg+) and (—) stand for isoscalar and isovector modes of vibrations, aedstbscripts
p andn stand for protons and neutrons, respectively{p,r,t) is a collision integral in phase space
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(p,r), when a nucleon of the safit = (p or n) with momentump is scatteredg is nucleon energy. The
collision integrals are linearized with respect to the dyital component of the phase space distribution

functiond f,(p,r,t). The valuesﬁ(()i) determine the initial components of the multipole expamsibthe

total number of the collisions. The functioméi) are the partial components of the energy-integrated
distribution functionds f &) (p,r,t) = (6f, £ 6f)/2 = 6f ) (P, e, 1,1),

/ ded fE) (B, e,r, t) Z Z ¢gm (r,0)Yem (D), 3)
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whereYy,,(p) is the spherical harmonic function. In approximation of eardifference in the chemical
potentials for protons and neutrons and assurrfmgt fn = f, wheref = f(p,r) is the equilibrium
distribution function, the dynamical distortioAg *) (p, r, ) of the phase space distribution functions are
solutions of the linearized Landau-Vlasov equation
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J(i) (p,I‘,t), (4)

wheresUF) = sU®)(p,r,t) is the Wigner transform of the variation of the self-coraigtpotential
with respect to the equilibrium valug®). In the nuclear interior the mean field variatiétr*) can be
expressed in terms of the Landau interaction amplitEéj@(p, p/) as

dp/
SUE) = N /( ;;03 F®(p,pr) ) (prrit), (5)

whereNp = 2ppm*/(gn? h3), pr is the Fermi momentumy* is the effective mass of nucleon and
is the spin degeneracy factor. The quanfit{) (p, p/) is usually parameterized in terms of the Landau

constantsF(i) andF(i)
FE(p,pr) = Fy + F7 (b ). (6)
In the isoscalar case, the Landau constants are relateé fodbmpressibility modulug [B] of matter
and the effective mass* [f] by
K =6u(1+ F™), m*:m(1+F1(+)/3). @)

Herem is the mass of free nucleon apdis the chemical potential. We have that~ ex = p2./2m*
for T < e, whereer is the Fermi energy and is the temperature. In the isovector case, the Landau

parametelFO(_) is related to the nuclear symmetry enetgy,.. Namely [7,[8],
1 _
bsymnglu(1+F(§ )) (8)

The quantities, s in Eq.(1) can be considered as the partial collective rélamaimes because they
determine a coII|S|onaI contribution to the damping widtasulting from the two-body collisions in the
layer of the momentum space with multipolarity
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These times are proportional to the relaxation tirmﬁ*—f%> defining the damping widthﬁﬁi)(L) of the
isoscalar and the isovector vibrations with frequencyg, @, @,[10] in regime of rare collisions with
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ch(i) > 1 in the Fermi liquid. In particular, the collisional dampimgdths of giant resonances with
dipole (L = 1) and quadrupolel{ = 2) multipolarities resemble the widths in the relaxatiorerapproach

r(L) = h/r(L), (L =1)=r"] D(L=2)=r1) (10)
in the case when nuclear fluid dynamical model with relaxaisoused[[4[]o] 1, 11, 11.2]. The collisional
damping width[R] of zero sound in the Fermi liquid with itdative velocity S, ~ 1 is also given by
Eq.(IP) but with the use of the ") oc 5™ for 7*)(L). The timer*) atw = 0 is the thermal relaxation
time determining the viscosity coefficient of the Fermi Idy{fL3].

The variations of the mean field and of the dynamical compbokthe phase-space distribution func-
tion change rapidly in the systems with high frequency otife vibrations. This leads to the memory
(retardation, i.e. non-Markovian) effects in the collisi@rm. There are different expressions for memory-
dependent collision integral in the Fermi liquil ([14]-J20

The non-Markovian collision term of the semiclassical Lamd/lasov equation was studied in Born
approximation with the use of the Kadanoff- Baym equatiamsttie Green functions in Refd. J1[7,]19].
The one-component Fermi liquid was considered with theoparitime variation of the nonequilibrium
distribution functiondf = &f, = dfp, 0f o exp(—iwt). As a result, the linearized collision integral
consists of two components (see Eqgs.(42),(43) and (49)f8ef.[19)). i.e.,

J(p,r,t) = JD(p,r,t) + JP(p,r,1), (12)

where the components) (p, r,¢) and J® (p, r,t) are determined by the variations of the distribution
function and the mean field, respectively, and
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Here,W ({p;}) = (do/dQ)4(27h)3 /m? is the probability of two-body collisions with the initialomenta

p1 = p, p2 and final oneps, py, (i = 1 =+ 4); do/dS2 is in-medium differential cross-section (in Born
approximation);

. 9Q{fH . ¢
BW(p,r, 1) Z T [0+ (A€ + hw) +6- (A€ - hw)],

13)
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wheref, = f(pk,1); 0Q({f;})/0fx are the derivatives of the is the Pauli blocking faafpwith respect
to fr,

QUi = A= f)(A = f2)fafa — frfa(1 = f3)(1 — fa). (14)
The€, = €(p;,r) is the equilibrium single-particle energy andi; the variation of the mean field, and
AE=¢€ + € — €3 — €4, A(&y) = 60Uy + 60Uy — 6U3 — 6Uy, Ap = p1 + p2 — P3 — p4- The equilibrium
distribution functionf, = f(px,r) depends on the equilibrium single-particle enetgy= é(px,r):
fr = f(&). ltequals the Fermi function evaluated at the temperatyrge,) = 1/[1+exp((é, — p)/T)).
The nonequilibrium componeitf of the distribution function can be presented in the the form

o ()

6f(p,r,t) = —v(p,r,t)—5—> 5 " (15)



With the use of this relation the expression for quanity’ can be transformed to the form

BY(p,r,t) = - kzz Vg %ﬁf}) [0 (AE+hw) +d_(Ae—hw)] =
_ AyQGﬁ}b%%ﬂquE+hw)+d4A€—hwﬂ—5B“X (16)
whereAv = vy + vy — v3 — va, vy = v(pg, 1, t) and
sB = ; (% QU N6+ (A& + hw) + 5 (Ae - hw)]}
+ g@({ﬁ})[5+(ﬁg+ hw) 4+ 0_ (A€ - h@]g—ii- 7)

The first component in the Ef1.{17) determines a probability &f colliding particles which is con-
nected with possibility of variation of the energy when the values of other energigs{, and hw) are
fixed. This term should be equal zero because of fixing thédatxgy in initial or final states and therefore
it does not contribute to the total number of the collisiofst) | Eq.(1). The last statement can be easily
verified by direct calculation of this contribution to thé(®) with the use of the procedure proposed by
Abrikosov and Khalatnikov (see Eds.2%5){(30)) for evalrbf the manifold energy integrals. A relative
dynamical component, of the distribution function is slowly dependent on energg & can be consid-
ered (at least for low temperaturds< er) as a function of the momentum direction rather than of the
momentum:v, = v(py,r,t) = v(pi, er,r,t). Therefore the second component in the Eq.(17) is also
negligible and the termB(" in the Eq.[T6) should be rejected,

§BM = . (18)

Note that the generalized functiofs, 6_ appearing in Egs.[(IL3)[ (16) and](17) include also integral
contribution,
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whered(x) is the delta function and the symb®l denotes the principal value of integral contribution.
The integral terms of thé.., corresponding to virtual transitions, are usually onditbe the J because
they assumed to be included by renormalizing the intenastimetween particleg [R1]. This corresponds
to substitutingd(z)/2 for 5+ in Egs. [1B), i.e., to taking into account real transitiorithveonservation
of energy. The shift in energgAé by hw in the arguments of thé-functions of the expressions for the
collision integral agrees with the interpretation of th#dismns in the presence of the collective excitations
proposed by Landaii [P2]. According to this interpretatioigh-frequency oscillations in Fermi liquid can
be considered as phonons, that are absorbed and createdwabtparticle collisions.

In the one-component Fermi liquid the nonequilibrium disttion functiond f (p,r,t) = f(p,r,t) —
f(e(p,r)) is a solution of the linearized Landau-Vlasov equation @ftirm
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Here,d f is a linear deviation of the distribut_ion function from itsckl equilibrium valuef; ., where a
function f; .. is equal to the the Fermi functiofie) evaluated with actual one-particle eneegy: € + U,

fl.e. = f(E(p, r, t)).
5f =of —
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o T i0 55(95) - %7’(;)7 6—(z) = &} (z), (19)

)of = J. (20)

df af
_{5U:f(p>r7t)_fl.e.: _X_Jf> X =v+dU, (21)
de de



where relationship fofU has the form of the Eq}(5) but with the interactions and iistion function for
one-component Fermi liquid.

According to Eq[20), a Fermi system tends to the local éaruiim (whends f /0t = 0) if the collision
integral is a functional of théf, J = ®(5f). The collision integral given by the expressiohs| (11}-(13)
and (I§), [IB) has the following general form7 = 6J1) (5 f) + 6J2 (sU). Therefore it does not lead
to local equilibrium of a system. The condition of the existe of the local equilibrium of a system is
general property of the Landau- Vlasov equation in the Fdiquid [R3,[24] atds f /0t = 0. Therefore
the Born approximation (11)-(13) for collision integralgeor approach without additional modification,
and a revision of the derivation method of the collision gnté expression is needed.

It should be initially noted that the foregoing relationshifor collision integral are obtained with the
use of the perturbation theory in nearly nonhomogeneousmsgswith week interaction between particles.
A week interaction can not change rapidly the trajectoryhaf particle and due to this it can not lead
to rapid variations of the distribution function. It meahstt retardation effects are overestimated in the
expression for collision integral in Born approximationevé it was assumed that distribution function was
varied very quickly during all possible interval of the timkanging (oo < t' < t). Consequently, the
collision integral given by Eqs[ (L1)-(13), {16),(18) camih fact correct in the case of small retardation,
i.e., for small values of théw.

With this in mind, we replace the derivatives of the fofd (A€ + hw)/0hw and 9 _ (A€ —
hw)/0 hw in the Eq.[16) by the finite differencés, (Aé+hw) — 64 (A€))/hw and(5_(A€) —6_(Ae—
hw))/hw, respectively. Then we combine the resulting expressigatter with contributiorB() arising
from mean-field variation and obtain the linearized cadilisintegral for one-component Fermi liquid in
the following form

o) = | %W({pz}ﬁ(ﬁp)AxQé(Ae Hhe) 0B Te), (22)
With the use of the algebraic relation 23]
(= A0 = Pfsfi — AR = )0 - P ew (T2 )oBe £ ) =0, @3)
the Eq. [2R) can be presented as
J(p,r,t) =
~ [ RETRAW (p S AR (1~ Fi) (1~ ) B0, T) — (s ). (24)

where® (hw,T) = §(Ae + hw)[exp(—hw/T) — 1] /hw.

The collision integral of the forn{ (22) of (24) provides dnig distribution function towards its local
equilibrium value because it depends on the variafipn/ = J(& f). This behaviour is in line with general
properties of the Landau- Vlasov equation in the Fermiitiq@3, [24] atdsf /ot = 0. The expressions
(P2), (2%) depend only on the occupation probabifty,s, = fifa(1 — f3)(1 — f4) of the 2p-2h states
in the phase space. This fact leads to interpretation of dlissional damping with linearized collision
term as the relaxation process due to the coupling of oniclgaand one-hole states to more complicated
2p — 2h configurations.

The form of the collision integral[(24) in the Markovian litric — 0) coincides with the standard
expression for the collision integral in Fermi-liquid watit retardation effect$ [RB,]24] because in this case
the term in square brackets of Hq|(24) tends to the vali@\e) /7.



The equation[(22) for some special explicit form of the gitgant; was used at firstin Refd. J16,]45] 26].
The derivation of the collision integral (22) is performedRef. [I#] within framework of the extended
time-dependent Hartree-Fock model. The expressions éodigtortion functionsy; corresponding to a
perturbation approach on collision term and including tmpltudes of the random phase approximation
were used in this method.

The expression for the collision integral in two-componEatmi-system is obtained from E[g.J24) in
the same manner as done in Rgf.[4] under the assumption lbatical potentials and the equilibrium
distribution functions are the same for protons and nestron

The analytical expressions for partial collective relaxatimes, ( Eq.(9 ) can be obtained in low-
temperature and low-frequency limit§ (iw < er). In this case the momentum integrals are calculated
using the Abrikosov- Khalatnikov proceduyrg[Z3] Pg, @8ijich is based on the assumption that par-
ticles are scattered near Fermi surface with the momentloesp; approximately equal to the Fermi
momentunpr. In this case the probabiliti¥ ({p;}) of two-body collisions can be taken as a function of
two scattering angles and#, where¢ is the angle between the momemgtaandp-,, andé is the angle
between th€p,p2) and(psp4) planes; that is

"U)

cos¢ = (P2 f)),
cos = [P1 x Pa]-[DP3 x Pal/|[DP1 x P2]||[P3 X Pa]l- (25)

It allows to separate the angular and the energy integatiothe collision integral at arbitrary scattering
angle[2P]. The integrals with respect to momenta in exjoesfor the collision integral are calculated

employing the transformatiof [PB,]27,] 29]

/ ddepgdp@(Ap)(. )=
B squ 2 [e'e) [e'e) [e'e)
= d¢/ o i dcp/o /O /O deadesde(. ..). (26)
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Here,p is the azimuthal angle of the momentys in the coordinate system with thig axes along; .
The integration with respect to the azimuthal anglis performed by the relatiop[P8]

[ Y B1) = Vi (p1) Pip30), @7)

whereP, is a Legendre polynomial, and

(Psp1) = cosz(¢/2)+sin2(¢/2) cos 0,
(PaD1) = cos?(¢/2) —sin(¢/2) cos b. (28)

To perform over energies in the collision integral the fafilng expressions are usgd]23]

IL(y) = /_J:O dzxidzy ... dxyn(z))n(ze)...n(xy)d(xy +xo + ... +2,) =
= /_+OO deyn(xy)l,—1(x, +y) = /_+OO din(t —y)I,—1(t), (29)

wheren(z) = 1/(1 4+ exp (z)), n(xz) + n(—z) = 1 and
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Finally we get the following relation for relaxation timesing the collisional integral of the form given

by Eq.[2h): .
+
NS =R(w,T) [< aéw<1>g+) >+ < J;,nCI)§ ) >} , (31)
¢
whereoy,, = (07, + 0,,)/2; 0% = dojj /dS2 is in-medium differential cross-section for scatteringhaf
nucleonsj andj’ ( here,j = n or p, and similarly;’ = p or n). The quantityR(w,T) result from the
energy integrations and has the following form in low-tenapgre and low-frequency limitd{ fiw < €r)

in the approximationn™ ~ m
2 m
= __2{
3T h
The symbol< ... > in Eq.(31) denotes averaging over angles of the relative emanof the colliding
particles,

R(w,T) (hw)? + (2nT)?}. (32)

< () >= %/Owd¢sin(¢/2) /O”de(...). (33)
(+

The functions®, ) in (B1) define the angular constraints on nucleon scattexiitigin the distorted
layers of the Fermi surface with multipolarity

) = 1 Pylcos ) = Po((Bsb1)) F Pul(Bab1)), (34)

where the scalar productpspi) and(p4p1) are given by Eq[(28). It followééiz)(gb, 0) = <I>§I)1(¢, 0) =
@2;)0@3, 0) = 0. These relations lead to possibility of the two-body catlis in layers of the Fermi surface

distortion with multipolarity beginning with the valtﬂé” = 2 in the isoscalar case anféﬂ = 1 for the
isovector vibrations. As a result, the isovector dipolexation timefz(;f has a finite value, that means a
nonconservation of the isovector current in the presenee-of collisions [30].

Due to the momentum conservation and conditipsspz, the angled agrees with the scattering angle
in the center-of-mass reference frame of two nucleons. Tigeg defines the magnitudes of the relative
momentek; = (p2 — p1)/2 andk; = (ps — p3)/2 before and after collision, respectively. The value of

total momentumP = p; + p2, also depends on a magnitude of theWe have
kik; =k’cos, k* =k = k‘ch = p3sin®(¢/2), P? = 4p% cos(¢/2). (35)

Therefore the relative kinetic energy,..; of two nucleons as well as the energy of centrum mass motion
E.,, are dependent on angte

Ere = k*/m = 2epsin®(¢/2), Eun = P?/2m = 2ep cos?(4/2) (36)

and the total energ¥;,: = E,c;+ Eem holds only fixed Ey,; = 2er. Therefore the in-medium differential
cross-sectionsr;-7m of two nucleon scattering depend on the relative momé&ntandk at fixed total
energy rather then at fixed relative kinetic enefgy;, because the magnitude bf..; changes with angle
¢ between colliding particles. The transfer momeata: k; — ks = p3 — p1 andq’ = —(k; + ky) =
p1 — p4 for scattering due to direct and exchange interactionsertsely are also functions of theand
0: q = 2k(¢)sin(0/2) andq’ = 2k(¢) cos(6/2).

Now we estimate the collisional relaxation times in the a#gbhe isotropic scattering with independent
of energy the angle-integrated cross sections. Performing angular integration ifi {31) with the use of

Egs.[3B) and[(34) we find thay‘/rg(i) =0 and

) =
<t
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whereo, = [opp + onn + 205,] /4 is the in-medium spin-isospin averaged nucleon-nucleosscsection.
The magnitude of the in-medium cross sectig is taken usually proportional to the value of the free
space cross sectiorﬁ,’" “) with a factorF = o/ aj(.f’”ee), so that the parameteréi) can be rewritten in

Jl
the form

cp=1- = dé;z) = cp—g = ¢4=1 = 0,

o =&/, & =418/ [e+ 1347 |, Mev. (38)
Here, the values ™ = 3.75 fm?2 ando'® = 5 fm? are adopte[1€], 10]; they correspond to the
free space cross sections near Fermi energy.

The relative relaxation timesg(i)/fz(:% with the free space cross sections are shown on Fig.1 in re-
lation to the multipolarity? of the distorted layers of the Fermi surface which are adoest particle
collisions. Solid and dashed lines connect the values wtictespond to isoscalar and isovector modes
of vibrations respectively. The magnitudes of the relatatimes are different for isoscalar and isovector
modes of vibrations and they are dependent on the multipplarAs seen from the Fig.1, the collisional

relaxation times rather slowly vary with multipolarifyand with collective motion mode at isotropic scat-
tering with energy independent free cross sections. Iriqodat, parameterégi), which define relaxation
times by the Eq[(37), take the same valué at oo, &gf_m =a = 4.18 MeV, and&/&g;)1 ~ 0.9,

ao)/al ~ 1 a/alt) ~ 08 alt)/alt) ~ 14,
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Fig.1: The relative relaxation time%i)/réﬂ ver- Fig.2: The relaxation timerz(” in dependence of

sus multipolarity £.Solid and dashed lines con-T atfw = 0 in units of 10722 sec.
nect the values which correspond to isoscalar and
isovector modes of vibrations respectively.

The dependence of the viscosity relaxation tin&}?)(w = 0,7) on the temperature is shown in Fig.2.

The value ofoz,gi)2 is used from Eq[(38). The temperature dependence arisesfreearing out the equilib-

rium distribution function near the Fermi momentum in hdataclei.The collisional ratels/Tg(i) given by
Egs.[3]l) and[(37) are quadratic both in temperature andquéncy with the same relationship between
the components much as in the zero sound attenuation factwrabed Fermi liquid within the Landau
prescription [2R[]o] 16, 14]. The relaxation timq(ét) depend on frequenay due to the memory effects
in the collision integral.



3 Doorway state mechanism in heated nuclei

The relationship[(10) gives the possibility to evaluaterﬂfiaxation time in system with weak damping in
an mdependent way from decay raﬁ = F /h We adopt the following physmal notlonX( ) =

/h is the spreading decay rate of the initial stmﬁt to the final stathf > within first- order
approximation of the time-dependent perturbation theasygiven by the golden rule

2T —
LNy )

MNP =178 = S MEPE, (39)

wherepgfi) is the density of the available final states.
The quantityl M (+)|2 is the mean square matrix element for transitions due tduekinteractiorV,.

(M@ = [ |V [y 2, (40)

where the line over symbols denotes an average over finas§td)].

The initial state should describe giant collective vilwatin heated system at given temperatiitelt
is taken as a mixture of a collective st&t¢R) and a thermal state which is approximated by uncorrelated
superposition states efp — mh configuration withvn excited particles and holes corresponding to the
most probable number of excitofis= 2m at given temperaturé’. The excitation energy of the system
is the sum of collective energi and thermal excitation enerdy = né with & = 727/(121n 2) for the
average excitation energy per thermal excifoh [34]:

lvi) = [{GR}, {mpmh}), E = hw+U, U = aT? n =2m = 29T 1n2, (41)

where the expression far is taken from [34];a = w2¢g/6. The quantityg is the single nucleon state
density at the Fermi surface and the same valugsané taken for neutrons and protons.

Next we accept common feature that giant resonance(gtdt is formed by coherent superposition of
many (predominantly correlated) one-particle one-holefigarations and due to this fact wave function
of initial state can be presented as the sum of wave functighs + 1)p(m + 1)h}) = [{n;}; k;) of
incoherent(m + 1)p — (m + 1)h configurations withn; = 2 + 7 excitons,k; stands for other quantum
numbers

vi) =Y Cril{ni}; ki), (42)
ki

where the quantitﬁ,’gj defines the magnitude of the admixture of different comptehquasiparticle
eigenstates.

Because of two-body character of the residual interackign, the final state can consist of configu-
rations withn; = n;,n; + 2 excitons. The averaged squared matrix elemght§ of the transitions to
states with fixed number of excitons can be rewritten as

[M]2=>"Cy (O g b R Veesnads i) ({na; Kl Viesl{n g }s kp) ~
ki k!,

Y ICEPI{ng s kypViesl{ni}s ki) 2 = MP(ni — ny, B), (43)
k;

where M?(n; — nys, E) = [({ns}|Vies|{n:})|? is effective mean square matrix element for transition
between incoherent particle-hole states.

2To simplify the presentation, we will omit in the followingé superscript+) and include them only when it is necessary to
avoid confusion.



This transformation is performed by the use of the followasgumption and properties:
i) The compensation of the binary products of the matrix eets coupling together incoherent exciton
states with different valuegs is assumed to take place due to very complicated charactee dihal state;
i) Approximate normalization of the factoS,’;j is used,) ;. \C,’;L?P ~1;
iii) The mean square matrix elements for transitions betwieeoherent exciton states with different values
of the numberg;, k; are taken as equal to the same magnitidé(n; — ny, E) which is dependent only
on numbers of excitons and the total excitation energy. \&e assume that effective mean square matrix
elementsM?(n; — ny, E) for interactions between different kinds of nucleons axeatip magnitude[[32,
B3.[38.351.

With the use of[(43), the collisional relaxation rate(Eq.([39)) coincides with the particle interactions
rate of the exciton model starting from the configuration[3]. The relatio (B9) for the collisional
relaxation timer, = 7.(w,T) is

M aM2(ne = 71+ 2, ) polE) + 20 M (ne = 7, E) pa(E), (44)

Te

E=hw+U, U=daT? #n=>0bl a=ng/6, b=0.843a,

when processes of creation and of annihilation of the partiole pairs are included. The matrix elements
for both processes are taken to be determined by the numbiéorese: . in the simplest statg[B6] andg.
(pa) is the density of the final accessible states corresportditize pair creation (annihilation).

The transitions to final configuration with; = n; + 2 = n + 4 dominate at low excitation energies.
Using the simplest expression within the exciton mofigl [B4Hensity of final accessible states(FE) =
(¢3/2)(E?/(n; + 1)), the Eq[44) is given by

h

(hw + aT?)?
Te(w, T) '

3+ 0T

=13 M?*(ne =7+ 2,E = hw + U) (45)

According to the exciton model studief ([38]]40] the effee mean square matrix elemeuit$?(n;, F)
is energy-independent at low excitation energies anditvisrsely proportional to energy at higher excita-
tions. The energy-independent estimatiot? was obtained with the use of the Fermi gas mod¢l h$[37, 38]
M? =K /A3, Ky ~ 15.3 MeV?, whereA is the mass number. The behaviour of collisional relaxation
as given by Eq[(45), with such magnitude of the mean squatexnetement agrees with estimation(37)
based on kinetic equation approach at low temperatlires hw.

There are different estimates for the mean square matrimegie with dependence on energy and
number of excitons[[33, 89, #0]. The fulfillment of the coimmtit of equiprobability of all particle-hole
configurations is assumed in most of them and therefore tAeynot be used in the considered case of
collective (predominantly 1p-1h) state overlapped withperature-fixed background particle-hole states.
The expression foM?(n, E) without assumption on a uniform sharing of the excitatioargy E into n
excitons was proposed in Ref. J40]:

ne+1Kp

4 AR
where quantityCz is not changed witl andn but can be dependent on numbers of protons and neutrons,
Kp = 190 MeV3. If this value of M? is employed as the squared intronuclear matrix element, the
collisional relaxation timer, is a linear function of the collective enerdgy and thermal energy/. The
corresponding expressions (Efis|(45) dnd (46)) for thexatitan time have the same form as that one
obtained within test particle approach, when collisiongengimulated by modeling s-wave scattering
between pseudoparticlds [41] 42]:

h 1 1 Kpm

(@, T) = o (hw +U), o T(Q/A)?" 47)

Mz(n<7E) =

(46)
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The relaxation times given by Eds]37) afd](47) can agreetheg at zero temperature if the magnitude
of Kp is equal to the valuéCy = (hw/a)(A/(gn))3. Here,Ky = 70.9hw/a ~ 220 MeV? for giant
isovector dipole resonances in heavy nuclei, when~ 13 MeV, g = A/13 anda = a = 4.18 MeV.
This value ofK 3 is rather close to th&€z = 190 MeV?3. It means that in cold nuclei the relaxation times
for the GDR within doorway state mechanism are not too difiefrom those obtained within the transport
approach.

The dependence of the collisional relaxation timgs, 7') on temperature and energy is demon-
strated on Figs.3-6. Solid and dashed lines corresponcdeteetbixation times.(w, 7") within doorway
state mechanism with the mean square matrix elemétitén., F) o« 1/E and M?(n., E) = const

respectively. Dot-dashed lines correspond to the coliioelaxation timesg(;i within the framework of

the transport approach with the valué_) determined by free — p cross-section ( see, E[g]38)). The
factors/Cy; andCp of the mean square matrix elements are fixed from the conditidhe coincidence
of the relaxation times.(w = Egpr/h,T = 0) andfe(;{(w = Egpr/h,T = 0) in cold nuclei at a
frequency corresponding to the GDR energy. The magnitudei®tnergy is taken as equals to the GDR
energy it Pb: Eqpr = 13.43 MeV. The values of the relaxation times are given in unit®f?? sec.

Figures 3, 4 show relaxation timeswat= 0 (Fig.3) andw = Egpr/h (Fig.4) in relation to the tem-
perature.

© 1000 4
&
§ 100 4
S 104
- 1]
0.1
T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
T, MeV T, MeV

Fig.3: The relaxation time in dependence o’ Fig.4: The relaxation time in dependencelofat
at hw = 0 in units of 10~2? sec. Solid and dashedfw = Egpp in units of 10722 sec. Notations are
lines denote- within dooway state mechanism withthe same as in Fig. 3.
M? « 1/E andM?  const. Dot-dashed line is
within the framework of the transport approach.

Figures 5, 6 demonstrate dependence of the relaxation tmegsergy = hw in cold (Fig.3,7 = 0)
and heated (Fig.4l' = 2 MeV) nuclei.
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Fig.5: The relaxation time in dependenceeof Fig.6: The relaxation time in dependenceeot
hw atT = 0 in units of 10722 sec. Notations are hw atT = 2 in units of 10~22 sec. Notations are
the same as in Fig. 3. the same as in Fig. 3.

The collective relaxation times in heated nuclei can be @pprately presented by the expression
1/7e(w, T) = q1[w® + ¢2T% /g5 + uT1°, (48)

whereg; are some constants and the exponents are the functionsgokfrey and temperature and they
areg = 2,~v =1, = 0inthe transport method; the, v are changed from 2 to 1 advaries from 1 to
0 with growing of the excitation energy in the doorway staipraach with allowance for pair creation.

4 Resultsand conclusions

The retardation and temperature effects in two-body dotisin heated Fermi-systems were studied. An
expression for non-Markovian collision integral of the dam-VlIasov transport equation was obtained in
a form which allows for reaching the local equilibrium in 8m. It was found in a small retardation limit
on the base of the Kadanoff- Baym equations for Green funstio

The expressions for collisional relaxation times of thdeative vibration in heated nuclei are derived
with the use of the non-Markovian collision integral as waslof the decay rates of exciton model. The
relaxation times depend on frequency of the collectiveatibns and the temperature. The temperature
dependence arises from smearing out the equilibrium bligian function near the Fermi momentum in
heated nuclei. The frequency dependence results from taelation (memory) effects in the collisions.
Analytical expressions for relaxation times of the isoacand isovector modes of the collective motion
are derived in the case of the energy independent isotropgs<sections in the two-body collisions. The
relaxation times rather slowly vary with multipolarity dfe Fermi surface distortions governed by collec-
tive motion and two-body collisions. It gives possibility tise approximately the relaxation time ansatz
for collision integral. The relaxation times depends oretgf collective motion mode like the lifetimes of
the particle-hole configurations in two-component excitowdel of the Ref[[32].

New approach for calculation of the collision relaxatioméiin heated nuclei are proposed using the
formulae for the transition rates of the particle-partiti@nsition between thermal state with collective
vibrations and incoherent particle-hole configurationsisTnethod leads to the same results as the trans-
port approach in the case of low temperatures and energpéndent mean square matrix element of
interparticle collisions. It makes possible to take intc@amt the energy dependence of the in-medium
cross-sections in a simple phenomenological way by the ifeeqparametrization of the mean square
matrix elementM? of interparticle collisions from exciton model of nucleaactions. The dependence of

12



the matrix elemeni\? (i.e., the in-medium cross-section) on energy leads toquadratic dependence
of the relaxation times on temperature and collective \ibnafrequency.
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