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Wigner function properties for electromagnetic systems
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Using the Wigner-Vlasov formalism, an exact three-dimensional solution of the Schrédinger equation for a
scalar particle in an electromagnetic field is constructed. Electric and magnetic fields are nonuniform. According
to the exact expression for the wave function, the search for two types of Wigner function is conducted. The
first function is the usual Wigner function with a kinetic momentum. The second Wigner function is constructed
on the basis of the Weyl-Stratonovich transform [Javanainen er al., Phys. Rev. A 35, 2791 (1987); Nedjalkov
et al., Phys. Rev. B 99, 014423 (2019)]. It turns out that the second function, unlike the first one, has areas
of negative values for wave functions with the Gaussian distribution (Hudson’s theorem). An example of an
electromagnetic quantum system described by a non-Gaussian wave function has successfully been found. The
second Wigner function is positive over the whole phase space for the non-Gaussian wave function. This result
is analogous to the Hudson theorem for the gauge invariant Wigner function. On the one hand, knowing the
Wigner functions allows one to find the distribution of the mean momentum vector field and the energy spectrum
of the quantum system. On the other hand, within the framework of the Wigner-Vlasov formalism, the mean
momentum distribution and the magnitude of the energy are initially known. Consequently, the mean momentum
distributions and energy values obtained according to the Wigner functions can be compared with the exact
momentum distribution and energy values. This paper presents this comparison and describes the differences.
The Vlasov-Moyal approximation of average acceleration flow has been built in phase space for a quantum
system with an electromagnetic field. The obtained approximation makes it possible to cut the Vlasov chain off
at the second equation and also to analyze the Boltzmann H-function evolution. By averaging the Vlasov-Moyal
approximation over momentum space we can derive an expression for the electromagnetic force of the classical
system. This averaging makes the high-order quantum terms disappear from the “motion equation.”
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I. INTRODUCTION

The basic concept of the Vlasov theory [1] is presented
by the distribution function f.(&,1), defined in infinite-
dimensional phase space Qoo of kinematical quantities of

all orders, g {#,v, 9,7, } € Q. Kinematical quanti-
ties 7, ¥, 0,0, --- ina general case are 1ndependent variables.
Each point &, € Q4 corresponds to a one-parameter Lie

group, which determines the phase traj ectory evolution & (1) =

exp[tD]éo, where DS = ﬁg &f {v,v ) . ~}T is the tangent ve-

locity vector for trajectory £(1) in generalized phase space
(GPS) Q. Trajectory 5 (¢) actually contains the Taylor series
for kinematical quantities 7, v, 9, ¥, - --. In such case kine-
matical quantities have differential dependencies o =7,V =
7,--- and the physical system is described by a determin-
istic motion trajectory 7(¢). The distribution function for
such a system can be represented in the following form,
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ool .§ t)=2=4 (2: — 7j(t)), where § is the Dirac delta function
In statistical systems the kinematical quantities 7, v, v, U,
are independent, and function f., represents the probablhty
density (normalization condition) or is the distribution func-
tion (number of particles). The first Vlasov principle is the
probability conservation law in GPS for function f:

%foo-FdiVé(fooﬁé):O (1.1)

where dive = div, + div, 4 div; 4 - - -. The functional inte-
gration of Eq. (1.1) over phase subspaces 2, GPS Q. =

Q) x Q, X ---,yields the infinite self-linked Vlasov equation
chain:
0 . .
5}’1 +div,(f1(?)) = 0, (1.2)
0] . - . X
gfz + div,(f20) + div, (f2(V)) = (1.3)
a . N . - . 3
o f o div,(f30) + divy(59) + divi (5 (0) = 0. ()
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where

f(F, 0, 0)d rd>v,

1=/ fl(F,t)d3r=/
R3 R3 JR3

FE DG = / A 08,
fiF, H{(0) (7, t)—/ f(v)d
H(F, B, 1)(D)(F, ﬁ,t):/ £FE DU, 0. (1.5)
R3

The physical meaning of equation chain (1.2)—(1.4) be-
comes transparent when we rewrite it as follows [2]:

nSy =—0,, neN, (1.6)

where
frn=%+a-v,+ﬁ.vv+..-+(§"+l>.Vgn, (1.7)
S, ELnf,, 0% dives (B, (1.8)
The complex functlon Ln is defined as Ln f ' In Ifl+

i Arg f, where Argf =2} arg f 4+ 2mk, k € Z. Operator (1.7)
is the total derivative over time along the phase trajectory
in GPS. Quantities 0, (1.8) define the density of dissipation
sources of kinematic values. The initial equation (1.1) does
not contain dissipation sources since Qo = diveiiz = 0. As
a result the probability density is constant, f,, = const, along
the phase trajectory £(r) since Ao Joo = 0 foo e Ve foo = 0.
The absence of dissipation sources Qo = 0 in 2., comes
from the uniqueness of the Taylor expansions of the trajec-
tory 5(;) = exp[tD]g-‘o; that is, there is only one generalized
phase trajectory matching each point & € Q.. Kinematic
information “drops out” with the averaging of (1.5) over
phase subspaces €2, resulting in the appearance of dissipation
sources Q,, # 01in Egs. (1.2)—(1.4) for functions f, or Eq. (1.6)
for functions S,,. Thus the total derivative over time 7,S, along
the phase trajectory in phase subspace €2,, (1.6) might be not
zero. Therefore, a change in probability density f, along the
phase trajectory is due to the presence of dissipation sources
Q. Similar considerations can be applied to the Boltzmann
H, functions, for which the Vlasov chain yields the following
evolutional equations:

Aol foHul = —fo(---(Q,)

mofL [ - /fn@ 0S, Hds ),

(1.10)

<), neN, (1.9)

where fy corresponds to the particle quantity in the sys-
tem or to the normalization condition for probability density,
and 77y = d/dt. To facilitate understanding for the readers it
should be noted that the most known Boltzmann H function
is the H; function, related to the system entropy as well as the
H theorem associated with it. From Eq (1.9) it follows that
the change in the Boltzmann H, function is described by the
mean dissipation sources.

Let us consider in detail the first two equations from the
Vlasov chain, (1.2) and (1.3). The mean kinematic quantity

(V) determines the probability flow velocity, and (f}) the prob-
ability flow acceleration. The integration over the velocity
space of the second Vlasov equation (1.3) results in the first
Vlasov equation (1.2). When we multiply the second equation
(1.3), by the velocity v and integrate it over the velocity space
then we get the following motion equation in a hydrodynamic
approximation [3]:

a 0 10
71w = (5 4 <vx>—)<vk> - %

EW + ((v)),

ax*

Pu. = ()W — ()d v, (1.11)

faloe —
Q)
where Py, is the pressure tensor. The quantity m({)) stands
for the external force, and — 11 %Py for the pressure force.

Let us keep in mind that the Vlasov chain is self-linked;
that is, to find function f; we need to know the field (¥), which
can be obtained by the function f, from the second Vlasov
equation (1.3) according to (1.5). To solve the Vlasov chain,
it is necessary to cut it off at some of its equations. The longer
the chain the more kinematic information of the system can
be obtained. To cut the chain off the means kinematic quantity
(g? "*+1) needs to be approximated. Let us cut the chain off at the
first equation. According to the Helmholtz theorem the vector
field (v) allows a decomposition into a potential component
—a'V,® and a vortex component yﬁ,

@) = —aV,d + yA, (1.12)

where «, y are constant values; &, A are some functions.
Since the probability density f; is a positive function then
fi= |\IJ|2 > 0, where W € C. The authors of [4] used de-
composition (1.12) from the first Vlasov equation (1.2) and
obtained the following equations:

A Blp— LA Z\IJ—i—U\IJ
= —U —_——— .
B ot P~ 2B

. v
O(F, t)d—tan(‘y) — 20, 1)+ 21k, keZ, (1.14)

(1.13)

1 a(p 1 def
—— = |®)P+VEH V=U
o = aap O VIR e
(07 Ar|\Ij|
0 2 ’ (1.15)
B ¥
d R N N -
)= 5 @0 =—yE+ @ xB,  (116)
_gef 0A 2 = def 1 Y
por o4 ap V.V, Bt —curl, () =curl, A, (1.17)
ot 14 4

where ﬁdéf—éV, and B8 #0; B € R is a constant; U (¥, t) €
R is some function. It should be noted that B = curl, A is only
true in the case of a smooth scalar potential ®, for which
curl,V,® = 0. If the constants «, 8, y are assumed to be

h 1 q

y=—7, (1.18)
m

then Eq. (1.13) can be transformed into the Schrédinger
equation for a scalar particle in the electromagnetic field,;
Eq. (1.15) takes the form of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation,
and Eq. (1.16) corresponds to a charged particle motion in
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the electromagnetic field (1.17). Potential Q (1.15) is known
as quantum potential in the de Broglie—-Bohm *“pilot wave”
theory [5,6]. Scalar potential ® (1.14) is actually the phase ¢
of the wave function ¥ = /fj exp(ig).

Let us note that from the first Vlasov equation (1.2) we can
derive an equation of Pauli and Dirac in the Lorentz gauge [7].
When the systems ¢ f; = odiv, E are self-consistent then the
Maxwell system can be constructed [4,7]. All these results are
mathematically rigorous and are based on only one principle,
namely, the probability conservation law (1.1).

Thus the first Vlasov equation (1.2) can be used for both
classical and quantum systems.

Let us consider the second Vlasov equation (1.3) for
the function f>(7,v,t) in phase space. Equation (1.3) has
been widely used in statistical physics, astrophysics, plasma
physics, and accelerator physics [8—14]. Equation (1.3), as a
rule, is usually utilized in the form of (1.6) with dissipation
sources O>:

Vo fo = —fadivy (0)

—f2+v V. fo+ (D) - = —f0,.

(1.19)

To cut off the Vlasov chain on the second equation (1.19)
it is necessary to introduce dynamic approximation for the
vector field (7). Vlasov proposed phenomenologically two
approximations for statistical and plasma physics:

B)F, 0,1) = —lv,U(?, 1), (1.20)
m

(B) (7, D, 1) = %[Ec(a 0+ x BF. 1), (1.21)
where field Ec differs from field E from (1.17) by the absence
of quantum pressure force —V,Q. Field (v) is determined in
the phase space and depends upon velocity (momentum). The
right part of the approximation (1.20) does not contain any
velocity dependency. The Lorentz force only depends upon
velocity in the second approximation (1.21). Both approxima-
tions (1.20) and (1.21) obviously have no dissipation sources
0> = 0. It should be noted that dissipation sources Q, # 0
will have to be taken into consideration for relativistic cases
in plasma physics (1.21).

When there are no dissipation sources, O, = 0, then the
second Vlasov equation (1.19) transforms into an analog of
the Liouville equation, conserving the probability density
along the phase trajectory.

With no magnetic field influence the second approximation
(1.21) transforms into the first approximation (1.20). The av-
eraging of approximation (1.21) over velocity space yields the
expression for external electromagnetic force (1.16) without
quantum pressure.

Presently there are a lot of literature sources that report
on both directly and indirectly considered approximations (V)
with dissipation sources Q> # 0 [15-19]. )

The validity of phenomenological approximations (o)
(1.20) and (1.21) can be confirmed from the quantum me-
chanics point of view. As the first Vlasov equation is related
with quantum mechanics (1.13)—(1.17), it would be logical
to consider such relation for the second equation (1.19). Due
to the Heisenberg uncertainty principle the consideration of
quantum systems in the phase space may seem to be strange.

Nevertheless, in the early 1930s Wigner [20] and Weyl [21]
proposed phenomenologically a function for quasiprobability
density (presently known as the Wigner function) for coherent
states and its expansion for mixed states:

W, p,t)= (1.22)

;g <~+f ,_£>e; Bgls,
2mh) Jrs 2 2
where p is the density matrix. The function (1.22) is dis-
tinguished by its negative values that explains its name,
“quasiprobability” density. The Hudson theorem [22] for
one-dimensional (1D) cases and its generalization for three-
dimensional (3D) cases [23] state that the function (1.22) is
only positive for wave functions with the Gauss distribution.
Using the von Neumann equation for the density matrix or
the Schrodinger equation for the wave function we can derive
the Moyal equation for function (1.22) without a magnetic
field [24]:

w + Ls vV.w-V.U -V,W
ot mp " " b
+00 2
D R/2 o L 2041
:E MU(V, v, W. (1.23)
P 2+ D!

The Moyal equation (1.23) makes it possible to derive
the second Vlasov equation by introducing the Vlasov-Moyal
approximation [25]:

+°°( 1)l+|(h/2)21 U -

falve) = Oma = (V, V) f2 (1.24)

Substituting the approximation (1.24) into the second
Vlasov equation (1.19) or (1.3) we obtain the Moyal equation
(1.23) for the Wigner function f5(7, v,t) = m*W (7, p,t). It
should be noted that no condition was implied for the distribu-
tion function to be positive while obtaining the Vlasov chain
(1.1). That is why negative values of the Wigner function do
not contradict the Vlasov chain.

The first summand in approximation (1.24) matches the
phenomenological Vlasov approximation (1.20). The sub-
sequent summands have coefficients /#* and depend upon
velocity. This fact confirms the left part of expression (1.20).
The approximation integration (1.24) over velocity (momen-
tum) space leads to the Vlasov approximation of the external
force from the motion equarion (1.11)

10U
() = ——

1.25
m axk’ ( )

The approximation (1.25) in contrast to (1.24) is indepen-
dent of quantum corrections represented by terms with 7%
coefficients. Since both the (1.11) and (1.16) motion equations
result from the Vlasov chain, they are equivalent. Comparing
Egs. (1.11), (1.16), and approximation (1.25) in the case with-
out a magnetic field the following expression can be derived,

19Q 1Py

moxk £ axh’

that is, the quantum potential gives birth to quantum pressure.
Let us note that exact solutions of the first Vlasov equation

(1.2) allow us to obtain exact solutions of the Schrédinger
equations (1.13) and the Moyal equations (the second Vlasov

(1.26)
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equations), and to construct the Wigner functions. The reverse
way is also possible to construct solutions for the classical
systems by the exact solution of the quantum systems [26-28].

To make sure the approximation (1.21) is valid we have to
consider a system with electromagnetic interaction in phase
space. There are two ways possible. The first one is to con-
struct an evolution equation for the Wigner function (1.22)
taking the electromagnetic field into consideration. Such a
way was earlier investigated in [16,29-31]. The function
(1.22) appeared to not possess a gauge invariance for elec-
tromagnetic fields. Thus, the second way seems to be more
promising, which use the Weyl-Stratonovich transformation
[32-36] to construct a new Wigner function f,:

fulF Bty = —— / o HIPHL L AP oar)
Qnhy Jro
s s
F+ o, F— 2.t )ds,
xp(r—i—z r 3 ) s

where P = p— gA and p(7Fy, 7_, 1) = W(F_, ) W(F, 1).

At this point several ways come up to proceed with the
investigation.

First of all, a comparison of the Wigner functions (1.22)
and (1.27) on exact model solutions for quantum systems with
electromagnetic interaction, and preferably with nonuniform
fields, seems to be interesting. Such comparison can reveal
peculiarities of each function. For instance, the function (1.22)
is simpler than the function (1.27). On the other hand, the
function (1.27) is gauge invariant, but how crucial this can
be for calculating average kinematical quantities is an open
question. There is the Hudson theorem that might be useful
for the function (1.22) but it is not clear if this theorem is also
valid for (1.27).

Another interesting direction for investigation is to obtain
an extended Vlasov-Moyal approximation (1.24) for electro-
magnetic systems. This type of approximation can help to
validate expression (1.21) and its possible quantum correc-
tions. In our paper we clarify the following questions. Does
the magnetic field have an influence on the quantum pressure?
Will the quantum corrections be kept after the averaging of
the new approximation over the velocity space? The Vlasov-
Moyal approximation for electromagnetic systems will allow
average dissipation sources O to be found and the Boltzmann
H, function (1.9) evolution to be estimated. To construct
the Vlasov-Moyal approximation taking the electromagnetic
field into account we need to obtain evolution equations for
functions (1.22) and (1.27). Evolution equations known from
the literature are quite sophisticated and different from the
second Vlasov equation. Therefore we have to derive another
formulation similar to the second Vlasov equation (1.3).

The paper has the following structure. In Sec. II, based
on the Wigner-Vlasov formalism, a 3D solution W of the
Schrodinger equations (1.13)—(1.17) is constructed from the
known distribution density f; and the vector field of proba-
bility flow (¥). Functions f; and (V) satisfy the first Vlasov
equation (1.2). Using representations (1.22) and (1.27), the
distribution functions W and f,, are found. It turns out that
in contrast to function W, function f,, has regions of negative
values for the wave function with the Gaussian distribution
(Hudson’s theorem).

(1.27)

Moreover, an example has been found of the electro-
magnetic quantum system described by a non-Gauss wave
function, whose function f,, is positive over the whole phase
space. This result resembles the Hudson theorem for the func-
tion fy,.

Knowing functions W and f,,, one can calculate momen-
tum fields (p), (P) and the mean value of the energy, and
compare them with the exact distribution and the exact value
of the energy.

The functions W and f,, are shown to produce different
densities of momentum distribution.

In Sec. III, an evolution equation is constructed for the
Wigner function W, taking into account the electromagnetic
interaction. In contrast to the equation for function f,,, the
resulting equation for function W has a compact notation
similar to Eq. (1.3).

The main difference between the equation constructed for
function W and the previous known equations is that it re-
sembles the second Vlasov equation (1.3). This resemblance
has allowed the Vlasov-Moyal approximation (1.24) to be
extended on the quantum systems with an electromagnetic
field. Some limit cases of the Vlasov-Moyal approximations
have been considered both for classical and quantum systems
in detail. Quantum corrections in the external forces have
been shown to disappear when averaging the Vlasov-Moyal
approximation over momentum space, and quantum potential
Q in motion equations (1.11) and (1.16) has proved to contain
information about the quantum nature of the system. If the
Vlasov-Moyal approximation is used then the quantum po-
tential Q itself does not explicitly depend upon the magnetic
field.

The Appendix section contains proofs of theorems and
intermediate mathematical transforms.

II. EXACT SOLUTION OF THE SCHRODINGER
EQUATION

An analysis of properties of the Wigner functions (1.22)
and (1.27) is done using exact model solutions of the
Schrodinger equation for quantum systems with an electro-
magnetic field. Previously, as shown in [26], a class of exact
solutions (W model) of the Schrodinger equation (1.13) was
constructed, whose scalar potential (1.14) had the following
form,

o =k¢ +nb +cot, n,keZ(or nkelR), 2.1)

where ¢, 6 are the azimuth and polar angle, respectively, in
the spheric coordinate system, and cp = —E/A. Since phase
(2.1) is not a continuum function, the potential fraction V,®

in the expansion (1.12) contains a vortex component ﬁaﬁ
(thatis, curl,V,® # 5):
h h .
(B) = —V,p= —( - fée) A=3, 2
m m\ rsinf r
or
h - o hik
W=V, — L& g=no-S a=-_" 4,
m m h qrsin6

Thus the field () might be represented in two ways within
the framework of the ¥ model. The first one can be done using
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only a nonsmooth scalar potential ¢ (2.1), which results in
a vortex field (2.2). The second one is when we introduce a
smooth scalar potential ¢’ and a nonsmooth vector potential
A Substituting (2.2) in expressions (1.12) and (1.17), we can
get the following expression,

B= —@curlr(T)) = curl, A/,
q
g
B=—-"—8(p), q,"q=2mhk, p=rsino,
T
(2.3)

where &'(p) is the generalized derivative of the Dirac delta
function and ¢"?) corresponds to the magnetic charge and
meets the quantization rule [37]. Let us note that magnetic
field (2.3) meets the Maxwell classical equation div,B = 0.
Intrinsic magnetic moment of a quantum system has the fol-
lowing form, fiy = ugké,, which coincides with the intrinsic
magnetic moment of the electron with spin s = i% when
k = £1. The solution of Eq. (1.13) can be represented as

VG = F( ¢+k[ (6 t(9+2“"t>]
7, t) = 7, —|cotf —co — ,
/sin @ 0 n r?
0+ 2“—2"t>e"("9’2’>, 2.4)
r
Fo(r,¢,6)
. 0,0l _g = ——— = for,$,6), (2.5
sin @

where Fy is some function, defining the class of solutions
of the W model. The function Fy (2.4) is constant along the
characteristic curves illustrated in Fig. 1. These characteristic
curves in Fig. 1 are given for three different radius » values at
k=1, n=4.

Let us consider a particular case of decomposition (2.1)
with n = 0, k = 1 for a time-independent function Fy:

1 p? + 72
F)=—55— — , 2.6
@) a3 exp( 702 ) (2.6)
. h . B
(ﬁc) = m(”) = EvrqD = hvr(p = Flvr¢ = _qu = ;8¢’
2.7)

FIG. 1. Characteristic curves.

where A; = A’ with k = 1. The field (7) (1.12) might be
represented in two ways (2.2): either with a nonsmooth scalar
potential (p ¢ —Et/h (A= 6), or with a smooth scalar
potentlal ¢’ = —Et/h and nonsmooth vector potential A; =
—q—p€¢.

Constant value o, is a free parameter. Function (2.6) sat-
isfies the normalization condition | f d*r =1 and the first
Vlasov equation. Thus, solutions (2.6) and (2.7) of the first
Vlasov equation (1.2) correspond to “two quantum systems”
in a mathematical sense or, in other words, to two math-
ematical models—but, of course, in a physical sense we
consider only one quantum system. The first quantum system
(mathematical model) has only electrical interaction (p.) =
hV ., and the second one has only electromagnetic interac-
tion (f) = —gA.

As it will be shown below both systems are gauge invari-
ant and allow both Wigner functions (1.22) and (1.27) to be
compared. The following theorem is true.

Theorem 1. The following wave functions,

1 p?+72 E
(B) _ I
lI_l (p’ ¢7 th) - (27_[)3/40_;,/2 exp( 40'r +l¢ lht>
(2.8)
1 r? E
YEM 7 4y — —— —i—t], 2.9
F.0) = i P =302 ~ 5 2.9)

are the exact solutions of the Schrodinger equations:

QW ® ﬁz
j = u® 4 yu®, 2.10
! ot 2m T ( )
QWEM -
in— =2_(p—qA1)2w(EM>+U1w<EM>, @.11)
m
where
h2
U, () =
1) 8mar4< r251n )
. h 5 3h%
qA1(F) = — E = (2.12)

rsin@ s> 4dm

With that, for both systems (2.8) and (2.9) the Hamilton-
Jacobi equation (1.15) is satisfied:

o | I
—h—=—|p)"+V, V=U+Q, (2.13)
ot 2m
where the quantum potential (1.15) has the form
h2 r2
7) = 3—— ). 2.14
Q) 4m0r2< 203) (2.14)

The proof of Theorem 1 is given in Appendix A.

Figure 2 shows the graph of potential U; (2.12) at z = 0.
Potential U, has the shape of a “quadratic funnel.” In the
vicinity of axis OZ there is the second-order pole U; ~ 1/p2,
and at infinity there is a quadratic dependence U; ~ r2. In the
absence of a magnetic field, solution P (EM) corresponds to the
wave function of the ground state of a harmonic oscillator with
quadratic potential U; ~ r?.

Let us construct a solution of the Schrodinger equation
(2.11) for a modified field (2.7)

(2.15)

hn
(Pe) = m(D) = —qA; = —p¥,,

20;
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| 4

FIG. 2. “Quadratic funnel” potential.

where n € R is some coefficient. The potential (2.15) de-
termines a homogeneous magnetic field 1§, which takes
the following form at n =k € Z [see in comparison
with (2.3)]:

a3

EZ = ez
2o}

(2.16)
We can propose the following theorem.
Theorem 2. Wave function (2.9) is an exact solution of
the Schrodinger equation (2.11) with vector potential (2.15),
quantum potential (2.14), and potential energy

9w EM 1

i = 5= (p— gAx) W 4 WD,
ot 2m

2

Uy (¥) = y—

[(1—n*)p* +2°1. 2.17)

The proof of Theorem 2 is given in Appendix A.

In contrast to potential energy U; (2.12) the expression for
U, (2.17) does not have a pole on the OZ axis. The expression
(2.17) becomes independent from polar radius p at = 1. The
quantum system (2.9) is “confined” along the radial direction
€, at the expense of the magnetic field (2.16). The coefficient
1 — »? is negative in the expression (2.17) at n > 1. The
expansion of the quantum system (2.9) with potential U, in
the radial direction €, is compensated by reinforcement of the
external magnetic field (2.16). A similar situation occurs at
0 < n < 1, when the redundant confinement with potential
(2.17) is compensated by weakening the external magnetic
field (2.16). Thus, any change of coefficient n does not affect
the balance between the potential energy (2.17) and the vector
potential (2.15), which keep the quantum system balanced
and the wave function (2.9) unchanged. The quantum pressure
(2.14) stays unchanged at any n value.

Let us prove the following theorem about the Wigner func-
tion (1.22), which will be used to analyze the properties of

the Wigner functions (1.22) and (1.27) on solutions (2.8) and
(2.9) with potentials (2.12) and (2.17).

Theorem 3. If the vector field of probability flow () is the
potential and allows the Helmholtz decomposition (1.12) to
be made,

(2.18)

then the function f>(7, p, t) can be represented as

hF, B 1) = / W(FL, DU, e T d®s, (2.19)

Q2nhy’

where 7y = 7 £5/2.

The proof of Theorem 3 is given in Appendix A.

The form of function (2.19) totally coincides with the
known Wigner function (1.22) at the coherent state. It should
be noted that the Wigner function was initially obtained by a
phenomenological method. Now we have managed to derive
it as a result of the Helmholtz decomposition (2.18) from
Theorem 3.

Knowing the expressions for wave functions (2.8) and (2.9)
allows us to find the Wigner functions. The classical Wigner
function (1.22) corresponds to wave function W ®_ This clas-
sical Wigner function was obtained in [25] in the form

2 24:2 207 2
p P S alal
W(E)(,Oa Z, ) = —%¢ 22 2 Pz / dd)/

P = ol , ‘P

+o00
—/)ZL‘+H9(/) Po-Po P By
X e d,os,
0

(2.20)
where
19(107 pﬂv pd’v 10;7 ¢;)

= arctan(k; sin @) — 2 p cos ¢ + pg sing)),

2,05
kD) =7

s

The integral in expression (2.20) cannot be taken explicitly,
since it reduces to an elliptic integral. Note that function (2.20)
satisfies the Moyal equation (1.23).

For wave function WEM  two Wigner functions can be
found: classical function W EM (1.22) and function f,, with
gauge invariance (1.27). Function WEM) can be found explic-
itly (see Appendix C):

r2 20

202 th

. 1
W(EM)(V, p) — W exp (- ) (221)

Note that function W EM does not satisfy the Moyal equa-
tion (1.23), since it was obtained for the Schrodinger equation
(2.11). In Sec. 111, we construct an analog of the Moyal equa-
tion (1.23) for systems with electromagnetic interaction.

To find the function f,,, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 1. Let us assume the vector potential gA,(F) =
——¢&,4 (2.12); then the expression for the Wigner function

rsm9
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fw (1.27) of the system (2.9) can be represented as

r2

fu(#, P) L e / o #5P itdi—4o) g3
wF P)= ————=— | e s T T,
Qrh)® 2n)*Po? Jrs
(2.22)
where ¢ = arctan YL S = (x,, Vs Zs}-

xtx,/2°

The proof of Lemma/ 1 is given in Appendix A.

Using the assertion of the lemma, we can prove the follow-
ing theorem.

Theorem 4. The Wigner function f, for the quantum
system (2.11) and (2.12) with electromagnetic interaction co-
incides with the Wigner function W ® (2.20) for the quantum
system (2.10) and (2.12), only with the electric interaction,
ie.,

fu@ P)y=W®(p, z, P). (2.23)

The proof of Theorem 4 is given in Appendix A.

Remark. From a physical point of view, statement (2.23)
of Theorem 4 shows the “equivalence” of two quantum sys-
tems (2.8) and (2.9) having the same probability quasidensity
function (2.20). This result is expected, since both systems are
obtained from the same initial distributions (2.6) and (2.7) in
the framework of the Wigner-Vlasov formalism. The differ-
ence between distributions f,, and WE) is the replacement of
canonical momentum 7 with kinetic momentum P.

From the mathematical point of view the wave functions
(2.8) and (2.9) and the associated Schrodinger equations
(2.10) and (2.11) are interrelated with the gauge invariance.
The following is actually true,

WEM G 1y = WE(F 1)exp (—ig), (2.24)
where
I ¢
_Vr — — = A R — =0. 2.25
¢ rsine% h 17 ot ( )

Therefore, as for the “two quantum systems” (or math-
ematical models) mentioned above, we can say that the
first “electromagnetic quantum system” with potentials
U /q,le(?) is invariant with respect to the second “system
with only electric field” U; — %—‘f = U,. Here we should men-
tion again that from the physical point of view we consider
only one quantum system whose wave functions satisfy the
gauge transformation (2.24). Since function f,, possesses the
gauge invariance it has the same form (2.22) and (2.23) for
both representations (2.8) and (2.9).

Corollary 1. The Wigner function for a quantum system
with electromagnetic interaction f, (1.27) has regions of
negative values for the wave function with the Gaussian dis-
tribution (2.9).

As is known, the Wigner function (1.22) is a quasidensity
of probabilities of a quantum system, since it has regions
of negative values [20,21]. According to the Hudson’s the-
orem [22] and its generalization for 3D systems [23], the
Wigner function (1.22) is positive only for a wave function
with the Gaussian distribution. Expression (2.20) for function
fu@ P)=W®(p, z, P) was obtained for the wave function
(2.9) in the form of the Gaussian distribution, but function
fw has regions of negative values (see Fig. 3). The regions
of negative values of function W® are described in [25].

~0.03

A

~0.02

~0.01

FIG. 3. Regions of negative values of function f,,.

Figure 3 shows the distribution of function f,, in plane (p, Py)
atz=0,P, =P, =0.

Corollary 2. Wave function (2.8) is a solution for the
Schrodinger electromagnetic equation,

oV 1 ) oo
ih— = —(p—qA3) Y+ U1V, gA;(F) =
ot 2m

— &4,
rsin6
(2.26)

and the Wigner function f,,, associated with it, is positive
within the whole phase space and has the following form:

2 2
Suw(r, P) = L exp ( d 29, PZ). (2.27)

hy \ 207 P

The proof of Corollary 2 is given in Appendix A.

Let us note that the magnetic field of quantum system
(2.26) differs from that of system (2.12) only by its sign.

Corollary 2 is analogous to the Hudson theorem for the
Wigner function f,,. Unlike the usual Wigner function W
(1.22), which is only positive for the Gauss distribution, the
function f,, (1.27) is positive for the electromagnetic system
(2.26), described by non-Gaussian wave function (2.8). Ac-
cording to Corollary 1 the function f,, has negative regions
for the Gaussian wave function.

If function f,, can be represented in the form of the Wigner
function W, then it is obvious that the question of the posi-
tiveness of function f;, reduces to the question of positiveness
of this Wigner function W, with the following expression
under the integral sign:

. 1
Woew (7, P, 1) = e 5P prew (P, T, D)ds
( ) o)y /1‘« 3 Prew (Fy )
= fu(#, P.1), (2.28)
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y
pnew(?-h ?—1 t) = 10(?+7 ?—9 t)exp [_l% / A(?/’ t)d?/} )

r—

pnew(7+’ ?—a t) = \Dnew(?—s t)anew(7+7 t)v (229)

p(Fs, P 1) = W(F_, DOW(7Fy, 1),

where the integral term in (2.29) is taken along the straight line
connecting the points 7+ =7 + 5/2. According to the Hudson
theorem and its generalization for the 3D case, the quantity
(2.29) must conform to the Gauss distribution. Since the pos-
itive Wigner function (1.22) has the same form as (2.27), the
expression ppew (74, 7—, 1) must also conform to the Gauss
distribution (the Fourier transform of the Gauss function is
the Gauss function itself). Expressions (2.8) and (2.27) reduce
Pnew (P4, 7—, 1) to the Gauss distribution (Corollary 2). We
should keep in mind that quantum system (2.26) is a particular
case of the ¥ model.

Let us calculate the mean values of momenta (p) and (}3)
from the Wigner functions f,, and W EM) In [25], (5) was
found from the function W ®:

1 N
P = —— /R WG P p = —ah() = (0.

| (E) |2
(2.30)
It follows from result (2.30) and Theorem 4 (2.23) that
- 1 _ _
P\7)= —— | Pf,(7, P)d’P
P = <oan /R fu#.P)

- PWEF, PYd*P = (p)(7). (231
—W " (F, P) = (Pc)(F). (2.31)

In [35,36], kinetic momentum P is represented as P=
p— qﬁ; therefore, (P) = (ﬁ)—qﬁ = —qﬁ; hence (p) =0. A
similar result (p) = 0 is obtained when averaging over the
function W EM:

1
(p)(F) =

" ey L wee pap=o. @3

Therefore, for a system with electromagnetic interaction,
the mean kinetic momentum is determined by (P), and for
a system with only electrical interaction, it is (p), and both
of these values coincide with the exact value of (p.) (2.7).
For the electromagnetic system (2.9), the vortex field (2.7) is
caused by magnetic field (P) = —qﬁ, and the potential part is
vortex free ({(p) = 0). The system (2.8) has no magnetic field
A = 6, so the vortex field (2.7) is determined by the potential
part V,¢ (the phase of the wave function), i.e., (p) = %E¢.

Note that averaging P = j — gA over the function WM
gives the correct result:

1
- [WEM P Jgs
1
= fwr

(P)(F) PWENWE, p)d*p
/ PWENWE, p)d’p — gA = —¢A.
R3
(2.33)

Let us calculate the energy of state E (2.12). For both
Wigner functions f,, and W EM) we are going to average the

expression £ (7, P) = % + U, (7). Direct calculations give the

following result (see Appendix C):

(€)= f / [i(ﬁ—qﬂf+U1]W<EM><?,ﬁ)d3rd3p
R3 JR3 2m

P? _ 3h%

:/ / — + U, | fu(#, P)d’rd*P =E = )
r: Jrs \2m 4mo?
(2.34)

It follows from expression (2.34) that energy £ averaged
({€)) over both Wigner functions f,, and WEM) has the same
value, which coincides with the energy of quantum system E
(2.12).

It should be noted that the results (2.31)—(2.33) can be
expanded to the general case of functions f, (7, ﬁ) and
W (7, p, t). The following lemma can be formulated.

Lemma 2. The average kinetic momentum field (P) calcu-
lated by the Wigner functions f,, (7, P, t)or W(7, p,t) can be
represented as the Helmholtz decomposition (1.12), (1.14),

—/ Pf, (7, P, t)d*P
]R}

e
LT

—thb A
=5 Vr®—ag4,

f BW @, p.d*p
R?

(2.35)
or

B} . ih _ .

(7, 1) = |[W2(P) = —%(\w,\p — UV, ¥) — gPAY,
(2.36)

where P = p — ¢A.

The proof of Lemma 2 is given in Appendix A.

Let us compare the momentum representations for quan-
tum systems (2.8), (2.9), and (2.17). The following expres-
sions are known to be valid for the Wigner function (1.22):

f W pOdp = (W D,
]R3

W pOdr = 19, 1)) (2.37)
R3
where W is the momentum representation of the wave function
(& = F[W] is the Fourier transform of the wave function
W). Would the following expressions (2.37) be valid for the
function f,, (7, P)?

Corollary 3. For quantum systems (2.9) and (2.15), (2.17)
the function f,, (7, P) has the following properties:

/ fu(® P, )d>P = |V (7, 1)]%, (2.38)
R3

for an arbitrary vector potential A. The momentum probability
densities for A} (2.12) and A; (2.15) have the following forms,
respectively:

F,(P) = / fo® P)dPr, F)(P) = [3®))
R3

2

3207 iy T2 e

= e z“zpzz(/ e W eos’pdg |
(2T 0

(2.39)
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x1073

Fw (P)
6/

4/

x102
F(p)

FIG. 4. Momentum distribution for the system with potential A;.

202 >
L 202 " 4027
F2Py="—"x" " |\o2m——='_p
7T2h3(1+n2) i /1 +T]2 o

x/ e U+ erf _Mpp sin ¢
0 i1+ n?
X singdo |; (2.40)

that is,

3
=3 ~ = 2 "rz -
Fy(P) # [§EW(P)* = (“’n h”) e HP = F(P).

(2.41)

The proof of Corollary 3 is given in Appendix A.

Thus the function f,, satisfies (2.38) and in the general case
the following is fulfilled: fR3 fud®r # |\1f|2. The wave func-
tion WEM) (2.9) is the same for both quantum systems with
vector potentials 51 and sz. The momentum representation
WEM (2 41) of the wave function (2.9) is also the same for
both quantum systems. Consequently, the probability density
|\11(EM)|2 (2.41) is the same for both systems, and the same
probability density result from the Wigner W (1.22) function
according to (2.37).

The Wigner function (1.22) does not explicitly contain any
dependency upon the vector potential A, and it is only defined
by the wave function. If the wave function WM is the same,
then function W is also the same for two systems.

Let us note that quantum systems considered in Corollary
3 are not gauge invariant. That is why they correspond to
different functions f,, and different momentum distributions
(2.39) and (2.40). On the other hand, a system with potentials
A1, Uy/q is gauge invariant with a system with potentials
A= 5, Ui /q [see (2.24) and (2.25)], which is confirmed by
the equality (2.39) F!(P) = [ ®’.

Figure 4 shows the momentum distribution density (2.39)
and [ TEM|? on the P, = 0 plane. On the left of Fig. 4 the

distribution (2.39) is shown of the system with vector potential

A}, and distribution |lI'(EM)|2 is on the right. Comparing these
distributions in Fig. 4 we can see their essential difference.
Figure 5 illustrates distributions along the axial axis P, and
radial axis P,. The red curve stands for the radial (p) dis-
tribution, and the blue curve corresponds to the longitudinal
(z) distribution. The distribution (2.40) for vector potential Ay

is represented by the solid line, and distribution |lI'(EM)|2 is
shown with the dashed line. The distribution (2.41) is sym-
metric along P, and P;; therefore, the red and blue dashed
lines totally coincide in Fig. 5. The distribution (2.40) is not
symmetric, so the red and the blue dashed lines differ in Fig. 5.
If we compare the distribution (2.40) and (2.41) in Fig. 5 then
their essential difference will clearly be seen, which conforms
with the inequality (2.41).

Let us note that the distribution | & EM)|* corresponds to the
canonical momentum operator p (1.11), and the distributions
(2.39) and (2.40) are constructed by function f,,. The follow-
ing question may arise: Which distribution can be physically
reasonable? The Wigner function W (1.22) was phenomeno-
logically obtained but meeting the relationships (2.37). The
function f;, (1.27) is derived on the W basis, but it meets
the conditions (2.38), (2.41). Is it possible that the kinetic

-2
x10 /,,%\\
I/ \\\
3 / \
7 F(B,0) F(0R)Y
/ A
/ Y
/ \
/ \
i \\
2 // %
/ \
/ A
/ \
y 4
/ A
/ A
7 F,(0,R,) \
1 / \X
F, (P,,0) N
7 N
4 \,
/
7 \\
/ N,
r/ \'\\
4 2 0 2 4
Pp P

FIG. 5. Momentum distribution for the system with potential A,.
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momentum operator P = p — gA(F, 1) possesses eigenfunc-
tions ¥ : Py = A, by which the wave function W EM should

. = (EM) o
be decomposed? As a result, can we obtain W (P, t) meet-

. = @EW? 3 ,
ing |V | = f fwd’r? Let us construct function ¥ and

obtain
Py = —ihV, ¥ — gA(F, )Y = Xy,
Y

= —ihV,Lny — gA(F, 1), (2.42)
where X does not depend on 7. Expression (2.42) coincides
with the Helmholtz decomposition (1.12) under condition
(1.14). Field qﬁ(?, t)is a vortex, and —iiV,Lny is a potential
field. Vortex and potential fields cannot compensate each other
and produce field x independent of 7. This “compensation” is
possible in special cases for nonsmooth potentials, for exam-
ple, (2.25).

From a comparison of (2.42), (1.12), and (1.14), the solu-
tion follows:

A=m@) = (P)(F 1), Y(F 1) =explipF )]

In the special case at A=6, phase (action) /ip may be
selected as

(2.43)

ho(F,t)=7-p—Et;

that is, the eigenfunctions (2.43) will correspond to the eigen-
functions ¥ = exp(i%-) of canonical momentum operator p.

III. MOTION EQUATIONS

In papers [16,29-36], analogs of the Moyal equations for
the Wigner functions (1.22) and (1.27) were obtained taking
into account the electromagnetic field. The resulting equations
for the evolution of the Wigner function have a form that does
not coincide with the form of the second Vlasov equation
(1.3). In order to construct the Vlasov-Moyal approximation
taking the electromagnetic field for (V) into account it is
necessary that the evolution equation of the Wigner function
coincide with the second Vlasov equation.

Based on expressions (2.30) and (2.33)—(2.35), the use of
the Wigner function (1.22) in the analysis of systems with
electromagnetic interaction makes sense. Also, the expression
for the function (1.22) is much simpler than expression (1.27).

Let us construct an evolution equation for the function
(1.22), reducible to the second Vlasov equation (1.3).

Theorem 5. Wigner function W (7, p, t) of a pure state for
quantum systems with electromagnetic interaction (1.13) sat-
isfies the evolutionary equation

0

oW+ —(p gA)- VW = (VW V,)
c2 -
|:—(P qA) +Z/l:| (3.1)
or
3 I “ . (12 =
—W + —div, [WP] +div,| =WV, | —P +U ]| =0,
ot m 2m

where
PL D E 5 A, (3.3)
ot (=D ()Y o L
U=Y o VeV U
=0
2 def wx (—DF(A2) = L 2%
A=Z—A(V,-Vp) , (3.4)
2!
+00 ) 21
= def e (—D)/(A2)Y < .
U= — UV, V,) ,
2+ 1)
~def e (—DFRR < L 2%k
ALZM( L) A, (.5)

(2k)!

~
Il
o

and the arrow above the operator shows the direction of its
action.

The proof of Theorem 5 is given in Appendix B.

Remark. Operators (3.4) and (3.5) correspond to the scalar
and vector potentials of the electromagnetic field. In the “clas-
sical limit” for 7 — 0, series (3.4) and (3.5) contain only one
summand, the first summand, which coincides with the classi-
cal potential (U /q or A). A similar situation occurs when the
potentials U /¢ and A are linearly dependent on coordinate 7
(uniform electromagnetic field). Even for /i 0 all derivatives
(V,)?*, k > 0in series (3.4) and (3.5) are equal to zero.

In the general case, when /i # 0 and the potentials are non-
linear, there are other terms of the series containing factor /%
and formally corresponding to the “quantum” contributions
[25].

The expression on the right (the last or third summand) in
Eq. (3.2) can be considered as the electromagnetic Hamilto-

- 2 -
nian operator H = ﬁﬁ + U, leading to the operator analog
of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (1.15).

Equation (3.2) has a form similar to the second Vlasov
equation (1.3), but by virtue of Theorem 4, it is convenient
to go from canonical momentum p to kinetic momentum
P=p—4A.

Theorem 6. Equation (3.1) for the Vlasov function

fv(# P,t) = m3W(?, P, 1) has the form
dfv
-+t = 77 V. fv +f Vefy =0, (3.6)
ot m
or
Y &
%+dw V) +dive| gy [E+V x B+ 7
=0, (3.7)
where
2 zEM) ()
= +F
2 (EMD) z 1z =z
£ (5 +—P x B), (3.8)
m
2 d =
Foy & € Fm
th
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20 ge < (—=DE(RRY* L < o %
=) —— AV, -Vp)

A k;‘ G AV V)

datd 3z - % def z
—=—+V-V,, B=culA, 3.9
dt 8z+ . ©9)

3 gz 1_ =

EE_ZA--vua,

ot q

~

with a substitution of V, for Vp being made in operator A
(3.4).

The proof of Theorem 6 is given in Appendix B.

By comparing the second Vlasov equation (1.3) and
Eq. (3.7), it is possible to extend the Vlasov-Moyal approx-
imation (1.24) for the electromagnetic system.

Definition. We will call the approximation of the average
acceleration flow field in the phase space of the form

5 ~ ~ ;ii(m
SviP) =qfv €+V><B+EA

« « <«
~

(3.10)

the Vlasov-Moyal approximation for a quantum system with
an electromagnetic field.

The contributions of ¢fy€ and gfyV x B are an infinite
series (3.9), and (3.4) and (3.5). The first term in the series

qfv€ is the classical Coulomb force, and, in gfyV x B, it
is the classical Lorentz force. The remaining terms of the
series have coefficients % and can be interpreted as quantum
corrections to the Coulomb and Lorentz forces. The third term

« <
A

qfv 57“4 is associated with the presence of a magnetic field
and is of exclusively quantum nature, since it contains only
coefficients % at k € N.

In the absence of a magnetic field (A = 6), approximation
(3.10) transforms into approximation (1.24). Indeed, taking
(3.4) and (3.9) into account, we obtain

= _fVVrZ/?

1 l h 21 - L2
%fv(vp-vr) v,U.

Q)

f<ﬁ>=f

Mg

@3.11)
1

Il
=}

Theorem 7. Averaging the Vlasov-Moyal approximation
(3.10) over momentum space P gives an external force in the
hydrodynamic equation of motion (1.11) of the form

. ( A 1 ) q s =
((P))=q|———-V,.U )+ =(P) xB, (3.12)
at  q m
/ﬁﬂ%szﬁ@y (3.13)
R3

The proof of Theorem 7 is given in Appendix B.

Remark. From expression (3.13) it follows that the averag-
ing of Eq. (3.7) over the momentum transforms it into the first
Vlasov equation (1.2):

afi

a_+ dlvr(fl<> =0.

Quantum corrections [terms in series (3.4) and (3.5)] with
coefficients 7** when averaging over momentum P com-

(3.14)

pletely disappeared from expression (3.12), transforming it
into the classical expression for the external electromagnetic
force.

Note that Eq. (3.7) itself is similar to the second Vlasov
equation (1.3), but not equivalent to it. The difference between

the equgtions is contained in the second term, div,( fv75) #*
div,(f>P). Only the first term in the expression

P < (h)
div, (fyP) = div,(fyP) — qdiv,(fy A )

coincides with the second term in the Vlasov equation (1.3).
< ()

The difference is made by quantum corrections, fy A . How-
ever, approximation (3.10) can be used to cut the chain of
Vlasov equations off on the second equation. In this case, the
second Vlasov equation (1.3) for the function f> (7, P, 1) takes
the form

9/

o 4+ — le,(sz ) +divp [fz =0,

(3.15)

(3.16)

Equation (3.16), integrated over momentum space P, like
Eq. (3.7), will transform into the first Vlasov equation (3.14).

Let us compare hydrodynamic equation (1.11) with elec-
tromagnetic equation (1.16) and the averaged approximation
(3.12). Thus, we obtain the relation

1 8Q 1 0P,
maxk — f axt’

which completely coincides with the previously obtained ex-
pression (1.26) in the absence of a magnetic field.

Therefore, the presence of a magnetic field does not affect
the quantum pressure. Indeed, exact solutions (2.8) and (2.9)
have the same quantum potential (2.14), although one system
has a magnetic field and the other does not.

Despite the fact that the external force (3.12) in equation
of motion (1.11) is classical, the equation itself describes the
dynamics of a quantum system, since it contains quantum
pressure (1.15) and (1.26). Quantum pressure V,Q arises as
a counteraction to external force —V, U that holds the particle
in potential U. In a sense, a quantum system is a macroscopic
object (in phase space), for which a hydrodynamic description
is applicable. The absence of external potential U will lead to
the disappearance of quantum pressure as well as to dispersion
of the wave packet. This analogy is similar to the behavior of
a gas that is released from a vessel.

Note that approximation (3.10) is not the only one pos-

sible for the average acceleration flow (P). The problem is
that evolution equation (3.7) contains information only on

divp[fy (P

correctly restore the field (P ), the information about vortex
component curlp is needed, which is missing in Eq. (3.7).
From a physical point of view, uncertainty arises in the con-
struction of analogs of the “trajectories” of a quantum system
according to approximation (3.10).

On the one hand, such uncertainty in trajectories can be
attributed to the Heisenberg uncertainty principle. Indeed,
during the classical transition # — 0, the terms with coeffi-
cients A% in the scalar ¢/ and vector A potential operators
(3.4) and (3.5) will disappear. Consequently, approximation

P)] and, accordmg to the Helmholtz theorem, to
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(3.10) transforms into

lim (P) 94 v o)
im(P) =gl —— — -V,
>0 N~ q

P x B. (3.17)

3=

Expression (3.17) does not contain quantum corrections,
and quantum potential Q — 0 at i — 0, that is, equations of
motion (1.11) and (1.16), will determine the classical trajecto-
ries of motion without quantum pressure. Note that expression
(3.17) was phenomenologically introduced by Vlasov when
the chain on the second equation was cut off for the solving of
the plasma physics problems.

On the other hand, as shown in [25], the transition from
quantum to classical systems is not necessarily associated
with the limit # — 0. When directly substituting the Wigner
function into the Vlasov-Moyal approximation, Planck’s con-
stant /i is not present explicitly. As a result, the uncertainty in
the trajectory is associated with the spatial scale o,.

IV. CONCLUSION

An important difference between function f,, and the
Wigner function W is that it has negative values for wave
function Wg ~ exp(—r?/ 20,2). Note that, according to Hud-
son’s theorem [22] and its generalization to the 3D case [23],
the Wigner function W is positive only for Ws. Thus, function
fw does not satisfy this condition.

It is shown that function f,, is positive (2.27) in the entire
phase region for an electromagnetic quantum system (2.26)
described by a non-Gaussian wave function (2.8). In this case,
the opposite sign of vector potential A3 (2.22) and scalar
potential ® ~ ¢ is essential. In fact, Corollary 2 is an analog
of Hudson’s theorem and its extension to the 3D case for
function f,, .

Wave function W is a solution to the Schrodinger equation
for a harmonic oscillator with potential Uy ~ x*. Substituting
potential Uy into the right-hand side of Eq. (1.23), we obtain
zero. As a result, the Moyal equation becomes the classical
Liouville equation with positive solution Wg. In the example
considered in this paper, potential U; (2.12) has the form of a
quadratic funnel with a pole at the origin of the coordinates.
Substitution of potential (2.12) in series (3.4) and (3.5) leads
to the presence of an infinite number of nonzero summands.
Thus, Eq. (3.1) differs from the Liouville equation. Despite
this fact, solution W; of Eq. (3.1) is positive. This behavior
is associated with the presence of a magnetic field. In the
absence of a magnetic field, the wave function for the potential

J

(2.12) differs from the Gaussian distribution (2.8) and the
Wigner function has negative values.

An analysis of the properties of probability quasidensity
functions W and f,, on the model example (2.8) and (2.9)
shows the correctness of calculating the mean values over the
phase space (Lemma 2) (2.30)—(2.36) for an electromagnetic
system. The expression for function W (1.22) is much simpler
than for function f,, (1.27). A similar statement is also true for
the evolutionary equations satisfied by functions W and f,,.

An important difference between functions W and f,, is the
different type of momentum distribution (Corollary 3) (2.39)—
(2.41).

The function fy (7, P,t) = m*W (7, p,t) for electromag-
netic systems satisfies Eq. (3.7). A significant difference from
the known forms of Eq. (3.7) is its similarity with the sec-
ond Vlasov equation (1.3). This fact allows us to expand
the Vlasov-Moyal approximation (1.24) to systems with elec-
tromagnetic interaction in the form (3.10). The first term
in approximation (3.10) has the form (3.17) and coincides
with the well-known Vlasov approximation (1.20) and (1.21),
used in plasma physics, astrophysics, and solid state physics.
This term does not contain quantum corrections, since it has
coefficient 7i°. The following terms in approximation (3.10)
according to (3.4) and (3.5) contain coefficients 7 and give

quantum corrections to the external force (P) in the second
Vlasov equation (3.16). Using expression (3.10) one can find

>

the average sources of dissipations ((Q»)) = ((divp(P))) for
evolution equation (1.9) of the Boltzmann H, function. An
interesting fact is the disappearance of quantum contributions

when averaging ((P)) over momentum space P. Here the

external force ((P)) contains only classical terms (3.12). In
this case, in the equation of motion (1.11), the quantum infor-
mation remains only in the form of quantum pressure V,Q.
As it turned out from the obtained approximation (3.10), the
quantum pressure itself is not explicitly related to the presence

of a magnetic field. The physical meaning of quantum term
)

qfv d%fl associated with the magnetic field remains an open
question.
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APPENDIX A

Proof of Theorem 1. To prove the theorem, one can use the method described in [4,7] or make a direct substitution. Without
loss of generality, we use the second method. For the electromagnetic case (2.9), (2.11), we obtain

U=E+ 7 A —in—LZ.v,v (A1)
2m |W|  2m mw| T
h2
U =E—Q-— , A2
=E-Q-3 (A2)
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where it is taken into account that Q = —% A"ql,\r‘, le = —%aﬁ, diV,/Tl =0,and ¢ = —%t. The expression for the quantum
potential has the form
2 2 2 2 2 2
Jo - z
A V| = —e 402 4oP ) — e 407 4o} — ,
V=37 (203 )*23 (203 )
hz pZ Z2
S 34 =), A3
Q 4mo? (20,.2 + 263) (A9
where N~! = (27)¥*03/2. For the case with electrical interaction only, the proof is given in [25]. Theorem 1 is proved.
Proof of Theorem 2. Using expression (A1), we obtain
RPn*p*  ilnp P z
Uy=E—-Q— éy | —=——¢é, — —¢; ). A4
: Q 8mo? + 202m ¢ ( 202" 202 Z) (A4

Since the form of the wave function has not changed, the quantum potential (A3) has not changed either. Substituting (A3)
into (A4), we derive (2.17). Theorem 2 is proved.
Proof of Theorem 3. Using the Helmholtz decomposition for the vector field (p) = m(v), we get

- - ih v ih(V,y V¥
(p) = m(V) = —amV,d = _EVan T =— — ,

~ ih - : .
WP = - SV -V, 0 = [ A6 pns. (A5)
R
Let us transform expression (A5), bringing the left side of (AS5) to an integral form. Let us make a change of variables
74 = 7 £ §5/2 and note that
VUG, W D] = 5[VE OV, W(FEL 1) — W(EL DY, W(EL )] (A6)

Expression (A6) will transform into expression (A5) at s = 0; therefore,

PP = —ih A; BEVIWE, DBG, 0l
_—ih
@) Jre

—lh . ps — _ . p3
= d? _’T\I/_',I\I/_'_,t) —/ W(F, WP, 1)V 7 d3s
i) /w P{e T, )W (F )ono - F, DOV (F_, t)Ve ' T ds

2z L /a[/ = (3 —if’;3]3
WI(p) = iy Jes Pl e Ve, W (-, e 7 d s |d p. (AT)

Comparing expressions (A5) and (A7), we get (2.19). Theorem 3 is proved.
Proof of Lemma 1. Substituting expression (2.9) into function (1.27), we obtain

e*i%ﬂp/ VWG, OVGE, 0)]d3s
R3

2 2 i

L LG+ GF=3)) _iep _ 2 _izp
Q) @r)Po f, (7, P) = / A R TR I e (A8)
R3 R3

where P = P + 1 /_11 A+ r%)dr. Let us calculate the integral %q f_ll A(F + T%)d‘[ with the field (2.12)

< 1 R < [ R [ 1 [ox
fq/ A<7+ r%)dt - q/ AF)dF = —h/ —GydF = —h/ d¢' = —hi(ps — ¢_), (A9)
_ PP

2 1 7 7 _

where d¥ = {dp/, p'd¢’,d7}, 7+ =F & g, and tan ¢ = i Eﬁ When calculating the integral (A9), the potential of field A
outside pole p = 0 is taken into account. From (A9), it follows that

5-P =5-P—h(py — ). (A10)

Lemma 1 is proved.
Proof of Theorem 4. Let us write the integrand (1.22) of the Wigner function W E)(7, 5) for the wave function (2.8); we obtain

[25]
(¢ —9-)

— Lo+
Qn)*o? o . (D

VEE, HwEF,, 1) =
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In accordance with ¢ = arctan 22222 azimuth angles ¢ admit the representation:

xEx,/2°
) 2y &y sin ¢ £ p} sin ¢
sin gy = = )
V@r+x)+ QyEy)? 1+ p2E£2p;cos (@ — ¢y)
2x £ x +p! 5
cos by = x + x Cos @ =+ p;cos ¢ (A12)

Vx £x)7 + Qy £y, B VT+pZ£2plcos (@ — )

where p’; = ;—p Substituting (A11) into integral (1.22) gives expression (2.23) (with the change p +— P) for the Wigner function
Jfu(7, P). Theorem 4 is proved.
Proof of Corollary 2. Let us calculate expression (1.27) for function f,,; we obtain

2

fulF B.1) ¢ f i o (A13)
w Pt) = —————5— | e % s = e ;
Qrh)y’ 2n)*Pe’ Jrs :

where expressions (2.8), (2.26), (A9), (A11), and (B1) are taken into consideration. Let us check that the wave function (2.8)
meets the Schrodinger equation (2.26). Here we use expression (A1) for potential U; in which the sign of the vector potential
(2.26) is not significant. The quantum potential results from expression (A3).

Corollary 2 is proved.

Proof of Lemma 2. Taking expression (A5) and the representation

/ e i PBA3P = iV, / e PPBP = i h)3V,8(5)
R3 R3

into account we come to

. .y
|W|?(P) = ik /R* exp [—%qﬁ A(rf’)d?’]p(iﬂr, 7, )V 8G)ds

. P R
- —ih/ 6(§)Vs<exp |:—%qf A(?’)d?’]p(7+,7_,t)>d3s, (Al4)
R? P

where integral f:f A(7)dF is calculated along the straight line, connecting points 7. Let us transform the integrand (A14):
. Py i P 7 - i (T Ao =/
v, (exp [—%q / A, tw}p(h, P, r)) = p(Fy, P, 1)Ve 190 ATDIT  (mia SIAT DTG G F o p)
7

i _ i T+ X =2/ ?+ -
o L O P

L i A7 nd? g, = - - T
+ e HIE AT GG OV, WEL ) = WEL DY, BE-L L (ALS)

Substituting (A15) into (A14), we get

- h - - i T - h i F X - -
(WPHP) = = qlAG. D) + AG. Do (. 7. t)e” 19z ATDAT _ ’Eﬂqff AT (G (7, 1)V, W(F, 1) — W(F, 1)V, B(F, 1],
|W|?(P) = %qA|\II|2 - %[\w,w — WV, ¥, (A16)
or
o ih 7 o
(P) = —EV,LnE —qA. (A17)

Similarly for the function W, we obtain

i ih - -
W (p) = o S e i Ppdp fR Py P s = —%[\I'(ﬁ DV, W(F 1) — WEOV,U(EFE D],
iIhn[V,¥ Vb - .
5) = — — — =L, (P = (p) —qA. Al8
(P) Z[W \p} (P) = (p) —q (A18)

Lemma 2 is proved.
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Proof of Corollary 3. The validity of condition (2.38) directly results from integration:

/ U7, 1)W(Fy, t)e_% fl,ﬁ-/i(?ﬁ%,z)drst/ e i P33p
R3

3p _
[ fu(F, B, 1)d’P = o

=f S)U G, Wy, 1)e 3 AT B g7 1)), (A19)
R3

For the vector potential A 1 expression (A9) is valid; therefore,

. P - . P
\I’(EM)(?Jr, t)e"p*e*’%d‘%m / \IJ(EM)(?,, t)eil(ﬁielT d3}"7
R3

w(F P)d’r =
sz (7, P) iy

P

1 .PF _ P ~ - = - ~
= VEOG, e dry | VEGE e T dPr. = \IJ(E)(P,t)\IJ(E)(P,t) — [TB®] (A20)
3
Qrh)’ Jrs R}

where the gauge relation (2.24) is taken into account. Let us find U®),

e HI(p)

QrPYE (B = | WEGE e T = | WEWG et T 3y = P (A21)
R} RS Q)Mo
=
with
. o a2 . 4
1(P) :/ e 407 e dPr = 20rﬁ67Fp361¢”[ ¢ o8 dg’ / o, +io, 5 cos ¢/ pcosd'dp, (A22)
R3 -1
where it is taken into account that
2w _:PPp ( _ ) . . 27 - PPp ’ / /
e~ @) gin ¢pd¢p = sin op e T % cosp'dg,
0 0
2 .ppp 2 - PPp / ’ L
e C0s(0=9p) g ¢dp = cos ¢p e iR cos¢ cos¢'de’.
0 0
We calculate the integral in expression (A22), dividing it into two intervals (—, 0) and (0, 7):
T 2 £t @ i :
112/ _”’Tlcow’dq&/ la,hcos ]pCOS¢/d,O=/ arhzcoszpd(p/ +ta,hcos¢1pcos¢/dp
0 0

T B o - ) 12
+ / efafh—gcos% d(ﬁ,/ e—[;?—lor% cos ¢'] ,0, cos ¢,d,0/,
/2 0

where p = —p/.
/2 2—"005 ¢’ —[2 +io, 22 cosd)] —02 % cos?¢” [”—,-&-ia L2 cos ¢”]2 ’ "o
L = o 2 d¢’ 207 pcosd’'dp + e ’hz do’ 2oy T h p cosep’dp
0 /2
/2 2—"cos 4 —[ 2 +io, 22 cosd)] / 2 702’)—"003%5” 1" 0 [ tic 22 c09¢”]2 / N
= o 2 d¢’ 207 pcosp'dp + e 7 n do e 2o T Y plcosd dp,
0 0 —00
/2 o2 —"coszzﬁ —[L-&-ia 22 cos d)’]2 /
L = o 2 d¢’ 2o, T pcoso’'dp, (A23)
0
with ¢” = w—¢'. Similarly for integral L, we obtain
0 27 cos2¢ +za cos¢] ’ i 702écosz¢” " e —[& -~ +io, 22 cos ¢’ a% ”
I, = e W do’ a1 pcospdp = e % de e pcos¢dp,
- 0 0
(A24)

where ¢ = —¢’. Substituting (A23) and (A24) into (A22), we arrive at the expression

L 1670? R, [T LB,
I = —ie - Lppe i "’f-/ e T Y cos’p'de (A25)
0
where the property of the mean value of the Gaussian distribution is taken into account:

_— P
/ e,[ﬁ+lo" Lo cos¢'T’ pdp = 14\/_0'3 P cos¢’.

o0
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From expressions (A25) and (A21), we get

- o lemot 1 e ih! 2o [T LR
VO (p,1) = —ieltr T / e 7 O cos’g dg),
g B Qahy” Qnyte” 0 vde
. 3207 LCRNEY Sy :
f 3 fud®P = BB = ml)ﬁ‘fzﬁz ( f e i SP cos2¢’d¢’> . (A26)
R 0

Note that momentum representation U (EM) hag the form of the Gaussian distribution, that is,

3
BEW? = ("rV 2”) o (A27)

wh

and does not coincide with distribution (A26). For vector potential A,, the following expression is valid:

1
%’/ 3. A2<r+z )dt—qs A @) (A28)
-1

Using expression (A28), we find function f,, (7, P) corresponding to wave function W EM:

2 (P ghy ()

5 _ € - L )
Qi) f, (7, P) = e w2 d’s,
v (2;1)3%3 R
2 20‘
- B —*7—*’[P+(1Az(r)]
Sfw(@ P) = se ¥ (A29)
(why
For the momentum representation, we obtain
2 “+00 242 0, 2 4ge o2
> B _ZL 2 1 + g o qo 449097 p i
]R.
02 1 " ", €2 : "
V = 2“’ P? ezayzzpfpgsmz‘b d(f),, oo e—ﬁ(ﬂ +ﬁPp sin¢ )2,0”61,0”, (A30)
(ﬂh) 0 0
where
7“7 2 4612040(2) 46]C004 ” ’
Co = _mv = l hz ) C2 hz - ) P =Clp. (A31)
r

Let us calculate the integral,

+o00 o 2 _ 22 A
[T vy <2 e, /%erfc(—ﬁ>, (A32)
0 Or

where erfc(x) = f f 0 o dt. Substituting (A32) into expression (A30), we obtain
SR, o, /27_[ _ﬁPZ 2 I;zszm?b” . 5 _f%ﬂ%;inid)” 0o, [m C2Pp sin ¢// ) .
fo(F,P)d’r = ———e = e ¥ d¢"|ofe T — —erfc] ——— | P, sin¢
32 r ) NG P
R? (wh) cy 0 C c1o,2
247 A
_o)Qn )2 _2p 402c) _@Pzp /2 7‘22}‘"2"’ . 2P, sin ¢
e e " e erf[| ————
(mh) ey e 0 10,72
with the periodicity property of the integrand being taken into account:
p Y property g g

21 3 aa . " T2 B oo . ”
P>sin“¢ C2P SIH¢ —5— P sin“¢ C2P s ¢
225 . 22 .
/ et erfc<—p sing’dg’ = —4 [ e erp( 2SN Gin g
0 cla,ﬁ 0 Clﬂrﬁ

) sin¢”dg¢” (A33)

Let us transform the coefficients (A31) cl =147 CF = ——hj/"%. As a result, expression (A33) will take the form
n
202 ;o
20‘2€_ﬁTP 40 n T/2 202n?P3sing
fwdSr _ r o, /o — e ma?) erf P sing | singdg |.
fRz 2R3 (1 4+ n?) hy1 +77 h\/

Corollary 3 is proved.
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APPENDIX B

Proof of Theorem 5. Let us find the partial time derivative of the Wigner function of the pure state (1.22):
.55 0 - .5

e (P, t)g\lf(?/, d’s +/ e i

_ ]
U(F, ) — V", t)d’s.
(00) ot

0
QY W p.1) = /
t (00)

It follows from the Schrédinger equation (1.13) that
(p— gAY’ W = —IP AW + 2iliq(V, ¥, &) + PIAI"W,

where the condition div,A = 0 is taken into account. As a result, the Schrédinger equation takes the form

. a =1/ hz hq e q2 e 2 =/ =//
ih—v@" , t)y=|——A»+i—AF",t) -V + —|AGF", )| +UF", 1) |VF", 1),
ot 2m m 2m

9 K2 hq - 2 -
il OF ) = — Ay — A )V + LA O+ UFE D | B 1),
ot 2m m 2m

Sbstituting Eq. (B2) into the first and second integrals of expression (B1), we obtain

3
(2nh)3§W =L+L+5L+1

where

h 5 - _
L =i— TR UFE, DACVF 1) — W, AU (F, )]s,
2m (00)

L==+ I WE DAF 1) - VU, 1)+ U, DAG 1) - VWi, 0)]d3s,
m J(co)

2

3 = i—q Eii%

2mh (c0)

L=+ / TTUEF DU F, 1) = UF DIV F, Dd’s.
(00)

U, O, OUAF, O — 1AF", 1) 1d%,

i
We have calculated integral /4. Let us transform the integrand:

+2’0 (3 . Vr)21+l

UF,0)—UF" 1) = TR AR

1=0
Let us perform a transormation:
2 .3 . 21+1 . N = 20+l 5B
e ' lﬁ~V, UF t)=—(V,-V,) e ""UF,1).

Substituting expressions (B8) and (B9) into the integral for potential energy (B7), we obtain

+00 I 2
(=1) (}‘1/2) < L 2+l
Ii=Qrhy Yy ——L—UGF1)V,-V,) W(EFp1).
; QL+ 1)! r

We transform integral /; as
_ h 7[?;’4’ T ) =/ 3 _ h 7,’@ T o) >/ 3
L =i— e ' (V.- VOWFE, )V(F',t)d’s =i—V, - e 'V, DY, t)d s,
m J(co) m (00)

o . o waw L
where it is taken into account that 7 = =~ 42" , §=T7

Vr’ = lVr - Vs’ Vr” = %Vr + Vs’

Ay — Ay = _Z(Vr ' VY)

We transform integral (B11):

TV UFE, W, 0] = V,[e T OF, DWE, D] + %ﬁ@(?’, DUFE, 1)e 7
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Taking into account (B14), the integral (B11) takes the form

I = —E-V,/ “FOF, OHWFE, D)d’s = (27rh)3p v, W. (B15)
m (00)
Let us consider integral I, using relation (B12):
h=L | FAF O +AF, 1V, 8F, OWF 0OdPs+ L | TR 1) — AT, 0] VUG, O, 1)ds.
2m J (o0 m J)

Let us take into account relations:

TTAF )+ AF D]V, F O 1) = Ve T AT, 1) + AGF OV FE, OWFE 1)),

and
TRAG )~ AF O VIE OVE ) =V, AT TIAG D - AF 01 F OV 1)
+%ﬁ-[ﬁ(7”,t)—A(r DN, O, 1)e™ 7
As a result,
12=in-/ AT ) + AF, ONVF, OWF, 1)d’s
2m (00)
+ %gp /(Do) AGF, 1) — AF, O F, OUF", eV d3s = by + by. (B16)

Let us use the Taylor’s series expansions:

+00 - +o00 —'
(—1)'G-V,)' - -
=/ —>// - N
AT O +AG D =) — A Z e
n=0 =0
=§[1+(—1>"](§-Vr)"5(7)= f(f-vrf"/i(?) B17)
= 2n! 22%kQ2k)!
+o0 - n o0 o, U1
- > (S'Vr) g (S'Vr) >
AF 1) —AF 1) = 1—(=1) A(F) = ————A(¥).
(F'.1) — A1) ;[ (1)), =A@ gzzk(zﬂl)! (7)
Substituting expansions (B17) into integral (B16), we obtain
34 (— l)k(ﬁ/2) =, e o
by = Qri)'=V, ZWA(r,m(vr-vp) W@, p.0). (B18)
where it is taken into account that
o (5 * 55 o o 2k
i (iﬁ.vr) AF D) = eV, %)) AG D). (B19)
Similarly, for integral I, we have
+00 k 2%
39 - (=1)"(n/2) s S g L
» = —Qnh)’=p ———— W p,t)(V, -V, A(#, 1), B20
@)~ p g(zkﬂ)! 7 5.0V, V) A1) (B20)
which takes into account that
5-p S: 2k+1—» 5p = - 2k+1->
i (i;vr) AF) = - @, A 0. (B21)
Substituting (B20) and (B18) into expression (B16), we obtain
2%
m b = (—1)"(h/2) s 2% R O D10 Y5) R E
— =V, ————A(V, W-—p- — AV, -V w. B22
T > (V- V) > (V- V) (B22)

(2! (2k +1)!

k=0 k=0
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Let us find integral /5 using expansions (B17):

m 1 R O D) R e o D 7
Zat = X @ 2 Gir AT o) WEBOIT, T AED.
As a result,
9 p I e G O 7 e B O R () =R
EW—F%-V,W—;WU(V,-VP) W+ZV,](2:(;WA(V,~VP) w
+00  1\k 2%k _
1]3 Mﬁ(vr . %p)ZkHW
m- = 2k + 1)!
L7 ~— DR S D L o ke L 2
;2 TRV Shera] AF O, -V, WEB.OIV,-V,)  AF 1.

We transform the obtained equation (B24):

ot = (2k)! 21+ 1)!
+00 k 2k /
ql. -1) (Fl/Z) L= L 2% (— 1)(ﬁ/2) = o
_Z{p_q;:o WA(V,-V],) }(V w-V,) E 2T D) Vp V,) A=0,

where operator V, acts only on the Wigner function. Let us transform the last term in Eq. (B25):

+00 1 21 +oo k
(=M1 /2) - W X (=D /2" L %A,
[pﬁ_q,; SN ¥) ]apakz(; 2k + 1)! (v, - %) e

ek m/* 9a, - L kaw /2
_Srevteptn o o L3 ) /2y

IDe QL+ 1)!

@+ ox Y ap | (V¥ Aﬁ}

k=0 =0

We break expression (B26) into two identical terms:

D'@a/2" o aw R=DRE/2)Y o 2k 0A,
_q[pﬁ_qz T ]apagw(vp'v") e

2
_ 1 [ Reva/t oL
_E(VPW'Vr)[p_QZW(Vp'Vr) Al .

1=0

Substituting expression (B27) into Eq. (B25), we obtain

9 1 R DU V5 ) e
w4+ —1p- A Ay V4 VIR VA N 014
ot T {p q; anr AV V)

Q21+ 1)! Q21+ 1)!

2
- L &SED R/ (-2 o L
=(V,W-V,) %[p—qZ—(V -V, Ai| +Z—(vp V) U} =0.

=0

Using the notation (3.4) and (3.5) of operators qZ/A{ and A, Eq. (B28) takes the form

2 .
%W+—(p dA) VW — (VW V)[—(p ¢ A) +U} 0.

Then we reduce Eq. (B29) to the second Vlasov equation:

2 —
%WJF —div, [W(p — qA)] {de,—(p qA)+(V WV )|:—(p qA) +L7]}=

022224-19

+00 1)k 2k - !
gw+1{ QZMWW%}W: ¢ %)Z( Va/a” o o,

(B23)

(B24)

(B25)

(B26)

(B27)

(B28)

(B29)

(B30)
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Let us transform the last term in equation (B30) and perform intermediate calculations
2
div,i WV,

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 110, 022224 (2024)
- 2 - 2 -
—(p q.A) —H/{:“ =V,W.V |:—(p q.A) +Z/I:| +Wd1vp{ |:
We keep in mind that

(p— qA) +U
<2
lep{ |:—(p g A) —H/{:”
Substituting (B32) into (B31), we derive

:|} (B31)
(B32)

G e AR

div,{ WV, | —(p — q.A) +U|=V,W-V, 2—(

Taking (B33) into account, Eq. (B30) takes the form

—div,(p — g.A).
m

- 2 1 <
P—qA) + u} + W —div,(p — ¢ A). (B33)
m m
9 2 . 1
5W + d1v,[(p qAW 1+ div, , 2—(p
Theorem 5 is proved.
the form

(B34)
Proof of Theorem 6. Let us write Eq. (3.1) with respect to the Vlasov function fy (7, P, t). The derivative of operator H takes

au 12 94, o
—t e — =P, — 4+ —. (B35)
Xg dxg m 0xg 0xg
Note that, according to the definition (3.4) and (3.5), operator A, contains the derivative with respect to variable p. When
passing from variable j to variable P, the form of operator ftﬂ does not change, since P P —gAand V,, = Vp. Equation (B29)
is written with respect to the Wigner function W (7, p, t), so let us rewrite it for the function W (7, p,t) = W(#, P+ gA,t) =
fv (7, P,t), where P = p — qA(7, t). We obtain expressions for partial derivatives
a a afy 0A
_Wzﬂ_ i_ﬂ, (B36)
ot ot oPg 0Ot
d ad
A (B37)
Bpﬁ BPﬂ
ad ad 0fy 0Ay
W= v _ q fr ) (B38)
8)6‘3 8)65 8Pa 8)65
Substituting expressions (B36)—(B38) and (B35) into Eq. (3.1), we obtain

afv 1z afy dfv| qdAss qa A, 9As AU

—+—P——— — - =P +g9g—+—|=0. B39

aa  m Bxﬂ 0Pg | m 0x, m " dxg 5t oxg (B39)

Let us transform the expression in brackets in Eq. (B39). According to (3.5), vector potential A can be represented as
I S e e D () R
A=A-A , A —(V,-V,) A, B40
]; aor VeV (B40)
and, as a result
- «(h)
s A D PR
Py —P
0Xy ”
which takes into account that

(P x By — P o4,
Xg - X BT Pa 0Xy
Wp, = P,

)

, since operator P, is expressed in terms of operator Aa, in which the differen-

(B41)
tiation with respect to Vanable P is performed and potential Ag does not depend on P,. Substituting expression (B41) into
022224-20
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Eq. (B39), we obtain

< (M <) .

afy | 1z dfv a afv| 1 5 5
—_— —’P —(Px B
ot + m 8x 8Pﬁ m( xB)p+
Let us transform the terms in Eq. (B42),
= afv 0
Pp— = —
Pax, ~ g [(Ps

where it is taken into account that

9 AT T 2k
e V,-V
8x5[ ﬁ( p) fV]

since div,ﬁ = 0. Similarly for the remaining terms, we obtain

afy U 9

dPs dxg 0P

3 3Ag
g\ A
—m
9 9A
@ "o

< ()
afy | = aAﬁ
P | Oxy

<

where div,A = 0 and P, gﬁv = %(Pafv) -39

< A aA 131:‘1
4V, —L | o,

0Xy ot q dxg

Py — g AD) ],

%0fy

=Ap(V, - V,) —,

8)(}3

ou
v 8)6/3

_afv 4y

’

3Pﬂ ot

(1)

_ v 34,

8P5 Jt

< (h)
< 34,

VVa

)

0,

«p fv. The last term will take the form

ﬂ(P x By, = —[fv(P < By,

where it is taken into account that

0 <
ﬂ( BA)——(fvP B,) — fybusb.

Substituting expressions (B43)—(B48) into Eq. (B42), we derive

) ) - ~

iy 9 15 50 04, S 0A, aA, 10U
—(P x B Ve - ——— |t =0

B (Pﬂfv) +an fo| (P x by + — =+ o T

Theorem 6 is proved.
Proof of Theorem 7. Integrating the Vlasov-Moyal approximation (3.10) over momentum space, we get

e(h)

F1(PY) —q/ fved*P+qf vade3P+q/ fv—A d’P.

N 0A 10U
ed’P=fi-2L - = ,
/1;3 frEs fl( ot qaxﬁ)

<< |
/fV(VxB)ﬂd3P=—f1(P)xB
R3 m

Let us calculate each integral separately:

022224-21

(B42)

(B43)

(B44)

(B45)

(B46)

B47)

(B48)

(B49)

(B50)

(B51)

(B52)
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where €, 465y = 0480y — 8pn04, and
< L 2%
/ FvPu(V,-V,) Gupd®P =0. (B53)
R3
The validity of expression (B53) results from the following calculations:
< 4 2 2. 2, 2,
f FrPu(V,y - V,) Gopd®P = / JvrPu(0p07 + 85 9; + 0p07)Gopd P
R? R? t ;

- = -

+2/ frPa(3p,05,8,8, + 0,05 3,8. + 3,0, 8,3.) Gupd’P. (B54)
R?

2
For terms 95, Bf from (B54), we can get
T 2 2
(fVPDt)a 8 Gaﬁ = (Paa ‘fV + 25&)\8P~AfV)a)LGaﬂv
/ (fv Py )BP 52 Gopd’P = <P dp, fv|i I f3 apAde3P>3A2Gaﬁ =0, (B55)
and, for terms 5& 5& 3, 5;4 from (B54), we obtain
(fvPa)dp,0p, 9,0, Gap = (Pudp, p, fv + 8010p fy + Suudp, /)9, Gap,

/ (fvPa)dp,9p, 3,9, Gupd P = (Paa,,# fol, =B / Op, fvd3P> 3,9,Gap = 0. (B56)
R3 R3

The substitution of (B55) and (B56) into the integral (B54) results in zero. A similar result is also valid for higher degrees,

T
(Vp - V,) . Therefore, expression (B53) is true. For the last term from expression (B50), we obtain
«(h) « ()

7 = Wy A
/ foo Aﬁ d3P_ 1/ frdy —L-a®
m Jg3 0Xy

where previous calculations are taken into consideration. Substituting expressions (B51), (B52), and (B57) into the original
integral (B50), we get

P=0, (B57)

A 1 4. 9~ =
AUPY = af (—— - Z]V U) + n—1f1<P> X B, (B58)

with

2 o =(h) R
BfodP = / PRa®P - q / A" fodP = £1(B).
R3 R3 R3

Theorem 7 is proved.

APPENDIX C

Let us find an expression for the Wigner function W (EM):

207 o

E 2 s R
Qrhy’ Qr )P’ WEN = ¢ 27 / e PPy = 8Q2n)Pole R (C1)
R3
Expression (C1) implies the validity of the representation of the Wigner function (2.21).

Let us calculate the value of mean energy ((£)) for functions WEM and f,,. Let us start with function W &™),

1
)Y EM) _ / ezu,d3/ -2 A+ G?lA e ;.Zpd2
(en el (P —2qp - A+ FIA e
Qrn)? B / 2 Aol N\ A (EM) | (EM)
— -—r o d =1 L. C2
* (rh)® 80} 8ma? Jgs " e )¢ Tt 2
Let us find integrals I;EM), IL(,EM) separately. For kinetic integral I;EM), we obtain
3n? R[T do
5 = / . C3
8mo? + 2mo? Jo sinf ©3)

022224-22
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Integral Il(,EM) corresponding to the potential energy has the form

3n? Y S
1 _ l/ ' C4
8ma?  2mo? Jy sind )
Substituting expressions (C3) and (C4) into (C2), we obtain
(EM) LU \WEMG LB, = 35 C5
+ rd’p = 5 (C5)
R3 JR? 4mo;
Let us perform averaging over function f,.
1
<m—/ﬁ/<—nugmfmw——— d3/P7dP+/lM*/fd3 =1 +1. (C6)
R% R’% 2 R% R’% ]R% R%

In order to calculate integral I;f )

distribution W® (1.11). According to Theorem 4, the transition f,, (7, P)

, we use the result of [25] where we found the diagonal elements of the pressure tensor for

= W®(p, z, P) is valid; therefore,

N
| - warnde =6 )
(00) r
From here,
hz
/ P} fud’P = / (P, — (P fud®P + fF(A(P)> = f(F)| — + 4°AL |- (C8)
(00) (00) 407
Taking into account expression (C8), integral I}f ) takes the form
3n? N R [0
1) = /' . 9
8mo? * 2mo? Jy sinf )
Expression for integral I((]f ) coincides completely with I((JEM). Indeed,
i 4o}
f) r 3. _ y(EM)
I = 8mc74 / f@ )( r2sin29>d r=1I;". (C10)
Substituting (C9) and (C10) into expression (C6), we obtain
3n
<fw>_/ / ——|—U fud¥rd’p = > (G
R’} JR? 4mo}?

Expressions (C5) and (C11) prove the validity of (2.34).
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