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The nonlinear partial differential equations describing plane, cylindrical, and spherical explosions in a fully
ionized electron-ion plasma with heat-flux relaxation and thermal relaxation are reduced to ordinary
differential equations by means of novel similarity transformations. The resulting ordinary boundary-value
problem for the plasma explosion, with the strong shock conditions as boundary values at the moving shock
front, is formulated mathematically. The scaling laws for the plasma fields are presented which show how the
plasma properties change with time during the course of the explosion. The importance of electron and ion
heat-flux relaxation, which enhances the concentration of thermal energy behind the shock front, is stressed
for the understanding of the shock-heating mechanism in fast processes. It is concluded that heat-flux
relaxation is an important process for short-time plasma explosions, which determines the discontinuity of the

electron and ion temperature fields at the shock front.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theory of blast waves in gas dynamics has
been treated by means of similarity theory by a
number of investigators.'™* Taylor' initiated the
theoretical research on intense explosions by
solving the problem of a spherical blast wave a-
rising from an intense explosion due to instan-
taneous energy release in air. He showed® that the
theoretical results are in good agreement with the
atomic explosion in New Mexico of 1945. An ex-
tension of this work has been given by Jones® and
Neumann.” Courant and Friedrichs® and Newton®
have studied theoretically spherical blast waves
by a method known as the progressing-wave ap-
proach. Taylor’s' analysis of a strong spherical
explosion has been extended to the plane and cylin-
drical cases by Sakurai,' Lin,'' and Kompaneets.'?
Rogers'® and Grag and Siekmann'! have studied the
similarity flows behind strong shock waves when
the explosion energy is released from finite spher-
ical charges. In these investigations, gas motions
due to the shock-wave phenomenon in strong ex-
plosions are described by one-component gas-
dynamic equations with all dissipative terms being
neglected (including heat conduction).

Korobeinikov'® has discussed the propagation of
a strong spherical blast wave in a heat-conducting
gas with a heat conductivity A « TY%. He shows
that the temperature at the center is finite, in ac-
cordance with energy dissipation due to heat con-
duction. A similar problem was treated by
Neuvazhaev,'® who assumed that the temperature
is continuous at the shock front. Plane, cylindri-
cal, and spherical explosions taking temperature-
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dependent viscosity and heat conductivity into ac-
count were analyzed by Sedov!” for certain temper-
ature dependences of viscosity © and heat conduc-
tivity A (u,xc TY2, T° and TY® for plane, cylin-
drical, and spherical explosions, respectively).
These approaches!®~!" assume a relaxation-free
heat-flux vector q=-A(T)VT, which leads to a
parabolic diffusion equation for the temperature
field.

Extensions of similarity theory to explosions in
magnetohydrodynamics and electrogas-dynamics
have made by Korobeinikov,'® Greenspan,!® Grei-
finger and Cole,?® and Oshima.?! Oshima?! has
treated the propagation of a strong electron blast
wave propagating through an electrically neutral
plasma. As a model, a collisionless partially
ionized plasma composed of electrons, ions, and
neutral particles is considered. He gives partic-
ular attention to charge separation due to the large
mass difference of the electrons and ions. In this
case, self-similar solutions of the electrogas-dy-
namic blast wave no longer exist for constant en-
ergy release.

As noted, the explosion theories of Korobeini-
kov,!® Sedov,'” and Neuvazhaev'® assume a relaxa-
tion-free heat-flux vector §=-AV7, which implies
that a temperature gradient VT produces quasi-
instantaneously a heat flux —-AV7. As has been
shown by the present authors,?? this assumption
leads to physical (false speed of thermal wave
front, wrong shape of thermal wave) and mathe-
matical (divergent energy integral) difficulties. In
order to avoid the unacceptable consequences of
the quasistatic approximation for the heat-flux
vector, the relaxation equations for the heat-flux
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vectors of the electron and ion components of the
plasma are applied here to strong explosions in
two-component plasmas. The heat-flux relaxation
equations, which lead to hyperbolic wave equations
for the temperature fields, are based on the Boltz-
mann equation. The electron and ion temperatures
are discontinuous at the shock front because of the
hyperbolic character of the partial differential
equations describing these fields. In view of the
nonisothermal behavior (T, # T;) of the plasma,
thermal relaxation between the electron and ion
gases through scalar heat flow is considered. A
similarity transformation is presented which re-
duces the nonlinear partial plasma equations to
ordinary nonlinear differential equations. The
similarity transformation shows how the fields of
the electron and ion gases change, at any point in
space, with time during strong explosions in two-
component plasmas.

II. PHYSICAL PRINCIPLES

Consider an experiment in which a large amount
of energy is released in a steady-state fully ionized
plasma along a plane, a line, or at a point. A
plane, cylindrical, or spherical explosion wave
will then be propagated through an infinite region
starting from the plane, line, or point where the
energy is liberated. The energy release under
consideration takes place in a plasma consisting
of electrons and ions.

Experiment shows that an abrupt jump in the
characteristics of the motion takes place on the
boundary of the distrubed region during an explo-
sion, and a shock wave is formed. For strong
shock waves which occur for sufficiently large en-
ergy releases, it is permitted to neglect the initial
gas pressure in comparison with the pressure be-
hind the shock wave.?® The radius of the shock
wave increases from » =0 with increasing time,
and the wave moves away from the center with
time-dependent velocity. The abrupt jump at the
shock front makes it possible to assume that the
motion can be approximated by a mathematical
discontinuity at the wave front. The assumption of
discontinuous solutions is justified mathematically
by the hyperbolic equations describing the plasma
fields.

It is supposed that the plasma behaves as an
ideal gas with a constant specific-heat ratio ¢,/c,
=y =3 (¢, and ¢, are the specific heats at constant
pressure and volume, respectively). The equa-
tions of state are, for the electron and ion gases,

ps=nskTsr sze’il

where pg, n,, and T, are the partial pressure,
particle density, and temperature of electrons and

ions as indicated by the subscripts, and & is the
Boltzmann constant.

Due to the absence of external electric and mag-
netic fields, the plasma remains quasineutral dur-
ing the course of the explosion, so that

n,=Zn;, n;=n,

where Z designates the ionic charge number. Con-
sequently, the electrons and ions move together
(collective motion),

- _ > >
Ve =Vi =V,

where ¥, (s =e, ¢) is the mean mass velocity of the
s component (Debye shielding length is assumed
small compared to the characteristic dimension of
the plasma). Because of the large difference be-
tween electron mass and ion mass (m,/m; << 1),
one has

P=n,m, +n;m;= n;m; =nm;.
The momentum relaxation times 7, for the »-

and s-particle components (v, s =e, i) are, in the
absence of electron-ion drift (V, =V;), given by**

15 = $(2kT,,/1mg) Y 2(mg, /mn,Q - (1)

The thermal relaxation times 77 are related to
the momentum relaxation times 7,, by**

Tor =501, /Mg, ) Tgy. (2)
The reduced mass mg, and temperature T, are de-
fined by

= msm,
Msr mg+m,’

T, T,
Tsr =ms,<;n—$- +;n—> (3)
s r

The transport cross sections @, are for binary
Coulomb interactions in a fully ionized plasma given
by

Q,, =37 (ese,/kTs,)A,, 4)

where e, , are the electric charges of the particles.
A, is the Coulomb logarithm?®®

A, =1n(2kT,,D/|ee,|),

where

n.e? -1/2
D=(4n rr > s 5
( rgi kTr ( )

is the Debye length. The relaxation time 7, of the
heat-flux vector @, is related to the momentum re-
laxation times by?®

=-1_4 =1

T = 3T B Tl = 2T 1+ BV2 Z(A/ALL)], (6)

-1_ 4 -] -1
Ty =T 43T

1/2 v\ 3/2
s g G ae(F) T @
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since the effect of e-i cross collisions on 7; is
negligible for T, > T;.

IIl. BOUNDARY-VALUE PROBLEM

With n; =n,/Z =n and the relaxation times in Egs.
(2), (6), and (7), the coupled nonlinear partial dif-
ferential equations for plane (@ =0), cylindrical
(@ =1), and spherical (o0 =2) explosions produced
by explosive energy release from a plane (¢ =0),
along a line (@ =1), and from a point (¢ =2) in the
plasma are® (6, =kT,, s=e,i):

zn—+vg’i=—n<ﬂ+og>, (8)
at 97

ot 9 97 9
(20, 0) (a_v v
2 <at Var Znbe or “r
32Z ,6,-6 (a ﬁ)
T2 e T \er et )
(10)
3n (86 LX) v v
haddl A S 0%\ _ = Z
2 <at ar) ne‘(ar“’r)
32 .6 -5 <i ﬂ)
“an ey T \er 1ty )
(11)
20, 5 Zn o 96, T (o0 | v\ 84, 94, aw
of 2 m, °or 5 \ar r a7 5 ar
Zng,
= 12)
P

751 = §(2n/m,) Y% (m,/m;)Z % A,,,
ot = (m/m,) 2 e g [1+ BV2 Z(M0i/A,,)),  (14)
Bt = Bm/my) 2z%e

are constants which are related to the relaxation
times ‘reT,, T‘-T;, and 7,, 7;, respectively. The heat-
flux relaxation Egs. (12) and (13) are derived in
the Appendix.

The explosion is initiated by a time-dependent ener-
gy release from quasiplane (@ =0), quasiline (@ =1),
and quasipoint (0 =2) sources, respectively, of the
form (E,, vare constant)

E:Eot" ergem®™%, 0<t<w. (15)

This energy will be, under ideal conditions, con-
served in form of kinetic and thermal energies of
the electrons and ions. Because of the collective mo-
tion (v, =v;) and the large difference of mass of the
electrons and ions (m, << m;), the kinetic energy of
the electrons is negligible compared to the kinetic
energy of the ions. Accordingly, the solutions of
Egs. (8)-(13) are subject to the integral constraint

® 2
E:Eot"=§‘,f‘i ("@iv +3”(293+6‘)>r°dr,
0

2 2
(16)
2, o0=0,
to=42m, o=1,
41, 0 =2,

where R (¢) is the radius of the explosion front at
time ¢ = 0. Since the released energy is concen-
trated behind the front of the explosion wave, the
upper limit of integration in Eq. (16) is given by
R(t).

The plasma fields behind (0) and in front of (1)
the shock front are related at the shock front by
the jump conditions (strong shock assumption,
psl>>ps()’ S =e’i))

nu, =ng,, (17a)

n,(Z6, +8;), +n mu’ =n mul, (17b)

[—é’anmeuf + 31,20, +@.,/u)u, =%nozmeuguo’

(17¢)
[%”1 mul+ 3.0, +@y,/u,)u, =%nomluguo:
(17d)

where ¢,,=0 ahead of the shock front if initially

g, =0 in the unperturbed plasma, since heat propa-
gates with finite speed (hyperbolic theory). The
velocities (ul'o) in the shock system are related to
those (v 1.0) in the laboratory system by

u1=v1—1.2 andu0=—k, (18)

where v,=0, since the medium ahead of the shock
front is at rest and R (=dR/dt) designates the ve-
locity of the shock front. Accordingly, Egs. (17)
can be reduced with the help of Eq. (18) and Eq.
(17a) to

n,(R -v)=n,R,

n,(Z6,, +6;,) +nomié(k -v)) =n0m{l.{2, (19)
%nOZme}'i(I.{ -v)%+ g-nOZG,“I'i —qel=%n02m21.€3,
%nom‘iz(fi -v)%+ ;noe“é —q“=§nom‘1.23.

The scalar heat flows ~ (6, — 6;) between the electron
and ion components do not contribute to the energy-
shock conditions in Egqs. (17) and (19) in the limit
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of vanishing shock thickness, A - 0. In addition to
the jump conditions, the plasma fields satisfy for
symmetry reasons the boundary conditions

v(r=0,t)=0, q,r=0,¢)=0,

(20)
m(r,t) -0 80, (r, t) -0
a7 =0 ’ or r=0 '

The temperature fields 6, and 6; are necessarily
discontinuous at R(#) as a result of the hyperbolic
nature of the equations describing 6,. In the static
or parabolic approximation, however, 6, and 6;
may be continuous across the shock front.!®»22
Since the partial two-component equations (8)—(13)
have similarity solutions with a single shock ra-
dius, R,(¢) =R;(t) =R (t), separate shock fronts do
not exist for the electron and ion gases as long as
D <R(t). Equations (12) and (13) do not lead to
shock conditions in the limit A— 0, since these
partial differential equations determine only the
temporarily and spatially “delayed” heat fluxes d;
produced by the temperature gradients V8. Sim-
ilarly, in the static approximation, the corres-
ponding relaxation-free heat-flux equations, §,
=-2,V8,/k, do not yield additional shock condi-
tions.

IV. SIMILARITY TRANSFORMATIONS

A. Reduction to ordinary differential equations

The plasma explosion problem formulated in
Egs. (8)—(13) can be reduced to a boundary-value
problem for nonlinear ordinary differential equa-
tions by means of a similarity transformation. In
this approach, a similarity variable is introduced
by

where A and o are constants which are determined
below. The dimensions of the physical variables
are

[n]=L"3, [v]=LT"", [6]=ML?*T"?, [¢q,]=MT"3.

Introducing six nondimensional functions N(¢), ...,
Q. (&) of the similarity variable £, a self-similar
solution of Egs. (8)—(13) is sought, for dimensional
reasons, in the form (B and w are constant)

nr,t)=(B/RIN(E), vl t)=RV(Z),

0, (r, 1) =mR*0,(E), 6,(r,1)= m;R*0,(t),
q,0r, ) =mB(R*/R“)Q, (£),

q;(r,t) =m;BR*/R)Q; (%)

The similarity transformation in Egs. (8)—(13)
exists if the variables ¢ and ¢ in Egs. (8)-(13) can
be separated. This can be shown to be the case if

(22)

3 1= w . 2
I'%IE =const, Rl'i4 =const, R= ‘;tlj (23)
Hence
R(t) =AtY@*d (24)

Recalling R () =At%, one finds that the similarity
exponent o takes the value

a=4/(w+3). (25)
Equation (23) is therefore reduced to
RE _1-u

_ Rl—w_ (w+3)4
R’ 4 ° R 2564973

(26)

Elimination of RZ/R? and R**“/R* in accordance
with Eq. (26) reduces the partial differential equa-
tions (8)—(13) to the nonlinear ordinary coupled

£=r/R({), R(t)=At*, [A]=LT"%, (21) differential equations:

(v - zg)%éX —wN= —N<Z—Z +0 g) (27
N(l—;‘t’ VH(V - g)—%’% -(©; +zee);‘;y—lgv—hr‘%(ei +20,), (28)
(1w, V- 92) =—N6i(‘;—§+og>— S By - (& o), (30)
ST gy B B e yo 00 T (AV V), &R, R AV NG, 61

where

o= Zwt3)t B
17 2567,my° AT’
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_ Z(w+3)* B 33
K2 256, my AU 33
(w+3)* B

K3= 256“‘m§72 ADTS

are nondimensional constant coefficients which are
related to the known constants 7,, K., and y; and
the parameters A, B, and w.

B. Determination of the parameters A, B, and w

Consideration of the dimensions of the funda-
mental constantsm;, E, and 7, of the system {[,]

=[TO] in Eq' (14)}y

[Eol =MLT™*?, [1,] =M~/*L7°T",

[A] =LT—4/(w+ 3)’ [B] :Lw-a,
permits formation of two quantities which may
serve as the characteristic length and time scale,
i.e.,

BY®@-9  with dimension L,

-3v) . 2/(2~ -4/ W=3)@3v-2)
Eg/(z 3”7(2)/( 3v) g3(o=4) / (w=3) (V-2 ,

with dimension T.

Furthermore, these two scales make it possible to
construct the parameter A, by the method of com-
bination of characteristic scales, which does not
contain the unit of mass,"’

_12/(3v- -
A —E}, /(3v=2) W +3) Tg/(w 2)(w +3)
xB[(w+3)(3v-2)+ 12(4=0)]/W?2-9) (3v-2) . (34)

Hence Eq. (34) gives for the radius of the shock
front R(¢) in Eq. (24)

R (t) =Eéz/(3u-2) (w+3) Tg/(sv-z) (w+3)
x g [@+3)(3w-2) + 12(4-0) 1/(w?-9)(3v-2) (/@3 (35)

In order to determine the parameters B and w,
it is necessary to use the equation of energy con-
servation: Substitution of Eq. (22) into Eq. (16)
gives

E ' =¢ ;mBR2R°™“*1y, (36)
where
1 2
sz <NV , 3N(ze, +e‘)\g°dg 37
b\ 2 2 )

is a nondimensional numerical constant. Substitu-
tion for R(¢) in accordance with Eq. (24) gives for
Eq. (36)

E t' =g oJ[4/ (w +3)]°m; BACTV*3 fA20=30%9) [(@9)
(38)

This equation can be satisfied for all times 0<¢
<eo only if

v=2(20 - 3w +3)/(w +3), (39)
or
w=(40 -3v+6)/(v +6). (40)

Equations (34) and (38) represent, under considera-
tion of Eq. (39), two independent relations for the
constants A and B from which one obtains by elim-
ination

g +6 5/(0+6) 1 >5/2(<:v+6)<£Q 1/(0+6) a1
A_<V+6> <§um{J 10> , (41)

B ={§ o [(V + 6)/(0 + 6)]2m, J}(au—z)/z(u +6)
XE 3/(u+ 6) Tgn 2) /v +6), (42)

Consequently, the radius of the shock front in Eq.
(35) becomes, by consideration of Eq. (42),

R =(Z20)" () (Ea) O e,
v+6 Lomyd To

(43)

Thus all parameters which appear in the system of
differential equations have been obtained by di-
mensional considerations and from the energy con-
straint (16).

The power w in the similarity statement of Eq.
(22) is restricted by the shock conditions in Eq.
(19). Accordingly, w takes the value zero when
energy is liberated in a homogeneous plasma with
constant initial ion density n,, while w is arbitrary
for energy release arising in an inhomogeneous
plasma with an initial ion density proportional to
rv.

For explosions in a plasma model with homoge-
neous initial ion density n,, one has by Eq. (39)

w=0, v=%(2¢ +3). (44)

In this case, the parameters A and B can be de-
termined in a simpler way. The parameter B has
the dimension of L~3, so that the initial ion density
n, can take the place of B for dimensional reasons.
Thus the parameter B in Eq. (22) is replaced by
n,, and the dimension of A is

[A]=LT™*3, for w=0.

This parameter A, for w=0, is determined by
Eq. (38),

Eot" =§0J(§-)2m, noAa+3tz(zo+3)/3_
Hence
A=(HE o/t gdmyn)) /", (45)

by Eq. (44), where J is given in Eq. (37), i.e., J
changes numerically with A and B [Egs. (27)-(33)].
Thus the radius of the shock front becomes

R(t)=(& EJCodmyng) /It /3 (46)
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which implies that the radius is proportional to ¢ 3

for plane, cylindrical, and spherical explosions.
Thus all parameters have been defined for the
particular case w=0.

Equation (39) (v#0) implies that for the special
case of constant energy release in strong plasma
explosions, taking heat conduction into account,
the self-similar solutions no longer exist in an
initially homogeneous plasma. The existence for
self-similar solutions for constant energy release
(v=0) is, in accordance with Eq. (40), possible
only for w=%(20 +3), i.e., for explosions arising
in originally inhomogeneous plasmas with varying
initial ion density nyoc ¥ ~(o+9/3,

V. APPLICATION TO HOMOGENEOUS PLASMAS (w=0)

For w=0, the boundary conditions in Eqs. (19)
and (20) are readily reduced with the help of the
self-similar transformation in Eq. (22) to nondi-
mensional form:

N,(1- Vl) =n0/B,
1-v) +(B/nO)N1(Zeu+9“) =1,

(47)
_é'meZ(l_V1)2+‘§'mizeel_mi(B/no)Qel:%Zmey
:(1-V)*+36;, - (B/n)Q;, =3, at=1,
and

Ve=0=0, [Qs]§=0:0’
(48)

[, (@],

For the case w=0, in whichn, is used as a
characteristic parameter, B in Eq. (33) is re-
placed by n, and A is defined by Eq. (45), and n,/
B=1in Eq. (47). In accordance with Eqs. (45) and
(46), the self-similar solution in Eq. (22) is writ-
ten in the form

n(r,t) =n,N(£),
v, 1) = H(EE /E o Imyng) /Iy (g),
0., 1) = Bmy(RE /C g Imy ng) D 1720, (k),

(49)
0;r, 1) = Bmy(FEo/todmyn)? @It (¢),
4,0, t) = emyny(%E /€ o Imn )/ D1 Q,(£),
q,r,8) = Gmyny(XE /¢ g dmyng)/C*tQ (£),
where
E=(FE /L odmyny) O3 yy=i/3 (50)

for the plane (o0 =0), cylindrical (¢ =1), and spheri-
cal (o =2) explosions.

In order to find the plasma fields at points 0 <7
<R(t) behind the shock front, the distributions
N(&), V(£), 6.(£), ©6;(8), Q.(£), and Q;(£) have to

be determined for 0 < £ <1. This requires numeri-

cal integration of Eqs. (27)—(32) with the boundary
conditions at £=1 given by the shock conditions in
Eq. (47) and at £ =0 by the symmetry conditions in
Eq. (48).

As an illustration, an electron-deuteron plasma
(Z =1) is considered with the average Coulomb
logarithms: A;, =A,; =A,, =A,;; =12.12429 for T
=10° °K, 7; =10'° em™. The constants related to
the thermal (7,) and heat-flux (u,, K;) relaxation
times are given in Table I.

In accordance with Eq. (46), the radius of the
shock front R(#) at time ¢ is proportional to

R(t) < (E o/ myny)/©+9 /3, (51)

This means that the radius of the shock front in-
creases with time more rapidly than in ordinary
gas dynamics, in which! R(¢)« #*/® for spherical
explosions. Figure 1 shows the time dependence
of the radius of the shock front. Furthermore, the
propagation velocity of the shock wave increases
slowly with time, i.e.,

R()c (E o/ m; ng) VO /3, (52)

This is in contrast to the velocity of the shock
front in an ordinary blast wave, where R(f) « £33
for spherical geometry.! This is due to Egs. (15)
and (44), i.e., the total energy increase with time.
In accordance with Egs. (51) and (52),

dR <Eo >3/4(0+ I)Rl/‘!' (53)

R _—c—i—t—oct . nom;

It is seen that the velocity of the shock wave in-
creases slowly as the shock wave propagates.

The similarity transformations show how the
fields of the electrons and ions change with time.
Since the motion is self-similar, the shapes of
the distributions N(E), V(ﬁ), ee(&): ei(g)y Qe(g)y
and @, () do not change with time. Accordingly,
the density, velocity, electron temperature, ion
temperature, electron heat flux, and ion heat flux
at the shock front, for plane, cylindrical, and
spherical explosions, depend on time ¢ as

no noto, v (Eo/mi no) 1/(o+3) tl/a,

2/(0+3) 2/(0+3)
8, ( Eq ) t?, g (—O—E > £, (54)
m; no m;ng
E. \%¥/(0+3) E 3/(c+3)
q.ocmy; no<—m—i9’~z—n> t, gy my nu<mi‘;'lo > ¢

TABLE I. Constants related to thermal and heat-flux
relaxation times.

7o (erg™3/2cm™3 sec) 2.561x10%
ke (erg=3/2cm™3 sec) 7.480 x10%
p; (erg3/2cm™3 sec) 1.495x10%
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FIG. 1. Shock-wave radius for plane (¢=0), cylindrical

(©=1), and spherical (0=2) explosions for E;=10% erg
gsec=X20+3)/3

4 6
t(sec)

It is seen, e.g., that the ion density at the shock
front (¢ =1) does not change with time and has the
value 4#,, while the velocity, temperatures, and
heat fluxes at the shock front increase with £, as
shown in Fig. 2. The physical meaning of the time
dependence of the electron and ion temperature
fields in Eq. (54) is readily understood. At a time
t the shock wave reaches a radius R(#), and en-
compasses a volume 37 R® for spherical explo-
sions. The thermal energy density is proportional
to the average energy per unit volume, i.e.,

(PcT), ;< E/R*<cE"R™ o t¥/370c 23, 5 =2,

i.e., T, ;= t** where v= 4 for spherical explo-
sions. Analogous consideration holds for plane and
cylindrical explosions.
Equations (54) give
ne toocRo, v tl/soch/q, (55)

2] .ia: tZISO:Rl/Z, qe.‘cc tCXIRS/4.

e

The heat-flux field of the electron and ion com-
ponents increases more rapidly than the velocity

Ioe_ 1 T T 1 |O
I
- n 4
IO7_ N (&) JO'G
L . .
J'’s 15
6 4
10 Ve 410

F
.

40 -1a,
|l Eo=10 erg sec” '3 ]

10° b Ji0*
= r 1 &
= i Tx ho
- o
> <
10* ~i0®
k ]
I ]
103k H10*
o ]
L
L
2 J s J¥s "
10° —q, ,—q .
°F %% g 7°
L ]
T 1 1 1 1 T
0 2 a 6 8 10
t (sec) (x lo—lo)

FIG. 2. Fields of the electron and ion components in a
strong spherical explosion (0 =2, deuterium plasma) in
dependence of time.

or temperature fields as the shock wave propa-
gates. Furthermore, the velocity, temperatures,
and heat fluxes would go to infinity as R — .
Since the total explosion energy is limited, E (f)
<o, one has R(f) <~ and t <.

In Eq. (46), the radius of the shock front R can
be considered as a characteristic distance of the
plasma. Then, for this self-similar solution, the
Debye shielding distance D in Eq. (5) is propor-
tional to TY? and by Eq. (54)

Do TH?ec 912 /3, (56)

whereas the characteristic distance R is, by Eq.
(51), Roc t¥/3. This implies that R > D as {—~o.
Therefore the assumed quasineutrality of the
plasma in the absence of external magnetic and
electric fields is justified for ¢>0, if the plasma
was quasineutral at £=0.

The effect of heat-flux relaxation is qualitatively
important at all times of the explosion, since it
affects considerably the electron and ion tempera-
ture distributions; in particular, it determines
their discontinuous behavior at the shock front.
According to Eq. (12), heat-flux relaxation is
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negligible only for extremely large times

1>>7,, T,= W, (RT,)¥?/Zn. (57)

VI. CONCLUSION

New similarity transformations for the two-com-
ponent plasma-fluid equations with thermal and
heat-flux relaxations governing strong plasma ex-
plosions have been derived. This explosion theory
is important for the understanding of the dynamics
of plasma heating by strong blast waves generated
in plasmas by means of laser beams?®'?° and elec-
tron®+3! and ion®**! beams for the purpose of pro-
ducing thermonuclear fusion.?® Plasma heating by
means of these mechanisms requires consideration
of the energy exchange between the electron and
ion components and heat conduction in the plasma
components with heat-flux relaxation. When or-
dinary hydrodynamical effects are dominant, the
well-known self-similar solution''"+3373% for a
strong explosion in one-component gases can be
used for the explanation of plasma heating.

The replacement of the static approximation, @
=—-\VT,, by the heat-flux relaxation equations
(12) and (13) avoids the difficulties of the phenom-
enological parabolic heat-conduction theory® and
permits introduction of unified shock conditions for
all plasma fields, i.e., including the electron and
ion temperatures. The usual assumption of a con-
tinuous temperature distribution’® at the shock
front is due to the (inconsistent) static heat-flux
equation.

As a result of heat-flux relaxation, the thermal
energy in the explosion remains concentrated be-
hind the shock front, i.e., it is not dissipated
partly ahead of the shock front, as follows from
the parabolic heat-conduction equation.'® An il-
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lustration of the effect of heat-flux relaxation on
the transient energy distributions due to an instan-
taneous energy release has been given elsewhere.??

In the present plasma explosion theory, signifi-
cant approximations made in the previous ap-
proaches to the problem have been removed. The
transport coefficients are based on the Boltzmann
equation for binary Coulomb interactions.?*~%" The
Lenard-Balescu equation, which considers also
particle-wave interactions, gives essentially the
same transport coefficients for momentum?® and
energy®” exchange as the Boltzmann equation for
fast processes, which are still slow compared to
high-frequency wave phenomena. In this connec-
tion, it is assumed that the plasma explosion is
laminar, since for turbulent plasma motions par-
ticle-wave interactions at distances larger than
the Debye radius become important.®® It should be
noted, however, that energy transport by (non-
equilibrium) radiation has been disregarded for
mathematical reasons to make a similarity solu-
tion feasible.

APPENDIX

The basic equations (8)-(11) are the (one-dimen-
sional) conservation equations for mass, momen-
tum, and energy which are derived as moments of
the Boltzmann equation.?” Since the heat flux §, is
defined as the moment,

W [ [,

the conservation equation for the heat flux ¢, is
obtained as the corresponding moment of the
Boltzmann equation (E, H is the electromagnetic
field):

SIS a7 e f [ [ (b g e
s 'S
S S B e an @
where
[%f[i]rzf.”f[fr* s*’frfs“-‘.’r —Vslﬂrs("’,—\‘/,,e)dﬂdv, (A3)

is the collision integral for binary (» -s) Coulomb interactions®* and

-

¢, =V, —(V,)

(A4)

is the thermal velocity (V, is the actual velocity and (V,) the mean mass velocity) of the s particles. Since
T, V,, and ¢ are independent variables and T, =&, (T, ) [ since (V) =(¥,(T, #))], (A2) yields (8 is the unit

tensor: &;;=1, 6;.;=0)
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00, e, = -
29, % qus+
at  mgc

]

+(Ve) VT +T, » V(T,) +5(Ts+ VT, +9(F,) - G +G,V - (F)) +

kT -
+V Inng +

where

e S s o
oS [ B,
oS S b

are the density, mean mass velocity, static pres-
sure, and viscous stress tensor (ps‘,,- =0) of the s
particles. The third term in (A5) is derived by
means of the moment equation for the variable
myV, (heat flux due to barodiffusion). The third-
and fourth-order moments in (A2) have been eval-
uated in accordance with the 13-moment approxi-
mation,3®

+ 00
ff [ mscs,i cs,j cs,kfsdvs
o

=5Ws,i05% +4s,;

c2% -
3 )fsd"“

Opi +d5,00:5), (AS)

ST

s sl su s..lcs.fdv

= (kTs /ms)(7ps,jk + 5p36jk)- (A7)

For the explosion in the nonviscous electron 1on
plasma under consideration one has p, ; —0 E= 0

-

mV d Vg +4,V (V)

bsd =D,
nsm

.Vops

S

pB+Dy) VT, fo

gl 27
F_f_sJ ms__-?._&_ d-‘.]s' (A5)

"’a;}s FEV - () +(F,) -V, +8, - V(T

+ 3G, - VT, +V(F,) + Q, +G, V - (V)

+Gk/mp VTy= -G, /15. (A8)

In the 13-moment approximation,* the collision
integrals give —q,/7, if terms of order m,/m; are
disregarded. The cross-collision integrals (rs
=ei, ie) contribute to the relaxation times 7, for
the heat fluxes g, as indicated in Egs. (6) and (7).
From (A8) follow the heat-flux relaxation equations
(12) and (13) for radial flow of heat. The last two
terms in (A8) together form the static heat-flux—
force relation g, = -A,VT,, since the heat conduc-
tivity is given by A, = (3k/mg )p,T,

Equation (A8) indicates that the phenomenological
heat-flux relation §; = -A,V T is to be replaced by
a nonlinear partial differential equation for the
heat-flux field g (¥, ¢). On principle, §,(¥,?) can be
eliminated from Eq. (A8) as an integral functional
of the driving forces producing the heat flow. If a
similarity transformation exists, the problem re-
duces to eliminating @,(£) from the corresponding
ordinary nonlinear differential equation [Egs. (31)
and (32)] as an integral functional. Let this be
demonstrated as follows:

(i) In the lowest approximation, it is sufficient
to consider only temporal relaxation. Equation
(A8) then reduces to

H=0, and (¥,) =(¥;). For this case, (A5) reduces, 29, , %L% s VT, . (A9)
if terms of third order in the inhomogeneities are o ‘s Ts
neglected, to Accordingly,
J
t t ] t \\
4 (T, 8) = [ﬁs(x",t=0) —f A To VT exp (\+f Ts"dt)dtJ exp (— f T;"dt/, (A10)
o 0 0 /

where A and 7, are functions of ¢ through their dependence on n; and T.
(ii) In general, the velocity divergence terms in Egs. (31) and (32) are quantitatively of subordinate im-
portance. Hence an approximate form of Egs. (31) and (32) is

fout.

3 -Tw 5Z, m
+< +K N6'3/2>Q > s i
g THNOST)Re= -

v-gpo

Accordingly,

Ne,

a9, (A11)
dg
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m NO, d

Q.(0)= [@,(-0) - % 2 [* NO: Lo oupf, [, (5) atae] ex (- [ w,(6)ds)

w,(£)=[2(3 - Tw) +k, NOTY2]/(V - &),

(A12)

where 0<£ <1 and £=1 at the shock front, and k, =k, and k; =k, [Eq. (33)].

Equations (A10) and (A12) show that the solutions for §,(T, ¢) and @,(£) are complicated integral functionals
of the driving forces ~VT, and ~dO,/dt, respectively. The simple proportionality between flux and driving
force exists only in the phenomenological theory as a rough approximation for slow processes.
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