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The plasma physics of heavy-ion stopping in fully ionized matter is developed on the basis of the
Vlasov-Poisson equations with particular emphasis on small ion velocities v,, below the electron
thermal velocity vy, and on solutions nonlinear in the coupling parameter Z = Z.;/(n,\},) between
the heavy-ion projectile with effective charge Z .+ and the plasma with electron density n, and De-
bye length A,. Concerning the stopping power in the low-velocity regime relevant for the Bragg
peak at the end of the ion range, results on the friction term dE /dx < v, are presented, and an im-
proved dE /dx formula for plasma is derived in closed form and readily applicable for stopping-
power calculations; it is identical to the standard result for v, >wvy,, but also describes the limit
v, —0 correctly. For v, <v,, nonlinear results are found to contribute to the stopping power with
terms o« Z°/2 for positive ions and terms « Z3 for negative ions in addition to the basic Z? term;
they are derived from a low-velocity expansion of a form-factor representation of dE /dx. Concern-
ing high velocities v, > v, the relevant coupling parameter is Z (v, /v,)*, and nonlinear corrections
to the stopping power < Z°/v, are obtained by extending the work of Ashley, Ritchie, and Brandt
[Phys. Rev. B 5, 2393 (1972)] to the plasma case. An interpolation between the low- and the high-
velocity results is given; taking, e.g., parameters characteristic for heavy-ion beam inertial fusion the
nonlinear corrections further enhance dE /dx up to 10% in the Bragg peak region. An application
of the present results to heavy-ion energy loss in an electron-cooling line is also discussed. In the
present paper, Z. is assumed to be constant; the physics determining Z . is treated in a subsequent
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article [Peter and Meyer-ter-Vehn, following paper, Phys. Rev. A 43, 2015 (1991)].

I. INTRODUCTION

This work is motivated by the possibilities of generat-
ing dense, hot matter using intense heavy-ion beams and
by future applications of this new branch of heavy-ion
physics in the fields of inertial confinement fusion (ICF)
and heavy-ion-pumped x-ray lasers. Only recently have
heavy-ion beams been considered as drivers for ICF (e.g.,
Refs. 1-4); the most promising features are the high
efficiency and high repetition rate of heavy-ion accelera-
tors. The first experimental studies will become possible
in the near future. The interaction of the ion beam with a
hot dense target plasma is of central importance. The sit-
uation may be compared with that of high-power lasers
20 years ago when laser-plasma interaction studies start-
ed and opened a new field of plasma physics. Up to now
the intensities of heavy-ion beam accelerators have been
too small for heating matter to high temperatures.
Concerning target heating the accelerator facil-
ity  Schwerionen-Synchrotron/Elektronen-Speicherring
(SIS/ESR) under construction at Gesellschaft fir
Schwerionenforschung (GSI), Darmstadt will offer
several possibilities: one expects that the SIS/ESR beam
can heat massive gold targets up to temperatures of
10-30 eV. The present theoretical work is related to fu-
ture experiments at GSI.’

A number of theoretical studies on the ion-beam in-
teraction with plasma are found in the literature.® 12
Two major results were the increase of ion energy loss in
ionized target material, which was also proved experi-
mentally'® and, secondly, the increase of the effective
charge Z ; in the case of heavy ions theoretically, pre-

43

dicted by Nardi and Zinamon,’ which also increases the
stopping power (dE /dx « Z2).

A self-contained representation of the theory of energy
loss of ions penetrating classical dense plasmas may be
given by means of the Vlasov-Poisson equations. Based
on the linearized form of these equations (so called
“dielectric approximation;” e.g., Ref. 14) the stopping
power dE /dx is easily derived (Sec. II). For high projec-
tile velocities (vy, <<v, S2Z gac) the plasma stopping
power reduces to the well-known Bohr result!®
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where w§=47rn0e2/m is the square of the plasma fre-
quency, and n, denotes the (unperturbed) free-electron
density in the plasma. This should be compared with the
Bethe stopping power in cold gas'®

Z. e 2mv?
_ |4E = | =P _P (2)
dx gas v,
Here, w, is defined as above except that the density of

bound electrons is substituted for n,, and T is the average
ionization potential of the target atoms. The stopping
powers given by Eqs. (1) and (2) are illustrated in Fig. 1
assuming the same fixed effective charge Z. in both
cases. In a fully ionized plasma dE /dx is higher than in
cold gas because of the difference in the Coulomb loga-
rithms. The physical reason is that free electrons are
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FIG. 1. Schematic drawing of the stopping power dE /dx as
a function of projectile velocity for cold gaseous targets and
plasma targets. The same constant Z. is assumed in both
cases.

more easily excited by the beam ions (plasma waves) than
bound electrons (bound-bound excitations and bound-free
ionizations).

The linearization of the Vlasov-Poisson equations is
permissible only if the effective charge Z. is not too
large or if the ion is moving very fast. In fact, very high
charge states are characteristic for heavy ions stopping in
plasma. This will be shown in a subsequent paper by the
authors!” (hereafter referred to as paper II) treating in de-
tail the atomic physics of ionization and recombination
processes to determine the projectile charge Z.;. As it
turns out, the parameter describing the coupling of pro-
jectile and plasma Z=2Z/(n,A},) may exceed unity in
the dense plasma considered here, indicating that non-
linear terms in dE /dx going beyond the Z%; dependence
become important, in particular at the end of the ion
range. Therefore, in Sec. III a nonlinear description of
the stopping power is developed, showing that the Bragg
peak in dE /dx of heavy ions will further increase due to
nonlinear effects.

It should be noted that the present work investigates
the stopping of individual projectile ions. Possible “col-
lective” interaction between beam ions which may take
place for very intense ion beams (e.g., beam-plasma insta-
bilities) are not considered. Estimates!® indicate that
even driver beams with intensities 100 TW/cm? and more
for an ICF reactor (see e.g, HIBALL reactor study, Ref.
19) have beam densities of about 10'* cm ™3, many orders
of magnitude smaller than the target densities of 10?3
cm ’. We assume therefore that the individual projectile
approximation is valid.

II. PLASMA STOPPING POWER
IN THE LINEARIZED VLASOV THEORY

Starting from a classical collisionless plasma described
by the Vlasov equation we first discuss the linear theory
of the plasma stopping power. Parts of this theory go
back to the work of Chandrasekhar in the 1940s.

The derivation is based on the solution of the linear-
ized form of the Vlasov-Poisson equations. The lineariza-

tion of these equations assumes the disturbance of the
plasma by the fast ion to be so small that the induced
electric field E; 4 is linearly proportional to the outer per-
turbation E_,, and, hence, proportional to the ion charge
Z . This theory is also called dielectric theory because
the factor of proportionality between E,, and E,, is
the dielectric tensor of the medium. Since
dE /dx « Z ze|E, 4|, the stopping power is proportional
to the square of the effective charge Z%;.

In the following first the conditions are stated under
which the Vlasov-Poisson equations apply and may be
linearized. The limiting forms for small and high veloci-
ties are discussed analytically, and a useful analytic ap-
proximation is given for arbitrary velocity provided the
plasma density is not too high. It is shown that in the
special case of highly charged ions at low velocities the
conditions for linearization may be violated.

A. Solution of the linearized form
of the Vlasov-Poisson equations

The Fermi-Dirac statistics, describing electrons and al-
lowing at most two electrons in the plasma volume
h3, reduces to Maxwell-Boltzmann statistics if
h3<2(Ap)}/ny=2(mv )} /ng, or

kpT > (4mnyad)?? Ry=

2/3
) R
5.42X10% cm 3 l v

(3)

Here, T and n, denote temperature and (unperturbed)
density of plasma electrons, respectively, kz is
Boltzmann’s constant, @, the Bohr radius, and 1
Ry=13.6 eV. Under this condition the plasma can be de-
scribed by the classical Boltzmann equation
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where f (r,v,t) is the single-particle distribution function,
f(r,v,t)d%r d%v specifies the probability of finding an
electron (mass m, charge —e) at position r with velocity
v at time ¢; F(r,v,?) is the force acting upon the electron
and includes internal forces induced by the plasma parti-
cles themselves and the external electric and magnetic
fields E and B. The induced fields E, 4 and B, 4 do not
contain individual close collisions carried out by the par-
ticles. Close collisions are taken into account by the col-
lision term (3f /3t) ;-

The collision term (3f/dt),,; is negligible and the
Boltzmann equation reduces to the Vlasov equation if the
frequency of collisions with large scattering angle be-
tween the electrons is small compared with the plasma
frequency w,. The cross section for collisions with
scattering angles of 90° or more is Oy
=mbdy=m(e?/mv})* and the frequency of such col-
lisions v=nyogyvy,. Thus

v 1 1

—=— =—— . 5
w, 32V2mngd}  24V2N, )
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Here N, =(4m/3)nyA}, is the number of electrons in the
Debye sphere, 1/AN, the plasma parameter, and
Ap=kpT /4me’ny. If Np>1, then v<<w, and the col-
lision term (9 f /9d¢).,; may be omitted (“collisionless plas-
ma’), i.e.,
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n
- Ry .

7.42X10* cm ™3

kpT > (2887nq,al)!® Ry=

(6)

The conditions Egs. (3) and (6) are shown in the
{kgT,ny,} phase-space diagram in Fig. 2 as thick solid
lines and specify the regime of validity of the Vlasov
equation.

The Vlasov-Poisson equations without external fields
read

of ,,.0f e 3P df _

" Var m or av ’

(7
V2D =—47Z ed(r—v,1)
+41e fd3v f(r,v,t)—4mngye ,
where E= —V® (B=0 assuming nonrelativistic motion).

The 8 function stands for the projectile ion moving with
velocity v,. The last term in the Poisson equation
represents the static plasma ion background.

Introducing dimensionless quantities

r=kpr, v=>v/\/kBT/m, t=wopt ,

VkyT/m? e
B ——f’ b= b s
Ry kBT
Egs. (7) read
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FIG. 2. Phase-space diagram showing the regions of classical
collision-free and collision-dominated plasma as well as degen-
erate plasma. Thin lines correspond to Z=1 for effective
charge states Z.;=10,40,80. Below these lines for a given pro-
jectile charge Z . nonlinear effects in dE /dx should be taken
into consideration. The dashed line corresponds to 99% Saha
ionization of a hydrogen plasma. The shaded areas refer to
three examples of topical interest discussed in the text where
nonlinear interaction of beam ions with plasma becomes impor-
tant.
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All equations written in the dimensionless quantities of
Eq. (8) will be marked with a prime ('), those in physical

quantities are given without a prime. It is evident that
the parameter

Zeff Zeﬂ' — 47 Zeﬂ'

Z: = —_
nOA':l;) ND 3 ./v

9)

measures the strength of the perturbation by the beam
ion. Z is a combination of the ion’s effective charge Z 4
and the Debye number N, of the plasma. Besides the
plasma parameter 1/N,, which measures the ratio be-
tween average potential and kinetic energies for a plasma
in thermal equilibrium, Z is a second coupling parameter
of the problem. Only if Z <1 the perturbation due to the
ion is small, and an expansion of f and ® in growing or-
ders of Z becomes meaningful.

For large projectile velocities (v, >>vy;,) this condition
relaxes because only those few electrons moving with the
same speed into the same direction (resonant particles)
will interact strongly with the projectile. Ashley, Ritchie,
and Brandt?®® showed in their nonlinear theory on the
stopping power in cold solids for large v, that the non-
linear term in lowest order is proportional to
Z/(, /vy

The solution for the electrostatic potential in first order
(e.g., Refs. 21 and 22) is given by

ik(r—v_ 1)
e p

2e(k,k-v,)

ik‘(r~vpt)

kv, ]

Z ze
d,(r,1)= d3k
! 27 f k

Z e
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i K2 KR W | — P
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with the dielectric response function of the field-free plas-
ma

- 1 (<) '
e(k,a))—l-{—?W I (11
The dispersion function W(Im¢& = 0)
2
1 . ® xe */?
wie) Vo VEX& f—wdxx —&—iv (12)
has the representation (Fried and Conte?})
172
W(g)=i > ge*€2/2+1—§2
Q (_1)n+1§2n+2
_— e e . + + P 13
+ 3 (2n + 1)1 (13)

and the asymptotic expansion for (with

Im& /Rel| << 1)

large &
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In passing we note the importance of the zeros of the
dielectric function e(k, ) given by the dispersion relation
W(w/k)=—k?* with o=k-v,. For |w/k|>>1 Eq. (14)
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provided |k| <<1. This defines plasma waves; the imagi-
nary part Imo is the Landau damping.>* The beam ion
couples to these waves and loses part of its energy to the
excitation of the waves.

B. Dielectric theory of the stopping power

The stopping power of an ion is the force F that the

yields ion experiences from its own induced field:
172
24 3K R B :
1+—+ i 5 k3e . (15 JE | B 3D,
—— |=—F-e, =Z . ge—— 17
dx r:vpt ax l':vpt
which can be solved by iteration
. 281/2 T 12 143k3 Taking advantage of the symmetry relation
O=RAAIKNTE= g PSP T k2 |0 W(=H=W*({)  and  defining X (§)=ReW(£),
Y(§)=ImW (), the substitution of Eq. (10) in Eq. (17)
(16")  yields
J
Z°N K max Y (uv,)
S e e T et mard (18)
dx (27) [k +X (uv,) ]+ Y (uv,)

In Eq. (18) we introduced a cut-off parameter k,, in order to avoid the logarithmic divergence at large k. This diver-
gence corresponds to the incapability of the linearized Vlasov theory to treat close encounters between the projectile
and the plasma electrons properly. The full nonlinear Vlasov equation accurately describes the scattering of individual
electrons with the projectile ion in accordance with the Rutherford scattering theory. The exact expression for the en-
ergy transfer in a Rutherford two-body collision is

(Ap) _ 2Ze’ 1

AE(b)=-00==——%

(19)
22 >
Zer® |4 e

2
r

mv

where v, ~(v?+v§,)!/? is the mean relative velocity between projectile and electron. From the denominator in Eq. (19)
it follows that the effective minimum impact parameter is b, =Z.qe>/mv?, often called the “distance of closest ap-

proach.” Thus,

m(v2+v?)
bmin ‘Zeffle

ensures agreement of Eq. (18') with the Rutherford theory for small impact parameters. When v, > 2|72 eff|ozc, then the
de Broglie wavelength begins to exceed the classical distance of closest approach. Under these circumstances we choose
K max =2muv), /.

The k integration in Eq. (18) can be evaluated without further approximation (cf. Sec. 10.3 in Ref. 14):

2

1+ X + Y:
2 4 2
dE Z ND 1 1 kmax kmd" kmax X ,
i e 2 f d&EY (Ink,, +In Xty 2Y arctan arctan Y , (21')

where {=pv,. In Secs. II C and II D this expression is evaluated for large and small projectile velocities.

C. Stopping power for very large projectile velocities

For large v, the path of integration along the real u axis in Eq. (18’) comes very close to the pole given by the disper-
sion relation e=0, which is responsible for the collective oscillations in the plasma. We evaluate this collective contri-
bution to Eq. (18’) exploiting the properties of the § function

Yg (1) 8 (po) (22)
P Py TOH TR T
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k24X (uv,) =~
il/kv

where p, is a zero of f, and f(u)=
say for k <1. The zero is given by u,=
the zero only if k > 1/v,.
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kz—l/,uzv2 The zero X = —k? exists only for sufficiently small k,
because of the limitation |u| <1 the path of integration comes close to
The collective contrlbutlon to the stopping power at large velocities is therefore

2 2
dE Z°Np 1 1 1 ol Z*N,
— =~ dk k2 | dumd(pu—pg) = Inv, . (23"
dx | (27)2 T/, fo RO o |2 /u)l 4wy °
[
The counterpart to the collective stopping power with Z*Np 3 " 8
. . « . . . . . . 7)} = 7 | = _1 K + 1 _+_ o ___u
k <1 is the individual particle contribution with k > 1: 3T oo 10 n( ) 5 20
2 k
dE :E—]l’j-f "k k32 [ lap Y _29 1 13 37
dx |igy (217 71 0 10 K2+1 10
Z>N 4v?
~ 2D In P 24" % 1 T 1
4o} z (K*+1)? 10 (K?+1)?
The combination of Egs. (25') and (26’) yields for v, >>1 (28"
where
dE dE dE K =87 /|Z|=8mnor} /| Z 4l . (29
dx X Jeon X Jinaiv Note that in dimensional form K =limup —0Kmax
Z2N,, 4mv) =mv}/(|Z|e?) according to Eq. (20). For plasmas of
= 4mp2 In 7 (25" low and medium densities it is Z <1 and therefore
TUp K >>1. The Coulomb logarithms in Egs. (27') and (28")
are then the leading terms. We obtain
This is the well-known Bohr stopping power,'> identical
with Eq. (1). dE Z2N,, 5
The ratio dE,, /dE,,y, indicates which fraction of the dx | 120V om (InK”—1)v,
ion energy is used up by plasmon excitation. In a plasma
with kBTzl Ry, n0:1017 cm*3 (}LD:86 um, _ "—:-;"1 Kz———’-—— 3
Np=272) a fast ion with E=2.5 MeV/u and Z ;=50 o™ 20
loses about 33% of its kinetic energy in the excitation of
plasma waves. It creates 5.4 X 10° plasmons per cm of s )
path length. +0 () (30"

D. Stopping power for small projectile velocities

When an ion moves slowly through a plasma the elec-
trons have much time to experience the ion’s attractive
potential. They are accelerated towards the ion, but
when they reach its trajectory the ion has already moved
forward a little bit. Hence, we expect an increased densi-
ty of electrons at some place in the trail of the ion. This
negative charge density pulls back the positive ion and
gives rise to the stopping power.

The Taylor expansion of Eq. (21
the “friction law”

") for small v, yields

— Zf R, +Rw)+0 ) (26"
with the ““friction coefficient”
Z>N, K2
=——F— |In(K%2+1)— 27)
v | K2+1

and the vp3 coefficient

In the opposite limit, when the density is so high that
K =1 (e, Np<|Z4l/6), the stopping power has the
limiting form

Z2N,,
T 2nVa2n

4
& K 1

Ix (1—3K )v +0 (v )

(317

This is a vp3 law since in the linearized theory the term
linear in v, vanishes with increasing density. This reduc-
tion of the stopping power has its physical origin in the
enhancement of the plasma frequency w, in the denomi-
nator of the Coulomb logarithm and therefore in the
higher excitation energy of plasmons. It should be noted,
however, that in this case Z >>1 and that strong non-
linear contributions will increase the total stopping power
again, see Sec. III. In Fig. 3 the full solution of Eq. (21")
is compared with the approximations Eqgs. (30") and (31")
for the linear and cubic velocity dependence.

The most important property of the stopping power at
small velocities is dE /dx <v,, provided that the density
is not too high. This looks like the friction law of a
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FIG. 3. Stopping power as a function of v, in units of
vo=(kzT/m)'? for ions with charge Z =10 in a plasma of
temperature kz;T=1 Ry and density (a) no=10" cm™3
(K?2=2.7X10*>>1) or (b) n,=102 cm™3 (K2=0.27<<1).
Solid lines, numerical evaluation of Eq. (21'); dashed lines,
asymptotic forms Eq. (30') and (31') for small projectile velocity

Up.

viscous fluid, and accordingly %2, is called the friction
coefficient. However, in the case of an ideal plasma it
should be noted that this law does not depend on the
plasma viscosity and is not a consequence of electron-
electron collisions with small impact parameter. Those
collisions are neglected in the Vlasov equation. As de-
scribed above it is rather the fact that the dressing of the
ion takes some time and produces the negative charge
behind the ion leading to the drag.

E. Analytic approximation of dE /dx
for arbitrary projectile velocities

For Z <1 it is k,, >>1, and Eq. (21') simplifies to be-

come
dE ZND 1
™ - f dgey
X
Ink o, — Hn(X 2+ Y2)—§
X %—arctan%
(32)

The first term in the large square brackets is the so-called
Chandrasekhar term. One obtains

1/2
2
G (v f dffY=erf 7— — %] vye ”p/z’
(33')
with the error function?® defined as erf(x)

=21'r*1/2f6‘dt exp(—1t2). The Chandrasekhar function G
is shown in Fig. 4. The leading term in Eq. (32') is
G (v,)In(k,,,) if v, <<1. The integral over the second
and third terms in the large square brackets of Eq. (32')
has to be approximated. Utilizing the asymptotic forms
of the integrand for {—0 and {— « we find to a good
approximation
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FIG. 4. The Chandrasekhar function G (v, ).
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The exact and approximate expressions for H (v, )lnv, are
compared in Fig. 5.

With Eq. (33') for G(v,) and Eq. (34") for H (
stopping power is written in dimensional form

v,) the

dE
dx

Z gew —
—%—" G (v, /V kT /m n(k oy rp)
p

+H (v, /V'kpT/m)
XIn(v, /V'kgT/m)]  (35)

with k. Ap=m (v2+2ksT/m) kT /(4me®n,Z%:)]" 2.
We propose to use this approximation for the free-
electron stopping power in numerical calculations instead
of the formula commonly used in the literature,?®?’
which is obtained from Eq. (35) by substituting G for H.

N
[3,]

= =N
o wm o
T T T

H(vp) In(vp)

o
wn
T

FIG. 5. Comparison of the function H (v,)lnv, (solid line)
and the approximate formula given by Eq. (34') (dashed line).
Note the change of scales at v, =5.
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‘ol | Analogously the individual particle term gives
dE Z*Ny, 4o}
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FIG. 6. The stopping power of an ion with Z =10 in plas-
ma with kz 7,=1Ry and n, =10%° cm 3 (Z =4.9) as a function
of the projectile velocity v, in units of vo=(kzT/m)'/?>. The
relative error between Eq. (21 ) (solid line) and the approxima-
tion Eq. (35) (dashed line) is smaller than 3%. The dotted line
shows the standard approximation dE /dx < G (v, /v, )/v,,2 often
used in the literature.

Figure 6 reveals that the result Eq. (35) is superior to the
H =G approximation which overestimates the maximum
of the stopping power up to 20%, and leads to nonphysi-
cal negative values for v, <<1.

F. Influence of plasma ions on the stopping power
in the Vlasov theory

Up to now we treated the plasma ions merely as a stat-
ic neutralizing background. In a dynamical treatment
one has to solve two Vlasov equations, one for electrons
and one for ions, and the Poisson equation coupling the
two species. For simplification we restrict ourselves to a
fully ionized hydrogen plasma. The solution for the elec-
trostatic potential has exactly the same form as Eq. (10),
but now the dielectric function reads

e(k,0)=1+-L

el Rl

) (36)

vl
M

k
where M =1836 is the proton mass. The only change in
all equations is to substitute the dispersion function W, or
rather its real and imaginary part X and Y by the sum in
Eq. (36'). A certain difficulty is the cutoff parameter
k max> Which is proportional to the mass of the scattered
particle, and therefore one has to decide in each individu-
al case whether to insert the electron mass (=k_,,) or
the ion mass (= Mk, ).

We calculate the contribution of the ions to dE /dx in
three energy regime.

(i) Large projectile velocities. For v,>>vy , the
collective contribution given by Eq. (22) has to be evalu-
ated with f=k>’—X(uv,)—X (\/M,uv y~k2—(1/
,uzvz) (1+1/M); thus

Both the collective and the individual particle term
change negligibly due to the influence of the plasma ions.

(ii) Small projectile velocities. More interesting is the
behavior at very small velocities v, <<vy ;. With
X (uo,)=~X (VM pv,)=~1 and Y (uv,)=Y (VM pv,)=0
the generahzatlon of Eq. (18) becomes

_ d_E Z ND v f max
dx | (2a) Y (o, Kk +2)2
+Y (VM pv,)
Mkmax k 3
X d
fO (k2+2)2
(39")
For k_,, >>1 the evaluation yields
dE Z>Np — | M? 64x?
— \/M In |— (40"
dx | 120V2s ? 2 z?

Comparison with Eq. (30") shows that the ions increase
the stopping power by a factor VM ~43.

(iii) Medium projectile velocities. When the velocity is
between the electronic and the ionic thermal velocity

Vin,i <<Up <<V, it is  X(uw,)=1, X(\/Muv )
~Y (uv, )~ (\/M,uv )=~0. Weﬁnd
dE |__Z°Np | 64m
dx R2mV2r P | Z?
Z’Np 1 87
+ n (M (41"
4T My} | Z|

This the sum of the friction law for electrons and the
high-velocity form for ions.

We also looked into the question whether a beam ion
can couple to the ion-acoustic mode in a plasma and loses
energy when pumping ion-acoustic waves. Using the
same technique as in the derivation of Eq. (23’) one finds
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dE
dx

z N 81— o) ol Z°N, 1
] 2 f dk k 3f dum oo ~ fZA—l . 427
acoustic 1+k22 VM 4mu,
VM P (1+k 23

This is negligible compared with (dE /dx).,; and (dE /dx);,q4;,- It is straightforward to show that the ion-acoustic con-
tribution increases by a factor (T, /T;)?, provided that T, >>T;. Only then the beam ions will lose appreciable amounts
of energy to the ion-acoustic mode.

From these considerations it follows that the combined stopping power of ions and electrons may be calculated
without large error by first treating only the electrons dynamically, then only the ions, and finally adding the two con-
tributions. Figure 7 shows the stopping power by electrons and ions in plasma with (a) n,=10'7 cm 3 and (b) n,= 10
cm 3. The peaklike contribution of the ions adds appreciably to the electronic stopping power only at very small pro-
jectile velocities. It should be noted that the displayed calculation is done for constant ion charge Z &= 10; however the

charge drops at the end of the range due to electron recombination, and this further reduces the ionic contribution.

G. Influence of a collision term on the stopping power

Finally we consider the question of electron-electron collisions approximated by Krook’s term
(8f /9t) oy =v(fo— f)=~—vf,, where f, and f, are the unperturbed and first-order particle distribution functions, re-
spectively, and the collision frequency v is given by Eq. (5'). Instead of Eq. (18’) one obtains

Z2ND kmax
(2m)* Yo

dE
dx

1 ,
dkkf duulme(k K, i) 43"

First we calculate the friction coefficient %2, for vanishing projectile velocities. The Taylor expansion of the disper-
sion function W (uv, +iv/k) around iv/k, using W'(§)=(1/6—5)W(£)—1/€ and K =8w/|Z|>>1, yields in first or-
der of v

Z*N),
127V 27

1

InK2—1—V27
n 12 16

= (44)

The contributions by the collisions in this regime never exceed 0.1%. Much higher contributions are to be expected at
very high densities when the linearized theory breaks down anyway.

For large velocities we repeat the investigation of the collective and individual particle terms in Sec. II C. The collec-
tive term is characterized by the relation k%= —ReW (uv, +iv/k) zRe(,uzv;-i-Zi,uupv/k —v?/k?)” 1. The evaluation
of the real part shows that v appears only quadratically; hence, in first order, collisions make no contribution to the col-
lective stopping power. For the individual particle contribution the integral f(l)du uImW (uv, +iv/k) has to be solved.
Using the Taylor expansion ImW = Y (uv,, ) +(v/k)X'(uv,) one finds

Z°N
AE N BT kv (1 f dEX(E) (45')
dx indiv 47Tvp ™ kmax
[
The remaining integral can be recast to give Dawson’s in- This is a lowering compared with the collision-free theory
tegral.?® It is easy to show that of at most 1% if one assumes N X 1 and uses Eq. (5) for
2 3 —~ V.
ELE_ ~ Z°Np In 477[)1’ _Vl/_zi (46"
dx 47;-1;[72 zZ T U, III. PLASMA STOPPING POWER
IN THE NONLINEAR VLASOV THEORY
o We present results of a nonlinear description of the
stopping power for heavy ions in plasma with emphasis
on small velocities, i.e., at the end of their range. This re-
gion is of special interest because deviations from the
linear behavior are expected to be largest. It will be
shown that the nonlinear effects in lowest order yield an
R R — increase in the stopping power and therefore a further
v[(kT/m) 2] v [(kT/m)72) range shortening. In a recent paper?® an exact nonlinear

result could be derived for a one-dimensional plasma and

FIG. 7. The electronic and ionic contribution to the stopping low ion velocity, showing that the friction force is twice

power of an ion with constant charge Z.;=10 in plasma with as large as predicted by linearized theory. Here, the full
kyT=1Ryand (a) n,=10"7 cm > or (b) n,=10*2 cm >, three-dimensional case is treated.
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It is important for heavy-ion stopping that high non-
equilibrium charge states are expected to play an impor-
tant role at the end of the range of the projectile ions.
This will be a major result of paper II. When slowing
down, the ions maintain a high charge Z .4 and only after
they have come to rest they capture the missing elec-
trons. Due to this high Z_, the condition
Z=(47/3)Z 4/Np <1 required for the linear stopping
theory to be valid may be violated even though the plas-
ma parameter is 1/Np <1. As one may check in the
phase-space diagram in Fig. 2 the condition Z <1 is
violated for a number of experimentally relevant exam-
ples, and nonlinear effects should be expected.

For small projectile velocities the nonlinear friction
coefficient is derived in Sec. III B. The result may be ex-
pressed in terms of a form factor F. The deviation of F
from the linearized result in lowest nonlinear order yields
an additional term in the stopping power, which is pro-
portional to Z3 for negative ions (Sec. III C) and propor-
tional to Z>/2 for positive ions. In both cases dE /dx will
grow due to the nonlinearity.

Also for high projectile velocities v, nonlinear effects in
the stopping power play a role, even though they are
smaller. The coupling parameter determining the non-
linearity of the interaction between projectile ion and
plasma in this case is (Zg/Np vy, /v, )3. The Z3; term
of the stopping power was calculated for fast projectiles
in cold matter in a paper by Ashley, Ritchie, and
Brandt®® (ARB). In the following we start the discussion
in Sec. III A by applying the high-velocity treatment by
ARB to the plasma case and then turn to the even more
interesting regime of low velocities in Secs. III B and
IIIC.

A. Nonlinear stopping power at high projectile velocities v,

Experimental evidence for nonlinear behavior in fast
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The energy loss of the positive particles is larger by some
percent than that of the negative particles. The linear-
ized theory with a square dependence on Z; cannot ac-
count for this difference. The ARB theory gives a valid
description of the “Barkas effect” for fast projectiles stop-
ping in matter. Jackson and McCarthy*° generalized the
theory to relativistic velocities, Hill and Merzbacher?! in-
vestigated the agreement with quantum theory, and May-
nard and Deutsch® studied its application to ICF prob-
lems.

ARB calculated the energy transfer AE (b) in a distant
collision with the impact parameter b between an elec-
tron and the projectile ion. The electron is assumed to be
bound harmonically with frequency w. For a plasma
electron we take w=w,. During the collision the elec-
tron will be displaced by § due to the force by the projec-
tile ion: £+wp&="F/m, where f(1,b) is the force by the
ion, which moves into positive x direction. The equation
of motion can be rewritten in the form

g(r)zm#wpf_’wdz'f(t',b)sin[wp(t—t')], 47)

with the force
5 (vt +&, e, +(b+E) e,

f(t,b)=2Z qe . (48)
ff [(Upt+§x)2+(b +§y)2]3/2
The energy transfer is
m .
AE (b)="S(E7+wpE), .,
1 © i t|?
=5 [f_ dr f(z,b)e’ "' | . (49)

These integral equations describe the full three-body
problem, which is nonlinear in Z.. ARB solved Egs.
(47) and (48) iteratively for small displacements
|€]* << vpztz-l-bz. For f there is the expansion

particle stopping was first observed by Barkas, Dyer, and £6.0)="F.(t,b)+f,(2,b)+ - - - (50)
Heckman.?” They observed a difference in the energy loss ’ e 2o
of positive and negative (but otherwise identical) pions.  with
J
v te, +be
f,(t,b)=Z ge?—L—>—2— (50a)
1 off [(vpt)2+b2]3/2
_ Zeﬂce2 3vpt 3b
fz‘t’b)_m [ exbm(vptex-!—bey) +§, ey—m(vptex-f-bey) . (50b)

In lowest order it is £=0 and the insertion of Eq. (50a) into Eq. (49) yields*?

2Z%e%w? w,b w,b
AE,|(b)= e“e4 LK} |2 |+KE |2 (51)
muv, Up Up
with modified Bessel functions®® K, and K. The stopping power reads®>
o Z sew 2e v
~ | 9E | =2mn, [ ab bAE,(b)= |0 | 1 v (52)
dx 1 b min P @ bmin

with ¥=0.5772 (Euler’s constant), which is in accordance with the result of the dielectric theory if we identify
b in=1/k .« as the distance of closest approach defined by Eq. (20). The simple description of the electron as a har-
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monic oscillator hence describes correctly the collective effects of the plasma.

In second order if one inserts the force Eq. (50a) into Eq. (47) and calculates the displacement &(z,b)

, then one knows

the force Eq. (50b) and the second-order correction of AE. Because of Eq. (49) this correction reads

1 0 0 1 0 . © .
AE,(b) =~ fﬁ dt fl(t,b)cos(copt)f_ dt fz(z,b)cos(wptw;—f_wdt fl(t,b)sm((opt)f_mdt f,(t,b)sin(w,1) . (53)

Since in second order £ < Z ¢ and f, < Z2;, then AE,(b) «< Z3.

ARB calculated the remaining integrals numerically.

We investigate only the analytically accessible case of weakly

bound electrons (w,—0); it leads to a new practical result for the energy loss in a plasma not given by ARB. After

P
lengthy calculations one obtains

23 o)

= cos?(
w, Ofo —~——~3/2 si(w, 1)

This result is linear in w,; the a)p

cos(w, t) . i
+3t f d 572 — T 55t sin(w,t)si(w,t) (54)

term vanishes, because accordmg to the Rutherford theory for free electrons the rela-

tion dE /dx « Z2is exact and Z3; contributions do not occur. The Barkas-term reads

dE | -
o 2—-277n0fbmindb bAE,(b)
47TZEﬂe nO oo . . y2+2 ) )
m} T ‘ fo 2372 ———=————sin(2¢y)si(cy) — fo dy—(1+y2)3/2 cos*(cylsi(ey) (55)

where ¢ =w, b, /v,. Using I'Hospital’s rule for ¢ —0 it
is easy to show that the term in large parentheses in Eq.
(55) is —(37/2)Inc + A. ARB obtained 4 ~—2.4. In
the dimensionless quantities of Eq. (8) the final result for
the case @, —0 reads

_|4E dE | _ |dE
dx dx |, dx |,
_ZPNp | 4w, (v2+2)
4o} |Z|
4v (v2+2)
+}._Z3, lnu&_ ]J
8 v, |Z]
(56)

This is the final result for large v, and small @y, which
later will be compared with the stopping power for small
v,. The effective parameter for linearizability in Eq. (56')

is Z /v =Z4/(Npv}).

B. Nonlinear Vlasov-Poisson theory
for small projectile velocities v,

The theory of the Barkas effect described above does
not apply to small projectile velocities and cannot de-
scribe the stopping power at the end of the range, where
the effects of nonlinearity are expected to be largest. In
this section we develop a different approach which is val-
id for all velocities and is particularly useful for the
derivation of nonlinear corrections in the regime
v, <<vy,. Animportant point is that the modifications of
the linearized theory of dE /dx can be expressed in terms
of a form factor #(k) under the k integral of Eq. (18"). It
can be directly evaluated in the case of negative projectile
ions (Sec. IIIC). For positive projectile ions (Sec. III E)

[

there exists the additional problem of how to treat the
“trapped” electrons with negative energy comoving with
the projectile in its potential trough. In both cases the
friction coefficient may be computed numerically without
further perturbative assumptions. In the following, how-
ever, we restrict ourselves to an analytic calculation of
the lowest nonlinear order in the energy loss.

Starting from Eq. (17) we express the stopping power
in terms of the induced potential in the rest frame of the
projectile ion

_|9E |__ 2 3, () —ng
dx Zene Ix fd Ir'—r| |,—o
r'-v
= Zge - [ () =no], (57
vy, (r")

where ®; 4 is written as solution of the Poisson equation.
We introduce the linearized density in the integrand

aE |\ 2l o3, T Ve
dx Zeffe v, fd r (rr)3
n(r')—n,
X "— R —
R NP ’(58)
Zeﬁ 3 1
o — k ik-r — _
[n(r")—ng] o)’ fd e ki kv,)

Interchanging integrals this reads in the dimensionless
variables of Eq. (8)

Z’N 3 ik-
dE | _ 270 dk T2V 1 Hk)
dx (27)3 k* v, (k,k-v,)
(59
k2 3 ik-r n(r)—1
H 47ik-v fd r3 n(r)—1
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This representation is a new important element in treat-
ing the nonlinear terms. The form factor F#(k) is a mea-
sure for the nonlinearity of the problem. In the case
F(k)=1 the linear result Eq. (18’) is recovered.

The form factor F#(k) contains the nonlinear electron
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density n(r) that we do not know. However, for small
projectile velocities v, <<vy, the angular integration in
Eq. (62’) may be performed assuming the potential of the
beam ion to be approximately spherically symmetric®*

]
Z°Np K Y (uv,)
— J4E =200 e g s [y, il Lo K,
dx (27)?* Yo -1 [k +X (uv, P+Y (uv,)
(60")
Fky=k [ “dr-t T ljl(kr)
[
with  the szpherical Bessel function j;(x) =(sinx 14 ——(r®)=e®?—1=0+ 10+ 1P+ L+ - -
—Xx cosx)/x". r dr? 2
In order to calculate the terms of dE /dx linear in Uy, it 66")
is sufficient to know F(k, U, =0) for the static case, and
the so-called friction coefficient 72, is obtained with  The expansion ®= 3>, ® with &, x Z"” yields
K =87/|Z| [cf. Eq. (29')] from | a2
———(r®,)=>,, first order
dE r dr?
ﬁlvp N
dx 1 d? 5
(61" — (r®,)=®,+1®7, second order (67"
Z2ND K k3 r d
by g ) peereRilOR 1 L
aV2r Yo ) a0 —— (r®;)=®;+®,®,+(®j, third order .
C. Nonlinear friction coefficient for negative projectile ions The first order gives the usual Debye-Hiickel potential
The calculation of the nonlinear friction coefficient is ¢1(r):£ e’ (68")
simpler for negative ions than for positive ions, because a 47 r

repulsive potential has no bound or trapped electrons at
small velocities. For negative ions (Z <0) with v, =0 the
solution of the Vlasov-Poisson equations reads
1 —E 1
e "= e
[(2,”.)1/2]3 [(277_)1/2]3

—[(02/2)— (1))

f(r,v)=

(62"

E is the total energy of an electron, which is a constant of
motion. The special solution Eq. (62’) reduces to the
Maxwell distribution for |r|— . It is normalized such
that the electron density assumes the unperturbed value
at infinity. Itis

n()= [d f(r,v)=e® . (63")
Hence the differential equation

1 d2 o(r) ’

7F[r<b(r)]—“Z6(r)+e —1 (64')

has to be solved. This is equivalent to the integral equa-
tion

© , ’ 2
o(r)=2+ [“ar(1—etr i (65')
41r 0 r.
where r_ =max(r,r’). It may be solved numerically. In

the following we will restrict ourselves to a perturbative
expansion of Eq. (64'), which yields an analytic solution
in lowest order of Z. For r70 it is

After the substitution y =(1677'2/Z2)r(b2, the second or-
der reduces to the linear differential equation with con-
stant coefficients y”’=y +e ~%/(2r). The general solu-
tion is

y=ae "taye’tas[—e"E(3ry)+e’E(3r)

+e 'E(rg)—e "E(r)] (69")

with constants a;, a,, a3, and ro; E,(x)= [Zdte '/t is
the exponential integral.”> The upper line of Eq. (69’) is
the homogeneous solution, the lower line a particular
solution of the inhomogeneous differential equation. The
physically meaningful solution with correct behavior at
the boundaries reads

D(r)=(r)+Dy(r)+ -+ -,
&=+ 27, (70"
4r
- zr ., -, In3 72 _,
<I>2(r)——43—772r[e E1(3r)—e El(r)] 43 27, .

In the repulsive case (Z <0) the nonlinear potential ® is
slightly deeper than in the linearized approximation and
the electron density in the vicinity of the negative ion de-
creases further; ®, <0 can also be directly deduced from
Eq. (65). For the calculation of F(k) from Eq. (60’) we
need (n,—1)/(n;—1), with n,=exp(®,) and
n,=exp(®,+®P,). In the lowest order of Z it is
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n,(r)—1 D, (7)
2 g2
n(r)—1 D, (7)
— z 2r ’
=1—-2—[e¥E,(3r)—E,(r)+1In3] . 71’
167
This yields®?
2 2
Fk)=1— = |In3arctan® + Tin(a+kDarctank — [FggMULE) L oy In@+E) 1 (72')
8wk 2 2 0 4+ £2 2 Y0 1+£2
In good approximation (exact for k —0 and k — o) it is
z k k?
k)~1——— (2In3 - +— k| . 73’
F(k) Tomk |20 arctan ) +1In |1 4 arctan (73"
We insert this into Eq. (61') and find
Z’Np ok, k3 z k k2
Ry= = J, G247 |1 Temk |Mm3arctan +ln |14 |arctank (74")

with K =8n/|Z|, cf. Eq. (29'). The integrand in Eq. (74') was evaluated numerically and is plotted in Fig. 8. Analyti-

cally the friction coefficient may be approximated as
Z>Np
' 6mV2n

1 K? In3
In(1+K)"2~—~—F— -7
n ) 2 K241 167

where a=0.76 is an adjusted parameter. For the case
| Z| << 87 this simplifies further to become

2 2

In3
167

Np

1= 6wV 2T

v

> (76"

lpK+|Z|

and is now independent of a.

For negative ions (Z <0) with small v, the stopping
power rises due to the nonliner effects. For Z=—1 the
increase is 2%, for Z = —10 about 25%. Figure 8 also
shows the evaluation of Eq. (75).

It should be noted that this increase is opposite to the
behavior at high velocity; the stopping power of fast neg-
ative ions decreases due to nonlinear effects as we found

10—
FRICTION COEFFICIENT
10°L FOR A NEGATIVE ION
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T T

107
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3
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FIG. 8. The ratio of the second-order (proportional to Z3)
and the first-order (proportional to Z?) terms of the stopping
power as a function of Z for negative ions (Z <0). Solid line,
numerical evaluation of the Z* term of Eq. (74'); dashed line,
the analytical approximation according to Eq. (75').

arctan

oz—Izi arctank — (75")

K2+1

[
within ARB theory.

We can check the sign of the Z° term for Z <0
without having to rely on the approximations made in
the derivation of Eq. (76’). Since the function
y =162/ Z?)r®, solves the equation y''=y +e ~ " /(2r)
both y and @, have to be negatively definite: y would be
a concave function, cf. Fig. 9(a), and could not satisfy the
boundary conditions y (0)=y (o0 )=0 provided it is posi-
tive in a certain interval [r,7,]. Hence, ®,(r) <O for all
r in the case of negatively charged ions. This yields
O, +P, <P, <0 as illustrated in Fig. 9(b), and because of
n=exp(®) it is n,<n; <1, with n,=exp(®P,) and
n,=exp(®,+®,). Due to the monotonous behavior of
the densities as functions of r it follows

ly ‘¢
o _
. i
| |
l | .
] r r
(a) (b)

FIG. 9. The illustration concerning the sign of the Z* term
in the stopping power. (a) The concave section of the function
y (r); (b) the electrostatic potential ® vs radius; different orders
of the expansion in Z are shown.
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n,—1
nl'—l

dE
dx

dE
dx

Z>0= >1

(77"

nonlin lin

For Z > 0 similar considerations would yield the opposite
result, namely, a reduction of the stopping power. How-
ever, because of the captured electrons in an attractive
potential positive ions need a modified treatment outlined
in the next section.

D. Nonlinear energy loss of positive ions with small velocities

For a derivation of the friction coefficient for positive
ions the question of how to treat trapped electrons must
be addressed. In the case of a repulsive potential (® <0)
the total energy E =1v —CD(r in the exponent of the
distribution function Eq ) [f <exp(—E)] is always
positive. However, in the attractive case all electrons
with v <[2®(7)]'/? have a negative total energy, i.e., they
are trapped in the (almost) spherically symmetric poten-
tial of the slow positive ion. Within the collisionless
Vlasov theory there is no exchange between the trapped
electrons comoving with the ion and the free plasma
electrons—at least not for the stationary problem con-
sidered here. It is therefore our standpoint in this paper
to exclude the trapped electrons from the plasma calcula-
tion and to count them as bound electrons which contrib-
ute to the effective ion charge Z .. The calculation of
Z .+ taking into account the exchange of E >0 and E <0
electrons due to atomic collision and radiation processes
is presented in paper II. This way of handling the trap-
ping problem is not very satisfactory, in particular, for
fast ions, which excite a potential wave train trailing the
ion so that trapping may occur far away from the ion, but
a more detailed treatment is beyond the scope of this pa-
per.

The distribution function of plasma electrons in the
case of an attractive potential [instead of Eq. (62")] is
therefore given by

! e 1
[(2,”_)1/2]3e ‘[(277)1/2]36
for |v| =V2®(r) ,

0 for |v| <V2d(r) .

—[(v2/2)—d(r)]

f(r,v)= (78")

i

172

w=ae "tae’+a; |[V5e " [l—erf

O(r)=0(r)+Dy(r)+ -,

- Z -
®i(r= 47r ’

<Z 1 N
D,(r)= y ey 100 e 11 erfl

]—e’{l—erf

Adjusting the constants a;,a,,a; to the boundary conditions w (0)=w ()

RIS
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Only electrons with E =0 are treated by the Vlasov
theory in this way, whereas electrons with E <0 are left
for an atomic physics description, i.e., the calculation of
Z g Itis

n(r)=fd3vf(r,v)

=¥ — o PWerf[ VD (r) ]+——\/<b( ) .
v

For slow positive ions (Z >0) we have to solve the
differential equation

1 d? — P(r)
7ﬁ[r<l>(r)]——z S(r)+e

(79"

—e P Merf[VO(r)]

+——\/<I>(

v (80"

or, equivalently, the integral equation

D(r)= z +f dr' [1—e®") 4 ®Perf[Vd(r)]
4y
2 e | (')
—_TV I !
L=V . (81")

with », =max(r,r") analogously to Egs. (64') and (65’) for
the repulsive potential. Solving

1% —— [r®(r)]=o(r)+ 4 O3 2(r)— LX)+ - - -
r dr? WV 2
(82")
by the expansion ®= ¥ >, &, with ®, < Z" one obtains
2
ld—(r<I>1) ®,, first order
r dr?
2
1d ——5(r®,))=o,— 4 @372, second order (83")

r dr? WV
The equation in first order is identical with Eq. (70’) for
negative ions and gives the Debye-Hiickel potential
O,(r)=Z /(4mr)exp( —r). With  the  substitution
w=(672/Z%*)r®,, the equation of second order be-

comes w'' =w —e %/ /r3/? with the general solution

il

(84")

=0, one obtains the physical solution

(85"

172

}+(\/—5—-1)e"’].

The nonlinear potential ® in the attractive case (Z >0) is slightly larger than the linearized approximation. Using the
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same arguments following Eq.
fdx Ji1(x)=—jo(x) yields

(71, it is (n,

2

—_ 4
= \/ 2r _—
Fk)=1+ Z3\/107rkf dre |1 erf

133

The exact evaluation of the remaining integral”’ gives

Fh)=1+vVZ —2— Larctan] £ (k)]

\/ 107 k
with

L [(rakr -1y

—1)/(ny—1)=1+®,/®,. An

172

2k +2k(1+4k2)'2

,\/
flk)= )
4 241/2 4
e O RVa T

The friction coefficient of Eq. (61’) reads

ZN, 2 _
K v 4

[(1+4k2)l/2_1]l/2

integration by parts with

sin(kr)
I

(86")

(87"

nV1+K2— 5

e K*+1 3V 107

where K =87 /|Z|. This result was evaluated numerical-
ly and is shown in Fig. 10. An analytic approximation is
motivated by the asymptotic form f—k /1.62 for k —0.
The approximation

2

1 _K*
R~
= 6\/7T

In(1+K*172—
2 K2+1

+VZ——

——=—arctan

\/1077 Y1.62+K

K

X
K2+1

arctankK — (89")

with the adjusted parameter a«=0.87 is also plotted in
Fig. 10. In the case Z << 8, Eq. (92') simplifies to

101 —— T
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FIG. 10. The ratio of stopping powers (dE/dx), and
(dE /dx), as a function of Z for positive ions (Z >0). Solid
line, numerical evaluation of the nonlinear Z°/? term [Eq. (88")];
dashed line, analytical approximation according to Eq. (89).

2
[ ar
0o (k°+1

9 arctan[ f (k)] ‘ , (88’)

[
2

4
617'\/ InK + Z

——arctan0. 87

for Z <<8m . (90"

As a consequence of the restriction of the total energy
E in Eq. (81") to positive values the stopping power of
slow positive ions is increased by the nonlinear effects.
The nonlinear terms in the friction coefficients of positive
and negative ions have therefore the same sign, and they
are also of the same magnitude. However, the Z scaling
is different; the nonlinear term is proportional to Z3 for
negative ions, but proportional to Z°/? for positive ions.
The half-integer exponent is typical for analytic results of
the nonlinear Vlasov theory, as it was first shown by
Bernstein, Greene, and Kruskal®® in their fundamental
work on nonlinear plasma waves (BGK waves). The fric-
tion coefficient for positive ions increases in lowest order
of the nonlinear effects by almost 4% for Z= +1 and by
roughly 28% for Z = +10 as shown in Fig. 10.

E. Generalization for finite projectile velocities v, Sv,,

The relations derived in Secs. III C and III D are only
valid to lowest order in v,. At higher velocities the
shielding of the projectile charge is reduced and the ap-
proximation of spherical symmetry for the potential will
fail. Qualitatively this an be taken into consideration by
interpreting kp, W (uv, /V kgT/m ) as an effective Debye
wave number for a projectile with velocity v,, see Eq.
(10). For not too large velocities it is

W=~ 1—p’mv; /kg T +i(m/2) *pv,vV/'m /kpT |
~1—(1—7/4)u*mv}/ky T
Averaging over u yields in dimensionless quantities

VWY ~ !

1+ L (4—m)w}

91)
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By virtue of the substitutions k==k/{|W|)!"? and
Z =27 /{|W|)3/? the relations of the preceding sections
may be generalized for the case of finite projectile veloci-
ties. Of course this procedure becomes very crude for

v, R vy, since deviations from spherical symmetry are
l
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then essential. Starting out with the k integration in Eq.
(60') and again using the approximations adopted in the
derivation of Eqgs. (75') and (89’), we can repeat the calcu-
lations for positive (+) and negative (—) ions and find

k2 — Pk + 2K ax — 2k e+
dE dE +S+fl duuy ‘1—1 ~—2—p—ﬁ)i-|-larctam—a—p—f--l—arctanﬂ’i ,  (92))
dx |, dx |, =Y dp ki, —Pko.—q 2 2r ¥
where
1.1k o, /V WD

S, =———=VZ{|W]|)’*arctan e I for Z>0,

3‘/10 1415k o /(W[ ))1 72

21113 ax
S_= Z|{|w|)?arctan |0.76———— | for Z <0 ;

| <Iw] 2V (w))

(dE /dx); is the stopping power given in Eq. (21'), and
g>=X*+7Y? p?=2(q —X) and r>*=2(q +X). These rela-
tions will be used for the following examples.

F. Two examples for nonlinear energy loss
of heavy ions in plasma

First we investigate a case that is important for heavy-
ion-induced inertial fusion. We show in the subsequent
paper II that the effective charge Z 4 of fast Bi ions when
penetrating a fully ionized Li plasma will be considerably
larger than the equilibrium charge Z,, up to the very end
of the stopping range. Because of this high nonequilibri-
um charge and consequently a large coupling parameter
Z [Eq. (9)], the nonlinear stopping effects will be strong.
We discuss the case of Bi ions with initial energy 30
MeV/u (v,=35ac) in a fully ionized Li plasma with

-=5 T T T T
dx Bi“0* —= i3
300 2. 3
. ARB-Theory ne= 3x10%7%cm
< MeV v (high vp) Te=300eV
mg/cm? /
200 7
Nonlinear
100+ .
Dielectric
0 1 1
0 2 4 6 8 10

VP[(kTe/me)Vz]

FIG. 11. The nonlinear calculation [in lowest order, Eq.
(95] for the stopping power of ions with constant charge
Z .5=40 in a plasma of temperature 300 eV and electron density
3X 102 cm™3. Lower solid line: linearized Vlasov theory.
Upper solid line: nonlinear stopping power. The enhancement
of the energy loss due to nonlinear effects is at the most 10%.
Dashed line: the result Eq. (59') of the theory of Ashley,
Ritchie, and Brandt (1972) for high projectile velocities.

r
kzT =300 eV and ! solid-state density (n,=3X10%
cm™3). At the end of the range the effective charge of
the Bi ions is of order 40. Figure 11 shows the result ob-
tained from Eq. (92') with Z ;=40. In this example the
number of electrons in the Debye sphere is Np=51.5
and the coupling parameter is Z=2Z.;/nyA3 =23.25.
The nonlinear corrections of the energy loss are most
prominent for velocities v, 2v;,, but do not exceed 10%
as seen in Fig. 11.

At higher projectile velocities the coupling parameter
is Z/v; according to Eq. (56'), and the nonlinear contri-
bution decreases rapidly. The comparison with the
theory of Ashley, Ritchie, and Brandt (dashed line) shows
that the description of dE /dx presented in the preceding
section overestimates the nonlinear effects at velocities
v, >2vy,. The reason is that the assumption of spherical
symmetry of the potential breaks down at high velocities.

As a second example we discuss the question of non-
linear effects when cooling heavy-ion beams in accelera-
tors by means of electrons moving collinearly to the ions
with the same velocity as the ion beam (so called electron
cooling). For instance, the new accelerator SIS/ESR at
GSI, Darmstadt’® is equipped with such an electron cool-
ing line. In this cooling line the electron beam is initially
very cold, i.e., the motion of the electrons relative to each
other is small. Energy exchange between the electrons
and the accelerator beam ions, e.g., U?", tends to equili-
brate the temperatures and to cool the ion beam. This
cooling is governed by the stopping power of the elec-
trons. The electron plasma in the cooling line envisaged
at GSI is on the borderline between ideal and nonideal
plasmas (N S1), and the charge of the beam ions is
large (Z.y/Np>>1). The typical density of the electron
beam is n,=10% cm ™3, and typical temperatures are
kpT,~10"3-10"*eV so that N, =5.4-0.17. In the fol-
lowing we investigate the case of kzT,=10"° eV in
which the plasma then is still ideal. For U*?" ions the
coupling parameter is Z =71, thus the problem of ion-
plasma interaction is highly nonlinear.

Before discussing the result in Fig. 12 let us express
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FIG. 12. Nonlinear calculation of the energy loss of U™
ions in the plasma of an electron cooling line with temperature
1073 eV and electron density 10 cm 3. Lower line: the linear-
ized Vlasov theory. Upper line: the nonlinear theory in lowest
order, Eq. (95'). The friction coefficient is enhanced by roughly
70% due to nonlinear effects (see text concerning validity).

some points of caution. There are important differences
between the electron-cooling beam and a classical plas-
ma. The electrons of the cooling line are not held togeth-
er by a charge-neutralizing background of plasma ions
but by a strong magnetic field in the direction of the
beam. The magnetic field forces the electrons into the
helical motion along the field lines. Also, because of the
strong nonlinearity of the problem it is questionable
whether the restriction to second order [compare Eq.
(85')] makes sense. Taking the results of the preceding
sections nevertheless as a rough estimate for the effect of
nonlinear plasma response we obtain the cooling force
dE /dx acting on the ion beam as shown in Fig. 12. The
temperature of the electron beam is taken as ky T =103
eV and the average velocity v, of the U ions relative
to the electron beam is obtained from mivpz/2=kB T,
where T; is the ion-beam temperature parallel to the
magnetic field. The dotted area in Fig. 12 indicates the
region of operation of the cooling line at GSI.3® The solid
lines give the cooling force according to the present
theory. It is seen that nonlinear effects increase the cool-
ing force and, correspondingly, reduce the cooling time
by about 70%. In previous papers®®>’ the cooling force
was derived from the linearized dielectric theory.

IV. SUMMARY

The theory of heavy-ion stopping power in plasma is
developed on the basis of the Vlasov-Poisson equations.
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The basic coupling parameter of the problem is found to
be Z=2Z.5/ny\}; the physics determining the effective
charge Z.; of the heavy-ion projectile is treated in the
subsequent paper, and Z.g=const is assumed in the
present paper. The stopping power dE /dx of fast ions
(v, >>vy,) is well described by the Bethe-Bohr formula
Egs. (1) and (2) and appears naturally as a limiting case in
our treatment. The focus of the present paper, however,
is on slow ions (v, Svy,) and on nonlinear effects in re-
gions with Z > 1, which actually occur for heavy-ion
stopping in dense target plasma close to the end of the
range. The results are of fundamental as well as practical
interest.

First, the linearized Vlasov theory for dE /dx is re-
viewed in Sec. II, and the low-velocity terms are derived
with emphasis on their density dependence. An approxi-
mate expression is given in Eq. (35) which represents the
exact linearized result for dE /dx in plasma very accu-
rately for high and low projectile velocity. It should be
used in future stopping-power calculations instead of the
Chandrasekhar expression, which is now commonly used,
but gives a poor approximation for v, Svy,.

The new starting point for treating nonlinear terms is
Eq. (59'), which represents the nonlinearities in terms of a
form factor F(k). At low velocities they contribute to
dE /dx with terms proportional to Z* for negative pro-
jectiles and with terms proportional to Z°/? for positive
ones in addition to the Z? term of the linearized theory.
It is found that, for v, Svy,, the nonlinear contributions
always enhance the stopping power, up to 10% at the
maximum of dE/dx near v,~vy, in cases relevant for
heavy-ion stopping in plasmas close to solid-state density,
as illustrated in Fig. 11. For velocities v, >>v;, the non-
linear dE /dx treatment of Ashley, Ritchie, and Brandt is
extended to the plasma case, and the explicit result is
given by Eq. (56').

In conclusion, a unified description for the stopping of
high- and low-velocity ions in plasma is obtained and the
size of nonlinear corrections is given in the various pa-
rameter regions.
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