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The preceding paper [Brown, Preston, and Singleton Jr., Phys. Rev. E 86, 016406 (2012)] presented precise
results for the partition of the initial energy E, of a fast particle into the ions and electrons—E;/E, and
E./ Ey—when the fast particle slows in a plasma whose ion and electron temperatures may differ. As emphasized
in that paper, this is an important problem because nuclear fusion reactions, such as those that occur in an inertial
confinement fusion capsule, involve ion temperatures that run away from the electron temperatures. As also
noted in the preceding paper, a precise evaluation entails the use of a well-defined Fokker-Planck equation for
the phase-space evolution of initially fast projectile particles. When the plasma has differing ion and electron
temperatures, the projectiles must slow into a “schizophrenic” final ensemble of particles that has neither the
electron nor the ion temperature. This is not a simple Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution since the electrons are
not in thermal equilibrium with the ions. Thus, detailed calculations are required for the solution of the problem.
These we provide here for a weakly to moderately coupled plasma. The Fokker-Planck equation holds to first
subleading order in the dimensionless plasma coupling constant, which translates to computing to order n Inn
(leading) and n (subleading) in the plasma density n. The energy partitions for a background plasma in thermal
equilibrium have been previously computed, but the order n terms have not been calculated, only estimated.
The “schizophrenic” final ensemble of slowed particles gives a new mechanism to bring the electron and ion
temperatures together. The rate at which this new mechanism brings the electrons and ions in the plasma into

thermal equilibrium will be computed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The underlying theme of this paper is the thermonuclear
burn of deuterium-tritium plasmas. We do not consider the
initiation of the burn process, which is system specific, nor are
we interested in the late stages of the process when most of the
deuterium-tritium (DT) fuel has been burned into « particles
and neutrons, and the electrons and ions are nearly in thermal
equilibrium. We instead focus on intermediate times when, in
general, there is a significant difference between the electron
and ion temperatures, but the « particle density has not yet
become a significant fraction of the D and T ion densities.!
The fusion rate is very sensitive to the ion temperature T,.
The ion temperature is determined by competition between
deposition of the a-particle energy into the ions, which, of
course, increases T, and thermal equilibration with the electron
distribution, which drives 7; down. Our main concern in this
paper is the partition of the total o energy between the ions
and electrons in a two-temperature plasma in the circumstances
that we have outlined.? This is important in the understanding
of the time scale and the robustness of the fusion process.
Our evaluations of the functions which determine the energy
partition do not include a contribution from the « particles;
hence, our results are valid only if the ensemble of as is
sufficiently dilute. We find that the « particles slow down into

"When the « particle density is a significant fraction of the plasma
ion density, the effect of the s on the dielectric response of the plasma
must be taken into account. This introduces additional complications
and, as such, merits a separate publication.

2A short preliminary account of the methods that we employ in this
paper, but restricted to the case of equal ion and electron temperatures,
has previously been presented in Ref. [1].
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a non-Maxwellian distribution in which the mean « energy E
lies between the thermal energies of the ions and electrons. Our
work shows that these nonthermal « particles increase the rate
of energy transfer between the electrons and ions but, since we
do not examine late times when the population of « particles is
large, this new mechanism does not significantly enhance the
energy transfer rate. In general, as in other work on stopping
power and the partition of a fast projectile particle’s energy
between the electrons and ions in the plasma, we assume
(as is most often the case) that the stopping times are much
shorter than the time scale of the fusion so we can work in
the adiabatic approximation in which the time dependencies
of our results are only those brought about by the changes in
the plasma parameters on which they depend. We also require,
as is generally assumed, that the charged particle range is
short in comparison with the distances over which the plasma
conditions vary so the plasma may be treated as uniform.
The purpose of this paper is to provide the detailed
theoretical description of the energy transfer to the electrons
and ions in the plasma when a fast particle slows—to provide
the theoretical basis for the results described in the preceding
paper [2]. Using our theory, we have worked out the energy
partition for differing electron and ion temperatures; this has
not been previously considered in the literature. Second, even
for the case of equal ion and electron temperatures, where
the as relax into a Maxwellian distribution, we have made two
improvements. We have developed a formulation that precisely
defines the energy partition so a correction of order T/ E is
now included, a correction that is missing in the literature. In
addition to the well-known nlnn (n is the number density)
terms in the energy partition, we have computed exactly the
coefficient of the order n term, which has previously been only
estimated. We turn now to describe our work in some detail.
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In our work, we do not follow the trajectory of a single
projectile particle. Rather, we achieve a much simpler theoret-
ical framework by considering a time-independent situation in
which initial projectile (impurity) particles are continuously
created and slow into a nonthermal distribution. This is akin
to examining the steady motion of a fluid rather than the much
more complicated motion of a single atom. The problem is
further simplified by assuming that the sources of the charged
projectile particles (the « particles in DT fusion) are uniformly
distributed throughout the plasma and that the initial energetic
particles are created with an isotropic velocity distribution;
hence, the phase-space distribution of the projectile particles
is only a function of the energy and time. The evolution of
this distribution is governed by a Fokker-Planck equation
derived? by Brown, Preston, and Singleton (BPS) [3]. After
first establishing the proper conditions, which does involve an
initial time evolution, but one that is easily treated with the
proper formalism, we then pass to a time-independent, steady
state, so we need solve only ordinary differential equations in
the projectile particle’s energy.

The Fokker-Planck equation involves coefficient functions
A(E) and A.(E) which were computed in BPS to order
n(Inn + ¢) in the plasma density n. Their definition is rather
complicated; hence, it is deferred to Appendix A, which
presents a detailed description. Since n ~ g2, with g the
plasma coupling constant, it is evident that these two terms
in the density are the leading and first subleading terms in
the perturbative expansions in g of the coefficient functions.
Higher-order terms in the expansions become significant at
high densities; hence, our results are not applicable, in partic-
ular, to (strongly coupled) warm dense plasmas. Numerical
simulations provide the only potentially reliable means of
validating our analytic expressions for the energy partition
extended to moderately coupled plasmas and for evaluating
the partition in the strongly coupled case. Although such
computations have not been performed, careful, large statistics,
molecular dynamics (MD) simulations have been carried out
by Dimonte and Daligault [5] to investigate a different process,
the electron-ion temperature relaxation. They have done so
over a wide range of plasma parameters that span weak to
strong coupling. Their MD results for the Coulomb logarithm
for this process agree with those of BPS [3] for g < 0.2 to
within the statistical uncertainty of +5% in the simulations,
with a difference of about 15% for g = 0.3 that grows
rapidly for g > 0.3. This indicates the range of validity of
the Fokker-Planck equation that we use to compute a different
process, the energy partition.

Following a detailed discussion of the Fokker-Planck
equation in Secs. II A and II B, the late-time distribution fo(E)
of a §(r) source of projectile (impurity) particles, which is
needed to obtain the electron-ion energy split, is derived in
Sec. II C. In Sec. Il a source is slowly turned on and eventually
emits particles at a constant rate. The solution f(E,f) of

3This derivation utilizes a rather subtle method of dimensional
continuation. Although we shall make no use of the dimensional
continuation method in this paper, we note that a detailed, pedagogical
explanation of the method that facilitates the understanding of the
results derived in BPS [3] is contained in Secs. IV and V in Ref. [4].
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the now inhomogeneous Fokker-Planck equation is shown
to be the sum of two terms: f(E,t) = n(t) foo(E) + F(E),
where n(t) is the number density of projectile particles that
have come into the distribution described by fo.(E), and
f(E), which describes the transfer of energy to the electrons
and ions. The energy losses E, and E, to the electrons and
ions are expressed as single integrals involving the function
f(E) [whose computation involves the A coefficients] and
the A coefficients themselves. For differing electron and ion
temperatures, the late-time energy distribution f,.(E) of the
projectile particles is not a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution.
This ensemble increases the rate of ion-electron thermal
equilibration above that of the impurity-free plasma. In
Sec. IV A we carry out the explicit construction of f(E).

We, first, discuss our precise results for equal ion and
electron temperatures in Sec. IV B and then go on in Sec. IV C
to compute E,/E, and E,/E, for the general case of different
plasma electron and ion temperatures in terms of integrals over
A; and A,. At this point, as summarized in Sec. V, we have
finished a logically complete exposition of our methodology
and results, which is essentially self-contained. However, for
those interested in supporting details and who may wish to
work out the intermediate steps in our calculations, we include
these details in the appendices. We provide a review of the .4
functions that were computed in BPS [3] which are needed
for the present work in Appendix A, a host of details on
these functions that include their approximate forms in various
regions in Appendix B, and an accurate approximation for one
of the two multiple integrals appearing in our final expressions
for E, and E, is provided in Appendix C.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

A. The Fokker-Planck equation to leading and
next-to-leading order

We consider a plasma containing a dilute population of
projectile particles with a phase-space density f(r,p.f). For
example, in a DT plasma, the impurities could consist of the
charged « particles produced from the DT fusion. The problem
we shall address is the manner by which such impurities reach
the foo(E) distribution. During this process, the impurities
deposit portions of their energy to plasma electrons and plasma
ions, and the formalism we now develop will allow us to
compute the electron-ion energy splitting in a systematic and
unambiguous fashion. We take the plasma to have an electron
temperature 7, = B, and a common temperature 7, = ;!
for all the ions, in which case the Fokker-Planck equation for
the distribution f of an projectile species has the form

0
[E +v- V] f(r,p,t)

9 ke ¢, 9
Z; 3ot ' [ﬂhv +a—p€} fepn, 2D

where v = p/m is the velocity of a projectile particle with
momentum p, the explicit sum runs over all the particle species
b in the background plasma, and the summation convention
is used for repeated vector indices k and ¢. As we shall
describe more fully, the diffusion coefficient Cfb‘z has been
analytically calculated to leading and next-to-leading orders
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in the plasma density in BPS [3] or, more precisely, to orders
g%Ing? and g in the generic dimensionless plasma coupling
constant g = e’ /4w T . We use rationalized electrostatic units,
so this parameter is the Coulomb energy of two particles of
charge e a Debye distance 1/« apart divided by an average
temperature 7.

With our conventions, the number of projectile particles is
given by

3 d*p
N@) = /d r/ e f(r,p.1), (2.2)
and their kinetic energy appears as
d3
E() = / &r / o :)3 P orepn. @3

Here we normalize phase-space integration measures with the
factors (27r7)> = h? in the denominators. We do this because
h is the phase-space volume of one quantum state.* Since the
right-hand side of the Fokker-Planck equation (2.1) contains
an overall total momentum derivative, it does not contribute to
the time rate of change of the particle number—the Coulomb
collisions in the plasma preserve particle number. When the
electrons and ions are at common temperature 7 = ~1 the
terms in the final square brackets in the Fokker-Planck equation
(2.1) annihilate a thermal Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution
[f o exp{—pB p?/2m}] of projectile particles—a collection
of particles in thermal equilibrium is not altered by their
collisions with a background plasma at the same temperature.
However, for those cases in which the ions and electrons
have different temperatures, the projectile particles attain
a nonthermal quasistatic distribution that will be described
shortly. Eventually this quasistatic distribution will relax into
a thermal distribution as the electron and ion components
themselves thermally relax. As we shall see, however, the
projectile distribution has interesting effects on temperature
relaxation at intermediate times.

The stopping power can be extracted from the Fokker-
Planck equation by considering a single projectile particle atr,
moving with the velocity v,. The corresponding distribution
function is given by f,(r,p,?) = Qrh)3s(r — r,)8(p —pp),
and one can easily check that this distribution indeed gives
N =1 as it should. Inserting this single-particle distribution
into Eq. (2.1) and performing a partial integration, it is easy to
see that the rate of energy loss of the particle is given by

—+Z (ﬂh

To make the sign of this expression clear, we emphasize that it
gives the rate at which the particle loses energy to the plasma
[it is the negative of the time derivative of Eq. (2.3)]. Hence,
the stopping power, which is the energy loss of the particle per

) vk Cp,). (2.4)

4With this normalization, the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution for
each spin state of a particle is simply

expdu/T — (1/2)mv*/T],

in which p is the chemical potential.
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unit distance traveled, appears as

dE 1 dE
—_— =t 2.5
dx +v,, dt 2:5)

B. Longitudinal and transverse components
of the diffusion tensor

As described in detail in BPS, the isotropy of the back-
ground thermal plasma allows one to decompose the diffusion
tensor as

ke
Cyl(p) = Ab<v>ﬁ— +Bb<v>—<5"f 099, (2.6)
where v is the magnitude of the velocity, v = |v|, with

the velocity direction given by v = v/v. We often take the
independent variable to be the energy E = % mv? and, with a
slight abuse of notation, we shall also write A, = A,(E) and
By = By(E). As a matter of completeness, the A coefficients
are provided in Appendix A, and their various limits can
be found in Appendix B. For a homogeneous and isotropic
source of projectile particles, the case we shall consider, the B
coefficients do not enter, although their analytic forms can be
found in BPS [3] if desired.

Let us return to the stopping power (2.4) of a charged par-
ticle. Since the velocity tensor multiplying the 53 contribution
is transverse—its contraction with v* or v¢ vanishes—the rate
of energy loss (2.4) of a projectile becomes

0
__Z( ,Bbm ot )Ab,

where we have now omitted the p subscript. The respective
energy losses to the ions and electrons are given by separating
this formula into the ion contribution described by

2.7)

A=) A, (2.8)
and the electron part governed by A,, so’
dE, 1 9

v — =) A 29

dt (U Bim vt v ) 29)

5 Asnoted in BPS, to the order in g in which we are working, namely
to leading (g% In g?) and next-to-leading (g2) order, only the kinetic
energy of the stopping ion enters, and a meaningfully separation into
electron and ion energy components can be made. This is because of
the trivial fact that the kinetic energy is independent of g—it is of
order g°. In addition to this kinetic energy, the projectile particle has
potential energy interactions with the ions in the background plasma.
The change in these interaction energies associated with the motion
of an projectile particle in a plasma cannot be separated into different
parts that are associated with the ions and with the electrons. This
is because this potential energy starts out at order g, and, thus, its
evolution, which involves interactions akin to those involved in the
kinetic energy dE /dx, is of order g* (modulo possible logarithms),
an order that is higher than that considered in this paper. Thus, it
should be emphasized that at higher orders in g, such clean separation
into energies deposited into well-defined, separate ion and electron
components cannot be performed.
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and

dE, 1 d
=|v-— — ') A,
dt Bom Bt

with their sum giving

dE dE, JdE,
aroar T ar
In particular, we should emphasize that our Fokker-Planck
equation describes a particle’s energy loss, including orders
g%1In g2 and g? with no ambiguity.®
Rather than tracking an individual charged particle slowing
down in the plasma, it is much simpler—and equivalent—to
examine an isotropic distribution of particles. When the
projectile particle distribution is isotropic, f is a function
the magnitude of the momentum p = |p| or, equivalently,
of the speed v or energy E. In such cases, a momentum
derivative of f produces a factor of the velocity vector
whose contraction with the velocity tensor multiplying the
B, coefficients vanishes. Hence, in the isotropic case, the
Fokker-Planck equation (2.1) reduces to

K Ay Vo0 _
[a—a V§?(”ﬂbmvﬂ)}ﬂm‘°

(2.12)
To avoid notational clutter, we define the total A coefficient
by

(2.10)

@2.11)

A(E) = A(E) + A (E), (2.13)
and the temperature-weighted A coefficient by
(TAE)) =T, A(E) + T, A(E). (2.14)
Thus,
d a ,[AE) (TAKE), 9
——— - — E;t)=0.
{Bt 8VV|:m + m2v " 9v F(ED
(2.15)
Using the operator forms
0l 0 2
— V=v?—v'=>_—E (2.16)
av av v OE
and
d d d
V:— = — =mv —, 2.17)
v v oFE
we may express Eq. (2.15) in the form
0 2 9 E|AE)+ (TA(E)) fEH=0
ot  mv OE T
(2.18)

See BPS [3] for a full discussion of the range of validity of the
Fokker-Planck equation.
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C. Asymptotic solution

As we shall see, to use these results to obtain an un-
ambiguous formulation of the fractions of the total energy
deposited into the ions and electrons, we, first, need to
compute the asymptotic distribution into which an initial
swarm of projectile particles relaxes in the presence of a
background plasma of differing electron and ion temperatures.
This quasistatic distribution will be a function of E (or
equivalently of p), which we express in terms of a function
S(E) as

foo(E) = N 5B, (2.19)
where we choose N to normalize the distribution to unity,
d3
=N [ L s, (2.20)
27h)3

The function S(E) is determined by inserting the structure
(2.19) into Eq. (2.18) which gives

d
i E [A(E) + (TA(E)) } eSE =0, (21
One solution of the second-order differential equation
(2.21) is obtained by requiring that the quantity in square
brackets operating on exp{—S(E)} vanishes:
dS(E)

A(E) = (TAE)) —— 75 =0

and the solution can be obtained by a simple integration,

(2.22)

E ’
S(E;T,,T) = / dE’ ( AE) (2.23)
0

TAE")

Here we have temporarily indicated the explicit dependence on
the electron and ion temperatures to emphasize that when the
ions and electrons are at a common temperature 7 = T; = T,,
this solution reduces to the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution
S(E;T,T) = — (2.24)
and, consequently, a swarm of projectile particles simply
relaxes to the background plasma equilibrium distribution.

For the equal temperature solution (2.24), a simple analytic
Gaussian integration evaluates the normalization factor defined

in Eq. (2.20) as
N = <2nh2>3/2
mT

Expression (2.23) is indeed the physical solution for S(E).
This is because, having the solution (2.23) in hand, it is a
matter of simple quadratures to construct the second, linearly
independent solution for our second-order differential equation
(2.21). It is not difficult to then confirm that this second
solution is not normalizable, and so our first solution is the
only physically relevant solution. We can also see that this is
the desired solution since, for equal temperatures, it relaxes to
a thermal Maxwellian distribution.

The Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution has an average energy
of 3T /2. However, for the ions and electrons at different

(2.25)
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Average energy E to which the o particle
relaxes as a function of the ion temperature 7; for various electron
temperatures 7. The ascending curves describing larger values of £
have the increasing electron temperatures 7, = 10, 30, 50, 100 keV
(solid, short-dashed, long-dashed, dot-dashed). When 7, =T, =T
then £ = % T . The background plasma is equimolar DT with electron
number density n, = 1.0 x 10% cm™3.

temperatures, the swarm of projectile particles relaxes to the
average energy

- d3p p2 p2

In this case, numerical integrations are needed to evaluate
the normalization constant A and the average energy E.
Figure 1 plots the average final energy E for an « particle
in an equimolar DT plasma with an electron density n, =
1.0 x 10%° cm™3. The figure displays E as a function of the
ion temperature 7; for various electron temperatures 7.

(2.26)

III. FORMAL SOLUTION

A. A homogeneous and isotropic source

We shall assume that the background plasma parameters,
such as its density and temperatures, change very little over
distances that are large in comparison with the stopping
distance of the charged projectile particles and that the plasma
parameters also change very little during the stopping time.
Thus, the plasma is treated as homogeneous and static. In
addition, we assume that the sources of the projectile particles
are distributed uniformly in space and that they emit the
projectile particles isotropically with a definite energy E. For
example, the fusion process in a homogeneous DT plasma
produces « particles uniformly in space and isotropically
in angle with an initial energy of Ey = 3.54 MeV. Thus,
instead of considering the motion of a single projectile particle,
we compute energy partitions and final states of charged
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particles emitted isotropically with a definite energy E( from
a uniform distribution of sources. This greatly simplifies the
problem in that we can employ the homogeneous Fokker-
Planck Eq. (2.18) except that it is now modified to include a
time-varying source of particles of energy Ej:

{8 2 9

9
E_m—va—EE[A(E)-i-(TA(E) “ F(E.1)

= §(E — Ep) (). @3.1)

The number and energy densities, n(¢) and £(¢), are simply
given by removing the spatial volume integrations from the
previous definitions (2.2) and (2.3). The inhomogeneous
Fokker-Planck equation (3.1) gives the time variations of these
quantities:

3
(t) =/ TP (£~ Ey) sit) = 25(2’;13 V2miE, (32)
T

(2nh)?

and

E(t) = Egn(t) — / v { [A(E) + A(E)]

Q2nh)?

a
+[TIAI(E)+TeAe(E)]a—E} fE.n).  (3.3)

When the projectile particle source s(¢) is turned on and then
attains a constant fixed value sp, the number density n(z)
eventually increases linearly in time,

n(t) = [_too dt' n(t") = —‘22:2;3&) f_;o dt' s(t)
= N I + constant, 3.4
where
oo = 2 \/2m* Ey. (35)

2720

B. Asymptotic solution to the inhomogeneous problem

We turn now to obtain the asymptotic solution to (3.1)
satisfying the initial condition that there are no projectile
particles in the distant past.

As a first step in obtaining the asymptotic solution of the
inhomogeneous Fokker-Planck equation (3.1), we set

J(E,t) = exp[—S(E)/2] g(E.1).

Multiplying the resulting Fokker-Planck equation by
exp[S(E)/2] on the left yields a similarity transformation
that converts the (velocity ~ momentum) differential operator
structure in Eq. (3.1) into

[a _ VAE) ] (T A(E))
H = — | — -V —
ap 2(T A(E))

(3.6)

v
0 vVA(E)
X |V =4 = 3.7
[ op 2(TA(E)>} GD
so the new Fokker-Planck equation now appears as
d
(5 + H) g(E.1) =8 (E — Ep) eSE025(r).  (3.8)
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Incorporating the boundary condition that the solution van-
ishes initially, the inhomogeneous differential equation (3.8)
has a formal solution:

t
g(E.t) = / dt' e =5 (E — Eg) 5B 5y, (3.9)

oo
Because of the operator nature of the formal solution (3.9), it
is convenient to view functions in momentum space as vectors
in an abstract real vector space and define an inner product by

_ / d’p
W.x) = )

With obvious partial integrations, it is straightforward to verify
that H considered as an operator on this function space is
Hermitian with this definition of the inner product.

In view of our previous work, it is easy to check that

v x(P)- (3.10)

¢(p) =N exp [~ S(E)/2] (3.11)
now appears as a zero mode of the operator H,
H¢ =0, (3.12)
that has unit normalization,
(¢.¢)=1. (3.13)

Except for this zero mode function, the remaining spectrum of
H is positive. This is true because, for any function ¥ (p),
d’p (TAE)

(V. HY) = / o
) v A(E) 2
Al s+ o] =0 o

since an examination of our results for the A coefficients shows
that (T A(E)) > 0. The equality in Eq. (3.14) holds only if

|:A_i+ v A(E)
Y op T AT AE))

The spherically symmetric solution ¥ (p) = ¥ (|p|) is clearly
the previous zero mode function ¥ (p) = ¢(E). Hence, within
the class of isotropic solutions—the only class that is relevant
to our work—there are no other zero modes of H and all
its other eigenvalues are positive. Since the operator H is
Hermitian,

} ¥(p) =0. (3.15)

¢ H=0. (3.16)
In view of this adjoint equation, it follows that
pe = = ¢, (3.17)

Except for this zero mode, we have shown that the other
eigenvalues of the Hermitian operator H are positive. This
positivity constraint must be obeyed, for otherwise the Fokker-
Planck equation would have diverging “runaway” solutions at
large times. The operator that projects out the zero mode is
obviously the outer product of the zero mode vector with itself,

P=¢®0p, (3.18)
and we write the complement operator as
O0=1-P, (3.19)
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where the first term in Eq. (3.19) is the unit operator on
the function space. By definition, the operator P acts on an
arbitrary function ¢ as

Py(p) =(9 @)W (Pp) = o) (@.¥).

We now see that the unit operator in the form P + Q acting
on g(E,t) in Eq. (3.9) produces

(3.20)

d3 / , , t
St @E — E) e[

—0Q

g(E,t) = ¢(p) / dr's(t))

t
+ / dr' e =" 08§ (E — Ep) 5FO2 5(1').

o]

(3.21)

The momentum integral in the first term of (3.21) is easy to
evaluate,

d3p/
/8 E/ —E S(Ep)/2
60) [ S SWE — Euye
21 2h?
As for the second term, since the operator Q selects out the

positive eigenvalues of H, an integration by parts can be
performed to produce

(3.22)

t
/ dt' e 1= 08 (E — Eg) e5F02 51"

o]

1
= 57 Q8(E — Eo) "™ 5(0)

t
51
- / dt' e "= = Q8 (E — Eo) eSE2 51",

oo

(3.23)

We now assume that the source s(¢) is adiabatically turned on
and attains the constant value s(f) = so at late times. In the
asymptotic limit, the rate s(¢) is, therefore, vanishingly small
and the second term in Eq. (3.23) may be neglected. We may
also replace s(¢) by its asymptotic value sy in the first line.
Hence, on multiplying g(E,t) by exp{—S(E)/2} to return to
the function f(E,t), we obtain

vV 2m3E0

Ef)=Ne5®
f(E,D) e e

/ dt'st) + f(E), (3.24)
where
fE) = e 5B2 % 08 (E — Eg) 5E02 5. (3.25)

Using Eq. (3.4), we can write this asymptotic late time solution
more suggestively as

FE,0) = n(t) foo(E) + f(E), (3.26)

with foo(E) = N e 5%), We emphasize that expression (3.26)
is the asymptotic late-time solution to the inhomogeneous
Fokker-Planck equation since the term involving the derivative
$(t) is omitted.

C. Energy deposition

Before presenting an explicit version of the formal solution
(3.26), we pause to describe its physical interpretation and
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(E)

f.(E)

n(t)

FIG. 2. (Color) The waterfall analogy: The small blue rocks
represent the plasma electrons while the larger red rocks are the
plasma ions. The motion of the “water” represents the evolution of
the projectile ions that are injected into the background plasma. As
“water” falls down the electron-ion slope at a constant rate determined
by f(E), energy is deposited into electrons and ions—in the analogy,
the rocks are heated. At the bottom of the fall is a lake into which the
excess “water” drains and whose height n(¢) rises linearly with time.
In the analogy, the lake represents the final distribution f,(E).

its relation to the ways in which the slowing charged particle
deposits its energy to the background plasma. At large times,
the phase-space density has the time-independent contribution
fo(E) = N exp[—S(E)] into which any set of initial projec-
tile particles must relax, and the first term of (3.26) describes
this distribution normalized to the correct density n(¢). There
remains a time-independent part f(E) that describes the
stationary process of particles losing energy to the background
electrons and ions as particles pass through “energy bins” from
the initial energy Ej to the final asymptotic distribution. The
situation described here can be pictured as the flow of water
over a rocky waterfall that slows the motion of the water as it
descends. The initial rate of flow of the river corresponds to the
rate n(t); the height & of the waterfall giving a potential energy
proportional to gh corresponds to the initial energy Ey. The
energy dissipated in the fall corresponds to the energies lost
to the ions and electrons (large and small rocks respectively).
The final flow into a horizontal lake corresponds to the buildup
of the particles in their final distribution described by foo(E).
This analogy is depicted in Fig. 2.

D. Energy splitting

On inserting the form (3.26) into Eq. (3.3), we can identify
the asymptotic constant rates of energy loss as

Ehe = (Ey — E, — E,) neo, (3.27)
in which
E . 1 d’p a\ -
— = 1, e E 1 Tl [r— E).
Eo r%oEo/ﬂenhﬁl“A‘( )< T 8E> T
(3.28)

Here, we write a single generic equation to represent, in fact,
two separate equations: one for the ions and one for the
electrons by the simple expedient of using the double subscript
notation /, e. The constant fractions of the original energy E
deposited into ionic energy E, and electronic energy E, are
given in Eq. (3.28)—the energy losses analogous to those of
the water passing through the rocky waterfall.
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E. Plasma heating and energy exchange

Part of E goes into energies lost to the ions and electrons,
with the remainder being the average energy E of an projectile
particle in the final fo(E) ensemble. For a background plasma
with the ions and electrons at a common temperature 7', this
final ensemble is just the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution,
E =3T/2, and the result (3.27) becomes obvious.

When the electrons and ions have the same temperature T =
T, = T, the slowing down of fast particles in the plasma gives
a steady-state heating rate per unit volume P = (E, + E, ).
This heating raises the temperature 7' of the plasma, but, in
most cases, the rate of this heating is small in comparison with
the slowing down time of the fast projectile particles, and so our
quasi-steady-state computation is valid, with the temperature
treated as a slowing varying function in our formulas.

When the electrons and ions have different temperatures 7,
and T;, the situation may differ markedly. In addition to the
overall plasma heating P, the final ensemble of the projectile
particles works to bring the electrons and ions to a common
temperature. Returning to Eq. (3.3), we see that the final
ensemble contribution produces energy density transfer rates
to the ions and electrons given by

. d3p

a
UAl,e(E) (l + TI,e ﬁ)N

exp[—S(E)]n(z). (3.29)
Carrying out the energy derivatives yields
&)= —(T,—T,) C% (3.30)
and
Et) = —(T, = T) C¢,, (3.31)

with identical coefficients
d’p  A(E)AJE)

Cl, = C;, = n() / oA N exp[—S(E)].

(3.32)
Hence,
EM+E() =0, (3.33)

and there is no net heating of the plasma. This process only
brings the ions and electrons to a common temperature.

When only a relatively small number of projectile particles
have slowed into their final f.,(E) distribution, they may be
neglected, and the thermal relaxation rate coefficient is well
approximated by’

2 2
_ Kk 5 [ me 1 8T,
Cle = Car= 2 V2r T, 2 |:1n<h2w£> r- 1:|'

(3.34)

Here

(3.35)

"This is the sum of Egs. (12.44) and (12.57) in BPS [3] as quoted
in Eq. (12.12) except that a simple transcription error was made in
the sum quoted in BPS in that the —y — 2 in Eq. (12.12) should be
replaced by —y — 1.
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1.2 T

0.4 — —
O | L L L ‘ L L \7
10 100
T, (keV)

FIG. 3. (Color online) The ratio n; Cf,/n C;. as a function of the
electron temperature for an equimolar DT plasma with an electron
density of 1.0 x 10** cm™ for ion temperatures of 3, 10, 30,
and 100 keV. The curves for increasing ion temperatures 7; have
increasing values for small electron temperatures 7,, although they
do cross at larger 7,.

is the squared electron Debye wave number, and

2
5 €:lg

o2 = Salla (3.36)

a ma

is the definition of the squared plasma frequency for particle
a, with the electron squared plasma frequency w? specified by
a = e, while the total squared ionic plasma frequency w? is
the sum over all the ions in the plasma

2 _ 2
a)l_g ;.
i

In numerical terms, for an equimolar DT plasma,

Cio =313 x 107202 7,732

(3.37)

T2
X [m (5.80 x 1027—6> —1.58} em P psT!, (3.38)

ne

in which the electron density n, is measured in cm™3, the
electron temperature 7, in keV, and the overall units are
(1.0 cm™3)/(1.0 x 10~'2 ) as indicated.

The total rate coefficient for electron-ion thermal relaxation
is the sum C,, + C{. It is of interest to compare C, to
C,.. Since C{, is proportional to the number density n()
of projectile particles in their final distribution foo(E), this
comparison can be made independent of this density by
evaluating the ratio of C%, /n(t) to C,./n,. In Fig. 3 we plot this
dimensionless ratio as a function of the electron temperature
T, for various values of the ion temperature 7; ranging from
3 to 100 keV at an electron density n, = 1.0 x 10** cm™3
Explicit calculation shows that the dependence of this ratio
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upon the electron density n, is weak. As n, is increased from
1.0 x 10** cm™ to 1.0 x 10?® cm™3, the greatest change in
the ratio occurs for 7; > T,: for T, = 100 keV and 7T, = 3 keV,
the ratio increases by 20%.

We must add the caveat, already noted in the Introduction,
that the preceding discussion applies only to the case in which
the final o particle population is not large. Hence, although in
some cases the ratios shown in Fig. 3 are of order one, the net
effect of this new mechanism must be relatively small.

IV. EXPLICIT SOLUTION

A. General development

We turn now to the explicit construction of the function
F(E) from the formal expression (3.25). We start by multi-
plying Eq. (3.25) by the (velocity ~ momentum) differential
operator structure in Eq. (3.1). Passing this operator through
the factor exp[—S(E)/2] is equivalent to the similarity trans-
formation that converts it into the operator H. Hence,

Kl v -

- [AJr (TA(E)> = _p] F(E)

e SB2 Q etSB2 5 (E — Ey) s, .1

and remembering Eqs. (2.16), we see that this is equivalent to

3 v?

- — [A+ (TACE)) } f(E)
ov m

— 2= SE)2 Qe+S<E)/25 (E — Ep) so

vV 2m3E0
27253

In the second equality we employed the definitions (3.18)
and (3.19) of the operators P and Q and in the last line
used the result (3.22). Obviously, a trivial first integral of this
differential equation exists. Since the constant of integration
must be chosen to make f(E) vanish at large E, this first
integral reads

2E
— §(E — Eg) 22259 — 12N =5 so.  (4.2)
m

|:A(E)+ (TACE)) ]f(E)

E o V2mE’ ,
=20 My (Ey— E) — / dE Y E premSED |
EV 2 £ 27253
4.3)

where 6(x) is the unit step function that vanishes for x < 0.
Note that, in view of the normalization (2.20),
o m/2mE’ : d’p
dE/—N —S(E") — N —S(E") __ 1
/0 2 Q@nhy
“4.4)

and so the sum of the terms in the square brackets in Eq. (4.3)
vanishes when E — 0. This is in accord with the fact that these
terms on the right of Eq. (4.3) were produced by the integral of
a derivative on the left-hand side of Eq. (4.2), a derivative of a
quantity that vanishes at both £ = 0 and E = co. Moreover,
since the square brackets vanishes at £ = 0, the right-hand
side of Eq. (4.3) is finite at this end point as it must be.
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At this juncture, it is convenient to remember the definition
(3.5) of i, which can be expressed as

mEo 7'[2713 .
= E , 4.5
5 %0 mEq 0700 4.5)
and to simplify the notation by writing
—  mA2m
N=—"F-N, 4.6
272h3 (4.6)
so we have
o0
f dE'VE' N ¢ 5E) = 1. 4.7)
0
Thus, Eq. (4.3) now reads,
3 FE)
E TAE))—
[A( ) + (T A( )>8E} Eo i
72h3 o0 — ,
= 0(Ey— E) —/ dE'NE' N e 5E) |
mEOE E
4.8)
To solve this differential equation, we set
F(E) =P g(E), 4.9)

because then

[A@%HKMD }ﬂm—e“”U%@»—ﬂ@)
(4.10)

Since the integrating factor involves exp{+S(E)}, which
exponentially increases without bound as the energy increases,
to obtain a finite well-defined result we must integrate over the
range E' = 0 to E’ = E and obtain

2(E) nZhS E JE' e+S(E’)
Eone  mE, /0 E' (TAE))
o0
x [G(Eo —E) — / dE'VE" N eS(E”):|.
.

4.11)

B. Equal electron and ion temperatures

The case in which the ions and electrons have the same
temperature, 7, = T, = T = B!, is simple in several respects.
First, it is physically simpler because the final distribution
of the stopping charged particles is the Maxwell-Boltzmann
thermal equilibrium distribution of the background plasma,

exp[—S(E)] = exp (—?) . (4.12)
Thus, the energy transfer processes (3.29) do not appear
because, with Eq. (4.12) holding, the combination in the large
parentheses of Eq. (3.29) annihilates exp[—S(E)]. Thus, only
the energy partitions E, and E, need to be examined, and these
obey the obvious sum rule

3T =Ey— E —E., (4.13)
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to which Eq. (3.27) reduces. Second, it is mathematically
simpler because there is no need to find an explicit solution to
Eq. (4.11) because Eq. (4.8) reduces to

F(E)
(1 1 ﬁ) Eoneo

=6 (Ey— E)

73
EA(E) mE,

1 2mh2\?
" EoE A(E) ( mT )

The operation in the square brackets that acts on f(E) on the
left-hand side of this equation is just that which appears in the
energy partitions (3.28).

Placing this expression into the energy partitions Eq. (3.28)
and changing the momentum integration into an integration
over energy expresses the fractional energy loss into ions and
electrons as

o0
/ dE' N2mE' e PE .
E
(4.14)

ag_f%dEAww>
0

Ey Ey A(E)
dE A, (E) 2832 /00 , g
— dE '~ E’ .
A E, AE) vz [ ¢
(4.15)

Adding the separate results for the ions and electrons gives

133/2
/ dEf dE' VE e PF

_E,_ T
07 o

E +E,=Ey—

(4.16)

This is just the obvious result of energy conservation previ-
ously stated in Eq. (3.27).

The results (4.15) can be simplified for their explicit
evaluation. Writing these results with a trivial rearrangement
of the terms presents them as

E EvdE A (E)< 2832 [o° g
e —— he 1 - dE'VE' ﬂE)
Ey .ﬁ E, A(E) T ¢
3/2  poo
_/ dE A, .(E) 28 f JE JE e bE
5 Eo AE) T Je

(4.17)

As we shall see, the second line in Eq. (4.17) is exponentially
small. Hence, it suffices to use the simple bounds

A(E) A(E)
AE) — A(E)+ AJ(E) ~ (4.18)
and, similarly,
A, AdE) _
A(E) (4.19)
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Using these bounds, we encounter

3/2
_/OOd_Ezﬁ/ oodE’ E/e*ﬁE/
g Eo 71 JE
3/2 E
_ 2 /OodEk/Fe*f‘E’/ aE
VT JE g, Eo
2 3/2 oo [ E'
__2%8 dE'VE e PE <— — 1). (4.20)
NZI Ey

The variable change E' = Ey (x + 1) presents this as

2ﬂ3/2 32 o0
—T E, e PEo / dx (1 4+ x)/? x e PEx
T 0
2 1

T Vm VPR

with the evaluation on the right-hand side following from the
factthat BEy > 1soonly small x regions contribute, justifying
the replacement (1 + x)'/> — 1. Hence, we indeed find that
the second line in Eq. (4.17) is exponentially small.

Since

—BEo, 4.21)

9 B3/2 oo /
p dE'VE e PE =1, (4.22)
N
we may now write the result (4.17) as
E. . /EO dE A, (E)
- = - — V(B E), (4.23)
Ey o Eo AE)
in which
2 X
Y(x) = — / det'? e, (4.24)
v Jo

Writing exp{—t} = —d exp{—t}/dt and integrating by parts

yields
2 R | 4
1/f(x)=ﬁ/ dtir“/ze—f—,/?xe—% (4.25)
0

The variable change t = y? identifies the integral here as the
error function,

f(J/x 2 ﬁd - 426
erf( X)_ﬁ/() ye (4.26)
and so

V(x) = erf(v/x) — / 47)6 e ", 4.27)

These are the results quoted in the preceding paper [2].

C. Differing electron and ion temperatures

As we have seen, when the ion and electron temperatures
of the background plasma differ, 7; # T,, both the physical
interpretation is richer and the mathematics becomes more
difficult. With different temperatures, there is the additional
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physical process in which the final distribution of projectile
particles works to bring the electrons and ions into thermal
equilibrium at a common temperature 7 = 7; = T,. Moreover,
mathematically, we must now work with Eq. (4.11).

We use Eq. (4.11) to return to the f(E) function and insert
the result for f(E) into Eq. (3.28) to compute E,/E; and
E./Ey. To simplify the resulting formulas, and place them in
a form that parallels those for the previous equal ion-electron
temperature case, we note that

A(E) .| d _S(E)
L[ i)

4.28
(TAE)) (4:28)

Hence, with the definition

o FSE)

G(T,,Te; Eo)
Z/wdEEAI(E)AE(E) eS(E)fE dE’
0 (TAE)) o E (TAE)

x [Q(Eo —E) —/ dE”Jﬁ/T/e—S<E">], (4.29)

’

the energy loss fractions may be expressed as

El Te - T[ *© dE TIAI(E)
E_ G, T, E a8 LA
£, ( Eo ) ( 0)+./0 Eo (TA(E)

x [9 (Ey— E) — / h dE'NE'N e-S<E’)] (4.30)
E

and
Ee T}_Te “dE TeAe(E)
— = G(T,,T,; E +/ A e
Eo ( Eo ) BT E0+ | 5 T AEy)

x [9 (Ep— E) — foodE’@/T/eS<E’>]. (4.31)
E

The second lines in the results (4.30) and (4.3 1) are straight-
forward generalizations of the common ion and electron
temperature form (4.15). The first lines of the new results
(4.30) and (4.31) cancel when they are summed, so

Ey _ 00 [ee) ,
E + E, =+/ dE—N/ dE/ dE' VE e SED,
0 0 E

(4.32)
On interchanging the order of integration,
oo oo ,
/ dE/ dE'VE e 5*)
0 E
00 ’ E'
:/ dE/\/Ee_S(E)/ dE
0 0
o0 ’
- [ dE' E'VE ¢ 5®), (4.33)
0

Hence, on passing from an integration over energy to an equiv-
alent momentum integral and reverting to the corresponding
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normalization factor A/, we have

Ei4EomEo— [ L2 ENes® 43
e (27h)? '
or, in view of Eq. (2.26),
E+E,=Ey—E, (4.35)

in which E is the average energy to which a projectile particle
relaxes. This result is in accord with the previous Eq. (3.27).

The final energy integrals in Eqs. (4.30) and (4.31) run
from E =0 to E — oo. In each case, the final integration
region involves the exponentially small factor exp[—S(E()] =~
exp(—Ey/T), where T is a typical plasma temperature. This
is a very small factor, and hence this upper portion of the
integration region may be safely neglected to write the results
as

B (ﬂ) G(T.T,; Eo)
Ey 0
Eo dE T, A(E) [ f°° — ,
+ | ———=|1-| dEVEN —5<E>]
/0 Eo (TAE") v ¢
_(L=h G(T,,T,; Ep)
== EO 1 Les L20
EogE T, A(E) /E —
+ | =22 GEVENeSE) (436
/0 Eo (TAE)) Jo ¢ (%30
and

Ee TI - Te
- = G(T1,Te; Eo)
Ey

B dE T, A(E) [F S
AE T AR 7 g SR 50,

/o Eo (TAE)) Jo ¢
(4.37)

Here we have invoked the sum rule (4.7) to write the second
equalities above.

The work in Appendix C shows that the function G can be
approximated, with an accuracy of a few percentages, by

G(T,T.; Eo)

:/-EodEE.Al(E).Ae(E)e_S(E)/Ed_Ev/
0 (TAE)) o E (TAE))

e TSED

22(Ey) (4.38)
Since the integration in the first line is over the finite interval
(0, Eyp) and since it involves only nested integrals, rather than
a three-dimensional integral with an arbitrary integrand that
involves an general function of three variables, its numerical
evaluation is not difficult.

X /E/dE// /E//Ne—S(E”) + M'
0

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We have developed a formalism that enables the calcula-
tions of the energy fractions that a fast particle deposits to the
ions and electrons when it slows down in a plasma of ions and
electrons that have different temperatures. Such calculations
have not been done previously. Our work applies to back-
ground plasmas that are weakly to moderately coupled—the
range of validity of this restriction was discussed in the
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Introduction. Using the explicit forms for the A coefficients
reviewed in Appendix A, Egs. (4.36) and (4.38) enable the
explicit computation of the energy ratios E,/E, that are
presented in the preceding paper [2].

If the ions are not in thermal equilibrium with the electrons,
a fast particle ends in a “schizophrenic” distribution fo(E)
which we explicitly compute in Sec. III B. As described in
Sec. IIIE, this final nonthermal distribution of the projectile
particles provides a mechanism to bring the differing electron
and ion temperatures to a final common temperature, a process
that now appears in addition to the usual electron-ion relaxation
interaction.

APPENDIX A: THE A COEFFICIENTS

The Fokker-Planck equation described in the text involves
two scalar coefficient functions with only one of them, the
A coefficient, entering into our problem of the partition
of the energy loss of a fast charged particle into the ions
and electrons in the plasma. The Fokker-Planck equation,
and the coefficients 4; and A, coming from the ions and
electrons that are needed for our problem, were discussed
extensively in BPS [3]. There a method (see footnote [3]) was
employed to compute the A, which enables the short-distance,
point Coulomb scattering to be joined with the long-distance,
collective force in an unambiguous fashion that has no double
counting. This method was used to evaluate the A, both to
leading and to subleading order—roughly speaking—to order
n Inn and order n, where n is the plasma number density (made
dimensionless by the adduction of suitable parameters). For
completeness, we present here the results of BPS.

The coefficient for the interaction of a projectile particle of
energy E or velocity v, (E =m, vi /2) with the species b of
the background plasma may conveniently be written as

Ap(vp) = A5(v,) + Ay C)), (A1)
which is the same as Eq. (10.25) of BPS, with
p(p) = Ay (V) + Aj (1), (A2)

which is the same as Eq. (9.6) of BPS. Here Aj(v,) has two
terms. The first accounts for the hard Coulomb scattering
in the classical limit, while the second accounts for the
collective, long-distance effects, which are entirely classical.
The term .AbA Q (vp) is the quantum-mechanical correction to the
scattering that vanishes in the limit in which Planck’s constant
vanishes, i — 0.
The first classical piece is given by

i,s(vp)

& 2 12 | |
= Z_nb <ﬂ;:b> v,,/o duu'’? exp <_§ ,Bbmbvf,u>

x[—1n<,,@1< )—2y+2}, (A3)
4

my u

mpy, 1 —u
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which is contained in Eq. (9.5) of BPS.® The reduced mass
m pp, of the projectile (p) and plasma particle (b) is defined by

1 1 1
— =+ —. (A4)
m pb m P niy
The long distance collective part of the classical contribution
is given by
2 ol

0
A}; R(vp) P dCOS9 cos 6 M
47 2 /Ololal(vp cos0)
F(v, cosH)
x F(v, cos 9)1n[—’}<2 ] (A5)

which is contained in Eq. (7.26) of BPS. Here pio1(v) is the

spectral weight,
Proat(v) =Y py(v), (A6)
b

with

op(v) = Kj (AT)

Pomy v exp(—l Bpmyp v2> ,
2 2

as introduced in BPS Egs. (7.9) and (7.10). With these defi-

nitions, the sum Aj ( + A; . is independent of the arbitrary’

wave number K. The function F (vp cos ) is related to the

classical dielectric function e(k,kv, cos 6) by

k* €(k,kv, cos0) = k* + F(v, cos 0). (A8)

Here, consistent with our leading orders evaluation, the
dielectric function corresponds to the classical limit of the

8In our notation, and in view of Eq. (2.7), the formulas given on
page 32 of the NRL Plasma Formulary [6] for the rate of energy
loss of particle p to ions b in the plasma corresponds to writing the
complete A, (v,) coefficient as

e Ky Bomy 2 : 1
Ap(vy) = :ﬂ ( o ) vplnA/0 duu”%xp(—iﬂbmbviu),

where In A is a Coulomb logarithm. This formula is the same as
Eq. (A3) except that the terms in the square brackets on the last
line in Eq. (A3) are replaced by In A. The NRL Plasma Formulary
expression does not contain the “terms under the logarithm,” the
terms of order n that BPS computed exactly. These are terms that are
discussed in what follows.

°The wave number K, introduced by our method of dimensional
continuation, corresponds roughly to the upper limit of the long-
distance contributions and the lower limit of the short-distance
contributions. Since K can be chosen arbitrarily, the result must
be independent of its value. This is easy to prove: In view of
Eq. (A10), the K dependence of Eq. (AS) appears in a integrand
with F(v, cos#) In K =2 multiplying remaining factors that are odd
in cos 8. Hence, in view of Eq. (A11), one finds that the K dependence
of Eq. (AS) is given by

e2 !

dcosf cos6 py(v,cosd)In K2
4

The variable change cos & = u'/? along with the definition (A7) of p,,
now easily shows that this term precisely cancels the K dependence
of Eq. (A3).
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quantum ring sum. Hence, the complex-valued function F(v)

is defined by
o.¢]
F(v) — _/ du ptotal(u). . (A9)
o V—u+tin
with n — 0t. Note that, since (x —in)™' —(@x +in)~! =
2mi 8(x), and since
pp(—u) = —pp(u), (A10)

we have

F(v) — F(=v) =271 prow(V). (A11)

Equations (A8) and (A9) are the formulas (7.7) and (7.8) of
BPS.

The quantum correction is contained in Eq. (10.27) of BPS,
and it reads

2.2 172 00
AQ e,k [ Bomp 1/
= —— - d
A ) = == (271 ) 2 ), Ao
X |:2Re (1 +iny) —In nf,b]
x — e L fm( )?
—lexp| —= Bpmp(v, — v
ﬂbmbvpvpb P 2 P b
I )bexp | =+ BumaCu+ o)
X|[1—— |+exp|—=
Bpmpv,vpp P mete T ln
1
X <1+—> . (A12)
Bompvpvpp
Here ¥(z) = dInT'(z)/dz and
€p€p
= Al3
Tpb 4yrhv,,;, ( )

is the dimensionless quantum coupling parameter. Note
that we use the rationalized Gaussian units that were
used by BPS in which the Coulomb potential energy be-
tween charges e, and e, a distance r,, apart is given by
V= eaeb/(4n Fab)-

The following figures illustrate the behavior of the A
coefficients for an equimolar DT plasma with an «-particle
projectile of kinetic energy E. Figures 4 and 5 plot the electron
and ion components A,, A, and their sum A = A, + A, for a
plasma with electron number density n, = 1.0 x 10 cm™3,
electron temperature 7, = 10 keV, and ion temperatures of
T, =10 keV and 100 keV. Figures 6 and 7 illustrate the
number density scaling of the 4 coefficients by plotting
A.(E)/n. and A(E)/n., as a function of the «-particle
energy E, over a wide range of electron densities: n, = 10%,
10%, and 10?7 cm—3. As before, the electron temperature is
T, = 10 keV and the ion temperatures are 7, = 10 keV and
T, = 100 keV.

Because the A coefficients are proportional to the Debye
wave number squared, a quantity proportional to n,, it is no
surprise that A, and A, approximately scale with n,. The
Debye wave number also appears inside the logarithm and
the dielectric function, and for electrons this produces a much
more pronounced effect than for the much heavier ions: While
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0.15

==+t
0 1 2 3

E (MeV)

FIG. 4. (Color online) The coefficients A,(E) (dashed), A.(E)
(dotted), and A(E) (solid) as functions of the kinetic energy E of an
o particle projectile. The background plasma is equimolar DT with
electron density n, = 1.0 x 10% cm~ and electron-ion temperatures
T, = 10keV and T; = 10 keV.

A,/n, is almost independent of n,, the electron component
A, /n. varies by a factor of 2 over the range of n,.

APPENDIX B: ASYMPTOTIC LIMITS

We shall extract the large and small energy limits of the
Ap(vp,) function for the various plasma species b from the
general expressions in BPS [3]. The energy is given by E =
m pvi /2, where m, and v, are the mass and speed of the
particle moving through the plasma, the projectile p. We shall
obtain the large and small limits of the projectile energy E as
compared to a typical plasma temperature 7.

0.05

0.04

0.01

E (MeV)

FIG. 5. (Color online) As in Fig. 4, except T, = 10 keV and
T, = 100 keV. The crossover energy E = E. where A.(E) = A(E)
is about the same in both figures; however, the peak value of the
coefficient 4, is inversely proportional to 7;.
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The A coefficients for electrons and ions
as a function of the « particle projectile energy E in an equimolar DT
plasma with equal electron and ion temperatures, 7, = 7; = 10 keV.
The solid lines correspond to n, = 1.0 x 102 cm™, the dashed
lines to n, = 1.0 x 10?® cm™3, and the dotted lines to n, = 1.0 x
10?7 cm~3. In each case, the A coefficient has been rescaled by the
corresponding number density 7,. The slowly rising curves are those
for A,, while the sharply peaked curves are for A,.

1. E « T: Electrons and ions

In the low velocity limit, A4;(v,) vanishes linearly with v,,
and so we write

612; <5 ( B\ ¢ AQ
v, > 0: A(v,) = i \ o vp(Ab—i-Ab )

(B1)

with two constants A} and A?Q. These two constants arise
from the low velocity limit of the classical and quantum pieces
of Eq. (Al). The classical piece has already been calculated

4x10-27

3x107#7

2x107%7

10-#7 g

A/n_ (MeV—cm?®/um)

FIG. 7. (Color online) As in Fig. 6, except with 7, = 10 keV and
T, = 100 ke V.
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by BPS, where it is contained in their Eq. (9.9), so there is no
need to do it here. The result is

2 16 1
A= [m(—”@) ———2y], (B2)

3 epep Bricn, my, 2
in which m p,;, is the reduced mass defined in Eq. (A4) in the
previous Appendix, and y = 0.577 ... is Euler’s constant, and

Ks = Z Kf = Z By ei np. (B3)
b b

To bring out the size of this classical part, we define a plasma
coupling by

eyepPpk eyep 1
gpp = L= = T~ —, (B4)
4 Aa iy Tp

in which A, = 1/« is the Debye length and 7}, = 1/} is the
temperature of plasma species b. We may then write

2 4 1
i) -de] e
p

which shows that A; > 0, since g,, must be small for our
perturbative computation to hold. Note that when the electron
and ion temperatures do not vastly differ, the ions dominate in
the low velocity limit (B1) by a factor (m; /m.)'/>. Moreover,
since k% ~ 1/T, this ionic contribution to the A coefficient
has the temperature factor TfS/ 2 and, thus, increases as the
ion temperature is lowered. The corrections to the low energy
limit (B1) are of relative order E/T.

The low velocity limit of the quantum correction Eq. (A12)
above was not previously calculated in BPS because there
the low velocity limit of dE/dx was used only to compare
with a computer simulation involving classical dynamics,
and, therefore, the quantum correction was not needed. The
needed quantum part is contained in Eq. (10.27) of BPS which
provides the limit

AQ 1 o 1 )
v, —>0:A4A, =—§ﬁhmb dvp,p vy, €EXp —E,Bbm;,vph
0

x [2Re (1 +inpp) —Inny,]. (B6)

To bring out the character of Eq. (B6), we introduce a thermal
velocity v, by

L Bymyvy =3 (B7)

and a corresponding quantum parameter

€pép

Gy = . B8
b 47Thl_)b ( )
We then change the integration variable,
€p€ph €pép _ _
Vpp = ——— = —— U = Dp U, B9
P dxhny  Amm Y )

to obtain

o0 3
AbAQ = AﬁQ(ﬁpb) = —ﬁf,b / du u exp <—§ﬁ12,b uz)
0

X [2Re¢ (1 + i) +lnu2].

(B10)
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If we introduce the Bohr radius ag = 47k / e?m, and use
the average squared thermal velocity definition (B7), we can
write

5 _1 eyep zmb 1 &2 Nl epep 2mb 27eV
T =3\ "2 m, T, 4mag ~ 3 \ €2 m, T,

(B11)

Thus, for the charge and mass of a typical projectile particle
such as an « particle and for a typical hot plasma, we see that
for the electrons in the plasma r‘;fw < 1, while for the ions in
the plasma ﬁf"- >> 1 unless the ion temperature is somewhat
larger than 10 keV.

For ﬁf,e <« 1, the exponential does not rapidly damp large
u values, and so the relevant piece of the integrand is that with
u > 1 where

" <1 T l;) ~ (1) = —y, (B12)

leading to

* 3
AL (fpe) —ﬁf,e / duu exp (—Eﬁie uz) (—2y +Inud)
0

1 3
=-In(=# .
3 n (2 ] pg) +vy
Adding this result to the classical limit (B2) gives the complete

plasma electron contribution for a low energy projectile as
follows:

(B13)

ELTij, <1:

e2 ik? Bem 12 87, m?>
Ao, = 2K (Beme\ T vl e ) 1),
Wp) = 4o ( o ) 3 [ n<mgh2/<g v

(B14)

For ﬁfn. > 1, the exponential rapidly damps large u values,
and so the relevant piece of the integrand is that with u < 1

where
i 2 [
2Rey (14 ) +Inu | =~ o, (B15)
u
and, thus,
nk [ 3
= A — i _
Ufn‘ > 1:A; Q(Tlpi) o~ —?p ; duu® exp (—Enii uz)
S (B16)
= Ty

Since this is a very small correction to A} > 0, it may be
neglected, and we may use the pure classical limit (B2) for the
ion contribution as follows:

e Ki2 i 1/2
E LT, ﬁii > 1: A, = Zﬂ <}62—7_[)

2 1 A1
x 2op [m(i m—”) ———2;/] (B17)

3 epe; Biky, m; 2
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FIG. 8. (Color online) The ion contribution .4; (solid) plotted
with the corresponding low-energy approximate linear form (dashed)
which is given by Eqs. (B17) and (B18). The plasma is equimolar DT
with T, = T; = 10 keV and n, = 1.0 x 10% cm™3, and the projectile
is an « particle. For these parameters, the plasma coupling is g, =
0.0006. Since the leading-order small-energy behavior is proportional
to v, the graph of A, against VE is linear in this region.

The total contribution of the ions in the plasma in this case is
obviously

ELT, > 1: Aw) =) A,).  (BI8)

In Figs. 8 and 9 we plot the ion and electron A coefficients
for an equimolar DT plasma with an electron density n, =
1.0 x 10% cm~3 and equal electron and ion temperatures T, =
T, = 10 keV against the square root of the projectile energy
V'E. We make this choice because in the small-energy regime
the coefficients are linear in the projectile velocity; therefore,

0.04 ;
003 |- o -
g8 [ L i
3 r - i
J »

T o002 2% 4
E 7 ,
| // |
|- // B
< 001 -
o L Ll \ Ll L]

0 0.5 1 1.5 V3.5

VE (VMeV)

FIG. 9. (Color online) The electron contribution A, (solid)
plotted with the corresponding low-energy approximate linear form
(dashed) which is given by Eq. (B14). The plasma is the same as in
the previous figure. Note that the linear approximation holds well into
the DT fusion production energy of 3.54 MeV for the « particles.
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FIG. 10. (Color online) The coefficients A, and A, are plotted
together for three different temperatures for an equimolar DT plasma
with an electron number density n, = 1.0 x 10® cm™>. The ion
contributions A; peak to the left in the figure. The temperatures are
(i) T, =10 keV and T, = 10 keV (solid), (ii) 7, = 10 keV and
T, = 100 keV (dashed), (iii) 7, = 100keV and 7; = 10 keV (dashed-
dotted). The electron contributions A, for cases (i) and (ii) are almost
equal, whereas for case (iii) .4, is very small.

the graphs exhibit linear behavior until they start to depart
from the low energy limit.'”

In Fig. 10 the coefficients A, and A, are plotted together
for three different temperatures.

2. E >» T: Total ionic contribution

For the total ionic contribution, it is convenient to first
work out the regular part of the long-distance, dielectric
contribution because it is the same for both cases of classical
and quantum-mechanical scattering. With a trivial integration
variable change, Eq. (AS) presents this contribution as

2 ; +v,,
Ar(p) = :_7[; é é . vV % F(v) In [%} ,
(B19)
where we now write
p) =Y piv) (B20)
SO l
Proal(V) = pe(V) + pi(v), (B21)

Figures 8 and 9, for n, = 1.0 x 10® cm™ and T, =T, = 10
keV, show that A, departs from the linear approximation at
about v/E = 0.04 /MeV while A, departs from linearity at about
VE =0.80 v/MeV. Curves for the same electron density but for
T, =10 keV, T; = 100 keV and T, = 100 keV, T; = 10 keV have
the same general shape as the curves in Figs. 8 and 9, but the
corresponding regions of validity for the linear approximation change
to vE =0.124/MeV, vVE = 0.04/MeV for A, while for A,
the corresponding numbers are «/E = «/ﬁ vMeV = 1.87+/MeV,
VE =0.16 V/MeV.
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with the weight functions p given by Eq. (A7). Assuming
that the charges of the ions do not differ greatly from the
charge of the electron, then «2/k? ~ T,/ T, and the integrand
of Eq. (B19) involves a factor that has the behavior

(V) _ 1
Protal (V) 1+ p.(v)/ o1(v)

1
~ o . (B22)
1+ (meTI3/mITe3) exp(m,v2/2T,)

where m;, is a typical ion mass. Thus, defining a typical ionic

thermal velocity vy by
m, v_% =T, (B23)

this factor remains unity up to the critical velocity v defined

by
3
) 2 m, T
Uiie = Vs In <m ;3) s
e

1

(B24)

after which it falls fairly rapidly to zero. The logarithmic
factor in Eq. (B24) is typically about a factor of 10. So
Verit 1S somewhat larger than an ion thermal velocity yet it
is considerably smaller than the electron thermal velocity.

In this region in which the factor p,(v)/piowi(v) of the
integrand is nonvanishing, the function [Eq. (A9) above]

+o00
Hmz_/ L) (B25)
00 v—u-+in
has the form
F() = F(v) = &} + F(v), (B26)
where
+o00
mm=_/ du—PL (B27)
—c0 v—u-+in

This is so because the velocity v, which must be less than
Verit, 18 much less than the electron thermal velocity. Hence,
the electron part of F(v) takes on its low velocity limit, the
electron Debye wave number squared «2. We place the form
(B26) into Eq. (B19) to obtain

e 1 i [t o(v) - F(v)
A: ~ 2 dvv " Fu) 1 .
s s [ a2 R [ ]
(B28)

Here we have replaced the arbitrary intermediate wave number
K by the electron Debye wave number «, because then

F(v) ’?
V— 00 p — _Kzlvz’ (B29)
where
2
e n;
of =) 0= (B30)
and so In(F (v)/«?) vanishes for large v.
In order of magnitude,
2 2
; T, T, v;
—_ = — —. B31
k2v2 T mpvr T 02 (B3D)
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Hence, since v2 is much less than v, unless 7, is considerably

larger than T;, the final factor in the integral (B28), In(F (v) / KZ),
vanishes before p,(v)/ prora1 (V) departs significantly from unity.
Hence, we simply take p,(v)/piora1(v) = 1 and write

e 1 i [T F(v)
< ~ _P I
AI,R(E[’) = E g g . dvv F(v) In |: /{3 i| . (B32)

The discussion above shows that when v, > v, the limits
of the integration may be replaced by Foo. Recalling the
definition (B24) of the critical velocity v, and assuming
that the projectile mass m , is about the same as the typical ion
mass m;, in the plasma, we can now state that

3

m TE <
1T3) : ALR(E,,)

et

E>T1n<

2 ; +o0
e, 1 i

47 v% 27 J oo

T?] (B33)

e

dvvo)m[

We should note the convergence of the integral requires that the
integration limits are to be taken in a rigorously symmetrical
fashion with the integral performed between exactly —v, and
+v, and then v, — oo taken. It is now a simple matter to
evaluate this limiting form. Adding a semicircle in the upper
half plane of radius v, gives a closed contour integral with
no interior singularities that accordingly vanishes. Hence, the
value of the original integral is the negative of the integral
over this large semicircle, an integral that is trivially performed
using the limiting forms listed before. Thus,

mIT€3 . < ei (1)12
E>TIn <meTI3> P AL () = i m. (B34)

With the long-distance, dielectric ionic contribution evalu-
ated in the projectile high energy limit, we can now compute
the complete function A;(v,) in this limit. To do so, we
must distinguish two cases for the remaining hard scattering
contribution.

a E>T, nf,,- >1

As shown in detail in Sec. 10 of BPS, the classical scattering
contribution dominates when the Coulomb parameter 7,; is
large, with the first quantum-mechanical correction of relative

order
L, (4rhv,\* [\ 2E
Npi = =\—) 5= (B35)
epe; epe;i) atfmpc
where o =~ 1/137 is the fine structure constant. In this classical
limit, the scattering contribution is given by Eq. (A3). For the

previous evaluation of the dielectric contribution to hold, we
must choose K = k., so this formula reads

ekt (Bm\'"? ! 1
Af ()= 4pn <7> vp/(; duu'’? exp (—Eﬂimiv;u>

_ epli M M)
X In{ B Ke 2y + 2.
dr  mp 1 —u

(B36)
Since mivlz, /2 ~ E > T;, only small u values are significant.
Hence, we can approximate 1 — u = 1 within the logarithm
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FIG. 11. (Color online) A; (solid curve) vs. its large-energy
(dashed curve) asymptotic form. The plasma is equimolar DT with
ne=10x10%cm>and 7, = 7, = 10 keV.

and extend the integration limit to # — oo. With the variable
change (Bim;v3/2) u = s>, we obtain the high energy limit

et w2 4 oo
A (v = L% / ds s> exp(—s”)
»” T Up T Jo
4 m ,-vz
><|:ln< il b p>—1n52—2y+2],
epeik, 2

(B37)

where we have used /cl.z /Bim; = a)iz. Here we have the integrals
4 > 2 2
— ds s exp(—s°) =1 (B38)
VT /0

and
i fwds 52 exp(—sz) Ins?
NEWN
2 3 3 3

Whence,

2 2 2
es w? 16w mp;v
AS (v) = ﬁﬁ[ln( ’ ”) —y], (B40)
p

epeik, 2

which, summed over all the ions in the plasma and combined
with the previous long-distance result, (B34) yields the total
contribution from the ions in the plasma:

EX>T, ;> 1:
Avy) = Y Aiwy) =D [AS () + A ()]
2 167 mpiv2 1
= 2 1 2 ey, 2 .
47 3 Xl: @i |:n<epe,-/<e 2 Y73
(B41)

See Fig. 11 for a comparison of .4, with its asymptotic form at
large energy.
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b. Ex»T,n, <1
In this case, we have the limit

v, = 00 A (v,) + A28 ()

hik,

which is contained in Eq. (10.42) of BPS. Adding this result
to Eq. (B34) now provides the complete v, — oo limit for the
ion part of the A, coefficient:

2
epl

= B42
47 vl% (B42)

E>T, n,<1: A
o2 | (Peive ) _ 1|
! hik, 2

3. T « E « m,T/m,: Electronic contribution

2
epl

= - B43
47 0127 (B43)

There is an intermediate range of projectile energies in
which the projectile energy is much larger that the temperature,
E > T, but yet not so large that we have £ < (m,/m.,) T ~
10* T. We examine this range here.

We again need to work out its long-distance, dielectric
contribution, and its short-distance scattering contribution.

a. Dielectric part

In the energy range specified, the typical velocity in the
dielectric function is small in comparison with the electron
average thermal velocity and large in comparison with an ion
average thermal velocity. Hence, in this range,

2
w, .
F) = = = + i pow(®). (B44)
Here, in the dominant integration range,
2
a)l
~ 1, B45
K2v2 T myv? < (B43)
and so we may simply write
F(v) ~ 1] + 70 prosar (V). (B46)

Moreover, in the dominant integration range, the imaginary
part P (v) is small in comparison to Kf. Writing Eq. (AS)
as

1

3 0
dcosf cosf M

2 .
A< (U ) ~ e_p L
R 4 2 Protal(Vp €08 0)
1

X —

3 [F(v, cos8) — F(—v,cosb)]

X In

[ F(v, cos0)F(—vp cosb)
L K4
+[F(v, cos8) + F(—v, cos )]

" ln_ F(v), cos0) ]}’

| F(—v, cosB) (B47)
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and using Eq. (B46) with the imaginary part treated to first
order,

A;,R(vl’)
2 ol 2
o~ —ﬁ /0 dcos8 cosB p,.(v),cos0) [ln(K—62> + l:| .
(B48)
In our energy range Eq. (A7) becomes
pe(v) = k2, Be (B49)
2

and so
62 eMe 1 K2
A;R(Up) x~ —ﬁ Kez v ﬂ27r Vp 3 |:ln<K—62> + 1:| . (B50)

b. Scattering part

The electrons in the hot plasmas that we consider have
such large velocities that their scattering off the projectiles is
quantum mechanical. This is described by Eq. (10.41) of BPS
which gives

Npe — 01 Ag ((v),) + AEAQ(UP)

o2 12 12 1 |
= Zne ('Bsze) v,,/ duu'’? exp <—§ ﬂemevlz, u)
0

1 J2K? m,
X= | —1In p m " —y+2].
2 2mpe mpe 1 —u

With £ = %mpvf, <« m,T/m,, the damping constant in the
exponent ,Bemevf, /2 is now small, not large as it was before.
Hence, the exponential may simply be replaced by unity, and
we encounter the integrals

(B51)

! 2
/duul/zz—, (B52)
0 3
and
1 u 2
/duul/zln —— ) =2 (2 —-n4). (B53)
0 1—1/! 3
Hence,
AS ((vp) + AN ()
e2 2 Bom 1/2 1 8Tem2
— pTe [ Pellte (222 Y | (BS54
47 (27[) 0”3[n(meh21(2 V] B9
c. The sum

The sum of the dielectric part (B50) and the scattering part
(B54) gives

E>T, ng/mp<<T:orT<<E<<ﬁT;

e

k2 [ B\ v 8T, m>
A ~ p e e e _p 1 pe _ _ 1 .
(Vp) g < e ) 3y |In o Y

(B55)
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FIG. 12. (Color online) The coefficient A, (solid curve) com-
pared with the high-energy (dashed curve) approximation (B55). The
plasma is equimolar DT with n, = 1.0 x 10® cm™ and T, = T; =
10 ke V.

Figure 12 compares this high-energy approximation with the
exact result. Figure 13 shows that the high- and low-energy
approximations are quite similar.

4. E>» m,T[m,: Electronic contribution

The high velocity limit in this case has already been
calculated by BPS in Eq. (10.43), which we simply quote
here,

2 2 2 2
e, w M peV
vpeoo:Ae(vp)zﬁv—gln< th "). (B56)
p e

This limit is mostly academic, since the system enters the
relativistic regime at these high velocities.
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FIG. 13. (Color online) An «-particle projectile moving in an
equimolar DT plasma with T, = T, = 10 keV and n, = 1.0 x 10%
cm™3. The low-energy approximation (B14) (short-dashed curve)
lies above the exact result (solid curve) while the high-energy
approximation (B55) (long-dashed curve) lies below the exact result
(solid curve). Because «2 = 2«2 for our equimolar DT plasma, the
two approximate forms (B14) and (B55) differ only by a factor of 2
inside the logarithm, and this leads to only slightly different slopes.
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5. Energy crossover

As we have made explicit, the energy loss to the ions in
the plasma dominates at low projectile energies while the loss
is to the electrons at high projectile energies. Here we shall
estimate the crossover point, the projectile energy at which the
two types of loss mechanisms are comparable. We shall find
that this occurs at a projectile energy that is much greater than
a typical plasma temperature 7, and so we will assume the
limit £ > T in estimating the crossover point.

For the ions, the E > T result (B41) reads

2 2 2
e w: 167 mp;v 1
A =L —+ 11 L) QR p——
(vp) 47 IZ v‘% |: n(epei/ce 2 v 2

This holds provided that

2
) 4dmhv, 2 &2 2FE
n pi = = 5 o) < 1.
epe; epe;i ) acmpc
To put the total ion contribution in a convenient form, replace

the ion charge ¢; inside the logarithm of Eq. (B57) by a typical
value e;, approximate m ,; ~ m, /2, and define

E: 2 __ 2
w; = 0y,
i

where we replace the ion charge ¢; inside the logarithm by
a typical value e, and write m,; >~ m,/2 to approximate the
total ion contribution by

(B58)

(B59)

e o 87 1
o B () Y]
Note that the only temperature dependence in this result is
within the electron Debye wave number inside the logarithm.
Hence, the result only weakly depends on the plasma temper-
atures.
A reasonably good approximation for the crossover pro-
jectile speed v, = v, should be obtained by equating the ion

result (B60) to the electronic result (B55) which we repeat
here using k2 = B,m, w::

iy _ G (2) (m\
Wp)=— 2| = -
P dr 3 \m T,

X v, [m (ﬁ) = l(y + 1)} . (B6I)

hik, 2

(B60)

In equating the ion and electron approximations (B60) and
(B61) we use the crossover energy defined by

Ec=1m,v} (B62)

to obtain

8T, m, 1
Ec3/2 |:ln <T> - E(V + 1)i|

3/2 3/2
16 M, w? epeik, 2

(B63)
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It is important to note that this crossover point only depends
on the electron temperature 7,. The ion temperature 7; is of no
relevance here.

Note that the results that we have obtained provide an
approximate form for the total A coefficient as a function

of the energy E = m,v3 /2, A(E) = A.(E) + A(E), namely

E.\3/?
A(E) = LE'? [H(E) ] (B64)
where
Lo G o (17 (m\T 2
7 3 \rw T. m})/z
V8Tom,\ 1
x [m (h—m) -5+ 1)]. (B65)
Ke

To return to assess the validity of our approximation for the
crossover energy, we examine equimolar DT plasmas traversed
by « particles of mass m, = m,, charge e, = 2e, and initial
energy Eo = 3.54 MeV produced by DT fusion. In numerical
terms for this case with the electron temperature 7, and the
crossover energy E. measured in keV, and the electron number
density n, measured in cm™, the crossover relation (B63)
appears as

T2
EX? [m (5.796 x 107 —e> - 1.577]

ne

Te
=188.1 T)/* [m (2,66 x 107 = E§> — 2.154} :

ne
(B66)
T T T T I T T T T I T T T T
15
10 .
r~ | il
(%)
= L il
Eﬂo - -
5 — —
O 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1
0 100 200 300

T, (keV)

FIG. 14. (Color online) Solutions (dots) of the crossover condi-
tion (B66) as a function of the electron temperature for an electron
number density n, = 1.0 x 10% cm~3. The straight line is a fit to
these points, with E. = 51 T,. Similar results obtain for the other
densities, with the results presented in Eq. (B67).
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FIG. 15. (Color online) This figure displays the lower temperature
region of the previous Fig. 14. Here the linear relation can deviate
from the points which are solutions of the crossover relation (B66)
with an error on the order of 10%.

We find that the crossover energies for different electron
densities n, are nearly linear functions of 7, given by

48, n,=1.0x10%*cm>3,

E.~T,351, n,=10x10%cm>3,
53, n,=1.0x 10*cm™3.

(B67)

The linear fit for n, = 1.0 x 10% cm™ is displayed in Fig. 14.
Figure 15 shows that for energies below 10 keV or so, these
linear relations break down by about 10%.

APPENDIX C: THE G FUNCTION SIMPLIFIED

Here we turn to the definition (4.29) of G(T;,T,; Ey) in order
to reduce it to a more manageable form. For convenience, we
repeat this definition here!! as follows:

0 s EJE  otSE)
G(TI’TE;EO):/O dEF(E)e /0 Fm
x [Q(Eo —E)- / oo dE”«/ﬁ_e‘S(E”)] :
(CI)

""We recall that G gives a contribution

AE, (Te - T

G(T,,T,; Ey).
E ) (T 0)

0
Since the prefactor multiplying G involves a temperature difference
that is at most 300 keV and the energy E is typically 3.5 MeV, this
prefactor is less than about 9%. Hence, to within an accuracy of a few
tenths of a percentage, we need only compute the pure number G to
an absolute precision of 0.1.
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where
N = / ” dE'VE e 5F), (C2)
0
and
A(E)A(E)
F(Ey = F ———. C3
(E) TAE)) (C3)

First, we note that if E’ < Ej, the 6 function in the square
brackets is unity. Hence, we can make use of the sum rule (4.7)
to write

G(T,,T.; Eo)
= G(T,,T,; Eo) + Go(T,, Te; Eo) + G3(T,, Te; Ep),  (C4)

where

EJE  o+SE)

Ey
Gl(Tl,Te;Eo)=/ dE F(E)e—S(E)/
0 0

E" (TA(E"))
.
“ / AE'E N e=SE, (C5)
0
00 Eo JE' +S(E")
Ga(T, T, Eo) = / dE F(E)e™5®) / S
Eo o E (TAE))
.
x / dE'"NE" N e 5", (C6)
0
and
o0 E dE/ e+S(E’)

G3(T,,T,; Eo) = —/

dE F(E)e_S(E)/
Eqy

5 E(TAE))
X / oodE”«/ﬁ N e SED, (CT7)

’

First, we show that G3 may be neglected. For the very last
pair of integrals in G3, since the energies E’ and E” are larger
than Ey > T, , T,, the electron contribution to the A, functions
dominate, and so

1
S(E") — S(E") = T (E" — E). (C8)

This is a very large number unless E” is near E’. Hence, with
corrections that will be of the very small order 7,/ E, we have

E dE’ e+S(E’) /oo - ,
- dE” /E// NefS(E )
/EU E" (TAE")) JE&

EdE 1 — [
:/ — ———VE'N dE"
E E’ TeAe(E/)

0 E'

Lo o [FAE
xexp[—i (E —E)}—N/;Oﬁ—Ae(E,),
(€9

and so, again, since the electrons dominate the .4, functions
in the high-energy regions that appear here,

G3(T.,T.; Eo)
>~ E — (FdE 1
~ —/ dE T AI(E) €7S(E)N — -
Ey e Ey VE A(E")
(C10)
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There is really no need to go any further in the evaluation of G3(T;,T,; Ey) since it has the exponentially small factor exp[—S(E)],
with £ > E. In this region, as we have noted, the electrons dominate and so exp[—S(E)] =~ exp(—E/T,). Even for an electron
temperature as high as 35 keV and for a DT fusion « particle with Eq = 3.54 MeV, this factor is exp(—100) ~ 4 x 10~

For the evaluation of G», it is convenient to define

.
H(E') = / dE"VE"N e SE", (C11)
0

To isolate the leading pieces, we shall write

GESE) — 4 (TAE) d oESE) (C12)
AE) dE
and integrate by parts. This will provide an extra explicit factor of a plasma temperature 7 in the numerator, thereby yielding a small
quantity.
The final double integral in the triple integral (C6) defining G, now appears as

E S(E’ E' E
/odE/ e TSE) / JE" —E//./\_/e_S(E”)zf OdE’ H(E" ieﬂLS(E’)
0 0 0

E' (TAE") E' A(E") dE’'
~ H(Eo) e+S(EU)_fEO dE/e+S(E’)i |: H(E") i|
Eo A(Eo) 0 dE'" | E' A(E")
o _HE) iy (TAED) 5w, 4 [ H(E) ]
T B Ay AE) ¢ dE LEA®|, T ©P

where the ellipsis represents the series resulting by further partial integrations. As we shall see, the second term in the last line
of Eq. (C13) is already negligible and so are these omitted terms. The approximate equalities in Eq. (C13) neglect lower limit
terms since they result in exponentially small quantities from the remaining integration over E in Eq. (C6) because of the factor
exp[—S(E)] with E > Ej. Here, to very good accuracy,

H(Ep) = 1, (Cl14)

since the integral defining H(E) has long since converged to its limiting value at E = Ej. Hence,

/-Eod_E’ e+SE) fE,dE”\/ﬁ/T/' LS 1 +S(E) 1—(TA(E))Ei 1
o E (TAE) Jy ¢ T EAE)S dE | E AE)

} . (C15)
Eo

Here, since at large energies the rate of energy variation is of order 1/E,

(TAEy)) T
5 EoA(E)  Eo (€10

d 1
(TA(E)) E-+ [EA(E)]

in which T is a typical plasma temperature. The ratio T/E, is at most a few percentages for the plasma param-
eters that we consider, and, thus, it is a good approximation to replace the curly braces in Eq. (C15) by unity.
Recalling the definition (C3) of F(E) and then using the relation (C12), we obtain

Gao(T,, Te; Eo) = dE {E AE)ALE)

Eo A(Eo) J, (TA(E)) }exp{—[S<E>—S(Eo)]}

___ " AE)AE) d _
= T EyAE) In, dEE AE)  dE exp{—[S(E) — S(Eo)I}
Ao AdEo) | o e d [ AE)ALE)
= T(Eq) Eo A(E) Js, dE exp{—[S(E) — S(Ey)]} TE |:E —A(E) ] (C17)
As before, we have the estimate
d [E AI(E)Ae(E)] AE)A(E) _ (TAE)) [E A[(E)Ae(E)} _r [E A.(E)Ae(E)} (C18)
dE A(E) A(E)  EAE) (TA(E)) E (TAE)) |’

Here again T represents a typical plasma temperature, and since the integration region starts at E = Ey, we have T/E < T/E).
Since the factor in the square brackets in the last line in Eq. (C18) is just the factor in the curly braces in the first line in Eq. (C17),
we see that the last line in Eq. (C17) is of order T/E, times the first line and, thus, gives a correction on the order of a few
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percentages. We have found that, to within corrections of a few percentages,
AEo) Ac(Eo)
A%(Ep)
The accuracy of the analytical approximation (C19) for G, has been confirmed to this precision by direct numerical evaluation
of its definition (C6).
In summary, Eq. (C4) expresses the G function in three parts. The first part G| involves a triple integral that must be evaluated
by numerical computation. This evaluation is simplified because, with the partition that we have made, the regions of integration

that appear in G are restricted to the finite interval 0 < E < E|. For the second part G,, the approximation (C19) is sufficiently
accurate for our purposes. The remainder G3 is very small and we may simply set

G(T,,T,; Eg) ~ (C19)

G3(T, Te; Eo) = 0. (C20)
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