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Abstract: We extend the work developed in paper I of this series, by discussing the dynamics in the collec-
tive phase space in terms of a generalized Fokker-Planck equation. We are thus able to discuss
fluctuations in the collective motion which were neglected in the mean field theory of paper 1. In
contrast with the standard derivations of Fokker-Planck equations, we do not assume quasi-equi-
librium for the internal system, but rather, describe its evolution in time as it is coupled to the collec-
tive system. The transport coefficients appearing in the Fokker-Planck equation are expressed-as
functionals of the internal density matrix. We use a coarse-grained description to study the devel-
opment of the internal system as the reaction progresses, and we express the transport coefficients
in terms of the above-mentioned coarse-grained variables. Finally, we analyze the balance of energy
between the collective and the internal systems.

1. Introduction

In a previous publication in this series of articles [ref. '), to be referred to as I],
we presented a self-consistent mean-field approximation 2) for the treatment of
dissipative heavy-ion collisions (DIC). The macroscopic degrees of freedom were
described by means of classical trajectories. Using a coarse-grained description,
the internal system was represented by properly chosen dynamical variables which
took into account the rapid excitation in DIC. For these variables a closed set of
equations of motion (“reduced equations of motion”, REM) was derived. The
most severe drawback of the mean field approximation is that the fluctuations in
the classical degrees of freedom are neglected. In the present paper we remove this
restriction and treat DIC in terms of a generalized Fokker-Planck equation (FPE).
The main goal is to express the transport coefficients which appear in the FPE in
terms of the internal dynamical variables. A very similar task was undertaken in the
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376 D. H. E. Gross et al. | Deep inelastic collisions (11

Brownian motion approach to DIC 3). In the present work, however, we relax the
quasi-equilibrium assumption in order to allow also for more rapid changes in the
internal system. We obtain therefore a uniform description for DIC, uniform in
the sense that the same theory describes both the fast, coherent excitations in the
approach phase, and the slower statistical processes which characterize the contact
phase. The starting point for the discussion is the semi-classical Liouville equation
for the density matrix D(R, P, t) [ref. 3)],
%D(R, P.t)= %[H(R, P),D(R,P,1)]_ — -—((—ﬁ(R, P.t)— %C‘—P [F(R).D(R, P.1)],.
(1.1)

We use throughout this paper the same notation as was introduced in paper I. Thus,
e.2., R and P stand for the collective (macroscopic) degrees of freedom and their
conjugate momenta. The operators which act on the internal system are denoted by
0. Also,

H(R,P) = hy+ V(R)-FEI;IEH(R)-{— EPM (1.2)
1%
FR) = — :—R (1.3)

(Note that due to a printing error, a factor of 4 is missing from the last term in eq.
(1.1) of I.) We consider explicitly only one collective variable — the distance between
the collision partners. The extension to a larger number of collective degrees of
freedom is cumbersome but straightforward.

The self-consistent mean-field approximation is obtained by assuming that
D(R, P, t) can be factored as

D(R, P,t) = p(t)a(R, P,1). (1.4)

Once this is accepted, one can show that the dynamics of the collective variables
can be described in terms of classical trajectories R(#), P(t), so that

a(R, P,t) = 3(R— R(t))0(P— P(t)). (1.5)
The reaction is then described by the coupled equations of motion
ihp = [AR(), P, 5], (1.6a)
R = P/M, (1.6b)
P =(Fy, = tr (pF(R)). (1.6¢)

The main purpose of I was to develop a coarse-grained version of eq. (1.6a). A
summary of the relevant results, adapted for the purpose of the formalism presented
in this work, is given in sect. 3.
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The constraint (1.4) on the form D(R, P, t) implies that the correlations between
the internal density operator p(z) and the distribution o(R, P, f) are neglected. In the
present paper, we study in detail the correlated part of D(R, P, 1),

D..(R,P,t) = D(R, P,t)— p(t)a(R, P, ). (1.7)

We show in sect. 2 that the inclusion of D, leads to a generalized FPE for a(R, P, t),
similar to the one obtained in the theory of Brownian motion 3).

In sect. 4 we derive approximate expressions for the transport coefficients in
terms of the coarse grained dynamical variables of the internal system. We restrict
ourselves to the limit of small diffusion. This is in contrast to the theory of Brownian
motion *) which holds in the limit of small deviation from thermal equilibrium.
In sect. 5 we summarize the results of the paper and discuss the conservation of
energy.

2. The generalized Fokker-Planck equation

As mentioned in the introduction, our aim is to derive an equation of motion for
the collective distribution function

o(R, P,t)=trD(R, P, 1) (2.1)

which takes into account the fluctuations in the collective dynamics. We divide the
density operator D into an uncorrelated and a correlated part,

D(R, P,t) = p(t)a(R, P,t)+ D (R, P,1). (2.2)

This is to be considered as a definition of D.,, in terms of j(¢), which is as yet an
unspecified matrix with tr §(f) = 1. It is convenient to rewrite the semi-classical
Liouville equation (1.1) in a tetradic notation,

iD = (Ly+L,)D = LD. (2.3)
The density matrices are tetradic vectors, the Liouvilleans
1
Ly = Z[ﬁ(_R),-]_, (2.4)
AP @0 10
L - _,<Hﬁ T ]+> 25)

tetradic matrices.
We define the time-dependent projector in Liouville space

P(t) =p(t)tr-. (2.6)

The procedure we follow is similar to that used in the theory of Brownian motion ).
However, there the projector is constructed with the quasi-static equilibrium density



378 D. H. E. Gross et al. | Deep inelastic collisions (1)
matrix
Peq(R) = exp (— BA(R))/tr (exp (— BA(R))) (2.7)

and depends upon R and not . In our context, we are interested in systems that
depart from equilibrium considerably, so that the choice (2.7) is not suitable.
Together with 2 we define the projector on the orthogonal subspace

a(t) = 1 —2(t), (2.8)
with
PH)2(t)=0 foranyt,t. (2.9)

The projection operators 2 and 2 when operating on the density matrix D, project out
the uncorrelated and correlated parts of D, respectively:

#D = po, 9D =D, (2.10)

The projection of eq. (2.3) onto #- and 2-space read

i%?(r)ﬁ(t) = ipo+ PLpc + PLID, (2.11)

i%.@(t)ﬁ(t) = —ipo+2Lpo+ 2LID. (2.12)
In order to eliminate 2D, eq. (2.11) is solved formally,

20)D(t) = — J

t,

drg(t, O )[2()LH(E )+ pE)]a(t). (2.13)
The propagator 4(t, ¢') is defined by

i%@(t, t') = 2A)LAL)S(, 1), (2.14a)

G(t,1) = L. (2.14b)

Substituting (2.13)iinto (2.11) one obtains

ig(t)p(t) = P@)Lp(t)o(t)— fdf?(t)LQ(tﬁ(t, tH 2 )Lp() + o) a(t). (2.15)

to

The various projections are easily written out explicitly,

d
PLA() = p(1) {5 % tr +CFR),, g5t }
P(NL2() = P(t) % tr {3, .F}, (2.16)

ANLP(): = iLopO) - +3[8,. F. A, 5tr,
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where

CFR),, = tr (FR)A()), (2.17)
8,..F(R) = F(R)=<F(R),, (2.18)

With these relations, eq. (2.15) takes the explicit form

P 0

d
- 43R R P t)—<(F(R)),, 13p OR P,1)

6(R,P,t) =

a(; f dr tr {8, FH(t, ¢ )iLop(t)+ f(t))}o(R, P, ')

a(; f dt' tr {8, FE(t, v B[6, .F, p(t)]. } 5 0(R, P,t). (2.19)

Eq. (2.19) is still an exact equation. Inspite of the explicit appearance of 4(¢) in (2.18),
the equation is independent of the choice of 4(¢), since 4(¢, ¥)and 6, ,F are implicitly
dependent on p. In the present context, we define p(¢) in terms of the equation

ih%ﬁ(t) = [(Bq, 0 ()] (2.20)
with
OIS J dRdAPA(R, P)o(R, P, 1), (2.21)
and the initial condition
At = 0) = |0)<0]. (2.22)

Here,|0) is the-ground state of the two colliding nuclei in the entrance channel. Eq.
(2.20) describes the development of the internal system under the mean interaction,
and it is the most natural choice for p(r).

Eqgs. (2.19) and (2.20) represent an unsymmetric treatment of the collective and
the internal motions. Eq. (2.20) is a self-consistent mean-field equation for the
internal density g, whereas eq. (2.19) contains in addition to the effects of the mean
field also the fluctuations in the collective distribution function o. A more symmetric
treatment is proposed in ref. ?). However, due to the complexity of the internal
system, an application to the present problem is prohibitive. A more detailed discus-
sion of this point is deferred to appendix B.

The generalized FPE (2.19) finally reads

(R, P,t) = f;a‘; (R, P,t)—(F(R)),, o(R, P, t)
+ % fdt’ tr {%. FR)(t, t')é [6,.-h(R), p(z')]} o(R, P, 1)
0

0
t3p J:: de'tr {6, F(RYS(t, ¥ )%[5p.:'F(R),ﬁ(t')]+}ﬁG(R, P,t), (223)
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with
8, ch = h~<{hy, . (2.24)

The link between the present theory and the mean field approximation of paper I is
expressed by egs. (2.20)+2.22). We use the methods developed in I, to obtain an
approximate, coarse-grained expression for p. This will be used in the evaluation
of the integral kernels appearing in eq. (2.23). In the next section we reformulate the
results of paper I so that they meet our present requirements. We are then able, in
sect. 4, to proceed with the evaluation of (2.23).

To end the present discussion, we compare eq. (2.23) with the generalized FPE
which was derived in the Brownian motion approach to DIC [eq. (16) of ref. 3)].
The latter can be rewritten in the form

&R, P, 1) = — % % (R, P,t)—(F> % (R, P, 1)
0 ,
aP Ldr tr {613{40 t)— 3R peq(R)} o(R,P,t)

' - é
+ 2 lar (6FF(t,  B[OF, pey(R)] 4 55 0(R.P.1),  (225)
oP ), ¢P

with g (R) as defined in (2.7) and
(Fy =tr (F(R)po(R)),  OF = F—(F>. (2.26)

Formally, egs. (2.23) and (2.25) are very similar. The essential difference between
the two approaches is the choice of the internal density matrix: in eq. (2.23) the
dynamically varying 4(t), in eq. (2.25) the quasi-equilibrium density /..

In ref. 3) it was shown that eq. (2.25) can be further reduced to obtain the standard
form « PE,

P ¢ 0 P 0
5= 22

9T "M&RT <F>6P 6PK( +T6P> (2.27)
In the present formalism the diffusion coefficient does not take the simple form
D = KT, but rather is expressed in terms of the dynamically evolving 4(¢). This
expression for the diffusion coefficient which is the central result of the present work,
is discussed in sect. 4.

3. Reduced description of the internal dynamics

Eqgs. (2.20) - (2.22) which define the internal density j(¢), are a generalization of the
mean-field equation (1.6a). In I we developed a reduced version of eq. (1.6a). We
quote here the relevant results without supplying the proofs. The adiabatic spectrum
of the internal system is coarse-grained into groups labelled by n. The nvth adiabatic
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eigenstate of the hamiltonian (A(R)) ».» defined in eq. (2.21) is denoted by |nv),
where v stands for all the necessary quantum numbers required to define the state
completely. With d, as the number of states in bin #n and E, (1) the energy of state |nv),
the mean energy of bin n is

— 1
E,=— Y E,. (3.1)
dlI ven
The matrix elements of the mean-field coupling in the adiabatic representation read
P oV
i<nv| MR ""lmu> for nv # my
[Rp— . N ' ) n |t
Fm-. mu = E"v(t) - Enm(t)
(3.2)
0, for nv = mu.

(For the sake of simplicity we consider transitions between bins only and do not
refer to any specific states. The generalization to include them is straightforward.)
The main idea behind the construction of the reduced equations of motion (REM)
is the following. Once the (adiabatic) spectrum of the internal system is coarse
grained, one should choose a complete set of stow dynamical variables (operators),
and develop equations of motion for their expectation values. By means of this
process the information content of the theory is reduced and after some necessary
smoothing of the fast fluctuations in time, one obtains irreversible relaxation effects
in the theory. The search for the complete set of slow dynamical variables is guided by
the relevant conservation laws. All variables which contribute to a conserved quantity
should be included.
The conservation of probability, trp = 1, requires the incorporation of the
populations
Py= Y Py m = tr (7,0) (3.3)

VvER
with

Ry = . |nvd{nv|, trt, = d,. (3.4)

¥

Since we aim at a theory which should also describe the fast processes in the approach
phase of DIC, we go one step further in the Mori hierarchy * 3) and include those
operators from which the first derivatives of the f;, are constructed. That is we
consider the coherence operators

Gum = 2, IMVD0py mumpl. (3.5)
V. i
The coherences tr j, p represent the probability flux. The norm

Vam = 2, 10ny, il (3.6)
V. 1
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measures the strength of the coupling between bins » and m. In I we derived REM
under the assumption that the populations P, and the coherences constitute the
entire set of slow variables. It turns out that in this approximation energy is not
strictly conserved. The energy loss in the relative motion, calculated from the classical
trajectory, does not balance the energy gain of the internal system, calculated from
the population of the various bins. The physical reason for this unbalance is that we
did not properly account for the fact that the total energy is conserved. The set of
slow dynamical variables has to be enlarged to include the energies

E" = Z Envpnvn\' = EnPn+6En (37)

stored in the various bins, or, rather, the deviations 3E, from the mean energies in
each bin,

OE, = ¥ (Eny—E)Ppy, my = tr (8,0, (3.8)

with
én = z |nv)(E,,v—E,,)<nv|. (39)

In the same way that we included the coherence operators as the time derivatives of
the #,, we must also take care of the time derivatives of the &, corresponding to the
energy fluxes. However, within the approximation by which we reduce the exact
equation (2.20) the probability and the energy fluxes turn out to be correlated.
A detailed discussion of this point will be presented in ref. ¢). The REM only contains
the combination

Sum = tr(}0) (3.10)
with

_ 1 O _ .
Vm = T, E‘lnv) {1 —i T (E..v—E,,—E,,,‘,+E,,,)}v,w.,,m<mul. 3.1

Here, I, is the dephasing width of the basic correlation function [cf. (3.32) of I], and

U = B T2, Y [0, |/ 2 10ny, mul*((Eqy— E, ) + (Ep— E)?) (3.12)
v v

relates this width to the combined rms deviation of the energy spectra in bins 7 and m.
It is assumed throughout that the bin size is chosen in such a way that

z |Unv, mu'z(Env - Emu) = (En - Em) Z |Unv. mu'z- (313)
v ™

Furthermore, for simplicity

E,—E, = hw,, (3.14)
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where w,,, is defined by (3.32) of I. We do not consider the contribution of the
\diabatic force” (that part of the force which comes from the diagonal matrix
elements of dV/0R). This is equivalent to the assumption that all mean quantities
of the adiabatic spectrum do not depend upon ¢. In particular,£, = 0. The effect
of the adiabatic force will be discussed in ref. ©).
The REM for the complete set of slow dynamical variables are

ipn =2Y ImS§,, (3.15a)
d
—08E, =h) I, ReS,, (3.15b)
dt 4
IR +i Y (Pn_ Py
dr Ok T TSm0\ g T g,
ak  vm (OE,  OE,
FaZ bl \d, 4, ) (3:15¢)
with
Nak = _iwnk—rnk+ (Gnk/Gnk)" (316)

For the definition of G,, we refer the reader to eq. (3.29) of 1. The force <{F)>, ,.,
induced on the mean trajectory of the relative motion reads now

. _
P p0ie = =(WUode. = g & (@u= TS (3.17)
k

With this definition of the force, energy is conserved (on the mean) between the
trajectory and the internal system. The correlation between the energy and proba-
bility fluxes is apparent from the REM [egs. (3.15)]. In many ways these equations
are analogous to the equations of motion in hydrodynamics where the macroscopic
density flux is related to the flow of energy.

Once the expectation values of the dynamical variables are known from the
solution of the REM, one has to reconstruct the density matrix j which enters eq.
(2.23). The least biased way to do so 7) is to use

Py = exp {Z (AR, + i98,)+ Y, AW ,,,,.} , (3.18)

where the coefficients A™, 1¥ and A*) are determined by the condition that p,
reproduces the expectation values of the corresponding operators (3.12). For p(¢)
as it appears under the time integral in eq. (2.23) further simplifications are possible.
Because #,, £,, ¥, represent the IT-space of all slow dynamical variables p may be
just replaced by IT15 under the integrals. Furthermore, because the operators L 2
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are related to the first time-derivatives of the #, and £,, even the ¥, part of [Tp
may be neglected. Therefore, in order to evaluate the time integrals in eq. (2.23),
we use
P, . OE
(L) =Y {2 — g5, 3.19
plt) Z{d I, + tr(éﬂéﬂ)a,} (3.19)

4. The transport coefficients

Eq. (2.23) as it stands cannot be applied to any problem of practical interest
because of the complicated integral kernels. In the present chapter, we introduce
further approximations by which it becomes possible to reduce these integrals, and
express them in terms of already-calculated quantities. To do this, we estimate the
transport coefficients to the lowest non-vanishing order in the fluctuations. In this
way we take only the first step in improving the results of the mean-field approxima-
tion of paper 1.

The basic approximation which we make is to neglect the effect of the fluctuations
(or width) in the collective phase-space on the internal system during the time interval
7., Which contributes significantly to the integrals in (2.23). From eq. (2.14) we see
that 7, is the average lifetime of a correlation 2. In the approach phase the width
of the distribution ¢ is small because of the initial conditions. In the exit channel the
fluctuations in ¢ should remain small because of the large mass of relative motion
and the small velocity Ras compared to the mass and average velocity of the internal
nucleonic degrees of freedom. Thus, we assume that the mean-field approximation is
sufficient to describe the evolution during short time intervals of the order . This
has the following consequences:

(i) In evaluating the integral kernels in eq. (2.23) we substitute for all phase-space
functions A(R, P, t) their o-averaged values (A(R, P)), ,, calculated at the time ¢ in
which they appear in the integrands. Consequently the first integral in eq. (2.23)
vanishes altogether. We assume that the internal system evolves in time through
the influence of the mean field (%), , and that there is no difference between % and
(k). - Hence in the present theory the “frictional force” is due entirely to the
induced force (£, ,.

(ii) In the same spirit, 9, , F(R) appearing in the second integral is replaced by

6;), I<ﬁ>d,! = <F>d, l—<<ﬁ>>p. a, 1 (41)

The above approximation allows us to evaluate the 2-space propagator % (t, t)
of eq. (2.3). During the short times 7., we replace the Liouvillean by its mean field
analogue:

(L), = {Lo)+<{L1Dy (4.2a)

1
{Lo)em = E [<ﬁ>a ' ]—’ (42b)

P 0 J
de== (37 ). 3R~ noizp (4.2¢)
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Since,

ALY = (LY2, (4.3)

[KL1>n<Lodr]- =0, (4.4)

% (1, ') can be expressed as a product of two propagators 4, (¢, ') and 4, (¢, t') which
solve equations analogous to eq. (2.13):

i%go(t, £') = (Lod>Bolt, 1), (4.52)
Golt 1) = 1, (4.5b)
ia%gl(t, t') = (LGt 1), (4.6a)
g,(t,1) = 1. (4.6b)

The propagator % (¢, t') describes the propagation of the internal system under the
(self-consistent) mean field <k),,. On the other hand %,(z, ') propagates each
phase-space point R, P along a classical trajectory parallel to the most probable
trajectory. Itis subjected to the mean velocity (P/M), ,and themean force{{F}), , ;-
Implementing these results in (2.23) we obtain for the last term in (2.23)

~

aopfdttr{ép Ko, Solt, VB8, P>, 1 P(E)] 1 81, t)”, o(R,P,t)}. (47)

Making use of
gl(t,t')a o(R,P, ') = 6@ (tt)a(RPt)zi a(R, P,t) (4.8)
we can write (4.7) as
% D % o(R, P, 1), 4.9)
with the diffusion coefficient
D(t) = ﬁ dr tr{d, B>y Golt, ' B0, L Fy o D(t)] 4 }- (4.10)

Here %,(t, t’) is identical with U(t, ¢') which was introduced in I. In performing
the integral (4.10) we use its lowest-order approximation, namely

gO(t t)aa bB;cy. dd = 5411 cy‘sbﬂ d&exp{_ "; fdt’l(E (t") Ebﬂ(t"))} (411)
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This, together with the result (3.19) for p (f) can now be substituted into (4.10) to yield
the desired expression for the diffusion coefficient D in terms of the variables P,(7)
and dF, which characterize the dynamics of the internal system.

Leaving technical details to appendix A, the result reads

1 P(t)  Put') i OE (f'}y OE,(t)
D(t)—-z-gjzudtd),.m(tt){ i + i —Ehl‘,,,,,(— 2 e )} (4.12)

with the correlation function
®,.(t,1) Z F2, malOF py ma(')€Xp {— % fdr"(E,“.— E,",,)], (4.13)
- 1

and 83 = Z\'(Env'—En)z'

The dissipative part of the mean induced force (3.17) or, rather, the related energy
rate can be written in a corresponding way. As shown in appendix A, we obtain

<<RF>>diss = Z dt Anm(t t)

nm Jto 1+ Izllll

PAt)  Pot) ik, (SE(r) | SEr)
x{d,, T4, +hr,,,,( /A sl | SR LY

with

exp[ J dt”(E,, ,,,‘,):l
Aot t') = — F* : L L R(t)F,, palt'). (415
nm( ) lgR(t) ny, mu E,“-(t')_'Em"(t’) ( ) n\.mu( ) ( )
The similarity between the expressions for the diffusion coefficient and the dissipative
energy rate clearly manifests the intimate link between fluctuation and dissipation.
The relation to the Brownian motion approach 3) and to the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem is discussed in appendix A.

A simple form of D(¢) is obtained by evaluating the integral in (4.12) in a Markovian
approximation. As shown in appendix A we obtain

D(t) = ZZIF,v () Lo {P"m + P;(I) ~3hw,, (‘iizi) - 52’;‘”)}, (4.16)

Illll ny 3"! + r:ﬂl dll m n m

which holds for large I',,,

5. Summary

In the preceeding chapters we developed a theory for the description of DIC, in
which the fluctuations in the collective phasespace are taken into account. The
resulting set of equations are written down in terms of the distribution function
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o(R, P, 1), and a set of dynamical variables with which we obtain a coarse-grained
description of the internal dynamics.
The final reduced equations of motion for the system are summarized as

2

0 P 0 0
EJ(R, P,t)= — Hﬁa-(F(R)),,_,ﬁau)(t)a—PZo, (5.1a)
d
g P= 2Y ImS,, (5.1b)
d
E‘SE" =h) I',ReSy, (5.1c)
iS = NSy +i Yk Pu _ Py
dt nk — r’nk nk 1+a:k dn dk
2 2
_ ank ‘Ynk 6En 6_Ej
1+, hr,,,‘<d,, T ) (5-1d)

The parameters a,; ¥, I, and n, are explained in sect. 3. For the induced force
{F>, ,one may take as first guess the g-mean induced force

ih
Yy p = ~VUapdoi= g 3 (@il a)Si (52)

With the relation between the diffusion coefficient D(r) entering eq. (5.1a) and the
internal dynamical variables as given by eq. (4.12) or in an approximate fashion
by eq. (4.16), egs. (5.1) and (5.2) constitute a set of coupled, self-consistent equations
of motion for the internal and relative motion. Eq. (5.1a) is a proper Fokker-Planck
equation for the distribution function a(R, P, f).

The set of reduced equations (5.1) represents the most simplified version of our
theory as indicated in the appendix. It is straightforward, though sometimes cumber-
some, to calculate the diffusion coefficient D(¢) and the induced force (FR(R)), , in
more detail. Also the inclusion of explicit states |[I)> poses no additional problem.

In practice, one can simplify the generalized FP equation by assuming a gaussian
distribution for (R, P,t). Then eq. (5.1a) reduces to two sets of ordinary differential
equations for the mean trajectory and the corresponding variances. At each time ¢,
this form of o(R, P, ) is used to construct the mean internal hamiltonian (k)., ,, and
the mean force operator (£}, ,, in terms of which the propagation of the REM
[eq. (5.1)] can be calculated to give the mean force ((F’})p_ e, v» €4. (5.2), and the
diffusion coefficient D, eq. (4.16), which in turn are required for the propagation of
o(R, P, t). The computational effort that should be invested in such calculations
does not exceed by much that which is needed to follow the REM in the mean-field
approximation (see I). Such calculations are easily carried out now and will be
reported in a later publication °).
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The self-consistent treatment of the internal and the collective degrees of freedom
guarantees the conservation of the total amount of energy in the system. This quantity
is written as

E(t) = JdePtr(ﬁ(Rl, P)D(R, P, 1). (5.2)

By writing D(R, P, ?) in terms of its correlated and non-correlated components
[eq. (2.8)] we can express E(¢) as a sum of the mean-field contribution and the
energy stored in the correlations,

PZ

sqp e (53)

E,.(1) = f RAPU(A(R, PYa(R, P, 0)p(t) = (ChD, 0.+ <

E..(t) = j dRdPtr(H(R, P)D (R, P,t)). (5.4)

Concentrating first on E,,.,.(1). we write {(h)>, , , interms of the dynamical variables
which were introduced in sect. 3,

LB p. gt = Eit(t) = Y Ep(O)pyy () = X E,P()+ Y SE(0). (5.5)

The rate of change of the internal energy can be easily written as

(%Eim = —’z En(smn—snm)+ Zhrnmsmn
(5.6)

= lhz (wum_irnm)snm = _<<RF>>I"¢'~1'

The rate of change of the mean kinetic energy can be calculated by using the FP
equation (5.1a),

d < PM2> = |dRdP i 5(R, P, t) = ((RFD) D(t)/M (5.7)
d\2m/,, MmN = 22,00+ D)/ M. :
Thus,

d 1
ar Epeanlt) = M D(t), (5.8)

where D(1) is the diffusion coefficient (4.10).
We now show that within the framiework of approximations introduced in sect. 4,
the rate of change of E_,,, is balanced by the rate of energy due to the correlated
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part of D(R, P, 1),

d

i Eeorl) = dRdPtr{A(R, P)2(t)iLD(R, P.1)}

~

= — |dRdPr{3, HILD(R, P, 1)}

. X P (?ﬁ 1 ¢ D
- - dePtr{‘)p- A (Kiﬁ * E[F' é_]+>}

r

= - dePtr{o",,‘ ,F‘MP D(R, P, t)}. (5.9)

Using eq. (2.12) for 2D(R, P, t), we have

]
%Eco,(r) = fdrdP%f dr'tr{d, FG(t, V) 20)LH(E )+ H(E')}6(R, P, t'). (5.10)
to

By following the sequence of approximations of sect. 4, we arrive at

-

d P ¢ 1
a—tEcor(t)= dedPMD([)ﬁO'(R,P,[)= —ED(I) (511)

The loss of correlation energy is equal to the gain of the diffusive part of the mean
energy (5.8). Eq. (5.11) seems to give an unlimited increase of the (negative) correla-
tion energy. However, we calculated the transport coefficients in the limit for small
widths of 6(R, P, t) (cf. sect. 4). Therefore, eq. (5.11) gives theslope of E,, (¢) for small
widths (times) only.

We conclude that the total energy is conserved in our formalism. However, we are
unable to calculate directly the correlated part of the total density matrix D(R, P, t),
nor to obtain an expression for the energy stored in these correlations. We are only
able to identify E_ . (¢) by its rate of change, using the exact relations (5.8) and (5.10).
We are not able to show explicitly the influence E,_, (£) may have on the dynamics. This
could have been achieved by considering E_,, as an explicit dynamical degree of
freedom (like, e.g., 4E,), which will result in a non-Markovian diffusion coefficient.

In paper I we have used some arguments based on smoothing the fast fluctuations
in the internal system by the introduction of a coarse-grained description in the time
variable (see eq. (3.17) in I and the discussion which preceeds and follows it). A more
quantitative discussion of this point was deferred to the present paper. A more
natural place to discuss this matter seems to be in the next paper of this series. There
we reconsider the space of slowly varying dynamical variables and discuss the effects
of the energy conservation on the REM.

We would like to express our appreciation of the hospitality extended to us by
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Appendix A

In this appendix we evaluate the diffusion coefficient (4.10) with% (¢, ¢') given by
eq. (4.11),

D(t) = % tr 5p<F>a.t dt'go(t, tl)[6p<F>a. 1" ﬁ(t’)] +- (Al)

to

In tetradic notation, &, (), , reads

5p<F>a'. tonv.mu — an, mu(t)'—<<F(t)>>6nv, mus (Az)

where

KF@)) = ZF.“ )Py, mu(t) (A.3)

is the mean induced force. The quantnty 6,,(?} in front of the integral in eq. (A.1)
may be replaced by (F(f)), because the factor multiplying {{ F(f)>) vanishes.

Under the integral we use for j(f) the diagonal form (3.19). Consistently, there
(LAY is to be read as the mean diagonal force, only. Explicitly,

D(t) = ZF“ mlt) J‘dt (Fpy, )= LKF(E))))Ppy, mlt)

+ Z lF:v mu(t) f dr exp[— T J‘ (Env mu)dt”]

x.an, mu(tl)(pnv, nv(t )+ pmu. mu(t )) (A4)

2’ runs over non-diagonal elements of F, only.

The sum over the diagonal elements of F is to be neglected. It contains the devia-
tions of the diagonal elements F,, ,, from the mean adiabatic force. We neglected
similar terms in the REM by disregarding the adiabatic forces in each bin and replac-
ing the mean adiabatic force by —(VU, >, ,€q. (5.2). Into the remaining sum over the
non-diagonal elements of F we introduce eq. (3.19),

D(t)——fdtZ{Qm(t ')(P () ;("’)

+ 4B (t, )~ (Ey — E)Prll t))(‘SEs(t) 5E;"2(t’))

II EM

F Yt t)— (E, +E,)¢m(tt))(5E L) 6—"%"@)} (A.5)
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with
=tr (3"8") = dn(Ez —Ef)

The various correlation functions are

Ot = LFL, Mn)exp[— . f (Eny— E,u)dt"]F“_m,U'), (A6)

‘pnm =~z ZFm mu(t)exp [_ "J‘ (E Emu)dt”] an. mn(t,)(Env(t')_ Emu(tl))’.
(A.7)

Pomlt, V') = ZF.V MM(I)GXP[— _j(Env mu)dt"] Foy mu(UEn(t') + Ep, (1)) (A.8)

@,.(1, t') is intimately related to the force-force-correlation function which plays a
fundamental role in both linear response theory and the theory of BrO\:&fnian motion 3).
Once the matrix elements F,, ,, are given, the three functions @, d; and ¥ can be

calculated directly. In analogy to the derivation of the REM !* ®), we may, however,
simplify the evaluation of eq. (A.S5) by the approximations

)
¢nm(t/’ tl)/¢nm(ta )= — iwnm - an’ (A9)

D, (t, 1) = el "l — "ZF" m(OF gy (8 (A.10)

Y om(t, ') = el T 0m = Tl ”ZF,V it OF . @ WEy(8) + Ep(2))

= (E,+ E,)®,,(1,1). (A.11)

The last equality in (A.11) follows from the assumption of random matrix elements.

At this point, caution is in order. In principle, all correlation functions should be
calculated independently and directly from their microscopic deﬁmtlons It should be
noted that in the REM only ratios of correlation functions, like 1/1 J/J enter. They
were simplified in analogy to eq. (A.9) [refs. ! ©)]. The diffusion coefficient (A.5)
is the first place where a correlation function enters explicitly. This is because for its
derivation we had to use the COP [chronological ordering prescription 8)], leading
to explicit time-integrals. The REM were obtained by followinig the POP [particle
ordering prescription ®)]. They are local in time and only ratios of the correlation
functions appear !* ©).

Inserting the explicit expression (A.10) and (A.11) into (A.S) is a further simplifica-
tion. Using it naively in other places may lead to unphysical results.
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The final result for the diffusion coefficient reads

D(t) = ): dra, t){P ) | Pull) —gmr",,,(oif'z(")JSE”;‘”)}. (A.12)

nm fo n d"‘ n 8,"

For large I',,, the exponential decay of ¢,, dominates the integrand and we obtain
the Markovian approximation

| P, (t) P,lt) O0E,(t) O8E,(t)
D(t) = 2ZZ|an mu( )lz :m+1-.2 { d + d —%hw,,,,, (T - T)}

nm Vi m n
1A.13)

In order to investigate the relations between dissipation and fluctuation we may also
evaluate the rate of energy due to the dissipative part of the mean induced force
3.17),

<<Rﬁ(t)>>diss =h Z (_iwnm—rnm)snm(t)' (A14)
For S,,.(f) we formally solve eq. (3.15c) and obtain
KRF (1)) giss
i P(t) P,(t') ok, (OEt') OE,(t)
=2 th’""(”)1+a,f,,,{ 4, 4, +hr,,,( 4 ta, )} (A.13)

with the correlation function

Anm(t’ t,) = ( - iwnm - rnm)he(_iw“—r"m—'l)z v:v, mu(t)vnv, mu(.t,)' (A16)

\

In analogy to the discussion of sect. 4 of I' this may be interpreted as

exp [‘ % J:(E" — E,,.,,)dt"] .
Eo)—E) RO mmll) (A.17)

The correspondence between the diffusion coefficient (A.12) with the correlation
function (A.6) and the energy rate (A.15) with the correlation function (A.17) is
striking. It manifests the close link between dissipation and fluctuation. It may be fur-
ther supported by a comparison with the results of the Brownian motion approach 3
where, in a Markovian approximation, the well-known fluctuation-dissipation
theorem holds.

In lowest-order pertubation theory, the generalized friction kernel appearing in eq.
(16) of ref. ®) reads

nm(t t) = Z( I)R(I)an mu(t)

X = JﬂdAtr{aﬁe‘"""’”0""’e—”f’e‘f’aﬁe"ﬁe“/"’”o"“’}. (A.18)
4]

' In egs. (4.15), (4.16) of 1 the sum should run over n > m, only. In eq. (4.16) the states nv, mu should
be'interchanged in the matrix elements.
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After some algebra we find

~(i/A{Epv = Epp —inlt — 1)

X = ZMZ" ] E.—E.—in (Prv. m = Py, mu)- (A.19)
Similarly, the diffusion kernel
@ = tr {§Fe MHt-0Ll[5F ¢ _ﬁﬁ] LelimHot =0} (A.20)
reads
D = Y Y |6F py, > €~ OO EEma im0l - (A.21)

nm vy

Here p,, ., = e"ﬂE"/Z,,ve_”E". n is an infinitesimal increment.

In our present approach, p,, ,, = P,/d,+(E,,—E,)0E,/el.

We see a close correspondence between eq. (A.19) and eqs. (A.15), (A.17) as well as
between (A.21) and (A.12), (A.6).

In a Markovian approximation, the Brownian motion approach leads to the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem

J 2(t)dt =T f A (t)dt.
0 0

No such theorem can hold in the present dynamical theory for j (z), since a tempera-
ture is not introduced.

Appendix B
RELATION TO THE WORK OF WILLIS AND PICARD ?)

In their paper 2) Willis and Picard treat the formal reduction of the coupled von
Neumann equation for some “matter’’ degrees of freedom m with some other ““field”
degrees of freedom f. A reduced and coupled set of equations of motion is deduced
for both systems in a symmetrical fashion. In this appendix we want to discuss the
similarities and differences between the two reduction schemes.

We sketch the reduction scheme of Willis and Picard applied to our semiclassical
Liouville equation (1.1)

d 1 P 0 1 0
with
a o~ . P2

We choose R and P as the field degrees of freedom and the internal as the matter
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degrees of freedom, and define

(R, P,t) = trD(R, P, ), (B.3a)

p(t) = JdrdPD(R, P,t). (B.3b)

Notice that ¢ is defined as in (2.1) but 4 (¢) is different from the choice taken in eq.
(2.20).
The Willis and Picard projector is given as

Pyplt) = ptir+o J—pa ftr, (B.4)
2welt) = 1~ Pyp(t) (B.5)
with the properties
trPyp =1tr-, J‘-?wr' = J‘ (B.6)
We define the following Liouville operators:
L=L,+L,+L, (B.7a)
1
L, = ﬂ[h""]" (B.7b)
P 0
L, = ~ M3k’ (B.7¢)
E-—l[f/-] —3i £ (B.7d)
B AR BT '
, 1
Ly s =3[Wa 1o (B.7¢)
Ly = —iFy, (B.70)
mt 7]
AzL’ =L "<L’>f, z—'<E>m, I (B7g)

A T i 8
A,L -—g[aa,xVa ]-—El:ap.zﬁyﬁ :|+, (.B-7h)
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with
b,V = V=D, (B.8a)

8, F=F—(F,. (B.8b)

These definitions are the ones given by Willis and Picard ) generalized to the present
case of a mixed quantal and classical von Neuman equation (B.1).

The final Willis and Picard coupled reduced equations of motion for g (¢) and
o(R, P, I) are

8 P o @ (..
a—ta= —ﬁﬁa—(ﬁ)p',ﬁa—ﬁ‘[dﬂr

to

x (5,,, FGwlt, 1) {% 5.8, 9] —3[6,F. 5], %}ﬂ)ﬂ(t’), (B.9a)

% pt) = % [KhY,p]- — J 'dt’ dedP % 8, A% wp(t, ') }a(t), (B.9b)

where the curly brackets { } symbolize the same term as in eq. (B.9a) and 4 y, x(¢, 1)
is defined by

i%gw,(t, ) = DupL2wpBwplt,t'),  Buwelt,t) = L. (B.10)
Eq. (B.9a) is formally identical to our eq. (2.14). Of course the propagator ¥ , , is
different from our ¥ due to the different projector 2 ,. The reduced equation
(B.9b) for p (1) is entirely different from our mean field one (2.20); which is the first
part of eq. (B.9b) only. The additional second term on the r.h.s. of eq. (B.9b) represents
the fluctuations induced into the internal system via the coupling to the R-P motion.

The calculation of p(¢) is of course the key to any treatment of deep inelastic col-
lisions (DIC). The internal system has 64 — 6 degrees of freedom. Therefore any useful
equation for p(f) must be simple. Eq. (B.9b) is by far too complicated. We do not see
any possibility of solving it by reducing it further. Therefore, we have to abandon
the aesthetical appeal of having symmetrical equations for o (f) and p (¢). The difficul-
ties are not distributed symmetrically either. It is possible to have a complicated
equation for the “simple” R-P motion but we need a simple equation for the com-
plicated internal motion. That is the kind of *“‘symmetry”” we have to take into account,
and this is achieved in the present paper.
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