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The photoabsorption cross-section of an ion immersed in a plasma is studied on
the basis of the Thomas—Fermi approximation for the equilibrium electron dis-
tribution and Bloch’s classical hydrodynamic model for collective motion of the
electrons. The frequency-dependent cross-section scales with the nuclear charge,
and depends strongly on the plasma density and temperature. An approximation
of the frequency dependence is constructed with the aid of sum rules and Padé
approximants.

1. Introduction

The theory of photoabsorption by ions in a plasma is relevant for the calculation
of plasma opacity — a crucial concept in inertial confinement fusion and stellar
structure. The early history of opacity calculations is reviewed in the monograph
by Armstrong and Nicholls (1972). Existing opacity codes (Goldberg et al. 1986;
Bar-Shalom et al. 1989; Abdallah and Clark 1991; Rogers and Iglesias 1992; Keady
el al. 1993; Blenski ef al. 1997) use the main features of the model proposed by Mayer
(1949). In this model the electrons are divided into two categories: atomically bound
and free electrons. All intermediate bound states, for example quasimolecular states,
are neglected, on the basis of their small statistical weight. In Mayer’s model, and
subsequently probably in all existing opacity codes, the photoabsorption cross-
section is divided into bound-bound (b-b), bound-free (b—f) and free-free (f—f)
contributions. In the model the interaction between bound and free electrons is
neglected, but in existing opacity codes part of the dynamic correlation between
bound and free electrons is accounted for as line broadening. The modern opacity
codes have reached a high level of sophistication in the treatment of bound—bound
transitions. Term structure is taken into account either by statistical methods (Bar-
Shalom et al. 1989; Blenski ef al. 1997) or by detailed term accounting (Goldberg
et al. 1986; Abdallah & Clark 1991; Rogers & Iglesias 1992; Keady ef al. 1993).
However, the division into b-b, b—f and f—f transitions is still used in the codes.
Probably one of the reasons that present-day opacity codes focus their attention
on the b-b and b—f transitions is the fact that up to now all direct opacity mea-
surements (Davidson et al. 1988; Foster et al. 1991; Perry et al. 1991; Da Silva et al.
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1992), have been performed in plasmas of relatively low density (0.05 ¢ em™ at
most). This is because of the hydrodynamic expansion scenario of the sandwich-
type targets in present-day laser—plasma experiments. The neglect of correlation
between bound and free electrons seems to be justified when the plasma density
is small compared with solid density, and when one is interested in photoabsorp-
tion at relatively high frequencies. There are two reasons for this. First, for small
plasma density, of the order of one percent of solid density, the plasma frequency
is small (less than 1eV). Secondly. the total charge of the free electrons contained
in the ionic core, where the bound electrons are localized, is negligible. Thus a pure
atomic physics approach dealing with free ions, supplemented by thermal statis-
tics for all species as given for example by Saha equilibrium theory, seems to be
sufficient to interpret the spectral data from present-day opacity measurements,
similar to those presented in Davidson et al. (1988), Foster et al. (1991), Perry et al.
(1991) and Da Silva et al. (1992).

It was shown by Zangwill and Soven (1980) and Zangwill and Liberman (1984),
in a calculation of the photoabsorption of rare-gas atoms based on the local density
functional method, that channel mixing between the b-b and b—f transitions is very
important (Mahan and Subbaswamy 1990). There have been attempts to apply the
method of Zangwill and Soven (1980) to ions in a plasma (Grimaldi el al. 1985;
Perrot and Dharma-wardana 1993). However, in this work the interaction with
free—free transitions was neglected without justification, even though bound and
free electrons should be treated on equal footing.

In fusion experiments with high-energy lasers of the next generation, it will be
possible to achieve one-tenth of solid density at temperatures of a few tens of eV for
an aluminum sandwich target (Lee ef al. 1995). A complete treatment of photoab-
sorption in dense plasmas under such conditions is difficult. Besides the free—free
transitions due to collisions with atomic centers, collective phenomena also become
important (Blenski and Cichocki 1992, 1994). Channel mixing between b-b, b—f and
f—f transitions is known to be quite important in metals (Zaremba and Sturm 1991;
Sturm et al. 1990). Mayer’s (1949) model is probably not a good starting point for
the calculation of photoabsorption in dense plasmas. In previous work (Blenski and
Cichocki 1992, 1994; Felderhof et al. 1995a, b, ¢) we have proposed that a cluster ex-
pansion, allowing a decomposition of the many-ion problem into a superposition of
few-ion problems, provides the correct theoretical approach. However, a full quan-
tum mechanical treatment of photoabsorption, even for a single ion immersed in a
plasma, is a very demanding task. Therefore in the present study we use a simple
semiclassical approach in order to get qualitative insigcht. The calculation is based
on the Thomas—Fermi model combined with classical hydrodynamics, as used by
Bloch (1933) in a calculation of the stopping power of atoms. The same model
was used by Ball et al. (1973) for the calculation of photoabsorption by an atom.
The model takes account of collective motion, but single electron processes are not
included. Thus we cannot expect detailed agreement with opacity measurements.
Nonetheless, we believe that the calculation reveals important qualitative features.

In the following we extend the work of Ball et al. (1973) to an ion immersed in a
plasma at any temperature. We use an ion correlation model in which the other ions
in the plasma appear only in their average effect on the equilibrium distribution
of electrons (Perrot 1982; Cauble ef al. 1984; Crowley 1990). Rather than calculate
the ion correlation function, we assume it to be known. Specifically, we assume that
the equilibrium distribution of electrons can be calculated in the Thomas—Fermi



Photoabsorption by an ion immersed in a plasma 789

approximation, with the nuclear point charge of the selected ion at fixed position
and the remaining ions smeared out into a uniform neutralizing background. The
calculation can be modified without difficulty to a different ion correlation function
and corresponding radial electron density profile.

Within the framework of Bloch’s hydrodynamic model, the dielectric linear re-
sponse of the entire plasma can be analysed by the method of cluster expansion
(Felderhof et al. 1995a; Ishikawa and Felderhof 1998). The analysis shows how to
incorporate the response calculated for the ion correlation model into the dielectric
function of the plasma. In the ion correlation model the plasma is uniform at large
distances from the central ion. In an incident oscillating electric field the charge
distribution of the ion vibrates and generates outgoing plasma waves. We use an
electrostatic dipole approximation. Photoabsorption occurs because incident wave
energy is converted into the energy of longitudinal plasma waves. We find for our
model that the frequency-dependent photoabsorption cross-section scales with the
nuclear charge and depends strongly on plasma density and temperature.

Our method of calculation of the frequency-dependent photoabsorption cross-
section differs from that of Ball ef al. (1973). It was developed for a general radial
electron density profile (Felderhof et al. 1995b), and applied to the explicit calcula-
tion of photoabsorption for a model ion with a square-well profile (Felderhof et al.
1995¢). The method is rather more straightforward than that of Ball el al. (1973).

The equilibrium electron density profile can be decomposed into contributions
from bound and free electrons. We determine the degree of ionization as a function
of plasma density and temperature. In the calculation of the photoabsorption cross-
section we make no attempt to separate into contributions from bound and free
electrons. Since only the total cross-section counts, not much would be gained from
such a decomposition. It would be of interest to adorn the model with an ion
core polarizability with discrete resonances, in the manner proposed by Sturm and
Zaremba (1991) and Sturm et al. (1990) for metals. This would provide a qualitative
description of the mixing of single-particle and collective effects.

2. Thomas-Fermi model for an ion in a plasma

We consider an electron—ion plasma in a volume V' with the ions treated as point
charges Ze located at Ry,...,Ry and with electrons described collectively as a
fluid with local density n(r,t) and flow velocity v(r,t). The electron density and
flow velocity are assumed to satisfy the hydrodynamic equations (Bloch 1933)

on
+V. = 2.1
5 V- (nv) =0, (2.1a)
nm—il;t) =-Vp+neVeo, (2.1D)

where m is the electron mass, —e is the electron charge and d/dt = 9/0t +v - V is
the substantial derivative. The pressure p is assumed to be related to local number
density n by the equation of state p = p(n,T) for an ideal Fermi gas at temperature
T'. The electrostatic potential ¢(r, ) is governed by Poisson’s equation

V3¢ = 4mne — 4mps — 4T pex, (2.2)
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where

(2.3)
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is the charge density of the fixed ions and pex(r, t) is the external charge density. For
Pex = 0, the equations are satisfied by equilibrium density no(r; Ry, ..., Ry) and flow
velocity vy = 0. For the equation of state of an ideal Fermi gas, the equilibrium
density ng(r; X) is the Thomas—Fermi solution for the given configuration X =
(Ry,...,Ry) of ion centres (Landau and Lifshitz 1965; Englert 1988). The local
chemical potential py and the electrostatic potential ¢y combine as

po(r; X) — ey (r; X) = const, (2.4)

with the constant value of the electrochemical potential chosen in such a way that
the whole system is neutral.

The linear response of the system to an external charge density pex(r,t) with cor-
responding potential ¢ (r,t) can be handled by the methods of multiple scatter-
ing and cluster expansion (Felderhof et al. 1995a; Ishikawa and Felderhof 1998a).
To lowest order in the cluster expansion, the system is approximated as a one-
component plasma. In equilibrium, this has uniform electron density n((:)) = Zyn,
and a fixed uniform background of charge density Z;n;e. Later we shall deter-
mine the effective charge number Z; self-consistently by identifying nf)m with the
number density of free electrons. Some of the electrons are bound to the nuclei and
do not contribute to the response of the one-component plasma. The equilibrium
electrostatic potential ¢y of the one-component plasma vanishes, and the chemi-
cal potential uf:)) of the free electrons is related to nf:)) by the equation of state
for an ideal Fermi gas. In the thermodynamic limit N — oo, V' — oo at constant
n; = N/V the dielectric response functions of this electron—0—ion system are easily
calculated from the linearized hydrodynamic equations.

To first order in the cluster expansion, one considers an electron—1-ion system
characterized by an equilibrium density profile 7y(r; Ry) corresponding to a mean
density of electrons with a single nucleus of charge Ze centred at Ry. In addition,
one needs the profile Jy(r; Ry) corresponding to a mean local derivative (Ou/0n),, of
the chemical potential with respect to density. At large distances from Ry the den-
sity 7o(r; Ry) tends to the uniform free-electron value nf:)), and the profile Jy(r; Ry)
tends to the corresponding value 19((;’). The cluster expansion shows how to incorpo-
rate the response of the electron—1-ion system to an applied field into an approxi-
mation to the response of the plasma with N ions.

The calculation of the profiles fig(r; Ry) and Jy(r; R;) from the microscopic equi-
librium functions ny(r; X) and Jy(r; X) is in itself a non-trivial problem. In the fol-
lowing we circumvent this problem and simply postulate a prescription for finding
approximate profiles from Thomas—Fermi theory. We describe the prescription sep-
arately for zero temperature and for temperature T' > 0. At zero temperature, the
Fermi-Dirac theory of the ideal gas shows that density 7y and chemical potential

[y are related by
_ h? o (3n0\*? o =
= o (sﬂ 7 (2.5)

where h is Planck’s constant. Without loss of generality, we place the centre R,
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at the origin. In Thomas—Fermi theory (Landau and Lifshitz 1965; Englert 1988),
(2.5) is taken to be valid locally in the form

o _h (3 2/ o n
fio(r) = py + epo(r) = —17(7) (2.6)

2m \ 87
with the potential ¢y determined from Poisson’s equation
V2o = dmelng(r) — )| — 4nZeb(x). (2.7)

The last two equations must be solved self-consistently, with the condition that
@o(r) tends to zero at infinity. The derivative ¥y = (Ou/On),, leads to the corre-
sponding profile

- 2
ol == 2.8
=5 (28)
Introducing the dimensionless distance = by
r=2""bage,  b=1 ()7, (2.9)
where ay = h? / me? is the Bohr radius, and the function y(z) by
Ze i
Po(r) = —= x(2), (2.10)
we find for x(z) the radial equation
d*x 1 . 2/o /s )
Tz = mip Uxt@) + Call? = ¥y, (2.11)
with the constant
C =234t n a3)?/?. (2.12)
The boundary conditions are
x(0) =1, lim x(x) = 0. (2.13)

The radial equation (2.11) generalizes the corresponding equation for an atom in
vacuum (Landau and Lifshitz 1965), for which C' = 0, to the case of an ion in a
plasma. The density profile 7y(r) in (2.6) can be expressed as

ZQ
’I_lq)(r) b3 n()(x) (2]4—)
with the dimensionless profile
3/2
R 1 T > 1=
() = = [X;) + C} . (2.15)

The profile 7y(z) depends on Z only via the parameter C.
For temperature 1" > 0, the electron equilibrium distribution in (r, p) space is

¢ 9 —1
fe,p) = hz% {exr) [ﬁ (;n — edo(r) — uf:”ﬂ - 1} , (2.16)

where 8 = 1/kgT. By integration over momentum p, one finds for the local electron

density
O+ ey (r
ng(r / f(x,p)d a/ A;B Fiys (NokB;jU()) (2.17)
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with de Broglie wavelength Agp = h(2rm kpT)~'/? and Fermi-Dirac integral (Cody
and Thacher 1967; Antia 1993)

Fyja(2) = /Oo Ldy. (2.18)
o exply—=z)+1

The constant ,u(()o) is related to the asymptotic density nf,o) by

o__* \sp o .
M= Tz a2 knT ) (2.19)

The electrostatic potential ¢y(r) is given by Poisson’s equation (2.7). The dimen-
sionless function x(x), defined by (2.10), satisfies the radial equation

dx . _ay .
T2 = R al R leo(@) = Fiplog))] (2.20)
with coefficient
4/3 e
=7 2.21
Y K Tha (2.21)

and with the local reduced chemical potential

T o¢
(@) = o + WL; ), (2.22)

which takes the value

M(‘))

(0) — 0 2.93
0 kBT ( . )
at infinity. The boundary conditions on x(z) are the same as in (2.13). It is easily
shown that the solution of (2.20) tends to the solution of (2.11) in the limit of

zero temperature. It follows from (2.19) that the reduced chemical potential a((:)) is

determined by the product n((:J))\z B
The profile 7y(r) follows from the solution of (2.20) via (2.10) and (2.17). From
(2.17), one finds for the profile Jy(r)

= 7'(1/2 )\lekBT

Yo(r) = — 22— 2.24
0( ) 4 F{/z(ao(ai)) ( )
It is convenient to scale temperature and chemical potential as
T4/32
kT = 25, (2.25a)
bay
Z43e2 i
0 = o . (2.250)
Then the profile J(r) scales as
Do(r) = Z723 2 b a2 Dy (x), (2.26)
with
R S 1/2
Dola) = = 7 (2.27)

3 F ), (ao(@)
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The density profile 7y(r) can be written as in (2.10), with
R 3 .
fo(x) = = 2 F s (ao(@)). (2.28)

The reduced profiles 2y (x) and 1%(33) depend on the parameters af:’) andT =~~! but
not explicitly on Z. They can be found by numerical integration of the differential
equation (2.20).

3. Electron density profile
In this section we study the equilibrium electron density profile 72y(r) in some more

detail. The Fermi-Dirac integral Fj »(z), defined in (2.18), behaves for large z as
(Landau and Lifshitz 1968)

— 2 .3/2 il —5/2 .
Fijp(2) = 3 2774 55 £ 0(77). (3.1)
At small distance, the potential ¢y(r) diverges as Ze/r, so that we find from (2.28)
N 1 o
TL()(ﬁC) ~ m as Tr — 0, (32)

independent of a((:}) and 7. The strong attraction by the nucleus causes singular
behaviour of the electron density. At large distance from the nucleus, the potential
is screened. By expansion in (2.20), one finds

X(Z) ~ Xoo €7 as o — o0, (3.3)

with & given by
S 4m
22 .
R™ = —. (3.4)
(0)
Dy
Correspondingly, the electrostatic potential behaves as

Po(r) ~ Xoo Ze M as 1 — 00, (3.5)

with inverse screening length s given by
,  dme?
e
The reduction factor o must be determined numerically from (2.20). From (2.17),
we find for the density profile

ZK? exp(—kr
o (r) ~ nl + Xoo —— exp(=h7) as T — 0. (3.7)
47 r
The dimensionless profile 7y(z) behaves as
R? exp(—kz)
o
4m T

In the low-temperature limit, x is the inverse of the Thomas—Fermi screening

length,
, 3 an:)) 1/3
= T=0). 3.9
= (T (T=0) (39)

o(x) ~ ﬁo) +x as T — o0. (3.8)
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At high temperature, 7 is given by the Debye—Hiickel expression

(0) 2
4mn, e
2 _ 0
=—— T — o0). 3.10
The screening of the potential shows that the integral of the density profile is
__ (0) _
/0 [m(r) = ng"r® dr = (3.11)
Correspondingly,
oo . 1
| tiota) = a1 do = - (3.12)
0 4

Electrons that at distance 7 have kinetic energy p*/2m less than edy(r) are
bound. Hence we can write the density profile as a sum of bound- and free-electron
contributions:

no(r) = np(r) + ng(r), (3.13)

with 7 (r) given by

) (0)
I o Fepo(r) edo(r) o1
np(r) = 7TI/Q)\,13F1/2< k5T kT )’ (3.14)
with Fy/2(z,90) defined by
Yo yl/2
Fy = —dy. 3.15
1/2(2, %) /“ exp(y —2) + 1 Y (3.15)
The degree of ionization
Zs
If=— 3.16
r=7 (3.16)
follows from
e . Z
_ _ 02 g = 2E 317
A [ip(r) —ny |r~ dr i (3.17)

One can now identify Z, = Zy. We recall that Z,n;e is the charge density of
the neutralizing background. If the ion density n; is prescribed then the relation
n((:)) = Zy¢n; provides a self-consistent equation from which n(()(') can be determined
as a function of Z,n; and temperature T'. Conversely, if the free-electron density
is given then the ion density can be calculated as n; = n‘(:))/Zf. Corresponding to
(3.14), we define the dimensionless profile

_ 3 s .
(@) = =772 By pa(ao(a), 7 x(@): (3.18)

Lo . 0 .
The degree of ionization as a function of af, " and vy is

o0
Iy =4n / (A (x) — Al |a? da. (3.19)
0

In Fig. 1 we plot Iy as a function of reduced temperature T for several asymp-
totic electron densities ﬁf,“). It is somewhat surprising that the degree of ionization
first decreases with temperature before increasing monotonically at higher temper-
ature. In Fig. 2 we plot Iy as a function of density ﬁ((:’) for several values of 7. The
degree of ionization first decreases with density before increasing monotonically
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Figure 1. Degree of ionization Iy, as given by (3.19), as a function of reduced temperature
T for reduced density ﬁ((:') = 107" (solid line), 10™* (long dashes), 10™* (short dashes) and
1072 (dotted line).
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Figure 2. Degree of ionization Iy as a function of reduced density ﬁf:') for reduced
temperature 7' = 0 (solid line), 0.01 (long dashes), 0.1 (short dashes), and 1 (dotted line).

at higher density. Thus the degree of ionization Iy depends in a complicated way
on asymptotic electron density ﬁf:» and temperature 1", owing to the interplay of
the change of shape of the self-consistent electrostatic potential ¢(r) and the oc-
cupation of levels in this potential. In Fig. 3 we plot the profile fy(x) as a function
of dimensionless distance x for density ﬁ((:)) = 107" and various reduced tempera-
tures 7'. In Fig. 4 we present similar plots for ﬁ{(:}) = 0.001. It is evident that for
fixed asymptotic density the electron density in the intermediate range decreases
with temperature due to ionization. In Fig. 5 we plot the function x(z)exp(Ax) as
a function of x for density ﬁ(()o) = 107" and various reduced temperatures 7". The
function starts at unity for £ = 0 and tends to the reduction factor x., for large
x. The reduction factor x first decreases and then increases with temperature. In
Fig. 6 we present similar plots for ﬁf:” =0.001.
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Figure 3. Equilibrium electron density profile f9(z) as a function of dimensionless distance
x for asymptotic density ﬁ‘(;n = 107" and reduced temperature 7' = 0 (solid line), 0.05 (long
dashes), 0.1 (short dashes), 0.2 (dotted line), 0.5 (long dashes, dots) and 1 (short dashes,
dots).
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Figure 4. Equilibrium electron density profile 7o(x) as a function of dimensionless distance
x for asymptotic density ﬁf:)) = 0.001 and reduced temperature T=0 (solid line), 0.2 (long
dashes), 0.5 (short dashes), 1 (dotted line), 2 (long dashes, dots) and 3 (short dashes, dots).

4. Induced dipole moment

In order to calculate the photoabsorption cross-section, one considers the linear
response of the electron—1-ion system to a uniform oscillating electric field E©)(¢) =
E" exp(—iwt). The equations of motion (2.1) are linearized to (Felderhof et al.
19950)

0
SLHV () =0, (4.1a)
m% = V(@) + eV, (4.10)

and Poisson’s equation (2.2) becomes

Vg, = 4mnye, (4.2)
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Figure 5. The function x(z)exp(Az), as given by (2.20) and (3.4), versus x for density

A0

o 107" and reduced temperature T=0 (solid line), 0.001 (long dashes), 0.003 (short

dashes), 0.02 (dotted line), 0.05 (long dashes, dots), 0.1 (short dashes, dots), 0.2 (double

dashes) and 1 (triple dashes).
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Figure 6. The function x(z)exp(Az), as given by (2.20) and (3.4), versus x for density
o = 0.001 and reduced temperature T = 0 (solid line), 0.05 (long dashes), 0.1 (short

dashes), 0.2 (dotted line), 0.3 (long dashes, dots), 0.5 (short dashes, dots), 1 (double dashes)
and 3 (triple dashes).

since pey vanishes for a uniform applied field. The velocity field vy (r, ) can be derived
from a streaming potential, v = V.S, with

We put

and define

051

mﬁ = 7'(9(;77,1 + egbl.

Pu = —€ny,

(4.3)

(4.4a)
(4.4b)
(4.4¢)
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Ow = _wm Si- (4.5b)
e
The equations for the Fourier amplitudes p,,, o, and ¢, then read

2

Wrp, + %V (A Vay) =0, (4.6a)
o, = %pw . (4.6b)
V2p, = —47 p,. (4.6¢)
We write
b = o) + ¢, (4.7a)
0, =00 +ol), (4.7b)

where (bfj,» and US,)) are the values for the electron—0-ion system,

V)= —EV .y, (4.8a)
o) = —EY .. (4.8b)

The deviations due to the presence of the ion satisfy

2 2
¢ € e
WPl + =V (Vo)) = K - Vi, (4.9a)
Jo
oy = ) =9l =0, (4.90)
V2 + 4w pl}) = 0. (4.9¢)

For frequencies less than the plasma frequency wpy = (47T’I”L(()0)€2/m)1/2, both the

streaming potential and the electrostatic potential have dipolar character at large
distances, of the form

M.y
ol = ¢ ~ Pwrg as T — oo. (4.10)

For frequencies higher than the plasma frequency, there is an additional undamped
outgoing plasma wave. The extinction cross-section oey(w) follows from the dipole
moment pfj).

We choose the z axis in the direction of ES)) and use spherical coordinates (r, 0, ).
The fields JS ), QSS) and pg ) are expressed in terms of dimensionless radial functions

G(z), H(z) and K(x) by the definitions
_ Z'%e  G(x)

D) = 08 0 4.11
i bag [y (x)]'/? o ( %
Z*3e H(x)
ey ==— 08 0 4116
A0 = 5 = cos), (.110)
Z%e K
oM (r) = = ? (@) cos 6. (4.11¢)
@ b3a}
0

Upon substitution into (4.9), one then finds the radial equations

2 a1 ~ P ~ 11 A1
d°G (2 IR T M Gip K — A0 7Y,
d$2 l‘2 Z‘fl() 47A7/ﬁ Qﬁ() ﬁl/Z “ ﬁ1)1/2 ’
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5 G
'19()K = 17 IT[7 (412[))
i
(4.12¢)

&*H 2

with the dimensionless frequency Q defined by
e
= a2 (4.13)
and the dimensionless field EAS)) defined by
A b*a?
) — 0 7(0)
£ = g Do (4.14)
Eliminating K, we can cast (4.12) in the form of a set of coupled differential equa-
tions
G
=l +ageG+aggH = S, (4.15a)
d*H
daZ tapcG+agpH =0, (4.15D)
with coefficient functions
9 a1 o7 ~ 11 »O2
GGG = == — -+ = o (4.16a)
xr~ TN 4710 QTL() noﬂ()
b:}g?
G/GH:—W, (4]61))
"D
4
G = (4.16c)
A
2 4m
a == — =, 4.16d
w =g (4.16d)
and with source term
A
Ao T
S=pgY Al/‘;. (4.17)

L

The form of (4.15) is convenient for numerical integration. We emphasize that (4.15)
does not depend on the nuclear charge Ze. In the limit T' — 0, the equations take

the same form, with the substitution

. 87 1/3

lim — =3 (imn . 4.18

Tlin>0 19() (Zﬂ-n()) ( )
We introduce the dimensionless plasma frequency €, as

471'7,;[,((0) 172 03/4 ha()
Qp() = ( bg) = b3/2 = Ziez Wpo, (419)
and the variable & as
( QZ >l/2
Q)

with the negative imaginary root chosen for Q% > QZ“. For Q > Qy, the solution
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of (4.15) corresponds asymptotically to outgoing plasma waves of the form

»O2 (,ﬁ(o))]/Q
~—_——— A p(1) 170 e
G(z) dQ(ﬁS»)l/z Q. Tk (Gz) + P, — (4.21a)
47Q,, p1)
H(x) ~ —7;7? xky(Gx) + p? as T — 00, (4.210)

where kj(z) = e *(1 + ,z)/,z2 is a modified spherical Bessel function, and with
coefficients @, and ﬁ(wl) to be determined from the behaviour of G(x) and H(z) for
small z. From (4.13), we find for the asymptotic behaviour of the function K(z)

K(z) ~ Qu zki(Gx) as 1z — oo. (4.22)

For 0 < Q < €, the solutions have the same asymptotic form, but then the
function k;(&x) is exponentially damped, and the dipolar terms proportional to
ﬁg) dominate, as shown already in (4.10).
From (4.15), one finds for the behaviour of the functions G(x) and H(x) for
small z
£(0)

G(x) ~ 51/2 P4 O VB ey 20, (4.23a)
ZT
H(z) ~Cox® as x—0, (4.23b)

with as-yet unknown coefficients C' and Cs, which must be adjusted such as to re-
cover the asymptotic behaviour shown in (4.21). It is convenient to consider the pair
of functions H (z), K (z) instead of G(x), H(x), since in the asymptotic behaviour of
the function K(z) the dipolar terms cancel. If the differential equations (4.15) are
solved with initial behaviour as shown in (4.23) with chosen values C\, and Cy,
then the asymptotic behaviour of the functions H,(x) and K, () is

K, (x) ~ Pgyxii(Gr) + Qryxki(GT)  as T — 00 (4.24a)
4 ;

How) ~ =2 K@)+ Puya® + 90 s 2o (4.24D)
a2 x

with certain coefficients Pr., Qk~. Py and Qm, . If we choose three trial pairs of
values (C1, Cay) then we obtain three pairs of functions (K, (z), H,(x)), and can
construct a linear combination

3
K(z) =Y ay K, (), (4.25a)
~v=1
3
H(z) =Y a, Hy(), (4.25D)
~v=1
with coefficients a;, a2 and a3 satisfying
a) +az t+ag= l, (4260/)
3
> ay Pry =0, (4.26D)
~y=1

3
> ay Py, = 0. (4.26¢)
v=1
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The coefficients (Px., Qk~. Pr~, @H~) are found from the values of the solutions
K, (z) and H,(x) at a pair of large distances x, 2. The coefficients a;, as and a3
can be determined from the three equations (4.26). The desired value of the dipole
moment follows from

3
=3 4, Qun, (4.27)
~=1

and the value of the coefficient (), can be found similarly. One can improve the
numerical accuracy of the result by repeating the calculation with the found values
C) and Cs as one of the trial pairs. The procedure can be repeated several times
until the coefficient ﬁfj) does not change appreciably.

By comparison of (4.10), (4.11) and (4.19), it follows that the magnitude of the
dipole moment p{!) is

pV = Zeap!V, (4.28)
with ion radius
a=2Z""ba,. (4.29)

The single-ion polarizability of(w) is defined from the relation (Felderhof et al.
1995a).

pV) = o} (w)EY. (4.30)
The corresponding dimensionless form is

Y =@ (Q)Eg))- (4.31)
By use of (4.14), one finds

o) (w) = a*&)(Q). (4.32)

This relation allows one to cast the extinction cross-section in a scaling form.

5. Photoabsorption

In the electric dipole approximation, the cross-sections for absorption and scat-
tering of radiation can be calculated from the electric dipole polarizability o} (w),
defined in (4.30). The extinction cross-section is the sum of the cross-sections for
absorption and scattering:

Oext(W) = Tabs (W) + Oscalw). (5.1)

For the present model, the cross-sections vanish in the range 0 < w < wpy. The ab-
sorption for w > wy is due to conversion of electromagnetic energy into longitudinal
plasma waves. Previously a simple relation was derived between the cross-sections
for absorption and scattering at the plasma frequency (Felderhof et al. 1995b):
: 0),4(0

Tsea(Wpot) _ 233 2 _ n(() )791(}) =

——=2—, 5= (5.2)

Oext (Wp() +) (& m
The ratio s/c usually is quite small, so that scattering can be neglected relative
to absorption. In the following we consider only the extinction cross-section. It is
given by (Felderhof et al. 1995b)

4T

Oenilw) =~ (" = wp) /¥ Im o (), (53)
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By use of (4.13) and (4.32), this can be expressed as

4me? ., .
Oext(w) = b2az Goxt (Q), (5.4)

with the dimensionless cross section
s — (02 2 \1/27, A - =
Fext(Q) = (QF — Q2))/2 Im &} (). (5.5)
Thus the cross-section oyt (w) takes a scaling form with frequency w given by (4.13).
At the plasma frequency, the extinction cross-section e (2p9+) does not vanish,
since the square root in (5.5) is cancelled by a corresponding singularity in Im
&4 (Q). The limiting value is

Fext(Qpot) = BVQ (5.6)

with a coefficient 3 that can be found from the solution of (4.15) for frequency
Q0. At this particular frequency, the function H(x) increases in proportion to x
for large x. One can define the limiting slope
H
Ho = lim (z)
r—o00 I

The coefficient 3 in (5.6) is given by (Felderhof et al. 1995b)

A 4

/Y = 3 HZ. (5.8)

For high frequency Q, the reduced cross-section Geyt(€2) shows universal be-

at Q= Qp(). (57)

haviour, and becomes independent of asymptotic electron density ﬁ((:') and reduced
temperature 7. The behaviour is identical to that found by Ball et al. (1973) for
the atom in vacuum:

1024 K2 1 0.70144

e T Tl Yo%

as  Q — oo, (5.9)

with coefficient
oo B
K, = V2, (2)dz,  v= ‘/j (5.10)
0 6
where J,(2) is the Bessel function of fractional order v. The numerical value for
the integral is K, = 0.97391. At high frequency, the absorption is due to emission
of plasma waves by electrons close to the nucleus, where the reduced density 7y (x)
has the universal behaviour shown in (3.2). A more detailed explanation of the
high-frequency behaviour shown in (5.9) will be presented elsewhere (Ishikawa and
Felderhof 1998b).

The intermediate behaviour of the cross-section 6.4 (€) is characterized by a sin-
gle broad resonance, dependent on asymptotic electron density and on temperature.
A rough description of the resonance involves two sum rules, which follow from the
theory for a general equilibrium profile. The first sum rule reads (Felderhof et al.
19950)

(o)
Q - ;
Rr = / et (Q) dQ = Y7 (g0 — 8D, (5.11)
0, (Q_ _ Q;U)l/z t 2 ‘PO
where the coefficient g is found from equation (3.14) of Felderhof et al. (19950) as
1
9o = - (0)” (5]2)

4y,
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and the coefficient ) is given by equation (6.29) of Felderhof et al. (1995b) as

A 2
g = ?Hm. (5.13)
The second sum rule reads (Felderhof el al. 1995b)
- 1 A 1 A(0) =
002 _ Q2 \1/27ext T2t ’ :
ST SIS oA Gext(Q) dQ = (g1 — 5Y) (5.14)
PO PO

where the coefficient g, is identical with the polarizability at zero frequency,
g1 = &,(0), (5.15)

as follows from equation (3.9) in Felderhof et al. (1995b) (note that in equation (7.16)
of that paper the factor %71' should be deleted). Thus, in order to implement the
sum rules, we need the solution of (4.15) at the two special frequencies Q = 0 and
Q = Q). A mean absorption frequency may be defined as

_ By 1/2

Q, = (go BA > Qpo- (5.16)
g1 — B

We have checked the sum rules for several cases by comparison with the complete

solution at all frequencies, and found good agreement.

The integral in (5.11) may be regarded as a measure of the integrated cross-
section. In Fig. 7 we plot its value as a function of dimensionless temperature for
various values of the asymptotic density ﬁg)). For low density and temperature, one
finds agreement with the value of Ball ef al. (1973):

o 64 .
/ bext(Q)dQ = — =22635 () = 0,1 =0), (5.17)
0 9
corresponding to B(“)Q‘%U = 0 in this limit. In Fig. 8 we plot the limiting value

Gext (Qpot) = B(I)on as a function of temperature T for various densities ﬁf)o). Ball
et al. (1973) found for the limiting value

Gext(Qpot) = 2V3(4.36) = 117.1 () = 0,7 = 0). (5.18)

In Fig. 9 we plot the ratio Q,/Q,, as given by (5.16), as a function of temperature
T for various densities ﬁ((:)).

The results of our analysis are strikingly summarized in Fig. 7. This shows that
the integrated extinction cross-section depends strongly on both the asymptotic
electron density nf:)) and the temperature T'. The effect of temperature is the most
dramatic. For fixed ion density, the integrated cross-section drops by orders of
magnitude as the temperature increases. At the same time, the dependence on
frequency changes, as indicated by Figs 8 and 9.

6. Approximate description

The numerical solution of (4.15) allows one to calculate the frequency-dependent
extinction cross-section of an ion immersed in a plasma, within the framework of
Bloch’s hydrodynamic model. We have chosen a particular form for the equilib-
rium electron density profile of the ion, but other forms could be treated with the
same amount of effort. The scheme requires a separate solution for each frequency,
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Figure 7. Integrated cross-section Rr. as defined by (5.11), as a function of reduced tem-
perature T for density ﬁf:)) = 1077 (solid line), 107% (long dashes), 10~ (short dashes), 10~*
(dotted line), 10~* (long dashes, dots), 1072 (short dashes, dots).
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Figure 8. Reduced cross-section e (Qpo+) at the plasma frequency Qp) as a function of

s . oy A (0 . .
reduced temperature T for various densities 7)), as in Fig. 7.

and therefore is fairly time-consuming. It is worthwhile to look for an approxi-
mate description, involving only a limited number of parameters and accounting
for the main features of the absorption spectrum. Padé approximants provide the
necessary tool.

As shown in previous work (Felderhof et al. 1995b, ¢), the exact polarizability
&4 (Q) can be cast in the form

1

a1(Q) = 92_7920
P

[AQ°T(y) — 122] (6.1)

with the coefficient A given by

A=g —pY (6.2)
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Figure 9. The ratio Q,/Qp0, as given by (5.16), as a function of reduced temperature T for

. L. A~ (0 . .
various densities n((, ) as in Fig. 7.

and the complex variable y defined by

1 Q2\ /2

PO

with the negative imaginary root chosen for Q2 > Qf,(, and with coefficient

% — g 1/2
M= (2 . 6.4
(252) (6.4
The function I'(y) is required to have the behaviour
1
ro=1, I~ ? as Yy — o0. (6.5)

These conditions guarantee that the sum rules (5.11) and (5.14) are satisfied. Fur-
thermore, the behaviour near the plasma frequency is described by

L(y)=1-Qy+ 0y (6.6)
for small y, with coefficient
Q=MpBY/A. (6.7)

The high-frequency behaviour given by (5.9) shows that the function I'(y) has the
asymptotic expansion

1 D

Fy)=—+—=5+0u™"), (6.8)
vy
with coefficient
1024 K?
=— 5 Yo (6.9)
81v/3r2 AM3Q3,
The approximate expression
1
Iey) = > (6.10)
1+Qy+y?+ Y

1+ FEy
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with coefficient
—1
E= Q+D’
has the properties shown in (6.6) and (6.8). The extrapolation function I'g(y) has
three poles in the complex y plane. In order to determine the polarizability &} (Q)
in the form (6.1) with approximate function I'g(y), only the solution of (4.17) for
Q=0 and Q = Q, is required.
We can improve the approximation by including a larger number of poles. The

(6.11)

improved approximation is constructed conveniently by the method of N-point
Padé approximants. Thus, instead of (6.10), we write

1
1+ Qu+ R+ Y,(y)]

where 1, (y) is a ratio of two polynomials. The coefficients in the polynomials can be
determined from known values of the function I'(y) at p + 1 points on the positive
y axis. Elsewhere, two of us have discussed the method in detail (Cichocki and
Felderhof 1994). It follows from (6.3) that positive y corresponds to pure imaginary
frequency Q. For such values, & in (4.20) is positive, and the function k; (&x) in (4.21)
decays exponentially. This implies that the asymptotic behaviour of the functions
G(z) and H(x) is no longer described by (4.21) if & is larger than &, since then the
spatial variation of the profiles 7 (x) and 1§<,(z) must be taken into account. This
can be done with some effort, and accurate values for the dipole moment can again
be determined. Besides the solution of (4.15) for Q = 0 and Q = Q,, one needs the
solution for p + 1 positive imaginary frequencies. We have found that even more
rapid convergence is obtained by using p + 1 points on the negative imaginary y
axis, corresponding to p + 1 real frequencies. At the same time, one uses the p + 1

Fpii(y) (6.12)

conjugate points on the positive imaginary y axis and the corresponding complex-
conjugate values of the function I'(y). We have employed this method in our explicit
calculations.

In the following we show plots of the cross-section Gy (€2) as a function of Q for
various values of number density ﬁ((:)) and temperature T, as calculated from the nu-
merical solution of (4.15), as calculated from (6.1) with the approximation I' g (y), as
given by (6.10) for the function I'(y), and as calculated with the Padé approximant
(6.12). The calculations show that the approximation I'g(y) is only qualitatively
correct, and that accurate results require either the complete numerical solution
of (4.15) at a dense set of frequencies or the solution by Padé approximants. The
latter method is much faster than the former.

In Fig. 10 we plot the dimensionless cross-section Gext(€2) as a function of fre-
quency for reduced density ﬁ(()“) = 1.28 x 1075 and reduced temperature 7' =
0.00845. This corresponds to 10% of solid density and a temperature of 20 eV
for iron (Z = 26). In Fig. 11 we present similar plots for the same density ﬁg)) =
1.28 x 1076 and the higher temperature 7 = 0.0845. In both cases the high-
frequency asymptote 0.70144/Q? follows from (5.9). The results from the Padé
approximant method cannot be distinguished from the exact ones on the scale of
the figure.

In the Padé approximant method we have used the points

—1

Yj =
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Figure 10. Reduced cross-section e (Q) as a function of frequency Q for density
ﬁf:’) = 1.28 x 107" and temperature T = 0.00845, as calculated from the numerical so-
lution of (4.15) (solid line), and as given by (5.5) and (6.1) with approximate function I'g (y)
given by (6.10) (dash-dotted line). The result of the Padé approximant method cannot be
distinguished on the scale of the figure from the solid line. The curves tend to the universal

asymptote 0.701 44/Q7 (dotted line).
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Figure 11. As in Fig. 10, but for density ﬁf:') =1.28 x 107% and temperature T =0.0845.

with p =7 in Fig. 10 and p = 9 in Fig. 11. At the same time, the points {—y;} and
corresponding values {I'(—y;) = I'*(y;)} are used. The range of points is chosen
such as to cover a sufficiently wide range of frequencies. The values of the param-
eters A, M and @ for Fig. 10 are A = 2056.6, M = 4.8957 and @) = 7.6549. The
corresponding values for Fig. 11 are A = 958.23, M = 3.9844 and @) = 7.7003.

Finally, we show in Fig. 12 the dimensionless cross-section Gex(€2) at the low den-
sity ﬁ((,o) = 1.28 x 107 for a range of temperatures, and compare with the numerical
results of Ball et al. (1973) for the atom (ﬁf:)) = 0) at zero temperature. The decrease
of the cross-section at intermediate frequencies with increasing temperature is due
to ionization.
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Figure 12. Reduced cross-section e (Q) as a function of frequency Q for density

ﬁf:’) = 1.28 x 107% and temperature 7" = 0 (solid line), 0.000 845 (long dashes), 0.00845

(short dashes), 0.0267 (dotted line), 0.0845 (dash-dotted line). We compare with the numer-
ical results of Ball et al. (1973) (diamonds).

7. Discussion

We have studied photoabsorption by an ion immersed in a plasma on the basis of
an ion correlation model and the Thomas—Fermi approximation for the equilibrium
electron distribution. The collective motion of the electron cloud is treated within
the framework of Bloch’s classical hydrodynamic model. Single-electron effects and
quantum dynamics have been left out of consideration. The treatment provides a
qualitative picture of the frequency-dependent photoabsorption cross-section. In
the approximate model, the cross-section is found to scale with the nuclear charge.
It also depends strongly on plasma density and temperature. To our knowledge, the
present calculation is the first to yield a comprehensive picture of photoabsorption
by an ion immersed in a plasma for any ion charge, density and temperature. We
believe that the picture captures the gross features of the actual photoabsorption
cross-section correctly, and regard it as a first step towards more elaborate and
detailed calculations.

Our numerical results for the degree of ionization, the equilibrium density pro-
file and the photoabsorption cross-section are shown for several values of the re-
duced temperature T and the reduced asymptotic free-electron density ﬁf:’) It
may be useful to consider values of these reduced parameters relevant for future
experiments in high-density plasmas. We choose two elements that have already
been used in plasma transmission experiments (Winhart et al. 1995; Merdji et al.
1998): aluminium (Al, Z = 13) and samarium (Sm, Z = 62). The collective effects
in photoabsorption on which we have focused our attention will be important in
high-density plasmas. Large lasers of future generations will allow one to approach
plasma densities of the order of solid density in X-ray transmission experiments in
radiatively heated targets. In such plasmas the plasma frequency will range from
about 15 eV to a few tens of eV. The corresponding reduced temperature T lies
in the range 0.02-0.10 for Al and in the range 0.0026-0.013 for Sm. The reduced
asymptotic density ﬁf:)) corresponding to solid density will equal approximately
3.67 x 107° Z, (Al) for Al and 7.88 x 10777, (Sm) for Sm. We recall that the ef-
fective charge number Z, = Iy Z depends on the degree of ionization Iy and hence
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on temperature. The reduced density ﬁf)“) may be found approximately from Figs 1

and 2, or more accurately from the self-consistent relation Zy, = IyZ. Finally, we
note that our theoretical prediction for the photoabsorption cross section has been
compared with recent experimental results (Theobald et al. 1998).
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