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An alternative explanation to the mechanism behind sedfasned oscillations of ions in direct current (DC)
glow discharges is provided. Such description is distisigeid from the one provided by the fluid models, where
oscillations are attributed to the positive feedback meidma associated with photoionization of particles and
photoemission of electrons from the cathode. Here, ofifla arise as consequence of interaction between
an ion and the surface charges induced by it at the boundaugreties. Such mechanism provides an elegant
explanation to why self-sustained oscillations occur dnlghe negative resistance region of the voltage-current
characteristic curve in the DC glow discharges. Furtheemthis alternative description provides an elegant
explanation to the formation of plasma fireballs in the lalbory plasma. It has been found that oscillation
frequencies increase with ion’s surface charge densityatihe rate which is significantly slower than it does
with the electric field. The presented mechanism also deserself-sustained oscillations of ions in dusty
plasmas, which demonstrates that self-sustained osmiltain dusty plasmas and DC glow discharges involve
common physical processes.

I. INTRODUCTION good accuracy. In principle, with an appropriate specificat
of the positive feedback mechanism, the level of accuraey pr

When an ion is confined between the two plane-parallef€nted by the fluid models can always be improved. The feed-
electrodes and is subject to static electric field (see FigP@ck mechanism varies among different authors; and, tisis ha

@), it begins to self-oscillate without damping. Such phe-P€€n & subject lazrgzgeof ongoing debate among different fluid
nomenon is referred to as self-sustained oscillations in dimodel theoristg::22=

rect current (DC) glow discharges; and, it has been known

for almost a century=’ In literature, the phenomenon of

DC glow discharge is also referred to as the DC glow
corona. The mechanism behind such oscillations is still not

fully understood2:11=17 Qver the years, various theoreti-

cal models have been proposed in an attempt to explain the Vi
phenomenof!:18=26 Among the successful ones are those = —
based on the fluid and equivalent circuit models. T

The equivalent circuit models try to predict oscillations b Vi ks ©
representing the system with an equivalent RLC circuit,nehe Dielectric shell
R is a resistor, L is an inductor, and C is a capadifof! Al- €y is out of page &

though this approach is quite useful in describing osadiat -
frequencies as function of DC bias voltages, it says nothing
about the mechanism behind self-sustained oscillations.

The fluid models approach the problem from more fun-Figure 1: (Color online) lllustration of core-shell strugtd ion con-
damental grounds of the electromagnetic theory. In this apfined between DC voltage biased plane-parallel conductdtts av
proach, the Poisson equation is solved in combination wityacuum gap oh. Ep = —e;(Vr —Vi) /his the parallel plate electric
the electron and the ion flux continuity equations, which-con fi€ld, where €. ey,€;) are versors along the Cartesiaqy(2) axes,
stitute the so called positive feedback mecharférf Asser- respectively.
tion of such feedback mechanism is crucial in the fluid models
because, without it, no oscillatory solutions can be olgtgin Does the aforementioned positive feedback mechanism,
Typical sources of the positive feedback mechanism includavhich is asserted in the fluid models, represent the funda-
the photoionization of particles and photoemission of elec mental mechanism behind the phenomenon of self-sustained
trons from the cathode. Physically, such feedback mechmnisoscillations in the DC glow discharges? This is a subtle gues
promotes oscillations by periodically reversing the mdets  tion because | have shown recently that an ion confined be-
charge polarity. An ion oscillating near an electrode ireiic tween the DC voltage biased plane-parallel conductors goes
current in the same electrode, where the waveform of sucthrough an undamped self-oscillatory mot&nSuch self-
current is correlated to its velocity prof#é Experimentally,  oscillatory motion requires that an ion is electrically gl
it is this induced electrode current (or voltage) which getsizable, but it does not necessarily involve or require the di
measured:1! The hallmark of the fluid models is their poten- cussed positive feedback mechanism which is asserted in the
tial to reproduce experimental measurements to a reagonakfluid models. The fact that an ion must be electrically po-
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larized excludes electrons from consideration in the discu tive theory using the configuration illustrated in Fig. 1.€Th
sion of self-oscillations presented in this work. Howetke  electric potential between the plates is obtained by sglvin
proton, which is known to be electrically polarizaBféis ex-  the Laplace equation with appropriate boundary conditfdns
pected to self-oscillate in the DC glow discharges accgydin With this electric potential, induced surface chargeseastir-
to this alternative theory. faces of conductor plates are obtained by application of the
Remarkably, the predictions of this alternative thédry Gauss’s law. Such charge distributions act on an ion and gen-
qualitatively agree with the predictions made by the fluiderate resultant force given By = F; 4+ F» — e,mg, wherem
models?3:2° Both theories predict a saw-tooth shaped wave-is the mass of an iorg = 9.8m/s is the gravitational con-
form for the induced currents in the electrodes. Furtheanor stant, and-; (F») is the force between the ion and the surface
sharp pulses of radiation output are predicted by both teeor charges induced by it at the surface of anode (cathode). The
to accompany the abrupt rises in the induced electrode cuexplicit forms ofF; andF, are given by’
rents. Such remarkable similarities in the predictionshzy t
two very dissimilar theories suggest that the discusseitiy®s
feedback mechanism, which is asserted in the fluid models, V(b3— 33) — b3 1
may not necessarily represent the fundamental mechanism be 453 B ’
hind the phenomenon of self-sustained oscillations in te D
glow discharges.
In this work, | shall present some new aspects of this al-
ternative theor$? for further exploitation of the phenomenon v y(b®—a®) —b?
of self-sustained ion oscillations in the DC glow discharge Fo = —&T€okaV m —Ep W =1l ¢,
These theoretical predictions are explicitly comparechwit
various experimental results for the validation of the mode
By direct application of the model to describe the chargedyhere ¢, is the vacuum permittivity,Ep = ||Eyp|| is the
particle oscillations in dusty (or complex) plasmas experi parallel-plate electric field strength, the parametitthe dis-

ments, | shall reveal that the phenomenon of self-sustaine@ince from the ion’s physical center to the anode; and, the
oscillations in both dusty plasmas and DC glow dischargegermsy andv are defined as

involves a common physical mechanism in which self-

oscillations are attributed to the interaction betweenam i

ized particle and the surface charges induced by it at the sur 3k3b®

faces of the particle confining electrodes. Considering tha V= (K2 + 2K3) b3+ 2 (K2 — K3) @3’ @)
particle oscillations in both dusty plasmas and DC glow dis-

charges experiments involve ionized particles that arg onl

differ in their physical sizes and masses, such outcometis no

too surprising. After all, apart from this, everything else

nearly identical from the physics point of view in both exper 2a(b—a)o; a&2o1+bPo,

iments. V= + ; 2
EoK2 E0K3

vV

F1 = e, mmegK3v {@ +Ep

Il. BRIEF OUTLINE OF THE THEORY whereo; (0») is the surface charge density at the ion’s core
(shell) of radiug = a (r = b), and the dielectric constarts
The self-sustained oscillations in DC glow discharges are@ndks are depicted in Fid.]1. The resultant force on anion is,
now discussed briefly in the framework of presented alternahence, given by

TIEgK3V v v
F =& — +E
T =ey {(zd+b>2 (h—za b2 °

(z4+b)° (h—zg—b)* ©

b3_ 3 _b3 b3_ 3 _b3
y(oP-a%) b y(B°- &) _SH_eng’

wheres= zy + bin F1 andF, (see Fig[ll). The potential energy associated with thissf@given by®

_ TIEpK3V v Y 4y
U(z)=—7 {zd+b+h—zd—b n e

+mg<zd+b—g); (4)

s )

2(z4+b)? 2(h—z4—b)



and, the equation of motion associated with this force, Eq. [3), can be expressed as

d? g b®—a3) —b? b3 —a3) —b?
zzd:nngv v v +E, y( )3 +V( ) Y —
dt 4m (za+b) (h—zg—b)

(za+b)*  (h—z—b) ©

wherey andv are defined in Eqs.{1) arid (2), respectiv&hg?® : :

lll. COMPARISON TO THE EXPERIMENTS

Gases under pressure in general, including noble gases,
are composed of atomic clusters, a state of matter between
molecules and solids, due to Van der Waals interaco#?.

In gaseous argon, each spherical atomic clusters of radius
r ~ 1nm contains roughly 135 argon atof{sModeling par-
ticles in the gas as atomic clusters is important becausesgas
are delivered to the laboratories in pressurized contsjrier
which environmentindividual particles in gas exist in the

of atomic clusters. That said, | shall explicitly work with a Figure 2: Potential energy is plotted fdf = 100V using parameter
argon atomic cluster of radiusa~ 1nm which for brevity ~ values defined in Eq.L6). Her¥y =100V corresponds t&p =

is simply referred to as “ion” hereafter. Such ion is not ex-1GV/m.

pected to be core-shell structured like the one depicted in

Fig. [1. The shell portion of an ion can be eliminated by

choosingb = a, kK, = », and 0, = 0C/m?. For a positive  provides an elegant explanation to the phenomenon of fire-
ion, its surface charge density is given dsy= Nge/ (47Ta2), ball formation in the laboratory plasma. When a positively
whereN is the number of electrons removed from the parti-biased electrode is immersed in plasma, a region of intense
cle andge = 1.602x 10-19C is the fundamental charge mag- glow appears in vicinity of the electrode. Such glow forma-
nitude. Without loss of generality, and for the purpose oftion is referred to as a plasma fireb®IIn the framework of
clear illustration in this work, | shall choos¢ = 250 and this alternative theoff:2° elaborated in this work, the forma-
a= 1nm This corresponds to the ion’s surface charge dention of such plasma fireballs can be elegantly explained from
sity of 01 ~ 3.19C/m?. Assuming the mass of an argon atom the potential energy well which gets formed near the anode
is 6.63x 10~2%kg, a spherical atomic cluster composed of 135for positive ions. Since the dynamics of a plasma involves
argon atoms has a total massnof 8.95 x 10-2*kg, where  collective motions of its constituent atoms, a weakly ieqiz
the masses of missirgelectrons have been neglected. Purelyplasma fireball, as a whole, self-oscillates near the eldetr

for convenience, | shall assume that the cathode is groundegs if it were a weakly ionized single superparticle. Through
and the space between the two conductor plates in[Big. 1 isut this work, | shall use the term “superparticle” to refer t

a vacuum with a gap di = 100nm The obtained parameter such entity as plasma fireball whose dynamics can be repre-

U(Zq) [keV]

values are summarized here for reference: sented by an equivalent single-particle picture. In thevegu
lent single-particle picture, the self-oscillation dynasiof a
Ky=o0, K3=1, h:100nm V=0V, . . . . . .

01 ~3.19C/m2, gz —0C/m?, (6) plasma fireball is described by the equation of motion defined

in Eg. (8) with appropriate effective mass and surface aharg
densities prescribed. With that in mind, the plasma firedfall
lllustrated in Fig. [2 is a plot of the potential energy well, fectively has a very large mass and carries a net charge which
where Eq. [[#) has been plotted fgf = 100V using the IS very weak. Consequently, induced current oscillatiohs o
parameters defined in Eq[](6). The width of the poten- relatively low frequencies and small amplitudes are exguct
tial energy well decreases with an increase in the electfid fi to be generated at the anode near a self-oscillating plasera fi
strengthE,,. Such characteristic provides an elegant explanaball. Such prediction is consistent with the experimenkal o
tion to the experimental observations in which the osdiltat ~ Servation by Stenzet al 3% Notice that this alternative theory
frequencies increase with the applied electric field stiteng can be directly applied to describe the self-oscillatioiiso-
Fox seems to be the first to discuss on such characteristic uged dust particles in dusty plasmas. It is remarkable that t
ing a parabolic potential modaI. profile of the potential energy well illustrated in FIg. 2 djua

In the case of positive ions, the potential energy well getdatively agrees with the measurements by Tonetra# 3* and
formed in vicinity of the anode at the presence of appliedArnaset al.® in dusty plasmas. Further discussion on this is
static electric field. On the other hand, for the negativesjon Provided in the sections A thru C of the appendix.
the same electric field results in formation of the potential The particle’'s equation of motion described in Eg. (5) can
energy well in vicinity of the cathode. Such characteristicbe solved via Runge-Kutta method using the parameter values

m~8.95x 10 2%kg, b=a=1nm
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defined in Eq.[{(B) and the initial conditions given by mathematically allowed, is unphysical because, for a posi-
42 (0) tive ion, oscillations can only exist fary < h/2—b from
_ 4 _ahm the argument based on the grounds of physic&fitfence,
0)=0.5 d =0—. 7 . . . .
2(0) nm - an dt S ) the physical oscillatory solutions exist only forl@GV/m <

Ep < 4.9GV/m, where the upper and the lower bound€=gf
are only rough estimates based on the grounds of physicality
arguments. Further discussion on the properties of the-phys

The results foy = 50V, 75V, and 100V are shown in
Fig. [3(a), where it shows the oscillation frequencies insre

ing with the electric fjeld strgngth. The oscillation freque ical and the unphysical oscillatory solutions are provided
cies also increase with the ion’s surface charge density, bL{he section D of the appendix

at the rate which is significantly slower than it does with the 37 I
e . . Recently, Lotzeet al>! reported on an indirect account of
g:ectr;c ??ldf.sﬁ:jen?th (Stﬁe. F'gﬂ l:?l(bci).f For_lngtgréc:\(/a, Wherbscillations involving a single Hmolecule in the DC volt-
€ electric Tield strength 1S double o), = 0. /m age biased conductors near an absolute zero temperature of

to Ep = 1GV/m, oscillation frequency nearly doub_les from T = 5K. According to their findings, the Fimolecule in the

Vosc & 124GHthOV°S°d% 19t1 GHz H_ov|\<lever,4dogbllr;g the junction, which is the space between the atomically clean
lon's surface charge density, 1.0 = Qe/( ks .)’ rom Cu(111) surface and the STM (scanning tunneling micro-

N = 250 toN = 500 only slightly increases the oscillation fre- scope) tip mounted on a cantilever, self-oscillates betwee

?u_er:_cy f_romvosqxt 19tl(.ir';|tzht0"°b5°z ZOZGH; Sal:mh dcga[ac- the two unknown positional states when a threshold DC bias
Erstes 1S consistent wi € observations by ad bosan voltage is applied to the electrodes, i.e., the coppeflCa)

36 At ;
et al= where they have reported that oscillation frequenme%urface and the STM tip. The footprint of self-sustained os-

do not seem to be_ very dependent on .th(? type of lons used Wilations is the presence of the negative differentialdion
the discharge. It is well known that dissimilar atomic gase

; ; 38
have different ionization tendencies. Based on this, itlwan Tance in their measurement. Guptaal* showed that such

. ) . . - hegative differential conductance is due to therhblecules
|nferr.e.d thaioy, in general, for different atoms under identical in the junction. In the DC glow discharges, self-sustained
conditions are different.

ithouah lativelv high i electric field is bei oscillations arise as a consequence of the negative differe
I'Adt tout% are at'\llfy[ég st_atmckga e;:_tnc 1€ld 1S being ap'”tial resistance%.o'lz'l“_SinceT the negative differential conduc-
plied 1o the 1on In =g. | (a), IS KInelic energies are smally, - and the negative differential resistance are recitiyo
d.ue to the fact that. ion is going through frequent turnings in related, they represent an equivalent description of theesa
side a tight potential energy well. The ion’s kinetic energy

decrea_lse_s With increa_lsed_ electric field streng_th for théttema Egzsl;(;ali opr:i(;(:jssbf/sé Fl)tr(l)sce\ivsesll Ol;nng rellgé?rt Ot: Qimh%geeﬁﬁleens
ang ;h'gl'(s |Ilus:1rat_ed in F'QDS.(C)'. At the nglmijr%speed Ofa threshold DC bias voltage is applied to the electrodes, the
Nh.' hl' m/s,”t € 1on g?les thlnedtlc ?r?er%la, 1KkNVf 73\]/’ energetic electrons begin to tunnel through the junctian. |
which 1S small compared o the dep of ~ 4.1keV for the is possible that the Fimolecules in the junction are ionized
potential energy well but large compared to the average roo

M the process. If that is indeed the case, what Lazal
temperature thermal energy éf = 1.5kgT ~ 39meV (here, . o . ; .
T — 300K andkg — 8.62x 10*5eV/K is the Boltzmann con- reported may be an indirect account of self-sustainedlascil

. . ) ) tions involving a single or a few ions in the DC glow corc#¥a.
stant). Self-sustained oscnlat|o_ns in the DC glqv_v disgar Their observation can serve as a catalyst for the futurerexpe
can thus be expected to have high thermal stability.

. b I : . iments in the few-particle DC plasma experiments.
In the experiments, self-sustained oscillations of iorthén b P P

DC glow discharges occur only in the negative resistance re Amaset al® reported that a dust particle made of hol-
. o ow glass microsphere of radiuss 32um with mass densit
gion of the voltage-current characteristic cuf¢é*18:245ych 9 b H y

: ; S . of pm ~ 110kg/m® and carrying a total electrical charge of
negative resistance region in the voltage-current chariaet o~ - 19 o
fic curve is characterized by, < Vr < Vi, Where Vi Q~ —4.3x 10°qe, Wherege = 1.602x 10~ 1°C, self-oscillates

andVin, are some threshold voltages. Equatioh (5) provide at a frequency ofpsc = 17 Hz inside the plasma sheath. The

| N lanation t h ’ For inst E lasma sheath environment, in many respects, is similar to
an elegant exp'anation o such properties. For instance, e empty space region between the DC voltage biased plane-
@) yields solutions that are unphysical fBp < Ep 1 and

parallel conductors. lonized particle oscillations in peesma
tEP ? Ilzé”thtz’ Whtehre E_lf_’if]hl ar?d EP’TZ alref[. the thresh?ld teelz.c' sheath can therefore be modeled from the simple apparatus il
fI’IC Ele S<r?5ng<f5' eltp' yZ!(f:f‘."‘ Sltotu lons a.ret Ic:_)n yo dm lustrated in Fig.[1l. That said, the parameters and the linitia
OF Epth1 = Ep = Eph2. LIS diliCUILLO pINPOINtEp th1 an conditions in the experiment by Arnasal. can be summa-
Ep.th2 without the analytical solution of Ed.](5) at hand. Nev-

; rized as follow:
ertheless, these can be roughly estimated on the grounds 0%

physicality. To illustrate this, the oscillation frequenris first K2 =6.5, k3=1, h=5mm E,=5.15kV/m,
plotted as a function of the electric field strength in Fibd)3( 01 =0C/m?, g, = —5.35uC/n?,

by numerically solving Eq[{5) using the parameter valuek an m~151ng a=0m, b=32um, (8)
the initial conditions from Eqs[{6) an@dl(7), respectivéije 24 (0) =4.4mm z4(0) = 0mmy/s, zg = dzq/dt,

solutions obtained foEp < 0.1GV/m andEp 2 49GV/m

are unphysical. For instance, in the cas&€gf> 49GV/m,  where the details of how these were obtained are explained
solutions show that the ion penetrates into the anode’asarf in the section B of the appendix. Using these, the equation
whereas foEp < 0.1GV/m, solutions yield peak to peak am- of motion described in Eq[5) can be solved numerically via
plitudes that are larger tham/2. This latter case, although Runge-Kutta method. The result is shown in F[g. 4. One



=

ORLNWAUIONOOO
— T T T T T T
=

ORPNWAUIONWOOO
- — T

74 [nm]
74 [nm]

o

o

e | G
o3
.

o

N

()

t [ps]

(d)

665.34
600

500
400
300
200

100
23.17 ¢

Particle velocity [km/s]
Vosc[GHZ]

O N A or v

: : 01 1 2 3 4 49
10 E, [GVIm]
t [ps]
Figure 3: (Color online) Equatiofil(5) is plotted, where indkectric field is varied and in (b) ion’s surface charge dtgns; = Nge/ (4na2) is
varied atEp = 1GV/m. (c) lon velocity corresponding to the plot in (a). (d) Depende of oscillation frequenaysc on electric field strength

Ep. Similar plot for the lower frequencies involving weakly ehad ions subject to small&j, is also provided in the section E of appendix.
In (a,b,c,d), all of the unspecified parameter values are eg. [6) and the initial conditions are from EQ] (7).

can readily verify that the particle oscillates at a freqren

of approximatelyvosc &~ 17 Hz, which is consistent with the m=519 no TV
measurement by Arnag al 4° 491 B ¢

Although Arnaset al. explicitly states that their glass mi- 48t '\ i\ N il f'\
crosphere is hollow structured, their paper does not peovid E A i / a [

; . - P € 47! |} P i {1 [
any information regarding the radius of the void inside of = N R N N i
their hollow glass microsphere. Due to the lack of this in- a6l i\l ‘! \ “, I\ i '.
formation, the mass of an hollow glass microsphere in Eg. /2 T A N W |
(@) has been computed assuming a solid microsphere. Such a5t i %
assumption overestimates the mass of an hollow glass mi- ' \ \ \
crosphere. In fact, in their paper, Arnetsal. indicates the 4.4 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
gravitational force ofg = (1.5+0.3) x 10-1°N for their hol- 0 005 01 015 02 025 03
low glass microspher®. Such force corresponds to a mass lel

of m =~ 15.3ng which is exactly the mass computed as-

suming a solid glass microsphere in EqJ (8). If instead Figure 4: (Color online) Equatiofil(5) is plotted using paeden val-

X ISt€ad a5 and initial conditions defined in EqgEl (8). Oscillatioegluency
smaller mass ofn~ 6.19ng is assumed, an electric field o~ 17Hz is predicted by the theory, which is consistent with

strength offp = 2.2kV/m is sufficient to generate an oscilla- the measurement by Arnasal 2° In the plot, the anode is located at
tion frequency obosc~ 17 Hz This value for the electric field  z; = 0mm and the cathode is locatedzat= 5mm

strength, i.e.E, = 2.2kV/m, is consistent with the local elec-

tric field strength in the plasma sheath obtained by Aastak

in their dusty plasma experiment. The particle’s osciliato

motion corresponding to this latter case, where: 15.1ng This remarkable result demonstrates that self-sustaised o
andEp = 5.15kV/m, has been plotted in Fig] 4 for compari- cillations in both dusty plasmas and DC glow dischargeseshar

son. a common physical mechanism, in which the oscillations can



be attributed to the interaction between the ionized gartic IV. DEVICE APPLICATION
and the surface charges induced by it at the bounding elec-
trodes. Such outcome makes sense because the oscillatingjs \ve|| known that oscillating ions generate electrical@®
ionized particles in both dusty plasmas and DC glow diSyqiation. Such property can be utilized to develop a wideba
charges experiments are only differ in their physical s@®&  gjectromagnetic radiation source in which the frequency of
masses. Apart from this, the two systems are nearly idénticgmitted radiation can be tuned by varying the DC bias voltage
in nature from the physics point of view. across the electrod€$2® According to Zouche and Lefort,
Quite often in dusty plasmas, theoretical models based ofhe plane-parallel plate electrodes made of nickel-siboen-
simple harmonic excitations of small amplitude oscillato posite material, which are separated by a gap €f100nm
are employe_d fqr the description of the particle dynamiasee O gn support DC bias voltages up+0400V across the elec-
such model is given B trodes before an onset of electrical breakdd#iwith im-
provements in the electrical breakdown characteristiosh s
device can be engineered to cover both the microwave and
the terahertz band of electromagnetic spectrum with hifih ef
ciency.
wherezis the particle displacementy is the particle’s mass,  The first experimental evidence that the phenomenon of
w is the angular frequency of oscillatiohjs the time, and  self-sustained ion oscillations in the DC glow discharges4
fo is the amplitude of the external force. Particle’s equatiompotential applications in the development of a wideband-ele
of motion based on such model, Ed.] (9), is limited to thetromagnetic radiation source came from McClure in 1963,
descriptions of oscillations involving a small amplitudie-d  when he reported an oscillation frequencyegd.~ 20 MHz in
placements about the stationary equilibrium position.ides  a low pressure glow discharge tube, which comprised of eylin
this limitation, the equation of motion described by Ed, €8 drical hollow cathode and a very thin coaxial wire anéfle.
it stands, cannot be directly applied to describe the gakic Unfortunately, McClure provided no theoretical model te ex
oscillatory motion due to the fact that the quantitigg and  plain his finding. Such concentric cylinder configuration fo
Qy must be first determined experimentéyConsequently, the electrodes is a typical apparatus found in many DC glow
Eq. (9) is only useful when determining the total charge cardischarges experiments. Nearly two decades later, in 1980,
ried by the particle. Although Eq.[J(9) provides an indirect Alexeff and Dyer shrunk the aforementioned concentriagyli
method of measuring the particle’s total charge, as it stand der configuration (filled with air at gas pressure df @Torr)
it says nothing about the fundamental mechanism behind thg the size of a pen and successfully demonstrated the gen-
self-sustained oscillations of ions in dusty plasmas. eration of microwave radiations in the gigahertz frequency
The equation of motion described in Eq[] (5) is distin- ranges*® Their pen sized coaxial configuration was later re-
guished from the one illustrated in Ed.] (9) in that its physi-ported to generate radiation at terahertz frequency,gf~
cal description is not limited to just small amplitude okecil 1 THz with an output radiation power &.q ~ 1.5W.46:47|n
tions but covers particle oscillations of any amplitudegest  order to explain their observations, Alexeff and Dyer pregb
Further, Eq. [(5) does not depend on quantities liggand  a model which they referred to as twbitron theory.2>=4/The
Qy, which terms must be determined experimentally. Insteadpasic idea behind the orbitron theory is very simple. The-ele
Eq. (8) completely describes the dynamics of chargedgbarti trons emitted from the inner surface of the outer concentric
motion solely based on the information obtained from thecylinder (which part represents the cathode in the coarial ¢
particle’s physical properties (i.e., mass, surface ahaen- figuration) orbit around a thin coaxial wire anode; and, such
sity, and dielectric constant, etc.) and the local eledieltl  electron orbital motion generates the detected high freque
strength. In the case where the mass of an ionized particlelectromagnetic radiation. However, various experinmesta
is represented by that of an ionized atom, Hg. (5) describesults reported by other grou§s® contradicted the orbitron
the dynamics of self-oscillating ionized atom in the DC glow model; and, the orbitron theory is no longer considered @as th
discharges. In the previous wot&) have discussed that Eq. correct description of the physics behind the observatiens
(®) yields results that qualitatively agree with certaipexts  ported by Alexeff and Dyer.
of self-oscillations in the DC glow corona experiments pre- Somewhat similar to the aforementioned pen sized coax-
dicted by theories based on the fluid mod@!€? If plasma jal configuration investigated by Alexeff and Dyer is the mi-
in the DC glow corona experiment is effectively treated as acrohollow cathode discharges (MHCDs) configuration, which
self-oscillating weakly ionized single superparticle,. Ef)  was first introduced by Schoenbaethal .13 However, unlike
provides a satisfactory description of the electrode cuiws-  the coaxial configuration, where the self-pulsing frequen-
cillations in the DC glow corona. Further discussion onthis cies of ions typically lie in the gigahertz ranges, the self-
provided in the section E of the appendix. pulsing of ions in the DC glow discharges for typical MHCDs
Until now, no single theory was able to successfully ex-configurations lie only in some tens of kilohertz frequency
plain self-sustained oscillations in both dusty plasmas@2@  range2:21.52Why? The answer to such discrepancy lies in
glow discharges experiments. For years, experimental evihe differences in the gas pressures applied in two configura
dences hinted that these were related phenomena, but withatiions. In the high frequency design by Alexeff and Dyer, the
any definitive conclusions. In this respect, Hg. (5) is th& fir pen sized coaxial device is filled with gas at a very low gas
theoretical model to provide such definitive conclusions. pressure of A mTorr whereas, in typical MHCDs configura-

d?z dz _,  focoswt
@"‘Vdna‘f’gvz— T, (9)



tions, the device is maintained at gas pressures on theafrderwhere they reported of oscillation frequencies being not to
tens (or hundreds) of torrs. For instance, in the MHCDs exdependent on the type of ions used in the discharge. Self-
periment by Auberét al.,21:2?the gas pressure ranged from 40 sustained oscillations in the DC glow discharges can be ex-
to 200 Torr. Heet al 21 worked with somewhat lower gas pres- pected to have high thermal stability due to ion’s kinetie en
sure of~ 1 Torr (i.e., 133 Pa) for their MHCDs experiment, but ergies that are much larger than the average room tempera-
compared to the gas pressure df@Torr used by Alexeffand ture thermal energies. It is well known that self-sustained
Dyer in their pen sized coaxial configuration, this is séifider  oscillations in the DC glow discharges occur only in the
by a factor of ten thousand. Consequently, in the aforememegative resistance region of the voltage-current chariaet
tioned MHCDs experiments, the DC glow discharges involvetic curve. Experimentally, such region is characterized by
much weaker static electric fields due to larger screening eVi1 < Vr < Vi, whereVyy1 andVin, are some threshold volt-
fects. When a gas filled medium is applied with an externahges. Such observation is quite elegantly explained fram th
static electric field, the polarization process sets in arghs solutions of Eq. [(b), where the physical solutions are only
screening effect weakens the net electric field strengtheén t found for Vi1 < Vr < Viho. Presented mechanism also cor-
region filled with gas. The degree of such screening proces®ctly describes the self-sustained oscillations of iorduisty
grows with gas pressure. Consequently, in typical MHCDsplasmas. To demonstrate this, EJ] (5) has been applied to
experiments, where much higher gas pressures are involvedgrrectly predict the frequency of dust particle oscibas
relatively low self-pulsing frequencies are observed as-a r in the dusty plasmas experiment by Arreisal 4% Such re-

sult of larger screening effects for the applied statictelec sult demonstrates that self-sustained oscillations itydalas-
field. Contrary to this, in the aforementioned pen sized eoaxmas and DC glow discharges involve common physical pro-
ial configuration investigated by Alexeff and Dyer, the exte cesses. This s the first theory to successfully explaindtfe s
nally applied static electric field is only weakly screenegd sustained oscillations phenomena in both dusty plasmas and
to the fact that the device is maintained at a very low gas-pregshe DC glow corona physics.

sures. Consequently, the ions in such device can osciltate a

very high frequencies.

Besides this screening effect which acts to weaken the ex- APPENDIX
ternally applied static electric field, the presence of bigas
pressure increases the effective mass of an oscillatingrsup A. Sheath potential

particle. The superparticle concept has been previousiy-in

duced in the discussion of self-oscillations involving agsha It is worthwhile to compare the potential energy well of

fireball. The dynamics of plasma involves collective mosion _. : g . .

. . ; . Fig.[2 with the empirical potential well introduced by Tomme
of its constituent atoms. In the framework of this alterveti 34 : e

2729 L . .t al.=% to describe the potential in the plasma sheath. The

theory=":<Z elaborated in this paper, the self-pulsing dynamics . o
. . . . plasma sheath is an empty space residing between the plasma
in both MHCDs experiments and the pen sized coaxial con: L
! Lo . . and the confining electrodes. One such plasma sheath near
figuration investigated by Alexeff and Dyer involves the €on

. : . the anode is illustrated in Fi§] 5(a). For the reason that-ele

cept of oscillating superparticles. The effective mas$sach . . " .
; - frons and ions move at different velocities due to the differ
superparticles have an explicit dependence on gas pressure . :
. : : . énce in their masses, plasmas are never completely neutral a
In general, the superparticle associated with the highser ga. "~ :
. any instant. Consequently, a plasma confined between DC

pressure environment has a larger mass than the one associ- . : o
Voltage biased electrodes effectively behaves as if it vaere

ated with the lower gas pressure environment. Consequentlguper large charged-particle. For brevity, such “supeydar

the superparticle in a typical MHCDs experiment has mUChcharged-particle” shall be simply referred to as a “plasma

larger mass than the one in the pen sized coaxial configuratiqoa",, throughout the discussion here. In fact, the singfe io

investigated by Alexeff and Dyer. This also explains why-sel . . : . . al
pulsingfrequgncies are muc¥1 lower in MHCBS experi\{nents'zed nanoparticle case illustrated in Fig. 5(b) is the limit

compared to the device investigated by Alexeff and Dyer. Whlch the plasma in F'gD 5@ redu_ces_ down to contain just
one ionized nanoparticle. That said, just as single ionized

nanoparticle self-oscillates when confined by DC voltage bi
ased electrodes, the plasma ball also self-oscillatesdsgtw
V.. CONCLUDING REMARKS the anode and cathode electro8ésowever, due to its large
mass, the plasma ball oscillates at much lower frequencies
In summary, the mechanism behind self-sustained oscillacompared to the nanoparticle counterparts. For instarsce, a
tions of an ion in the DC glow discharges has been briefly dissuming the gajt between the plate electrodes is in the order
cussed in the framework of interaction between an ion and suiof sub-millimeters or so in Fid.]5(a), the macroscopic plasm
face charges that it induces at the bounding electrodesh Suconfined between such electrodes can contain very large num-
alternative description provides an elegant explanaticthé  ber, i.e., say, millions or more, of ionized nanoparticles o
formation of plasma fireballs in the laboratory plasma. Itatoms dependingon the gas pressure. In general, for the stud
has been found that oscillation frequencies also incre@tbe w of self-sustained oscillations, the plasma ball illustdbin Fig.
ion’s surface charge density, but at the rate which is signifi5(a) can be effectively modeled using an ionized supeigarti
cantly slower than it does with electric field strength. Suchwhere the terminology superparticle refers to a particleetvh
result supports the conclusions by Band Bosaret al2® is extremely large and enormously heavier compared to the
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ionized nanoparticle (or atom) illustrated in Hig. 5(b)sch by g, = Q/ (4nb2) or oz = —5.35uC/m?. Arnaset al. does
model, the potential in the plasma sheath is represented hyot provide any information regarding the dielectric canst
the one presented in this article. It is quite remarkablé thax, for their glass microsphere. Therefore,= 6.5 has been
the sheath potential introduced empirically by Tomehel. chosen for the dielectric constant of glass microspheréetwh
closely resembles the potential described in this work. value is typical of glass microspheres. For convenience, it
shall be assumed that the medium in which the glass micro-
sphere oscillates is a vacuum, i.k3,= 1. The parameters in

(@) (b)
the experiment by Arnast al. is summarized here for refer-

Sheath 1 K3 Sheathi Z4 ence-
K2 =6.5 k3=1, h=5mm Ep=>5.15kV/m,
lonized nanoparticle 0, =0C/m?, 0, = —535uC/m?, (10)
m~151ng a=0m, b=32um,
E, 1

where the mass is in nanograms, iras 1.51x 10 11kg =
15.1ng The initial conditions,

Cathode V. Cathode V, q

Z4(0) =44mm and

m
=0—, (11)
Figure 5: (Color online) (a) lllustration of the plasma ahd sheath. S

The plasma ball effectively behaves as one very large cHangger- . .
particle. Inthe illustration, the plasma has been delifetyalrawn as have been chosen purely out of convenience. With Egs. (10)

a sphere to emphasize a plasma ball. In reality, howeveplésena and [11), the equation of motion defined in EGl (5) can be

can be in any shape depending on the geometry of confining ele$0lved numerically via Runge-Kutta method to obtain the re-
trodes. (b) The single ionized particle configuration cdeséd in  Sults illustrated in FigilJ4. One can readily verify that the-t

this article. In (a) and (b), only the sheath near the anodhdsin  Ory agrees with the experimetft.
for illustration.

C. Comparison to the potential energy of negatively charged

B. Parameters in experiment by Arnaset al. glass microsphere measured by Amast al.

Arnaset al %0 reported that a dust particle made of hollow _According to the model elaborated héfethe positively

glass microsphere of radiuss 32um with mass densitgm ~ charged particle confined between a DC voltage biased plane-
110kg/m? and carrying a total charge @~ —4.3 x 10°qe parallel conductors results in the formation of potentiegy

wherege = 1.602x 10-19C, self-oscillates at frequency of wellin vicinity of the anode whereas a negatively charged pa

Vosc & 17Hz inside the plasma sheath. The inner environ-_tide results in the formation of potential energy well ircivi-

35 : .
ment of the plasma sheath, in many respects, is similar to thiy Of the cathode. Arnaet al = have experimentally verified

environment in an empty space between the DC voltage bfUch potential energy well for the case of negatively charge
ased plane-parallel conductors. In that regard, the undemp particle in the plasma sheath near the cathode. As explained

self-sustained oscillations of charged glass microspinatee ~ Previously, the problem of charged particle inside thepias
experiment by Arnast al. should be theoretically describ- s_heath can be effectwely_ modeled by a charged particle con-
able using the model presented in this article, where a cordin€d by the DC voltage biased plane-parallel conductors. Th
shell structured charged particle is confined between the DEOteNtial energy functiod (z) of Eq. (2) has been plotted for
voltage biased plane-parallel conductors. The glass micrdgn€ following parameter values:

sphere used by Arneat al. is not core-shell structured, of

course. Such dielectric particle is obtained in the limi th K2 =6.5, K3 = 172 h=5mm Ep= 3.152kV/m,
radius of conductive core portion of the core-shell strezu 01 =0C/m*, g, =-5.795uC/m, (12)
particle goes to zero, i.ea,= 0. Consequentlyg; also van- m~ 4.91x 10 1%kg, a=0m, b=22um.

ishes in that limit. That said, the glass microsphere ofusdi

b = 32um with mass densitpy, ~ 110kg/m® has total mass The result is shown in Fidl] 6, where it shows the formation of
of m= (4/3) mb3pm or m~ 1.51 x 10~ 'kg. Although Arnas  potential energy well in vicinity of the cathode. One nosice
et al. specifically uses the word “hollow glass microsphere”that the order of magnitude for the potential energy well is
in their report, they do not provide any physical detailsh&ft comparable to the experiment by Arngisal. The minor dis-
particle other than its outer radius. Thus, in the aforemenerepancies in the potential energy well of Fig. 6 and the one
tioned calculation of the particle’s mass, | have assumed aeasured by Arnaat al 2° can be attributed to the fact that the
solid glass microsphere. The glass microsphere carries a telectric field is not constant in the plasma sheath whereas, b
tal charge ofQ ~ —4.3 x 10°qe, Wherege = 1.602x 10 1°C. tween the DC voltage biased plane-parallel conductors; ele
The surface charge density at the radius b is hence given tric field is a constant.
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Figure 6: The potential energy of Ed.] (4) is plotted for paegen  Figure 7: (Color online) Plot ofz(t) for E, = 0.1GV/m and
values defined in Eq[C(12). In the plot, the anode is locater at Ep = 0.09GV/m. The surface of anode is aj = Onm, the surface
Omm and the cathode is locatedzgat= 5mm This result should be of cathode is aty = 100nm and the midway between the two elec-
compared with the potential energy measured by Amtas 3> in trodes is azy = 50nm

their dusty plasmas experiment. One can verify that twoltesue

remarkably similar in potential energy profile as well asha order

of magnitudes. (a)
gp =4.9 GV/m ——
D. Physical and unphysical oscillatory solutions p=5:0GV/m
A ARVA
The oscillatory solutions obtained f&, < 0.1GV/m and = \ / \ / \ /
Ep = 49GV/m are unphysical in Fig.[]3(d). To demon- = 300 \ / \ / \ / ]
strate this, Eg. [{5) is numerically solved and plotted for * 200} /
Ep £ 0.1GV/m andEp 2 4.9GV/m using the following ini- 100 \ / / \
tial conditions and parameter values: o \/ \// \/
Ko— o, Ks—1, h=100nm V_ =0V, o1 2 3 4 s

01~ 3.19C/m?, 0 =0C/m?, ¢ [ps]
m~8.95x 10 %*kg, b=a=1nm (13)
z3(0) =0.5nm Z (0) =0nny/s, zy = dzq/dt. (b)

100 (
To show thatEp, < 0.1GV/m yields unphysical solutions, '
z4 (1) is plotted forEp = 0.1 GV/m andEp, = 0.09GV/m. The /
results are shown in Fid.] 7, where the surface of anode is at 50 \/ \/[ \/

Zg = 0nm, the surface of cathode is at = 100nm and the
midway between the plates isgt=50nm It can be clearly
seen that foEp, = 0.09 GV/m, positively ionized particle peri- 0
odically crosses the midway between the two electrodesh Suc
case is unphysical because, for positively ionized pasdicl E, =
oscillations can only exist fay < h/2 —b.2’ Now, it can be -50 E,= ‘
verified that anyE, less thanE, = 0.09GV/m yields such 0 1 2 3 4 5
unphysical solutions. t [ps]

To show thate, 2 4.9GV/m yields unphysical solutions,
z4 (1) is plotted forEp = 4.9GV/m andEp, = 5.0GV/m. The  Figure 8: (Color online) (a) Plot afy (t) for E, = 4.9GV/m and
results are shown in Fid.] 8(a), where the plot has been erp = 5.0GV/m. (b) The plot in (a) has been enlarged for a view
larged for a view neazg = Opm in Fig. [8(b). It can be nearzg=0pm The surface of anode is af = 0pm
clearly seen that foEp = 5.0GV/m, positively ionized par-
ticle periodically penetrates into the surface of anoddcivh
is unphysical. Now, it can be verified that aBy larger than  upper and lower bounds &, are rough estimates based on
Ep = 5.0GV/m yields such unphysical solutions. the grounds of the discussed physicality. This result éxpla

For the initial conditions and parameter values defined invhy oscillations suddenly appear at certain “initial” thineld
Eq. (I3), physical solutions for the oscillatory motion @sp  DC bias voltage and disappear suddenly when bias voltage
itively ionized particle are only found foE, satisfying the goes beyond certain larger “final” threshold voltage in expe
condition given by LGV/m < Ep < 4.9GV/m, where the  iments.

2, [pm]
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E. Weakly ionized particle confined between anode and fectively a single charged superparticle with very largessa
cathode plates separated by gap df = 1mm (a)

350
300

The oscillation frequency plot of Figl] 3(d) has been ob-
tained for an highly ionized particle which is confined be-
tween two plate electrodes with very small separation gap of 250
h = 100nm Here, the same calculation is done for a weakly 200 |
ionized particle confined between plate electrodes with mi- 150 |
croscopically very large separation gap o= 1mm Ac- 100 |
cording to Cheret al.,*? a spherical argon cluster of radius
r =a=4.7nm contains roughly 9600 argon atoms at back- S0y
ing pressure of 50 bars. Since the particle is assumed to be 0
weakly ionized, | shall assume thist= 20 electrons are re-

VosclkHz]

0 0.5 1 15 2 2.5 3 3.5

moved from it. This corresponds to surface charge density £, tkvim]
of 01 = Nge/ (41a%) or 0y ~ 1.1543x 10-2C/m?, where
ge = 1.602x 10~19C is the fundamental charge unit. Neglect- (b)
ing the masses of missirig electrons, the particle has a total 120 ‘ ‘
mass ofm= 6.365x 10-22kg. For the calculation of particle’s 100 |
mass, it has been assumed that single argon atom has mass
of 6.63 x 10~2%kg. That said, the following initial conditions ¥ 80
and parameter values are used for the calculation of paiticl = 60l
oscillation frequency as function of electric field stremgt RS
40 +
20 ¢
Ko = o, K3:1,h:1mm VL=0V, 76 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
01 ~11543mgn?, 0, =0C/n?, (14) 001 01 0.2 03 04 05
m= 6.365x 10 %?kg, b=a=4.7nm E, [kv/m]

24 (0) =10um, z4(0) =0um/s, zg = dzg/dt.

Using these, the equation of motion defined in Efl (5) isFigure 9: (a) The frequency of oscillations is plotted agailectric
solved numerically via Runge-Kutta method for the oscilla-field strength for a weakly ionized particle with initial atitions and
tion frequency as function of electric field strength; arry t Parameters values defined in Eg.1(14). (b) The plot in (a) larged
result is shown in FidZ19. near zero. Un_Iike the case illustrated in F 3(d), wherdzed

This result should be compared with the one provided byParticle is confined between electrodes with very small gapre-
Akishev et al. 25 where they have plotted both experimen-SU|t here involves very large number of dlscretlze_d tl_mepstmr
tal and calculated periodysc Of self-sustained oscillations the Runge-Kutta rou“ni For that reason;the oscillatrenuency

- . has been plotted froM, = 0.01kV/m toEp = 3.5kV/min (a). The

against the average corona current at different pressures gy eshold electric field strengths, i.Ep th1 andEp g2, are not shown
nitrogen. FoxX and BoSaret al*® have shown that oscilla- i the figure. ’ ’
tion frequencies are not very dependent on the type of idnize
particles used in the discharge. That said, the result oddai
by Akishevet al. for nitrogen gas can be compared with the
calculation done here for ionized spherical argon clufker.
calling thatvesc = 1/Tosc @and the average corona current in It has been illustrated in Fid.] 4 that an ionized particlehwit
the electrode increases with electric field strength, itlsan smaller mass requires weaker electric field strength coeapar
readily convinced that the profile of result shown in Hi§). 9 isto the one with larger mass to oscillate at the same frequency
consistent with the result obtained by Akistetal. Mathematically, such characteristic arises from the faat t

Although the profile of oscillation frequency dependenceEq. (3) has mass dependence in the denominator. Conse-
on electric field strength (or corona current in the eleajod quently, the plasma ball in the experiment by Akisleeal.,
is comparable in both results, the measurement by Akishev which effectively behaves as a single charged superpayticl
al. shows much lower oscillation frequencies for given rangeoscillates at much lower frequencies for the given range of
of electric field strengths. Why? Such discrepancy ariseglectric field strengths compared to the configuration used i
from the fact that in the experiment by Akisheval., the  Fig.[d, where the mass of an ionized patrticle is much smaller
self-oscillating object is a charged plasma ball, i.e.,rghd  than the effective mass of a plasma ball. In principle, ohee t
superparticle, whereas in the calculation of Hig. 9, thé sel mass and the effective total charge information of the pfasm
oscillating object is a charged nanoparticle. As already di ball, i.e., superparticle, are provided, the oscillatimyfiency
cussed in section A, a macroscopic plasma ball contains veryependence on corona currentin the electrode (or ele@tk fi
large number of ionized nanoparticles (or atoms) dependingtrength) measured by Akishewal. can be reproduced by the
on the gas pressure. This makes macroscopic plasma ball gfresented theory.
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