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Unusually long electrostatic solitary waves (ESWs) are discovered in 2D and 3D Particle-in-Cell
studies of the process of ion beam neutralization by electron emission from filaments. These ESWs
are long because trapped and untrapped electron density perturbations nearly compensate each
other. Surface waves were discovered in the process of neutralization but were only observed in 3D
simulations. This is because the phase velocity of surface waves in a 2D geometry is higher than in
3D giving the high-energy electrons generated upstream near the electron source enough energy to
excite such waves only in 3D cylindrical beams.

Ion beams are used in various applications
such as particle accelerators, ion-thrusters[1–3],
nanopantography[4], and ion-implantation[5]. The
space-charge in the beam has to be neutralized to
generate a focused ion beam, which is best done by
a background plasma[6–8]. However, the complex-
ity incurred by the generation of background plasma
inside of a high-vacuum accelerator can be avoided
by using an external filament electron source, which
is easy to install in experiments. The neutraliza-
tion by a filament electron source, however, leads to
the excitation of space-charge waves, such as elec-
trostatic solitary waves (ESWs), which limit the
beam’s space-charge neutralization[9]. While the
ESWs have been studied theoretically for many
decades[10–12], their behavior has gained recent in-
terest since the discovery of their ubiquitous forma-
tion in the process of charge neutralization of ion
beams [9, 13]. The ESWs, which we also observed
in our numerical simulations, have mostly been stud-
ied in 1D in the past[11, 14, 15]. In this letter,
however, using our heterogeneous high-performance-
computing capable PIC code CHAOS[2], we stud-
ied the formation of these ESWs in 2D planar and
3D cylindrical beams. We show that the previously
developed 1D theoretical models can describe the
long ESWs that form in 2D planar beams. How-
ever, they cannot describe the oblong axisymmet-
ric ESWs that form in 3D cylindrical beams (see
Fig. 13 of Ref. [16]). Further, by conducting a
theoretical analysis of these modes similar to the
original BGK treatment[14], we show that because
of a non-Maxwellian electron distribution function
(EVDF) formed by neutralizing electrons in the
beam, the ESWs are much longer than those ob-
served in the previous theoretical [17, 18] and exper-
imental works[19].

FIG. 1. Electric potential profiles along the beam axis
at t = 4.72 µs, when all cases have achieved at least
80% of neutralization. Cases: 2D (blue), a = 2.5 mm
3D (green), a = 5.0 mm 3D (red), and a = 7.5 mm 3D
(black); a is the beam radius. Wave features: ESWs
(square boxes), electron-holes (triangles), and surface
waves (circles).

Additionally, in 3D simulations, we observed
the excitation of the Trivelpiece-Gould (TG) surface
waves[20] in the process of space charge neutraliza-
tion of an ion beam. The TG waves have been exper-
imentally studied for plasma columns in waveguides
[21, 22] where they were excited by an externally
applied field. In this work, however, an ion beam
together with neutralizing electrons form a plasma
column that can serve as a plasma waveguide for
surface waves [22]; i.e., emitted electrons from a fil-
ament form an electron beam at early stages of neu-
tralization process that is uniquely suited to sponta-
neously excite such surface waves with a high phase
speed. At later time in the neutralization process,
these high energy electrons leave the simulation’s do-
main due to wall losses. This prevents the decay of
TG waves due to the Landau damping by fast elec-
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trons, which allows TG waves to exist for very long
times. Finally, we derived a dispersion relation for
the surface waves in a 2D planar ion beam in a metal
chamber and identified that the phase speed of the
surface waves in 2D planar ion beams is sufficiently
different than 3D, explaining why surface waves are
only observed in 3D.

Particle-in-Cell (PIC) simulations were per-
formed in a 2D domain of 6 × 40 cm3 and a 3D
domain of 3× 3× 40 cm3 (see Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) of
Ref. [16]), where a monoenergetic argon ion beam
of 38 keV was injected at the center of the z = 0 mm
plane from a rectangular(circular) region for 2D(3D)
case(s). A uniform grid with cell sizes ranging from
0.3λD to 0.91λD was used for both 2D and 3D cases,
here, λD is the local Debye length at the end of neu-
tralization process when the electron density is high-
est. The 40 cm length of our domain and about 2.5
mm beam inlet radius (half-width for 2D) is used to
be comparable to the previously conducted plasma
neutralization experiments[23]. Note that this study
is also relevant to nanopantography applications[4].
The electrons with a Te = 2 eV Maxwellian EVDF
and current, Ie = IAr+/3, IAr+ being the ion beam
current, were introduced at the beam axis at z = 10
cm. The neutralization process of the ion beam hap-
pens in two phases: (1) rapid neutralization, which
occurs when the beam potential, φ >> kBTe/e, and
(2) slow neutralization when φ ≈ kBTe/e. After the
initial rapid neutralization phase, the rate of neu-
tralization slows down considerably because the re-
maining low unneutralized potential can no longer
trap all emitted electrons and high-energy electrons
escape to the walls[24].

More than 80% of neutralization is achieved
by t = 4.0 µs. Figure 1 shows the electric poten-
tial profiles at the end of the first phase in the neu-
tralization process, in which ESWs form both up-
stream and downstream of the electron source for the
2D and 3D beam cases with a = 2.5 mm, whereas
ESWs only form in the upstream and surface waves
in the downstream regions of the electron source for
3D cases with a = 5.0 and 7.5 mm, as shown in
the figure inset. Space-charge sheaths form at zmin

and zmax boundaries and reflect most electrons and
produce two electron streams formed inside the ion
beam. The two-stream instability between two elec-
tron streams results in the formation of ESWs, as
was reported in Refs.[9, 25, 26]. For the neutraliza-
tion process, the ESWs were observed to be very ro-
bust: they are ubiquitously excited during the neu-

FIG. 2. (a) Electron distribution in phase space, fe−
normalized by n0 = 1.75 × 1014 m−3, at t = 3.12 µs.
The black solid line in (a) shows electric potential on
the right vertical-axis. (b) Time evolution of ESWs
positions, shown by red circles, along the beam axis,
(x, y) = (0.18, 3.0) cm, for the 2D planar beam case.
In (b), ESWs shown by blue and yellow ‘X’s eventu-
ally merge with the large electron-hole near the electron
source at z = 10 cm, and ESWs shown by white and
green ‘X’s merge with each other.

tralization process, survive many collisions between
themselves and reflection from the boundaries.[9]

These ESWs can be easily recognized as
vortex-like structures in the electron phase space,
as shown in Fig. 2(a). These ESWs (their positions
shown by the red-dots in Fig. 2(b) for discrete num-
ber of times for 2D planar beam case) move, collide,
and merge with each other to eventually form new
ESWs that are of larger lengths than the original
ones. Among the multiple ESWs in Fig. 2(b), the
ESW shown by the yellow ‘X’ is of particular inter-
est because it moves with nearly a constant speed,
and does not collide or merge with other ESWs for
a long time. Because its electric potential amplitude
was found to be similar to the other ESWs in the sys-
tem, the yellow ‘X’ ESW is representative of other
ESWs in the 2D planar beam case and is further
analyzed below.

Because of their collisions and merging, ESW
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lengths in both 2D and 3D beams increase to
become between 30-50 local Debye lengths long,
which is unusually long when compared to the other
studies[15, 17, 19]. Since the beam radius is small
compared with the ESW length, we analyze the yel-
low ‘X’ ESW at t = 3.12 µs in Fig. 3(a) using
1D BGK theory[14], by fitting an analytical electric
potential profile to the PIC result[27],

∆φ(∆z) = φ0sech4

(
bs∆z

λD0

)
, (1)

where we obtain φ0 = 0.876 V and bs = 0.05 as
the fit parameters, λD0 = 0.78 mm is the Debye
length at ne = 1.75× 1014 m−3 and Te = 2 eV. The
comparison of the fit with PIC is shown in Fig. 3(a),
where it can be seen that it compares well for ∆z <
10 mm. In Eq. 1, ∆φ = φ(∆z)− φbase, where φbase
is the potential outside the ESW at ∆z = 15 mm.
In Fig. 3(b), the contour lines of the constant total
energy, Etot, are shown by dashed black lines and
are superimposed on color-plot of the EVDF of the
trapped-in-the wave electrons, ft, in the phase space
for the ESW marked by yellow ‘X’ in Fig. 2. They
indicate a small variation in electron populations at
different Etot values, which is qualitatively similar
to the ‘shallow’ ESWs discussed in Ref. [15]. Given
that the EVDF of electrons far from the ESW, fFF,
is known, the untrapped EVDF reads,

fut (vz,∆z) = fFF

(
sgn(vz)

√
v2z − 2

e

me
∆φ(∆z)

)
(2)

where fut(vz,∆z) is the EVDF of untrapped elec-
trons at location ∆z. We can determine the electron
density profiles of both the trapped and untrapped
electrons as a function of potential using Eq. 2 for
untrapped and a similar equation for trapped elec-
trons where the EVDF is taken from the PIC simu-
lations results at the location of the potential maxi-
mum. We now compare the effect of different fFF on
ESW: 1. a Maxwellian EVDF with Te = 1 eV cho-
sen to fit to the PIC result, and 2. non-Maxwellian
EVDF taken directly from the PIC simulation re-
sults in Fig. 3(b) at ∆z = 15 mm (also see Fig.
10(c) of Ref. [16] for further details).

The ESWs generated in our PIC simulations
seem to have formed having a very small electron
density perturbation of the order of 3-5%, as shown
by depletion in the normalized electron density in
Fig. 3(c). This small density perturbation in ESWs

FIG. 3. In (a), the potential profile and the trapped
electron distribution in phase space, ft (normalized by
n0 = 1.75 × 1014 m−3), are shown for ESW marked
with yellow ‘X’ in Fig. 2(a). (b): Dashed black lines
show constant Etot (eV) contour lines with increments
of 0.2 eV. (c) shows the electron density profile normal-
ized by 1.5 × 1014 m−3. (d) Comparison of predicted
total (untrapped) electron density based on Eq. 2 using
a 1. Maxwellian (blue) and 2. non-Maxwellian (red) fFF

and 3. the PIC result (green).

is allowed due to the non-Maxwellian background
EVDF in the beam. This is demonstrated in Fig.
3(d) where the total electron density perturbation
from Eq. 2 applied to a non-Maxwellian fFF (‘2’)
is closer to the PIC result (‘3’) than a Maxwellian
fFF (‘1’). This difference in the magnitude of these
perturbations is entirely due to a lower electron den-
sity decline of untrapped electrons towards the cen-
ter of the ESW for a non-Maxwellian fFF than a
Maxwellian one, as shown on the secondary axis of
Fig. 3(d). Since the EVDF at the center and the
electric potential profile are taken from the PIC re-
sult, trapped electron profiles are identical for both
fFF cases. This small untrapped density decline
nearly compensates the trapped density in the non-
Maxwellian case, resulting in a very small total den-
sity perturbation. This shows that a Maxwellian
background EVDF would likely result in a larger
electron density and electric potential perturbation
that a non-Maxwellian one found in ion beams and
this is the reason why such long ESWs with a small
density and potential perturbations appear in our
ion beam. Present 1D BGK theory needs to be re-
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vised to be able to describe ESWs in 3D due to their
highly complex electron trajectories (they are shown
in Fig. 16 of Ref. [16]).

Turning to understanding the importance of
3D effects, ESWs were not found downstream of the
electron source for the 3D simulations with beam
radii a = 5.0 and a = 7.5 mm. In these cases, the
potential of the un-neutralized ion beam is higher
than in the case with a = 2.5 mm, because there are
more ions in beams of thicker radii. Correspond-
ingly, in these cases, electrons gain velocities much
higher than thinner beams. Our PIC simulations
indicate that, as a result, the energetic electrons ex-
cite high-phase-speed surface waves, as shown in Fig.
4(a). These waves have a long wavelength λw = 6.1
cm and high phase velocity, vφ = 2.42×106 m/s, for
the a = 5.0 mm case. Figure 4(b) shows the tempo-
ral evolution of the EVDF for the a = 5.0 mm case
where a small number of electrons gain velocity close
to 2.42 × 106 m/s at about t = 2.40 µs and excite
the surface wave of that phase velocity.

We compared the surface waves parameters ob-
tained from the simulations and the theory using the
dispersion relation for axisymmetric surface waves
derived by Trivelpiece and Gould (TG)[20], as shown
in Fig. 4(c). This shows that axisymmetric TG sur-
face waves become excited for 3D cases only with
a = 5.0 and 7.5 mm. Although high-velocity elec-
trons excite these waves, with the decrease in elec-
tric potential, the ion beam space charge’s ability
to generate high-energy electrons declines[24] with
time. This leads to a decline in the electron tem-
perature inside the beam, shown by the narrowing
of EVDF with time in Fig. 4(b), which leaves the
previously excited TG waves in the domain with no
high-velocity electrons in resonance with the waves
that could quench them through Landau damping.
This also explains the absence of TG waves in the
a = 2.5 mm 3D case where the ion beam space-
charge generates electrons with high-enough veloc-
ities to dampen the low phase speed surface waves
that may exist for such small radius beam(see Fig.
18(b) of Ref. [16]). For more details see Sec. 4 of
Ref. [16].

Such surface waves, however, were not ob-
served in the 2D planar beam[24]. Following a
procedure similar to Vedenov[28], Krall[29], and
Trivelpiece-Gould[20], we derived the dispersion re-

FIG. 4. (a) Time evolution of electric potential profile
∆t = t−4.72 µs. (b) Evolution of EVDF, fe− normalized
by n0 = 1.75 × 1014 m−3, for 3D beam case of a = 5.0
mm with a few electrons reaching the surface wave phase
velocity, vφ = 2.42 × 106 m/s at t = 2.40 µs. (c) Dis-
persion curves for the surface waves in 3D cylindrical[20]
and 2D planar beams.

lation of a 2D planar beam,

ω

ωpe
=

1[
1 + tanh [(b−a)κ]

tanh aκ

]1/2 , (3)

where a and b are the half-widths of plasma beam
and channel, respectively (See Appendix C of Ref.
[16] for details). Equation 3 converges to 1/

√
2 for

a→∞, b→∞, and a << b, as expected for a pla-
nar surface wave in a vacuum with no conducting
walls[28]. As seen from Fig. 4(c), the surface waves
in the 2D planar beam have a higher phase speed,
vφ = ω/κ, than the TG surface waves for cylindrical
beams. This means that, when comparing 2D and
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3D surface waves dispersion for a = 2.5 mm, elec-
trons with about 2.5 times higher velocities than 3D
beam would be required to excite these waves in a
2D beam. Since such high velocity electrons are not
present when the electrons neutralize the ion beam
in the 2D simulation, the surface waves were not ob-
served in that case.

Finally, in our PIC simulations, we were able
to artificially excite these surface waves when we in-
troduced a small amount of emitted electrons with
velocities higher than the electron thermal velocity
of Te = 2 eV in 2D and 3D beam cases of a = 2.5
mm, where the surface waves were not spontaneously
excited originally (see Fig. 21 of Ref. [16]). This
shows that a small amount of high velocity electrons
may excite a surface wave and affirms that the TG
waves in our other 3D cases were excited by high
energy electrons.

In summary, in our kinetic PIC modeling we
observed a curious fact that ESWs with axial lengths
of 30-50 Debye lengths can be generated during neu-
tralization of an ion beam by electron emission. In
a 2D geometry, such long ESWs can be approxi-
mately described by a modified 1D BGK theory be-
cause the ESW length is much larger than the beam
width. The large length of ESW is determined to
be a consequence of a surprising near compensation
of density variation along the ESW by trapped and
untrapped electrons because of the non-Maxwellian
background EVDF. We also observed the generation
of TG surface waves in cylindrical ion beams during
neutralization process simulations in 3D geometry;
whereas these waves were not observed in 2D geom-
etry. Analysis shows that this can be explained by
the fact that surface waves have a much higher phase
velocity in 2D than in 3D.
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