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Molecular dynamics simulations are used to model ion and neutral temperature evolution in partially-ionized

atmospheric pressure plasma at different ionization fractions.

Results show that ion-ion interactions are

strongly coupled at ionization fractions as low as 107° and that the temperature evolution is influenced by
effects associated with the strong coupling. Specifically, disorder-induced heating is found to rapidly heat ions
on a timescale of the ion plasma period (~ 10s ps) after an ionization pulse. This is followed by the collisional
relaxation of ions and neutrals, which cools ions and heats neutrals on a longer (~ns) timescale. Slight
heating then occurs over a much longer (~ 100s ns) timescale due to ion-neutral three-body recombination.
An analytic model of the temperature evolution is developed that agrees with the simulation results. A
conclusion is that strong coupling effects are important in atmospheric pressure plasmas.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Atmospheric pressure plasmas, in particular cold at-
mospheric pressure plasmas (CAPP), have been widely
tested for numerous applications including the inactiva-
tion of various pathogens in medicine!, food industry?,
agriculture®, and water purification?, among others,
showing promising results and an increasing interest in
those industries. CAPP technology presents several ad-
vantages over other plasma technologies including op-
erational simplicity, low running cost, and environmen-
tal friendliness, since no vacuum chamber is needed and
the reactor is frequently openl. The increasing inter-
est shown in atmospheric pressure plasmas and the lack
of understanding about the main mechanisms involved
in the plasma dynamics, transport of reactive species
and chemistry motivates a better understanding of the
physics involved in order to improve the development of
plasma sources that promote reactions of interest and
make devices more efficient®®. Here, we show an example
of such a fundamental physics effect: ion-ion interactions
are strongly coupled and the ion and neutral tempera-
tures are influenced by an associated disorder-induced
heating (DIH) process.

Strong coupling refers to interactions in which the av-
erage potential energy of interacting particles [¢ss (r =
ass'), where agg is the average distance between particles
of species s and s'] exceeds their average kinetic energy

(kpTss), i.e. Tsy = 1, where s and s’ are the species
involved in the interaction and,
(bse’("" = ase/)
. =12~ 227 1
5 kBTss’ ( )

For example, the Coulomb potential for ion-ion interac-
tions is ¢;; = (Ze)?/4mepa;; and the ion-ion Coulomb
coupling parameter is I';; = (Ze)?/(4nepau;kpT;). In
most CAPPs, ions are expected to be in equilibrium

with the neutral gas near room temperature, while elec-
trons have a much higher temperature on the order
of eV or several eV. A consequence is that the hotter
electrons are characterized by a weakly coupled regime
(Tee < 1), while the much cooler ions can be strongly
coupled (T';; 2 1).

Strongly coupled plasmas are influenced by physical
effects that fundamentally differ from those governing
weakly coupled plasmas. An example is disorder-induced
heating. This arises in strongly coupled systems when the
potential energy landscape changes in such a way that
particles move to a lower potential energy configuration,
releasing kinetic energy in the form of heat. One way
that this can occur is through the ionization of a neu-
tral gas. When short-range atomic interactions change
to long-range Coulomb interactions, ions reconfigure to
a more ordered state due to their mutual repulsion. The
more ordered state has a lower potential energy than the
initial state (immediately after ionization) because ions
spread further apart from one another. The decrease in
potential energy in this reconfiguration is compensated
by an increase in kinetic energy. Disorder-induced heat-
ing is not important in weakly coupled plasmas because
the kinetic energy gained in the reconfiguration is small
compared to the initial kinetic energy. However, it can
be a dominant effect in strongly coupled plasmas. For
example, DIH caused by ionization has been measured
and studied in detail in ultracold neutral plasmas®10,

Here, we show that ionization can cause DIH in at-
mospheric pressure plasmas as well, and that it can be a
dominant effect that determines both the ion and neutral
temperature evolution. Using Molecular Dynamics (MD)
simulations, we show that immediately after ionization
ions have a coupling strength much larger than one, with
T';; ranging from approximately 5 to 25 for simulations
with ionization fractions ranging from 0.01 to 0.7. Ions
then rapidly heat over a timescale of approximately one

ion plasma period (w;il, where wy; = y/e2n;/e,m; is the



ion plasma frequency) to a condition where I';; &~ 1. This
typically corresponds to a ~ps timescale. This can raise
the ion temperature several times, depending on the ion-
ization fraction. After DIH, ions thermally equilibrate
with neutrals via elastic scattering, causing them to cool
and the neutral gas to heat. The cooling causes ions to
return to a more strongly coupled state. Depending on
the ionization fraction, the neutral heating can be sub-
stantial, leading to neutral temperatures that are several
times room temperature. ITon-neutral thermal equilibra-
tion typically takes hundreds to thousands of ion plasma
periods, corresponding to a ~mns timescale. In parallel
with these comparatively fast processes, a weaker heat-
ing of both ions and neutrals is observed over a much
longer timescale (~ 100s ns) due to ion-neutral three-
body recombination. In addition to the simulations, a
model is developed to describe the main features of the
ion and neutral temperature evolution.

An implication of these findings is that common ap-
proaches to modeling atmospheric pressure plasmas need
to be reassessed. Most modeling techniques, including
Particle-In-Cell (PIC) methods and solutions of multi-
fluid equations, are based on solving a Boltzmann equa-
tion or approximations of it (such as multi-fluid models
obtained from taking moments of the Boltzmann equa-
tion). However, the Boltzmann equation is valid only for
weakly coupled systems, such as dilute gases and plas-
mas. At a fundamental level, it does not treat strong cou-
pling effects that can influence dynamics of atmospheric
pressure plasmas. Disorder-induced heating is an exam-
ple of this. If strong correlations are not accounted for,
the ion and neutral temperatures could be mistakenly
underestimated.

Although ion temperatures are difficult to measure in
atmospheric pressure plasmas, measurements have been
made of neutral gas temperatures that are elevated well
above the ambient room temperature conditions™17,
Some explanations for this have been postulated. One
is that energy transfer from electron-neutral elastic col-
lisions heats neutrals'®. Although some heating through
this mechanism is certain, it is not clear if it hap-
pens at a fast enough rate or if the resulting ion
temperature is correct to explain the measurements.
Other possible explanations for a more rapid transfer
of energy from electrons to neutral atoms/molecules
include energy transfer between vibrationally excited
states in moleculest?2Y, energy transfer from vibrational
to translational states™® 1220 electron-ion recombination
processesi? followed by ion-neutral elastic collisions, elec-
tron impact dissociation reactions'® and quenching of
electronically excited molecules by oxygen atoms'?. Al-
though each is a plausible mechanism, there hasn’t been
a sufficiently detailed study to test if they explain the ex-
perimental measurements. Here, we propose that DIH is
another mechanism that should be considered. We com-
pare the predicted neutral gas temperature after ions and
neutrals have thermally equilibrated to an experiment™®,
and find that the predictions are close to the measured
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FIG. 1: Coupling parameter space for ion-ion,
ion-neutral and neutral-neutral interactions for an Ar
gas at room temperature and different pressures and
ionization fractions.

temperature. These results are relevant for a num-
ber of plasma sources that achieve high ionization frac-
tions at atmospheric and elevated pressures, including
microdischarges?!, spark filaments?224 laser-produced
plasmas?228 arc filaments” and the anode region of elec-
tric arcs28, among others.

In the next section the coupling parameter associated
with ion-ion, ion-neutral and neutral-neutral interactions
is shown in a pressure—ionization fraction space, predict-
ing that at atmospheric pressure and over a wide range
of ionization fractions ions are expected to be strongly
coupled. In section [[T]] the MD simulation setup is de-
scribed. This is followed by a discussion of the ion and
neutral temperature evolution in section [[V] In section
[V] a theoretical model for predicting the maximum and
equilibrium ion temperature as a function of the ioniza-
tion fraction and pressure is described. Finally, section
[VI| shows a comparison of the observed heating in exper-
iments conducted at atmospheric pressure and the pre-
diction for the temperature using our model.

1l. COUPLING PARAMETER SPACE

For a partially ionized plasma with one gas species,
neutral-neutral, ion-neutral and ion-ion interactions are
modeled using the Lennard-Jones, charge induced dipole
and Coulomb potentials respectively2”
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where € = 120kg, 0 = 0.34 nm, and ag = 11.08 for Ar4?
and ag is the Bohr radius. Considering an Ar plasma at
room temperature and variable ionization fraction and
pressure, the coupling parameter associated with each in-
teraction can be computed from equations 7, using
Qin = (3/47mm)1/3 where n;, ~ x;n; + x,n, to estimate
the average interparticle spacing between ions and neu-
trals. Here, x; = n;/n and x, = n,/n are the ion and
neutral concentrations, n; and n,, are the ion and neutral
densities, and n = n; 4+ n,, is the total density. The pres-
sure and ionization fraction at which the transition from
a weakly to a strongly coupled regime occurs is estimated
from the limit I' = 0.1, which is the condition where the
Boltzmann equation is known to break down=031,

As shown in figure [} at small ionization fractions and
pressures below atmospheric pressure, none of the inter-
actions are strongly coupled. However, by increasing the
ionization fraction or the pressure, it is possible to find a
strong ion-ion coupling region. In fact, the figure shows
that ion-ion interactions at many CAPP conditions are
expected to be strongly coupled. If the pressure is in-
creased above ~ 10 atm, a strong ion-neutral coupling
regime is reached. Further increases in pressure can lead
to a strong neutral-neutral coupling regime at around
1000 atm.

Since the ion-ion Coulomb coupling parameter exceeds
0.1 in many CAPPs applications, the binary ion-ion col-
lision picture and hence the Boltzmann equation are
not expected to apply. In this strongly coupled regime,
many-body collisions dominate the interactions between
ions and a first-principles approach is required. Hence,
we used MD simulations, which provide a first-principles
solution of Newton’s equation of motion for the dynamics
of N interacting particles.

I1l. MOLECULAR DYNAMICS SIMULATIONS

Molecular dynamics simulations were carried out using
the open-source software LAMMPS32. Since electrons
are much hotter than ions and are weakly coupled, they
are treated as a background non-interacting species when
modeling ion and neutral dynamics. Thus, they were not
included in the simulation. This is similar to the one-
component plasma model?3, which is known to provide
an accurate description of ions in the presence of weakly
coupled (comparatively hot) electrons, such as in ultra-
cold neutral plasmas®. Short (neutral-neutral), medium
(ion-neutral) and long (ion-ion) range interactions were
modeled using the potentials defined in equations (2))—
@)

Since the charge induced dipole potential is attractive,
particles can interact at short spatial scales. In order
to avoid the rare occurrence of close interactions that
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FIG. 2: Ton and neutral final temperatures for different
T4 values.

require a very short timestep to resolve, a repulsive core
term was added to the charge-induced dipole potential

from expression
3 /.8
q2 aRag (7"¢ _ > (5)
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where 7y is the radius at which the repulsive core acts. It
was desired to choose 74 to be small enough to minimize
the occurrence of non-physical force values, but large
enough to decrease the computational cost due to the
smaller timestep requirement. This is similar to what has
been done in MD simulations of ultracold neutral plas-
mas>2368 The effect of the repulsive core also depends
on the simulation setup. For simulations conducted at
thermodynamic equilibrium, we found that the value of
re sets the number of ions that attach to neutrals; as
shown in the Appendix [A] However, this work concen-
trates on non-equilibrium simulations where r4 is only a
numerical convergence parameter needed to avoid closely
orbiting particles. The reason why 74 is not important in
the non-equilibrium simulations is that ion-neutral three-
body recombination is slow compared to the DIH and
ion-neutral relaxation timescales that we focus on. For
the non-equilibrium simulations we chose r4 = 0.133ai,
(here a;, was estimated as & ayy for z; < 0.5 and = ay
for x; > 0.5). This is the smallest value at which we
can avoid closely orbiting particles and non-physical force
values; see Appendix[A] and figure 2] A convergence test
was conducted varying ry from 0.133ai, to 0.5ai, at an
ionization fraction of z; = 0.5 (figure[2)) showing that the
ion and neutral temperature at the end of the simulation
(after ion-neutral relaxation) is independent of ry, when
Ty < 0.25a4y.

In order to study the evolution of a non-equilibrium
discharge, a neutral Ar gas at room temperature and at-
mospheric pressure was simulated until equilibrium was



TABLE I: Parameters used for the Molecular Dynamics
simulations. The time step value was
At X wp; =5 x 107* in all cases.

Tonization Plasma Length of
. Number of Frequency . .
Fraction . Simulation
() Particles (wps) (b7 X wp)
! x 10'2  (rad/s)|\/ e
0.01 250000 0.1046 150
0.1 25000 0.3308 500
0.3 10000 0.5731 650
0.5 10000 0.7398 800
0.7 10000 0.8754 1000

reached. This stage of the simulation was run with
a Nosé-Hoover thermostat (NVT ensemble) applied®".
Then, a fraction of the particles were instantly ionized
and a NVE (microcanonical) simulation was run includ-
ing the ion-neutral, neutral-neutral and ion-ion interac-
tions. This simulation setup was repeated for different
ionization fractions. The timestep used was 5 x 10_40.),,1-
and the NVE simulation was run until the equilibrium
was reached. The number of particles was varied such
that the minimum number of ions in the system was 2500
and the number of neutral atoms was scaled in order to
achieve the desired ionization fraction in each simulation.
The simulation domain size was scaled with the total
number of particles in order to maintain the desired gas
density. The simulation domain was a three-dimensional
box with periodic boundary conditions. The ionization
fraction, total number of particles, time step and length
of simulation used for each simulation are specified in
table [l

IV. MOLECULAR DYNAMICS RESULTS

As shown in figure [3] the evolution of the ion temper-
ature can be divided into three stages. First, a rapid
increase in the ion temperature was observed over the
first ion plasma period of the simulation. This is thought
to be due to disorder induced heating. This stage gener-
ates fluctuations in the ion temperature that persist for
several plasma periods; as shown in figures[3]and [7] Sec-
ondly, ion-neutral temperature relaxation was observed
with a timescale characterized by the ion-neutral colli-
sion frequency. Finally, a gradual heating of both ions
and neutrals is observed over a much longer timescale due
to three-body recombination of ions and neutrals (this is
difficult to view in figure [3] but is demonstrated more
clearly below).
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FIG. 3: Evolution of the ion and neutral temperatures
during the discharge at atmospheric pressure for
different ionization fractions.

A. Disorder Induced Heating

Before the ionization pulse is applied, the initial distri-
bution of positions of neutral atoms corresponds to the
equilibrium state of a gas interacting via the short-range
Lennard-Jones potential. Therefore, ionization creates
many ions separated by distances that are much smaller
than the average distance between ions a;; = (3/4mn;)'/?
where n; is the ion density. Since the interaction between
ions is governed by the Coulomb potential, which is a
long range potential, this leads to a large repulsion force
between ion pairs that brings ions apart, as illustrated in
figure

The separation of ions corresponds to the formation of
a correlated state. This can be quantified by the radial
distribution function [g(r)], which is defined by setting
nog(r)dnr?dr = N(r), where N(r) is the total number
of particles in a spherical shell of radius r and thickness
dr centered on a chosen particle. Here, n, = N/V is the
average number of particles (N) in a volume (V); i.e., it is
the uniform background number density. When g(r) =1
for all distances r, the system is in an uncorrelated state.
Figure [5]shows that just after ionization the ion positions
correspond to the weakly correlated state of the neutral
gas they were formed from. Correlations quickly develop
as ions spread apart over the timescale of an ion plasma
period. This is indicated by the void of particles that
forms from distances r = 0 to approximately r = ay;.
Such a void, which is sometimes referred to a Coulomb
hole in plasmas, is a characteristic property of a strongly
coupled system. Another characteristic is a peak near
the average nearest neighbor distance (a;;), which is also
observed at times later than one ion plasma period.

A simple estimate for the magnitude and timescale of
DIH can be obtained by considering the motion of a typ-



Neutr.a.l Gas lonization Pulse Separation of lons
at Equilibrium
] ® e °
. . ° o
o o ° ° © o °
r~aii °
°% e — < . .’—: —l (] .
e, <aily o 'r<<an ° «
oo % e ° e ® °

FIG. 4: After an instant ionization pulse, ions can be at
distances much smaller compared to a;; leading to large
repulsion forces.

ical ion. In the limit that the initial configuration is ran-
dom in space, and the final distribution is perfectly or-
dered (a lattice), ions will move an average distance of
approximately a;;/2. The electrostatic potential change
in moving from a position r; = a;;/2 to re = a; is
Ap = ¢ — ¢y = —eZ/(4mwega;;). This will decrease
the total potential energy of the ions by a factor of AU
~ —Z%e*/(4mepas;). Since energy is conserved during the
NVE simulation, this leads to a corresponding increase
in the ion kinetic energy AK = —AU ~ Z2%e?/(4megas;).
For ionization fractions above approximately 10™4, the
initial value of I';; based on room temperature (when the
ionization pulse is applied) is considerably larger than 1,
so the change in the ion kinetic energy due to DIH is
much greater than the kinetic energy before the pulse.
Estimating the temperature after DIH as %kBT ~ AK,
the Coulomb coupling parameter from equation is
T';; = 1.5. In all cases simulated, DIH is observed to
increase the ion temperature until a critical value of ap-
proximately I';; = 1.9 is reached; see figure [6] This is
quite close to the estimate of 1.5. The value of the tem-
perature directly after DIH is the maximum value ob-
served, 1%, as ions subsequently cool due to collisional
relaxation with neutrals.

The timescale for DIH can be estimated from the time
it takes an ion to move from a position r1 = a;;/2 to ro =
a;; due to the Coulomb repulsion of a nearby ion. Con-
sidering Newton’s equation of motion, md%x/dt? = eE
and approximating d?z/dt> ~ Ax/At? ~ (a;;/2)/At2,
and eE ~ e?/(4meyaZ;), the characteristic timescale for
this process is the ion plasma period At = wp_il. This
also agrees well with the simulations, where the maxi-
mum ion temperature is reached approximately 1.50.)];»1
after the ionization pulse; see figure [0}

Disorder induced heating has been previously observed
in ultracold neutral plasmas formed by photoionizing
laser-cooled atoms?. Immediately after ionization ions
have a very small kinetic energy since the neutral gas they
are formed from was at millikelvin temperature. How-
ever, they have significant excess potential energy since
the ionization has changed the potential energy landscape
to that associated with long-range interactions. As the
excess potential energy is converted into kinetic energy
the ions heat to a state where I';; ~ 1 over a timescale
of 1w;il, just as described above. The process observed
here is essentially the same. One important difference
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FIG. 5: Ion-ion radial distribution function g(r) at
different timesteps during the simulation of a partially
ionized Ar plasma with an ionization fraction of

x; = 0.01. The ion-ion radial distribution function
corresponds to an OCP at the same equilibrium I';;
showing that the ions are strongly coupled and the
ion-ion interactions are not screened by the presence of
neutral atoms. In each simulation, the g(r) was
obtained after computing an average over all the ions in
the simulation and 100 consecutive time steps that
corresponded to a time window of ¢ X wp; = 0.05. An
ensemble average was also computed using data from 20
different simulations.

is that the ionization pulse in an atmospheric pressure
plasma typically only partially ionizes the gas, whereas
near total ionization is common in an ultracold neutral
plasma.

An implication is that DIH is only expected to be im-
portant if the ionization fraction is high enough. Heating
occurs only when the initial ion state (just after ioniza-
tion) satisfies I';; > 1. Otherwise, the kinetic energy
gained by DIH is small compared to the initial kinetic
energy. Furthermore, the basic mechanism isn’t expected
to apply since the ions remain in a weakly coupled disor-
dered state even after ionization. Assuming ions are born
from neutral gas at room temperature, I';; > 1 requires
that z; > 10~%. Thus, at room temperature atmospheric
pressure gas conditions, DIH is expected to occur only
if the ionization fraction is larger than one part in ten
thousand z; > 10~%.

After DIH, ions overshoot their equilibrium positions
leading to oscillations of the Coulomb potential energy
near the ion plasma frequency. Since the total energy is
conserved during the NVE simulation and the ions are
strongly coupled after the DIH, those oscillations trans-
late to observable kinetic energy fluctuations. This is
shown in figure [7] from the simulation with an ionization
fraction of 0.01. Such fluctuations are only noticeable in



25

—_— Xj= 0.7
X,'=0.5

= - N
o [6,] o
! L !

Coulomb Coupling Parameter I
w

10-1 10° 101 102 10°
Time (t wp))

FIG. 6: Evolution of the Coulomb coupling parameter
I';; during the discharge at different ionization fractions.

the strongly coupled regime, where the ion kinetic energy
is comparable to the Coulomb potential energy (I' & 1).
These fluctuations were observed to damp over a period
of time between 2w, L and 50w, ! depending on the ion-
ization fraction; see figure [3] The presence of large fluc-
tuations in the ion temperature after DIH has also been
observed in ultracold neutral plasmas experiments? and
MD simulations®5.

B. lon-Neutral Temperature Relaxation

After disorder-induced heating, ion and neutral tem-
peratures equilibrate due to ion-neutral collisions. This
causes the ions to cool and the neutrals to heat by an
amount and at a rate that depends on the ionization frac-
tion. Ion cooling increases the ion-ion coupling strength,
as shown in figure [6] This leads to an ion-ion coupling
strength that is larger than one, T';; > 1, after the ion
and neutral temperatures relax for all ionization frac-
tions simulated. It is also noteworthy that fast neutral
heating can be significant, especially when the ionization
fraction is high. Neutral heating is a common observation
in atmospheric pressure plasma experiments 131416,

Ion-neutral temperature relaxation was modeled using
standard methods based on the Boltzmann equations.
The cross section for ion-neutral interactions was com-
puted based on two-body collisions interacting through
the charge-induced dipole potential from equation .
The Boltzmann-based approach is expected to be valid
since the ion-neutral interaction is in a weakly coupled
regime; see figure The resulting temperature relax-
ation rate is described by

ar; 3
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FIG. 7: Ion kinetic energy (K;), neutral kinetic energy
(K,,) and total energy Er for a discharge at
atmospheric pressure and an ionization fraction of

x; = 0.01. Each energy is normalized by the number of
ions (N;), neutral atoms (N,,) and total number of
particles N respectively and the kinetic energy at room
temperature Ty = 300 K. Large fluctuations were
observed in the ion kinetic energy due to the oscillations
in the Coulomb potential energy after the DIH.
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Here, T; and T,, are ion and neutral temperatures re-
spectively, vy is the energy transfer collision frequency
between the species s and ', g = u/¥s5 where u is the rel-
ative velocity and v2, = 2kgTs/ms+2kpTs /ms , where
mg and mg are both the Ar mass, and QQB is the mo-
mentum transfer cross section

Q) =2 [ (1 cosuba (9)
0
where
fe%s) d 2
X=m— Qb/ ’I"/’I" (10)
70 1— % — L”(Tg

is the scattering angle. Here, b is the impact parameter,
ro is the distance of closest approach obtained from the
largest root of the denominator in equation , r is the
radial distance, mg, is the reduced mass, u is the relative
velocity and ¢;, is the charge induced dipole potential
from equation with 74 = 0.133a;, computed from
equation @[) The ion-neutral momentum transfer cross
section obtained is shown in figure
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FIG. 8: Ton-neutral momentum transfer cross section at
different relative velocities, obtained for the charge
induced dipole potential used in the simulations.

The evolution of the ion temperature obtained using
equations @7 is shown in figure |§| for the discharge
at an ionization fraction of 0.01. Here, the initial temper-
ature used in the model was taken from the value of the
MD simulations after DIH. The predictions show good
agreement with the MD simulations in both the equi-
librium temperature as well as the relaxation time. At
other ionization fractions, the equilibrium temperature
increases with ionization fraction due to smaller neutral
atom densities and due to the larger ion temperature
achieved due to the DIH. The equilibrium temperature
was higher than room temperature and the correspond-
ing coupling parameter was smaller compared to the the
initial value of I';; with the exception of the smallest ion-
ization fraction of 0.01, where the large neutral density
led to an equilibrium temperature similar to room tem-
perature; see figure

C. Three-Body Recombination

As described in section IIEI’ re was used as a numeri-
cal convergence parameter in the non-equilibrium simu-
lations and the temperature evolution over the timescale
of DIH and ion-neutral equilibration was independent of
ry. However, as shown in the Appendix |A} for ry/a;, <
0.133 neutral particles start to orbit ions, which forms
bound states that can cause heating over a much longer
timescale than the DIH or ion-neutral relaxation. In or-
der to compare these time scales, we repeated the non-
equilibrium simulation on a longer time scale with differ-
ent values of 74 /a;,,. Simulations at an ionization fraction
of z; = 0.01 and ry/a;, values of 0.100 and 0.090 were
carried out with a total simulation time of ¢ X w;,; = 4000
and compared with a simulation at the same ionization
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FIG. 9: Evolution of the ion temperature for a
discharge with x; = 0.01 along with the model described

in equations @f.

fraction but using r4/a;, = 0.133. As shown in fig-
ure the simulations show a similar ion temperature
evolution immediately after the ionization pulse, includ-
ing DIH followed by ion-neutral temperature relaxation
through collisions. However, at ¢ xwy; = 50, bound states
start to form when r4/a;, < 0.133, which increases the
ion temperature when compared to the same simulation
with 74/a;,, = 0.133. This is due to particles becom-
ing trapped in the potential well of the charge-induced
dipole potential, which exchanges a reduction in the po-
tential energy with an increase in the kinetic energy. The
increase of the fraction of ion-neutral bound states over
time is shown in figure for both r¢/a;, values. The
recombination fraction was determined from a histogram
of nearest neighbor positions, as described in appendix[A]
The additional heating due to the ion-neutral three-body
recombination causes the temperature to increase by ap-
proximately 75 K and 125 K, reaching a value near 400
K and 425 K at t X wy; = 4000 for r4/a;, values of 0.100
and 0.090 respectively. This corresponds to a time at
which 97% of ions have at least one neutral atom orbit-
ing them. It was observed that the timescale of the ion-
neutral three-body recombination is much longer than
ion-neutral temperature relaxation; ~ 10000.)1;»1 corre-
sponds to ~ 100s ns.

D. Radial Distribution Function

The radial distribution gives information of how the
density varies with the distance from a reference particle
and it can be used to look for signatures of strong corre-
lations. It also determines the non-ideal components of
thermodynamic parameters®?. Figure [5| shows that the
radial distribution for the interactions between ions cor-



1000 - _— T,', r¢/a,-,,=0.133
Th
900 — T;, re/ain=0.100
Th
g 800 - —— Ti, rs/ain=0.090
) - =T,
5 700 A
-
©
92 600
5
F 500
400
300 -

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Time (t wp;)

FIG. 10: Evolution of the temperature for a discharge
with a ionization fraction x; = 0.01 for different r
values.

1.0 A

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

lon-neutral Bound States Fraction

e rylaj;=0.100
° r¢/a/,, =0.090

0.0 A

1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000
Time (t wp)

0 500

FIG. 11: Ion-neutral three-body recombination rate for
a discharge with a ionization fraction z; = 0.01 for
different ry values.

responds to that of the one-component plasma (OCP)
at the same equilibrium coupling parameter. Here, the
ionization fraction was 0.01. This result shows that the
ion-ion interactions are in a strongly coupled regime and
the radial distribution function shows signatures of these
strong correlations. Since the radial distribution function
corresponds to an OCP at the same I';; the ion-ion inter-
actions are not screened by the presence of neutral atoms.
This behaviour was observed for all the ionization frac-
tions simulated. The ion-ion radial distribution function
also exhibits a Coulomb hole and correlation peak, which

are common features of strongly coupled plasmas’.

V. MODEL FOR MAXIMUM AND EQUILIBRIUM ION
TEMPERATURE.

The maximum and equilibrium ion temperatures can
be estimated using simple energy conservation argu-
ments. Since the increase in the ion temperature is due to
DIH, where the ions travel a distance &~ a;; over a plasma
period w,, L the maximum ion temperature corresponds
to that which makes the ion-ion coupling parameter ap-
proximately unity. Utilizing the simulation result that
T';;i = 1.91 at the peak temperature and equation , the
maximum ion temperature is estimated to be

. 1 Z2e2 1
Emdx — 7767 (11)
1.91 471'60]{}3 Qg
where a;; = (3/4mz;n)'/3 is the average interparticle

spacing between ions. The maximum ion temperature
estimated with the equation shows good agreement
with the results obtained from the MD simulations, as
shown in figure [12]

If we assume that the total kinetic energy is conserved
after DIH until thermodynamic equilibrium is reached, it
is possible to write a simple energy equation to obtain the
equilibrium temperature Teq, i.e., the temperature after
ion-neutral thermal equilibration,

Toq = 23 T 4 (1 — 2;) Ty (t = 0) (12)

where T, is the neutral atom temperature at the begin-
ning of the simulation, x; is the ionization fraction and
T;"** is the maximum ion temperature obtained with
equation . As shown in figure the values of Teq
and 77"** obtained using the model show good agreement
with MD simulations over a broad range of ionization
fractions. Furthermore, the expected coupling parameter
with and without accounting for the DIH can be calcu-
lated by using the correct equilibrium temperature and
the room temperature respectively, as shown in figure [I3]
The values predicted for I'f;' show good agreement with
the results from the MD simulations. It is noticeable how
the coupling parameter at equilibrium is smaller than
what would be predicted using room temperature, since
the DIH increases the equilibrium temperature of the sys-
tem at large ionization fractions. However, at small ion-
ization fractions the values for T';;(Ty, z;) and T (Teq, ;)
match due to the large neutral density compared to the
ion density.

VI. COMPARISON WITH EXPERIMENT

Previous measurements have observed considerable
neutral gas heating in ns pulsed spark discharges at at-
mospheric pressure. For example van der Horst et al
measured a neutral gas temperature of 750 K at at time
1 ps after ignition in a Ny/HoO mixture!®. They also
showed that the pressure due to the discharge increased
to 3 bar and the corresponding ionization fraction was
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FIG. 13: The Coulomb coupling parameter at
equilibrium is smaller than the coupling parameter at
room temperature without accounting for DIH. At
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z; = 0.16. Using the model for the equilibrium tem-
perature from equation and the pressure and ion-
ization fraction measured in'®, we calculate an expected
ion-neutral equilibrium temperature of 765 K with a re-
laxation time of 2.6 ns. This agrees quite closely with
the experimental measurement. The original reference
suggested that the gas heating may be due to elastic
collisions between electrons and N>. However, for the
conditions of this experiment, the energy transfer time
due to elastic collisions is about 0.5 ps. This is quite a

slow process where the relaxation time is near the time
at which the temperature was measured.

The heating mechanism proposed here occurs over the
first 13 ps after ignition for the pressure and ionization
fraction measured in'®. The subsequent ion-neutral tem-
perature relaxation occurs over 2.6 ns after the ignition.
The noticeable separation of timescales shows that a bet-
ter time resolution for experiments could help to identify
the responsible heating mechanisms.

The results presented here suggest that the DIH and
subsequent ion-neutral relaxation should be considered as
a possible mechanism for the observed neutral heating.

VIl. CONCLUSIONS

This work demonstrates that ions are strongly cou-
pled in atmospheric pressure plasmas and that strong
correlations influence ion and neutral temperature evolu-
tion. First-principles MD simulations reveal that the ion
and neutral temperatures in CAPPs are influenced by an
associated disorder induced heating process. Disorder-
induced heating is not important in weakly coupled plas-
mas, but can be a dominant effect in strongly coupled
plasmas. It causes ions to rapidly heat to temperatures
that can reach several times the background neutral gas
temperature. After DIH, ions thermally equilibrate with
neutrals causing them to cool and the neutrals to heat
by an amount and at a rate that depends on the ion-
ization fraction. The cooling causes ions to return to a
more strongly coupled state. Due to DIH and ion-neutral
temperature relaxation, the final neutral gas temperature
depends on the ionization degree achieved at plasma for-
mation. We show that at atmospheric pressure, DIH is
significant for ionization fractions larger than x; > 1074
and thus, it could be important for experiments that in-
volve spark discharges, laser-produced plasmas, or other
sources that achieve high ionization fractions. In parallel
with these comparatively fast processes, a weaker heating
of both ions and neutrals was observed over a much longer
timescale due to ion-neutral three-body recombination.
A model is presented to describe the main features of the
ion and neutral temperature evolution, showing a good
agreement with the neutral gas temperature measured in
an experiment at atmospheric pressuré'®. Therefore, we
show that DIH is an additional heating mechanism that
can occur in CAPP applications and must be accounted
for.

One implication of this work is that modeling tech-
niques for CAPPs may need to be reassessed. Current
methods are largely based on solutions of a Boltzmann
equation, such as PIC, or moments of the Boltzmann
equation, such as multi-fluid models. These implicitly as-
sume that the plasma is weakly coupled, since the Boltz-
mann equation only treats weakly coupled gases and plas-
mas. This may be limiting in the context of CAPPs,
because fundamentally different physical behaviors arise
in strongly coupled fluids. For instance, DIH could not



be obtained by solving the Boltzmann equation, as in
PIC simulations. Using such models may lead to a sig-
nificant underestimation of the ion and neutral temper-
atures. This motivates the need for further development
of theory and computational models that can account
for strong coupling effects in cold atmospheric pressure
plasmas.
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Appendix A: Equilibrium MD Simulations.

An analysis was realized varying the radius r4 of the
charge induced dipole potential. For this analysis the
simulation setup consisted of an NVT (canonical) simula-
tion using the NosHoover thermostat, where the temper-
ature was set to 293 K, over 1500 plasma periods. This
was followed by an NVE (microcanonical) simulation for
1500 plasma periods. The timestep used varied with r4
since smaller 4 led to larger attractive forces and smaller
timesteps were required. The timesteps used varied from
5x 10 *w, ! to 1 x10™*w, ! where w, ! is the ion plasma
period. The total number of particles was 10000 for
all the simulations. Since the numerical charge induced
dipole potential has both a repulsive and an attractive
part, it presented a potential well, as shown in the figure
Different radius and, therefore, minimum values of
the charge induced dipole potential were explored. Once
the equilibrium was reached in the NVE simulation, the
distribution of minimum distances between ion-neutral
and neutral-neutral pairs of particles was computed in or-
der to study the presence of bound states. These bound
states consisted of ion-neutral molecules with a spatial
scale characterized by r4 and rz; ~ 2'/% ¢ which corre-
sponds to the minimum of the charge induced dipole and
the Lennard Jones potentials respectively.

It was observed that for relatively small values of rg
the formation of bound states was more prominent. As
it is shown in the distributions of minimum distances
between ion-neutral and neutral-neutral pairs of particles
after 1500 plasma periods in figure for ry = 0.046a;,
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FIG. 14: Numerical charge induced dipole potential for
different values of r4 compared to the charge induced
dipole potential.

and a ionization fraction of 0.5, large peaks were observed
corresponding to the distances ry and rp,;.

As the radius of the charge induced dipole potential
was increased, the population of ion-neutral and neutral-
neutral bound states decreased until it was negligible for
re ~ 0.133a;, as shown in figure The observed be-
haviour suggests that in order to avoid the formation of
bound states an rg ~ 0.133a must be used.
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