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Abstract

Plasma-based CO2 conversion is a promising pathway towards greenhouse gas recycling. In the corresponding research field, vari-
ous types of plasma reactors are applied for carbon dioxide dissociation. So far, spatial inhomogeneities of the specific energy (SEI)
distribution in plasma generators, e.g., induced by non-uniform heating or an inhomogeneous mass distribution, are not the focus
of the investigations. In this work, the spatial inhomogeneity of mass-specific enthalpy in the plasma jet of the inductive plasma
generator IPG4 at the Institute of Space Systems (IRS) is examined. For this purpose, the mean mass-specific enthalpy as well as
the radial distribution of the local enthalpy are measured using plasma probes. Moreover, the influence of the determined specific
enthalpy inhomogeneity on the CO2 splitting performance is quantified. It is shown that an inhomogeneous radial distribution of
the specific energy can significantly lower the carbon dioxide conversion, compared to a homogeneous case. With regards to IPG4,
the performance reduction is 16 %.
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1. Introduction

The fundamental role of anthropogenic greenhouse gas
(GHG) emissions in the relentlessly progressing climate change
on Earth is undeniable. Therefore, the Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change (IPCC) sees a massive reduction in GHG
emissions as the only way to limit global warming to 1.5 ◦C
or even 2.0 ◦C. In the IPCC’s sixth assessment report, Carbon
Capture and Utilization (CCU) and Carbon Capture and Stor-
age (CCS) are defined as necessary tools for the mitigation of
carbon dioxide emissions [1]. To this end, plasma technology
might be a promising way of converting CO2 into value-added
compounds [2]. One fundamental process under investigation
is the plasma-based conversion of pure carbon dioxide into the
syngas carbon monoxide and oxygen, called CO2 splitting [3]:

CO2 → CO +
1
2

O2 ∆H0
298 = 2.93 eV/molecule (1)

Major advancements have been made in the application of
non-thermal plasmas (NTP) for CO2 splitting, with and with-
out catalyst [4]. Besides NTP, also the dissociation of CO2 in
thermodynamic equilibrium is increasingly subject of research,
as it could be demonstrated that thermal reactions dominate the
CO2 conversion in microwave (MW) and gliding arc (GA) plas-
mas [2]. Here, several ways to overcome the energy efficiency
limit of around 50 % [3] have been identified, such as super-
ideal chemical quenching by O-CO2 association [5] or thermal
quenching by fast expansion through a de Laval nozzle [6, 7].

A great part of the research is focused on the reaction ki-
netics, especially the excitation of vibrational modes of carbon
dioxide. In this context of plasma-based CO2 splitting, the spe-

cific energy input (SEI) has been identified as a key parameter,
which is commonly expressed in units of eV/molecule [3]:

SEI[eV/molecule] =
Pcal

ṁCO2
·

MCO2

e · NA
(2)

Here, Pcal is the plasma power, ṁCO2 the mass flow rate of
carbon dioxide, MCO2 is the molar mass of CO2, e is the elemen-
tary charge and NA is the Avogadro’s constant. In the shown
formulation, Eq. 2 is applicable for a pure carbon dioxide gas.
While current research concentrates on the optimization of the
specific energy input, not much can be found on spatial inhomo-
geneities of the SEI in a plasma jet in literature. Wolf et al. nu-
merically simulate non-uniform heating in a MW plasma gen-
erator and stress the importance of local SEI measurements in
contrast to the commonly used global values [8]. To date, local
effects are barely understood, especially from the experimen-
tal side. Nevertheless, the occurrences of SEI inhomogeneities
are described in a variety of studies. Possible origins of the in-
homogeneities are a spatially non-uniform power distribution
in the discharge region, heterogeneous distribution of the mass
flux, expansion of the plume, wall cooling effects, magnetohy-
drodynamic (MHD) effects, or, as is usually the case, the com-
bination of several of these. In general, most types of plasma
generators are expected to show spatial SEI inhomogeneities
due to a complex superposition of mass flux and power dis-
tribution. In this regard, Bogaerts and Centi state that in GA
plasmas only a fraction of the gas passes the discharge, which
limits the conversion [2]. Moreover, contraction phenomena are
known to be a limiting factor in MW plasmas [2, 9] with respect
to carbon dioxide conversion.

At the Institute of Space Systems (IRS), the plasma wind tun-
nel PWK3, powered by the inductive plasma generator IPG4, is
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used for experimental investigations on thermal CO2 splitting
at high powers. Specific energy inhomogeneities in the plasma
jet of PWK3 are known and measured for two decades already
(e.g., [10, 11, 12, 13, 14]). Moreover, mean specific enthalpies
are reported for pure oxygen flows in PWK3 by Herdrich [15].
Only recently with the investigations on CO2 splitting at IRS
([16, 14]), the correlation between radially distributed local spe-
cific energy and integral values in PWK3 moved into focus.

It has to be noted that in the field of plasma wind tunnels,
the energy per particle in the plasma is labeled as total mass-
specific enthalpy htot. This measure is the same as the specific
energy input, but usually specified in different units:

htot[J/kg] = SEI[eV/molecule]
e · NA

MCO2
=

Pcal

ṁCO2
(3)

In accordance with Eq. 2), Pcal is the plasma power and ṁCO2
the mass flow rate of carbon dioxide. In the course of this work,
the terms specific energy input, specific energy, mass-specific
enthalpy and specific enthalpy are used interchangeably. The
parameters SEI and htot are applied for the expression of the
same quantity in units of [eV/molecule] and [J/kg], respec-
tively.

In this paper, the influence of spatial (radial) specific energy
inhomogeneities in the plasma jet of the inductive plasma gen-
erator IPG4 on the carbon dioxide splitting performance is ex-
amined by comparing integral measurements of the mean (bulk)
enthalpy and locally measured mass-specific enthalpy values.

In Section 2, the experimental facility as well as the plasma
probes used in the course of this work are introduced. Further-
more, a software tool for thermal carbon dioxide splitting is
described. Section 3 contains the measurement results of mean
and local enthalpies. Moreover, the influence of specific energy
inhomogeneities on the CO2 splitting performance is investi-
gated by a parameter study.

2. Experimental setup and tools

At the Institute of Space Systems (IRS) three plasma wind
tunnels are operated to experimentally simulate the entry of ob-
jects into planetary atmospheres [17]. All experiments in the
course of this work are conducted in the plasma wind tunnel
PWK3, powered by the inductively coupled plasma generator
IPG4. In the following, the experimental setup of PWK3 and
the applied intrusive plasma diagnostics are described. More-
over, the concept of carbon dioxide splitting in thermodynamic
equilibrium is introduced.

2.1. Experimental facility

The plasma wind tunnel PWK3 consists of a stainless-steel
vacuum chamber with a diameter of 1.6 m and a length of 2 m,
as well as an inductive plasma generator (IPG3). In the case
of CO2 operation a convergent nozzle is attached to the plasma
source, then called IPG4. A schematic of the facility is shown
in Fig. 1.
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Figure 1: Schematic of plasma wind tunnel PWK3 with probe installed.

The vacuum chamber is connected to a centralized vac-
uum system [17]. Several optical access points allow for non-
intrusive diagnostics and visual monitoring. Moreover, a water-
cooled probe and material sample-holder can be mounted on a
numerically controlled two-axis table in the tank center, e.g.,
for intrusive measurements and material testing. The reference
coordinate system of PWK3 is marked in Fig. 1. Its origin
(x = 0 mm) lies in the generator exit plane, but for reasons of
readability it is shifted to the right in the figure.

The plasma generator IPG4, connected to the tank lid, is
powered by an external power supply. Together with a reso-
nant circuit consisting of up to seven 6 nF capacitors and the
IPG inductance coil the power supply delivers an anode power
of 180 kW maximum. A 2.0 mm thick quartz tube, surrounded
by a copper coil of 5.5 turns, forms the discharge channel of
IPG4. The convergent nozzle attached to IPG4 has a length of
35 mm and a throat diameter of 50 mm. Thus, the nozzle exit
plane lies at x = 35 mm. The coil, quartz tube and nozzle are
cooled by high-pressure water.

Figure 2 shows a schematic of the inductive plasma genera-
tor, as well as a photograph (Sony A6400) of a heat flux mea-
surement in a pure CO2 jet in PWK3.

The electrodeless plasma generation in IPG4 allows for the
operation of PWK3 with a large variety of gases, including pure
oxygen and carbon dioxide. The high plasma purity enables in-
vestigations on gas-surface interactions, e.g., for thermal pro-
tection system (TPS) materials ([18, 13, 19]). In this work, a
range of operating conditions of PWK3 with carbon dioxide is
studied. A summary can be found in Tab. 1.

In the context of this paper, the maximum operational range
of IPG4 with regards to the mean mass-specific enthalpy is
characterized. This is achieved by variation of the anode power
between 135 kW and 160 kW, and variation of the mass flow
rate between 2.2 g/s and 4.0 g/s. The limitations on that range
stem from laboratory safety regulations, as well as the genera-
tor discharge stability. Except for the mass flow rate and anode
power, the facility parameters are kept constant. The changes
in anode voltage and injector pressures are directly connected
to the change in specific energy. The tank pressure is adjusted
actively by the injection of molecular nitrogen at the back of the

2



Figure 2: Schematic of the inductive plasma generator IPG4 (left) and photograph of its CO2 plasma plume during heat flux measurements at ṁCO2 = 2.2 g/s,
PA = 160 kW and pamb = 100 Pa in PWK3 (right).

Table 1: Range of operating conditions of PWK3/IPG4 used in this work

Parameter Symbol Value

Anode power PA 135 − 160 kW
Anode voltage UA 6600 − 6950 V
Number of capacitors nk 6
Coil turns ncoil 5.5
Operational frequency f 520 kHz
Quartz tube thickness thtube 2.0 mm
Attached nozzle - convergent
Ambient pressure pamb 30 − 100 Pa
Injector pressure pinj 2855 − 3720 Pa
Mass flow rate [CO2] ṁCO2 2.2 − 4.0 g/s

vacuum tank. Detailed information on the investigated combi-
nations of mass flow rate and anode power will be given in Tab.
2 in Section 3.1.

2.2. Plasma diagnostics
As mentioned in Section 1, this paper deals with spatial inho-

mogeneities in the mass-specific enthalpy of a carbon dioxide
plasma jet, meaning the distribution of energy per particle over
the radius. Consequently, the analysis is based on the com-
parison of the mean (bulk) enthalpy of the whole plume and
locally measured values. For this purpose, two types of intru-
sive plasma probes, the cavity calorimeter for integral measure-
ments and the heat flux-Pitot double probe for radially resolved
measurements, are applied. Both setups and the underlying
working principles of the probes are explained in the follow-
ing.

2.2.1. Heat flux-Pitot double probe
To determine a radial profile of local mass-specific enthalpies

in the CO2 plasma jet of IPG4 the so-called heat flux-Pitot dou-
ble probe is used. The measurements are performed at an axial
distance of x = 156 mm from the generator exit, which equals
a distance of 121 mm to the nozzle exit. This test position is
chosen for reasons of comparison to measurements performed

in the past [14]. A schematic of the double probe is shown in
Fig. 3.

Figure 3: Sectional view of the heat flux-Pitot double probe with the 14 mm
copper calorimeter insert on the left and the 26.5 mm Pitot tube on the right.

The two-sided probe is capable of measuring the heat flux
and the Pitot pressure at the test position, depending on which
side of the probe is facing the plasma. Both probe heads have
an outer diameter of 50 mm. On the left side (Fig. 3) the heat
flux on a thermally insulated copper oxide surface with a diam-
eter of 14 mm is measured calorimetrically. The heat flux insert
is water-cooled and the water volume flow is monitored by a
Siemens Sitrans FM MAG 1100/5000 sensor system. More-
over, the temperature difference of the in- and out-flowing wa-
ter ∆Tw is measured by two Pt100 sensors inside the probe. To-
gether with the known heat capacity cp,w, the water mass den-
sity ρw and the calorimeter surface area Acal, the calorimetric
heat flux on the copper surface q̇cal can be determined as:

q̇cal =
ρwV̇w

Acal
cp,w∆Tw (4)

Opposite of the calorimeter probe head is a Pitot tube with
a diameter of 26.5 mm. The Pitot pressure is measured with a
pressure gauge (MKS 122AAX-00100DBS) connected to the
Pitot side of the double probe. The same gauge is used for the
determination of the tank pressure at all test conditions in this
work. Together, the local stagnation pressure and the calorimet-
rically determined heat flux allow for an approximation of the
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local mass-specific enthalpy htot, as formulated by Marvin and
Pope [20]:

htot − hw =
1
Ki

q̇fc√
( ppitot

Reff
)

(5)

Here, Ki denotes a gas specific constant, which is adopted
from Zoby as 0.4337 kWkg/(m3/2Pa1/2MJ) for CO2 [21, 22].
The parameter q̇fc represents the fully catalytic heat flux and
Reff the effective nose radius, which is 2.3 times the body radius
Rb = 25 mm for the double probe used in the course of this work
[20]. In this analysis, the wall enthalpy hw is neglected and the
measured heat flux is assumed to be fully catalytic, based on
past investigations at IRS by Marynowski et al. [12].

2.2.2. Cavity calorimeter
In order to measure the bulk enthalpy of the plasma jet in

PWK3, a so-called cavity calorimeter was developed at the In-
stitute of Space Systems [15]. The basic idea behind this probe
is to trap the whole plasma jet inside the calorimeter. Constant
water cooling of the probe induces full relaxation of the gas
temperature, chemical potential and flow velocity, allowing for
the calorimetric determination of the plasma power. The cavity
calorimeter is mounted to the probe holder in PWK3 and placed
at a distance of x = 100 mm to the generator exit. This value
was determined to be optimal for capturing the entire plasma
jet, with no significant residual plasma flow around the probe,
which would falsify the measurements, and without disturbing
the discharge in the generator [15]. Once positioned in front of
the generator exit, the calorimeter was not moved anymore and
the ignition was done with the probe in place already. In Fig. 4
a schematic of the cavity calorimeter is shown.

TC

Pitot tube

365

120

D40
900

Plasma

High pressure
water cooling

Figure 4: Schematic of the cavity calorimeter, including the placement of the
thermocouple (TC) and the Pitot tube at the exit.

The cone-shaped calorimeter with a length of 900 mm is
made out of copper. Its inlet, a circular orifice, has a diame-
ter of 120 mm, which is more than double the size of the IPG4
nozzle exit. The calorimeter cone is followed by a cylindrical
tube of 40 mm diameter at the end of which the cooled gas exits
the probe. All calorimeter surfaces are cooled by water in spi-
ral copper tubes on the inside and outside. The water flow rate
is monitored by a Siemens Sitrans FM MAG 1100/5000 sensor
system. Moreover, the inflow and outflow temperatures of the
cooling water are measured with two Pt100 sensors (not shown
in Figure 4). In addition to the original test setup (see [15]) the
cavity calorimeter is complemented by a Type K thermocouple
(TC) and a Pitot tube, which are placed at the calorimeter end,

inside the exiting gas stream. Later it will be shown that these
additional diagnostics allow for the determination of the resid-
ual enthalpy content of the exiting gas and, thus, for a more
accurate determination of the plasma jet power.

The methodology behind the data analysis is based on Her-
drich [23, 15] and has been advanced in the course of this work.
Generally, the cavity calorimeter is able to measure the total
mean enthalpy of the plasma, introduced by the generator:

h̄tot =

∫ T

300 K
cpdT +

(
hchem − ∆H0

f

)
+

1
2

u2
∞ (6)

Here, cp and T are the specific heat capacity and the gas tem-
perature of the plasma, respectively. The chemical potential is
denoted by hchem. This is corrected by the standard enthalpy
of formation of the gas ∆H0

f in order to get the enthalpy that
is coupled by the plasma generator, without considering the
production of CO2 itself. This way, the mass-specific enthalpy
is zero for a carbon dioxide gas at 300 K, i.e., the feed gas of
the generator. As the last contribution to the total enthalpy, the
mass-specific kinetic energy is represented by the flow velocity
u∞.

From the principle of operation, the cavity calorimeter mea-
sures power, not enthalpy. In this work, the total calorimetric
plasma power Pcal is determined by combining the calorime-
ter, TC and Pitot tube measurements. Radiation losses of the
calorimeter are assumed to be one percent, in accordance with
[15], to stay consistent with research conducted in the past.

Pcal = 1.01 · Pcavity + Pheat,exit + Pkin,exit (7)

In addition to the plasma power measured by the cavity
calorimeter Pcavity, the thermal power Pheat,exit and the kinetic
power Pkin,exit left in the gas at the calorimeter exit are consid-
ered. The calorimeter power is calculated similarly to the heat
flux of the double probe (Eq. 4), but for the entire plasma jet at
once rather than locally:

Pcavity = ρWcp,WV̇W(Tout − Tin) (8)

To estimate the thermal power at the exit, the mass flow rate
ṁexit and the mass-specific enthalpy of the cooled gas hexit must
be known:

Pheat,exit = ṁexithexit(pamb,Texit) (9)

For this, thermodynamic equilibrium is assumed at the
calorimeter exit. The software toolkit Cantera [24] is used to
calculate the specific enthalpy based on the measured gas tem-
perature at the exit. More information on these type of simula-
tions will be given in Section 2.3. Furthermore, the static pres-
sure at the exit is set equal to the ambient pressure in the tank.
Since the exit mass flow rate is not measured, it is assumed to
be equal to the initial mass flow rate in IPG4. The underlying
assumption here is that the plasma jet is captured completely
inside the calorimeter.

The kinetic power of the exiting gas completes the analysis
and is determined as follows:

Pkin,exit =
1
2

ṁexitu2
exit (10)
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Here, the flow velocity of the exiting gas uexit is calculated
combining the measured gas temperature and the Mach num-
ber at the exit. The Mach number itself is calculated via the
Rayleigh Pitot formula [25], using the stagnation pressure mea-
sured with the Pitot tube. For subsonic conditions the simpler
isentropic flow equation must be applied.

During the operation of plasma wind tunnel PWK3 signif-
icant power losses occur due to cooling of the quartz tube of
the generator and the convergent nozzle attached to it. The
IPG4 quartz tube cooling power Qtube is monitored constantly
for each test performed. Moreover, measurements of the noz-
zle cooling power Qnozzle for all conditions investigated in the
course of this work were performed. Both cooling losses are
measured calorimetrically. Together with the measured calori-
metric plasma power, important generator/facility efficiencies
can be derived. The definitions of the efficiencies are based on
Dropmann and Herdrich [26, 23] and summarized in the fol-
lowing.

The coupling efficiency describes how much power is cou-
pled into the working gas, compared to the power applied to the
anode. This includes the calorimetric plasma power, the tube
cooling and the nozzle cooling:

ηcouple =
Pcal + Qtube + Qnozzle

PA
(11)

The tube cooling contains a small amount of heat generated
in the IPG4 copper coil that is not coupled to the plasma and
should be excluded in Eq. 11. However, due to the negligible
size of that coil heating (order of Watts), no correction is ap-
plied. The thermal efficiency states how much of the coupled
power is lost due to cooling of the generator discharge channel
and the convergent nozzle:

ηth =
Pcal

Pcal + Qtube + Qnozzle
(12)

Most importantly, the total efficiency is the ratio of the calori-
metric plasma power, i.e., the power actually present in the gas
in the vacuum chamber, to the anode power:

ηtot = ηcouple · ηth =
Pcal

PA
(13)

Extensive studies on the PWK3 efficiencies for pure oxygen
plasmas by Herdrich can be found in [10]. The current paper
represents the first measurement of the plasma power and the
facility efficiencies for a carbon dioxide plasma in PWK3 (see
Section 3.1).

2.3. CO2 splitting in thermodynamic equilibrium
Heating carbon dioxide up to temperatures of several thou-

sand degrees leads to decomposition of the otherwise stable
molecule. This splitting process in thermochemical equilibrium
is the simplest route of CO2 dissociation, but is generally lim-
ited with regards to energy efficiency as mentioned in Section 1.
In this work, a code has been developed, based on the software
toolkit Cantera [24], to simulate the process of thermal carbon
dioxide splitting at a given pressure. This includes the splitting
performance parameters, like specific energy input (SEI), the

CO2 conversion χ and the energy efficiency η. The definitions
of the CO2 splitting performance parameters follow Snoeckx et
al. [3], but with adaptation to the applications in this paper. In
the context of this work, ideal quenching without heat recovery
is assumed. The conversion of carbon dioxide is defined as the
ratio of converted to the initial CO2 mass:

χ =
mCO2,0 − mCO2

mCO2,0
=

mCO2,converted

mCO2,0
(14)

with the initial and current carbon dioxide masses being
mCO2,0 and mCO2, respectively. In the case of thermodynamic
equilibrium CO2 splitting, ”current” refers to the state after
heating. Consequently, the energy efficiency is defined as:

η = χ ·
∆H0

298

SEI
= χ ·

∆H0
298

htot

e · NA

MCO2
(15)

with the CO2 conversion χ and the standard reaction enthalpy
for carbon dioxide splitting ∆H0

298 = 2.93 eV/molecule [3]. In
Fig. 5 the composition and splitting performance of a CO2 gas
in thermodynamic equilibrium are plotted. The pressure in the
simulation is 2900 Pa, representative for the injector pressure of
IPG4 at the lowest mass flow rate of 2.2 g/s and an anode power
of 160 kW.
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Figure 5: Composition and splitting performance of a CO2 gas in thermody-
namic equilibrium as a function of specific enthalpy at 2900 Pa. The gas tem-
perature is shown in magenta, the conversion in blue and the energy efficiency
in green.

In the figure, the specific energy input in eV/molecule is plot-
ted as a secondary x-axis for reasons of convenience. The gas
composition is depicted as black lines. At approx. 16 MJ/kg the
dissociation of carbon dioxide is completed, which is reflected
in the conversion (blue) approaching 100 %. Consequently, at
higher enthalpies carbon monoxide decomposition and ioniza-
tion, mostly of atomic carbon, takes place. The gas tempera-
ture, which is very sensitive to the static pressure, reaches ap-
prox. 3500 K at full CO2 dissociation and rises to 9000 K at an
enthalpy of 60 MJ/kg. The energy efficiency reaches its max-
imum of approx. 51 % at an enthalpy of 8.4 MJ/kg. Again, it
has to be emphasized that the CO2 splitting performance is cal-
culated under the assumption of ideal quenching without heat
recovery.
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3. Results and discussion

As this paper strives to investigate the influence of a spa-
tially inhomogeneous distribution of the specific energy (mass-
specific enthalpy) on the CO2 splitting performance, the manda-
tory first step is to show and quantify the spatial inhomogeneity
in PWK3. In the following, this is done by using the plasma
diagnostic probes introduced in Section 2. Subsequently, the
influence of the measured inhomogeneity on the carbon diox-
ide splitting performance in IPG4 is analyzed in Section 3.2.
The majority of the data analysis is performed in Python using
the NumPy [27], Matplotlib [28], SciPy [29] and Pandas [30]
packages.

3.1. Plasma jet characterization

The characterization of the IPG4 plasma jet is split into two
parts. First, the mean enthalpy of the entire jet, as well as the
generator efficiencies, are determined with the cavity calorime-
ter. Five different test conditions in a wide operational range
of IPG4 are analyzed. Second, for one of these conditions
(CO2#01b) the radial distribution of local mass-specific en-
thalpy values is measured with the heat flux-Pitot double probe.

3.1.1. Bulk enthalpy & generator efficiencies
In the past, extensive studies on the bulk enthalpy of oxygen

plasmas in PWK3 were performed by Herdrich using the cavity
calorimeter [15, 10]. The experiments conducted in the frame
of this paper represent the first attempt at measuring the mean
enthalpy for carbon dioxide. Moreover, the determination of
the nozzle cooling power for IPG4 is a novelty. The operating
parameters of the corresponding test conditions are summarized
in Tab. 2. Parameters that are not part of the table are the same
as in Tab. 1 for all experiments. As stated before, the anode
voltage and the injector pressure are not target parameters, but
their changes are the result of altering the mass flow rate and
the anode power.

Table 2: Summary of test conditions for the CO2 cavity calorimeter experiments
in PWK3 at varying specific anode powers h̄A.

Condition PA [kW] ṁCO2 [g/s] h̄A [MJ/kg] pamb [Pa]a

CO2#01a 160 2.2 72.73 27
CO2#01b 160 2.2 72.73 83
CO2#02 160 3.0 53.33 92
CO2#03 150 3.5 42.86 97
CO2#04 135 4.0 33.75 102
a Due to placement of the cavity calorimeter in front of the gen-

erator exit, the ambient pressure is not representative of the
free-stream conditions.

The five test conditions are labeled as CO2#01a/b-CO2#04,
differing in anode power, mass flow rate and/or tank pressure.
The higher the number, the lower the ratio of applied anode
power PA and mass flow rate ṁCO2, defined as h̄A:

h̄A =
PA

ṁCO2
(16)

The specific anode power h̄A is by definition a representa-
tion of the facility operating conditions. Consequently, it does
not account for losses and is to be distinguished from the mean
specific energy coupled into the plasma:

h̄tot = ηtot · h̄A (17)

The first two conditions are the same with regards to the gen-
erator operating parameters, but differ in the tank pressure, and
are distinguished by an additional lowercase letter. The tank
pressure at CO2#01a is at minimum (30 Pa), while for the other
conditions molecular nitrogen is injected at the back of the vac-
uum tank (cp. Section 2.1). The target pressure for CO2#01b -
CO2#04 was 100Pa, but due to a limited test time an adjustment
of the nitrogen mass flow for each condition was not possible.
Moreover, capturing the plasma jet inside the cavity calorime-
ter influences the ambient pressure measured at the tank wall
and it is not fully representative of the free-stream conditions.
Nevertheless, since the ambient pressures were high enough to
constrict the plasma jet to diameters smaller than the calorime-
ter opening, the slightly lower tank pressure is not believed to
have significant influence on the cavity calorimeter measure-
ments. In Fig. 6, the measured calorimetric plasma powers as
well as the tube and nozzle cooling losses for all five conditions
are illustrated.
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Figure 6: Measured calorimetric plasma powers for the investigated conditions.
Partitions of the thermal and kinetic exit powers are shown in green and ma-
genta, respectively. The corresponding tube and nozzle cooling powers are
indicated with black stars and diamonds, respectively.

The power directly measured with the cavity calorimeter (Eq.
8]) is shown in blue, while the thermal (Eq. 9) and the kinetic
(Eq. 10) powers of the gas exiting the probe are shown in green
and magenta, respectively. The tube and nozzle cooling powers
are plotted in black. With regards to the nozzle cooling, the first
two test conditions are treated as one, since no difference could
be observed. The measured calorimetric plasma powers are in
the range of approx. 30−35 kW for all conditions. It is evident
that the cavity calorimeter is able to capture most of the inherent
plasma power, and only little power is left in the gas exiting the
device. Nevertheless, neglecting the remaining enthalpy in the
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outflowing gas causes an error of up to 7 % in the case of high
mass flow rates, which justifies the improvements made to the
test setup. Comparing CO2#01a and CO2#01b shows the influ-
ence of raising the ambient pressure. Not only is the measured
power higher at elevated pressure, proving that capturing the
whole plasma jet is not possible at minimum pressure, but also
the partitions change. While the kinetic exit power decreases
with increasing ambient pressure, the temperature at the exit
increases. This is most likely due to the lower expansion at el-
evated pressure and, thus, less conversion of heat into kinetic
energy. The condition CO2#02 shows the highest calorimetric
plasma power. With further decreasing anode power, the calori-
metric plasma power decreases, as expected. The cooling losses
are significantly lower for higher mass flow rates. Reason for
this is the lower energy per particle, leading to lower temper-
atures in the discharge. Moreover, during the experiments it
could be observed that the plasma jet decouples from the noz-
zle with higher mass flow rates. The exact correlation between
injector pressure and jet expansion is not investigated in this pa-
per, but can be seen as a factor for the nozzle cooling reduction.

Following the methodology in Section 2.2.2, Eqs. 11-13 are
applied to determine relevant efficiencies of the plasma gener-
ator IPG4 and the PWK3 facility as a whole. The coupling,
thermal and total efficiencies of all five test conditions are plot-
ted over the specific anode power in Fig. 7.
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Figure 7: Measured coupling, thermal and total efficiencies plotted over the
specific anode power h̄A, i.e., the ratio of anode power and mass flow rate, for
test conditions CO2#01 (right) to CO#04 (left).

The thermal efficiency lies between 60 and 80 percent for all
conditions. The coupling efficiency is rather low (< 32 %) and
decreases with higher specific energies. Consequently, the to-
tal efficiency of IPG4 for pure CO2 plasma flows ranges from
approx. 20 to 25 percent, also decreasing with specific energy.
The two adjacent points at the highest h̄A, i.e., CO2#01a and
CO2#01b, show a jump in efficiency when increasing the am-
bient pressure from 30 Pa to 83 Pa. This justifies the use of ele-
vated pressure in all experiments in order to capture the whole
plasma jet inside the cavity calorimeter and avoid residual flow
around the device. In contrast, the thermal efficiency is not
affected by the tank pressure, indicating that the discharge in

the generator itself is unaltered. The measurement results of
the cavity calorimeter experiments are summarized in Tab. 3.
Here, the bulk enthalpy h̄tot is introduced as the ratio of calori-
metrically measured plasma power and the total mass flow rate,
assuming that the entire mass flux passes through the cavity
calorimeter.

The measured bulk enthalpies cover an interesting range re-
garding thermal CO2 splitting (Fig. 5). While the high power
condition CO2#01b is expected to just about reach full conver-
sion (97 %) at a medium high energy efficiency of 42 %, con-
dition CO2#04 with a bulk enthalpy of 7.89 MJ/kg is near the
optimum efficiency of 51 % at lower conversion of 63 %.

For oxygen plasma in PWK3, Herdrich determined a total ef-
ficiency of 22 % at h̄A = 47.7 MJ/kg using a 5.5 turn IPG coil
and four capacitors in the resonant circuit. [15]. This corre-
sponds well to the measured efficiencies for carbon dioxide in
the course of this work. Moreover, Herdrich observed the same
trend of higher total efficiencies with lower specific anode pow-
ers, reaching up to 35 % at h̄A = 19.3 MJ/kg [15].

3.1.2. Radial specific enthalpy distribution
In order to quantify the spatial specific energy inhomogeneity

in the IPG4 CO2 plasma jet, local measurements of the mass-
specific enthalpy were conducted at an axial position of x =
156 mm for one condition, i.e., CO2#01b, with the heat flux-
Pitot double probe. The tank pressure was set to 100 Pa for all
tests. In Fig. 8 the measured heat flux, referred to the 50 mm
probe geometry, as well as the Pitot pressure over the radius are
shown. Due to their small size, the error bars are not drawn for
reasons of readability. On the centerline, the relative errors are
4 % for the heat flux and 2 % for the Pitot pressure.
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Figure 8: Radial profiles of local heat flux and Pitot pressure for the condition
CO2#01b at x = 156 mm. A double Gaussian distribution (green line) is fitted
to the Pitot values. The tank pressure of 100 Pa is indicated by a horizontal line.

Slightly left of the plasma jet centerline, a maximum heat
flux of 1117 kW/m2 is measured by the calorimetric insert. The
small offset of the peak position to r = 0 mm is due to un-
avoidable inaccuracies in manual probe placement. Towards
the plasma edge, the heat flux decreases steadily, with a notable
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Table 3: Summary of cavity calorimeter results for CO2 at varying specific energy input.

Condition Qtube [kW] Qnozzle [kW] Pcal [kW] h̄tot [MJ/kg] ηtot [−]

CO2#01a 11.31 4.17 30.98 ± 1.52 14.08 ± 0.70 0.193
CO2#01b 11.43 4.17 32.48 ± 1.59 14.76 ± 0.74 0.202
CO2#02 10.14 2.18 35.57 ± 1.72 11.86 ± 0.58 0.222
CO2#03 9.46 1.86 34.49 ± 1.66 9.85 ± 0.48 0.231
CO2#04 8.88 1.38 31.56 ± 1.51 7.89 ± 0.38 0.234

plateau between r = 40 mm and r = 60 mm. The Pitot measure-
ment shows a prominent off-centered global peak of 466 Pa at
60 mm and a smaller local peak on the plasma jet centerline. It
is believed that the off-centered global peak originates from the
tangential gas injection in IPG4, which stabilizes the plasma,
leading to an increased static pressure at the discharge chamber
wall [15]. The radial position of the peak is strongly influenced
by the jet expansion and depends on the axial measurement po-
sition and the ambient pressure in the tank. The Pitot profile can
be described by a double Gaussian distribution, which is drawn
as a green line and follows the equation:

f (r) = a1 exp
− (r − b1)2

2c2
1

 + a2 exp
− (r − b2)2

2c2
2

 + d (18)

with a1 = 2.72 · 102 Pa , b1 = 7.9 · 10−4 m, c1 = 4.06 · 10−2 m,
a2 = 2.79 · 102 Pa, b2 = 6.17 · 10−2 m, c2 = 1.2 · 10−2 m and
d = 100 Pa. This characteristic shape will be used in Section
3.2 for the determination of the local mass flux profile.

Based on the measurements of heat flux and Pitot pressure at
condition CO2#01b, the radial distribution of the mass-specific
enthalpy can be calculated, using Eq. 5. Figure 9 presents the
locally measured values. Here, the uncertainty region is indi-
cated by a gray shadow.
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Figure 9: Radial distribution of the mass-specific enthalpy (black triangles)
for the condition CO2#01b at x = 156 mm, with uncertainty region in gray.
The mean enthalpy is indicated as a horizontal blue line. A Gaussian function
(magenta) is fitted to the enthalpy data.

The mass-specific enthalpy shows a bell-shaped distribution
with a maximum value of 32.2 MJ/kg near the centerline and

negligible enthalpies at the plasma edge. Based on the sim-
ulation of thermal splitting (Fig. 5) full dissociation of CO2
is expected for the inner plasma jet region, i.e., radial posi-
tions of r < 60mm. The highest energy efficiencies of ap-
prox. 50 % are estimated to be around r = 70mm. The mean
mass-specific enthalpy of h̄tot = 14.76 MJ/kg, measured with
the cavity calorimeter for CO2#01b, is depicted as a horizontal
blue line. Moreover, a Gaussian function, drawn in magenta, is
fitted to the enthalpy data. The fit function is in good agreement
with the measurements and lies withing the uncertainty region
for nearly all points. The fit function follows the equation:

f (r) = a exp
(
−

(r − b)2

2c2

)
+ d (19)

with a = 3.42 · 107 J/kg, b = −6.53 · 10−3 m, c = 4.93 · 10−2 m
and d = −2.01 · 106 J/kg.

The probe measurements show a strong spatial inhomogene-
ity in specific enthalpy at the test position. On the plasma jet
centerline, as well as in the outer parts of the plume, the en-
thalpy deviates significantly from the mean value. In the fol-
lowing, the influence of this spatial inhomogeneity in specific
energy input on the total CO2 splitting performance will be in-
vestigated.

3.2. The influence of inhomogeneity on CO2 splitting perfor-
mance

In this section, the influence of spatial enthalpy inhomogene-
ity on the carbon dioxide conversion and, thus, the energy ef-
ficiency of CO2 splitting is examined by the example of the
test condition CO2#01b. To do so, two cases are constructed:
First, a theoretical scenario where the mass-specific enthalpy is
constant over radius, i.e., at all positions in the plasma jet the
enthalpy equals the mean value of h̄tot = 14.76 MJ/kg. Second,
the real scenario, where mass flux and enthalpy are inhomoge-
neously distributed over the plasma jet radius, leading to the
mass-specific enthalpy profile in Fig. 9. Although the probe
measurements are conducted in the vacuum tank after plasma
expansion through the convergent nozzle, it is assumed that the
measured specific energy distribution is representative of the
inhomogeneities during plasma generation, and thus CO2 con-
version, in the discharge region of the plasma source. This is
supported by numerical simulations by Vasil’evskii et al. of an
air flow in an inductively coupled plasma (ICP) source similar
to the one used in the course of this work [31]. The simula-
tions show that the inhomogeneities in mass-specific enthalpy
are introduced during plasma generation in the discharge region
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already, before being expanded in the vacuum tank. Thus, the
measurements with the double probe in PWK3 are a measure of
the inhomogeneous plasma generation process in the generator
itself.

The CO2 conversion is in both cases, homogeneous and inho-
mogeneous, calculated using Cantera under the assumption of
thermodynamic equilibrium (cp. Section 2.3). For IPG4, this is
a good approximation, at least for the plasma generation phase
inside the generator, as shown in recent work [14]. In the ho-
mogeneous case, the carbon dioxide splitting performance can
be directly read from Fig. 5. In the case of inhomogeneous
enthalpy distribution, the mass distribution in the plasma jet
must be known in order to calculate the integral splitting per-
formance. Hence, the mass flux distribution at the test position
in the CO2 plasma jet is determined in the following.

3.2.1. Mass flux determination
To calculate the integral splitting performance in the inho-

mogeneous case, the mass flux (mass flow rate density) is re-
quired, since the measured enthalpy is mass-specific and does
not reveal the enthalpy distribution per mass. The mass flux, in
cylindrical coordinates (r, φ), is defined as

jm(r, φ) =
dṁ
dA

(20)

with the mass flow rate ṁ and the plasma jet cross-sectional
area A. Unfortunately, there is no way to directly measure the
local mass flux, but the distribution can be reconstructed using
the plasma probe measurements presented earlier. In particu-
lar, three primary criteria must be met by a suitable mass flux
profile:

1. At the plasma edge (Rmax) the mass flux is zero:

jm(Rmax, φ) = 0 (21)

2. The mass flux integrated over the plasma jet cross section
equals the total mass flow rate:

ṁ =
∫ 2π

0

∫ Rmax

0
jm(r, φ)r dr dφ (22)

3. The product of mass flux and specific enthalpy integrated
over the plasma jet cross-sectional area is equal to the total
calorimetric plasma power:

Pcal =

∫ 2π

0

∫ Rmax

0
htot(r, φ) jm(r, φ)r dr dφ (23)

For CO2#01b, the total mass flow rate is known to be
ṁ = 2.2 g/s. Moreover, the calorimetric plasma power
Pcal = 32.48 kW was measured with the cavity calorimeter
(Tab. 3). In addition, the radial distribution of the mass spe-
cific enthalpy htot(r, φ) was determined with the double probe
(Fig. 9). In the course of this analysis, the Gaussian fit func-
tion of the measured enthalpies htot,fit is used instead of the sin-
gle data points, serving as a continuous function in the calcu-
lations. Moreover, rotational symmetry is assumed inside the
IPG4 plasma jet:

htot , f (φ), jm , f (φ) (24)

With the assumption of rotational symmetry, the Eqs. 21-
23 and the probe measurement data, a mass flux profile with
three degrees of freedom (DOF), such as simplified Gaussian
profiles, can be clearly identified. However, for centered and
off-centered Gauss profiles no solution of the mass flux can
be found. Thus, it is further assumed that the shape of the ra-
dial mass flux distribution is similar to the Pitot pressure profile
(Fig. 8), since stagnation pressure and mass flux are closely
related to one another. Consequently, the mass flux profile is
believed to follow a double Gaussian distribution (Eq. 18). The
ratio of the profile widths c2/c1, as well as the height ratio of
the two peaks (value of central peak divided by value of off-
centered peak) are adopted from the Pitot profile to be 0.3 and
0.735, respectively. Under these conditions, a mass flux dis-
tribution can be clearly identified. For CO2#01b the resulting
profile is plotted in Fig. 10.
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Figure 10: Reconstructed mass flux profile (blue line) for the condition
CO2#01b at x = 156 mm under the assumption of similarity to the Pitot profile.
The Gaussian fit to the enthalpy data is plotted in magenta and the identified
plasma edge is printed as a gray vertical line.

At x = 156 mm a plasma edge position of Rmax = 117 mm
was determined by examining the double probe results. This
value is indicated in the figure. The calculated mass flux profile
is plotted as a blue line. The profile follows a double Gaus-
sian distribution with a1 = 8.92 · 10−2 kg/m2/s, b1 = 0 m,
c1 = 4.94 ·10−2 m, a2 = 7.82 ·10−2 kg/m2/s, b2 = 6.30 ·10−2 m,
c2 = 1.48 · 10−2 m and d = −5.50 kg/m2/s (cp. Eq. 18).
The Gaussian fit of the enthalpy measurement is added in ma-
genta, shifted horizontally to be axially symmetric. The light
blue shadow serves as a sensitivity analysis towards the as-
sumed values of c2/c1, the peak ratio and the plasma radius
Rmax. The colored region includes all solutions of the mass flux
profile for 0.15 ≤ c2/c1 ≤ 0.45, 0.32 ≤ peak ratio ≤ 1.0 and
107 mm ≤ Rmax ≤ 127 mm. While in theory an infinite num-
ber of double Gaussian mass flux profiles can be found, most
of them represent non-physical or unrealistic solutions, like a
singularity at the position of mean enthalpy or a significantly
higher mass flux on the centerline than at the off-centered peak
position. Thus, it is probable that the sensitivity analysis covers
a wide range of possible mass flux profiles. Nevertheless, other
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shapes than double Gaussian functions, e.g., with more degrees
of freedom, could lead to valid solutions, but are not included
in this analysis. It has to be noted that the global mass flux peak
is close to the position of the mean value of the mass-specific
enthalpy for CO2#01b, which supports the choice of the profile
shape. This might be due to a superposition of the tangential
gas injection in IPG4 and the power coupling close the quartz
tube wall due to the skin effect [10].

3.2.2. CO2 splitting under inhomogeneity
In a last step, the mass flux distribution profile and the mea-

sured local mass-specific enthalpy values can be combined to
calculate the integral CO2 conversion and energy efficiency. A
comparison to the splitting performance in the case of a homo-
geneous distribution of enthalpy over plasma radius quantifies
the influence of the inhomogeneity. To determine the inhomo-
geneous splitting performance, the converted mass in the inho-
mogeneous case, assuming rotational symmetry, is calculated:

χinhom =
2π
ṁ

∫ Rmax

0
χ(r) jm(r)r dr (25)

which leads to the energy efficiency in the inhomogeneous case:

ηinhom = χinhom ·
∆H0

298

h̄tot

e · NA

MCO2
(26)

The local CO2 conversion values χ(r) are determined by
feeding the local mass-specific enthalpy htot,fit(r) into the ther-
modynamic equilibrium simulation tool based on Cantera (cp.
Section 2.3). This methodology is used in a parameter study,
where not only the measured enthalpy profile of CO2#01b
htot,fit, but additional artificial Gaussian enthalpy distributions,
varying in their Full Width at Half Maximum (FWHM), i.e.,
their spatial inhomogeneity, are investigated. The smaller the
FWHM of the enthalpy distribution, the higher is the inhomo-
geneity. The normalized enthalpy profiles used in the parameter
study are plotted in Fig. 11.

For each profile, the peak height and the FWHM are chosen
so that the bulk enthalpy equals h̄tot = 14.76 MJ/kg, which is
the calorimetrically measured value for CO2#01b. Moreover,
the mass flux distribution is kept constant and equals the ear-
lier determined profile (Fig. 10) for the study. This theoret-
ical parameter study would in reality resemble an experiment,
where the mass injection into the generator remains unchanged,
while the radial distribution (not the total value) of the applied
power is altered. Consequently, the homogeneous comparison
case for CO2 splitting is the same for each distribution. The
conversion and energy efficiency in the homogeneous case can
be directly extracted from Fig. 5 to be χhom = 97.1 % and
ηhom = 42.2 %, respectively. For the inhomogeneous enthalpy
distributions, Eqs. 25 and 26 are applied to calculate the CO2
splitting performance in the case of spatial inhomogeneity. The
results of the parameter study are plotted in Fig. 12.

In the figure, the ratio of energy efficiency in the case of in-
homogeneous specific energy distribution versus the homoge-
neous case is plotted as a function of the FWHM of the enthalpy
distribution, normalized with Rmax, which is a direct measure

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Radial position [mm]

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

h
/h

m
ax

[−
]

Rmax

htot,fit

Figure 11: Normalized Gaussian radial enthalpy profiles with varying FWHM
used in the parameter study. The measured specific enthalpy distribution for
CO2#01b is colored in magenta.
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Figure 12: Ratio of inhomogeneous energy efficiency to the homogeneous com-
parison case as a function of the FWHM of the mass-specific enthalpy profile,
normalized with Rmax. Towards the left, the inhomogeneity increases. The ratio
of the measured enthalpy distribution (CO2#01b) is colored in magenta. Two
horizontal blue lines represent the parameter range of the sensitivity analysis.

of inhomogeneity. It has to be emphasized again that all in-
vestigated profiles, in combination with the mass flux distri-
bution, have the same mean enthalpy. Above all, the analysis
shows that spatial inhomogeneity in specific enthalpy signifi-
cantly lowers the CO2 splitting performance in a plasma jet.
This is due to the nonlinear correlation of SEI and the carbon
dioxide conversion (cp. Fig. 5). Moreover, it can be seen
that the higher the inhomogeneity, the lower the splitting per-
formance for the same mean mass-specific enthalpy, i.e., the
same SEI. At large FWHM, the Gaussian specific enthalpy pro-
file approaches a constant radial distribution, which results in
an asymptotic behavior towards the homogeneous case. For
CO2#01b, the FWHM is in the order of the plasma jet ra-
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dius. The corresponding conversion and energy efficiency are
χ01b = 81.5 % and η01b = 35.4 %, respectively. As a result, the
inhomogeneous distribution of mass-specific enthalpy in IPG4
lowers the carbon dioxide splitting performance by 16 %.

The blue horizontal lines in Fig. 12 indicate the sensitivity
of the CO2#01b splitting performance to changes in the mass
flux profile. The plotted result space corresponds to the blue-
shaded region in Fig. 10. Although the mass flux profile is
altered strongly in the sensitivity analysis, the influence on the
splitting performance is quite limited (approx. 10 %). The rea-
son for this is that a large fraction of the mass flux is situated
in outer regions of the plasma jet, where the mass flux varia-
tion is comparably small (cp. Fig. 10). Moreover, the mean
enthalpy in the study of h̄tot = 14.76 MJ/kg is in a near linear
region regarding the energy efficiency (cp. Fig. 5). This re-
gion is characterized by robustness to inhomogeneities in the
mass-specific enthalpy.

The inhomogeneities encountered in IPG4 are caused by the
superposition of gas injection near the quartz tube edge and the
radially inhomogeneous power distribution due to the skin ef-
fect [15]. Therefore, the decrease in splitting performance is
mostly defined by geometric parameters, like the injector place-
ment, and the operational frequency. Since all conditions intro-
duced in this paper (CO2#01-CO2#04) use the same plasma
generator, operated at the same frequency, it is expected that
the inhomogeneities are similar. Consequently, by changing
the operating parameters the overall CO2 splitting performance
can be optimized, i.e., by adjusting the mean mass-specific en-
thalpy, but the inhomogeneity, leading to lower efficiencies, is
not believed to be affected strongly. It has to be stated that this
is only true as long as the discharge mode (inductive ’mode 3’,
cp. [32]) remains unchanged.

4. Conclusion and outlook

In this work, the specific energy inhomogeneity in the high-
power carbon dioxide plasma jet of the inductive plasma gener-
ator IPG4 was determined experimentally. Its influence on the
CO2 splitting performance was quantified, showing a negative
correlation between specific enthalpy inhomogeneity and CO2
conversion, and thus energy efficiency.

Using a cavity calorimeter, calorimetric CO2 plasma powers
were measured for five different operating conditions in plasma
wind tunnel PWK3. Moreover, total generator efficiencies of
IPG4 in the range of 19.3 − 23.4 % were determined. A heat
flux-Pitot double probe was applied to resolve the radial distri-
bution of the mass-specific enthalpy for the condition CO2#01b
(PA = 160 kW, ṁCO2 = 2.2 g/s). The measurements showed a
strong inhomogeneity in specific energy at the test position of
x = 156 mm.

Based on the probe measurements, a radial mass flux profile
was calculated. Here, a double Gaussian distribution, similar
to the Pitot pressure, was assumed. In a parameter study, the
influence of inhomogeneity in the mass-specific enthalpy distri-
bution on the carbon dioxide splitting performance in thermo-
dynamic equilibrium was quantified. The analysis revealed that
specific energy inhomogeneities lower the CO2 conversion, and

consequently the energy efficiency, significantly, compared to a
fully homogeneous distribution over plasma radius. Although
this work only considers thermal CO2 splitting, it is expected
that the presented results qualitatively apply for non-thermal
carbon dioxide dissociation as well, as long as some form of
nonlinearity between SEI and the CO2 conversion occurs.

The shown influence of inhomogeneity on plasma-based
CO2 splitting should be considered in future designs of plasma
sources, but also for the application of diagnostics and in
plasma modeling, because splitting performance can be, and
is, lost due to inhomogeneities. As a consequence, only local
measurements are able to reveal the true potential of a plasma
source with regards to plasma-based CO2 conversion.

In future work, the determination of the local species com-
position in the plasma jet in PWK3 by optical emission spec-
troscopy (OES) is planned. This is to support or disprove the
assumption of thermal CO2 conversion in the plasma generator
IPG4.
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trittsmanöver, Ph.D. thesis, University of Stuttgart (2004). doi:10.

18419/opus-3690.
[11] S. Loehle, S. Lein, C. Eichhorn, G. Herdrich, M. Winter, Spectroscopic

investigation of an inductively heated CO2 plasma for Mars entry simu-
lation, J Tech Phys 50 (3) (2009) 233–246.

[12] T. Marynowski, S. Loehle, S. Fasoulas, A. Meindl, F. Zander, Aerother-
modynamic investigation of inductively heated CO2 plasma flows for
Mars entry testing, in: 45th AIAA Plasmadynamics and Lasers Confer-
ence, American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics, Atlanta, GA,
USA, 2014, pp. 1–19. doi:10.2514/6.2014-2537.

[13] B. Massuti-Ballester, G. Herdrich, Experimental methodology to assess
atomic recombination on high-temperature materials, J Thermophys Heat
Trans 32 (2) (2018) 353–368. doi:10.2514/1.T5132.

[14] H. Burghaus, C. F. Kaiser, A. S. Pagan, S. Fasoulas, G. Herdrich,
Aerothermodynamic characterization of an inductively generated CO2
plasma by laser absorption spectroscopy, Manuscript submitted for pub-
lication (2023).

[15] G. Herdrich, M. Auweter-Kurtz, H. Kurtz, T. Laux, M. Winter, Op-
erational behavior of inductively heated plasma source IPG3 for entry
simulations, J Thermophys Heat Trans 16 (3) (2002) 440–449. doi:

10.2514/2.6698.
[16] H. Burghaus, G. Herdrich, S. Fasoulas, Derivation of species distribution

in inductively heated CO2 plasma via automated spectral fitting, Vacuum
184 (2021) 109901. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.vacuum.

2020.109901.
[17] S. Loehle, F. Zander, M. Eberhart, T. Hermann, A. Meindl, B. Massuti-

Ballester, D. Leiser, F. Hufgard, A. S. Pagan, G. Herdrich, et al., Assess-
ment of high enthalpy flow conditions for re-entry aerothermodynamics
in the plasma wind tunnel facilities at IRS, CEAS Space J (2021) 1–
12doi:10.1007/s12567-021-00396-y.

[18] S. Pidan, M. Auweter-Kurtz, G. Herdrich, M. Fertig, Recombination co-
efficients and spectral emissivity of silicon carbide-based thermal pro-
tection materials, J Thermophys Heat Trans 19 (4) (2005) 566–571.
doi:10.2514/1.12814.

[19] C. F. Kaiser, H. Burghaus, G. Herdrich, In-situ emissivity assessment of
grade 5 titanium in high-enthalpy flows for catalysis investigations, in:
73rd International Astronautical Congress (IAC), International Astronau-
tical Federations, Paris, France, 2022.

[20] J. G. Marvin, R. B. Pope, Laminar convective heating and ablation in
the Mars atmosphere., AIAA J 5 (2) (1967) 240–248. doi:10.2514/3.
3948.

[21] E. V. Zoby, Empirical stagnation-point heat-transfer relation in several gas
mixtures at high enthalpy levels, Technical Note 4799, National Aeronau-
tics and Space Administration (1968).

[22] ASTM International, Standard test method for calculation of stagnation
enthalpy from heat transfer theory and experimental measurements of
stagnation-point heat transfer and pressure, Tech. Rep. E 637–05 (2005).

[23] G. Herdrich, T. Marynowski, M. Dropmann, S. Fasoulas, Mars and Venus
entry simulation capabilities of IRS plasma wind tunnel PWK3, Appl
Phys Res 4 (1) (2012). doi:10.18419/opus-3871.

[24] D. G. Goodwin, R. L. Speth, H. K. Moffat, B. W. Weber, Cantera:
An object-oriented software toolkit for chemical kinetics, thermodynam-
ics, and transport processes, https://www.cantera.org, version 2.4.0
(2018). doi:10.5281/zenodo.4527812.

[25] J. D. Anderson Jr, Fundamentals of Aerodynamics, 3rd Edition, McGraw-
Hill, New York, 2001.

[26] M. Dropmann, G. Herdrich, R. Laufer, D. Puckert, H. Fulge, S. Fasoulas,
J. Schmoke, M. Cook, T. W. Hyde, A new inductively driven plasma
generator (IPG6)—setup and initial experiments, IEEE Trans Plasma Sci
41 (4) (2013) 804–810. doi:10.1109/TPS.2012.2237524.

[27] C. R. Harris, K. J. Millman, S. J. van der Walt, R. Gommers, P. Vir-
tanen, D. Cournapeau, E. Wieser, J. Taylor, S. Berg, N. J. Smith,
R. Kern, M. Picus, S. Hoyer, M. H. van Kerkwijk, M. Brett, A. Hal-
dane, J. Fernández del Rı́o, M. Wiebe, P. Peterson, P. Gérard-Marchant,

K. Sheppard, T. Reddy, W. Weckesser, H. Abbasi, C. Gohlke, T. E.
Oliphant, Array programming with NumPy, Nature 585 (2020) 357–362.
doi:10.1038/s41586-020-2649-2.

[28] J. D. Hunter, Matplotlib: A 2d graphics environment, Comput Sci Eng
9 (3) (2007) 90–95. doi:10.1109/MCSE.2007.55.

[29] P. Virtanen, R. Gommers, T. E. Oliphant, M. Haberland, T. Reddy,
D. Cournapeau, E. Burovski, P. Peterson, W. Weckesser, J. Bright, S. J.
van der Walt, M. Brett, J. Wilson, K. J. Millman, N. Mayorov, A. R. J.
Nelson, E. Jones, R. Kern, E. Larson, C. J. Carey, İ. Polat, Y. Feng, E. W.
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