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Nomenclature

ṁi, ṁ = ion and total mass flow rates (kg/s)

mi,me = ion and electron elementary masses (kg)

e = elementary electronic charge (C)

c, cs = speeds of light and of plasma sound waves (m/s)

Cr, Cz = plasma density ratios along the radial and axial directions at the sheath edge

µ0 = vacuum magnetic permeability (H/m)

ϵ0 = vacuum dielectric constant (C2/(Nm2))

F = thrust force (N)

fz,mag = axial magnetic force density (N/m3)

Isp = specific impulse in time units (s)

g0 = standard gravity acceleration (m/s2)

ηm = propellant utilization efficiency (-)

ηRF = RF power transmission efficiency to the plasma (-)

ηt, ηdiv = total thruster efficiency and plume divergence efficiency (-)

ui, uz,i = ion fluid velocity and its axial component (m/s)

PRF, = input antenna power (W)

Pwall, Pion, Pexc, PΩ = power to wall, ionization and excitation powers, power absorbed from wave (W)

r, z = radial and axial coordinates (m)

Te, Te0 = electron temperature (in energy units) and its peak value (J, eV)

ne, ni, ne0 = electron and ion densities and their peak value (m−3)

n̄e, n̄e,l, ne,f = plasma densities averaged over respectively the full chamber, the lateral chamber
surface and the chamber exit surface (m−3)

Af , Al = frontal and lateral surfaces of the ionization chamber (m2)

L,R = ionization chamber length and radius (m)

∆V = ionization chamber volume (m3)

n̄n = average neutral density inside the chamber (m−3)

Rion, Rexc = ionization and excitation rates (m3/s)

Eion, Eexc = ionization and excitation threshold energies (J, eV)

γtot, γtot,l, γtot,f = energy transfer coefficient and its average over the lateral and front surfaces (-)

ψ = angle between the magnetic field line and the surface normal (rad, deg)

k, k∥, k⊥ = total, parallel and perpendicular wave numbers (m−1)

λ = parallel wave length (m)

ω = wave angular frequency (rad/s)

ωp,e, ωc,e = electron plasma and cyclotron frequencies (rad/s)

a, La = antenna radius and length (m)

B0 = magnetostatic induction field (T, G)

E,B = Electric and magnetic induction field vectors (V/m)

j = Electric current density vector (A/m2)

E∗ = complex conjugate of the wave electric field vector (V/m)

ϕ, ϕ∞, ϕt, ϕexit = electrostatic potential, its value at infinity, at nozzle throat, and at electrons
domain exit point (V)

Etot = total electron mechanical energy (J, eV)

ve = electron velocity (m/s)

Ie∞, Ii∞ = electron and ion currents to infinity (A)

C∞ = equivalent electric capacity (F)

vth,e = thermal electron velocity (m/s)

σn = neutral cross section (m2)

Zi = ion charge number (-)
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I. Introduction

The helicon thruster is a relatively new electric thruster in which the thrust is produced by accelerating,
through a magnetic nozzle, a propulsive plasma. This is obtained by coupling RF power with helicon waves
inside a ionization chamber (a dielectric tube where the propellant is injected) using a special type of antenna,
known as helicon antenna,1 that is wrapped around the tube. The helicon thruster is an electrodeless thruster
as it ionizes the propellant without electrodes and requires no external cathode to neutralize the emitted
plume, which is already globally ambipolar. This simplifies the design and allows for a lighter thruster,
not exposed to sputtering, and therefore characterized by a longer lifetime. The ionization mechanism has
already been tested experimentally and helicon thrusters are designed to be mounted on small satellites with
feeding powers from a few hundred W up to few kWs and thrust levels from few mN up to hundreds of mN.

The main goal of this research study is to model the entire thruster, simulating the plasma within both
the helicon thruster ionization chamber and the magnetic nozzle, in order to estimate the overall propulsive
performance of the device.

First of all, a 0D global performance model is introduced in order to determine a first guess of sub-optimal
operating conditions (electron temperature, mass flow, average plasma and neutral density), as a function
of the target thruster performance (mainly thrust, specific impulse and total operating RF power).

Once the average plasma density and electron temperature in the source is known, the electromagnetic
antenna-plasma interaction is modeled by a full-wave approach, with the goal of designing in realistic geome-
try the required antenna to couple the correct power to the plasma. In particular, the coupling of the helicon
antenna with the plasma is solved using a 3D finite element method (FEM) electromagnetic code, accounting
for a realistic geometry of both the antenna structure and the ionization chamber. The plasma is modeled
as an homogeneous, anisotropic, equivalent dielectric with permittivity given by the Stix dielectric tensor2

with collisional corrections. Electron-ion and electron-neutral collisions are considered in the plasma dielec-
tric tensor using correction terms proportional to the collisional frequency.3,4 This is equivalent to consider
the plasma as a conductive, anisotropic, locally homogeneous, collisional fluid, magnetized by an external
magnetostatic field. The cold plasma approximation is considered adequate in describing the propagation
of fast waves (helicons) in the cold plasma of the helicon thruster.3,4 Although it has been shown that a
non-uniform magnetic induction field might be relevant for an accurate estimation of the wave absorption,3

in these full-wave simulations a constant and uniform axial field has been considered, given its negligible
spatial variations within the ionization chamber (with a small aspect ratio R/L as in the present case).

Then, the plasma properties at the thruster exit section are considered by a particle-in-cell (PIC) code,
called PICCOLO (PIC COde of LOw temperature plasma discharges), which simulates the entire magnetic
expansion of the nozzle, thus estimating the produced thrust force. PICCOLO is based on the electrostatic
PIC technique, in which ions and electrons are simulated as macro-particles subject to Newton’s equation
and their charge is weighted at the nodes of a dedicated mesh (hence the name particle-in-cell to obtain the
spatial distribution of electric charge density5). This is used by a Poisson’s equation solver to obtain the
self-consistent electric field used to advance the charged particles into the next time step.

The simulation results obtained in this study (from both the full-wave and PIC codes) will be used in the
future to better refine the parameters of the global performance model. Therefore, this work will serve as the
basis for the optimized design, manufacture and testing of a helicon thruster prototype. Future comparison
of the experimental data with the numerical predictions will finally allow to further tune and validate the
developed numerical models.

In the following, the 0-D performance model is presented in Sec. II, the plasma-wave interaction model in
Sec. III and the PIC model for the magnetic nozzle in Sec. IV. The simulation results are discussed in Sec.V,
and finally conclusions are drawn in Sec.VI.

II. 0-D global design model

In order to have a first-guess sizing of the Helicon plasma thruster, a 0-D global equilibrium model is
used in order to compute operating parameters such as the electron density ne0, the electron temperature
Te0 inside the source, and the total mass flow rate ṁ. This 0-D model assumes:

• A given thrust force F , as a target design parameter;

• a given thruster specific impulse (Isp), as a target design parameter;
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Figure 1. Geometry of the ionization chamber, highlighting the considered plasma parameters and the quasi-
neutral plasma density values at the most relevant locations.

• a given geometry of the ionization chamber, defined in terms of both its radius R and length L. Such
geometrical parameters may be changed in a iterative design for the global optimization of the thruster.
However, this design procedure is not pursued here and is demanded to a successive work.

The total mass flow rate of the thruster can be directly estimated from the target parameters as:

ṁ =
F

g0Isp
=

F

ηmuz,i
, (1)

where Isp is the specific impulse in time units, g0 is the standard gravity acceleration, uz,i is the axial velocity
of the ions (at infinity) and ηm = ṁi/ṁ is the propellant utilization efficiency. In this equation, we have
assumed a negligible neutral exit velocity (compared to ions that are typically 10-20 times faster).

From the energy conservation across the magnetic nozzle expansion, we can compute the final ion exit
velocity from the predicted electric potential drop ∆ϕMN. In fact, in a magnetic nozzle, the thermal electron
energy is transformed into directed ion kinetic energy:

1

2
miu

2
z,i =e∆ϕMN, (2)

∆ϕMN =
Te0
e

(
− ln

√
2πme

mi
+ 0.5

)
=
CshdTe0

e
, (3)

where Te0 is the electron temperature (in energy units), Cshd ≈ 5 is a non-dimensional constant depending
on the electron to ion mass ratio, and the factor 0.5 models the ion acceleration in the pre-sheath inside
the ionization chamber (where ions are still subsonic). Eq. 3 represents the electric potential drop over a
classical Debye sheath, which is actually a conservative approach, as shown in recent studies suggesting
higher potential drops.6 Combining Eqs. 2 and 3, and knowing that g0Isp ≈ ηmuz,i, it is possible to obtain
a conservative estimate of the required electron temperature to achieve the target specific impulse:

Te0 =
1

2

mi

η2mCshd
(g0Isp)

2. (4)

Referring to Fig. 1, and assuming that the plasma is singularly ionized, quasi-neutral everywhere (except
at the thin Debye sheaths close to the walls), and that ions exit from the ionization chamber with the Bohm’s
velocity (or sonic velocity), we can estimate the average plasma density at the exit section n̄ef as:

ṁi = min̄efcsAf = min̄efAf

√
Te0
mi

, (5)
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where cs =
√

Te0

mi
is the ion sonic velocity and Af = πR2 is the exit surface area. This 0-D model assumes

symmetric and quadratic decays along both z and r of the plasma density ne from the chamber center. This
means that:

ne(r, z) = ne0

[(
1

(1− Cr)
− r2

R2

)
(1− Cr)

] [
4

L2
(Cz − 1) z2 + 1

]
=

= ne0

[
4

L2

(Cz − 1) (Cr − 1)

R2
r2z2 +

(Cr − 1)

R2
r2 +

4

L2
(Cz − 1) z2 + 1

]
,

(6)

where ne0 is the plasma density at the ionization chamber center (r = 0, z = 0), and Cr, Cz are constants
that can be obtained from 1D PIC simulations of the plasma-wall interaction. In particular, for Ar ions and
a collisionless plasma with no electron emission from the walls, the ratio between the sheath edge density
and the peak density at the symmetry point (cylinder axis) are assumed to be Cz = 0.5 (which corresponds
to an unmagnetized scenario case) and Cr = 0.35.

The following averaged plasma densities are then introduced: the chamber averaged plasma density n̄e,
the averaged lateral density n̄e,l at r = R, and the exit section averaged density n̄e,f at z = L/2, computed
as:

n̄e =
1

V

∫∫
r,z

ne(r, z)2πrdrdz = 2ne0

[
(Cz − 1) (Cr − 1)

12
+

(Cr − 1)

4
+

(Cz − 1)

6
+

1

2

]
, (7)

n̄e,l =
1

Al

∫ L/2

z=−L/2

ne(r = R, z)2πRdz = Cr

[
(Cz − 1)

1

3
+ 1

]
ne0, (8)

n̄e,f =
1

Af

∫ R

r=0

ne(r, z = L/2)2πrdr = Cz

[
(Cr − 1)

1

2
+ 1

]
ne0, (9)

where ∆V is the volume of the ionization chamber, and Al = 2πRL is its total lateral surface. Therefore,
combining Eqs. 5 and 9, we can obtain the peak plasma density ne0 as a function of the required mass flow
rate:

ne0 =
1

Cz

[
(Cr − 1) 1

2 + 1
]√mi

Te0

ṁi

miAf
. (10)

An average neutral density can be obtained by equating the ions production rate in the volume with
the rate of ion loss through the lateral and frontal boundary surfaces of the ionization chamber. Such an
equilibrium requires that:

n̄en̄nRion(Te0)∆V = cs (n̄e,lAl + 2n̄e,fAf) (11)

where Rion =< σionve > is the ionization rate, depending on the electron temperature, that can be found by
integrating the ionization cross section over a Maxwellian electron distribution. In particular, the ionization
cross sections are obtained from Ref. 7.

The electron temperature inside the chamber is estimated by solving a power balance equation in which
the source power is the RF power deposited in the plasma from helicon waves, and the dissipated power
is the power lost from the plasma through the three main dissipation mechanisms: the particle loss on
the walls, the ionization of the gas and the excitation of neutrals. The first term is dominant and can
be estimated through a fitting law obtained from 1D PIC simulations of the plasma wall interaction in a
partially magnetized scenario like this one (where electrons are magnetized but ions are not). In particular,
knowing the mean plasma density at the sheath edge n̄e,l, n̄e,f (depending on the considered surface), it is
possible to estimate this power as:

Pwall = 2Afne,fcsγtot,fTe0 +Alne,lcsγtot,lTe0 (12)

where γtot represents a total energy transfer coefficient (summing the contribution of both electrons and
ions) that depends on the considered surface and more precisely on the angle ψ of the magnetic induction
field relative to the surface normal direction. In particular, ψ = 0 for the two frontal surfaces, and ≈ 89o for
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the lateral surfaces (nearly parallel incidence). In general, for cold ions (Ti0 = 0), the following fitting can
be used:

γtot =
5

2
− ln


√

2πme

mi
Cγ(ψ, rLe/λDe,me/mi)

cosψ

 (13)

where Cγ is a parameter that, in general, depends on the magnetic field angle, on the ratio between the
electron Larmor radius and the Debye length λDe, and on the electron to ion Larmor radius. In a plasma
with Ar ions and an electron Larmor radius comparable with the Debye length (λDe/rLe = O(1)), we obtain
Cγ,f = 1 for the frontal surfaces (ψ = 0), and Cγ,l = 0.4 for the lateral surface (ψ ≈ 89o). Again, the above
fittings and coefficients have been obtained from 1D PIC simulations of a non-emitting wall surface interacting
with a collisionless plasma, so that the effects of secondary electrons and charged particles collisions with
neutrals are neglected.

Concerning the other two loss mechanisms, the expressions of the ionization and excitation power are
the following:

Pexc = n̄nn̄eRexc(Te0)Eexc∆V, (14)

Pion = n̄nn̄eRion(Te0)Eion∆V, (15)

where the rates are obtained from integrating over a Maxwellian electron distribution the cross sections
available in Refs.7, 8 for respectively ionization and excitation. The ionization and the excitation energy
thresholds are respectively 15.76 and 11.5 eV for argon.

The equilibrium temperature Te0 of the helicon thruster is then computed by assuming a given absorbed
power and equating it to the total power losses. This means that:

PΩ = Pwall(Te0) + Pion(Te0) + Pexc(Te0), (16)

where the terms on the right hand side depend on the electron temperature. The targeted absorbed power
is then the requested input for the finite-element full-wave model (described in the following section), which
has the goal of validating the design of a helicon antenna capable of delivering that power to the plasma.

The helicon antenna is designed according to the helicon wave theory.1 The helicon antenna is a Nagoya
type-III antenna which accelerates free electrons in a neutral gas immersed in a magnetostatic field, ionizing
it through energy deposition. It is assumed, as stated in the previous equation, that the deposited energy
in the plasma by helicon waves is a fraction of the RF input power and heat the plasma through Joule
heating. The size of the helicon antenna is determined by combining the quadrature relation for the total
wave number k of the helicon wave and the plasma dispersion relation for helicons in a magnetized plasma,
as follows: 

k2 = k2⊥ + k2∥,

k∥ =
ω

k

ω2
p,e

ωc,ec2
,

(17)

where ωc,e is the electron cyclotron frequency, c is the speed of light and ωp,e is the electron plasma frequency.
From this linear system, the wave numbers of the helicon wave are computed, such as the total wave number
k, the parallel wave number k∥ and the transversal wave number k⊥. Then, the size of the antenna is
determined by assuming that the antenna is resonant with an helicon mode propagating in the magnetized
plasma. The antenna is assumed of cylindrical shape and therefore it is determined from the antenna radius
a and the antenna length La. The antenna radius a, is computed from the ionization chamber radius R,
assuming a thickness of the ionization chamber equal to 5 mm. The design conditions for the Nagoya
type-III antenna are 

k⊥ =
3.83

R
,

La =
λ

2
.

(18)
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Therefore, once the antenna shape (a, La) is chosen and the chamber averaged plasma density n̄e (Eq. 7)
is known, the required magnetostatic field can be computed from the plasma dispersion relation according
to the following equation:

B0 =
ω

k∥

µ0en̄e
k

(19)

and therefore the main output parameters of the 0D model are fully determined.

III. Full-wave simulation model for the ionization chamber

The plasma in the ionization chamber is simulated with a in-house 3D FEM code which solves Maxwell’s
equations for a realistic 3D geometry in a cartesian reference frame. The obtained full-wave solutions allow
to compute the electromagnetic field coupled by the helicon antenna in the plasma and to estimate the power
transferred from the helicon antenna to the plasma. The simulation model assumes that a feeding power (as
requested from the 0D model) is provided to the helicon antenna and a fraction of this power is absorbed by
the plasma through collisional damping.

The plasma parameters (plasma density, the neutrals density, the electron temperature) and the geo-
metrical parameters (the helicon antenna dimensions and the size of the ionization chamber) are selected in
accordance with the 0D model of the thruster described above. The magnetostatic field, necessary for the
helicon wave propagation, is derived from the dispersion relation of helicon waves1 (see Eq. 19).

The plasma, already ionized, is modeled as an equivalent homogeneous anisotropic dielectric with per-
mettivity given by the Stix dielectric tensor2 with collisional corrections. Electron-ion and electron-neutral
collisions are computed according to the following formulas:

νei =3.9 · 10−6niZ
2
i

ln Λ

T
3
2
e0

, (20)

νen =σnnnvth,e, (21)

where Zi = 1 is the ion charge number, lnΛ is the Coulomb logarithm, σn is a constant neutral atom
cross section, and vth,e =

√
Te0/me is the electron thermal velocity in the ionization chamber. For the

considered case, νei ≈ 3.9 MHz, and νen ≈ 4.2 MHz. Such frequencies are considered in the plasma dielectric
tensor using correction terms proportional to the collisional frequency.3,4 The helicon electric field and the
induced current density in the plasma are obtained from the full-wave simulation results and they allow the
computation of the deposited power in the plasma:

PΩ(Te) =
1

2

∫
V

Re (j ·E∗) dV (22)

where j and E∗ are complex vectors representing the current density vector and the complex conjugate of
the helicon electric field vector and V is the volume of the ionization chamber. The deposited power PΩ is the
source power in the power balance equation used in the 0-D model for the electron temperature evaluation
(Eq. 16).

The main results obtained from the full-wave simulation are the verification of the helicon antenna design
for the target absorbed power (as required by the 0D model) and the computation of the exact RF input
power level required for the desired operative point of the antenna. Last, but not least, the verification of
the RF coupling with a propagating helicon mode in the target magnetized plasma.

IV. Particle-in-cell model of the magnetic nozzle expansion

The collisionless expansion within the magnetic nozzle is simulated with an electrostatic particle-in-cell
code5 named PICCOLO.9 This choice is justified by the fact that most of the electromagnetic wave absorption
takes place inside the ionization chamber since the helicon wave becomes evanescent in the nozzle, not far
away from the exit surface of the chamber. Ion and electron macro-particles (each one representing a large
number of elementary particles, here referred to as macro-particle weight) are moved according to Newton’s
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equation and the local electric and magnetic fields E and B:

m
dv

dt
= q (E + v ×B) , (23)

where m, q are the elementary particle mass and charge. A classical leap-frog algorithm10 is used to advance
particles in time.

While the magnetic induction field is given as an input map (from the 0D global model and the antenna
design constraints) and is fixed throughout the simulation, the electrostatic field E = −∇ϕ is obtained by
differentiation of the self-consistent electric potential ϕ, which is the solution of Poisson’s equation in the
considered cylindrical coordinates r and z:

1

r

∂ϕ

∂r
+
∂2ϕ

∂r2
+
∂2ϕ

∂z2
= − e

ϵ0
(ni − ne) , (24)

where ni represents the singly charged Ar ion density, and ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity. Neither neutral
particles/background nor charged particle collisions are included in the simulations shown here (collisionless
plasma). The boundary conditions for ion and electron macro-particles are then shown in Fig. 2. In partic-

Figure 2. Particle-in-cell simulation scheme for the magnetic nozzle, indicating the boundary conditions for
both particles and electric potential. The injection region extends from r = 0 to r = R. Note that the depicted
magnetic field is only qualitative, and, simulations only consider the region where it is fully divergent.

ular, the domain starts at the exit section of the ionization chamber (with a radius R), and an ambipolar
flux of ions and electrons is injected from a region extending from r = 0 to r = R with a Maxwellian-flux
velocity distribution,11 and a spatial distribution given by the parabolic radial profile of Eq. 6. At z = L/2
and for r > R, a dielectric material surface is assumed, meaning that ions and electrons are lost there and
accounted for in the local surface charge density σc. While quasi-neutrality is automatically satisfied at the
injection surface by refluxing all particles that cross the injection surface (z = L/2, r < R) towards the
source, at the open free-loss boundaries (dashed blue lines) all ions are lost and electrons are either reflected
or not, according to their mechanical energy Etot (relative to infinity),

Etot =
1

2
mev

2
e − e (ϕexit − ϕ∞) , (25)

where ve is the electron velocity, ϕexit is the local electric potential at the outflow position, and ϕ∞ is the
potential at infinity. All electrons with Etot < 0 are specularly reflected backwards toward the simulation
domain, while all electrons with Etot > 0 are lost and charge up a virtual capacitor at infinity, according to:

dϕ∞
dt

=
Ii∞ + Ie∞

C∞
, (26)

where Ii∞, Ie∞ are the ion and electron currents that leave the domain to infinity, and C∞ is an equivalent
electric capacity.
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V. Simulation results

A. 0-D model sizing results

The global design model assumes a target propulsive performance of the helicon plasma thruster, with an
achieved thrust (12 mN) and specific impulse (1200 s), and with an absorbed plasma power of around 1 kW.
The main parameters of the 0D global sizing model are reported in Tab. 1. The reported data are split
in inputs and outputs of the model. The geometry of the antenna and ionization chamber are chosen to
obtain the above mentioned target absorbed power. The results of the 0-D model are the required inputs
for both the full-wave and PIC simulations. In fact, the thermodynamic state in terms of pressure, density
and temperature of both plasma and neutrals, and moreover the size of the helicon plasma thruster and the
magnetostatic field are provided as input to the electromagnetic simulation software to define the geometry
of the thruster and to compute the helicon mode solution and the power transfer between the helicon antenna
and the plasma. In particular, a magnetostatic field of around 90 G is required and in this case it is generated
by two coils of radius 12 cm located axially at the two ends of the ionization chamber (z = ±L/2). The
efficiency of the designed thruster is quite low (3%), although it is here emphasized that the 0-D model
provides a conservative estimate of this figure, and higher achievable values may be obtained. The thruster
efficiency is computed as:

ηt =
Fg0Isp
2PRF

(27)

where PRF is the total RF power provided in input to the helicon antenna, which relates to the absorbed
plasma power according to PΩ = ηRFPRF where ηRF is the RF power transmission efficiency (from RF
amplifier to plasma). Here a conservative estimate equal to 70% is assumed. Note that ηt is the total
thruster efficiency, considering the input power at the RF amplifier while, in some cases, the thrust efficiency
is only referred to the thruster chamber (with the absorbed plasma power in the denominator).

Input parameters units values

Chemical species (-) Argon

Feeding RF frequency MHz 13.56

Thrust, F mN 12

Specific impulse, Isp s 1200

Propellant utilization efficiency, ηm (-) 0.85

RF power transmission efficiency, ηRF (-) 0.70

Ionization chamber radius, R cm 3

Helicon antenna radius, a cm 3.5

Helicon antenna length, La cm 12

Ionization chamber length, L cm 12

Neutrals temperature K 300

Output parameters units values

Electron temperature, Te0 eV 7.667

Ion mass flow rate, ṁi mg/s 0.866

Peak electron density, ne0 m−3 3.181 · 1018

Mean electron density, n̄e m−3 1.790 · 1018

Mean neutral density, n̄n m−3 2.256 · 1019

Magnetostatic field, B0 G 90

Deposited power in the plasma, PΩ W 1147.2

Total thrust efficiency, ηt (-) 4.3 %

Table 1. Parameters considered in the global model for sizing the helicon thruster.
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B. Full-wave simulation of the plasma-wave interaction

The full-wave simulations are made with an in-house electromagnetic 3D FEM code that, for a given geom-
etry, is capable of simulating the electromagnetic wave field excited in the plasma by the helicon antenna.
The geometry considered here is the Nagoya type-III antenna that is fed by a coaxial cable connecting the
RF generator with the antenna feeding port, a spatial gap in one of the two antenna legs. When fed by
a RF source, the Nagoya type-III antenna can excite an electromagnetic plasma mode corresponding to a
propagating helicon wave with poloidal number m = 1.1 While the helicon wave is propagating, the wave
deposits its power in the plasma through collisional damping and the plasma temperature is determined by
Joule heating. As stated previously, the heating power is computed from the volume integral of the scalar
product between the current density vector and the complex conjugate of the electric field vector.

The operational point of the thruster is obtained fine tuning the RF input power at about 2 kW at the
target electron temperature and it corresponds to the intersection between the deposited RF power and the
total loss power when they are computed as a function of the electron temperature, as shown in Figure 3.
Indeed, the intersection of the two curves is the steady state operational point of the helicon plasma thruster
at the target electron temperature (as computed from the 0D model), i.e. where the deposited power in the
plasma is equal to the total power lost.

Figure 3. Graphical solution of the plasma power balance equation for the helicon thruster with an input RF
power of about 2 kW

C. Full particle-in-cell simulation of the magnetic nozzle

The PIC simulation of the magnetic nozzle considers the parameters summarized in Tab. 2. The time step
and the cell size are chosen to respect the PIC constraints on Debye length, plasma frequency and cyclotron
frequency.5 Ions are injected with sonic conditions with a fully axial fluid velocity, and a temperature of 0.5
eV, resembling a realistic velocity dispersion due to the fact that they are created at different positions inside
the ionization chamber. An artificially increased permittivity by a factor of 9 is used to reduce the simulation
cost, which corresponds to simulating a Debye length 3 times as large as the real one. This, however, should
not impact significantly the obtained results, since the plasma is quasi-neutral nearly everywhere and the
total magnetic nozzle potential drop is not affected by the value of ϵ0, as shown in Eq. 3.

The magnetic field intensity and streamlines is shown in Fig. 5. At the exit surface, the intensity is
slightly lower than 90 G, and decreases to just a few G downstream. The intensity peaks at the exit surface
at r = 12 cm, as that is the radius of one of the two coils that generate this magneto-static field (the other
coil is located at z = −L/2, i.e. at the other end of the ionization chamber).

The infinity potential evolution with time is shown in Fig. 6. In particular, this represents the infinity
potential (Eq. 26) relative to the nozzle throat (r = 0, z = L/2) and its oscillations are mainly due to the

10
The 38th International Electric Propulsion Conference, P. Baudis Convention Center, Toulouse, France, June 23-28, 2024

Copyright 2024 by the Electric Rocket Propulsion Society. All rights reserved.



Figure 4. Longitudinal oscillation of the axial component of the helicon magnetic field (Bz)

Parameter units values

Injected ion mass flow mg/s 0.866

Dielectric constant scaling factor (-) 9

PIC time step s 5 ·10−12

Elementary electron mass kg 9.109 ·10−31

Elementary ion mass kg 6.633 ·10−26

Macro-particle weight (-) 4.68 ·106

Virtual infinity capacity C∞ nF 0.25

Radial extension of domain cm 15

Axial extension of domain cm 25

Cell size along z and r µm 50

Injection ion axial fluid velocity m/s 4303

Injection electron temperature eV 7.667

Injection ion temperature eV 0.5

Table 2. Parameters considered for the PIC simulation of the magnetic nozzle expansion.

PIC noise at nozzle throat (the centerline in axisymmetric simulations is always affected by a large PIC
noise, see Ref. 12). Nevertheless, the absolute drop from nozzle throat to infinity should tend asymptotically
to the one predicted by Eq. 3, which is around 40 V in this case. In this case, the predicted drop is slightly
larger than expected (approx. 50 V), since Eq. 3 underestimates the total potential drop across the magnetic
nozzle, as also confirmed in other studies.6

The 2D maps of several variables of interest are finally reported in Fig. 7. The electrostatic potential and
field of subplots (a,b) clearly show the effect of the magnetic nozzle, which is that of reducing the divergence
of the emitted plume by focusing the ions axially. A plume boundary effect can be observed in both subplots
and tends to propagate downstream as well. This effect is produced by both the injection strategy (purely
axial ion injection velocity) and by the abrupt density drop from CzCrne0 to 0 at r = R, z = L/2.

Fig. 7 (c,d) show the electron density and temperature in the meridional plane. Clearly, since electrons
are magnetized and the plasma is collisionless, they cannot traverse radially the magnetic field, so that
their density drops to 0 beyond the most external magnetic field line (from the inner ionization chamber),
shown by a black solid line. The electron temperature, on the other hand, presents a minimum close to the
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Figure 5. Magnetic induction field intensity and streamlines.

Figure 6. Infinity potential evolution relative to the nozzle throat (located at z = 6 cm, r = 0). This potential
difference is time-averaged over a window of 0.25 µs.

plume boundary (similarly to what happens in a classical Debye sheath) and slowly decreases within the
magnetic nozzle expansion, consistently with the expectations that electron thermal energy is converted into
ion directed kinetic energy.

Fig. 7 (e) then shows the relative charge density, highlighting the non-neutral regions of the expansion. A
positively charged region can be observed close to the plume boundary due to the fact that ions are essentially
unmagnetized and can easily traverse magnetic field lines, while electrons cannot. In the near totality of
the core plasma, however, quasi-neutrality holds well, including at the injection boundary z = L/2, thus
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Figure 7. 2D plasma properties maps, showing (a) electric potential, (b) electric field magnitude with direction,
(c) electron density, (d) electron temperature, (e) relative charge density (ni − ne) /ne, and (f) axial magnetic
force density. The electric potential is set to 0 at the nozzle throat (z = L/2, r = 0). The outermost magnetic
field line from the ionization chamber (through z = L/2, r = R) is shown by a black line. Results are time-
averaged over a window of 0.25 µs and refer to a simulation time of 41.5 µs.

validating the simulated injection approach.
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Finally, Fig. 7 (f) shows the axial magnetic thrust force density (j ×B)z, i.e. the magnetic thrust per unit
volume. Since the magnetic induction field has no azimuthal component, this is given by fz,mag = −jθBr,
and is mainly generated at the peripheral plume regions. Peak values close to 30 N/m3 can be observed.
Since the plasma plume is essentially quasi-neutral everywhere (see Fig. 7(e)), this volumetric force is the
only direct contribution to thrust of the magnetic nozzle.

The total thrust force is obtained by integrating the total axial momentum flow through the simulation
boundaries (with the exception of the injection boundary r < R, z = L/2) as:

F =
∫∫

Sdown
[(niui · 1⊥)miuz,i + (neue · 1⊥)meuz,e + (pi + pe)1⊥ · 1z] dS

+
∫∫

Sup
[(niui · 1⊥)miuz,i + (neue · 1⊥)meuz,e + (pi + pe)1⊥ · 1z] dS,

(28)

where 1⊥ is the unit vector normal to the boundaries and directed outward (away from the simulation
domain), 1z is the unit vector along the axial direction z, Sdown is the downstream open boundary surface,
and Sup is the upstream back-flow surface (r > R, z = L/2), as shown in Fig. 2. Note that for the second
integral, both the average axial momentum and pressure contributions are negative, since 1⊥ = −1z. After
a simulation time of 41.5 µs, the total thrust force amounts to 10.9 mN and is almost completely stationary.
This can be split between 7.6 mN of injected momentum flow (from the ionization chamber), 3.4 mN due to
the integrated axial magnetic force density over the simulated volume (

∫∫∫
vol

−jθBrdV ), and a small negative
contribution of -0.1 mN due to the integrated electric force (

∫∫∫
vol
ρcEzdV ). This thrust value is close to

the one predicted by the 0-D global model (12 mN), which did not assume plume divergence losses. These
can be estimated as the ratio between the z-directed and the total (in any direction) energy flows through
the surfaces Sdown and Sup. Neglecting pressure and heat flux effects at the downstream section (where the
plasma density has decreased significantly), this plume divergence efficiency can be roughly estimated from
the ion fluid properties as:

ηdiv ≈

∫∫
Sdown

[
niui · 1⊥miu

2
z,i

]
dS −

∫∫
Sup

[
niui · 1⊥miu

2
z,i

]
dS∫∫

Sdown+Sup
[niui · 1⊥miu2i ] dS

, (29)

i.e. as the ratio between the z-directed ion kinetic energy flow (with sign) and the total ion kinetic energy
flow through the loss surfaces. At the latest available time step, this divergence efficiency is almost stationary
and equal to approx. 87%. Clearly, such a high value can be ascribed to both the magnetic topology and
the non-modeled ion/electron collisions with the neutral background, which should act to reduce it slightly.

VI. Conclusions

In this work, a 0D global model has been developed to size the main components of a helicon thruster
and the main operating plasma and magnetic circuit parameters. The sizing model is based on fundamental
propulsive and physical models that allow to dimension the helicon thruster for a target performance in terms
of thrust and specific impulse. This 0-D model has been coupled with advenced simulations that predict
both the helicon mode coupling by the antenna and plasma fields generated inside the thruster ionization
chamber and the plasma expansion of the magnetic nozzle, in order to estimate the effective performance of
the thruster.

In particular, the electromagnetic simulations of the plasma-wave interaction allow to verify that a
propagating helicon mode is coupled by the antenna to the plasma and to compute the RF input power and
the realistic dimensions of the helicon antenna required to meet the desired operative point of the thruster.
The electrostatic PIC simulations of the magnetic nozzle expansion, on the other hand, cast light on the
acceleration process and permit to estimate the propulsive performance of the thruster. Simulations are in
good agreement with the prediction of the 0D global model, both for the electromagnetic and electrostatic
parts. Therefore, it can be stated that the proposed 0D model can provide a reasonable preliminary sizing
of the helicon thruster.

Based on these results, an optimization study of the helicon thruster geometry and operational conditions
will be pursued in a successive work. Additional magnetic nozzle PIC simulations (featuring also particle
collisions, neglected here) will permit to optimize the magnetic circuit in terms of the achieved thrust
(i.e. the one maximizing the divergence efficiency of the plume). At a second level, when a real helicon
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prototype will be available for vacuum testing, by combining the numerical predictions with real experimental
measurements, the 0D global model parameters will be further tuned and, for given constraints, a helicon
thruster with an optimal thrust efficiency will be designed.
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