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Plasma wakefield accelerators (PWA), such as AWAKE, require homogenous high-density plasmas. The Madison
AWAKE Prototype (MAP) has been built to create a uniform argon plasma in the 1020 m−3 density range using he-
licon waves. Computational optimization of MAP plasmas requires calculating the helicon wavefields and power
deposition. This task is computationally expensive due to the geometry of high-performance half-helical antennas and
the small wavelengths involved. We show here for the first time how the 3D wavefields can be accurately calculated
from a small number of 2D-axisymmetric simulations. Our approach exploits an azimuthal Fourier decomposition
of the non-axisymmetric antenna currents to massively reduce computational cost and is implemented in the Comsol
finite-element framework. This new tool allows us to calculate the power deposition profiles for 800 combinations of
plasma density, antenna length and radial density profile shape. The results show the existence of an optimally coupling
antenna length in dependence on the plasma density. This finding is independent of the exact radial profile shape. We
are able to explain this relationship physically through a comparison of the antenna power spectrum with the helicon
dispersion relation. The result is a simple analytical expression that enables power coupling and density optimization
in any linear helicon device by means of antenna length shaping.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Helicon waves1,2 are magnetized plasma waves with
a wide range of applications, including semiconductor
manufacturing3, nuclear fusion4,5, space propulsion6 and
plasma-based particle acceleration7,8. Their wave fields
define the local heating power deposition, thereby shaping
the plasma density, temperature, and neutral profiles. These
profiles in turn guide the wavefield and power deposition
patterns, resulting in a self-consistent plasma equilibrium
between RF input power, ionization, various particle and
energy-loss channels, and plasma transport. A detailed
understanding of the RF power deposition in a helicon plasma
is therefore the prerequisite to tailor the plasma profiles to a
given application.

To this end, we have developed a new 3D wavefield solver
in Comsol9, a widely used finite element framework. The
solver calculates the helicon wavefields and power depo-
sition in a given plasma and neutral background using the
cold-plasma wave formalism10 and exploits the cylindrical
geometry of helicon discharges to simplify the problem to
a small number of 2D-axisymmetric simulations. While
a similar approach has been used in the past11, previous
implementations could not account for the 3D structure of the
helical antennas used in high-performance experiments. We
solve this problem through an azimuthal Fourier decomposi-
tion of the antenna currents. The result is a full-wave solver
that runs on an industry-proven finite element framework
and can compute the wavefields at a massively reduced cost
compared to direct 3D computation.

We leverage this new capability to optimize RF power-
coupling into the plasma. The motivation driving this work

is to find a configuration that minimizes input power while
satisfying the plasma density and homogeneity requirements
for the AWAKE plasma wakefield accelerator project12,13. By
varying the antenna geometry for a wide range of plasma
densities, we find the optimal antenna length for plasmas
covering two orders of magnitude in density space. We are
then able to reproduce these findings analytically starting
from first principles.

In the rest of this introduction, we will briefly introduce the
AWAKE project and the Madison AWAKE Prototype (MAP) .
We will then analyze the helicon dispersion relation and de-
rive requirements for the needed finite element size. We de-
velop our computational framework in section II. Section III
shows our main results, namely the identification of dominant
modes, and comparison to analytical expectations in a uni-
form plasma and power coupling studies. We find an intuitive
and analytical model for the observed power coupling optima
in section IV and summarize our work in section V.

A. Helicon Plasmas for the AWAKE Project

The Advanced Proton Driven Plasma Wakefield Accel-
eration Experiment (AWAKE) at CERN8 has been built to
develop the technology for practical beam-driven wakefield
acceleration of electrons.14–17 Electron and positron acceler-
ators are currently limited to the low hundreds of GeV range
due to synchrotron losses in even the largest accelerators
such as the Large Electron-Positron Collider (LEP).18 The
first proof of concept application will be a hundred-meter
range accelerator, driven by proton bunches from the Super
Proton Synchrotron (SPS). In a later stage protons from the
Large Hadron Collider (LHC) would be used as drivers for
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the world’s first TeV lepton collider with energy gains in the
GeV/m range.19,20

Plasma wakefield acceleration relies on highly uniform
high-density plasmas. AWAKE requires a plasma density of
1020 m−3 and on-axis density-uniformity of ideally 0.25% to
achieve an energy gain of 1 GeV/m13. Achieving these density
parameters in a reproducible, cost-efficient, and scalable way
is challenging. One of the most promising avenues is plasma
breakdown and sustainment by helicon waves. Densities in
the mid 1020 m−3 range have been achieved in high-power he-
licon plasmas.7 However, these plasmas have significant axial
density variations thus requiring significant advances in den-
sity profile optimization.

B. The Madison AWAKE Prototype (MAP)

The Madison AWAKE Prototype (MAP) is a new experi-
ment at the University of Wisconsin - Madison. MAP has
been built as a dedicated plasma source development platform
for the AWAKE project. A more detailed description of
the experiment will be published elsewhere, but the core
geometry is shown in fig. 1.

MAP uses up to 20 kW of RF power, spread over two
antennas at 13.56 MHz in a 50 mT background field, to
sustain a helicon argon plasma inside a borosilicate vacuum
vessel with an inner diameter of 52 mm and a total length of
2.6 m. MAP has previously been used to reveal for the first
time the mechanism behind the preference of right-handed
modes and discharge directionality in helicon plasmas21. A
recent study has used MAP to perform the first measurement
of the 2D ionization source rate in a helicon device22. The
simulations shown in this study were all performed using the
MAP geometry and magnetic field.

C. Helicon Dispersion Relation

Helicon waves are in essence bounded whistler waves23 and
their dispersion can be derived directly from the cold plasma
dielectric tensor10. For a uniform plasma with density ne, in
a magnetic field of strength B, the dispersion relation at RF
frequency f in cylindrical coordinates is24

0 = δβ
2 − kβ + k2

w (1)

k2
w =

2π f neµ0e
B

(2)

δ = (2π f + iν)
me

eB
, (3)

where β and k are the total and axial wavenumbers,
respectively, and collisional damping is accounted for by the
effective combined electron-ion and electron-neutral collision
frequency ν .

The total wave number β is related to the radial and axial
wave numbers, T and k, respectively, as25

β
2 = T 2 + k2. (4)

In addition, in a cylindrical plasma, the helicon wave splits
into discrete azimuthal modes, designated by wavenumber m.

The dispersion relation and corresponding axial and radial
wavelengths for a medium density (5 · 1019 m−3) plasma at
moderate field (50 mT) at 13.56 MHz are shown in fig. 2.
For each axial wavenumber k there are two solutions, the
helicon and Trivelpiece-Gould (TG) branches, with the
helicon branch on the left and the TG branch on the right in
fig. 2. Radial wavelengths range from a few millimeters in
the TG branch to tens of millimeters in the helicon branch.
In contrast, axial wavelengths are higher but span a narrower
range from tens to hundreds of millimeters. In consequence,
the helicon branch propagates predominantly at a shallow
angle to the z-axis, whereas the TG branch propagates almost
perpendicular to it.

Looking at the smallest radial wavelength as compared
to the largest axial wavelength, we find that they differ by
about two orders of magnitude. The small radial wavelengths
combined with the scale difference between the radial
and axial directions make it computationally expensive to
simulate these wave fields. Since the TG mode is strongly
damped, it is often excluded from calculations to avoid this
difficulty. However, in practice, TG mode damping leads to
a strong power deposition at the edge, which is important
for igniting and maintaining the plasma, especially at higher
densities.23,26

II. METHODS

Helicon plasmas are typically created in an axisymmetric
configuration, such as the one in fig. 1, and as a result,
have axisymmetric plasma profiles22. This symmetry can
be exploited to massively reduce computational cost by
performing a 2D-axisymmetric simulation instead of solving
the full 3D problem. However, the best-performing helicon
experiments use half-helical antennas23,27 of the type shown
in the bottom of fig. 1. The 3D nature of these antennas breaks
axisymmetry and traditionally makes a full 3D calculation
necessary. Since the wavelength, and therefore the necessary
mesh element size, decreases with increasing density, these
simulations become computationally expensive at high den-
sity. A 3D simulation of a moderate-size plasma then requires
employing a cluster computer, simulating only low densi-
ties or neglecting small wavelengths and therefore the TG
mode which is responsible for most of the power deposition23.

However, it is well known that a small number of azimuthal
modes are responsible for the entirety of wavefields measured
in helicon discharges.28 Our strategy going forward is to split



3

FIG. 1. CAD model of the core components of the Madison AWAKE Prototype (MAP) . Shown are the magnetic field coils, vacuum vessel
with argon plasma, and helicon antenna (center). The antennas used in our simulations are either left-helical (LH) or right-helical (RH). Both
versions are shown at the bottom along with the spatial rotation and propagation directions of the different azimuthal modes denoted by wave
number m. Modes that rotate in a right-handed (red) or left-handed (blue) sense around ẑ are launched in opposite directions. These launch
directions are reversed for opposite antenna helicities. The direction of current flow during one half of the RF cycle is indicated in green.

FIG. 2. Helicon-TG dispersion relation with corresponding axial and
radial wave lengths in a uniform plasma with B = 50 mT, ne = 5 ·
1019 m−3 at f = 13.56 MHz. The dispersion relation splits into the
helicon and Trivelpiece-Gould (TG) branches at the minimum axial
wave number. Axial wavelengths are an order of magnitude larger
than radial wavelengths over most of the dispersion relation and up to
two orders of magnitudes larger in the high β parts of the dispersion
relation.

the antenna currents into discrete azimuthal modes. We can
then solve the 2D-axisymmetric problem for every azimuthal
mode of interest and combine them to reconstruct the full 3D
solution from a small number of 2D-axisymmetric simula-
tions.

A. Azimuthal Fourier Decomposition of Antenna Currents

The lower half of fig. 1 shows examples of half-helical
antennas used on MAP and other high-density helicon
experiments. Overlaid on the structure of the antennas
itself are green arrows indicating the direction of the
currents during one half of the RF cycle. In addition, we
show the cylindrical coordinate system using r̂, ϕ̂, ẑ notation.

Since the skin effect will limit currents to a very thin layer
on the inner side of the antenna we can model the currents on
it as surface currents, flowing only in the ϕ̂ and ẑ directions.
Figure 3 shows the currents of a right-helical antenna (lower
right in fig. 1) in the (φ ,z) plane. Here L is the overall length
of the antenna, dt is the width of the transverse straps or end
hoops, and dh is the width of the helical antenna straps. Lh is
the axial length of the helical part of the antenna.

A geometric analysis of fig. 3, shown in appendix A, es-
tablishes that the surface current components in the azimuthal
(Kφ ) and axial (Kz) directions for an antenna centered at axial
position z = 0 are
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FIG. 3. Flattened geometry of a right-handed half-helical antenna of
the type shown on the bottom right in fig. 1. RF current directions
and magnitudes are shown in green, coordinate system directions and
origin in blue, and general antenna shape and dimensions in black.

Kz =
I0ψ

dh
√

1+ γ2

2

∑
n=0

[
(−1)n+1

Π

(
φ −nπ − πψz

Lh

φw

)]

×Π

(
φ −π

2π

)
Π

(
z

Lh

)
(5)

Kφ =
I0

2dt

[
Π

(
φ −π

2π

)
−2Π

(
φ −π

π

)]
×
[

Π

(
z− zL

dt

)
+Π

(
z− zR

dt

)]
+

γ

ψ
Kz, (6)

where I0 is the total antenna current and the following con-
ventions are used

Lh = L−2dt (7)

γ =
πR
Lh

(8)

φw =
√

1+ γ2 dh

R
(9)

zL/R =∓L−dt

2
(10)

ψ =

{
+1 for a right-helical antenna
−1 for a left-helical antenna

(11)

Π(x) =

{
1 if −0.5 < x < 0.5
0 else

(12)

To perform the azimuthal mode decomposition of the an-
tenna currents, we use the following Fourier series definitions
for azimuthal angle φ and azimuthal wavenumber m

f (φ) = ∑
m

f
∼
(m)eimφ , (13)

f
∼
(m) =

1
2π

∫ 2π

0
f (φ)e−imφ dφ . (14)

FIG. 4. Real and imaginary parts of the Kφ and Kz current densities
for the right-handed antenna on the lower right in fig. 1 for azimuthal
mode number m=1, calculated with eqs. (15) and (16).

A similar transform was used in 11 but there the currents
were simplified as delta functions. After a longer calculation,
shown in appendix B, we find the following surface currents
densities in (m, z) space

K
∼

z =− I0ψ

πR
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
exp
(
− imπψz

Lh

)
Π

(
z

Lh

)
(15)

K
∼

φ = γψK
∼

z +
I0

mπdt
(−1)

m−1
2

[
Π

(
z− zL

dt

)
+Π

(
z− zR

dt

)]
,

(16)

where we have used the definition sinc(x) = sin(πx)/(πx).
Importantly eqs. (15) and (16) apply only to azimuthal modes
with odd m and there are no currents in even m modes. An
example of these mode currents in (m,z) space is shown in
fig. 4 for the m = 1 mode.

Figure 5 shows a reconstruction of the azimuthal compo-
nents of the antenna currents using the first ten modes in
the Fourier series. The currents are reconstructed fairly well
in magnitude and location using this subset and neglecting
higher-order modes. We can therefore expect to model the
helicon wave fields accurately by accounting only for these
first ten modes.

B. Axial Fourier Transform of Antenna Currents

We can take the results from section II A and perform
a Fourier transform between axial coordinate z and axial
wavenumber k to find the antenna power spectrum which will
help establish an analytical starting point for antenna opti-
mization later in section IV. To do so we use the definitions
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FIG. 5. Reconstruction of azimuthal antenna currents Kφ in (φ ,z)
space for the ten lowest order azimuthal modes and comparison to
the real antenna currents. The imaginary parts of the currents in every
±m pair cancel each other. The currents have been calculated using
eqs. (15) and (16) and summed from m = −5 to m = 5 using the
Fourier series in eq. (13).

f
∼∼
(k) =

1
2π

∫
∞

−∞

f
∼
(z)e−ikz dz (17)

f
∼
(z) =

∫
∞

−∞

f
∼∼
(k)eikz dk. (18)

This transformation, detailed in appendix C, yields the fol-
lowing results for the current densities in (m,k) space:

K
∼∼

z =− I0Lhψ

2π2R
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
sinc

[
1
2

(
kLh

π
+ψm

)]
(19)

K
∼∼

φ = γψK
∼∼

z +
I0

mπ2 (−1)
m−1

2 cos(kzR)sinc
(

kdt

2π

)
, (20)

Importantly, eq. (19) contains the power spectrum peak lo-
cation in k-space and the launch direction for any azimuthal
mode. At the K

∼∼
z peak we have

1 = sinc
[

1
2

(
kpeakLh

π
+ψm

)]
(21)

⇒ kpeak =−ψmπ

Lh
. (22)

Positive and negative m modes are therefore launched in
opposite directions and these directions are tied to the antenna
helicity ψ . This results in the launch directions previously
indicated in fig. 1.

C. 2D-Axisymmetric Finite Element Simulations

To compute the helicon and TG wavefields we use the Com-
sol finite-element framework9. Calculation of the wave fields
is achieved in six main steps:

1. Implementation of the experiment’s geometry and as-
sumed or measured plasma density, temperature, and
neutral profiles in a 2D-axisymmetric setup.

2. Calculation of the background magnetic field from the
coil assembly.

3. Calculation of the dielectric tensor modified by colli-
sions.

4. Solving for the RF wave fields in the frequency domain
for discrete azimuthal modes.

5. Combination of azimuthal modes into the 3D solution.

6. Calculation of plasma impedance and scaling of wave-
fields and power deposition by RF input power.

In the following, we will discuss the process in detail.
a. Simulation Geometry Figure 6 shows the repre-

sentation of MAP’s geometry in the Comsol framework.
Innermost is the vacuum vessel containing the plasma. The
walls of the vacuum vessel are modeled as Borosilicate at the
radial boundary and perfect conductors at the end caps. The
vacuum vessel is surrounded by a Faraday screen, modeled
as a perfect conductor. The 14 coils creating the background
field are located outside the Faraday screen. The entire
arrangement is surrounded by an infinite element domain
which is necessary to create a reliable solution during the
background magnetic field calculation.

b. Magnetic Field Calculation The magnetic back-
ground field is calculated from the coil currents using
Comsol’s ACDC module. At the typical MAP operating
point, the field is almost completely homogeneous at 50
mT in the axial direction inside the plasma region and rises
slightly above 54 mT at the ends29.

c. Dielectric Tensor Given the excitation frequency,
electron density, and magnetic field vector the Comsol plasma
module is used to calculate the cold plasma dielectric tensor10

for each point inside the vacuum vessel assuming a singly
ionized argon plasma. Electron-ion and electron-neutral col-
lision frequencies are calculated from temperature-dependent
cross-section data provided by Comsol30. Collisions are
included in the dielectric tensor by replacing me with
me
(
1+ iν

ω

)
24, where ν is the combined collision frequency.

d. RF Mesh An important characteristic of the helicon
and TG waves is the large difference between radial and axial
wavelengths as demonstrated earlier in fig. 2. For Comsol
RF simulations it is generally recommended to have about 10
mesh elements per wavelength. We therefore reduce compu-
tational cost by creating elements with very high aspect ratio
thereby exploiting the order of magnitude difference between
radial and axial wavelengths as demonstrated in fig. 2.
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FIG. 6. Representation of the MAP geometry in Comsol and example of the wavefield solution, in this case for the RMS value of the Bz field
summed over all azimuthal modes. The individual azimuthal modes for this simulation are shown later in fig. 8.

e. RF Solver Solving the Maxwell equations is done in
the frequency domain in cylindrical coordinates under the as-
sumption that any wavefield F(r,φ ,z, t) is of the form

F(r,φ ,z, t) = f (r,z)ei(mφ−ωt), (23)

with ω being the wave’s angular frequency and m being
the azimuthal mode number discussed earlier. Azimuthal and
time derivatives then simplify as

∂

∂φ
→ im (24)

∂

∂ t
→−iω. (25)

The wave fields are driven by the complex-valued an-
tenna surface currents which are implemented according to
eqs. (15) and (16) for a total current of I0 = 1 A. For each
azimuthal mode number m this current density is applied
at the outer vacuum vessel boundary at the antenna’s axial
position as exemplified earlier in fig. 4. While the simulations
shown here are limited to a single antenna at z = 0, additional
antennas with different positions and phases can be added.
To adjust any antenna’s position we replace z in eqs. (15)
and (16) with z − z0, with z0 being the new position. To
introduce a phase shift φ0, we multiply eqs. (15) and (16) by a
factor eiφ0 . The wavefields for all computed azimuthal modes
are then exported for post-processing.

f. Reconstruction of 3D Wavefields The wave fields of
the 3D antenna can be reconstructed from the individual az-
imuthal modes in the same way that the 3D antenna current is
reconstructed according to eq. (13). For any wave field quan-
tity F(r,φ ,z, t) we have

F(r,φ ,z, t) = e−iωt
∞

∑
m=−∞

Fm(r,z)eimφ (26)

To visualize the wavefields it is beneficial to calculate the
root-mean-square value of eq. (26), which is found as

⟨F⟩rms =

√
∞

∑
m=−∞

|Fm|2. (27)

g. Calculation of Power Deposition An important result
of the computational model is the capability to predict the
resistive power deposition inside the plasma as well as the
plasma resistance and reactance.

The cycle-averaged local power deposition density P in the
plasma is simply

P =E ·j (28)

= ∑
m
Em ·jm, (29)

The total plasma impedance Z can be calculated directly
from the total volume-integrated power deposition in the
plasma Ptot as

Ptot =
1
2

I2
0 Z, (30)

where I0 is the amplitude of the antenna current.

h. Scaling of Wavefields with Antenna Current In prac-
tice, the power level in eq. (30) will be set at the RF generator
and we can assume the power to be almost completely ab-
sorbed in the plasma due to an impedance-matching network.
The plasma impedance Z is a property of the plasma itself and
not dependent on the wavefields in it. Therefore, the current
amplitude I0 will adjust to the plasma conditions and input
power levels. The matching network will compensate for the
plasma’s reactance, so only the resistive (i.e. real) part of the
power needs to be evaluated. Since the simulations are per-
formed for 1 A antenna current the real antenna current for a
given input power level can be calculated as26



7

FIG. 7. Radial plasma density profiles used throughout this work,
corresponding to different parameter choices for s, t, and η in
eq. (32).

Ireal = 1 A×

√
Pin

Re(Psim)
. (31)

Since the Maxwell equations and the cold plasma model are
linear, all fields scale linearly with the antenna current.

III. RESULTS

The subsequent results were derived for axially uniform
plasmas with different radial density profiles. These profiles
are all of the form

ne =

{
(1−η)

[
1−
( r

a

)s]t
+η

}
npeak

e , (32)

where s and t define the profile shape and η is the edge
density as a fraction of the peak density. The profiles used
throughout the rest of this work are shown in fig. 7. (A) is a
completely uniform plasma, (B) is a parabolic profile and (C)
is a flat-top profile. The vacuum vessel in fig. 7 is the one used
at the MAP experiment with an inner radius of a= 26 mm and
a wall thickness of 3 mm. The outermost layer at r = 29 mm in
fig. 7 is the location at which the antenna currents are applied
according to eqs. (15) and (16).

A. Significant Modes

The Fourier decomposition strategy described above
allows us to solve for an arbitrarily high number of azimuthal
modes. However, most of these will be strongly damped and
make only a small contribution to the overall wavefields and
power deposition. To demonstrate this effect we show the
Bz wavefield components for the six highest order modes in

FIG. 8. |Bz| wave fields for first six azimuthal modes in an axially
uniform plasma with radial density flat top density profiles of type
(C) in fig. 7. The first two modes, m = ±1, show significant contri-
bution to the overall wavefield while higher order modes up to m±5
yield slight corrections.

fig. 8. These simulations were performed for plasmas with
a uniform temperature of 3 eV and a neutral gas pressure of
10−3 mbar. The plasma density was assumed to be axially
uniform with a radial flat top profile with finite edge density
of form (C) in fig. 7.

We find that only the first two azimuthal modes, m = ±1,
have significant contributions to the overall wavefield, with
the next four modes, m = ±3 and m = ±5, providing small
corrections. Higher order modes such as the m=±7 mode are
even weaker and can be safely neglected. We therefore only
need to perform 2D-axisymmetric simulations of the first four
or six modes to accurately reconstruct the full 3D wavefields.
The 3D reconstruction for this simulation, using eq. (27), has
been shown previously on the right in fig. 6.

B. Comparison to Analytical Dispersion Relation

To validate the model, we can run it in a completely
uniform plasma. A Fourier analysis of the wavefields
should then recover the dispersion relation of eq. (1). We
performed this test for a plasma with a uniform density of
2.5 · 1019 m−3 in a homogeneous 50 mT field with a 10 cm
long right-handed antenna. The two-dimensional Fourier
transform for the Bz wavefields of the m = 1 mode is shown in
fig. 9 on a logarithmic scale. The black curves represent the
analytical dispersion relation according to eq. (1). Unlike the
analytical dispersion relation, the numerical Fourier spectrum
has peaks of finite width due to the bounded nature of the
simulated plasma and the finite resolution provided by the
mesh elements. Forward (positive kz) and backward (negative
kz) as well as inward (negative kr and outward (positive kr)
propagating waves are visible. The computational results
are in agreement with the analytical dispersion relation. We
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FIG. 9. Comparison of the magnitude of the Fourier transform of the
Bz field component in the m =+1 mode to the analytical dispersion
relation in a uniform plasma with ne = 2.5 · 1019m−3, B0 = 50 mT,
f = 13.56 MHz driven by a 10 cm long antenna with 1 cm wide
straps. The magnitude is plotted on a logarithmic color scale in arbi-
trary units.

further find that the TG branch is much weaker than the
helicon branch as we would expect due to the strong damping
of the former.

C. Antenna Optimization

It is experimentally known21 that helicon plasmas are
strongly directional. This effect is clearly visible as a strong
asymmetry in light emission and density profiles around the
antenna location, as shown for example in fig. 10. The top
panel shows operation with a 20 cm antenna. The discharge is
mainly purple and axially symmetric, indicating argon neutral
gas excitation and an inductively coupled plasma. In contrast,
the bottom panel shows operation with a 10 cm antenna. The
plasma has a strongly directional blue core, indicating helicon
operation with strong excitation of ArII ions and good power
coupling. It was shown previously that this directionality
is fundamental to laboratory helicons and arises from the
interaction between the radial electric wavefields with the
radial density gradient and background magnetic field.21 In
fig. 10 the magnetic field points to the left (towards negative
z) such that the waves propagate predominantly to the right
unlike in computational results shown here which all use a
field pointing to the right.

This axial power deposition asymmetry corresponds to
asymmetric wavefields, as shown previously on the right in
fig. 6, where the antenna is located at z = 0 and most of the
wavefields are in the negative z region. This imbalance leads
to asymmetric power deposition around the antenna as shown
in fig. 11 where 64% of power deposition occurs in the nega-
tive z direction. In general, a stronger asymmetry indicates a
better coupling of RF power from the antenna into the plasma.

FIG. 10. Comparison of MAP plasmas using antennas of two differ-
ent lengths with otherwise identical operating conditions at 50 mT
and argon fill pressure of 1 Pa. The top panel shows operation with
a 20 cm antenna. The discharge is mainly purple and axially sym-
metric, indicating mainly neutral gas rather than ion excitation and
an inductively coupled discharge. The bottom panel shows operation
with a 10 cm antenna. The plasma has a strongly directional blue
core, indicating helicon operation and good power coupling.

FIG. 11. Power deposition by the wavefields shown previously in
figs. 6 and 8. Left: Power deposition is mostly located at the edge
due to strong TG mode damping. Right: Radial integration of the
power deposition shows that 64% of the power is towards negative
z values, corresponding to waves propagating predominantly in that
direction. Further, the majority of the power deposition is due to the
m±1 modes as expected from fig. 8.

Based on these experimental findings, we expect anten-
nas of different lengths to yield significant differences in
power coupling and overall helicon plasma performance. To
investigate this issue, we have conducted simulations for
different combinations of antenna length from 4 to 30 cm and
core plasma densities - npeak

e in eq. (32) - from 1018 m−3 to
1020 m−3. These plasmas were axially uniform and had radial
density profiles of the form (B) or (C) in fig. 7. Electron
temperature and neutral pressure were set uniformly to 3 eV
and 10−3 mbar, respectively. The result is shown on the left
in fig. 12 for 400 different combinations of antenna length
and core densities for radial density profiles of type (B).
The contour plot shows the power deposition asymmetry as
a proxy for power coupling efficiency with higher values
indicating better coupling. A value of 50% means that the
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power deposition is symmetric, whereas a value of 100%
means that all power is deposited to the preferred side of the
antenna. We find that for any given core density there exists
an optimal antenna that will couple 66-88% of power into
the preferred side of the plasma and that the ideal antenna
length is strongly dependent on the core density. The optima
trace out a ridge, with higher core densities requiring smaller
antenna lengths.

We conducted the same study with the profile shape (C)
in fig. 7. The results are shown on the right in fig. 12. The
differences in the power coupling between profiles (B) and
(C) landscape are small and mostly show as a narrowing of
the diagonal ridge, thus indicating that the exact radial profile
shape has only a small impact on power coupling efficiency.
The optimized antennas result in power coupling efficiency
ranges from 66-85%, almost the same as for profile shape
(B).

IV. DISCUSSION

Tracing the optima in fig. 12, we find that the ideal antenna
length for a given core density is the same or nearly the same
for both radial profiles. The existence of such an optimum can
be understood by comparing the antenna power spectrum with
the helicon dispersion relation. We can calculate the power
spectrum Kpow in wavenumber space as

K
∼∼

pow =

√∣∣∣K∼∼ z

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣K∼∼ φ

∣∣∣2, (33)

using equations eqs. (19) and (20). An example of such
a power spectrum is given on the left in fig. 13 which
shows the different azimuthal modes in dependence on the
axial wavenumber in an 8 cm long antenna. Crucially, the
helicon-TG dispersion relation in eq. (1) defines which axial
wavenumbers are permissible in a uniform plasma at a certain
density, field strength, and frequency. The right side in fig. 13
shows this dispersion relation for plasma densities ranging
from 1018 m−3 to 1021 m−3. We know experimentally and
from our simulation results in figs. 8 and 11 that only m± 1
modes contribute significantly to wavefields and power
deposition in helicon plasmas. We can therefore focus on the
m = 1 peak in fig. 13 and compare the excited wave numbers
with those allowed by the dispersion relation at different
densities relevant to our plasma, as shown on the right in
fig. 13.

In this example, the antenna power spectrum has a partial
overlap with the dispersion relation at 2 · 1019 m−3 and
3 · 1020 m−3, shown by the red and orange curves, respec-
tively. At 6 ·1019 m−3, the full power spectrum for the m = 1
mode intersects the dispersion relation. In contrast, the over-
lap is negligible for the lowest densities in the 1018 m−3 range,
shown by the purple and brown curves. The same is true at
1021 m−3. We can therefore expect that such an antenna will

optimize power coupling into a mid-1019 m−3 plasma but will
lead to a non-optimized discharge at lower or higher densities.

For a given target density, the optimal antenna length can
be estimated as follows. The dispersion relation in eq. (1)
allows axial wave numbers up to k = β in which case the wave
propagates fully in the axial direction. Inserting this condition
back into eq. (1) we get

kmax =
kw√
1−δ

. (34)

On the other hand the dispersion relation is parabolic with
a minimum at

kmin = 2kw
√

δ . (35)

A good first estimate for the ideal antenna length is then
to engineer a dominant power spectrum peak around the mid-
dle of the axial wavenumber range allowed by the dispersion
relation. We can set this location by means of a parameter
α , anywhere between kmin (α = 0) and kmax (α = 1), with
(α = 0.5) resulting in a peak right at the midpoint. Referring
back to eqs. (7) and (22) we have

∣∣∣∣− ψπm
L−2dt

∣∣∣∣= kmin +α (kmax − kmin) , (36)

where we have for now ignored modifications of the power
spectrum due to the transverse strap currents in eq. (20).

We know that the m = ±1 modes are the only significant
contributors to the overall power deposition. At the same time,
ψ =±1 changes the plasma direction but does not change the
ideal antenna length. Using these constraints and rearranging
eqs. (34) to (36) we find for the ideal antenna length Lideal

Lideal =
π

kw

(
2
√

δ (1−α)+ α√
1−δ

) +2dt , (37)

with kw =
√

2π f neµ0e/B and δ = 2π f me/eB as defined
previously in eqs. (2) and (3), where we have ignored
collisions for this analysis.

Using eq. (37) we can compare our analytical optimization
approach to the simulation data in fig. 12. Figure 14 shows
the ideal antenna length for profile shapes (B) and (C). The
antenna length for a power spectrum peak at the midpoint of
kmin and kmax, i.e. α = 0.5, is shown as the red dotted line and
is in good agreement with the simulation results. Using the
data in fig. 14 we find a best-fit value of α = 0.61. The result
is the green curve in fig. 14 which shows excellent agreement
over two orders of magnitude in density and a factor of seven
in antenna size.



10

FIG. 12. Power deposition asymmetry for axially uniform plasmas with core densities from 1018 m−3 to 1020 m−3 and antenna lengths from
4 to 30 cm. Radial densities profiles correspond to cases (B) and (C) in fig. 10.

FIG. 13. Overlap between the antenna power spectrum of an 8 cm long antenna (left) and the helicon dispersion relation at different densities
ranging from 1018 m−3 to 1021 m−3 (right). Power coupling can be optimized by designing the antenna for a large overlap of wavenumbers
excited by the dominant m =±1 modes with the dispersion relation at the densities of interest.

In practice, creating a plasma of a certain density will re-
quire fulfilling the particle and power balance22,31. However,
the optimization procedure described here can be used to find
the antenna length that minimizes the amount of RF power
needed to achieve a certain target density.

V. SUMMARY

We have developed a new 3D finite element model for
studies of helicon and Trievelpiece-Gould wave propagation
and power deposition in linear devices using realistic repre-
sentations of half-helical antennas. The model uses a Fourier
decomposition of the antenna currents to solve the full 3D
problem through a small number of 2D-axisymmetric simula-
tions. The resulting wavefield and power deposition patterns
are consistent with experimental findings. This new approach
leads to a dramatic reduction in the computational resources
required compared to a direct 3D simulation. We have used
this new capability to optimize helicon power coupling by

changing the antenna length in dependence on the target
plasma density. The optima are independent of the exact
shape of the radial density profile. We are able to reproduce
these findings analytically through a comparison between the
antenna power spectrum and the helicon dispersion relation.
The practical application of this finding is the optimization
of power coupling into a helicon plasma by designing a
half-helical antenna with a length according to eq. (37). Such
an optimized antenna will minimize the RF power needed to
create a helicon plasma with a given target density. We expect
these results to be applicable to any linear helicon device with
a sufficiently homogenous magnetic field.

The research presented here was funded by the Na-
tional Science Foundation under grants PHY-1903316 and
PHY-2308846 as well as the College of Engineering at
UW-Madison.
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FIG. 14. Comparison of the ideal antenna length for profiles with
different core densities for radial profile shapes (B) and (C) in fig. 7.
The optimal antenna length is the same or nearly the same in both
configurations and can be predicted from eq. (37) by engineering a
power spectrum peak that has maximal overlap with the dispersion
relation at a given density. The red dotted curve shows this relation-
ship for a K

∼∼

z peak right in the middle between the minima and max-
ima of the dispersion relation. The solid green curve shows the result
of numerical optimization with the spectral peak at slightly higher
axial wavenumbers.

AUTHOR DECLARATIONS

Conflict of Interest

The authors have no conflicts to disclose.

Author Contributions

Marcel Granetzny: Conceptualization (lead); Data cu-
ration (lead); Formal analysis (lead); Investigation (lead);
Methodology (lead); Project administration (equal); Re-
sources (supporting); Software (lead); Validation (lead);
Visualization (lead); Writing - original draft (lead); Writing -
review & editing (lead). Oliver Schmitz: Conceptualization
(supporting); Funding acquisition (lead); Project ad-
ministration (equal); Resources (lead); Supervision (lead);
Writing - review & editing (supporting).

Appendix A: Antenna Currents in Real Space

Figure 3 shows that the RF currents run in a straight-
forward way through the antenna. Taking the upper center
(z = 0,φ = 2π) as our starting point, the full current I0 will
run diagonally downward across the upper helical strap. The
current splits into upward and downward components at the
left transverse strap. The current recombines at the second
helical strap and runs diagonally upwards towards the right
transverse strap. The current splits there and recombines at

the first helical strap, thus completing the circuit.

It is clear that the transverse straps experience only az-
imuthal currents of value ±I0/2, depending on the azimuthal
coordinate on the strap. Using the rectangle function Π(x) in
eq. (12) we can describe a rectangle-shaped curve of width
w, centered at a position c along an axis coordinate x as
Π((x− c)/w).

Along the z coordinate the left and right transverse straps
are located at zL/R =∓(L−dt)/2. We can describe the current
anywhere on the strap as I0/2 and subtract I0 on the central
segment to account for reversed flow there. Lastly, we have
to divide by the strap width to calculate the surface current
density. We get the following description of the azimuthal
current density on the transverse straps (Kt

φ
)

Kt
φ =

I0

2dt

[
Π

(
φ −π

2π

)
−2Π

(
φ −π

π

)]
×
[

Π

(
z− zL

dt

)
+Π

(
z− zR

dt

)]
. (A1)

We can describe the helical strap currents by the same pro-
cedure. At z = 0 the three helical segments are centered at
φ0 = 0,π and 2π , respectively. The center line of each strap
changes with the z coordinate according to the strap pitch.
Since the antenna is half-helical, each strap completes a 180◦

turn over an axial distance Lh. In right-handed antennas, the
center line is moving up with increasing z. The opposite is true
in left-handed antennas. The helicity-dependent strap pitch is
then π/Lh ×ψ , where ψ is the helicity according to eq. (11).
Each helical strap can therefore be described in dependence
on the start position φ0 as

Hφ0(φ ,z) = Π

(
z

Lh

)
Π

(
φ −φ0 − πψz

Lh

φw

)
Π

(
φ −π

2π

)
,

(A2)

where the last factor ensures that all straps are limited to the
(0,2π) interval. The current magnitude on the helical strap
is simply I0 and can be split into azimuthal components (Ih,φ )
and axial components (Ih,z) as follows

Ih,z

Lh
=

Ih,φ

πR
(A3)

I2
0 = I2

h,φ + I2
h,z (A4)

⇒ |Ih,z|= I0
1√

1+ γ2
(A5)

⇒ |Ih,φ |= I0
γ√

1+ γ2
with γ =

πR
Lh

. (A6)

Another small calculation yields the angular strap width φw
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φw

2π
=

dh,φ

2πR
(A7)

dh

dh,φ
= cos(α) (A8)

tan(α) =
πR
Lh

= γ (A9)

⇒ φw =
√

1+ γ2 dh

R
. (A10)

Combining eqs. (A2), (A6) and (A10) yields the azimuthal
current density on the helical straps (Kh

φ
) as

Kh
φ (φ ,z) =

I0γ

dh
√

1+ γ2
(−H0(φ ,z)+Hπ(φ ,z)−H2π(φ ,z)) .

(A11)

Equation (A5) allows us to calculate the axial component
of the current density directly from eq. (A11). If we were
to draw the same diagram as fig. 3 for a left-handed antenna
we would further find that the axial current directions on the
helical straps are reversed. We therefore have for the axial
current density on the helical straps (Kh

z )

Kh
z (φ ,z) =

ψ

γ
Kh

φ (φ ,z). (A12)

Combining eqs. (A1), (A11) and (A12) gives us the full
description of antenna surface currents

Kz =
I0ψ

dh
√

1+ γ2

2

∑
n=0

[
(−1)n+1

Π

(
φ −nπ − πψz

Lh

φw

)]

×Π

(
φ −π

2π

)
Π

(
z

Lh

)
(A13)

Kφ =
I0

2dt

[
Π

(
φ −π

2π

)
−2Π

(
φ −π

π

)]
×
[

Π

(
z− zL

dt

)
+Π

(
z− zR

dt

)]
+

γ

ψ
Kz, (A14)

as shown previously in eqs. (5) and (6).

Appendix B: Derivation of Antenna Currents in (m, z) Space

We were able to express the surface current as a combina-
tion of box functions Π(φ ,z). Our first step is therefore to
find the Fourier transform of such a function. The definition
we use is the one shown previously in eq. (14), namely

f
∼
(m) =

1
2π

∫ 2π

0
f (φ)e−imφ dφ . (B1)

For convenience, we will drop the 1/2π pre-factor until the
end of this section. For a transform from a general x-space to
ν-space, defined as

g(ν) = F [ f (x)] =
∫

∞

−∞

f (x)e−ixν dx, (B2)

we have the following identities32

F [Π(x)] = sinc
(

ν

2π

)
(B3)

F
[

f
( x

a

)]
= |a|g(aν) (B4)

F [ f (x−a)] = e−iamg(ν), (B5)

where we have used the definition sinc(ν) = sin(πν)/(πν).
Together, they allow us to find the Fourier transform of a rect-
angle function with width w and center c as

F

[
Π

(
x− c

w

)]
= we−iνc sinc

(
νw
2π

)
. (B6)

Applying this result to the transformation of the transverse
strap current in eq. (A1) from φ -space to m-space we have

F
[
Kt

φ

]
=

I0

2dt
e−imπ

[
2π sinc

(
2πm
2π

)
−2π sinc

(
πm
2π

)]
(B7)

=
I0

dtm
(−1)m

[
sin(mπ)−2sin

(mπ

2

)]
(B8)

=
2I0

mdt
(−1)

m−1
2 m odd, (B9)

where we have omitted the axial box functions for brevity.

The helical straps require a transform of the Hφ0 function
from eq. (A2). Using eq. (B6) and again omitting the axial
box function we get

F
[
Hφ0

]
= e−imφ0φw exp

(
− imπψz

Lh

)
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
. (B10)

Importantly, we have assumed that the strap lies fully in the
(0,2π) interval. This is the case on the left in fig. 3 where we
have straps with φ0 values of π and 2π . It is also the case on
the right where we have straps with φ0 values of π and 0. In
both regions application of eq. (B10) to eq. (A11) yields the
prefactor

(
−e−2imπ + e−imπ

)
φw × I0γ

dh
√

1+ γ2
=−2γI0

R
m odd,

(B11)

where we have used eq. (A10) to simplify the expression. The
Fourier transform of the currents in the left and right parts of
fig. 3 then becomes
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K
∼ h

φ (m,z) =−2γI0

R
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
exp
(
− imπψz

Lh

)
m odd,

(B12)

again omitting the axial box function. We still have to ana-
lyze the middle part where we face the problem that the upper
and lower strap are not fully in the (0,2π) interval. Defining
α = ψπ/Lh and β = φw/2, we know that the upper strap in
this zone runs between αz−β and 2π and the lower strap be-
tween 0 and αz+β . We can perform the necessary integration
directly

∫ 2π

0
{H2π(φ ,z)+H0(φ ,z)}e−imφ dφ (B13)

=
∫ 2π

2π+αz−β

e−imφ dφ +
∫

αz+β

0
e−imφ dφ (B14)

=− 1
im

[
e−2imπ − e−2imπ e−imαze+imβ + e−imαze−imβ − e−0imπ

]
(B15)

=
e−imαz

im

[
e+imβ − e−imβ

]
(B16)

=
2ie−imαz

im
sin(mβ ) (B17)

= φw exp
(
− imπψz

Lh

)
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
, (B18)

which is the same as eq. (B10) for φ0 = 0. Using this result
we get the following transform of eq. (A11)

F
[
Kh

φ

]
=

I0γ

dh
√

1+ γ2
F [(−H0 +Hπ −H2π)] (B19)

=
I0γ
(
−1+ e−imπ

)
dh
√

1+ γ2
φw exp

(
− imπψz

Lh

)
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
,

(B20)

which is identical to the solution in the left and right zones,
given in eq. (B12).

By combining eqs. (A12), (B9) and (B12) we get the full
representation of antenna currents in (m,z)-space. Our origi-
nal transform in eq. (14) had a pre-factor of 1/2π . Adding it
and the axial box functions back in we arrive at

K
∼

z =− I0ψ

πR
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
exp
(
− imπψz

Lh

)
Π

(
z

Lh

)
(B21)

K
∼

φ = γψK
∼

z +
I0

mπdt
(−1)

m−1
2

[
Π

(
z− zL

dt

)
+Π

(
z− zR

dt

)]
,

(B22)

as previously shown in eqs. (15) and (16).

Appendix C: Derivation of Antenna Currents in (m, k) Space

To transform from z-space to k-space we use the definition

f
∼∼
(m,k) =

1
2π

∫
∞

−∞

f
∼
(m,z)e−ikz dz, (C1)

as shown previously in eq. (13). We will again drop the 1/2π

prefactor until the end of this section.

Using eq. (B6) it is straightforward to transform the contri-
butions of the transverse strap currents in eq. (B22).

F

[
Π

(
z− zL

dt

)
+Π

(
z− zR

dt

)]
(C2)

= dt sinc
(

kdt

2π

)(
e−ikzL + e−ikzR

)
(C3)

= dt sinc
(

kdt

2π

)(
eikzR + e−ikzR

)
(C4)

= 2dt sinc
(

kdt

2π

)
cos(kzR) , (C5)

where in the second step we have used that zL = −zR as
defined in eq. (10).

We further have to transform the current on the helical
straps in eq. (B21), where the following identity32 will be use-
ful

F
[

f (x)eiax]= g(ν −a). (C6)

The relevant transform then evaluates as follows

F

[
exp
(
− imπψz

Lh

)
Π

(
z

Lh

)]
(C7)

= Lh sinc
(

kLh

2π

)∣∣∣∣
k→k+mπψ

Lh

(C8)

= Lh sinc
[

1
2

(
kLh

π
+mψ

)]
. (C9)

Applying eq. (C5) to eq. (B22) and eq. (C9) to eq. (B21)
and adding back the 1/2π prefactor directly yields the follow-
ing current densities in (m,k)-space

K
∼∼

z =− I0Lhψ

2π2R
sinc

(
mφw

2π

)
sinc

[
1
2

(
kLh

π
+ψm

)]
(C10)

K
∼∼

φ = γψK
∼∼

z +
I0

mπ2 (−1)
m−1

2 cos(kzR)sinc
(

kdt

2π

)
, (C11)

as previously shown in eqs. (19) and (20).
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