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The Bohm criterion is one of the basic points in the treatment
of the formation of a near-electrode plasma sheath. This criterion
was formulated under the assumption that the plasma ions have
zero temperature and electrons are described by the Boltzmann
distribution. In the present paper, we study the influence of the
ionic temperature on the screening of a plane electrode under the
floating or fixed potential. It is shown that the thermal motion of
ions leads to a decrease of the critical value of the ion velocity.

1. Introduction

The study of the formation of a near-electrode plasma
sheath remains to be one of the important problems
of physics for many years. The description of the
modern state of this problem can be found, for
example, in [1-3] and references therein. One of the
general properties of the distributions of the density
of particles and the potential near the surface is
the presence of a near-wall sheath, in which the
screening of the potential of the electrode occurs. The
size of the sheath is usually significantly less than
other characteristic spatial scales, in particular, than
the free path of ions. In this case, the condition of
screening is determined by the Bohm criterion [4],
according to which the velocity of ion motion to
the electrode must exceed the critical velocity U, =
(T./m;)*/2. If this criterion is satisfied, one can calculate
the distributions of electrons, ions, and the electric
potential from the Poisson equation and develop the
asymptotic theory of a near-wall layer [1,2,5]. Such
a theory is necessary for the construction of the
solutions consistent with a distribution in the presheath
region [1].
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It is worth noting, however, that the Bohm
criterion and the corresponding calculations of the
potential of a screened electrode were obtained in the
approximation of cold ions. It is obvious that such
an assumption is valid not always. In particular, it
is not true in the case of thermal plasma. In this
connection, the question arises about how the thermal
motion of ions can affect the Bohm criterion. The
present work concerns an attempt to clear up this
question.

The statement of the problem is formulated in
Section 2. The distribution functions of electrons
and ions are determined on the basis of the Vlasov
stationary equation with boundary conditions which
correspond to the absorption of plasma particles
by the electrode (Section 3). It is assumed also
that, at great distances from the electrode, the
distribution function is Maxwellian, and ions move
directedly to the electrode and possess the thermal
distribution over velocities which is characterized by
the relevant temperature. Just the presence of the
thermal distribution of ions distinguishes the proposed
statement of the problem from the traditional one. The
analysis of the boundary-value problem for the self-
consistent potential of the electric field is carried out
in Section 4.

We applied different means for the construction
of approximate solutions of the problem (Section 5).
The solutions obtained are used for the numerical
study of the problem. In particular, we calculate
the distributions of electrons, ions, and the electric
potential near an electrode absorbing plasma particles.
The results of numerical analysis are discussed in
Section 6.
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2. Statement of the Problem and Input
Equations

We will consider a two-component plasma composed of
electrons and one-kind ions above the plane electrode
(x > 0). The electrode absorbs charged particles of
plasma and is under a floating potential. The field on
the electrode surface is determined from the condition
that the total current across the electrode surface
is zero. Collisions between charged particles are not
considered. We assume that electrons and ions possess
different temperatures, and, in addition, ions as a whole
are moving toward the electrode with some constant
velocity. The temperature and the velocity of directional
motion of ions are considered as parameters which
can take relevant values. We assume also that, at a
sufficiently great distance from the electrode surface,
the condition of quasineutrality for plasma is satisfied.
For the given temperature of ions (T}), it is necessary
to study, first, whether there exists the least (critical)
drift velocity of ions (Ue;) such that if it is exceeded, the
electrode potential will be screened, and, second, how
U, depends on T;.

The input equations are composed from both
the stationary kinetic equations for the distribution
functions of electrons and ions and the Poisson equation
for the potential of the self-consistent electric field. On
the boundary of plasma (x = 0), the condition of
absorption of charged particles by the electrode holds.
The value of the potential on the “electrode—plasma”
boundary (z = 0) is determined from the condition for
the total current across the electrode surface to be zero.
At z = o0, i.e. for sufficiently great distances from the
electrode, we assume that the field is absent.

Thus, it is necessary to find the functions
F,(z,v),0 = e,i, and ®(z) which satisfy the system of
equations

OF,
v ox mey dx Ov

es d® OF,

=0, >0, ve&(—oo,+0); (1)
d*®
o —47‘(’;60710(1'), x>0, (2)

with the boundary conditions

Fe(it, ’U)|I:O,v>0 =0, Fe(xa v)|$—>+oo =

= C e~ mev’/(2Te) [9(\/2(36@0/7716 —0)0(v) + 9(—1))} ;
(3)
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F; ) F——==0 F; ’ =
(@,v) z=0,0>U 1—"7‘:;% (z,v) z—+00
m; 2
= C; exp 5T (v=U)*|0(-v+U), U <0 (4)
®(0) = &g, P(400) =0. (5)

+oo
Here, ny(z) = ny [ Fy(x,v)dv, n, = ny(+00) is the

—00
unperturbed density of particles of the kind o = e,1,
which satisfies the condition of quasineutrality

Z esny =0, (6)

es is the charge of particles of the kind o, C, is the
normalizing constant, U is the velocity of a directional
motion of ions, and

1, if x>0,
””—{a if z<0

is the Heaviside function.

The boundary conditions (3), (4) mean that the
surface has no electrons that move in the direction
from it, and ions must have energies that exceed their
energy at infinity. At great distances (x — +00), only
unabsorbed particles can be present. As for electrons,
they are those moving to the surface or those which
change the direction of motion without collision with the
electrode. Ions can move only to the surface, and their
velocity must exceed the drift velocity. In the case of
collisionless plasma, these requirements are guaranteed
by the corresponding limitations on the velocity of
particles which are described with the help of the
Heaviside #-function.

If the electrode is under a floating potential, then ®g
is determined from the condition of compensation of the
electron and ion currents

Je(0) + J;(0) =0, (7)
where
+o00
L@:@@mﬂwuwz%%/ﬁn@@w (8)
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While solving problem (1)—(7), it is expedient to pass
to the dimensionless quantities

F =2 /An, B = (me/T)Y?; u = (me/T.)2U; 7, = 2,

ed(x)
T,

|x:i)\D7

Ty, .
- i7 (p(.’l?) -

fg(f, 1_}) = (TE/mE)I/QFO(xa U)|w:£/\D,v:(T5/me)1/217;

+oo
Ne (T _ L
’ﬁ‘d(‘f) = TL( ) |w:i>\D =Ng / fo(Z, U)d'U;
J ( ) +oo
P o\ T B o
jo'(x) = Jt} |a::z)\D = ZoNgo / /Ufg'(l‘7 'U)dU,

1/2
) is the Debye electron radius and

Here, A\p = (r%m
e =|eel.

Below, we will use mainly the dimensionless
quantities (9). The cases requiring to use other

dimensionless or dimensional quantities will be indicated
separately. To simplify the form of formulas, the bar over
dimensionless quantities is dropped in what follows.

In terms of the dimensionless variables (9), problem
(1)—(7) takes the following form:

o o d g
”%’%ﬁ%{, =0, >0, ve (oo, +o0); (V)
d%p - /
@:_ E zana(x), x>0(0’=€,’t), (2)

fe(xvv)‘w=0,11>0 =0, fe(xav)|x—>+oo =

= Cee V'/? {9 (\/Tcpo — v) O(v) + 9(—1})} ; (3"

fi(xvv) Oa fi(fﬂ,’U)

1— 2zi¢0

miu

z=0,v>u xT—+00
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= C;exp { i (v— u)ﬂ 0(—v +u), u<O0;

2,

©(0) = @0, p(+00) = 0;

Z ZeNg = 0.

The quantity ¢ is determined from the condition
je(o) +.71(0) =0.

3. Stationary Distribution Functions and
Self-Consistent Distributions
of Currents and Charges

The solutions of Eq. (1’) with the boundary conditions
(3') and (4') look as

fola,v) = Coe™ " 22 @ [0(1/2[p(x) — 9(0)] — v)8(v)+

+ 6(—v)], (10a)
r—
— iy 14 EE .
fi(z,v) = Cie o m? T g ( 1+ 221902 +u)
m;v
(10b)
or
-

m

iy 1+2z”’(§)~u

filw,v)=Cie 7" T

0<v

where () is the Heaviside function. In the construction
of functions (10a)—(10c), we wused the method of
characteristics and the structure of the given functions
at infinity, where the field is absent.

Using formulas (10a) and (10b), we can find
ny(z),0 = e,i. In view of the condition of normalization

C. = \/z (1 + erf\/—<p(0)) )
we have

— ega(ac) 1 +erf\/ 90(1') _ 90(0)’ x>0
1+ erfy/—¢(0)

(10c)

(11)

1).
(12)

(ne

ne(7)
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Under the condition |¢(x)| < |¢(0)|, formula (12)
describes the Boltzmann distribution of electrons usually
used in similar problems.

For ions, respectively, we get

u

C; = /e_%(”_")zdv =\ 2 (13)

ni() = mi— 70 C-uaS)e s
VT e —u/VES)? - zmpla)/ T,

S; = % (14)

We now consider the electron and ion currents
J,(x), o = e,i, which are necessary for the
determination of the potential on the region boundary.
The calculations on the basis of formulas (10a), (10b),
(11), and (13) give

2 ero
Je(0) = \/Zl—i—ezrf\/jp()' (15)

If the electrode is under a floating potential, then the
quantity ¢o = ¢(0) can be determined from condition
(7"). Using formulas (15) and (16), we obtain

f o \/55‘
7r1+erf\/—<p0_zmz 7Y

or (with regard for the condition of quasineutrality (6'),
zin; = 1)
evo m
= ] Lu+s.
1+ erfy/—pq 2u+ '
For the further consideration,
introduce the notation

(17)

it is convenient to

- uT41/2 m;
U = 2 = U J, 18
NI 5 (18)
Then formula (14) and Eq. (17) take the form
i +o0 (§Ti1/2 _ U) €_€2df

S
o

\/(STil/Q B 0)2 o
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,/ +SZ,

e’
14 erf«/—gpo

(0 <0 T>0, g <0). (20)
4. Boundary-Value Problem for the
Self-Consistent Potential of the
Electric Field and Its Analysis
The boundary-value problem (2'), (5'), (6') can be

written, with regard for the formulas obtained, in the
following form:

d? -
T;ﬁz_zza”o(%@o,uﬂ), x>0, (21)
¢(0) = w0, @(+00) = 0. (22)

Here, n4(p;p0,U,T;) are determined, respectively, by
formulas (12) and (19) and ¢ can be found from Eq.
(20) or can be given as an additional condition in the
case of a fixed potential of the electrode.

We will write problem (21), (22) in a form more
convenient for its study. In this case, we will use the
condition of quasineutrality z;n; = 1 and, taking into
account that the quantities p(z),u and U take negative
values, make substitution

o) = —lp(@), w=—lu, U=-|U| (23)
Then formulas (12) and (19) and Eq. (20) become

1ol L+ erfy/|oo| — |
ol iol) = e LTV IO 1L (12)

1+ erfy/|¢o]

€T} +|U])e ¢

T =
(101, mf/¢wm+m+ﬂﬁ&
(19)
e~ lwol
e = s G0 e
Thus, we are faced with the necessity to solve

the following nonlinear boundary-value problem (the
modulus sign for the quantities ¢, pg,u, U is dropped):

d2<p

ﬁ = f(§079003 U,ﬂ)a T > Oa (25)
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Fig. 1. Dependence of o on U, U € [0; Umax(T})] for various
valuesof T;: 1 -T; =0, 2-T; =0.1; 8-T; =1

©(0) = o, ¢(+o0)=0. (26)

Here, o = 900(0,Ti) is determined from Eq. (24), and
f(@; 0,U,T;) looks as

_plterfy/po — ¢ n
1+ erf\ /g

Flp;00,U,T;) = —
e §T1/2+U) —def

f/\/ =

0, U>0

(27)

§T1/2 +U +z,;<p

With regard for substitutions (23), the dimensionless
velocity of ions U and the potential ¢(x) in terms of
dimensional quantities take the form

- ed
U=-U\lgp¢="7 (28)
Equation (24) from which we obtain ¢g = ¢(0), is an

important component of the statement of the problem,
and, therefore, we consider it separately. In this case,
the calculation algorithm of this quantity is as follows:
we take some admissible value of the parameter T;
which determines the interval [0; Upax (7;)], in which the
parameter U is varied. Then, for every U from the given
interval, we determine g as the root of Eq. (24). Thus,
wo = wo(U,T).

The form of Eq. (24) allows us to draw some general
conclusions about its roots. In this case, we are interested
only in nonnegative roots.

Let fi(po) = e #°/[1 + erf(y/90)], wo > 0, and
1134

The functions fi1(pg) and fg(U,ﬂ,mi) have
following properties:

the

f1(0) =1,  fi(+00) =0;
fg(ﬁ,O,mi) = U\/ﬂ'/mz‘; fg(O,T,-,mi) = Sz Z 0,
VT; > 05 fa(oo,Tj,m;) = 00.

For every fixed value of 7; > 0, the function
fg(U,Ti7mi) is a monotonically increasing function of
U, and Eq. (24) has a root only for those values of U,
for which fo(U,T;,m;) < 1.

For every T, > 0, the quantity U varies in the
interval [0; f]max(Ti)], and

SN

de

X [Uipae(T)] = Ui (0) = 4/ (29)
T > s
In the case of hydrogen ions, UmaX(O) = /m;/T ~

V18367 ~ 24.17.

Thus, YU € [0; Upax( T;)], Eq. (24) has a single root
wo = Lpo(U T;), and, for U = U <(T;), the root of this
equation ¢g = 0.

The plots of the function ¢y = oo (U, T;) for various
values of T; > 0 are given in Fig. 1.

If we pass to the limit 7; — 0 in Eq. (24), we obtain

—leol

e - |7

—=U,/—. 24/

1+ erfy/|o| m; @)
Thus, there are no essential limitations on the

existence of the solution of Eq. (24). But it is obvious
that the boundary-value problem (25)-(27) has a
solution not for each solution of Eq. (24). We are
interested in: under which conditions there exist the
nontrivial solutions of the given problem and how these
conditions depend on parameters of the problem. We
note that problem (24)—(27) has always the trivial
solution ¢(x,pp) = 0 which corresponds to the case
where U = Umax(ﬂ-).

Let us study the function f(y; ¢o, U, T;). We consider
the general case where the quantity 7T; takes any values,
ie. Ty € [0;1], and U € [0; Upax(T3)]. We note that, for
a given T} > 0 and any U € [0; UmaX(Ti)],  varies from
0 to wo(U).
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As seen, the function f(¢; ¢o, U, T;) has the following
properties:

1) £(05¢0,U0,T;) =0, (30)

_plterfypo — o L U

1+ erf\/po [ &+ o
(31)

Formula (31) is not defined at the point (o = 0,7 =
0) which is the essentially singular point of function (31).
Therefore, we take U > 0.

We note that relation (31) corresponding to
the case where 7T; = 0 differs from the charge
distribution calculated for Boltzmann electrons [1] by
the additional factor (1+ erfy/pg — @)/ (14 erf /@) .
It is obvious that, as ¢o > ¢(z), this factor
tends to umity, and, as z — 0 (p(z) — o),

(1+erf\/<,007—)/(1—|—erf\/7) i

el terfvioo—¢ 1+ erfy/po —
1+ erf\/po

2) f(p;0,U,0) = —

3) f(¢;$0(0),0,T;) = 24

+ e#i#/Ti <1 —erf Z;O) , (T >0, U= 0), (32)

%

67@0

1+ erf, /<poJr

/ (€1 + U)e€ de
Vi

§T1/2 + U + 20

4) f(9007¢07077_‘1) ==

5) F(g0; 60, 0,0) < U

¥o; ¥o, U, = - =+
1+ erf, /0 /{2 ¥ 200
or, according to (24'),

i

- e U
o5 o, U,0) = =U — t
i VU2 + zio

_olterfypo — ¢ n

6) £,(p500,U,T;) = oty

e~ ¥

1—|—erf./ Do A/ T 900_
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o (e U) e

_ A , T; >0, (33)
VT 12 | 7\? ’
0 [<§Ti +U) +Zi80:|
- _J1+erfy/pog—op
7) fo(9i00,U,0) = wHer\/f\/qTio "
e~ %o 1 Z; U J
n _z , U >0,
Lrefyeo Valeo =) 2 /(02 4 zig)
(34)
/ T 1 e
8) fw(O;QOOaUan) =1+ \/ml +erf\/% B
/ =, T, 20, (35)
§T1/2 +U)
(0. 7 — ! e &
9) f5(0;400,U,0) =1+ JTgo L+erfy /g0 202 (36)
1+erf 0, max
10) fo(#3%0(0),0,T;) = 1+e;/fF
max
e —®0,max
1 +erf\/m\/<,00T
Zi )T, Zip zi 1 !
4 Zemie/T (1 —erf > = (37
T; T; T; ﬁm ( )

©0(0).

2(a, b), we present the plots of the functions

where T; > 0, and g max = max po(U) =
U>0

In Fig.

y=1f (90; 0, 0,Ti) , p € {0; @0(0)} for certain values

of T; € [0; 1]and U € {O; Unmax(T3) .

of these plots, we used Eq. (24) and formula (27).
Formulas (33)—-(37) yield the following properties of

In the construction

the function f, (gp; Yo, ﬁ,Ti)
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Fig. 2. Plots of the function y = f ¢;00,U,T; ,o € 0; gog(U) , for various values of the parameters 73(0 < 7; < 1) and U =
kUmax(T}), 0.001 < k < 0.5. (a): T; = 0; 1 — 0.001; 2 — 0.01; 3 — 0.02; 4 — 0.029; 5 — 0.1; 6 — 0.5. (b): T; = 1; 1 — 0.001; 2 — 0.01; 3 —

0.02; 4 -0.1; 56— 0.5

1259 f (0;¢,,U,T,)

I/

0,754
0,50
432 1

0,251
0,004
-0,25
-0,50
-0,754
-1,004
1,25+ [J
0,0 0,5 1,0 1,5 2,0 2,5

Fig. 3. llzq’lots of the ifunction ffp 0;¢0,U,T; , as a function of

ﬁ, Ue 0; ﬁmaX(Ti) for various values of the parameter T;: 1 —
0;2-0.1;,3-05; 4-1

1) For all admissible values of T; and U, the
derivative f, <<p; ©o, U,T,) does not exist for ¢ = ¢y,
ie. lim f;, (go;gao,U,Ti) =+ooas ¢ — @y — 0.

2) If U > 0, the derivative fo (<p; ©o, U, 0) exists for
© = 0 and is determined by formulas (35) and (36); for

U = 0, the derivative for ¢ = 0 does not exist, according
to (37).

3) For sufficiently small values of the parameter
U, fo(@5 o, ...) changes the sign from the negative to

positive one on the change of ¢ from 0 to ¢o(U), and,
hence, it has local minimum.
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4) For each fixed value of T; > 0, the function
ffp (O;cpg, U,TZ) changes the sign from the negative to

positive on the change of U from 0 to (Zmax(@-);
therefore, there exists such a (critical) value U = Uy,

at which f, [0; Lpo(Ucr),Ucr,Ti] = 0. The presented

properties of the function f (gp;g@o,U,Ti) are used on

the establishment of the conditions of the existence of
nonzero solutions of problem (24)-(27).

In Fig. 3, we give the plots of the function
fo (O;<p0, U,ﬂ) as a function of U, U € [0; f]max(TZ)} )
These plots demonstrate the dependence of the behavior
of the given function on the parameter U for various
values of T; > 0 and the dependence of the point of the
crossing of the axis 0U by the plots of the given function,
Uer, on T. In the construction of these plots, we used Eq.
(24) and formulas (35) and (36).

5. Construction of Approximate Solutions of
the Problem

Equation (25) has fixed point ¢ = 0,YT; > 0,YU €
[O; Umax(Ti):|, and, therefore, problem (24)—(27) has

trivial (zero) solution ¢(x;¢g,U) = 0 which corresponds

to the value of the parameter U = Upax(Ti). We are

interested in nontrivial solutions of problem (24)—(27).
Consider the boundary-value problem

©" = f(p), >0; p(0) =y, p(+00) =0, (38)

ISSN 0503-1265. Ukr. J. Phys. 2007. V. 52, N 12
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where ¢y > 0, and the function f(y) is continuous on
the interval [0;¢p], continuously differentiable on the
interval [0;¢p), and satisfies the condition f(0) = 0.
We would like to know which (additional) conditions
must be satisfied by the function f(¢) in order
that problem (38) have a nonzero solution 0 <
w(z, po) < o corresponding to the screened field. Let a
solution of the given problem, o(x; o), exist. Then the
relations "' = f(@)so, 0% =2f(p)dp, ¢*(z)=
_fo d<P+C'1—2ff )d§+C1, and (£ = ()
$o
are Vahd. The conditions p(400) = 0 and ¢”(+00) =0

Po
yield ¢'(+00) = 0, C1 = =2 [ f(£)d¢, and, therefore,
0

©
O (z) = 2 [ f(§)d€. The last relation yields the first

0
necessary condition which must be satisfied by the
function f(p):

©
JEGLETRZE (39)
0
For  problem  (24)-(27), where the function
f(o;00,U,T;) is determined by formula (27), it was

shown that there exist the values of the parameter
U such that f(g;p0,U,T;) < 0 if ¢ € [0;0.(U)] C
[0; ©o(T)]. Therefore, for such U, problem (24)—(27) has
no solution. We can show that the exact solution of
problem (38) given implicitly looks as

Yo

=T, T Z 0. (40)

The divergence of the integral on the left-hand side
of Eq. (40) as * — +oo (in this case, ¢(x) — 0) is
the second necessary condition which must be satisfied
by the function f(y). For example, in the case where
f(@) = ¢™,n > 1, both the first and second conditions
are satisfied, and the boundary-value problem (38) has
a solution. In the case where f(¢) = /@, the first
condition is satisfied, and the second one does not hold;
therefore, problem (38) has no solution.

The presented conditions are the necessary ones
for the existence of a solution of problem (38). If
f5(0) > 0 in this case, we will consider that boundary-
value problem (38) has a solution. In particular, for
f(0) > 0, the expansion f(p) = f'(0)¢ + O(¢?) is
valid in a neighborhood of the point ¢ = 0, i.e. f(p) =
1/(0)p. Therefore, integral (40) is divergent for the given

ISSN 0503-1265. Ukr. J. Phys. 2007. V. 52, N 12

function as ¢ — 0, and the conditions of existence
of a solution of problem (38) are satisfied. If f,(0) =
0, then, in a neighborhood of ¢ = 0, the expansion
f(p) = 1f"(0)¢? + O(¢?) holds, i.e. f(p) ~ ap?, where
a = f"(0)/2. Then, if a > 0, problem (38) has also a
solution for the given function, namely,

-2
6 6 _
plrip0) = - <x+\/;900 ”2> @ >0; 9o >0. (41)

Formula (41) implies that ¢(z;¢¢) — 0, as x — 400
by the power law; whereas, for f(¢) = ¢, v(z;¢0) — 0
by the exponential law as x — 4o0.

Earlier, it has been shown that, for every fixed value
of T; > 0, there exists such (critical) value of U =

ﬁcr(Ti)7 at which fg/o |:Oa ¢O(chr)aUcr7Tii| =0 If ﬁ >
(Nfcr(Ti)7 then f:o [O;@O(Ucr),ﬁcr,Ti} > 0, and therefore

1 (@;‘PO)ﬁsz) > Oand f (@; 3007U,Ti) > 0 for all >
0. Thus, at U > U, problem (24)—(27) has a nonzero

solution which can be presented in the form (40). In the
case where U = U,, in a neighbohood of the point ¢ = 0,

the eXpanslon f (4107 o, UaTi) = %fﬂ ( ;3 P05 Ua Tl) <)0 +

O(p?) is valid. That is, f ((p;gpo,U,To ~ ap?, where

31" (0; 0, U, T,
problem (24)—(27) also has a solution.

If we pass from Eq. (25) to the system of equations for
@ and ¢’, then the point ¢ = 0, ¢’ = 0 in the phase plane
(p, ¢') is an isolated singular point of the given system
of equations. Depending on a value of the parameter U,
this point changes its type. Namely, we have a saddle
singular point at U > U, and a center at U < U,,. At
U = U,,, the point ¢ =0, ¢ =0 is a nonelementary
singular point. Thus, the parameter U is a bifurcation
parameter of the problem, and the value U = U is
critical or the bifurcation point for the given parameter.

In Fig. 4, we give the plot of U versus T} (the
reduced temperature of ions), and Fig. 5 presents the

) on 7 € [0;1]. Tn this

a = ) Therefore, if a > 0, then

dependence of ¢g.cr = ¢ (Um T;

case, we used that Ucr(ﬂ) is a solution of the following
system of nonlinear equations:

+

1 e %o
1+ _ / 0,
VTpo 1+ erfy /oo §T1/2 + Uy)?

—%0 _
€ U, l + 5;,

=U, 42
1+ erf, /g m; (42)
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0,8‘: U
071
0,6‘3
0,5‘2

0,47

0,3 ] T T T T 1 T
0,0 0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1,0 ¢

Fig. 4. Dependence of f]cr on T; (the reduced temperature of ions),
T; € [0;1]

where S; = (T;/mi)"* | g0 = ¢o(Uet), Uex = Uer(T5).
If g is fixed, then Ucr(Ti) is determined by the first
equation from the above-presented ones.
In the case of a floating potential,

+oo 2
1 7 S & e S de _
7 (U“V o 5i) =3k | iy = 0 from

system (42), and this relation yields

+oo 2
(A m e S de
= (Ol s) oo

(43)

we get

By substituting (43) in (24), we get the equation for U,
- 2
1 Ue T; ~
o |3 (BTN Y,
m; \%I(Ucr,Ti) -1 m;

Uer + T,/
N (%I(UCHTZ-) - 1)

x |1+ erf

(44)

—+ 00

-~ 2
Here, [(Uer, T) = [ —Sm-%—: T; > 0; and
0

(6T} * +0er)?”

0;1/@—”5 .
™ my

In the case where T; = 0, Egs. (42) look as

U, €

1427 S
VTpo 1+ erfy /g 202, ’

e~ ¥o 0 Y U
HTW = cr\/E» SDO—SDO( cr)7
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2,85—]

2,904
] ¢U,Kp

2,801
2,751
2,701

]

2,651

2,604
2,551

2,50 T T T T T T T T
0,0 0,2 0,4 0,6 0,8 1,0 ~i

Fig. 5. Dependence of ¢g - on T;, T; € [0;1]

73
and we have ,/pg = %

last formula implies that the inequality z; — Qﬁfr >0
or Uy < /3 = 2yz ~ M2 52— 070717,
(z = 1,2,...) must be satisfied.

We note that, in the case of the Boltzmann

distribution of electrons at T; = 0 [1, 2|, the equations
for U, take the form 1 — 2;/(2U2) = 0. Therefore,

Uee = 2/Z = 0.7071,/7.
With regard for the deviation of a distribution of
electrons from the Boltzmann one, we have, respectively,

. 2
1 (20 PN
mi \ z; — 202 N my

instead of (43). The

exp

203,
Vi (- 202,)

Zi

.

x |1 +erf 5 Ucr S <07

On the construction of an approximate solution of
problem (24)—(27), we may use various methods [6-10].
In particular, the exact solution of the given problem is
given implicitly in the form (40). With regard for the
dependence of x on ¢ and parameters of the problem,
formula (40) takes the form

®o ¥o
o (pon0.m) = [ —= - [ Foaz,

where F(¢) = 1/\/2f§f(<;0,ﬂ)d<, £ €lpipol, v €
05 o]
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Fig. 6. Dependence of the potential ¢ = ¢ z; ¢o, U,T; on the coordinate z for various values of the parameters T; and U = U, + 6.
(a): Ty =0;(b): Ty =1,1-6=10"%2-10"3;,3-1072; 4 - 1071, 5-1; 6 - 5; 7- 10

Let ¢, = nhy, hy = ¢o/N, n = 0,1,...,N;
Po
zn(p0) = 2(pniwo) = [F(&d, n = 0,1,...,N;
Po v
fEO(CPO) = f F(E)df = +00, .TN(SD()) =0,
0
Pn41

Tn(p0) = Tpy1(po)+ [ F(§)dE, n=N—-1,N-2,. 1.

San
Thus, for the calculation of z,, we have the
TEeCUITence process

2 (00) = L(90, U, Ti) + Zny1(0),

n=N-1,N-2..1; xn(go) =0, (47)
- Prt1 N
where In(goo,U,Tl-) = f F(f, (POanTi)dSa n =
P2 o $o
=1,2,..N—1 I = [F(&d§, In-1 = [ F(§)d;
®1 PN-1

Pn+1 _ M (n)
L= [ Fede ~ 2xmen vl A () de,
Pn
(n) _ Pn+1 — Pn Pn+1 T Pn @ @
if Pnt+1 — Pn = hgov Vn = 1aN_17 Mk € [_171]5
5(”)
. k ~
Bo= T F (") = 1/4|2 [ f(Geo0.T)d,
0
gl(cn) 6(n} M 5(") (n)
J FQd¢ = =537 Apf(&i), where ¢ = 35—, 44—,

n€-L1; k=1,M; n=1,N—1.
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While solving problem (24)—(27) by the difference
method, we put the given problem in correspondence
with a nonlinear difference boundary-value problem
which approximates the differential problem to within
the order of the square of a step of discretization and
is a system of nonlinear equations, whose solution is
determined with the help of the Newton method.

On the solution of (24)-(27) by the method of
its reduction to a Cauchy problem, we put the given
boundary-value problem in correspondence with the
Cauchy problem with the initial conditions

Yo

o0 =0, ¢O =ep =~ |2 [ f(60.0.1:) de
O (19)

We are interested in the solutions which are positive,
monotonically decreasing, and tend to zero as x — +o0.
Therefore, we take the “~” sign. An approximate solution
of the posed Cauchy problem can be found also by one
of the well-known methods, for example, by the Runge—
Kutta method, by reducing it to an implicit difference
scheme with the following use of one of the iteration
methods, etc. [6-9].

Let U < Ug,. Then the equation f (<p; ©0, U,ﬂ) =0,
S [0; @O(U] , has the root ¢ = ¢.(U) # 0 in addition
to the root ¢ = 0. That is, f [goc(ﬁ);goo(ﬁ), U7TZ} = 0.
We can show that, in this case, ¢(x) — ¢, as x — +0o0,

which does not correspond to the conditions of the
boundary-value problem. If U — U, then ¢, — 0.
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Fig. 7. Plots of the potentials ¢ in the case where T; = 0 and for
various U. 1 — U = Uer ~ 0.7037; 2 — U =~ 1.2188; 3 — 2.1111; 4 —
0.4976; 5 — 0.3147
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Fig. 8. Dependence of the total current (jo = (Je(0) + J;(0))/J¢n)
passing across the electrode surface on the field potential on
the electrode surface (pg = —e®/T.) for various values of the
parameters T; and U = Uy + 6. (a): T;=0; (b): T; =1,1-0; 2—
1074 3-1073%, 4-10"2,5-10"%, 6 -1
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Fig. 9. Dependence of the total current (jo) passing across the
electrode surface on the field on the electrode surface (¢g) for
various values of the parameter T; and for U = 0.70369 ~ Ucr(O)7
1-0;2-1

6. Numerical Analysis and Conclusions

On the execution of numerical calculations, we used
solutions of problem (25)—(27) which were obtained
by different methods. In this case, we have considered
the cases of both a floating potential of the electrode
[condition (24)] and a fixed potential. In the latter case,
po was assumed to be given. The typical dependences
of the potential for various values of the temperature
of ions and the drift velocity are presented in Figs.
6, 7. Figures 6,a,b correspond to the floating potential
of an electrode, and Fig. 7 does to a fixed one. The
dependences of the current on the electrode potential
are given in Figs. 6-9. The numerical results obtained
on the basis of various calculation schemes which realize
the obtained solutions coincide with a sufficiently high
accuracy. This enhances the reliability of the obtained
numerical results. Their analysis shows:

1. For every value of the temperature of ions Tj,
there exists the own critical velocity of a drift of ions Uey
which is a lower bound for the drift velocity, beginning
from which problem (25)-(27) has nonzero solutions
satisfying the condition of monotonous tending to zero
with increase in the distance from the electrode plane.
The dependence of U., on the temperature of ions T; is
shown in Fig. 4. If U < U,,, then, under condition (34)
(a floating potential of the electrode) as © — o0, the
potential has a finite value or can be nonmonotonous in
the case of a fixed potential of the electrode (Fig. 7).

2. A numerical value of the critical velocity of a drift
of ions decreases with increase in the temperature of ions
T;. Tt reaches the greatest value at T; = 0 (Fig. 4).
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3. Near the critical velocity of a drift, the field
potentials — solutions of problem (24)—(27) — coincide
for different T; with a sufficiently high accuracy, i.e. they
depend weakly on the temperature of ions. On the other
hand, the field potentials for different T; and for the same
drift velocity can significantly differ from one another.

4. Near the critical velocity of a drift, the total
current (jo = j(0) = j.(0) + 5;(0)), which passes across
the electrode surface, depends on the field potential
on the electrode surface g, on the drift velocity of

ions, and weakly depends on the temperature of ions
T, (Fig. 8(a,b)).
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IIPO BILJIUB TEIIJIOBOI'O PYXY IOHIB
HA KPUTEPI1 BOMA

A.TI'. Bazopoonit, I.B. Pozaav
PeszowMme

Kpurepito Boma HaieXkuTh OfHE 3 OCHOBOIIOJIOXKHUX MICIb P
po3miisiaii mpobsemMu (pOpMyBaHHST IPHUEJIEKTPOHOTO IIapy I1J1a3-
wmu. Ieit kpurepiit chopMyIbOBAHO y IPHUITYINEHH], IO i0HK mIa3-
MU MalOTh HYJIbOBY TEMIIEPATYPY, & PO3IOIIJI €JIEKTPOHIB € OOJIbII-
MaHOBHUM. Y Iiii pobOTi JOCJIiPKEHO BILIUB TEIJIOBOTO PYXy iOHIB
Ha YMOBY €KpaHyBaHHs ILJIOCKOI'O €JIEKTPOja, IO IepebyBae siK
il IJIaBalovYuM, Tak i 1ig 3aganuM noreniagom. [Tokazano, mo
TEIJIOBUI PyX 10HIB IPUBOJUTH JI0 3MEHIIEHHs] KPUTUYHOTTIIO 3HA-
YeHHs IBUIKOCTI 10HIB.
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