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The discussion of electron plasma oscillations is extended to include some of the effects of boundaries.
[t is first shown that an electron taking part in a traveling plasma oscillation will be reflected at a sheath
of infinitesimal thickness with velocity appropriate to the oscillation traveling in the reverse direction. This
means that standing waves may be built up without loss at the sheaths. This approach is extended to sheaths
where a finite time of penetration is necessary before reflection occurs and also to the case of reflection at
metallic electrodes. In both cases expressions for the damping are derived and it is concluded that for low
pressure discharges damping resulting from imperfect reflection from electrode sheaths may be comparable
with collision damping but that damping arising from conducting electrodes is unimportant.

The excitation of the plasma by sharp beams is considered briefly and expressions are derived for the
energy transfer of a beam to growing and of stationary amplitudes. It is pointed out that beams should
excite oscillations only when a regular geometry exists. With irregular geometry bunching pulses are to be
expected, of the type observed by Merrill and Webb. A detailed analysis is given of the bunching and of the
Merrill and Webb experiments. Good agreement is obtained if one assumes that the pulses are maintained
because high harmonic waves in the pulse cannot be shielded out by the plasma. These feed back energy
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towards the cathode and continuously modulate the beam.

I. INTRODUCTION

IN two previous paperst? we have developed a theory
of oscillations of an unbounded plasma describing
the origin of medium-like behavior, and some of the
conditions under which plasma oscillations become
unstable. In this paper, we extend these results to
include the effects of boundary walls, which are espe-
cially important in discharge tubes.

II. REFLECTION OF PLASMA WAVES AT A
PLASMA BOUNDARY

In a discharge tube a plasma is usually bounded by a
positive ion sheath, the thickness of which depends on
the ion density and on the electrode potential, but which
is usually of the order of 0.1 mm thick. This sheath
surrounds the boundary electrode and shields it from
the rest of the plasma. Within the sheath all those
positive ions which strike the sheath edge as a result of
thermal motions are accelerated, while all but a very
few of the most energetic electrons are repelled. Since
the sheath potential drop is usually of the order of
several times the mean kinetic energy of the plasma
electrons, one can as a first approximation neglect the
few electrons which are not reflected, and assume that
the process of reflection of electrons is elastic. The elec-
trons do, however, penetrate part of the sheath, with
the result that the time taken for an electron to be
reflected is of the order of 1071 second, which is also
of the order of a period of a plasma oscillation. Further-
more, the time required for reflection is not the same for
all reflections, since the faster electrons penetrate
further into the sheath than do the slower ones.

We must now investigate the effect of these processes
on the reflection of a plasma wave. When a plasma wave
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is present, each particle experiences a small periodic
shift in velocity and in its contribution to the net charge
density, which depends on the amplitude and wave-
length, according to reference 1, Egs. (12) and (4). The
important question here is whether the electrons which
rebound from the sheath come off with velocity per-
turbations which have a phase and amplitude appro-
priate to a reflected wave. One can see that because each
electron experiences a phase lag in the process of reflec-
tion, it may turn out that all of the energy of the inci-
dent wave does not appear as a single reflected wave.

Let us first consider the idealized case of a sheath of
infinitesimal thickness, so that there is no phase lag on
reflection. We take the reflecting plane to be z=0, and
consider a wave of propagation vector with com-
ponents (o, o, k). The analysis is easily generalized for
waves with « and y components of the propagation
vector.

In this section we shall show that the bounded plasma
permits the existence of standing plasma waves in
which the reflection of particles at the boundary does
not give rise to energy losses. Let us consider the
standing wave

o= ¢0[ei(kz—wl)+e—1(Irz+wt)],

do/dz= iksoo[ei(kz—wl)_ e‘i(l\‘z—i-wt)].

(1

The potential has an antinode at the boundary, the
field has a node, as is easily seen by taking the real parts
of the potential and field.

A particle of velocity V,, according to reference 1,
Eq. (12), has a velocity perturbation

kaOO ei(kz—wt) —1(kz+wt)

m w—kVq,

€k<po €
m wt+kl, .

(2)

1z2=

Immediately after such an electron rebounds from
the plane, the z component of its total velocity, per-

992



PLASMA OSCILLATIONS

turbed plus unperturbed, is reversed, while the other
components are left unaltered. Thus the electron be-
comes a particle with unperturbed velocity U, which is
the negative of its previous unperturbed velocity, and
which has at the plane =0 a perturbed velocity which
is the negative of its previous value. The key question
in studying the energy loss at boundaries is whether the
perturbation in velocity after collision is appropriate
to a particle taking part in the organized oscillation. In
the present case dealing with an idealized boundary we
shall verify that the correct perturbation for a particle
of velocity Up=—V,, at the boundary, is indeed the
negative of Eq. (2), but this will not be the case when
the finite time necessary for reflection is taken into
account.

To verify the above statment we note that the
perturbation of a particle of velocity Uy= —V, at the
houndary is according to Eq. (2)

g iwt e«iwt

ek oy

- )

m w—kVo

kson
m wt+kVy,

€
5 v’?z(UO) =

Comparison of Egs. (3) and (2) shows that
5V2z(U0) I 6V1,(V0)

at the boundary, as required.
For small k-V,/w the z component of 8§V reduces to

8V (Vo)== (2¢/ mw?) k*V o 07" 4)

This means that, in general, a particle arrives at z=0
with some perturbation in its velocity, produced by the
action of the wave. As the wave-length approaches
infinity, however, this perturbation approaches zero.

III. REFLECTION FROM A SHEATH

Let us now consider the effects of finite sheath
thickness. Since the time taken to penetrate the sheath
is usually comparable with the period of a plasma oscil-
lation or greater, and since this time varies strongly
with the velocity of the particle, any perturbation in
velocity with which the particle strikes the sheath will
lose its coherence with the wave, by the time the
particle gets back out. In order to form a reflected wave,
however, the perturbation in velocity of the reflected
particles must match that demanded by Eq. (3). Since
such a match is impossible after particles have pene-
trated the sheath, the variation in perturbation in
velocity which exists when the particles strike the
sheath will not give rise to an organized reflected wave.
Instead, this part of the ordered wave energy is dis-
sipated in the form of random thermal motion.

One can describe this process in terms of the results
of reference 1, Sec. VI, where it was shown that for
each k, an arbitrary angular frequency, w, is possible,
but that only the value of w corresponding to the dis-
persion relation Eq. (9) leads to organized motion of all
the particles, for which the potential persists indefi-

993

nitely. Other values of w correspond to waves in which
most of the potential is due to density fluctuations of
small groups of particles of some definite velocity. Such
motion is disorganized, in the sense that contributions
of different groups of particles to the potential soon get
out of phase with each other, so that the macroscopic
average of the potential is very small.

In our problem, we use the result to note for each w,
waves of arbitrary % are possible, but only those waves
for which % is given by the dispersion relation can
produce a macroscopically observable potential at an
appreciable distance from the sheath. Hence, the dis-
organized motions involved in waves which do not
satisfy the dispersion relation are just another way of
describing random thermal motions.

In general, if the phase of 8V for the reflected par-
ticles is not equal to that demanded by an organized
reflected wave for which % satisfies the dispersion rela-
tion, it will still be equal to that demanded by a wave
with some other value of %, not satisfying the dispersion
relation. This means that the ordered component of
velocity perturbation 8V, with which a particle strikes
the sheath will give rise on reflection to waves which
lead only to disorganized motion. The result of this
energy dissipation will be, of course, to cause the
reflected wave to have a smaller intensity than the
incident wave has.

In order to estimate the energy dissipated in this way,
we note that the time average of the ordered component
of the energy of particles of velocity V, striking the
sheath is

<AE>AV = %m<(V0+ 6V)2— V02>Av
=m(Vo- V438V n=3m((6V)*)a, (5)

since {8V ) vanishes.? For small %, we obtain 6V from
Eq. (4). The result, averaged over velocities is

HAE)w]= (2B 0o/ mas') (Vo )n2k T e ookt /mat.  (6)

To obtain the mean rate of energy dissipation per unit
per unit time, we multiply by three times* the mean
current of particles striking the sheath, which is

F=no(kT/27m)}

3 For a damped wave w is complex and (8V )a doesn’t vanish.
However, we shall be concerned mainly with plasmas in which an
exciting source of energy is present so that a steady state isreached.
This term then gives no contribution to the energy loss.

4 The factor 3 enters because we are looking for the energy
striking unit surface of electrode per second. This is

[ aVABEwav.
Vo: >0
This may be written
%mj;,o: >0 ((noV ozt Vo:dn+n08V2) AE)NEV o
=3m fvwo (Vo3 V2 V.

The second term has been neglected since % is assumed small.
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obtaining
aW,/di= («T/m)} 3o/ 2n)m](kY/w)ne.  (7)

This result shows that for long wave-lengths, the energy
dissipated in this manner becomes very small. The
reason is that, according to Eq. (4), the sheath is very
nearly a node of velocity, so that there is only a small
component of the ordered oscillatory velocity present
here.

IV. REFLECTION FROM A GROUNDED ELECTRODE

In order to obtain a reflected plasma wave, one must,
according to Eq. (1), have an antinode in the potential.
This is possible at an insulating electrode. The reflection
of a plasma wave from a metallic electrode presents
problems beyond those due to penetration of the
sheath. We shall first indicate how this problem is solved
for the special case of a one-dimensional plasma, con-
tained between two metallic electrodes at Z=0 and
Z=a, which are kept at zero potential.® If the electrodes
were not conducting, each incident wave would have a
reflected wave with a potential antinode at Z=0 and
Z=a. The potential would be

o=2¢pe~ %t cos(nrZ/a), (8)

where » is an integer.

Let us now recall that, as was shown in reference 1,
Eq. (8), an arbitrary solution of Laplace’s equation is
always a solution of the plasma equations. For the one-
dimensional problem the most general such solution is
¢=AZ+B. One can then choose 4 and B such that
the potential is zero at the electrodes. When # is even,
one chooses 4 =0 and B= —2¢,e~ ! obtaining

o=2¢pie" " cos(nrZ/a)—1]. 9)

For n odd, we choose A =
obtaining

(4¢o/a)e it and B= — 2 gy~

o=2¢pe" Y cos(nmz'a)+ (2z—a)/a]. (10)

It is now necessary to investigate whether particles
rebound from the sheath with a velocity appropriate to
that of the reflected wave. We shall in this work assume
that the sheath is of negligible thickness since for small
k the finite sheath thickness causes only a very small
energy dissipation.6

For a particle moving toward the electrode at Z=0
with a velocity Vo, Newton’s equation of motion, refer-

5 This is a problem treated by J. R. Pierce for the one beam
plasma. For treatments of boundary conditions for a one beam
plasma see: J. R. Pierce, J. App. Phys. 15, 721 (1944); W. O.
Schumann, Zeits. f. Phy stk 121, 7 (1943). More general problems
involving circuit elements are treated by Schumann.

6 For n odd we shall see that plasma waves are damped because
of the presence of conducting electrodes. For n even, that is, for
wave-lengths such that % is an even multiple of wn/a, Eq. (9) for
the potential shows that the addition of solutions of Laplace’s
equation introduces no additional terms in the electric field. Hence
there is no additional component of 6V and we obtain the result
that even for conducting electrodes, undamped waves of appro-
priate wave-length can exist.
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ence 1, Eq. (19), shows that because of the additional
component of electric field in Eq. (12), Eq. (2) for 61"
must be replaced by (at Z=0)

ekgO() 1
e~ iwt+ —_— iwt
mwa m w—kVo,

4mrepg

5V12—1

]. (11)
w+kV0,

The process of reflection changes Vo to —V,, 8V to —48V.
Immediately after reflection, one has therefore

41re ©®o
51 227

e—iwt

ekoo 1 1
— o-‘iwtl: — ] (12)
m w— le]z w+kVOz

mwa

where Uy= —Vj is the unperturbed velocity of the par-
ticle after reflection. We see, that as was to be expected,
the second term on the right yields a contribution to 8V,
which is appropriate for a particle going in the reversed
direction. The first term, however, has the wrong sign,
since Eq. (11) demands a positive sign for all velocities.
A similar result is obtained, of course, for particles
reflecting at Z=a.

Once again, we have a situation in which the reflected
particles do not have exactly the right velocity per-
turbation to make up an ordered reflected wave. This
part of the energy is therefore dissipated and becomes
random thermal motion, as in the case of the particles
reflecting from the sheath of finite thickness. The
amount of energy dissipated by a single particle striking
the sheath corresponds to the component of 8V resulting
from the solutions of Laplace’s equation. From Egs. (5)
and (11), we get

(AE) = 16€>p¢*/ mw?a®. (13)

To obtain the mean rate of loss of energy per square
centimeter per second, we multiply by three times the
mean current of particles striking the sheath,

F=no(kT/2mm)?
and obtain

AW o/ dt=48(kT /27m)}(ne€ po>/ mwa?). (19)

Note that for large electrode separations, the above
becomes small. If one had a standing wave trapped
between two conducting electrodes, it would then be
damped,” both because of the above-mentioned energy
loss, and because of the losses at the sheath. To obtain
the net rate of loss of energy per cm?, one adds Eq. (7)
to Eq. (14) and doubles the result to take into account
the two electrodes, thus finding

aw aw, dw,
7]
dt dat dt

o
2wm

} o€l K[ k*
’ [ —]. (15)

mw? m w?

7 The damping because of the conducting nature of the elec-

trodes occurs for # odd.
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To obtain the rate of damping, we must know how
much energy is in the system. The potential energy is
J €d7/87 where e is the electric field. This is equal to
k*pg?a/16m per unit area of electrode. Since in a har-
monic oscillator the kinetic energy is equal to the
potential the total energy is

W="FRpsa/8m. (16)
Elimination of ¢, from Eq. (15) yields
dW noe2 1 7 kT \¥16 «T k*
= — 48— ——(~~) [——+— —]W. 17)
dt mw?k2a\2rm/ La*® m o!

This shows that the wave is damped, and that the
damping rate resulting from dissipation at the elec-

trodes is
3wp? 78T\ T 16
e
w2 mm k2a2

For a typical case, w=wp=~10" c.p.s., k=10 cm™,
a==210 cm, kT'=<1 ev, one obtains

R=—(12/100/m)105[16 X 10~*+2 ]2~ — 108 sec.™.

kT k*
— —] (18)

m w?

This compares with 1/7,,1122107 sec.™! for damping due
to collisions [reference 2, Eq. (12)]. We conclude that
for rarified gases damping resulting from imperfect
reflection from the electrode sheaths may be comparable
with or greater than collision damping, but that in most
cases imperfect reflection from the conducting elec-
trodes is quite unimportant.

One can give a similar treatment for electrodes of
arbitrary shape. First, one solves the plasma problem
ignoring the conducting properties of the electrodes; then
one adds suitable solutions of Laplace’s equation to
make the electrode potential vanish, and notes that these
latter can lead to energy dissipation by particles which
are reflected from the electrode. A rough estimate of
the energy dissipation can be obtained by replacing ¢o/a
in Eq. (16) by €, where e is the electric field at the elec-
trode, which results from that solution of Laplace’s
equation needed to make the electrode potential vanish.

V. EXCITATION DUE TO FAST BEAMS EMITTED
FROM AN ELECTRODE

In reference 2, it was shown that, in an unbounded
plasma, groups of particles above the mean thermal
speeds, or groups of particles of well-defined velocity,
could make the plasma unstable. In this section, we
wish to discuss the corresponding problem in which
beams of electrons are introduced into the plasma at an
electrode, which is held at a fixed potential, and emits
electrons at a fixed rate. Just as in Sec. V of reference 2
the system acts like two interpenetrating plasmas, and
the beam of sharply defined velocity adds another
degree of freedom. The main plasma, with a smooth
and Maxwellian-like velocity distribution, can then be
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treated approximately in terms of the organized motions,
described by the dispersion relation Eq. (9) of reference
1, if we are interested in oscillations which persists for
a long time.®

In an unbounded plasma an arbitrary disturbance
can be Fourier analyzed as a sum of waves of the form
exp(ik-x), but one is restricted to real values of &, since
complex values imply that the potential becomes in-
finite in some direction. If the system is bounded, one
can use complex values of %, as well as real values. In
studying the stability of a bounded plasma, however,
one must be careful to distinguish oscillations which
grow exponentially in time because they are really
forced oscillations, produced by an ever-increasing
external emf, impressed on a boundary electrode. In
order to illustrate the problems involved, consider the
dispersion relation [reference 1, Eq. (11)],

w?=wp?+ (3kT/m)k2.

By writing k= kr+1i8, w=wr-+1i\ one can obtain waves
of complex & and w. From the dispersion relation, it

follows, for small £, that
W =wpt+(3xT/m)kg?, N=(3«T/m)Bkr/wr.

The wave then takes the form of

(19)

o= ‘poe—ﬁz+)\tei(k}gz—wm)’

which increases with time, but decreases with increasing
z. In order that ¢ remain finite, it is necessary thtat the
plasma be bounded on the left-hand side; for con-
venience, one can take the boundary at z=0. We see
that Eq. (19) corresponds to a wave in which the elec-
trode potential is = poe~i*. Since the group velocity
V,=0wg/dkg is positive, one concludes that the wave
energy must be coming out of the electrode; hence such
a wave does not represent a genuine internal instability
of the plasma. This is generally true whenever the am-
plitude decreases in the direction in which energy is
carried; for in this case, the exponential growth is due
to a transport of energy from the more intense to the
less intense parts of the wave.

Let us now return to the one-dimensional problem of
studying oscillations of the fast beam of electrons,
entering the plasma at Z=0 with a fixed density, #, and
a fixed velocity, V1. We seek solutions of the form,
exp[i(k-x—wf)], where w and & may be complex. Ac-
cording to reference 2, Eq. (41), the dispersion relation
is

3«T w?
W= wp’——k?

m [1— BV ) 2~ k8% w?

where wp?= (47noe?/m), and n, is the density of the
main plasma, w?=4mne/m and & is the velocity
spread of the beam. Let us choose 6=0. In order to

8 Analogous problems have been discussed by Pierce, Haeff, and
others in the theory of traveling wave tubes and double stream
amplifiers. See J. R. Pierce, Bell Sys. Tech. J. 29, 1 (1950).
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demonstrate some of the properties of the solutions in
a simple way, we shall also take a special case for which
w=uwp, the resulting equation is

(3xT/m)k2[1 - (kV]/Iw/))]'l: —w®

with the solution

wp wi/ m A\
i) )
21, wp \3kT

All four roots are complex. If (wi1V1/wp)(m/3kT)? is
small, for example, as usually is the case, one obtains

(20)

ky o= (wp/V)[12i(w1Vi/wp) (m/3kT)}],
by, 4= 1w, (m/3cT)3.
The most general solution is
o= 24 peithnimet)

where A, are arbitrary constants, and » runs from 1
to 4.

The boundary conditions on the fast beam particles
may be taken as §V;=0, dn;=0 at Z=0. As for the
particles in the main plasma, the boundary conditions
are discussed in Secs. IT, III, IV. According to Eq. (4),
one must have d¢/dz=0 at Z=0 to satisfy these con-
ditions. If the electrode potential is held fixed, then one
also has ¢=0 at Z=0. These boundary conditions can
be satisfied by a proper choice of the four arbitrary
constants to which, however, it will be necessary to add
a suitable solution of Laplace’s equation, which will
introduce a small dissipation of ordered energy at the
boundary (see Sec. IV). In this solution we shall obtain
two waves which increase exponentially in amplitude
as one leaves the electrode, and two waves which
decrease. The physical significance of the exponentially
increasing waves is that small perturbations which may
be present near the electrode produce bunching of the
fast particles which cumulatively amplifies the original
perturbation as it travels along the beam. The process
is very similar to that occurring in the “traveling wave
tube.”® We thus obtain a wave which grows exponen-
tially in space, as one leaves the electrode, until the
linear approximation breaks down.

Thus far we have assumed that w=wp. One can
readily show that similar results are obtained for w
near wp, even when w is complex. To do this, one writes,
for example,

a=(w®—wp®)/k%.

Equation (41) of reference 2 becomes

3T k17 \?
CRLC R
m w

and the approximate solutions for % are (with 2V /w
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small)

wp w1 1 3
R E S
Vy wp LGBkT/m)—a
(21)

1 H
k,z, 4%:}:7.(.01[—“ *—].
BT /m)— «

One can readily choose « so that both w and & are com-
plex; thus one obtains waves which grow with time, and
which increase exponentially in space. If the wave is
growing with time, then the dissipation caused by im-
perfect reflection of the wave at the electrode will merely
slightly decrease the rate of growth.

VI. THE ENERGY TRANSFER METHOD

When the charge density of the fast beam is con-
siderably less than that of the main plasma, one can
study the stability of oscillations by calculating the
mean energy transfer from particles to the plasma oscil-
lations of the rest of the ion gas. If this is positive and
greater than that dissipated, the wave will be excited;
otherwise, damped.®

In order to illustrate the method, we being by apply-
ing it to the problem already treated in the last section,
in which a beam of particles enters the plasma at a fixed
velocity from an electrode of fixed potential. We assume
that the beam enters at an electrode at Z=0, and leaves
by striking another electrode at Z=a, which is held at
the same potential as the electrode at Z=0. Although
this is a somewhat idealized problem, it does yield a
fairly good indication of what is to be expected under
more general conditions.

It may often happen that for a wave of fixed am-
plitude the mean energy transfer vanishes, while for a
wave of exponentially increasing amplitude it does not.
In order to maintain such a wave, however, it is neces-
sary that the beam supply enough energy not only to
balance what is dissipated, but also that needed to
maintain the assumed rate of growth. If w=wr+i\,
one can show that the energy density grows at the rate
W=Wqe?, so that dW/di=2\W.

The energy dissipated is the sum of that due to col-
lisions, and that due to reflection at electrodes. Ac-
cording to reference 2, Eq. (12), collisions tend to
create a damping factor e~¥?", where 7 is the mean time
between collisions, from which one concludes that the
rate of dissipation due to collisions is (dW/dt).=—W /7.
The rate of dissipation at the electrodes is given in Eq.
(20). To obtain excitation the total energy that must
be supplied by the beam must then be

(dW/dt),=W (2N +R+1/7),

where R is given by Eq. (20).
Let us now compute the mean rate of transfer of

(22)

? This method was used in reference 2, Sec. V, to demonstrate
that in an unbounded plasma particles slightly faster than the
wave excited it, while particles slightly lower damped it.
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energy from the beam particles to the wave. Although
one actually has a standing wave, such as, for example,
that given by Eq. (9) (with # an even integer) one can
write it as the sum of two running waves.

o= o[ cos(wt— 2mnz/a) +cos(wt+2mwnz/a)—2].

As shown in reference 2, Sec. V, the energy transfer
will be large only when the beam particles are moving
with very nearly the wave velocity. Hence one need
consider only the effects of the wave which moves in
the same direction as the particle.

The energy transferred by a given particle to the
wave is

AE=—m[VosV +1(6V)2],

where 6V is the change of velocity of the particle as it
moves from one electrode to the other. We shall be
interested in averaging this over a long time, covering
many periods of oscillation. To find the mean rate per
unit area at which the wave gains energy, we must
average the above over all possible times, #, at which
the particle enters the plasma, and multiply by the
current, which we take to be constant and equal to
n1Vo. Thus we get

<dVV/dt>Av= —-n1V0m<V06V+%(5V)2)M (23)

We shall see that the first order terms in ¢o may drop
out of this average; hence it is necessary to go to the
second order. Let us write 6V, as the first order ex-
pression, and 6V, as the second order correction to §V.
Then to second order, we get (noting that (§V)a=0)

(AW /dtyn=—nm Vo[ V{6Vt (6V12/Dn ] (24)

6V and 6V, must be obtained by solving the equations
of motion in the assumed potential,

¢=Re{ o exp[i(k-x—wt)]}.
For w real, one obtains from Eq. (39), of the Appendix

< > kil wVo

BV o—w)?
(ng——w)z (kVo——w)Z (kVo—w)Z
X[ sin —4 sin?*— ] (25)
Vo Vo 2V,

’ﬂlé <Po

It is clear that the energy transfer is largest when Vg
is close to w/k. For small values of z of Vo—wy, it is
readily shown that the energy transfer is positive when
Vo> w/k. negative when Vo<w/k, a result in agreement
with that obtained in reference 2 for a plasma without
boundaries. For large values of Z, however, the con-
ditions for positive energy transfer become more com-
plicated and by varying Z in Eq. (25) we find regions
of positive and negative energy transfer.

When o is complex, the expressions become much
more cumbersome. If, however, A is small, while Z\/V
is fairly large, then the following relatively simple
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expression is obtained (see Eq. (46), Appendix).
<dW nle2‘p02k2e2ato
dt /

2m(kV o~

e2(azl Vo)

WR 1
S P
EVi—wr 2
Here one obtains positive energy transfer when
Vo> w/k, and also when Vo<w/k.

It is readily verified that if V is close to w/k, one can
usually choose #, large enough so that (dW/dt)a is large
enough to overcome the dissipation given in Eq. (24).
Hence we verify by this method that a plasma with a
beam entering at a definite place and leaving at a dif-
ferent place is, in general, unstable in the linear approxi-
mation.

wg)?

(26)

VII. ENERGY TRANSFER METHOD IN
NON-LINEAR THEORY

As was shown in reference 1, Sec. III, the effect of a
very large potential will be to trap particles in the
wave, so that the linear approximation fails. This will
happen whenever

ep>im(Vo—w/k)2

As in the theory of the unbounded plasma given in
reference 1, one can easily see that non-linear effects
tend to reduce the energy transfer below that calculated
in the linear approximation. Consider, for example, a
particle which starts out faster than the wave. As the
particle begins to climb out of the potential trough, it is
slowed down and, if it is trapped, it eventually falls
back in. At this stage, it is actually going backwards in
the coordinate system in which the wave is at rest, so
that it is slower than the wave. Eventually the particle
begins to climb the trough in the opposite directions
and gains energy at the expense of the wave. These pos-
sibilities are neglected in the linear approximation,
which does not permit the correct description of such
large changes in the velocity. For particles with Vo near
w/k, the linear approximation overestimates the possible
energy transfers, since it treats such particles as
though they remained in phase for a long time experi-
encing velocity changes of the same sign.

One can obtain an upper limit on the possible ampli-
tude of a plasma oscillation by setting the maximum
rate of energy supplied equal to the rate at which it is
dissipated. The rate of dissipation is K ¢¢?, where the
constant, K, can be obtained from Eq. (15), for the
special case of a one-dimensional plasma. More gener-
ally, K depends on the shape of the plasma region, and
must be calculated for each specific case. The maximum
energy which can be given up by a particle to a wave
will be that obtained from a particle which is barely
trapped. If such a particle enters the plasma at the
trough of a wave and leaves at the same trough when
it is traveling backward relative to the wave, its change
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of velocity is 8V = —2(4epo/m)? as can be verified by
going to the coordinate system in which the wave is at
rest. Its transfer of energy in the laboratory system is

AW =mV,-2(4epo/m)t—8epy. (27)

The condition for a balance of energy supplied and
dissipated is then

j1|:2mVo(4ego0/m)%—-8e¢0]=K¢02, (28)

where v, is the current of beam particles entering the
plasma. If ¢, is not too large, one can neglect the second
term on the left, obtaining

‘pmaxg_[]'l' 2’”1Vo(4€/1ﬂ)%/[{jzzi (29)

Another limitation on the amplitude of oscillation,
often more stringent, arises from the processes de-
scribed in connection with the breakdown of the linear
approximation, which cause the particle to gain energy
if it stays in the wave too long before it strikes a col-
lecting electrode. The calculation of the conditions
under which this happens is very similar to what is
done for the klystron.!® Although the precise details are
rather complex, it may be expected that as in the
klystron calculations one can get a fairly good estimate
of the most favorable condition for energy transfer by
considering two extreme particles, one of which is
emitted into the trough of the wave, and the other into
the crest. We require that the particles emitted into the
trough undergo the maximum possible deceleration.

This means that these particles must be returned to
the trough just before they strike the anode; if they
stayed in the wave any longer they would begin to be
accelerated. We then require that a particle entering at
the crest barely reach the next crest, just as it is col-
lected, so that it undergoes no net energy exchange.
Investigations of klystrons have shown that this opera-
tion condition provides very nearly the maximum pos-
sible energy transfer. If ¢, is increased much beyond
this point the particles entering at the crest begin to
be accelerated again, and it turns out that this more
than compensates for the additional deceleration ex-
perienced by particles collected near the trough.

The oscillations described above resemble those found
in a resonance cavity containing electromagnetic waves.
As with electromagnetic waves, strong oscillations of
this kind occur only with simple geometries and small
loss systems. This conclusion has been verified experi-
mentally by Sluzkin and Maydanov,'* who have shown
that a plasma with cylindrical geometry excited by a
beam of fast electrons oscillates with much greater
intensity than does one with a less regular geometry.

One can see that large amplitude oscillations can have
a new kind of stability not possessed by small oscilla-
tions. This consists of a tendency to remain near a
definite state of oscillation, and to return to this state,

10 J, Marcum, J. App. Phys. 17, 4 (1946).
1t A,.Sluzkin and P. Maydanov, J. Phys. USSR VI, 7 (1942).
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when perturbed. Thus, if we have a state of stable oscil-
lation in the previous example, and if ¢ is increased, the
losses increase, while the energy supply decreases, or
increases at a smaller rate, so that the wave tends to
return to its original amplitude. Similarly, if ¢, is
reduced. the losses are decreased, while the energy
supply is increased. This stability may be incomplete,
however, in that the excitation may be transferred from
one mode to another in relaxation oscillations, because
of non-linear coupling.

VIII. NON-LINEARITY IN BUNCHING—
PLASMA SHOCK WAVES®

In the energy transfer method of treating instability,
one assumes that the interaction of the fast beam par-
ticles with each other can be neglected. Because of the
possibility of bunching, however, the interaction of the
beam particles with each other may be surprisingly
large even with very small currents.

In order to illustrate this effect, let us imagine that
a homogeneous beam of velocity V, receives at Z=0 a
small trigonimetric modulation in its velocity, which
could be produced, for example, by a small localized
electric field. The velocity of a beam particle then
becomes V446V, sinwly where #, is the time at which
the particle passes through Z=0. If the particle meets
no electric fields, it just drifts with constant velocity
thereafter. A particle emitted at Z=0, t=1{,, will at the
time, ¢, reach the point Z= (V,+48V, sinwlo)(t—1o). The
particle starting at #,+48f, will have a velocity,
Vo468V sinw(to+06to). The separation of the two par-
ticles as a function of time is therefore

L= 5[0{ V()+6V0 sinw(lo—{—&fn)}

+(t—10)8V o {sinwly—sinw(ty+68l0) }. (30)

For small é6f, this becomes
dz=Voto+ 8V odt { sinwlo— w(l—1tp) coswio}.

We see that for (—t,= (Vo+6V sinwty)/(wdV coswly),
6z vanishes; all particles emitted in a range, /o, then
reach the same point at the same time (to first order
in 6fo. To obtain the density, one writes

p(2) = p(0)d20/ 82
Vo

b4 w3 Z
V()+ 5V0{ sinw(tr——) _—— C()Sw(t—'—‘) ]
Vo Vo Vo

12 The following sections contain a treatment of the well-known
Webster bunching theory in a form adapted to our purposes and
also an analysis of the experiments of Merrill and Webb. Delays
have held up the publication of this paper and in the meantime a
note by Neill has appeared, describing experiments similar to those
of Merrill and Webb. The explanation given is substantially the
same as that of Sec. IX. Neill’s experiments seem to establish
conclusively that this mechanism is correct. However, only a very
brief description of his results has been published and we have
though it worth while to include our analysis of the Merrill and
Webb experiments. See T. R. Neill, Nature 163, 59 (1949).

=p(0) » (31)
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where f, is now replaced by ¢—2/V,, which is adequate
for a first order calculation. One sees that there is an
infinite density at the point

Z= V02/w5V0. (32)

As one approaches this point, the variations in density
become larger and larger, taking the form of waves
which travel toward the point, rising very steeply in
amplitude when they get near it. The rate of rise is so
abrupt, in fact, that they resemble shock waves in
form.

The denominator can become infinite at some time
for all values of Z larger than V¢?/wéV,. But the value
chosen produces a singularity when cosw(t—Z/Vy)=1,
at which times the cosine has a maximum. This means
that the degree of singularity is higher than that for
any other value of Z. It will be seen that this value of
Z corresponds to the crossing of a whole range of orbits,
i.e., it is a focus, while infinities at other values of Z
correspond to the crossing of only two orbits.

To estimate the width of the pulse, one must go to
higher powers of 6. Let us therefore expand éz as a
function of &/, retaining only up to third order terms.
Differentiation of Eq. (30) yields

(08z/08tg)sto=0=V o+ 6V, sinwlg
—w(t—1)8V, coswl,,
(8252/65t02)6t0 =0=2wdV coswly
+ (l - f(])w25 Vo sinwlo,
(33(52/65[03)510 =0=—3w?V, sinwto
+ (l - to) 6Vow3 COSwto.

Choosing t—ty= (Vo+5V0 sinwlo)/(w6 Vo COSwfo) and wly
>2nm, we get

(33)

o= (w3z/6V0)6V0(6f0)3. (34)

This shows that the width of the beam depends on
what range of emission times, ély, one wishes to con-
sider. For example, if we choose wéf{==1 we include
about one-sixth of the total charge injected during a
cycle. This charge is then focused into a region of
width.

022276V o/ 6V .

Hence if 6V is small, the width of focus will be only a
small fraction of the distance from electrode to focal
point. As a typical numerical example, take

oVo/Vy=0.01, V,=3-10% cm/sec.,

One obtains for the focal point, Z=3 cm, and for the
width of the pulse, 6z2=35-10"3 cm.

If this beam of space charge is moving through a
plasma, the latter tends to shield out the pulse, but
since the pulse is very sharp it contains Fourier com-
ponents far above the plasma frequency which cannot
be shielded out in this way. Hence, while the pulse is
broad, it may be partly shielded, but this will only
increase the abruptness with which the potential
appears when the particles focus. As a first approxima-

w=10Yr.p.s.
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tion one can therefore neglect the effect of the beam
space charge on itself until the actual focus appears.
When the focus appears, however, the resulting poten-
tial will spread the velocities of the beam particles,
because the different particles go through at different
times, and the potential is changing very rapidly.

Let us estimate the maximum potential drop across
the focus. To do this, we take a simplified model, in
which the charge is assumed to be in a sheet of thick-
ness, 6z. If j is the current per unit area in the beam,
then j/w will be the amount of charge per unit area in
the pulse. The electric field (in e.s.u.) developed in this
layer will be of the order of 47(j/2w), and the resulting
potential drop across the pulse will be

8= (27m]/w)dz. (35)

With a typical beam current of 100 ma/cm?, and
w=10 r.p.s., one obtains

e=271y/w=(27/10)-300- 108
0.2 e.s.u.=260 volts/cm.

The potential drop across the pulse given in the previous
example will then be 0.3 volt.

After the particles bunch, further bunching will
develop, as a result of the velocity changes produced by
the fields generated by the pulse. Because 8V, will
usually be larger than it was originally, the second
pulse will be closer to the first than the first was to the
modulated electrode. In this way a cascade of pulses
will develop and will continue until the beam is so
spread out in velocity that no more bunching is pos-
sible. It is not necessary to assume, as in our example,
that the oscillatory field causing the original bunching
is localized. Waves of arbitrary shape can produce
essentially the same result. Although the precise loca-
tion and width of the focus will depend somewhat on
the shape of the field, the example given here will
provide a general order of magnitude estimate of what
can be expected.

IX. RESULTS OF MERRILL AND WEBB!

It has long been known that beams of electrons in a
plasma are scattered much more rapidly than can be
accounted for by collisions with other particles.!
Furthermore, although the scattered particles lose
energy on the average, some of them gain energy.
Plasma oscillations have already been suggested as an
explanation.'* As shown in the argument in reference 2,
Sec. V, it has been realized that a small oscillation
potential can transfer very large quantities of energy.
We have seen in this paper, and in reference 2, that the
beam is generally unstable so that such oscillations are
to be expected. If the geometry is simple, e.g., plane or
cylindrical, one can expect to build up large oscillations
of the entire system. With unsymmetrical geometry,

1w H. J. Merrill and H. W. Webb, Phys. Rev. 55, 1191 (1939).
141, Langmuir, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 14, 627 (1928).
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however, localized pulses due to bunching are more
likely to be the most important type of oscillations
present.

Merrill and Webb have made a more precise inves-
tigation of the space distribution of oscillation, and have
found that the points of scattering of the beam are very
well-defined. Briefly, they show that an electron beam
of 19.5 ev energy and a current density of about 100
ma/cm? has a spread of only =41 ev as it leaves the
cathode, but that at a point about 4.3 mm from the
cathode the spread increases abruptly to =5 ev, within
a space of less than } mm. At about 6.1 mm an equally
abrupt scattering takes place, after which the velocity
distribution is practically uniform from 0 to 30 ev.
Beyond this point very little scattering takes place. No
appreciable plasma oscillations were observed in the
region from the probe to the first scattering point, but
beyond each scattering point it was found that strong
oscillations were picked up in a region a few mm wide.
It was believed that these were not genuine oscillations
of the main plasma but variations in probe current
resulting from the bunching of fast particles at the
previous scattering points.

With higher current densities and pressures the scat-
tering point moved closer to the cathode, and the beam
as it emerged from the cathode had a greater spread.
At very high densities only irregular oscillations close
to the cathode were observed.

It scems clear that these experiments should be inter-
preted in terms of the plasma shock waves discussed
previously. Let us defer, for the time, consideration of
how the initial bunching is maintained in the region
between the cathode and the first scattering point
except to note that it is due to feedback of some of the
oscillatory energy developed in the shocks. If the
original bunching impulse had a sine wave form, then
from Eq. (32) setting Z=4.3 mm, V,=3X10® cm/sec.,
and w=10" r.p.s. (observed value), one obtains

5V o/ Vo= Vo/wz=3-10%/101°(0.43)220.07.

This implies that the original velocity spread was seven
percent, or the energy spread about 14 percent of 20 ev,
which is about 2.8 ev. This is almost twice the observed
spread, hence there seems at first sight to be a dis-
crepancy. Let us remember, however, that the original
bunching impulse is due, in part, to feedback of the
bunching shock, which latter contains many high har-
monics. The general effect of such harmonics is to
increase the value of w appearing in the denominator
of (32), and thus to decrease the value of 6V, needed
to produce bunching at a given Z.

If we tentatively assume that the first few harmonics
were the most important cause of bunching, we obtain
8Vo/V=20.04, leading to 6E=21.6 ev which agrees with
that observed.

The width of the bunching shock becomes

82223(0.04) (0.43)220.03 mm.
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To calculate the potential drop across the pulse, we
must know the current density, which was of the order
of 100 ma/cm? With «=210" r.p.s. one obtains
A =606z volts, which is of the right order of magnitude
to explain the observed increase of velocity spread
suffered by the particles as they cross the bunching
point. The next bunching process will be more com-
plicated, and the exact bunching produced by the
shock is probably almost unpredictable, but a bunching
distance of 6.1—4.3=1.8 cm is certainly not incon-
sistent with the greater spread of velocities. After the
second pulse the definition of the beam is too poor to
allow further bunching.

Let us now return to the question of what produced
the original bunching. Because a plasma containing a
beam of fast electrons is unstable the plasma is certain
to start oscillating, as a result of random fluctuations.
These oscillations will start the bunching process. On
the other hand the fields produced by the bunching will
feed energy back into the plasma oscillation, and in this
way it is maintained indefinitely. It is necessary, how-
ever, for a steady state of oscillation, that the feedback
of energy from bunching be just that needed to maintain
the dissipative losses in the plasma oscillations. In order
to show that such an adjustment tends to occur auto-
matically we first note that the bunching pulse consists
of a wave moving with the beam velocity, V [see Eq.
(31)7. Hence plasma oscillations near this velocity are
the ones which are excited most effectively.

In order to see what determines the wave-length,
note that the electric field of the bunching pulse is
strong only for a short time, and in the neighborhood
of the pulse itself. This field therefore transfers energy
and mostly to the particles of the main plasma which
happen to be near the pulse; whether they absorb
energy from the field, however, depends on whether on
the average they are moving in a direction such that
the field tends to push them. If, for example, there is a
node of velocity at the pulse, then only a negligible
energy will be delivered to the wave. Now the plasma
does not actually dissipate much energy,'® hence it may
be expected that there will be a node of velocity near
the pulse in the steady state. The adjustment of the
energy transfer to equal the energy dissipated requires
only a slight shift in pulse position, which correspond-
ingly shifts the distance between the pulse and the
node. That this adjustment is automatic can be inferred
from the fact that if too little energy is supplied, the
wave amplitude drops, and causes the pulse to move
out [see Eq. (32)]. If the system has been oscillating
in such a way that pulse is slightly beyond the nodal
point then this will move the pulse into a position such

18 The energy dissipated is the sum of that due to collisions,
plus that lost at the cathode sheath, plus that carried away by
the group velocity of the electrons; it is readily shown that under
the conditions of this experiment this is much less than could be
su;l)plied by the pulse if the plasma wave had an antinode at the
pulse.



PLASMA OSCILLATIONS

that the wave gains more energy. If too much energy is
supplied by the pulse, the opposite adjustment takes
place.

Since there is also a node of velocity at the cathode
sheath, the pulses at 4.3 mm and 6.1 mm imply a wave-
length of 1.8 mm. The wave velocity is

Vw=w/k=101°(0.18)/2r=23X 108 cm/sec.

This is very close to the velocity of the beam, a result
which is in agreement with our own conclusion that the
wave velocity must be close to the beam velocity for
strong excitation. Hence the position of the pulses in
these experiments is consistent with the explanation
offered here.

At large current densities and high pressures the
neglect of the beam space charge in the region between
the cathode and the pulse is not valid; in fact, it is
known from klystron theory that space charge decreases
the bunching. This explains the fact that the peaks
were much less distinct at high currents and pressures.

APPENDIX

We wish to calculate 8§V, and 8V,, which are, respectively, the
first- and second-order changes of velocity resulting from the
interaction between fast beam particles and wave, in order to
insert this result into Eq. (24), for the mean rate of energy
transfer to the wave. We begin with the equation of motion

dV /di=Re{(iek po/m)eFs—wt ]

where w=wy+7\. From this, we must solve for the value of V
for a particle at the point 2z, under the assumption that it starts
at 3=0 and t={, with the velocity V,. Let us begin by calculating
8V,. If we introduce the abbreviations a=kVi—w and r=¢—1f,
Eq. (49) of reference 2 (Appendix) may be written?®

iar_l T
5V2——-R8{L k‘PO -—wto[ - +tkf emrazldz]}
m a 0

8z is given in Eq. (50) of reference 2 (Appendix) as

kg __wto[e’“?'—l__r]i\.
ma (223 f

Now 7 must be eliminated in terms of z since we want the energy
transferred by particles going a fixed distance. In a second order
term, such as the second, it is adequate to write 722z/V, but in
a first order term, one must write z=Vor+8z or 7=(3/Vy)
—(821/ Vo). We then obtain to second order

BVZ——Re{ it [ gitaz! Vo) _ ]} {zkeqon _Mzoel(az”o)a,l}
k . 1V )
——Re{; Pg-iv [* Odre“"’ézl}. (36)
m 0

Let us now average these terms over #. We shall first consider
the case in which w is real. Then the average of the first term over

591—R6

16 Note that the condition k62,1 requires ekoz/mVoa<<1.

1001

a cycle vanishes. To evaluate the second order terms, we use the
theorem that if f and g are complex numbers proportzona] to
e~ %% then

(Re(f) - Re(g) )av=3Re(f*g)av

We get
1 1 1—
AN (0 Ky (CEES

2 Vo 0 @
9 (1 cosoaM/Vu)]. @7
da a”

To obtain the total energy transfer we must also compute
(6V1%/2)a. This is simple and gives

(8V:2/2)p= (ebgo/ma)? sin®az/2 V.

The rate of energy transfer is then

_ mVom(ekm) [a_z . az ( )
< pg B sin 4 sin 1% (39)

For small az/V, this expression becomes
(AW /dtyn= (mVom/24) (ek oo/ m) wa(z/Vo)*.

The energy transfer is positive for Vo>w/k. For larger values
of az/V, the energy exchange is particularly large for Vo near
w/k, and by varying z we find successively regions of positive and
negative energy transfer.

The above expressions are valid for large z provided ¢ is so
small that we always satisfy ekgoz/mVoa<k1. It is possible to
derive expressions which hold for all z as long as

Cewo/m(Vo—w/R)* 1K1,

but we shall not reproduce this calculation here.

We start the calculation for complex w by using Eq. (36). We
treat only the case where \ is small but Az/Ve>1. It is then
sufficient to retain only terms proportional to ¢*¥/Y0, To this
approximation we may write

— 1wt , vV
BVz——- _Re{lk P00 —lwtoelazl VO} {ek‘po e iw oe‘tuz/ 0}
Vo

ia

_Re{ek ¥o —uotole Vo dfeia‘r}
m 0

(38)

3 —iwtp,iaT
xRe{ SO )
ma o
Evaluation of these terms gives, with a=a,—IA
3 2)\toe2)\zl Vo )\2__ 72 ko,
(@Va)n= —(‘ “"’) : [ Lt “] (41)
(a2 —N)244N%, 2L 2V, 2
For N<ar=kVo—w, we obtain
l(ekm) ox wy
SV = —={ — tog2hz/ Vo2 42
@Va)n 2\'m ¢ Voa,® “2)
In addition we have
<5_V_12 zl(‘_kﬁﬂ)z L s 43)
2 a2 m 2a,.2 :
The total average energy transfer is therefore
< _m Vom(ekqpo 2 62)‘“’522’/ V"[@_'__l_:l. (44
m o ar 2



