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The axial modes (and breathing mode in particular) are among the most violent oscillation
modes in Hall thruster. Breathing mode is manifested by strong fluctuations of discharge
current and other plasma parameters. It is generally understood as the instability associated
with ionization and neutral depletion processes in the thruster channel, but a number of
other effects, such as temperature evolution and boundary conditions are also important.
Despite long history of studies, exact physical mechanisms and conditions for the instability
are not well understood. Within one-dimensional model we have proceeded to study the
general case of axial mode instabilities starting from of stationary (time-independent) solutions.
The nature and typical characteristics of stationary solutions are established with analytical
analysis. It is shown that the existence of the singular sonic point results in “stiff”’ profiles of
the accelerating electric field and other plasma parameters. Such “stiff”’ profiles have global
nature, in particular, show strong dependence on boundary conditions on the anode. Using
fluid and hybrid (fluid electrons and Kinetic ions/neutrals) simulations we have studied the
axial stability of such global profiles. It is shown that axial instabilities are sensitive to the
electron/mobility and magnetic field as well as the electron temperature evolution model and
losses.

I. Nomenclature

= cross section area of a Hall thruster
coefficient to electron wall collision frequency

= ionization rate coefficient

= coefficient to anomalous Bohm frequency

= Bohm velocity factor

= axial distribution of radial magnetic field

= ion-sound velocity

= elementary charge

= axial electric field

= electron energy

= atom density flux

= total (electron and ion) discharge current flux

= total (electron and ion) discharge current density

= total (electron and ion) discharge current
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ki = electron neutral collision rate constant
K = electron collisional energy loss coefficient
L = channel length
He = electron mobility
Me = electron mass
m; Xenon ion mass
= atom mass flow rate

n = plasma density (quasineutral)

Ne = electron density

n; = ion density

n; = ion density axial derivative at the sonic point
g = plasma density (quasineutral) at the sonic point
N = atom density

Vi = total electron momentum exchange frequency
Ven = electron-neutral collision frequency

Vwalls = electron-wall collision frequency

VB = anomalous Bohm electron frequency

Ve = coeflicient to anomalous electron energy losses

De electron isotropic pressure

qe = electron heat flux

T. = electron temperature

U = aconstant in electron anomalous energy losses coefficient
1) = electric potential

¢’ = electric potential axial derivative at the sonic point

Va = atom average velocity

Vi = ion average velocity

Vex = electron average velocity in axial direction

v = ijon velocity axial derivative at the sonic point
W = electron anomalous energy loss coefficient
Wee = electron-cyclotron frequency

by = axial coordinate

II. Introduction

Ubiquitous axial breathing mode is one of the powerful nonlinear instabilities observed in Hall thrusters. Though
most easily seen in oscillations of the discharge current, it also involves fluctuations of other thruster parameters such as
ion, and neutral density, electric field, ion velocity and electron temperature. Despite long history of experimental and
theoretical studies the exact role of various plasma parameters on breathing mode remains unclear. Neither, the exact
conditions for breathing mode excitation are understood at this time.

Since the frequency of a typical breathing mode (10-20 kHz) is within the range of ionization frequencies, one
expects that depletion of neutral density due to ionization is one of the important ingredients of the breathing mode.
Coupling of neutral and ion (plasma) densities lead to a simple zero-dimensional predator-prey model [[1] in which the
full length of the ionization zone is replaced by the boundary values of the neutral and ion densities at the anode and the
end of the ionization zone assuming the constant values of the ion and neutral velocities [1} 2l]. Various modification of
the predator-prey model were suggested later. One of the major problem of the zero-dimensional predator-prey model
is that stable oscillations predicted by such model are not reproduced in the system of one-dimensional differential
equations for neutral and ion densities with the same boundary conditions. Moreover, using the value of the neutral
density at the anode as an oscillating variable (as in the original model [1]]) is inconsistent with the constant flux (and the
velocity) of the injected neutrals. It was suggested to use the fixed neutral density at the anode, while the neutral density
at the exit end of the zone became a time dependent variable [3]]. It was shown that oscillations are damped in such
model, but the inclusion of the electron energy makes oscillations unstable [3]]. The authors of Refs. [4-6]] proposed to
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use the electron (instead of ion) continuity equation, and the electron velocity in the drift-diffusion approximation, with
the motivation that that electron mobility strongly affects the breathing mode.

It has been recognized [7] that self-consistent dynamics of the electric field is important for axial ionization modes.
In such model [[/H9] the ion and neutral dynamics is complemented with the electron equation (Ohm’s law) and the
evolution of the electric field is determined by the quasineutrality constraint so that the total current is uniform. In hybrid
models, the ion dynamics is described kinetically [9H11]] while the fluid model is used for electrons. The evolution of
the electron temperature was included in Refs. [OH11] in the lowest order (neglecting the electron heat flux), and the
electron diffusion in the Ohm’s law was also neglected. Complex pattern of unstable oscillations was observed and by
adjusting the value of the electron mobility, one can get the resulting oscillations close to the observed experimental
data [9,[10]. The authors of Ref. [11] have studied the linear instabilities in this model and have concluded that the
resistive instability is a critical element that triggers the fluctuations of the electric field: increase of the electric field
results in larger electron temperature, leading to enhanced ionization and depletion of the neutral density.

The resistive axial instability [[11H13]occurs due to differential drift of the electron and ions and different nature of
the electron and ion response. The electron response is dissipative (the electron velocity is due to mobility) and the
velocity is in phase with the electric field. The ions are in the ballistic regime, so that the ion velocity is in phase with
the perturbations of the potential. The phase shift between ion and electron fluctuations results in positive feedback
leading to the instability [13]. The competition of the electron and ion equilibrium flow may result in the lower real part
of the frequency and even to the change in the direction of the mode propagation (from the ion to the electron velocity
direction). Instabilities within similar fluid model were considered in Ref. [[14]], but thought to be of higher frequencies
in the ion transit-time range. It was noted in Ref. [[15] that the electron energy evolution brings additional unstable
modes of the transit-time nature.

General fluid equations including ionization were analyzed in Ref. [[16] using the time scale separation valid for low
frequency ionization mode. It was proposed that that the evolution of the ionization (breathing) mode can be split from
other instabilities effectively reducing it to the predator-prey type cycle [16}[17].

At this time, there is large number of models proposed to characterize the breathing mode oscillations [[18]. These
models vary from relatively simple zero-dimensional predator-prey type equations [19-21] to complex systems of fluid
equations that may include the (electron) energy evolution with heat flux, particle and energy wall and anomalous losses
[22,123]], ion energy evolution [[24], neutral-wall collisions, multi-step ionization and induced magnetic field effect [25].
A sub-class of the models use the kinetic approach to describe the ions and neutrals behavior [[10} 22, 23] 25, 26]. In
general, these models exhibit high sensitivity to various input variables, such as electron mobility (which has to be taken
anomalous in most cases), particle and energy losses and other plasma parameters.

Our analysis indicates that stationary solutions in this problem have complex structure and also sensitive to variations
of plasma parameters. The complex structure of stationary solutions is related to the well known problem in the
acceleration of ions by the electric field in quasineutral plasma, namely the transition via the sonic point: the point where
the local ion velocity is equal to the local ion-sound velocity. The importance of this transition has been noted in studies
of stationary plasma profiles [27H30]]. The condition that no singularity occurs at the point v; = ¢; imposes certain
constraints on plasma parameter making the whole problem of stationary plasma profiles global, which is reflected in
the numerical stiffness of the solution. One consequence of this is that the boundary conditions affect plasma profile
globally across the full length of the thruster. A related problem may occur near the anode sheath where the singular
point v; = —¢; is possible. Motivated by these observations, in this paper we investigate the role of boundary conditions
on the axial modes that involve ionization.

To clarify the role of the sonic points, we first study the structure and type of global stationary profiles. These
profiles are then used to study the excitation of breathing mode fluctuations. It is important to note that here we
deal with convective versus absolute instabilities and Fourier mode analysis for breathing mode does not provide full
information[31]]. We employ the initial value numerical simulations to study the stability of stationary solutions (found
by different methods from stationary equations). It is found that some stationary solutions represent a global minima so
they can be reached from arbitrary initial state. We investigate the role of boundary conditions on the breathing mode
oscillations and show that boundary conditions for the quasineutral region affect the instabilities.

I11. The steady-state solutions and sonic point transition
Here, we analyze stationary plasma flow at given values of the discharge current /p and the neutral flux J,. Our
emphasis is on the constraints imposed by the regularity condition at v; = ¢. Stationary profiles were considered earlier
and the role of a singular point was considered [27, 128} [32]], however explicit constraints imposed by the regularity
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conditions were not discussed. For simplicity, here we consider the isothermal case, so temperature is assumed constant
and uniform in space. We also neglect plasma losses. Stationary equations are written as follows

ON

vq— = —fNn, (1a)
0x
i(nm) = BNn;, (1b)
ox
dvi e do
ia = EE +ﬂN(Va Vl), (10)

d¢ _ Jd + Vi + 1 6Teni
dx ~ nite pe en; 0x

(1d)

where the total discharge current flux is J; = n;v; — n.ve, and the neutral density N can be deduced from the equation

m n;vi 7

N = e —L. The mass flux is defined from the latter equation as J, = nv, = — Here,  is the ionization
m;vq Va mj

rate, p, is the electron mobility perpendicular to the magnetic field, v, is the neutral flow velocity, T, is the electron

1 0T,n
temperature. These equations imply quasi-neutrality n; = n, = n. The diffusion term — —— in Ohm’s law is important
e

n o0x

to describe the plasma flow in the anode region and also results in the sonic point singularity.
The electron mobility y, is given by the classical expression for collisional transport in the transverse magnetic field:

e 1

He = 2

MeVim 1 + w2, JVE
where w.. = eB/m, is the electron cyclotron frequency and v,, is the total electron momentum exchange collision
frequency. In general, v, is

Vim = Ven t Vwalls + VB, 3)
where vp is the anomalous cross-field transport due to field fluctuations and vy, 415 is the collision frequency with walls.

In this however, classical value of the electron mobility was used. From this a set of three ordinary differential equations
for the derivatives of v;, n;, and ¢ can be derived

dv; )
(¢ = VD)7 = Bracs = Bravi(va = vi) + vevevi = Fi(n. Ja. Ja). (4a)
2 pdn %
(CS - Vi )a = ﬁnan(va - 2vl) - Venve = FZ(”; Jd? Ja), (4b)
d
(c; - vl_z)id_‘f’ = Braci(va — 2vi) = Vivevi = F3(n, Jg, Ja), (4c)
m; dx

where cf =T, /mj, V) =~ Wcewci]ve. The right hand side of these equations depend on two parameters and the density
at the critical point, which fully define the operational space: J; and J,. The density n = ny is defined by the condition
that the sonic point has no singularity which requires Fi(n, J4, J,) = Fo(n, Jg, J4) = F3(n, J4, J,) = 0. These equations
lead to the following condition for the density

Buecs(va — 2Cs)n? + (csVa + Buedu(2cs —va))ns — Jvg = 0. (5)

This is a quadratic equation, which gives two values of ng for given values of J, and J;. When J; and J, are given,
one finds n from (5)). The value of ¢’ can be obtained from the Eq. after n; and v; are known. When the functions
Py (n, Ja, Ja), F2 (0, Ja, Jo) and F3 (n, J4, J4) are expanded near the point v; = c;, the following equation for v/ = d¢ /0x
is obtained

v+ v | Bng (l—v—a)+v2 (l—ﬁ)
2cq neg
1 J 1 2
=V B~ + ~Pnan [1- =] = 0. (6)
2 nes 2 Va
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This is the quadratic equation as well, so two roots for the derivatives v/, n/ and ¢” are possible for each value of ny.
Once v/, n] and ¢’ are determined, one can integrate the equations from the point v; = ¢ in both directions. The
further constraints are imposed by boundary conditions at the anode side (to the left from the singular point), the global
conditions of the discharge length and the applied voltage.

The flow acceleration from the subsonic to supersonic regimes (via the sonic point) in Hall thrusters is somewhat
similar to the gas acceleration in the Laval nozzle. The singular point must be maintained regular, which requires that
the RHS of Eqs (@) is at the sonic point. This is the condition that makes the solution stiff across the whole length from
the anode to the cathode stiff therefore restricting the possible choice of boundary conditions.

For numerical estimates we used plasma parameters typical for the cylindrical Hall thruster. Electron temperature
T, was taken constant along the channel, what implies that the ionization rate coefficient 8 is constant as well. All
parameters are summarized in the Table 6.1 in Ref. [33].

In general, the boundary conditions at the left side can be affected by the anode sheath. We note here that in
quasineutral model, there is no natural sheath potential drop due to predominant loss of electrons. The sheath like
profile is maintained by the large density gradient inward (density increasing from the left boundary), as a result the
electric field near anode may reverse sign to maintain the total current constant. The negative electric field (toward the
anode) may result in another singularity v; = —c, at the boundary. Sheath and no-sheath solutions have been discussed
in the literature and observed experimentally [30}34H36]. Therefore we allow for general situation with v; > —c; and
consider how does the condition on the anode sheath boundary (specifically, the value of the velocity at the boundary)
affect stationary solutions and their stability.

IV. Stationary solutions in operational space diagram and their axial stability

A. Discharge current and injection rate operational space diagram

Important point is that real solutions for g, vl.’ s nl’ and ¢’, exist only in a certain range of the values of J, and J,
which can be easily found from the quadratic equation. Here we give examples of ng, v/, n/, and ¢ diagrams, calculated
for parameters from the Ref. [33]. For each value of ny, the v/, n’, ¢” derivatives are calculated, and stationary solutions
were obtained by the integration from the sonic point in both directions: to the anode and to the cathode. Integration
was done from O to —L and from O to L, where O is the location of the sonic point. When integration was done in a
negative direction, it was stopped after the ion velocity reached —c; value, so the solution is obtained over the interval
X larger than the thruster length L. By selecting the interval of the given length L, various possible solutions with
different values of the potential difference across can be defined. The selection both the length L and the potential
difference defines a unique solution.

1.2 14
a b
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Fig.1 Diagrams of a) n; and b) vlf as functions of the discharge current /;, at fixed value of J,. Two roots in v l’
correspond to one value of 7n; from the high density branch. Only small portion of the lower density branch has
real solutions for v/, such as points A and B.

Different types of the solution are presented in Figs. [Th and[Ip as a function of I, at a fixed value of J,. Here
Ip = eJ A, where A is a thruster channel cross-section. For a fixed J, there is a maximum value of J, for which the
solutions exist, [T| For the values of the current smaller than some maximum value, equation [5| has two roots: high
density and low density branches. However, for large fraction of the lower density branch the corresponding values
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of the velocity, density and potential gradients become complex which means absence of the solutions in this region,
which is shown by dashed-green line in Fig. [Th and in the Fig. [3)), which was zoomed-in and rescaled figure [3]

The high density "ng" root "C", corresponding to the lower current Ip, generates two different real roots for v/, n’,
and ¢’ - "C1" and "C,". The profiles of the ion velocity, density and potential for these roots are shown in Fig. [2} One of
these solutions, shown as "C," is decelerating and is of no interest for the thrusters. The v; profile for "C;" root shows
supersonic ion acceleration. It is shown here as starting from —c, condition at the anode sheath boundary, but other
choices are possible with different value of the discharge voltage.

25 c 1.5 c 100
—u1 —u1 b c
20 —02 —02 ) 40 )
15 710
Z S 20
=10 %" >
=5 305
0 N -140) ¢y
a) —Cy
-5 0.0 -200
20 -1.0 00 10 20 30 20 -1.0 00 1.0 20 3.0 20 -1.0 00 1.0 20 3.0
X,cm X,cm X,cm

Fig. 2 a) Velocity v;, b) density n;, and c) potential ¢ profiles for the root ''C''. Dashed lines are the ion sound
velocity level- +c;.

For the higher values of the current, 1, closer to the maximum value, situation looks more complex. Here, there are
two roots for the density and, correspondingly, there are four possible real solutions for the velocity derivative (two for
each values of density). These are shown in Fig. E]) and, schematically, in FigE], as Ay, Ay, By, and B;. Only one of
these is compatible with the accelerating solution and boundary condition at the anode; this solution is very similar to
C,. The other solutions (not shown here) are either decelerating, or cannot be continued below the v; = ¢, velocity and
cannot be matched to the condition at the anode.

In summary, it was found that for the given value of the mass flux J, there exists a range of the discharge fluxes J,
where a single solution with accelerating ions exists, this region marked solid blue in Fig. [3] not to scale; for some range
of the J, and J; values, there are no solutions, marked as dashed-green, and in some region, with the current close to
the maximum, there are four solutions, marked in solid and dashed red in Fig. E}

B. Stability and the nonlinear axial modes oscillations

We have studied the stability of obtained stationary profiles in time-dependent simulations. Here we report only the
cases with standard Bohm condition at the left boundary, v; = —c;. Nonlinear initial value time-dependent simulations
were performed with the obtained stationary profiles (with corresponding boundary conditions) an an initial state.

Depending on the parameters of stationary solutions, we have identified four distinctly different situations, summarized
in diagram Fig[4] not to scale.

For lower values of the discharge current (Zone 1) the stationary profiles remain stable and there are no current
oscillations in this region. The discharge current oscillations appear for J; in Zone 2. It is important to note that the
nature of oscillations, as well as their amplitude and frequency, changes as the value of J; increases. At the beginning
of the Zone 2, for lower values of J4, the oscillations have small amplitude and frequency (see Fig. [Sh, b) and have
well pronounced single frequency (see Fig. [5h, d). Closer to the end of Zone 2, oscillations amplitude and frequency
grow. In Zone 3, there is a transition to multimode oscillations (see Fig. E}), e) with further increase of amplitude and
frequency. At the end of Zone 3 oscillations amplitude reaches its maximum, however, oscillations become strongly
non-linear with and the frequency is sharply reduced.

V. Fluid and hybrid modeling of the axial modes dynamics with the electron energy evolution
Here we present a self-consistent one-dimensional axial model that includes additional physical elements such as wall
energy losses and electron energy evolution. The simulations were performed with full fluid model and hybrid model,
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Ja

Fig. 3 Diagrams for n; (top) and v; (bottom) as functions of the discharge flux J; at a fixed value of J,,
not to scale: Dashed-green — no real solutions. Solid blue — two roots, one of which is the expected solution
corresponding to the ion acceleration. Red (dashed and solid) — the regions with four solutions, only A, root
corresponds to the good accelerating solutions.

Zone 1 Zone 2 Zone 3

Ja

Fig. 4 Stability diagram of stationary solutions in the n,/v/, J, space at a fixed value of J,. In Zone 1 (orange
solid), there are no oscillations. In Zone 2 (blue solid), there exist strongly coherent oscillations. In Zone 3 (red
solid and dashed), the multimode oscillations are present.
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Fig.5 Discharge current time traces (a-c) and corresponding Fourier spectra (d-f) for different regimes of /.

where ions and neutrals are modeled as particles (particle-in-cell method). BOUT++ computational framework[37]]
was used for full fluid simulations, as in Section IV. Hybrid simulations were performed with the code developed
at LAPLACE laboratory, France [10} 22} 23] 138]. One of the goals was to compare the results of fluid and hybrid
simulations and study the role of boundary conditions, which for ions can be chosen rather arbitrary in fluid code. Such
freedom of boundary conditions is absent in the kinetic ion model. The model and parameters of the simulations are
chosen to correspond to the one of LANDMARK benchmarking cases [39].

A. Basic model equations
In the fluid model, neutral dynamics is modeled with the simple advection equation

ON ON
T TVagy = hNn ?

where v, is a constant. Ion dynamics is described with basic equations for cold unmagnetized ions

Gn,- 0
5 gy (ivi) = BNni, (8)
avi avi

e
T +Vig = EE —ﬂNvi, (9)

where we include the ionization source term Sn,n; with ionization coefficient 8; omit the pressure term, viscosity tensor
in momentum equation; and temperature evolution. Electron dynamics is given by:

0 0
6”: + = (neve) = fnne (10)
1 4T,
():—iE—i(VeLXB)x— (e 8)—vmvex, (11)
me e NeMe ox
30 50 50 0
231 (nT,) + 2 9x (nevexTe) + > a(ie = —nevexa—i —nengaK — nW, (12)
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where v, is the total electron momentum exchange frequency, W is the anomalous energy loss coefficient, K is the
collisional energy loss coeflicient, g, is the electron heat flux.

W =v.eexp(-UJe), (13)

where € = 3/2T,, U = 20 eV. Heat flux across magnetic field is

oT,
de = _ﬂe”Tea_e' (14)
X
From Eq. (TT) we express the electron velocity as
0
Vex = —pto E — BeZPe. (15)
ne Ox
where the electron mobility . given by Eq[3]
and the total electron momentum exchange collision frequency is
Vm = Yen t Vwalls T VB, (16)

where the electron-neutral collision frequency v,,, electron-wall collision frequency v,,4115, and anomalous Bohm
frequency vp are given with:

Ven = kmna, (17)
Viatts = @107 [s7'], (18)
vg = (Ba/16)eB/m,. (19)

where k,, = 2.5x 107* m™3s7!, @ and B, are adjusting constants.

The profile of external magnetic field is shown if Fig. [6] with the channel’s exit in the peak of magnetic field
intensity. For this electron mobility model we will use different parameters inside and outside the channel, the near wall
conductivity contribution @;, = 0.2, @,y = 0. The anomalous contribution is set to 84,in = 0.1, Ba.our = 1.

L [G]

Radial magnetic fielc

0 1 2 3 4

Distance from anode, [em]

ot

Fig. 6 The magnetic field profile used in simulations, with the channel exit located 2.5 cm from anode (dashed
line).

We will assume plasma quasineutrality and neglect a potential drop on the Debye sheath near the anode. The total
(discharge) current density J7 is determined from the condition

L
/gm:% (20)
0
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and given as

Jr = 21
r [L dx 2D
enlle
Therefore, the full system of equations to be solved,
ON ON
-— — = —(Nn, 22
or U ax AN (22)
on 0
— + — (nv;) = BNn, 23
a7 * 7 () = BNn (23)
ov; ov; e
— +vi— = —FE - BNy, 24
o1 Vi Ox m; BNv; (24)
30 5 50
25 (nT,) + 25 (nveT,) 3 ;xe = nv.E — nn,K - nW, (25)

where the electric field E is obtained from the electron momentum Eq. (I3). This system is solved with the following
boundary conditions. A constant mass flow rate determines the value of n, at the boundary, as well as recombination of
plasma that flows to the anode, hence the boundary condition:

Mmoo ony (0)

N(0) = (26)

m;Av, Va

Bohm type condition for ion velocity can be imposed at the anode v;(0) = —b,, /T, /m;, where b,, = 0—1 is the Bohm
velocity factor which can be varied. Both anode and cathode electron temperature are fixed with T, (0) = T.(L) = 2 eV.
All other boundary conditions are not imposed (free).

Hybrid model has the same electron equations, while ions and neutrals are described via particle-in-cell method
(22,231 138]).

B. Role of boundary conditions and temperature evolution

Several characteristic features were observed with simulations in full fluid and hybrid models for v, i, = 0.4 - 107 7L
Generally, fluid and hybrid models show good agreement in the time averaged plasma parameters profiles, see Fig.[7| The
agreement in the amplitude of the oscillating current and spectra are rather qualitatively similar but differ quantitatively,
see Fig.[8]

The main cycle of low frequency (breathing mode) consists of several stages. The ions in the reverse electric field
are moved relatively fast to the anode (~ 1 km/s). Then ions that reached the anode recombines and form peak in the
neutral density near the anode, the enhanced density hump is advected into the ionization zone producing more ions.
The ion density increases and fraction of ions is again moved to the anode, and the process repeats. Increasing v,
results in growth of oscillation frequency, approximately linearly. For v, = 150 m/s the frequency is 10 kHz, which
corresponds to neutral flyby time on the width of the ionization zone 1.5 cm observed in the simulations. Oscillations
amplitude is also slightly increasing for larger neutral flow velocity.

The combination of the ion recycling on the anode side and temperature evolution are important for the low
frequency oscillations. Ion recombination at the anode is included via the corresponding boundary condition for neutral
atoms (26). When the ion recycling is turned the low-frequency oscillations disappear and the profiles are stationary.
Low-frequency oscillations are sensitive to the ionization coefficient and they are not observed without the electron
temperature evolution with fixed profile.

We have investigated how the magnitude of the anode boundary conditions affects the modes stability, Fig[I0] The
reduction of the absolute value of the velocity at the boundary reduces the amplitude of the oscillations, and below
0.6 - ¢, the oscillations disappear.

We also performed the simulations with higher energy losses v, i, = 107 s~! resulting in lower electron energy and
oscillations of the lower amplitude, as shown in Fig[TT] In it is interesting that for these parameters both methods show
coexistence of low and high frequency modes, see Fig. [T1]
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Fig. 8 Total, ion, and electron currents resulted from fluid model (left) and hybrid model (right) for v, =
0.4 -107 s7!. Ion and electron currents are evaluated at x = 5 cm.

VI. Summary
Axial ionization modes involve the complex nonlinear dynamics of the ionization, ion acceleration, electron mobility,
and diffusion. The interaction of these processes determines steady state profiles as well as spatial and temporal
variations of the plasma density, ion velocity, neutral density, and total current.
Fluid models are based on the ion and electron density conservation (including ionization), ion momentum balance,
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and the electron flow in drift-diffusion approximation as well as the evolution of the electron energy. Fluid simulations
of the quasi-neutral axial modes require boundary conditions imposed on the anode side as well as the condition for
the electron temperature at the cathode. Different boundary conditions may exist at the anode sheath and quasineutral
plasma interface.

In this paper, we study the nonlinear dynamics of the axial modes together with conditions for the existence of
stationary solutions. The analysis of the stationary profiles show that there is a limited freedom in the choice of boundary
condition due to global constraints imposed the regularization of the sonic point transition. For a simple case of
uniform and constant temperature, fixed velocity of neutral injection, and without wall losses, we have semi-analytically
determined the operational space diagram (in terms of the total current and mass injection rates).

The presence of the regularized sonic point makes steady-state plasma profiles rather stiff; therefore, the range of
boundary conditions, where the solutions exist, may be limited. The operational space of the system parameters (total
current, neutral flux, and plasma density) was investigated and was shown to have a complex structure. Analogous
restrictions exist in more general case of the non-uniform temperature that will be reported elsewhere.

Our analysis shows that stability and characteristics of the axial modes are sensitive to the values of transport
coeflicients, boundary conditions, and the nature and parameters of the electron energy and its evolution. Stability
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analysis of axial modes for a simplified case of uniform temperature and magnetic field with classical values of electron
conductivity demonstrate the relatively high frequency (~100 kHz) oscillations (for magnetic field typical for CHT).
The increase of the electron mobility and decreasing magnetic field in general result in reduction of frequency and even
to disappearance of oscillations. Different oscillations patterns are identified (coherent, weakly coherent, and nonlinear)
depending on the parameters of stationary solutions.

For the full model, when the electron energy equation is included, we have performed the comparison of the
results from the fluid and hybrid modeling. The results from both methods are qualitatively similar but there are some
quantitative differences in the oscillations amplitudes. Sensitivity to the boundary conditions, energy evolution and
value of anomalous collisions and transport are identified in both approaches.

These results indicate importance of the self-consistent modeling of azimuthal and axial modes. Coupling between
the two types of modes is expected because the azimuthal modes are driven by axial gradients in plasma parameters
such as the density and electric field, which experience large spatial and temporal variations during breathing mode
oscillations. In turn, axial modes are sensitive to the value of the anomalous transport produced by the azimuthal modes.
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