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In this work, we analyze the creation of the discharge asymmetry and the concomitant formation of the DC self-bias
voltage in capacitively coupled radio frequency plasmas driven by multi-frequency waveforms, as a function of the
electrode surface characteristics. For this latter, we consider and vary the coefficients that characterize the elastic
reflection of the electrons from the surfaces and the ion-induced secondary electron yield. Our investigations are based
on Particle-in-Cell/Monte Carlo Collision simulations of the plasma and on a model that aids the understanding of the
computational results. Electron reflection from the electrodes is found to affect slightly the discharge asymmetry in the
presence of multi-frequency excitation, whereas secondary electrons cause distinct changes to the asymmetry of the
plasma as a function of the phase angle between the harmonics of the driving voltage waveform and as a function the
number of these harmonics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Capacitively coupled plasma sources (CCPs) driven by
radio-frequency (RF) waveforms have been aiding plasma
processing industry for decades. As RF current can flow
through dielectric substances as well, the electrode materi-
als are not restricted to conducting ones, which tremendously
widens the range of applications. Utilising the bombard-
ment by high energy ions, e.g., material can be removed
from surfaces (plasma etching in microelectronics). At low
bombarding energies, deposition from the plasma prevails
(e.g. in fabrication of photovolatic devices). Other surface
properties playing an important role in, e.g., biomedicine,
like wetability and biocompatibility can also be changed by
plasma processing.1–4.

As the efficiency and the rates of the processes at the sur-
faces depend on the flux and the flux-energy distribution of
the impinging species (mostly ions and radicals, but also elec-
trons in some cases) a lot of effort has been devoted to the un-
derstanding and the optimisation of these characteristics.5–11

The flux of the ions is mainly defined by the plasma density,
whereas the flux-energy distribution is controlled by (i) the
voltage drop over the sheath adjacent to the surface, (ii) the
collisionality of the sheath, and (iii) the relation between the
ion transit time and the period of the RF excitation.12–14 At
high pressures, the ions flying through the sheaths collide sev-
eral times with the atoms/molecules of the background gas
and have, consequently, a low energy upon arrival at the elec-
trode surfaces. In contrast, at low pressures, the ions have a
long free path and can gain high energies while flying through
the sheaths. When the ions cross the sheaths in a fraction of
the RF period, their energy is determined by the instantaneous
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sheath voltage. When the ion transit time is much longer than
the RF period the ion energy is largely determined by the
time-averaged sheath voltage. Besides the flux-energy distri-
bution of the ions, the angular distribution of the ions at the
surfaces may become very important, e.g. when high aspect
ratio trenches are "milled" into semiconductor wafers.15–17

During the past decades, a number of approaches have been
developed to provide additional "degrees of freedom" to con-
trol ion properties at the electrodes. The first of these has
been the introduction of Dual-Frequency (DF) excitation, i.e.
the simultaneous application of two radio frequency wave-
forms to the plasma.18–24 The DF excitation utilises the “func-
tional separation” of these two excitation signals: the high-
frequency signal is responsible for the creation of the plasma
whereas the low-frequency voltage is responsible for the ac-
celeration of the ions. This way the amplitude of the high-
frequency component controls the plasma density and, con-
sequently, the ion flux at the surfaces while the amplitude
of the low frequency signal controls the energy of the ions.
The functional separation is most efficient when the two ex-
citation frequencies are significantly different, but even in
this case frequency coupling effects hinder the efficient con-
trol of the ion properties for this “classical” dual-frequency
excitation.25,26

Another major step has been the discovery of the Electrical
Asymmetry Effect (EAE) that allows to make geometrically
symmetric plasma sources electrically asymmetric.5 This is
achieved by applying a base RF and its second harmonic for
the excitation of the plasma, which leads to a development of
a DC self-bias voltage. It was explained by theory27 and sub-
sequently confirmed by both simulations28 and experiments29

that the self-bias voltage can be controlled by the phase angle
between the driving voltage harmonics. As the self-bias volt-
age influences the voltage drops over the sheaths, the ion en-
ergy can readily be controlled whereas the ion flux as shown
by subsequent studies can be kept at a reasonably constant
level. The EAE also develops when geometrically asymmet-
ric discharges are driven with specific waveforms and allows
controlling the discharge properties within a wide range.30,31

Studies of the EAE were also extended to a higher number
of harmonics (N > 2), various special waveforms like peaks-
and valleys-waveforms,32 as well as sawtooth-waveforms33
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have been introduced and investigated both experimentally
and computationally. These waveforms, known as “Tailored
Voltage Waveforms” (TVW)34, have been shown to provide
large flexibility for controlling charged particle dynamics, the
spatio-temporal distribution of the rates of elementary pro-
cesses (e.g. ionization and excitation), the electron energy
distribution function, as well as the ion properties. As peaks-
and valleys-waveforms have markedly different positive and
negative peak amplitudes these cause an amplitude asymme-
try effect in the discharge. Sawtooth-type waveforms, on the
other hand, have equal positive and negative peak amplitudes,
however, notably different rising and falling slopes. These re-
sult in different sheath expansion velocities and, consequently,
different rates of excitation and ionization at the two sides of
the discharge, which generates an asymmetry and a DC self-
bias voltage, termed as the slope asymmetry effect.35

In electrically asymmetric discharges, the DC self-bias
voltage (η) has a direct effect on the ion flux-energy distri-
bution (IFED) at the electrodes. This makes such discharges
attractive for surface processing applications.36–38 Moreover,
in the presence of η 6= 0, the IFED-s at the two electrodes
will be different, which may be advantageous in applica-
tions when a high ion energy is required at one electrode,
while this is to be prevented at the other electrode. The de-
pendence of the self-bias voltage on the amplitudes and the
phases of multi-frequency waveforms has thoroughly been
investigated.27,39,40 A discharge asymmetry was also found to
be induced by differing materials of the two electrodes, rep-
resented by, e.g., different electron reflection probabilities41

or different secondary electron yields42,43 or the combination
of these.44 More recently, discharge asymmetries induced by
inhomogeneous magnetic fields have also been studied.45–48

The investigation of the nonlinear coupling of these various
asymmetry effects clearly warrants further studies. Note, that
most plasma reactors used in industrial applications are geo-
metrically asymmetric. When such a discharge is driven by
a multi-frequency waveform and has different electrode ma-
terials, three types of asymmetry effects are present simul-
taneously. If a magnetic field is applied as well, then four
non-linearly coupled types of asymmetry mechanisms will be
present. Moreover, many of these applications use an elec-
tronegative gas or gas mixture, in which the asymmetry ef-
fects may differ significantly49–54 from those in thoroughly
investigated electropositive discharges.

The formation of the DC self-bias voltage and its depen-
dence on the properties of the applied waveform have been
studied experimentally and via simulations in a number of
studies. The primary computational tool for these investi-
gations has been the Particle-in-Cell/Monte Carlo Collisions
(PIC/MCC) simulation.55–58 This particle based approach is
fully capable to capture kinetic effects,59therefore is well
suited for the description of plasma sources operated at low
pressures where non-local particle transport60–63 appears. An
analytical model27 based on the voltage balance of the dis-
charge has aided the understanding of the observations.

While a lot of knowledge has accumulated in the previous
studies (part of which has been reviewed above) some details
of the discharge dynamics and the self-bias formation in CCPs

require further studies. Our aim here is to understand the ef-
fects of the number of harmonics used to construct the exci-
tation wavefrom and to reveal how these vary as a function
of the parameters of the surface processes: (i) the reflection
coefficient of the electrons at the electrodes and (ii) the ion-
induced secondary electron yield. Here, the same values of
these parameters will be assumed for both electrodes.

Following the introduction of the physical setting consid-
ered, in Section II the analytic model and the basics of the
computational method will be described in Sections II A and
II B, respectively. Section III is devoted to the presentation of
the results, where we provide a very detailed analysis that goes
beyond the details covered in previous studies. In particular,
we examine the effects of the floating sheath potentials and
the finite voltage drop over the plasma bulk on the discharge
asymmetry and the self-bias voltage. Subsequently, the ef-
fects of the surface processes are discussed. A brief summary
is given in Section IV.

II. PHYSICAL SYSTEM AND METHODS

In this work, we consider a capacitively coupled plasma
source that has two parallel, planar electrodes. The diameter
of the electrodes is assumed to be much larger than the gap
between them, allowing the use of a one-dimensional model.
The discharge is excited by a voltage waveform39

φ(t) =
N

∑
k=1

φk cos(kω1t +θk), (1)

where ω1 = 2π f1, with f1 being the "base" radio frequency,
φk and θk, respectively, the amplitude and the phase of the k-th
harmonic. The amplitudes of the individual harmonics are set
according to

φk =
2(N− k+1)
(N +1)2 φ

∗. (2)

φ ∗ is usually called the peak-to-peak voltage of the waveform.
Note, however, that this is true only if Eq. (1) generates peaks-
or valleys-types waveforms. The first of these cases is realised
by setting θk = 0, ∀k, while the second case is realised by
setting θk = 0 for the odd values of k and θk = 180◦ for even
values of k.

By keeping the phase angles of all odd harmonics 0◦ and
varying the common value, denoted by θ , for all even har-
monics, various waveforms (which include both the peaks
and valleys cases) can be realised as shown in Figure 1 for
N = 2 and N = 4. One can note that for arbitrary values of
θ , the peak-to-peak amplitude of the waveform specified by
(1) indeed varies, at θ = 90◦, e.g., φpp ≈ 1.15φ ∗ for N = 2
and φpp ≈ 1.23φ ∗ for N = 4. Peaks-type waveforms (θ = 0◦)
have sharp positive peaks and nearly flat negative parts be-
tween these peaks. Correspondingly, the sheath at the pow-
ered electrode is expanded for a relatively long part of the
fundamental RF period, whereas the sheath at the grounded
electrode is expanded for a short time. For valleys-type wave-
forms (θ = 180◦) the scenario is reversed.
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FIG. 1. Voltage waveforms corresponding to Eq. (1) with φ∗ = 300 V,
for N = 2 (a) and N = 4 (b) harmonics, for various values of θ . The
peaks- and valleys-waveforms are plotted with thick lines. T is the
period of the fundamental frequency ( f1).

A. Model for the DC self-bias voltage formation

Figure 2 shows the equivalent electrical circuit consisting
of the RF generator (G), the blocking capacitor (C), as well as
the plasma that is represented by three circuit elements cor-
responding to the three regions of the discharge: the sheath
at the powered side of the plasma (or "powered sheath"), the
plasma bulk, and the sheath at the grounded side of the plas-
mas (or "grounded sheath").27 Two of these elements, the
sheaths, exhibit capacitive impedance, while the impedance
of the bulk region consists of a resistive and an inductive part,
originating from, respectively, the finite conductivity due to
electron-atom collisions and from the inertia (finite mass) of
the electrons.64

The balance equation for the voltage components marked
in Figure 2 is

φ(t) = φC +φsp +φb +φsg. (3)

Here, φC is the DC voltage drop over the blocking capacitor,
we assume the AC voltage drop over this element is negligible
due to its high capacitance. In this case, the DC voltage drop
φC is the opposite of the DC self-bias voltage η that develops
over the plasma due to the EAE.27 As a consequence, Eq. (3)

FIG. 2. Equivalent electrical circuit of the system investigated. The
shaded area marks the plasma region, the external circuit consists of
the generator G and the coupling capacitor C.

can be rewritten as

φ(t)+η = φsp +φb +φsg. (4)

The model of the EAE, which assumes that (i) the sheath
are fully collapsed at one side of the plasma at times of the
extrema of the applied voltage waveforms and that (ii) there
is no voltage drop over the bulk region of the plasma, predicts
the dc self-bias voltage, based on the voltage balance of the
circuit, to be

η =−φmax + εφmin

1+ ε
, (5)

where φmax and φmin are, respectively, the maximum and the
minimum of the applied voltage waveform, φ(t). The more
general expression, which considers the nonzero sheath volt-
ages upon sheath collapse (i.e. the floating potentials) and the
finite voltage drop over the plasma bulk,53 is

η =−φmax + εφmin

1+ ε︸ ︷︷ ︸
ηw

+
φ f

sp + εφ f
sg

1+ ε︸ ︷︷ ︸
ηf

+
φ b

max + εφ b
min

1+ ε︸ ︷︷ ︸
ηb

. (6)

Here, we already introduced notations for the contributions
of different origin: due to the waveform, ηw, to the floating
potentials, ηf, and to the bulk voltage drop, ηb.

In the above expressions, ε is the symmetry parameter,
which is the magnitude of the ratio of the peak values of the
sheath voltages at both sides of the plasma27:

ε =

∣∣∣∣∣ φ̂sg

φ̂sp

∣∣∣∣∣. (7)
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Calculations, which are not repeated here, express the extrema
of the sheath voltages as5

φ̂sp =−
1

2eε0

(
Qmp

Ap

)2 Isp

nsp
, (8)

φ̂sg =
1

2eε0

(
Qmg

Ag

)2 Isg

nsg
. (9)

Here, e is the elementary charge, ε0 the permittivity of free
space, Qmp/mg the maximum charges within the sheaths, Ap/g
the surfaces, Isp/sg the sheath integrals, and nsp/sg the mean
charged particle densities within the sheaths at the powered
(p) and grounded sides (g) of the system. Note, that upon
the original derivation of these expressions,5 the electron front
was assumed to exhibit a step profile at the sheath edge and
the ion density profile was taken to be static within the sheath
regions. Here, however, the data obtained from the PIC/MCC
simulations include the slight penetration of a finite electron
density into the sheaths, i.e. Q and n represent, respectively,
the net charge and charged particle density.

The ratio of the sheath integrals appearing in the above ex-
pressions is customarily approximated27 by a value of 1.0. In
the symmetric system considered here, Ap = Ag = A. With
these two simplifications, Eq. (7) becomes:

ε =

(
Qmg

Qmp

)2 nsp

nsg
. (10)

Upon the presentation of the results, the most precise of ε

will be computed from this equation, however, the validity of
simplified approaches will also be tested, as follows:

• The simplest approximation for ε is represented by a
value of ε = 1, which neglects the differences between
the magnitudes of the peak sheath voltages at the two
electrodes. This approximation is termed as ’Model 1’.

• As a refinement, one may calculate ε with neglecting
the difference between Qmp and Qmg in Eq. (10), i.e.
taking

ε =
nsp

nsg
, (11)

which is the form that was used in the first model of the
EAE.5 This is our ’Model 2’.

• Calculating ε from the "full" Eq. (10), as done in sev-
eral recent studies.50,53,65 We refer to this as ’Model 3’.

The origin of any discharge asymmetry can also be ap-
proached from the most important elementary process in the
plasmas: the ionization. This process is the primary source of
the charged particles and under the conditions studied here, is
driven by high-energy electrons that represent a minor frac-
tion of the electron population.59 The two basic ways of gain-
ing enough energy for ionization (relevant at our conditions)
are: acceleration of the electrons (i) near the edges of the ex-
panding sheaths ("α-heating")66 and (ii) within the sheaths in
the strong electric field whenever (secondary) electrons are

emitted from the electrodes, due to, e.g., ion bombardment
("γ-heating").67

The causes of asymmetry effects discussed above, like dif-
ferent positive vs. negative values or different rising vs.
falling slopes of the driving voltage waveform, as well as dif-
ferent secondary electron yields at the two electrodes can also
be viewed to act via establishing an imbalance of the ioniza-
tion at the two sides of the plasma. A faster sheath expan-
sion (controlled by the driving waveform), e.g., gives rise to
a higher energy gain of the electrons and, generally, creates a
higher charge density at the corresponding side of the plasma.
In the presence of secondary electrons, the magnitude of the
sheath voltages (accelerating these electrons) and the duration
of the expanded phase of the sheath are the important factors.
A higher sheath voltage and/or a longer expanded phase of the
sheath gives rise to higher ionization rate. All these effects can
couple in a complicated nonlinear way in a CCP.

B. Computational method

Our numerical results are obtained from one-dimensional
(1D3V) bounded electrostatic PIC/MCC simulations. As this
is a well-established method, the description of its details is
omitted here, only some details specific to the current study
are outlined below. More information about the approach can
be found in the literature.68

Our code considers electrons and Ar+ ions and follows their
motion in an electric field that is defined by the potentials of
the electrodes and the presence of the charged particles in the
electrode gap. The powered electrode (situated at x = 0) is
at a potential φ(t)+η , while the other electrode (situated at
x = L) is grounded (φ(t) is defined by Eq. (1)).

The equation of motion of the charged particles is inte-
grated using the leapfrog scheme, with a time step of ∆t =
T/3000. The computational grid for the potential, the electric
field, and the charged particle densities (that has a spatial res-
olution of ∆x) comprises 500 points. These parameters fulfil
the relevant stability criteria of the PIC/MCC method.69,70

At the electrode surfaces, as already mentioned in Section
I, two processes are considered. (i) Ar+ ions arriving at the
surface induce the emission of a secondary electron with a
probability that is expressed by the secondary electron yield,
γ . (ii) Electrons arriving at the electrode surfaces undergo an
elastic reflection event with a probability R (of which the de-
pendence on energy and angle of incidence is not taken into
account).

The DC self-bias voltage of the discharges driven by N > 1
harmonics is determined in an iterative manner.28 At the ini-
tialization of the simulation, η = 0 V is set. After executing
the simulation for a given number (typically 50) of RF cy-
cles, the currents of the electrons and argon ions reaching each
electrode are compared. Depending on the balance of these
currents, the self-bias voltage is changed by a small quantity.
This procedure is continued until η reaches a converged value
and the time-averaged charged particle currents to each of the
two electrodes balance over (within the noise level).

For our studies the identification of the position of the RF
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sheath edge as a function of time, s(t), is a crucial task. It is
carried out based on computing the spatially and temporally
resolved distributions of the electron and ion densities.71 The
position of the sheath sheath edge, e.g., at the electrode at
x = 0 (i.e. s = sp) can be found from∫ s

0
ne(x)dx =

∫ h

s
[ni(x)−ne(x)]dx. (12)

Here, h is a position where quasineutrality holds, we set this
value as h = L/2. Solving the above equation for each time
step within the RF cycle, the s(t) function can be determined
at both sides of the discharge. When sp(t) and sg(t) are
known, the voltage drops over the sheaths (φsp(t) and φsg(t)),
the net space charges (Qp(t) and Qg(t)) and mean net charged
particle densities (nsp(t) and nsg(t)) within the sheaths can
readily be determined.

III. RESULTS

The simulations are carried out for Ar gas, at fixed values
of the pressure, p = 10 Pa, the electrode gap, L = 2.5 cm, and
the base frequency, f1 = 13.56 MHz. Driving voltage wave-
forms specified by Eq. (1) will be used with φ ∗ = 300 V and
with up to N = 4 harmonics, with phase angles over the whole
domain of interest (0◦ ≤ θ ≤ 360◦). For the surface coeffi-
cients we adopt the following values. (i) For the secondary
electron yield we take γ = 0, 0.2, and 0.4. For metal surfaces,
γ is expected to be rather small, . 0.1, while for dielectric
surfaces the actual values may be well approximated by the
higher γ-s adopted. (ii) For the elastic reflection coefficient of
the electrons we take R = 0 and 0.2.

We start the presentation of the results by discussing the
temporal behavior of the various quantities that appear in the
voltage balance equation (4), for the cases of single- (N = 1)
and dual-frequency (N = 2) excitation. The N = 1 case is dis-
played in Figure 3(a), for the base conditions of φ1 = 150 V,
f1 = 13.56 MHz, p = 10 Pa, L = 2.5 cm, at zero values of the
surface coefficients. At this electrically symmetric excitation
waveform the plasma is symmetric and no self-bias voltage
develops. The magnitudes of the sheath voltages (φsp and φsg)
vary with opposite phase. Note, that φsp ≤ 0 and φsg ≥ 0 (cf.
Eqs. (8) and (9)). The minima of |φsp| and |φsg| at the extrema
of the applied voltage amount a few Volts. These are the so-
called floating potentials, φ f

sp and φ f
sg, respectively, at the pow-

ered and at the grounded electrodes, which limit the losses of
the electrons to the electrode where the sheath momentarily
collapses. The sum of the sheath voltages approximates quite
well the discharge voltage (eq. (4)) as the voltage drop over
the bulk of the plasmas, φb, amounts ± few Volts only, due to
the high conductivity of the plasma.

The results for the N = 2 case (with keeping all other pa-
rameters the same) are shown in Figure 3(b), for the choice
of θ = 0◦. The simulation reveals that for these conditions a
self-bias voltage of η ≈−54.4 V forms (indicated by the hor-
izontal dashed line in Figure 3)(b)). The substantial contribu-
tions to the discharge voltage, which is the sum of η and the
generator voltage φ(t), are the sheath voltage drops, as above.

FIG. 3. Time dependence of the quantities involved in the voltage
balance of the discharge, for single- (a) and dual-frequency (b) ex-
citation. For N = 2, the phase angle is θ = 0◦. Other discharge
conditions: f1 = 13.56 MHz, p = 10 Pa, L = 2.5 cm, R = 0, γ = 0.
The driving voltage waveform is defined by eq. (1), with amplitudes
given by Eq. (2), φ∗ = 300 V. T is the period of the fundamental RF
frequency, f1. Note, that the bulk voltage drop is multiplied by a
factor of 10.

A small additional contribution is provided by the nonzero
voltage drop over the bulk region. As compared to the N = 1
case, now the behavior of the two sheaths is quite different.
Due due to the specific applied voltage waveform, the sheath
at the powered electrode collapses once within the "princi-
pal" RF cycle (T = 1/ f1) at t/T = 0, while at the grounded
side the sheath collapses twice during this period. Moreover,
the sheath stays collapsed in the latter case for a longer time.
As a consequence, the floating potential has a higher value
of φ

f
sg ≈ 4.6 V as compared to the φ

f
sp ≈ −1.1 V found at the

powered electrode. (Note, that these values are not resolved
in the figure). These potentials ensure the compensation of
electron and ion currents over an RF period by regulating the
electron fluxes that reach the electrodes.

The time dependence of the length of the sheaths for this
case is presented in Figure 4. The sheath at the powered
side has a minimum length of about 0.06 cm, whereas at the
grounded side the minimum of sg is≈ 0.1 cm. This figure also
shows the net charge contained within the sheaths, for a unit
electrode area of 1 cm2. The temporal change of Qp and Qg
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FIG. 4. Time dependence of the sheath lengths (chain lines, left
scale) and net charge in the individual sheaths (Qp and Qg) and their
sum (Qtot = Qp +Qg), per unit area of A = 1 cm2 (thick solid lines,
right scale), for the N = 2, θ = 0◦ case. The other conditions are the
same as in Figure 3.

closely follows the variation of the length of the correspond-
ing sheath. The sum of the charges in the two sheaths, Qtot is
almost invariant of time, as Figure 4 reveals. The slow drop
(small negative slope) of Qtot(t) is due to the continuous ion
flux to the electrodes, while the temporary increase upon times
of sheath collapses are due to the losses of the electrons to the
electrodes.

After illustrating the time-dependent behavior of the rele-
vant physical quantities for a few selected cases, next we ad-
dress the behavior of the various voltages as a function of the
phase angle θ . Figure 5 shows the maximum and minimum
values of the applied voltage (φmax and φmin), the peak sheath
voltages (φ̂sp and φ̂sg), the floating potentials (φ f

sp and φ f
sg), the

bulk voltage drops at the times of the maximum and minimum
of the applied voltage (φ b

max and φ b
min), as well as the DC self-

bias voltage, η , obtained directly from the simulation. (Recall
that Eq. (6) formulates a connection between these quantities
based on theory, but the comparison of these η values with the
simulation results is presented later.)

The difference between φmax and φmin equals φ ∗ (being
fixed at a value of 300 V) only at θ = 0◦ and 180◦, at other val-
ues φmax−φmin > φ ∗. This disparity between φmax and |φmin|
is higher in the case of N = 4, as compared to the N = 2 case,
according to the increasing asymmetry of the applied wave-
form (see Figure 1). The maxima of the magnitudes, |φ̂sp|
and φ̂sg as a function of θ , are on the other hand, very simi-
lar in the two cases with different number of harmonics (N).
The floating sheath potentials show also very similar patterns
in the N = 2 and N = 4 cases, while the voltage drop over the
bulk plasma (although this is a small value), grows to almost a
factor of two higher when the number of harmonics is doubled
from N = 2 to N = 4. As to the DC self-bias voltage η , the
highest values are obtained near, but not exactly at θ = 0◦ and
180◦.65 At N = 2, |η̂ | ∼= 54 V, while for N = 4, |η̂ | ∼= 100 V
peak values are found. These values, as mentioned above, re-
sult from the simulations, where they are determined based

FIG. 5. Maximum and minimum values of the applied voltage (φmax
and φmin), peak sheath voltages (φ̂sp and φ̂sg), floating potentials (φ f

sp

and φ f
sg), bulk voltage drops at the time of the maximum and mini-

mum of the applied voltage (φ b
max and φ b

min), as well as the self-bias
voltage η computed from the simulation. (a) N = 2, (b) N = 4. Note
that some quantities are multiplied by 10. Discharge conditions: Ar
at p = 10 Pa, L = 2.5 cm, f1 = 13.56 MHz, φ∗ = 300 V, R = 0, γ = 0.

on the balance between the electron and ion currents to the
electrodes.

Next, we address the question how well the model of the
EAE, outlined in Section II A, reproduces these results for the
self-bias voltage. For this, (i) the importance of the differ-
ent terms in the expression (6) are examined, and (ii) various
approximations ("modeling levels") for the calculation of the
symmetry parameter ε (see the end of Sec. II A) are tested.
This analysis is aided by Figure 6. The findings for N = 2
(panel (a)) and for N = 4 (panel (b)) are very similar, only the
magnitude of η is higher in the N = 4 case. When Model 1
is used, i.e. ε is taken to be 1.0, a triangular shape for η(θ)
is obtained, which approximates reasonably the simulation re-
sults, although somewhat smaller |η | values are found at the
extrema of the self-bias voltage. A similar η(θ) dependence
is found when Model 2 is adopted, however, the peak ampli-
tudes of η obtained this way are higher than those predicted
by the PIC/MCC simulations. Finally, Model 3 provides a
very good agreement with the simulation results.

For this latter, the different contributions to the self-bias
voltage, as specified in Eq. (6) are also displayed in Figure
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FIG. 6. Self-bias voltage as a function of the phase angle (θ ) as
obtained from the different models for the symmetry parameter ("η

Model 1,2,3"), as well as contributions of the terms of Eq. (6) to
η for Model 3 (Eq. (10)), in comparison with the values obtained
directly from the PIC/MCC simulations ("η PIC"). (a) N = 2 and (b)
N = 4, for Ar at p = 10 Pa, L = 2.5 cm, f1 = 13.56 MHz, φ∗ = 300 V,
R = 0, γ = 0.

6. The contributions of the floating potentials and the bulk
voltage drop prove to be small and acting against each other
over the whole range of the phase angle θ . The dominant
term, ηw, is thus hardy distinguishable from the sum of the
three terms that yields η . The above observations make us
conclude that consideration of the first term only in Eq. (6) is
sufficient, however, for the calculation of ε the more precise
form of Eq. (10) is required.

At this point it is useful to analyze the ε values obtained
from the different models, together with its values taken di-
rectly from the simulation (via Eq. (7)). The corresponding
data are shown in Figure 7 as a function of the phase angle
θ (panel (a) for N = 2 and (b) for N = 4). Additionally, the
terms involved in the calculation of ε via Eq. (10) are also
displayed in Figure 7. As in the case of the self-bias volt-
age (see Figure 6), the most accurate model (i.e. Model 3)
reproduces very well the symmetry parameter as a function
of θ resulting from the simulation. The ε = 1 approximation
of Model 1 is clearly a bad choice, as ε varies with θ about
±10% in the N = 2 case and more than ±20% in the case of
N = 4. Model 2 (which considers only the difference of the

FIG. 7. Symmetry parameter ε obtained from the PIC/MCC sim-
ulation and from the different models, as well as the terms in-
volved in the calculation of ε from Eq. (10). Note that "ε Model
2" is equivalent to nsp/nsg, and that "ε Model 3" is computed as
(Qmg/Qmp)

2(nsp/nsg) (see Eq. (10)). Discharge conditions: Ar at p
= 10 Pa, L = 2.5 cm, f1 = 13.56 MHz, Vpp = 300 V.

mean charge densities within the sheaths), on the other hand,
largely (by a factor of ≈ 2) overestimates the variation of ε

with θ . These findings confirm that the charge dynamics, rep-
resented by the term (Qmg/Qmp)

2 plays an important role.65

The inclusion of this term in the calculation of ε ("ε Model 3"
in Figure 7) yields a very good agreement with the simulation
data ("ε PIC").

Next, we analyze the behavior of the discharge in the vicin-
ity of phase angles where the self-bias voltage is (i) zero and
where (ii) it is maximised. The first domain corresponds to
phase angles near θ = 90◦, while for the second domain θ

is around 180◦. These two domains, respectively, are shown
in Figures 8(a) and (b), for various values of the number of
harmonics. Here we also include data obtained with differ-
ent values of the secondary electron yield and the electron
reflection coefficient. We recall that the effects of both of
these parameters were already analyzed in the context of the
EAE.41–43 These studies have, however, focused on establish-
ing an asymmetry by using unequal coefficients at the two
electrodes, while here we study the effects of these parame-
ters with equal values at both electrodes, i.e., they are not the
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FIG. 8. Self-bias voltage obtained from the PIC/MCC simulations in
the vicinity of θ = 90◦ (a) and θ = 180◦ (b), for different number of
harmonics (N), secondary electron yields (γ), and electron reflection
coefficients (R). The legend in (a) also holds for panel (b). In (b), the
data corresponding to N = 2 are given in the left axis, while data for
N = 4 are shown in the right axis. Discharge conditions: Ar at p =
10 Pa, L = 2.5 cm, f1 = 13.56 MHz, Vpp = 300 V.

causes of the asymmetry, but may modify it by influencing
the plasma behavior. Based on Figure 8 the following obser-
vations can be made:

1. The electron reflection has a marginal effect on η , at all
values of θ , N, and γ considered.

2. At γ = 0, the zero crossing of η for N = 2 occurs at
θ > 90◦, while for N = 4 it occurs at θ < 90◦.

3. At N = 2, the angle where η becomes zero changes with
γ , while for N = 4 no such dependence is observed.

4. The increase of γ decreases the maximum self-bias volt-
age at both N values.

In the following, we provide explanations for these obser-
vations. The first of these can be explained by the fact that al-
though reflected electrons generally increase the plasma den-
sity, at the relatively low value of R considered here this in-
crease is small.41 We observe only a slight effect of electron
reflection at γ = 0, comparison of the pairs of data sets for

FIG. 9. (a) Discharge voltage (φ +η) and sheath voltages as a func-
tion of time, at γ = 0. Solid lines: N = 2, chain lines: N = 4. (b)
Spatial distribution of the time-averaged ionization rate for the con-
ditions indicated. Other conditions: Ar at p = 10 Pa, L = 2.5 cm, f1
= 13.56 MHz, φ∗ = 300 V, R = 0. θ = 90◦ for all cases.

R = 0 vs. 0.2 in Figure 8(b) for N = 2 and 4 reveals a small
decrease of η when R is increased.

Regarding the second observation, it is important to realise
that at θ = 90◦ the maximum and minimum values of the
driving voltage waveform have the same magnitudes (φmax =
−φmin = φm), i.e. no amplitude asymmetry is present at this
specific θ . According to Eq. (5), any deviation of η from zero
can only be attributed to ε 6= 1, as η/φm =−(1− ε)/(1+ ε).
(Using Eq. (5) instead of the more precise Eq. (6) is justified
by our earlier conclusion that the floating potential and the
bulk voltage drop act against each other in the latter equation.)
Having ruled out the effect of different (positive vs. negative)
voltage amplitudes, the observed asymmetry of the discharge
can only originate from the specific shapes of the driving volt-
age waveform. Indeed, it turns out that it is the slope of the
waveform, i.e., dφ(t)/dt that is responsible for the observed
effect. At N = 2, as shown (by the red solid line) in Figure
9(a), the driving waveform has a long falling slope and a short
rising slope, i.e. it resembles a sawtooth-down waveform.35

This shape is expected to result in higher excitation/ionization
rate at the grounded side of the discharge and this is confirmed
by the computed ionization rate function shown in Figure 9(b)
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for N = 2 and γ = 0. The theory of sawtooth waveforms34 pre-
dicts a negative self-bias voltage, in accordance with our ob-
servation in Figure 8(a). For N = 4, we find the fastest sheath
expansion around times of t/T ≈ 0.4 at the powered side, and
the ionization source (see Figure 9(b)) exhibits a peak at this
side of the discharge. This explains the observation of a small
positive self-bias voltage (that differs from the N = 2 case).

TABLE I. Self-bias voltage (η) at θ = 90◦, at N = 2 and 4, as a
function of γ , the values of the symmetry parameter ε and the terms
involved in ε , as well as the peak sheath voltages.

N γ η [V] nsp/nsg (Qmg/Qmp)
2 ε (Model 3) φ̂sg [V] |φ̂sp| [V]

2 0 −6.10 0.893 1.043 0.932 172.9 184.8
2 0.2 −2.71 0.920 1.054 0.969 175.3 180.7
2 0.4 +3.36 0.967 1.078 1.042 180.5 173.6
4 0 +5.40 1.040 1.011 1.055 197.3 187.1
4 0.2 +5.21 1.029 1.023 1.054 196.4 186.3
4 0.4 +5.24 1.008 1.043 1.056 195.1 184.8

The explanation of the third observation is aided by tabu-
lated values of the DC self-bias voltage, the symmetry param-
eter and its relevant terms, as well as the peak sheath voltages
for various values of γ , at θ = 90◦, included in Table I. The
γ = 0 case was discussed above and the origin of η < 0 at
N = 2 was clarified. It is important to realise that at γ > 0
the ionization balance is also influenced by secondary elec-
trons (emitted from the electrode surfaces). The energy gain
and the multiplication of these electrons, and the consequent
ionization are sensitive functions of the accelerating voltage,
i.e. the peak sheath voltage drop. For N = 2, we find that
φ̂sg < |φ̂sp| at γ = 0. Consequently, when secondary emission
sets on at γ > 0, ionization at the powered side of the dis-
charge increases by a higher amount as compared to that at
the grounded side. This is the reason why we find an increas-
ing value of nsp/nsg (seen in Table I), which, in turn results
in an increase of ε with γ . The other factor involved in ε ,
(Qmg/Qmp)

2, also increases with increasing γ , further con-
tributing to the change from ε < 1 to ε > 1 while γ reaches
0.4. This change of ε results in a switch of the sign of η .

To understand the behavior of (Qmg/Qmp)
2, the time depen-

dence of the total charge Qtot(t) in the plasma (per unit area) is
plotted in Figure 10. for various values of θ , N, and γ . All the
curves seen in this figure exhibit slowly decaying parts that
correspond to the continuous losses of ions at the electrodes
and short, rapidly increasing segments where Qtot increases
because of the losses of the electrons. Losses of electrons oc-
cur during the times of sheath collapse at either side of the
plasma. Taking the case of N = 2 as an example, according
to Figure 9(a) the grounded sheath collapses at tg/T ≈ 0.58,
whereas the powered sheath collapses at tp/T ≈ 0.9. At the
time of collapse of the grounded sheath Qtot resides in the
powered sheath, thus the peak of Qtot at tg in Figure 10(a)
can be associated with Qmp (illustrated for the N = 2, γ = 0.4
curve). Similarly, Qtot at tp peaks at a value of Qmg.

Having understood this, we can look now at the changes
of Qmp and Qmg resulting from an increase of γ . When γ is
increased from zero, more ionization occurs near the powered
electrode (because of the higher peak sheath voltage there, see

FIG. 10. Total uncompensated charge per unit area (of 1 cm2) as a
function of time within a fundamental RF period for (a) θ = 90◦ and
(b) θ = 180◦, for various values of N and γ . Parts of the curves with
a slow decay correspond to the continuous losses of positive ions,
while parts with a steep rise correspond to sheath collapses when
electrons are lost to the electrodes. The maximum charges in the two
sheaths are illustrated for one of the cases in both panels. For more
explanation see text. Discharge conditions: Ar at p = 10 Pa, L = 2.5
cm, f1 = 13.56 MHz, φ∗ = 300 V.

above) and, consequently, the ion flux to the powered elec-
trode increases more than the ion flux to the grounded elec-
trode. As the flux of the ions and the electrons to either of
the electrodes must compensate each other on time average,
an increased ion flux at one electrode also requires an in-
creased electron flux at the same electrode. Recall that the
electron flux can flow only during the collapse of the sheath.
Due to the higher ionization at the powered side of the plasma
the electron flux at the powered electrode will get enhanced
more than at the grounded electrode. Consequently, the total
charge in the plasma, Qtot, will be increased more at the time
of sheath collapse at the powered side, as compared to that
at the grounded side. According to the explanations about
the behavior of Qtot(t) provided above, Qmg will get more en-
hanced than Qmp when γ is increased, leading to the increase
of (Qmg/Qmp)

2, as observed.
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The scenario at the higher number of harmonics, N = 4, is
somewhat different. In this case, a significantly faster sheath
expansion is observed in Figure 9(a) after the sheath collapse
at the powered side of the discharge as compared to the N = 2
case (compare the falling slopes of the red solid vs. chain
lines, around t/T = 0). This fast sheath expansion, in contrast
with the N = 2 case, gives rise to a nearly symmetrical ion-
ization function, which is a result of a compensation between
the faster sheath expansion at the powered side and a higher
sheath voltage at the grounded side (see Table I). Therefore,
in the N = 4 case the arguments presented above do not apply
for the changes of Qmg and Qmp with γ . Moreover, the ex-
planation presented above clearly assumed a certain degree of
locality of the electron kinetics, i.e., fluxes at a given electrode
were assumed to be largely determined by the ionization rate
near the same electrode. However, at the conditions consid-
ered, energy gain of the electrons at one side of the discharge
can contribute to the ionization and particle fluxes at the other
side of the discharge as well. This property of the discharge is
obviously confirmed by the ("flat top") shape of the ionization
source functions plotted in Figure 9(b), especially at γ > 0.
As a consequence of these effects the small counter-acting
changes of the nsp/nsg and (Qmg/Qmp)

2 on ε , with increas-
ing γ at N = 4 are difficult to explain. This interplay of these
two terms results in a nearly constant ε and DC self-bias in
these cases (see Table I).

TABLE II. Self-bias voltage (η) at θ = 180◦, at N = 2 and 4, as a
function of γ , as well as the values of the symmetry parameter ε and
the terms involved in ε .

N γ η [V] nsp/nsg (Qmg/Qmp)
2 ε (Model 3)

2 0 54.60 1.274 0.851 1.084
2 0.2 51.6 1.239 0.843 1.043
2 0.4 47.7 1.194 0.825 0.985
4 0 101.1 1.509 0.768 1.159
4 0.2 96.8 1.472 0.755 1.111
4 0.4 84.9 1.412 0.677 0.956

Finally, we address our fourth observation, i.e., the ques-
tion: why does the self-bias voltage at its extremum (near
θ = 180◦) decrease with increasing γ (see Figure 8(b))? Cor-
responding data for the DC self-bias voltage, the symmetry
parameter and its relevant terms for various values of γ are
given in Table II. At γ = 0, ionization is maintained by elec-
tron energy gain at the phase of sheath expansion. At θ = 180◦

(see the thick black lines in Figure 1), the expansion of the
sheath is much faster at the powered electrode and therefore
the ionization rate is also higher at that side of the discharge.
This results in the high nsp/nsg values seen in Table II for both
N = 2 and N = 4. (Note that the value is higher for the higher
N due to the faster sheath expansion induced by the steeper
voltage waveform.) As a consequence of this a large η is cre-
ated.

When γ is increased from zero, ionization by the secondary
electrons starts to play a role. For this contribution the du-
ration of the expanded phase of the sheaths is a key param-
eter. For a longer period of expansion, that is actually found
at the grounded side of the discharge due to the specific ap-

plied waveform, a higher enhancement of the ionization rate
is expected. In accordance with this, nsp/nsg decreases with
increasing γ .

Using again the argument that a higher ionization rate at the
grounded side of the discharge leads to an increase of the total
uncompensated charge contained within powered sheath upon
the collapse of the grounded sheath, the higher increase of
Qmp with respect to that of Qmg (confirmed in Figure 10(b)),
and the consequent decrease of (Qmg/Qmp)

2 can be under-
stood.

As both terms contributing to the symmetry parameter de-
crease, a strong suppression of the self-bias voltage appears.
At the pressure and electrode gap values considered here, en-
ergetic electrons created at one side of the plasma also con-
tribute to ionization at the other side of the plasma, as con-
firmed by the shape of the ionization source functions shown
in Figure 9(b). Therefore, the discharge has a tendency to be-
come symmetrical at high γ values.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we have examined the establishment of a dis-
charge asymmetry and the concomitant formation of a DC
self-bias voltage in capacitively coupled RF discharges driven
by multi-frequency voltage waveforms. Computations have
been carried out with various values of the coefficients that
characterize the electrode surfaces, i.e., (i) the coefficient of
elastic electron reflection and (ii) the ion-induced secondary
electron yield. The latter ranged between zero and a high
value of γ = 0.4, which can characterize high-electron-yield
dielectric surfaces.

The understanding of the computational results has been
aided by an analytical model that is based on a voltage bal-
ance of the RF discharge. We have shown that this model, in
its more complete form when it also includes the charge dy-
namics (by accounting for the ratios of the net charges in the
two sheaths), is able to successfully reproduce and explain the
behavior of the DC self-bias voltage as a function of the phase
angle between the harmonics of the driving voltage waveform.

The investigations of the surface coefficients indicated that
the elastic reflection of the electrons, as long as equal values
are used at both electrodes, has a minor influence on the dis-
charge asymmetry and the self-bias voltage. The secondary
electron emission coefficient (for which also the same values
were adopted for both electrodes) was found to influence the
discharge asymmetry and the self-bias voltage in a compli-
cated manner, depending on the phase angle and/or the num-
ber of harmonics (N). These effects were understood based on
the differences of the maximum sheath voltages and the dura-
tions of the expanded phases of the sheaths at the two sides
of the discharge, as well as on the charge dynamics that is
influenced by the ion fluxes to the electrodes.

At our choice of the gas pressure and the electrode gap, the
ionization source function was found to be non-local and a
high secondary electron yield induced a tendency to restore
the symmetry of the discharge at the conditions of the highest
amplitude asymmetry (i.e. in the case of peaks- and valleys-
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type excitation waveforms). Further studies could examine
such effects at conditions of lower and higher pressures and/or
electrode gaps when the nonlocality of the ionization could be
enhanced or suppressed.
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