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Abstract. We present a semi-analytic model for a novel plasma-assisted
chemical conversion pathway using triboplasmas generated in granular flows.
Triboelectric charge relaxation is a well known phenomena where the potential
generated from contact charging of particles exceeds the breakdown voltage of the
background gas. In this work, we extend the triboelectric charge relaxation theory
to include non equilibrium plasma energy and particle balance equations to predict
the formation of dissociated and excited species that act as precursors to chemical
conversion, for example in plasma-assisted ammonia synthesis. Our example case
study with nitrogen background gas and teflon/aluminum tribomaterial system
yielded high excited nitrogen species densities per collision that are comparable to
current plasma-assisted conversion pathways. We also present a regime diagram
for various gases where Paschen breakdown parameters are used to determine
whether triboplasmas can be formed for a given effective work-function difference
between two materials. Our sensitivity studies indicate particle velocity, particle
radius, solids fraction and space charge effects play a critical role in overall plasma
densities and excited species production.
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1. Introduction

Tribocharging (TC) or contact-charging refers to electrical charging of different
materials when they are in transient contact (e.g., impact) with each other [1]. TC
is a well-known phenomena in the context of granular flows and has been utilized in
an advantageous way in many particulate applications such as electrophotography
[2, 3], powder coating [4], and air filtration [5]. Recently, TC has been studied
as a way to harvest energy using triboelectric nanogenerators (TENG) [6, 7] for
sensors and microelectronics applications. Often times TC has a negative impact
on industrial processes when electrostatic interactions from tribocharging result in
particle clustering, reduced mixing efficiencies, and even lead to shutdown of reactors
from discharge-driven explosions [8].

One of the important physical phenomena that happens frequently after contact
electrification is the relaxation of charge attained by the particle via dielectric
breakdown of the gaseous medium surrounding the particle. Matsuyama and
Yamamoto [9] developed a theoretical model for charge relaxation by considering the
extent to which the potential generated by the contact charge achieves the breakdown
voltage governed by the Paschen curve. This relaxation model continues to be used
today in complex granular flow models using discrete element methods (DEM) [10, 11]
where studies are mostly tailored towards understanding and mitigating granular flow
upsets in industrial systems. In this paper, we recognize that this dielectric breakdown
phenomenon in TC is a non-thermal plasma discharge and ask the question if such a
plasma can be used in a beneficial way for plasma-assisted chemical conversion.

Several recent studies with non-thermal plasmas using sources such as dielectric
barrier discharges (DBD) [12] have shown promise towards sustainable chemical
production using renewable electricity. Ammonia generation/decomposition [13, 14,
15], and CO2 conversion to clean fuels and chemicals [16] are some of the many
pathways that have been recently investigated using non-thermal plasmas. Recently,
TENGs have also been used as an independent device to power a plasma discharge for
CO2 conversion achieving mechanical energy conversion efficiency of 2.3% [17]. There
exists several outstanding challenges associated with scale-up and energy-efficiency for
non-thermal plasma-assisted conversion [18]. Up-scaling high voltage electrical power
supply for atmospheric pressure plasma operation is one of the limiting factors. Can
we circumvent this scaling problem by eliminating the external power and creating
electrically charged particles and several discharges in-operando through TC?

Tribocharged particles are well known for producing intense electrical discharges.
Examples from nature include ice crystal-graupel interactions [19] or volcanic ash
charging [20], both leading to terrestrial lightning events. A system can now be
conceived where the kinetic energy of particles is utilized for contact charging which
in turn results in non-equilibrium plasmas. In this way, a plasma environment with
excited/dissociated gas-phase species can be realized. The chemical conversion yield
can be further increased using plasma catalytic synergies [21] with the inclusion
of catalytic surfaces or particles. Fig. 1 shows a conceptual system where the
granular phase includes both catalyst (black) and carrier (orange) particles. The
carrier particles in Fig. 1 can be conceived as easily tribochargeable particles with
comparatively lower or higher effective work functions compared to the catalyst or
reactor walls. Contact charging happens near the wall as well as during carrier-
catalyst particle collisions and subsequent charge relaxation leads to several localized
discharges. Several of these small scale discharges provide a reactive chemical
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Figure 1. A conceptual contact charging assisted conversion reactor with catalyst
(black) and carrier (orange) particles along with different plasma generation
mechanisms that include plasma generation during carrier-catalyst, carrier-wall,
and catalyst-wall interactions.

environment with excited and dissociated species near catalyst particles, for conversion
of gas mixtures such as N2 and H2 to ammonia. Multiple advantages to such a system
can be hypothesized. Firstly, it eliminates the need for an external electrical power
supply which is a significant bottleneck for scaling up plasma-catalytic conversion
processes. Secondly, albeit the large system sizes, discharges at relatively smaller
length scales (∼ 10-1000 µm) (microdischarges) will be the driving plasma phenomena
which are found to be superior in terms of current, energy and reactive species
densities [22, 23, 24]. Thirdly, triboplasmas are produced in the vicinity of catalyst
particles or surfaces thus reducing the chance of gas phase recombination or other
detrimental pathways prior to catalytic activation. Particle size and density can be
controlled to provide high surface-to-volume ratios for improved conversion. Finally,
microdischarges are known to produce intense localized gas heating that can enable
thermocatalytic synergies alongside plasma catalysis [22, 24].

The aforementioned advantages regarding such a novel pathway requires
resolution of several fundamental scientific questions before this concept can be
translated into a realistic system. In this paper, we make a first step towards
developing a mathematical model for charge relaxation and subsequent plasma
generation during separation. We study nitrogen discharges in this work motivated
by significant recent interests in plasma-assisted ammonia generation. Our model
quantifies the feasibility of conversion pathways and determine important granular flow
and contact electrification parameters that determine overall yield of our conceived
novel system.

2. Mathematical model

In order to quantify the plasma parameters (e.g. electron density, energy) achieved
during triboelectric charge relaxation, a mathematical model that couples charged
particle potentials, contact charging, gas breakdown, and plasma chemistry is
necessary. We first briefly review the derivation of the charge relaxation model by
Matsuyama and Yamamoto [9] that quantifies the propensity for gas breakdown
from voltage generated by charged particles and using the condenser model [1] for
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Figure 2. (a) particle with charge q above a grounded plate and (b) image charge
formulation to achieve zero potential at the conducting plate.

contact charge exchange. We then incorporate plasma energy and particle balance
equations that couple with the aforementioned charge relaxation model along with
plasma chemistry for a nitrogen discharge.

2.1. Charge relaxation model

Let us first consider a single particle colliding with a grounded wall as shown in Fig.
2. The charge relaxation process involves, first the approach of the particle with a
velocity vi and charge q, then triboelectric charge exchange at contact, and subsequent
separation. At some distance from the wall during separation, gas breakdown is
initiated if the critical breakdown potential is achieved, and the charge on the particle
reduces as it recedes away from the wall. The relaxation continues until the reduced
charge on the particle is unable to sustain a discharge.

In order to quantify this relaxation process, the potential difference between the
charged particle and the grounded wall using the image charge formulation is first
derived, as was outlined in the review by Matsusaka et al. [1]. Consider a particle
with radius r and charge q at a distance z from the plate as shown in Fig. 2. The
potential difference Vimg between the particle and the plate can be obtained by placing
an image charge equal in magnitude and opposite in polarity so as to achieve null
potential at the grounded plate:

Vimg(q, z) =
1

4πϵ0

(
q

r
− q

r + 2z

)
(1)

Vimg(q, z) =
qz

2πϵ0r(r + 2z)
(2)

The final charge after collision using the condenser model [1] is given by:

qf = q + δq (3)

δq = kc
ϵ0Acoll

δc
(Vc − Vimg(q, δc)) (4)

where δc is the critical separation distance, kc is the contact charging efficiency and,
Vc is the effective work function difference between particle and wall materials. Acoll
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Figure 3. (a) An example Paschen curve with minimum voltage of 330 V
and a minimum pressure times gap distance pdmin = 15.9mmTorr along with
image-charge based potential curves (particle radius r = 0.6mm) with the red
curve indicating the tangent case and (b) shows a hypothetical example where an
incoming particle with charge of 100 pC, collides and gains a post collision charge
of 500 pC, whose potential curve after collision intersects with the Paschen curve
at z = z1, relaxes in charge between z1 and zt and leaves along the tangent image
potential curve at z = zt.

is the area at contact, that depends on particle diameter and incident velocity, from
the Hertzian collision model [25]:

Acoll = 1.36(kρp)
2/54r2v

4/5
i (5)

k =
1− ν2p
Ep

+
1− ν2w
Ew

(6)

For simplicity in the derivation at this point, we assume there are no space charge
effects from multiple particles and that there are no external voltages applied in this
system. The effect of space charge from multiple particles and the impact of velocity
distributions are considered in upcoming sections 3.2 and 3.5, respectively. After
collision, particle traveling with velocity vi, rebounds with velocity vf = evi, where e
is the coefficient of restitution.

The post contact charge relaxation can now be derived using the particle-wall
potential difference and the increment in its charge from tribocharging. The strategy
here is to compare the charged particle potential against the critical breakdown voltage
of the gas as a function of separation distance to determine discharge initiation and
termination.

Fig. 3 (a) shows an example Paschen curve with a family of image potential curves
with varying particle charge as a function of distance from the grounded wall. It is
seen that the image charge potential curve intersects the Paschen curve if the particle
has sufficient charge. An example hypothetical scenario shown in Fig. 3(b) shows
a particle with an incoming charge (100 pC in this case) that gains enough contact
charge (400 pC) to intersect the Paschen curve (Bp(z)) at the charge relaxation onset
distance, z = z1. z1 can be obtained by equating image and Paschen curve potentials,
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given by:

qfz

2πϵ0r(r + 2z)
= Bp(z) (7)

Bp(z) = Vmin

(
pz

pdmin

)
1 + ln

(
pz

pdmin

) (8)

Bp(z) =
B(pz)

C + ln(pz)
(9)

B =

(
Vmin

pdmin

)
(10)

C = (1.0− ln(pdmin)) (11)

The parameters for the Paschen curve include the minimum breakdown voltage Vmin,
pressure p, and the critical pressure× electrode gap, pdmin, where the breakdown
voltage is minimum. The parameters B and C in Eq. 9 are obtained from Eq. 8 after
simplifying the pdmin and Vmin terms, giving rise to Eqs. 10 and 11, respectively.

The voltage between the particle and the plate then follows the Paschen curve
as shown in Fig. 3(b) between z1 and zt. The charge relaxation model assumes that
every point along the Paschen curve corresponds to an image potential curve (Fig.
3(a)) of a given relaxed charge until the particle potential curve is tangential to the
Paschen curve at z = zt as shown in Fig. 3 (b). zt is where the particle would leave
the Paschen breakdown curve and retains the final relaxed tangential charge (qt) as
it moves away from the wall. Therefore, to get zt and qt, we have two constraints: 1)
the matching of slopes and 2) the matching of voltage between image potential curve
and Paschen curve, which results in a non-linear equation system, given by:

dVimg

dz
(qt, zt) =

dBp

dz
(zt) (12)

Vimg(qt, zt) = Bp(zt) (13)

2.2. Plasma model coupling with charge relaxation

In this section, we couple a zero-dimensional plasma model [26] with charge relaxation
parameters obtained from the previous section. We can assume that the plasma is
active between z = z1 and z = zt over a time δt = zt−z1

vf
. Let us use a zero-

dimensional description of the plasma with the aim of obtaining two important
parameters, electron density ne and electron temperature Te, that will close the
chemical rate equations. These two parameters are obtained using particle balance
and energy balance constraints, as described below. This analytical strategy is similar
to that described by Lieberman and Lichtenberg [26] for direct-current and capacitive
discharges. We consider the breakdown of N2 in this work because of well documented
Paschen curve data and its recent importance on plasma catalytic ammonia synthesis.
Consider a simple reaction scheme for nitrogen plasma with mass action kinetics and
Arrhenius reaction rate constants for ionization, dissociation and excitation reactions
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as shown below:

N2 + e → N+
2 + 2e ,∆H = Eiz

Riz = kiz(Te)neNG

kiz(Te) = AizT
αiz
e exp(−T iz

a /Te) (14)

N2 + e → N+N+ e ,∆H = Ed

Rd = kd(Te)neNG

kd(Te) = AdT
αd
e exp(−T d

a /Te) (15)

N2 + e → N2(ex) + e ,∆H = Eex

Rd = kex(Te)neNG

kex(Te) = AexT
αex
e exp(−T ex

a /Te) (16)

Here, the enthalpy of reaction ∆H, is the ionization (Eiz), dissociation (Ed), and
excitation (Eex) energies, respectively corresponding to inelastic electron energy loss
per collision with background N2. ne and NG correspond to the number densities of
electrons and background N2 gas, respectively. The Arrhenius rate parameters for
ionization (Aiz, αiz and T iz

a ), dissociation (Ad, αd and T d
a ), and excitation (Aex, αex

and T ex
a ) are obtained from literature and are summarized in Table 2. N2(ex) here

refers to a specie that lumps electronic and vibrationally excited states with a rate
corresponding to the total excitation cross section as described in You et al. [27]. Other
electron impact processes with greater granularity can be easily added to this model
which is part of our future work, while we utilize a simplified model in this paper for
brevity. We also note that these excited species tend to have relaxation times ∼ 4 ms
at 1500 K (and longer at lower temperatures) according to experimental correlations
[28], which is much larger than charge relaxation times (∼ 5-10 µs) considered in this
work. Therefore, appreciable relaxation of excited states to ground states may not
happen during charge relaxation but can potentially happen between collisions, which
is a subject of our future investigations.

Since the discharge under consideration will be at atmospheric pressure,
ambipolar diffusion will be dominant [26], for which the Eigen solution for the
ion/electron density is of the form:

n(x) = n0cos(β(x− z/2)) ∀ x ∈ (0, z) (17)

β2 = π2/z2 = kiz(Te)NG/Da (18)

Da = Di (1 + Te/Tg) (19)

where, ne = ni = n0 is the bulk plasma density that equals the electron and ion
densities (ne and ni) under the quasineutral assumption, and Da is the ambipolar
diffusion coefficient that depends on ion diffusion coefficient, electron and gas
temperature, as given by Eq. 19. Eq. 18 when rearranged becomes a non-linear
equation for finding the electron temperature:

kiz(Te)NGz
2 − π2Di(1 + Te/Tg) = 0 (20)

We can formulate another equation to obtain electron/ion density (ne) using
energy balance. It should be noted that every point along the Paschen curve from
z1 to zt corresponds to a particle potential curve for a given charge as shown in Fig.
3(a). The power deposited into the plasma when the particle moves along the Paschen
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curve is the time rate of change of the particle’s self energy:

Ppl =
d

dt

(
q(z)2

8πϵ0r

)
(21)

Here we assume the particle’s charge is spread on a spherical surface thus giving it

a self energy of Eself = q2

8πϵ0r
. Self energy is defined as the work done in charging

the particle to a specified charge starting from zero charge, and corresponds to the
energy of a spherical self-capacitor. This power is deposited into the plasma in the
form of both ion and electron Joule heating. A large portion of this power going into
ion heating results in gas temperature rise [24, 29] which is typical of microdischarges
with gap distances on the order of 10-100 µm. The electron Joule heating which is a
fraction (fEJ) of the total power can be assumed to be balanced by electron elastic
and inelastic collision pathways as well as bounding surface electron energy losses:

fEJPpl =
3

2
nekB(Te − Tg)

2me

mg
νegΩ+

(kizNGneEiz + kdNGneEd + kexNGneEex) Ω + 2Γz(2kBTe)Acoll (22)

Γz = Daβne (23)

Here, Ω = Acollz is assumed to be the discharge volume, assuming a cylindrical
discharge is formed with the collisional area as the cross section and distance from the
surface as the height. The first term in Eq. 22 is the electron elastic collisional loss
[24] wherein Tg is the gas temperature, me is electron mass, mg the background gas
mass (here for N2), and νeg is the electron-gas collision frequency. The second term
is the electron inelastic loss [24] through ionization, dissociation and excitation, and
the last term is associated with energy loss at the bounding surfaces [26]. The factor
of 2 in the area loss term in Eq. 22 corresponds to losses on both boundaries (at both
particle and wall) and an energy of 2kBTe is lost per electron assuming a Maxwellian
velocity distribution function for the electrons. Γz is the electron flux obtained from
ambipolar diffusion theory [26] as given by Eq. 23.

The plasma power from Eq. 21, can be further reduced to a function of distance
z, assuming that every point the particle moves along the Paschen curve is on an
intersection with an image charge potential equation (Eq. 2). This constraint is as
shown in Eq. 7. We can also convert the time derivative to a distance derivative using
a constant rebound velocity vf = evi, where e is the restitution coefficient and vi is
the incident particle velocity:

Ppl =
d

dz

(
q(z)2

8πϵ0r

)
vf (24)

=
vf

8πϵ0r

d

dz
(q(z)2) (25)

=
vf

8πϵ0r

d

dz

(
Bp(z)2πϵ0r

(r
z
+ 2

))2

(26)

Therefore, the overall energy balance equation is obtained by equating Eq. 22 and 26,
thus providing a way to quantify electron density as a function of z as the particle
moves from z1 to zt:

fEJ
vf
4

d

dz

(
Bp(z)

(r
z
+ 2

))2

= 3kBne(Te − Tg)
me

mg
νegΩ+

(kizEiz + kdEd + kexEex) ΩNGne + 4DaβnekBTeAcoll (27)
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The electron Joule heating fraction (fEJ) is assumed to be 6% from the work of
Deconinck et al. [29] on atmospheric pressure microdischarges. This fraction need to
be further refined via multi-dimensional simulations of the discharge, which is part of
our future efforts. We continue to show the sensitivity of plasma species densities to
this parameter in section 3.1. Eq. 20 and 27 can be solved for electron temperature
and electron density that can now be directly used in rate equations for species, which
can be integrated over the time the particle spends during charge relaxation:

d

dt
(nNΩ) = vf

d

dz
(nNΩ) = 2kdNGneΩ (28)

vf

(
Ω
dnN

dz
+ nN

dΩ

dz

)
= 2kdNGneΩ (29)

dnN

dz
=

1

vf

(
2kdNGne −

nN

z

)
(30)

It should be noted that the discharge volume Ω changes as the particle recedes away
from the surface and therefore the time rate of change of concentration with changing
volume is accounted through the second term on the right hand side in Eq. 30.
Integrating Eqs. 30 from z1 to zt gives the amount of dissociated species formed
after charge relaxation. A similar ordinary differential equation can be formulated for
N2(ex) state number density, given by:

dnN2(ex)

dz
=

1

vf

(
kexNGne −

nN2(ex)

z

)
(31)

The initial condition for electrons, N, and N2(ex) species density for Eqs. 30 and
31 were set to a minimal value of 1e12 #/m3 that corresponds to representative
background ionization levels in atmospheric conditions [30]. The value of this
minimum density was found to have no appreciable impact on our results in the range
of 1e10 to 1e14 #/m3.

2.3. Numerical implementation

The plasma model given by Eqs. 20, 27, 30, and 31, form a set of differential algebraic
equations which need to be solved alongside Eq. 7 that determines particle charge
during relaxation between z1 to zt. The solution to these equations were obtained
from a python based solver that utilized SciPy’s [31] non-linear root finder, fsolve.
A good initial guess was required for root finding especially for determining z1 from
Eq. 7 and for finding zt and qt from Eq. 12 and 13, for which a graphical method
was used prior to fsolve, without which a converged solution was difficult to obtain.
The ordinary differential equations were solved using a forward Euler scheme with
solutions of electron temperature and density obtained from the non-linear solves of
Eqs. 20 and 27. The general workflow is as shown below in algorithm 1:

3. Results

3.1. Single particle collision

As an example scenario, let us consider a particle repeatedly colliding with a surface
and gaining charge. The particle would then at some point achieve a charge just
enough so that its image potential curve is tangent to the Paschen curve as shown by
the dotted line in Fig. 4(a). A particle approaching the wall with this critical charge
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Algorithm 1 Coupled charge relaxation plasma solve algorithm.

1: find qt and zt corresponding to tangential conditions (Eqs. 12 and 13)
2: find z1 corresponding to post contact charge given incoming charge
3: Discretize domain from z1 to zt with i = 0, N − 1 points
4: Initialize electron and species densities of size N − 1
5: Initialize electron temperature array of size N
6: Solve Eq. 20 for electron temperature Te(i = 0) at z1
7: for i = 0 to N-2 do
8: Solve for electron temperature at Te(i+ 1)
9: average Te between i and i+ 1: T̄e = 0.5(Te(i) + Te(i+ 1))

10: find particle charge q(i+ 1) at z(i+ 1) from Eq. 7
11: find self energy difference δes using q(i) and q(i+ 1)
12: solve for electron density ne(i) using T̄e and δes
13: Forward Euler update of N radical density using ne(i) and T̄e using Eq. 30
14: Forward Euler update N2(ex) density using ne(i) and T̄e using Eq. 31
15: end for
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Figure 4. (a) Paschen curve for N2 along with the image potential curves for
a 1.5 mm radius particle approaching the wall with charge qt = 1.33 nC at 20
m/s along with the post collision potential curve at charge q = 1.38 nC. Charge
relaxation onset distances z1 and tangential location zt are also indicated. (b)
shows the variation of particle charge as it traverses the Paschen curve from z1
to zt.

will then gain contact charge for which the post collision curve would intersect the
Paschen curve as shown in Fig. 4(a). Charge relaxation would happen and the particle
would finally exit at location zt with charge qt, obtained from Eqs. 12 and 13. This
process is repetitive if a particle is confined between two grounded conducting walls
where the particle pre-collision charge will always remain at qt. The discharge events
will cease when particle kinetic energy is dissipated from inelastic collisions with the
wall as the contact charge which depends on collisional area, Acoll, tends to 0.

Assuming the physical parameters used as shown in Tables 1 and 2 for a teflon
particle colliding with an aluminum surface in an N2 gas environment, qt, z1 and
zt are calculated to be 1.33 nC, 115 µm, and 214 µm, respectively. The charge
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Figure 5. (a) electron temperature, (b) electron density and (c) N/N2(ex)
density as the particle traverses the Paschen curve from z1 to zt in Fig. 4(a).

Parameter Value Reference

Critical gap δc 88e-9 [32]
Tribocharging efficiency kc 1.0 [32]

Particle Young’s modulus (Teflon) 5.35e8 GPa [33]
Particle Poisson’s ratio (Teflon) 0.25 [33]

Particle density (Teflon) 2200.0 kg/m3 [34]
Work function (Teflon) 5.8 eV [33]

Wall Young’s modulus (Al) 68.9e9 GPa [33]
Wall Poisson’s ratio (Al) 0.275 [33]

Wall density (Al) 2700.0 kg/m3 [35]
Work function (Al) 4.26 eV [33]

particle radius 1.5 mm
Initial velocity 20 m/s

Restitution coefficient 0.9

Table 1. Tribocharging and material parameters used in this work.

gained during contact in this case was found to be approximately 54 pC from Eq. 4.
The particle charge history when it traverses the Paschen curve between z1 and zt is
shown in Fig. 4(b), assuming that every point on the Paschen curve corresponds to an
image potential curve of specified charge. As expected, the charge reduces and finally
asymptotes to qt, as the particle moves from z1 to zt.

Fig. 5 shows the plasma parameters during dielectric breakdown as the particle
traverses between z1 and zt in Fig. 4(a). As the charge relaxes along the Paschen curve,
the electron temperature and electron density also follow a similar trend as Fig. 4(b).
Less energy is deposited in the plasma as the charge reduces to the final tangential
charge, qt. Electron temperatures greater than 1 eV (∼ 11604 K) is seen in Fig.
5(a) that is similar to average temperatures observed in recently studied atmospheric
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Parameter Value Reference

Pressure 101325.0 Pa
Temperature 300 K

Paschen curve Vmin for N2 240.0 V [36]
Paschen curve pdmin for N2 4.9 mmTorr [36]

Eiz 15.6 eV [37]
Ed 9.757 eV [37]
Eex 6.17 eV [27]
αiz -0.3 [37]
αd -0.7 [37]
αex 0.0 [27]
Aiz 4.483e-13 m3/#/s [37]
Ad 1.959e-13 m3/#/s [37]
Aex 4.05e-15 m3/#/s [27]
T iz
a 1.81e5 K [37]
T d
a 1.132e5 K [37]

T ex
a 6.2e4 K [27]

fEJ 0.06 [29]
Di 6.388e-6 m2/s [38]
νeg 482 to 5870 GHz from BOLSIG+ [39]

Table 2. Plasma and gas phase parameters used in this work.
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Figure 6. Sensitivity of average electron density (between z1 and zt), final N
and N2(ex) densities (at zt) to electron Joule heating fraction fEJ from Eq. 27.
The dashed line indicates the baseline value of 6% chosen in this work based on
microdischarge simulations [29].

pressure non-equilibrium plasma catalytic systems [40, 41]. Fig. 5(c) shows the N and
N2(ex) number densities respectively, indicating a rapid increase initially from the
high electron densities at the onset of charge relaxation. Appreciable peak electron,
radical and excited species concentrations ∼ 1E17, ∼ 2E17 #/m3 and ∼ 1.5E20 #/m3,
respectively are observed at the end of charge relaxation, respectively. Fig. 5(c) also
indicate three orders of magnitude higher production of excited species compared
to dissociated N2 which is typical of discharges operating in the 1-3 eV range [42].
Enhanced production of excited states like in this case is considered as a more energy
efficient pathway for plasma catalytic ammonia synthesis as opposed to increasing N2

dissociation [43].
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Figure 7. (a) schematic of particles confined between two grounded infinite
parallel plates and (b) potential solution with constant space charge density
satisfying boundary conditions as shown here from Gauss’s law.

Fig. 6 shows the sensitivity of electron, N and N2(ex) densities to the choice of
electron Joule heating fraction fEJ from Eq. 27. The plasma species densities are
directly proportional to fEJ which essentially determines the fraction of electrical
energy from charge relaxation going towards increasing electron energy. The peak
species densities from charge relaxation here are comparable to densities observed in
plasma catalytic dielectric barrier discharge (DBD) reactors for ammonia synthesis.
For example, Van’t Veer et al. [41] report electron, N, and vibrational N2 densities in
the range 1E16-1E18, 1E17-1E20, and 1E21-1E23 #/m3 respectively, in a single DBD
microdischarge event. Furthermore, we can surmise that multiple triboplasmas from
many particles will enable the formation of larger quantities of activated species, as
will be further analyzed in section 3.5.

It is clear from the above illustrative example of a single particle collision using
realistic material and plasma parameters that triboplasmas generated during charge
relaxation can indeed serve as a pathway for the production of excited N2 species that
can enable catalytic conversion processes. In the upcoming sections, we continue to
answer the question about the impact of multiple particles, sensitivity to particle and
material parameters, and particle velocity distributions.

3.2. Collection of particles: impact of space charge

In this section we derive the coupled charge-relaxation-plasma model when a collection
of particles are charged from impact on the walls, as opposed to the single particle
case studied in the previous section.

Consider a system where particles are confined between two parallel walls as they
are repeatedly charged by contact, as shown in Fig. 7(a). We assume for simplicity that
all particles possess the same directed velocity towards the walls and collisions among
particles are neglected. The inclusion of velocity distribution functions is studied in
the upcoming section (section 3.5). As the space charge in the bulk of the domain
builds up with multiple particles, a potential field is established within the gap. This
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potential field can be obtained from Gauss’s law with a symmetry boundary condition
in the middle of the gap while grounded (potential equal to zero) boundary condition
at the walls as shown in Fig. 7(b):

d2ϕ

dz2
= −nq

ϵ0
∈ (0, t) (32)

dϕ

dz

∣∣∣∣
z=0

= 0 ϕ|z=t = 0 (33)

Here n is the number density of particles and q is the charge possessed by each particle.
A parabolic solution for ϕ or the bulk potential Vb(z) from Eq. 4 can be easily obtained
assuming a spatially independent number density and charge, given by:

ϕ(z) = Vb(z) =
nq

2ϵ0
(t2 − z2) (34)

This potential will change sign if the particles are charged negatively, but the
magnitude of potential difference between the wall and particles would follow the
curve as shown in Fig. 7(b). The condenser model equation for contact charge gained
during collision that includes bulk potential effects is a modification to Eq. 4 as shown
below:

δq = kc
ϵ0Acoll

δc
(Vc − Vimg(q, δc)− Vb(q, δc)) (35)

The space charge electric field is always directed away from charge transfer, no
matter the sign of the charge gained by the particle, thus reducing the contact charge
gained by the particle. On the other hand, the space charge field results in higher
voltages compared to just the image potential and therefore increases the chance of
intersections with the Paschen curve.

Equations 12 and 13 for obtaining qt and zt, the particle charge and location for
tangential condition with the Paschen curve Bp(z), need to be modified with the space
charge potential Vb(z), given by:

dVimg

dz
(qt, zt) +

dVb

dz
(qt, zt) =

dBp

dz
(zt) (36)

Vimg(qt, zt) + Vb(qt, zt) = Bp(zt) (37)

As an example baseline case we assume a solids fraction of 1% and channel width that
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Parameter Value

Solids fraction (ϵ) 0.01

Particle number density
(
n = ϵ

4/3πr3

)
7.07e5 #/m3

average distance between particles
(
λ = n−1/3

)
7.5r = 11.25mm

Channel width (2t) 0.015 m

Table 3. Parameters for coupled charge relaxation-plasma model with multiple
particles.
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Figure 9. (a) electron temperature, (b) electron density, (c) species densities (N
and N2(ex)), and (d) particle charge as a function of distance traversed along the
Paschen curve when space charge effects are included.

is 100 times the radius of the particle (r = 1.5mm, 2t = 0.15m). The particle number
density and average distance between particles calculated based on the solids fraction
is as shown in Table 3. The solids fraction is assumed to be a small value so that
the collisionless assumption holds reasonably true with an average distance between
particles that is 7 times the particle radius in this case. We assume that the particles
first repetitively collide with the wall until their charge is large enough to yield a total
potential that touches the Paschen curve. Plasma discharges happen in subsequent
collision after this critical charge is achieved. With the parameters from Table 3, the
tangential charge and location to the Paschen curve (qt and zt) are calculated using
Eqs. 36 and 37, for which the total particle potential curve is shown in Fig. 8. The
solution to qt and zt were calculated to be 0.65 nC and 534 µm, respectively. From
Fig. 8, it is seen that there is a significant contribution from the bulk space charge
which results in a lower particle charge for achieving the tangential condition with
the Paschen curve. The single particle scenario yielded qt = 1.3 nC which is about
twice as much compared to this multi particle case. We continue to use the same
plasma model per particle as in the single particle case for this multi particle scenario,
with the added potential associated with the space charge. Fig. 9 shows the electron
temperature, electron number density, N/N2(ex) number density and particle charge
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Parameter Single particle multiple particles

Average electron temperature (K) 11485 10516
Average electron density (#/m3) 7.5e16 1.05e16

Final N density ((#/m3) 2.6e17 7.33e16
Final N2(ex) density (#/m3) 1.45e20 4.84e19

Table 4. Comparison of plasma parameters (electron temperature, electron, N,
N2(ex) densities) between single and multiple particle models.

as a function of distance as the particle traverses the Paschen curve from z1 to zt.
The trends in these parameters are similar to single particle case (see Fig. 5), with the
main difference being the lower post collision charge of ∼ 0.7 nC (Fig. 9(d)) in this
case compared to ∼ 1.4 nC in the single particle case. Lower electron, N radical and
N2(ex) densities are achieved in this multiparticle case compared to the single particle
case as shown in the averaged and peak values quantified in Table 4. The average
electron temperature is more or less the same between single and multiple particle
cases mainly determined by ambipolar diffusion. The average electron density on
the other hand is approximately seven times lower with the inclusion of space charge
effects while N and N2(ex) number densities are also reduced by factor of three. This
diminishing effect on plasma parameters in the presence of space charge potential is
mainly because of the reduced initial pre-collision charge (qt) compared to the single
particle case resulting in lower energy dissipated into the discharge.

This section demonstrated the importance of space charge effects with multiple
particles and showed that bulk potentials reduced the tangential particle charge (qt)
compared to an isolated particle case from section 3.1. This reduced particle charge
has a diminishing effect on the production of plasma species, but multiple particles
also increase overall discharge volume compared to a single isolated particle. These
competing effects are considered in an upcoming section on granular systems with
velocity distributions (section 3.5), while we move on to understanding the sensitivity
of overall plasma species densities to particle parameters (e.g., radius, velocity) and
reactor scale parameters (e.g., channel width and solids fraction) in the upcoming
section.

3.3. Sensitivity studies

In this section, we perform sensitivity studies for tribocharge and plasma parameters
to four important parameters, that include particle velocity, solids volume fraction,
particle radius and channel width using the more complete multiple particle model
from the previous section.

Fig. 10(a)-(h) shows these sensitivity studies where one parameter is varied while
keeping others constant. The base parameters for velocity, solids fraction, particle
radius, and channel width are 20 m/s, 0.01, 1.5 mm, and 0.15 m, respectively, as
shown in Tables 1 and 3.

Fig. 10(a) and (b) indicate a direct variation of contact charge and plasma
parameters with velocity. Higher velocity results in greater compression of the particle
during contact and increases the contact area (Acoll), resulting in more contact charge
being transferred. Higher charge therefore results in higher number densities of plasma
species (e, N, N2(ex)). Electron temperature remains close to 1 eV with minor
variations resulting from minor reductions in charge relaxation onset distance (z1)
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Figure 10. Sensitivity of contact charge (δq) shown on left axis and tangential
charge qt shown on right axis with (a) particle velocity, (c) solids fraction, (d)
particle radius and (g) channel width. (b), (d), (f) and (h) show variation of
plasma parameters (electron, N2(ex) and N density on left axis and electron
temperature on right axis) with particle velocity, solids fraction, particle radius,
and channel width, respectively.

that reduces with higher contact charge, as can be seen from Fig. 3. The tangential
charge (qt) is unaffected with particle velocity as it depends only on bulk and image
potential that are independent of velocity.

Fig. 10(c) and (d) show the impact of solids fraction on particle charge and
discharge parameters. Higher solids fraction results in higher space charge voltages
which reduces the tangential charge (qt). Lower tangential charge has a lower impact
on contact potential difference thus resulting in minor increasing variations in contact
charge as shown in Fig. 10(c). However, the reduction in qt is the main reason behind
an inverse trend in plasma species densities and electron temperature, mainly arising
from the increased impact of space charge, as discussed in the previous section.

Fig. 10(e) and (f) show a direct dependence of contact and tangential charge on
particle radius. Larger particle radius have two reinforcing effects on contact charge:
increased contact surface area (Acoll) and reduced image charge voltage at contact from
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inverse-square dependence of particle radius. The tangential charge also increases with
particle radius because a larger charge is required to meet the Paschen curve due to
the reduction in image voltage from inverse-square dependence on radius. There is
a weak dependence of plasma parameters on particle radius with slight increases at
larger particle radii from the increased contact charge and longer relaxation distance
from the higher tangential charge.

Fig. 10(g) and (h) show the sensitivity of particle charging and plasma parameters
on channel width (2t). Larger channel width increases the space charge voltage
contribution (increases as square of t) thus reducing the tangential charge required
for meeting the Paschen curve as indicated in Fig. 10(g). There is a weak increase in
contact charge mainly because of the reduced contribution from image charge potential
at the critical contact distance (δc) due to lower qt, even though there is an increase
in space charge based potential. The plasma species density and electron temperature
show an inverse dependence with increasing channel width mainly governed by the
reduction in tangential charge qt, that determines overall energy deposition into the
plasma.

Overall, it is seen that larger particles and higher particle velocities increase the
production of active plasma species (N and N2(ex)) mainly from increased contact
charging. On the other hand, higher solids fraction and channel width tend to reduce
the densities of plasma species, mainly due to the effect of space charge fields. It
should be noted that these sensitivities are on a per particle basis, which we later
expand for a realistic granular system and predict overall plasma species production,
in section 3.5.

3.4. Plasma feasibility with varying gases

Different gases and gas mixtures exhibit varying Paschen coefficients and it is
important to assess whether a contact charge transfer would result in an intersection
with the Paschen curve and subsequent plasma formation. In order to evaluate this
feasibility, we check if the equilibrium incoming charge qeqbm obtained from the balance
of contact potential difference Vc and the sum of image (Vimg) and bulk (Vb) potentials
at critical gap distance exceeds the tangential charge qt. qeqbm can be obtained from
equating the amount of contact charge gained to 0 in Eq. 35 resulting in a linear
equation for qeqbm given by:

Vimg(qeqbm, δc) + Vb(qeqbm, δc) = Vc (38)

As mentioned earlier, the particle has to charge to atleast qt so that the next
collision would enable an intersection with the Paschen curve resulting in a plasma and
charge relaxation back to qt. Therefore, no plasma can be obtained if qt is greater than
qeqbm. This condition (qt = qeqbm) can now give bounds on the choice of particle/wall
material for a given gas, so that a plasma based relaxation is possible.

This regime map is shown in Fig. 11 which shows a two dimensional plot with
Paschen parameters, pdmin on x axis and Vmin on y axis and colored by the difference
between qeqbm and qt. We use the baseline parameters for particles from tables 1
and 3 while only varying the Paschen breakdown parameters in Fig. 11. Two cases
with Vc = 1.54V (baseline case with Teflon particles contacting aluminium) and
another case of Vc = 1V (similar to polyethylene terephthalate (PET) particles and
aluminium) are shown in Fig. 11(a) and (b), respectively. The line in Fig. 11(a) and
(b) separates plasma feasible region (to the right) from the infeasible region to its left.
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Figure 11. A two dimensional contour plot of minimum breakdown voltage
(Vmin) versus minimum pressure times discharge-gap (pdmin) colored by the
difference between equilibrium charge (qeqbm) from Eq. 38) and tangential charge
(qt) along with a line that corresponds to qeqbm = qt separating plasma feasible
region from infeasible. The Paschen breakdown parameters for each gas is shown
as a point for gases N2 [36], CO2 [44], N2O, O2, air, SO2, Ar, and H2 [45].

Fig. 11(a) also marks the Paschen parameters for some common gases and indicates
that gases like CO2 and SO2 are in the infeasible region with teflon-aluminium contact
charging. With Vc = 1V, the conditions are more stringent with infeasibility extending
to O2 and N2O environments.

The analysis performed in this section therefore provides guidelines for selecting
contact materials when targeting specific plasma-assisted conversion pathways. It
should be noted that qeqbm also depends on particle radius, channel width and solids
fraction, which can be modified to enable plasmas in gases with higher breakdown
thresholds.

3.5. Collection of particles: Granular motion

In this section, we model a realistic granular system where particles have a distribution
of velocities. We solve the coupled-tribocharging-plasma model equations used in
the previous sections (sections 3.1 and 3.2) with the additional effect of velocity
distribution functions characterized by a granular temperature. We address here
the questions regarding how overall plasma species production vary with granular
temperature and solids fraction in a realistic reactor, such as a vibrating bed used in
previous tribocharging studies [11]. The modified tribocharging-plasma model is first
derived in this section using velocity distributions and a numerical solve is performed
using discrete velocity groups. Distribution function averaged quantities are then
calculated and sensitivity studies are performed to characterize the impact of granular
temperature and solids fraction on overall plasma species production.

Let us consider a multi particle system with a distribution of particle velocities in
a one dimensional system as shown in Fig. 7. The velocity distribution is characterized
by a granular temperature θ that depends on individual particle velocities (vp) given
by:

θ =
1

3

∑
p

v2p (39)

We assume that there is no bulk motion of particles and the average velocity over all
particles sum to 0 (i.e.

∑
p vp = 0). The velocity distribution function associated with
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Figure 12. (a) Colliding velocity distribution function (black) with 20 discrete
velocity groups (bars) at a granular temperature of 100 m2/s2 and (b) tribocharge
gained by each velocity group (purple) along with group number density weighted
tribocharge (green).

this system particles is given by:

f(vx, vy, vz) =

(
1

2πθ

)3/2

exp(−(v2x + v2y + v2z)/2θ) (40)

where vx, vy, and vz are the 3 components of particle velocity along x, y, and z
directions, respectively. The one dimensional distribution function (say function of vz
alone) for particles colliding with the walls is different from Eq. 40 and can be derived
by considering the flux on the surface with normal along the z direction as:

fc(vz) =

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
vzf(vx, vy, vz)dvxdvy∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
vzf(vx, vy, vz)dvxdvydvz

(41)

fc(vz) =
vz
θ
exp(−v2z/2θ) (42)

We use a velocity group based approach where we sample groups of velocities from the
fc(vz) as shown in Fig. 12(a) and apply the same equations from section 3.2. Each
velocity group i from Fig. 12(a) approaches the wall with a different velocity; the
contact charge achieved by each group will be different. The bulk potential from Eq.
34 will now include a weighted sum of charge possessed by each velocity group i as:

Vb(z) =

∑
i niqi
2ϵ0

(t2 − z2) (43)

where ni and qi are the number density and charge associated with each velocity
group. The solution for qt and zt, the particle charge and tangential location with the
Paschen curve, will need to be solved using a set of coupled non-linear equations:

dVimg

dz
(qti, zti) +

dVb

dz
(qti, zti) =

dBp

dz
(zti) (44)

Vimg(qti, zti) + Vb(qt1, qt2..., qtn, zti) = Bp(zti) (45)

Eqs. 44 and 45 are a set of 2m non-linear equations with 2m variables (qti and
zti) where m is the number of velocity groups. We have solved this equation set
numerically and observed that the solutions remarkably converged to a condition
where all tangential locations and charges are the same, i.e. qt1 = qt2 = ...qtm = qt
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Figure 13. (a) electron number density and (b) N2(ex) density as a function of
distance traversed along the Paschen curve for 40 velocity groups ranging from 0.6
m/s to 47 m/s indicating increased plasma production and longer active discharge
distance for higher velocities.

and zt1 = zt2 = ... = ztm = zt. If we make this assumption, Eqs. 44 and 45 will be
identically satisfied by the solution to Eqs. 36 and 37, after we simplify the

∑
i niqi

from Eq. 43 to be just nqt. Once we have the tangential charge and locations, we
continue the same procedure to integrate the plasma particle and energy balance
equations (Eqs. 20 and 26) along with radical and excited species production for each
velocity group. Fig. 12(b) shows the contact charge gained by each velocity group
after collision when colliding with a charge of qt. The contact charge varies directly
with impact velocity although a number density weighted contact charge follows the
velocity distribution function from Fig. 12(a).

Fig. 13 shows an example calculation for a granular temperature of 100 m2/s2

and a particle number density of 7.07e5 #/m3 (solids volume fraction of 0.01) with
40 velocity groups indicating a distribution of electron and radical density for each
velocity group. As expected, higher electron densities are achieved in the velocity
groups with higher velocity. The charge relaxation onset is also at a closer point to
the wall for higher velocities as is expected from higher post-contact charge. Figure
13(b) shows the excited nitrogen density for various velocity groups with the highest
velocity group with ∼ 47 m/s achieving the highest peak density. A similar trend
is observe for N radical densities as well with peak densities similar in magnitude as
shown in Fig. 9(c). A steady decrease in the excited species density is observed in Fig.
13(b) after achieving peak densities mainly arising from lower production rates from
electron density reduction and an increase in discharge volume as the particle moves
away from the wall. The second term on the right hand side of Eq. 31 that accounts
for the change in discharge volume is driving this effect.

The overall excited or dissociated species flux can be obtained by calculating the
number of moles of species formed per collision and multiplying it with the particle flux
on the surface. When using discrete velocity groups to approximate the distribution
function, the flux of N2(ex) species can be obtained as:

ΓN2(ex) =
nc̄

4

∫ (
fcnN2(ex)Ωf

)
dvx (46)

where c̄ =
√

8θ
π is the average particle velocity and Ωf is the final discharge volume for
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Figure 14. N2(ex) flux from the wall as a function (a) granular temperature, (b)
solids fraction and (c) particle radius.

each particle (Ωf = ztAcoll). The variation of this overall flux is shown in Fig. 14 for
the N2(ex) indicating a direct dependence on granular temperature, solids fraction,
and particle radius. The trend associated with granular temperature is similar to
Fig. 10(b) where higher particle velocities are directly correlated to density of excited
species which is a direct consequence of increased contact charge acquired by the
particle at higher velocities. The variation of overall excited species flux although
shows a non-linear increasing trend with solids fraction although an inverse trend per
particle was seen in Fig. 10(d). The main reason here is the increased particle number
density from higher solids fraction is a dominating effect compared to the reducing
effect of increase space charge seen in Fig. 10(d) per particle. The excited species
flux is positively correlated with particle radius similar to Fig. 10(f) which is mainly
arising from higher contact charge due to larger collisional area and lower impact of
image potential.

This improved model that accounts for velocity distributions provides estimates
for overall excited species fluxes that are critical intermediates for plasma catalytic
conversion. Larger particles, greater solids fraction and higher granular temperature
favor increased production of N2(ex) species, thereby providing insights into future
experiments and reactor designs.

4. Conclusion and future work

In this work, we presented a semi-analytic model for producing excited and dissociated
species in an N2 triboplasma from contact charging and discharge in a granular
medium. We developed a zero-dimensional plasma model using particle and material
balances to extend the triboelectric charge relaxation model. We developed three
models with increasing complexity: an isolated particle with uniform velocity and
charge, a homogeneous multi-particle system with uniform velocity, and a multi-
particle system with a velocity distribution governed by a granular temperature.
We used our models to study the formation of nitrogen excited and dissociated
species when teflon particles collide with grounded aluminum walls. Significant species
densities (N densities ∼ 1E17-1E18 #/m3 and N2(ex) densities ∼ 1E19-1E21 #/m3)
were obtained during charge relaxation that are comparable to plasma catalytic DBD
systems (N densities ∼ 1E16-1E18 #/m3 and N2(ex) densities ∼ 1E21-1E23 #/m3) for
ammonia synthesis. Our model also predicted electron temperatures in the range of 1
eV that enables higher production of excited species compared to dissociated species.
N2(ex) density was about 1000 times higher than N density which improves energy
efficiency of plasma catalytic ammonia synthesis. Our investigations also revealed that
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the presence of space charge with multiple particles led to weaker plasma densities (∼
3X lower N and N2(ex) densities) when compared to a single particle triboplasma.
The particle velocity, particle radius, number density, and reactor size were found to
be the significant parameters that influence the yield of excited species. Specifically,
larger particles, higher velocity, lower solids fraction, and thinner channel widths favor
increased plasma densities per particle. We also presented a feasibility diagram for
various gases where Paschen breakdown parameters were used to determine whether
triboplasmas can be formed for a given work-function difference between two materials.
It was found that gases like CO2 and SO2 were in the infeasible regime with the baseline
material and particle parameters used in this work, while material choice with larger
effective work function difference and geometric parameters (particle radius, channel
width) can enable plasma relaxation in these high breakdown strength gases. Finally,
extension of our model to granular systems showed that the overall excited species
production is directly correlated to granular temperature and solids fraction.

This model is a first step towards investigating this promising pathway for plasma-
assisted chemical conversion that is amenable to scale-up without up-scaling electrical
power supply requirements. A tribo-plasma-based conversion process can be readily
intensified using grounded internals to maximize wall-particle contacts. The number
of microdischarges can also be controlled by changing particle number density and
granular temperature. Our baseline granular case with a solids fraction of 0.01 and
granular temperature of 100 m2/s2 results in about 3 million microdischarges per
second per square meter which is comparable to packed bed DBDs [41]. Tribo-plasma
may also be achieved in fluidized beds with binary particles having different effective
work functions (see Fig. 1), but it remains unexplored and unreported. Preliminary
theoretical analysis to identify the formation of such microplasmas will be impactful,
as a large number of inter-particle collisions per unit time can be readily achieved in
binary fluidized beds. Our future efforts are along creating an experimental setup to
test this theory. Our ongoing theoretical work is on investigating impact of detailed
plasma chemistry including catalytic conversion, gas heating effects, and exploring
multi-dimensional effects on plasma dynamics.

5. Supplementary material

All codes and scripts used in this work are available as open-source at https:

//github.com/hsitaram/triboplasma_codes.
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