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consumed, and a cathode which may be a lower melting point material. During arc opera-
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tion, a carbon deposit is formed on the cathode surface. This deposit may contain different
forms of the synthesised fullerenes. It is shown that this deposit plays a crucial role in
conducting the arc current. Temperature measurements demonstrate that a sufficiently
large area of the cathode deposit is hot enough for thermionic emission to be the source
of most of the arc current. Due to the deposit’s low thermal conductivity, the cathode
behind the deposit does not reach its melting point. The role of the deposit in emitting electrons can probably be generalized for other arc synthesis methods with consumed anodes.
Ó 2014 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1.

Introduction

Since their discovery in the early 19th century [1], carbon arcs
have been used as radiation standards [2], in image furnaces
[3] and in carbon arc welding among other things. More
recently, they have been used as an efficient method for the
production of high purity carbon nanotubes [4–6], in which
the graphite anode ablates and nanotubes and other fullerenes are formed in a carbon deposit on the cathode surface
[5,7]. Due to their unique electrical and mechanical properties
[8–10], nanotubes could potentially be used for hydrogen storage, nanoelectronics, chemical sensors and many other applications [9,8,11].
Although the initial discovery of nanotubes used graphite
for both cathode and anode [4], and this setup is commonly
used [5,12,13], Colbert et. al. [7] found that using a water
cooled copper cathode reduced sintering in the nanotubes
formed in the deposit, while other workers have used cathodes of materials such as copper and stainless steel [14–16].

The use of low melting point cathodes (copper melts at
1085 °C compared to graphite which sublimes at 3642 °C)
raises a basic question about the operation of the arc, namely
how electrons are emitted from the cathode. While this problem has been studied in detail for cathodic arcs [17–21], the
arc used in nanosynthesis is an anodic arc and operates in
a different regime [22]. Models of the anodic carbon arc
[23,22] show that temperatures over 3000 °C are required at
the cathode, while experimentally, cathodes remain undamaged during the process.
To explain this discrepancy, the current density at the
cathode could be reduced by having the current flow to the
entire cathode surface, reducing the temperature required
for thermionic emission to support the current, which has
been observed in simulations [12]. Alternatively, it has been
proposed that the deposit formed during the arc is the source
of emission based on its structure after arc operation [24].
This is supported by observations that carbon–copper arcs
became carbon–carbon arcs after deposit formation on the
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copper electrode [25]. Similar processes and suggestions
about the role of the deposit were also proposed for hydrocarbon arc discharges with copper cathodes [26,27].
In order to determine the source of electrons in the arc and
the current distribution at the cathode, we operated the carbon arc using different cathode geometries and materials,
including copper and graphite, together with temperature
measurements. It is shown that during the steady state operation of the arc, most of the current flows within the area
directly across from and of similar size to the anode, and that
the formation of the deposit plays an important role in electron emission. In particular, the deposit (1) changes the arc
from graphite–copper or graphite–graphite to graphitedeposit and (2) reaches the high temperatures necessary for
thermionic emission to provide the electron current. Moreover, the carbon deposit on the cathode (3) reduces the heat
flux from the arc plasma to the cathode. This is due to a very
low thermal conductivity of the cathode deposit, which was
deduced from electrode temperature measurements during
the arc experiments. A preliminary material evaluation suggests that the low thermal conductivity of the cathode deposit
could be due to its complex morphology and a very low density as compared to graphite and the cathode material.
The main implication of this study is that the formation of
the cathode deposit during the arc should be taken into
account for self-consistent modelling of the arc discharge
for the synthesis of nanomaterials, including, but not limited
to, the synthesis of carbon nanostructures such as nanotubes,
fullerenes and graphene. As the size of the deposit increases
with ablation rate, which determines deposition and hence
yield, the inclusion of the deposit in models will be important
in regimes favourable for high yield nanosynthesis.

2.

Experimental setup

The arc experiments were performed in a helium atmosphere
within a 10 inch 6-way cross using the setup shown in Fig. 1,
which is similar to that used in Refs. [14,28]. The helium pressure was maintained at 500 Torr using a computer-controlled
solenoidal valve. Cylindrical graphite anodes and cathodes of

diameter 6 mm and 12 mm were used, where 6 mm is the typical anode diameter in synthesis experiments [29,5,7]. The
copper cathodes had diameters 38 mm and 50 mm.
The position of the anode was controlled by a stepper
motor and a potentiometer used to measure the arc voltage,
both connected to a data acquisition system. In all the experiments performed, the electrode separation was controlled by
maintaining the voltage in the external circuit between 20 V
and 25 V as the anode ablated. Discharge current was kept
at approximately 65 A. Arcing was initiated by bringing the
anode into contact with the cathode, after which the control
system would increase the electrode separation until the
specified arc voltage was reached. With the 6 mm anode,
the voltage remained at approximately 25 V while the voltage
during the arc with the 12 mm anode was approximately 21 V.
The actual discharge voltage was approximately 20 V for the
6 mm anode arc and 18 V for the 12 mm anode arc after subtracting the resistance of the circuit elements and carbon
deposit.
To measure the cathode temperature, a K-type thermocouple was placed 2 mm below the surface of a copper cathode
directly opposite the anode. Experiments to measure the
deposit temperature used an electrode in which existing cathode deposits to be mounted (Fig. 2(a)), and a C-type thermocouple was placed just below the surface of the deposit.
Additionally, a FLIR Tau 640 1.7 infrared camera together with
a 3.2% transmittance neutral density filter was used for temperature measurements. Absolute calibration of the camera
was performed using arcs between graphite electrodes in
conjunction with thermocouple measurements.
For the experiments used to determine the current distribution in the arc, shielded and segmented cathodes were
used with 6 mm graphite anodes (Fig. 2(b) and (c)). The
shielded copper cathode was covered by an insulating layer
of boron–nitride except for a 6 mm diameter opening, while
the segmented cathode consisted of an inner region of
6 mm diameter insulated from an outer ring of diameter
50 mm by a 2 mm layer of insulation.

3.

Fig. 1 – Setup used in carbon arc experiments, similar to Ref.
[14]. (A colour version of this figure can be viewed online.)
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Electron emission

We now analyse possible mechanisms of electron emission
which could supply the electrons necessary to maintain the
current observed in arcs. To do so, we first estimate the electron current fraction by measuring the ablation rates for 65 A
arcs, and show that the current cannot be supported by emission from the copper surface. Under the conditions described
in the previous section, the arcs operated in the anodic mode
with deposit formation on the cathode [14,29]. The results are
shown in Table 1 and are consistent with measurements by
Fetterman et. al. [14]. We found no appreciable difference
between the rates for copper and carbon cathodes. The
deposits grown were roughly circular with diameter 7–
9 mm. With the 6 mm diameter anodes, deposits would grow
until the extinguishing of the arc (in this set of experiments
the longest was 17 mm), while with the 12 mm diameter
anodes deposits did not exceed 1 mm in thickness.
The maximum ion current is estimated by assuming that
all the ablated material is singly ionised and delivers current
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Fig. 2 – Cathodes used in the experiment. (a) Copper cathode with mounted deposit, (b) segmented cathode, (c) shielded
cathode. (A colour version of this figure can be viewed online.)

Table 1 – Ablation rates and estimated ion current for a 65 A
arc with different cathode materials and anode diameters.
Cathode

Anode diameter
(mm)

Ablation
(mg/s)

Max ion
current (A)

Carbon
Carbon
Copper
Copper

12
6
12
6

0.33  0.12
82
0.33  0.08
10  2

5.2  1.9
128  32
5.2  1.2
160  32

to the cathode. To account for current due to evaporation
from the cathode and redeposition [30,31], we assume that
the evaporation rate at the cathode is less than that at the
anode. If all of the evaporated atoms at the cathode were ionised and redeposited, the total ion current would be twice
that due to ions from the anode. The resulting current is
shown in the final column of Table 1. For the 12 mm anode,
an electron current of larger than 60 A would be required to
support the arc. For the 6 mm anode, the observed ablation
could support the arc current; however, in a typical carbon
arc, the ionisation degree is 103 to 104 , much less than the
100% assumed here [32]. The ion current would then be
reduced to less than 0.12 A, so we would also expect a large
electron current for the 6 mm anode.
Supplying this electron current requires electron emission
from the cathode, which can take the form of thermo-field
emission, secondary emission or photoemission [17,1,33]. In
particular, Ref. [33] shows that field emission and various ionisation mechanisms cannot account for the electron current
observed in an argon arc with a non-thermionic cathode,
and we perform a similar analysis for the carbon arc in
helium.

3.1.

Thermo-field emission

Heating a solid to high temperatures increases the number of
electrons with the energy needed to overcome the work function, while strong electric fields at the surface modify the
shape of the potential well. Electron emission due to the combination of these effects is known as thermo-field emission
[34,17,35]. A convenient parameterisation of the thermo-field
current in units of A/cm2 is given by Hantzsche [34]:
" 
1=2 #
T2 E2
ð1Þ
jTF ¼ kðAT2 þ BE9=8 Þ exp 
þ
C
D
where k ¼ 1:45; A ¼ 120; B ¼ 406 E0:1ð/4:5Þ expð2:22ð/  4:5ÞÞ;
C ¼ 2:727  109 ð/=4:5Þ2 and D ¼ 4:252  1017 ð/=4:5Þ2 . T is the

temperature in K, E the electric field in V/cm and / the work
function in eV. The values of A; B; C and D are from the limiting thermionic and field emission expressions, while k and
the functional form are determined by minimising the error
in Eq. (1) when compared with numerical calculations [34].
For reference, the work functions of copper and graphite are
4.4 eV and 4.7 eV respectively [1].
With respect to our experiments, the current density was
estimated as at least  230 A/cm2 for a 65 A arc with an
electron current fraction of greater than 0.9, which would
require temperatures of above 3200 °C – above the melting
point of copper – or electric fields of greater than 107 V/
cm. If these conditions were to hold, there would be visible
damage to the cathode due to melting and/or ablation,
which we do not observe, while the typical field at the cathode under these conditions is on the order of 105 V/cm [1].
As such, thermo-field emission from the copper cathode
cannot account for the observed electron emission during
the steady state operation of the arc. Note that during the
initial phase of the arc, it operates in the cathodic mode
before a transition to the anodic mode which is studied here
[32].

3.2.

Secondary emission

Electrons are also emitted due to the bombardment of the surface by ions and excited atoms. In the carbon arc, only carbon
ions are considered due to helium’s high ionisation potential
[12], though metastable helium atoms are present and can
cause Auger emission [32,36]. At low energies, the secondary
electron yield ci from ion bombardment depends only on
the ionisation energy I and work function / and can be estimated by the empirical formula ci ¼ 0:016ðI  2e/Þ [1,37]. For
carbon ions impacting a copper surface, this is approximately
0.04. Given the ion current fraction of less than 0.1 in our
experiment with the 12 mm anode, secondary emission due
to ions provides at most 0.2 A for a 65 A arc and cannot be
the source of the electrons in the arc.
In Ref. [33], Auger emission due to metastable excited
argon atoms the main source of electron current [33]. For
helium atoms and copper surfaces, the electron yield is about
1 electron per incident atom [38]. However, due to the higher
excitation energies of helium and low arc voltage, the metastable density is too low to provide the required current.
The density is found by balancing production by electron
excitation against cumulative ionisation [36], given by:
nN ne C0M ¼ nM ne Cþ
M:

ð2Þ

Photoemission

To estimate the maximum photoemission from the surface,
we assume that at most half of the radiation from the arc
reaches the cathode, and a photon energy of 5 eV, the lowest
wavelength line of carbon, which gives a yield of 102 electrons per photon at a copper surface [42,43]. If all of the arc’s
power were radiated, at most 825 W of radiation would be
available for photoemission, which would give a maximum
current of approximately 1.7 A. The yield for graphite is
approximately 106, which would provide 1:7  104 A [44].
We have thus shown that the above emission mechanisms
cannot account for the electron current from a low melting
point cathode during an anodic arc. Instead, temperature
measurements will reveal that it is the formation of the
carbon deposit on the cathode which allows the high temperatures necessary for electron emission to be reached.

4.
Current
temperature

distribution

and

cathode

To determine if the arc current flows through the entire cathode or just a small region across from the anode, experiments
with shielded and segmented cathodes were performed. In
the experiment with the shielded cathode, a carbon deposit
formed over the unshielded area, after which the arc continued to operate with the entire current flowing through the
cathode deposit. With the segmented cathode, at most 4 A
flowed through the outer segment during a 65 A arc. At lower
currents, no current in the outer segment was observed. This
shows that most of the current flows through the small central region directly opposite the anode. As such, the observed
current density is over 230 A/cm2. The observation that the
arc operates between the deposit and anode is also consistent
with Upson’s [25] observations that the copper–carbon arc
becomes the carbon–carbon arc after deposit formation.
The variation of copper cathode temperature with time for
arcs with 12 mm and 6 mm diameter anodes respectively is
shown in Fig. 3. The highest temperature measured in the
copper electrode was 1000  20  C during the experiment with
the larger anode, which is still below the melting point of copper of 1085 °C. This was due to the cathode deposit being thinner, so that the thermocouple was in closer proximity to the
actual cathode surface. Also of note in Fig. 3(b) is the extinguishing of the arc around t ¼ 100 s and re-ignition at
t ¼ 120 s, caused by the deposit becoming detached from the
cathode and falling off. Immediately after re-ignition, the rate

12 mm anode

(a) 1000
T [ °C], I [A]

Here nN is the neutral density, ne the electron density and nM is
the metastable density. The C’s are rate coefficients which are
found by integrating the cross sections for excitation and
ionisation with the electron distribution, assumed to be
Maxwellian [36]. At an electron temperature of 0.6 eV, the estimated metastable helium density is on the order of 1011 m3,
which gives a current of 13nA assuming thermal flux to the
cathode. Auger emission due to carbon is not considered as
the metastable 1D and 1S states have energies 1.3 eV and
2.7 eV, below the work functions of copper and graphite of
4.4 eV and 4.7 eV [39,40,1,41].

3.3.
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Fig. 3 – Cathode temperature and discharge current during
the operation of arcs with (a) 12 mm and (b) 6 mm anodes.
The thermocouple was placed 2 mm below the cathode
surface exposed to the arc. (A colour version of this figure
can be viewed online.)

of increase of temperature was larger than just before
t ¼ 100 s, showing that the presence of the deposit reduces
heat flux to the cathode. These observations show that the
deposit is a critical element in the operation of the arc.
Fig. 4 shows infrared images of the electrodes during an
arcs between 12 mm diameter anodes and graphite and copper cathodes. During both arcs, small deposits formed on the
cathode, and the highest surface temperature was
ð3500  200Þ K, with a larger region where temperatures were
over 3100 K. The uncertainties in the temperature measurements are due to the extrapolation of the calibration curve.
Thermocouple readings within the deposit were consistent
with the infrared measurements and exceeded 2593 K, the

Fig. 4 – Top: infrared camera image of electrodes during an
arc discharge between two 12 mm graphite electrodes.
Bottom: electrodes during arc between 12 mm graphite
anode and copper cathode.
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maximum temperature which can be measured by C-type
thermocouples. Data for 6 mm diameter anodes are not available due to the growth of the ‘‘collar’’ around the deposit preventing a clear view of its surface from being obtained. These
results show that the deposit reaches the high temperatures
necessary for thermionic emission to provide the electron
current in the arc, in agreement with observations of the
deposit structure after the arc [24]. Within the observed surface temperature range, the thermo-field emission current
is between 60 A/cm2 and 500 A/cm2, with most of the contribution being thermionic. This would supply at least a quarter
to all of the current in the arc.
The deposit is thus the source of electron emission and is
effectively the cathode, meaning that the arc should not be
considered graphite–copper, but graphite–carbon deposit
[25,24]. This also explains why the cathode remains undamaged, as the deposit reduces heat flux to the copper surface,
as seen earlier in Fig. 3(b). Apparently, the carbon deposit acts
here as a thermal insulator.
The known conductivity value for graphite is approximately 13 W/m/K above 2500 °C [45], which is already lower
than that of copper, which is over 300 W/m/K above 1000 °C
[46]. It is known from previous work on Raman spectroscopy
of carbon arc deposits [28] and also shown in the following
section for the deposits obtained in this work that their structures and properties are different from graphite. This may
imply that thermal conductivity of the carbon deposit can
be different from graphite. While data are not available, the
upper image in Fig. 4 with the graphite–graphite arc shows
that it is lower than that of graphite based on the different
temperature gradients in the deposit and graphite regions.
From our experiments, the estimated thermal conductivity
is 1–2 W/m/K, which is not unusual for carbonaceous products [47]. Our estimate here does not include the effects of
convective and radiative cooling. These additional cooling
mechanisms would effectively increase the observed conductivity of the deposit, and as such, the value of thermal conductivity we determined is likely an overestimate. For
example, the addition of radiative cooling would increase
heat loss from the sides of the deposit by a term proportional
to T4 , which would cause a steeper temperature gradient to
exist in the deposit than if there were conductivity alone.
In previous works on hydrocarbon arcs with deposit formation, the low thermal conductivity has been attributed to
contact resistance between the deposit and copper [27], but
this is not necessary as the thermal conductivity of amorphous hydrocarbons can be low. For example, the thermal
conductivity of hygdrogenated amorphous carbon films is
1 W/m/K [47]. Furthermore, in our work, the large temperature gradient is also observed in the graphite–graphite arc
where there is good contact between the deposit and cathode.
The results of our experiments reveal that the arc current
flows through a small region opposite the anode and that
thermionic emission is the source of electron emission during
the anodic arc and explain how the high temperatures
required for this process are reached without damaging the
low-melting point cathode material. Due to the measured
low heat conductivity of the deposit, the high temperatures
at the surface exposed to the arc required to support emission
can exist without the cathode reaching its melting

temperature. It should also be emphasized that the deposit
also forms in experiments with graphite cathodes, meaning
that the role of the deposit in the arc described here is more
general and not exclusive to arcs with low melting point cathodes. Thus, after the formation of the deposit, the arc is not
between the graphite anode and the cathode material, but
is a graphite-cathode deposit arc. With respect to nanosynthesis, the growth of single-walled nanotubes mainly takes
place on the periphery of the deposit [13,5,12], away from
the region where the current flows, implying that the cathode
material not covered by the deposit (in our case copper) is
important in their formation [7].

5.

Carbon deposit on the cathode surface

A preliminary ex-situ characterization of the cathode deposits was conducted for the arc discharges with 6 mm and
12 mm diameter anodes and with the copper cathode. The
deposits were collected after the arc discharge. Then, their
dimensions and weight were measured to estimate the density. For different anodes, the cathode deposits had different
dimensions (Fig. 5) and densities. For example, the density
of the deposit formed with the 6 mm anode was
1:34  0:06 g/cm3. This is smaller than the density of the
graphite 2.09 g/cm3 but comparable with the density of graphite-like amorphous carbon, 1.2–1.5 g/cm3 [48]. For the 12 mm
diameter anode, the measured density was even smaller
 0:8  0:2 g/cm3. These density results correlate with the
above results for the thermal conductivity obtained for different anodes and graphite. In particular, smaller densities of
the cathode carbon deposits as compared to graphite correlate with their lower thermal conductivity measured in these
experiments.
A FEI XL30 FEG-SEM field emission high resolution scanning electron microscope (SEM) was used for structural evaluation of the cathode deposits. This SEM is equipped with an
EVEX Energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (EDS) system to
provide a high-resolution two-dimensional elemental distribution map of the deposit surface. For all deposits, carbon
was the only element detected by the EDS system. Evaluation

Fig. 5 – Carbon deposits removed from the cathode after a
65 A arc discharge was run for about 1 min: (a) about 8 mm
diameter and 5 mm height deposit from the arc discharge
with a 6 mm diameter anode; (b) about 9 mm diameter and
0.6 mm height deposit from the arc discharge with a 12 mm
diameter anode. (A colour version of this figure can be
viewed online.)

CARBON

7 7 (2 0 14 ) 8 0–88

of SEM images (Fig. 6) revealed that all deposits have an inhomogeneous porous morphology consisting of spherical, flat,
tubular and chain-like particles of different nano and micro
sizes. Similar types of particles were also obtained in other
carbon arc discharges [49–51,24]. Spatial variation of deposit
morphology is very complex and requires a detailed analysis.
This is beyond the scope of this paper, which is focused on
the role of the deposit in the current conduction between
the arc and the cathode and the thermal insulation of the
cathode from the plasma.
It is known that for carbon materials, such as carbon black
and coal ash, the grain size and porosity can strongly affect
the thermal conductivity of these materials [52,53]. In particular, the thermal conductivity decreases with the porosity,
but increases with the grain size. We could not detect a reliable and reproducible correlation between the size of the
microstructures, particularly for spherical particles (Fig. 6),
and the cathode deposits produced with the 6 mm and
12 mm anodes. Spherical morphology was dominant for the
plasma-facing surfaces of both deposits (Fig. 6), but sphere
sizes varied for different runs with the same anode diameters. On the opposite surfaces of the deposits facing the copper cathode, morphology was different, consisting of tubular
and chain-like particles. From a visual evaluation of SEM
images, the cathode deposit formed with the smaller 6 mm
anode appears to be less porous (Fig. 6) than the deposit
obtained with the larger anode. A somewhat similar observation was obtained for the interiors of both deposits. Thus, the
thinner deposit formed with the 12 mm anode would be
expected to have a lower conductivity than the larger deposit
formed using the 6 mm anode, which would support the
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larger temperature gradient between the emitting surface
and the copper. This hypothesis requires a more comprehensive validation.
Complex structural variations of the deposits were also
detected with Raman spectroscopy (Fig. 7) using a Horiba Scientific LabRam HR800 l-Raman system. During all the Raman
spectra measurements, the power of the green laser (wavelength 532 nm) at the deposits was kept very low at about
3 mW. For nearly all deposits and different locations within
the deposits the Raman spectra display two typical peaks at
1340 cm1 and 1590 cm1, which correspond to the D and G
bands respectively.
The G-band is associated with the first-order scattering of
the E2g mode observed for sp2 carbon domains, while the pronounced D-band is disordered band associated with local
defects and disorders, particularly the defects located at the
edges of graphene and graphite platelets [54]. Higher disorder
in graphite leads to a broader D-band of higher intensity as
compared to the intensity of the G-band. Therefore, the intensity ratio of D-band to G-band (ID =IG ) is usually used as a measure of the disorder. It appears from Fig. 7 that for different
spots on different sides of both deposits, there are different
ID =IG values, indicating the crystal quality changes with the
location. Because the ID =IG values obtained for the deposit
from the arc with the 12 mm anode are generally higher than
the ID =IG values for the deposit obtained with the smaller
anode, the deposit from the arc with the larger anode appears
to have more disordered structure. Furthermore, for each
deposit, the plasma-facing side has generally a fewer defects
because the ratio ID =IG is lower than the cathode-facing side.
These observations seem to be consistent with results of

Fig. 6 – Examples of SEM images of the cathode deposits obtained in the arc discharge with different graphite anodes. (a) and
(b) From the plasma-facing surfaces of the 6 and 12 mm anodes respectively. (c) and (d) From the cathode-facing surfaces of
the same deposits.
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Fig. 8 – X-ray diffraction patterns of the (a) graphite material
before the exposure to the plasma, (b) the cathode deposit
obtained for the arc with the 6 mm diameter anode and (c)
the cathode deposit obtained for the 12 mm diameter
anode.
Fig. 7 – Raman spectra of the cathode deposits. (a) Arc with
the 6 mm anode and (b) arc with the 12 mm anode. For each
deposit, the measurements were conducted at different
locations of the plasma-facing side (PFS) and the cathode
facing side (CFS). Centre, top and bottom refer to different
locations of the deposits shown in Fig. 5.

SEM evaluation, which pointed to strong differences between
opposite sides of the same deposit.
Interestingly, for the deposit obtained for the 12 mm
anode, Raman spectra have a scattering peak at 1850 cm1
on both plasma-facing and cathode-facing sides of this
deposit (Fig. 7(b)). In Ref. [55], a similar peak was observed
for cathode deposits of the carbon arc discharge in a hydrogen
atmosphere. This peak was attributed to carbon nanowires
formed in multiwalled carbon nanotubes formed on the cathode. Tubular structures were also observed in this work
(Fig. 6(d)), but no transmission electron microscopy studies
were conducted to identify their detailed structure or the
presence of one-dimensional carbon chains such as
nanowires.
Finally, Fig. 8 compares X-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns
measured for the cathode deposits and the graphite material
of the anode before its exposure to the plasma. XRD measurements were conducted using a Rigaku MiniFlex XRD/X-ray
diffractometer (k ¼ 1:5406 Å). The data was processed with
X-ray Powder Diffraction Software PDXL. Measured XRD patterns show characteristic peaks of a typical hexagonal structure. Analysis of diffraction peaks, including calculation of
lattice parameters, crystalline sizes, and the diffraction angle
was conducted using a standard procedure for carbon materials described elsewhere [56].
For the (0 0 2), (1 0 0) and (0 0 4) diffraction peaks, the lattice
constant, interplanar distance and crystallite size of both
deposits increased as compared to the graphite material of
the anode. In addition, for the deposits, the (0 0 2) and (0 0 4)

diffraction peaks are shifted to lower angles. For example,
for graphite and the deposits from the arcs with the 6 mm
and 12 mm anodes, d002 ¼ 0:3382 nm, 0:3406 nm and
0.3443 nm at 2h ¼ 26:33 ; 26:14 and 25:86 , respectively. A
qualitatively similar trend was also observed for the (0 0 4) diffraction peak. Refs. [57,26] observed similar behavior for
graphite before arc evaporation and deposits produced by
arc discharge. Larger interlayer spacing of carbon deposits
was attributed to the turbostratic structure of carbon nanotubes and nanofibers. This may be consistent with the
reported SEM observation of tubular structures for the deposit
obtained with the 12 mm anode (Fig. 6(d)) and measured
Raman spectra for this deposit (Fig. 7(b)).
The material analysis shows that the deposit has a complex and inhomogeneous structure, with spherical morphology observed on the plasma facing surface and tubular and
chain like structures on the copper facing surface. These
observations are supported by Raman, SEM and XRD data.
The porosity and lower density of the deposit as compared
to graphite is consistent with the lower thermal conductivity
estimated from our experiments.

6.

Conclusion

To summarise, anodic arc experiments were conducted
between graphite anodes and graphite and copper cathodes.
Using 6 mm diameter graphite anodes, which is typical for
nanosynthesis [5,13], all of the current was found to flow
through the deposit formed on the region of the cathode
directly opposite the anode, and the current was largely due
to electrons. The formation of the cathode deposit is essential
in the sustaining of the arc during steady state operation as it
allows the high temperatures necessary for thermionic emission to provide the electron current in the arc to exist without
damaging the cathode. In addition, it changes the arc from a
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graphite-cathode to a graphite-deposit arc. The results support phenomenological descriptions of the role of the deposit
in Refs. [24,25].
Analysis of the deposits using SEM, Raman spectroscopy
and XRD revealed complex inhomogeneous morphologies
and more porous structures with lower densities as compared
to the original graphite electrode material. This could be the
cause of the lower thermal conductivities observed but
requires further theoretical and experimental confirmation.
The important practical implication of this work is that
self-consistent models of the arc discharge for nanosynthesis,
including, but not limited to, carbon and boron nitride nanotubes and fullerenes, need to account the important role of
the cathode deposit in the sustaining the arc discharge.
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