


the trigger pulse and current flowing to earth, monitored using
a Samtech Ltd. DE(CP)-01 resistive current shunt. The jitter
in the delay time was then calculated, following the accepted
definition, as the standard deviation of the time to breakdown,
with ten measurements taken for each data point. The trigger
pulse and current waveforms were monitored using a
Tektronix TDS2024, 200 MHz, 2 GS/s, digital storage
oscilloscope, and recorded using the built-in flash drive.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A.  Static Breakdown Characteristics

The self-breakdown voltages of one half of the spark-gap
switch were measured using the experimental arrangement
shown in Fig. 1, to determine the relative dc hold-off
characteristics of the switch operating in both SFs and N,.
The switch was filled to the desired pressure for the gas to be
tested, and the dc supply voltage was increased until
breakdown occurred, with the charging voltage reading being
obtained from the multimeter display. The results displayed
in Fig. 4 are for the application of positive dc voltages. Three
measurements were taken for each data point, and the results
represent the mean values. As expected, the static breakdown
voltage (V) increases linearly with increasing pressure for
both gases, and the gradient of the SF¢ curve in Fig. 4 is much
steeper than the N, curve, which implies that the switch will
need to be operated at higher gas pressures in N,. At
pressures where measurements could be made in both gases,
the dc hold-off of the switch when insulated with SF¢ was
about 2.2 times greater than that when insulated with N,.

B.  Operational Regimes

On triggered operation of the complete switch in both
gases, three distinct operational regimes were found, as
indicated by the waveforms shown in Fig. 5 (SFs) and Fig. 6
(N;). The waveforms shown in both of these figures were
obtained with a constant dc charging voltage of +50kV
applied across the main gap, and constant trigger pulse
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Fig. 4. Static breakdown (dc hold-off) voltages (V) versus absolute
pressure (P) for breakdown of one half of switch in both SF¢ (closed
squares) and N, (closed triangles). The equations of the best-fit
straight lines are shown for both gases.
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Fig. 5. Typical trigger pulse voltage and current waveforms obtained
for switching in SFs Fig. 5a: low-pressure regimes; Fig. 5b:
intermediate-pressure  regimes; Fig. 5c:  high-pressure regimes;
Fig. 5d: no breakdown of switch. Note the varying time-base to shown
the detail in each section of the figure.

amplitude of -75 kV. Two diagnostic tools were utilised: the
Samtech DE(LRP)-01 voltage probe, to measure the trigger
pulse voltage waveform; and the Samtech DE(CP)-01 current
shunt, to measure the current flowing through the switch to
earth. The full test circuit was as shown in Fig. 2.

Operation was first characterised in SFs, and the first sharp
rise in the current trace in Fig. 5a indicates breakdown
occurring between the main electrodes, i.e. switch closure. It
is apparent that breakdown has occurred on the rising edge of
the trigger pulse, and this type of behaviour was witnessed in
low-pressure regimes. As the gas pressure is increased,
breakdown occurs after the trigger pulse has reached its peak
amplitude, as the time between application of the trigger pulse
and switch closure (i.e. the time to breakdown) increases.
This behaviour in the intermediate-pressure regime is shown
in Fig. Sb. Switching behaviour in high-pressure regimes is
illustrated in Fig. 5c, where there is a long delay time between
the application of the trigger pulse and closure of the switch,
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Fig. 6. Typical trigger pulse voltage and current waveforms obtained
for switching in N,. Fig. 6a: low-pressure regimes; Fig. 6b:
intermediate-pressure  regimes; Fig. 6¢c:  high-pressure regimes;
Fig. 6d: no breakdown of switch. Note the varying time-base to shown
the detail in each section of the figure.



which is indicated by the transient in the current waveform
some 1.5 ps after the trigger pulse begins to rise. This long
delay time means that switch closure occurs after the trigger
pulse voltage has risen to its peak and fallen to zero, and in
this regime the switch is verging on the point of non-
operation. With further increase of the gas pressure, the
switch fails to close, as indicated in Fig. 5d.

The waveforms displayed in Fig. 6 show that the same
three switching regimes were observed when operating in N,,
albeit at higher operational pressures in each regime. The
difference in pressure for the three different regimes when
operating in N, as compared with SF¢ is discussed in
section C.

On establishment of these different operating regimes,
measurements were performed to find the upper pressure
boundary at which the switch could be reliably triggered
(switch closure occurring every time triggering is attempted),
and the results for a range of dc charging voltages in both SF;
and N, are displayed in Fig. 7. As expected due to the higher-
dielectric strength of SFs it is apparent that the gradient of the
N, curve is greater than that of the SF4 curve, and the upper
boundary pressure varies over a range of 1.3 bar in N,
compared to a range of 0.4 bar in SFs for the same range of
applied dc charging voltages.

C. Operational Jitter

The circuit shown in Fig. 2 was used to measure the time to
breakdown, again by analysing the trigger pulse voltage
waveform and the current flowing to earth to determine the
time difference between application of the trigger pulse and
switch closure. For the results reported here, the dc charging
voltage was 40kV, and the results pertaining to static
breakdown voltages (Fig. 4) and upper pressure boundaries of
operation (Fig. 7) were used to determine a range of operating
pressure within which breakdown would occur upon
application of each trigger pulse, but without self-breakdown
of the gas occurring due to the high dc charging voltage

R
wn

N,

P =0.03Vch +2.04

30 e

25

»
o

w
[

20

P =0.01Vch + 0.40

SF,

Absolute Pressure, P (bar)

05

0.0 T T T T
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Charging Voltage, Vch (kV)

Fig. 7. Boundary pressures of operation (P) versus dc charging
voltage (V) in both SFs (closed squares) and N, (closed triangles).
The equations of the best-fit straight lines are shown for both gases.

Fig. 8. Average time to breakdown (t) versus absolute pressure (P) for
operation in SFs with the upper main electrode charged to a dc voltage
of 40 kV. An exponential function has been fitted to the data, and the
equation is shown.

before application of the trigger pulse.

Ten breakdown events were analysed for each pressure,
and the data points shown in Figs. 8 and 9 correspond to the
average (mean) time to breakdown. The calculated jitter is
represented by the error bars shown in Figs. 8 and 9, and the
+ values quoted in the following analysis.

Fig. 8 shows that the average time to breakdown in SFg
increases exponentially with gas pressure, and varies from
10.8+1.7 ns at 0.4 bar to 42.6+1.6 ns at 0.7 bar. The values of
jitter are very low, varying from 1.6-3.0 ns, with the lowest
value of jitter being obtained at the highest pressure. The
measurement range is limited due to self-closing of the switch
at lower pressures, and non-operation at higher pressures.

A similar exponential relationship is observed for switching
in N,, as shown in Fig. 9. The average times to breakdown
were longer than those observed in SFg, partly due to the
higher operating pressures required for the same level of dc
charging voltage, and the time to breakdown varied from
21.2+2.4 ns at 1.8 bar to 113.2+10.1 ns at 3.2 bar. The values

Fig. 9. Average time to breakdown (t) versus absolute pressure (P) for
operation in N, with the upper main electrode charged to a dc voltage
of 40 kV. An exponential function has been fitted to the data, and the
equation is shown.



of jitter were again very low, and similar to those observed in
SFs. In the pressure range 1.8-2.8 bar, the jitter values were
all below 2.5 ns, with a minimum jitter of 1.3 ns at 2.0 bar.
At higher pressures, the jitter increased to 6.1 ns at 3.0 bar
and 10.1 ns at 3.2 bar, as the breakdown mechanism varied
between inter-mediate pressure and high-pressure switching
regimes.

IV. DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS

A triggered spark-gap switch, of type presently employed
in large-scale industrial pulsed-power machines, has been
characterised in terms of static breakdown voltages, switching
regimes, and jitter in the delay time to breakdown. Tests
were conducted on a comparative basis, to determine the
potential to replace the now widely recognised greenhouse
gas SF¢ with N,.

For the fast-rising trigger pulses utilised in the study, three
distinct operating regimes have been discovered in both
gases: low-pressure regimes where switch closure occurred
on the rising edge of the trigger pulses; intermediate-pressure
regimes where the trigger pulse reached its peak magnitude
before switch closure occurred; and high-pressure regimes
where switch closure occurred after a significant time delay,
after the trigger pulse had reached its peak amplitude and
fallen back to zero.

Measurements have shown that while the delay times to
breakdown in N, are longer than those in SF,, partly due to
the higher operating pressures required for the same level of
dc charging voltage, the jitter was very similar in both gases
when operating in the correct regime. Jitter levels as low as
1.3 ns were observed in N,, highlighting the potential to
replace SF4 with N, without the need for complete re-design
or replacement of the switches, providing that the correct
operational regime is utilised by the appropriate choice of gas
pressure.

Present environmental pressures mean that this is a
significant result towards the replacement of SF¢ with a more
environmentally friendly alternative, within the bounds of an
existing switch design.

Future work will include analysis of the voltage collapse
across the main electrodes at breakdown, and analysis of the
relative switching performance of other gases and gas
mixtures in the present switch topology.
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