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Abstract: Vacuum channel transistors are potential candidates for low-loss and high-speed electronic
devices beyond complementary metal-oxide-semiconductors (CMOS). When the nanoscale transport
distance is smaller than the mean free path (MFP) in atmospheric pressure, a transistor can work in
air owing to the immunity of carrier collision. The nature of a vacuum channel allows devices to
function in a high-temperature radiation environment. This research intended to investigate gate
location in a vertical vacuum channel transistor. The influence of scattering under different ambient
pressure levels was evaluated using a transport distance of about 60 nm, around the range of MFP in
air. The finite element model suggests that gate electrodes should be near emitters in vertical vacuum
channel transistors because the electrodes exhibit high-drive currents and low-subthreshold swings.
The particle trajectory model indicates that collected electron flow (electric current) performs like a
typical metal oxide semiconductor field effect-transistor (MOSFET), and that gate voltage plays a role
in enhancing emission electrons. The results of the measurement on vertical diodes show that current
and voltage under reduced pressure and filled with CO2 are different from those under atmospheric
pressure. This result implies that this design can be used for gas and pressure sensing.

Keywords: vacuum channel; mean free path; vertical air-channel diode; vertical transistor; field
emission; particle trajectory model; F–N plot; space-charge-limited currents

1. Introduction

Several potential candidates for low-loss and high-speed electronic transistors beyond
complementary metal oxide semiconductors (CMOS) have been proposed. Two-dimensional
materials, such as graphene and transition metal dichalcogenide, were considered for next generation
transistors [1–3]. Vacuum channel transistors have also been considered candidates because they are
10 times faster than silicon-based transistors [4]. The nature of vacuum channels enables the devices to
function at elevated temperatures and radiation levels. A variety of structures in building vacuum
channel transistors have been proposed in recent years [4–14], although vacuum transistors were
first proposed to build circuits a few decades ago [15]. Generally, if the transport distance of a field
emission (FE) is greater than the submicroscale, a vacuum condition is required to prevent carrier
scattering, due to collision with moving particles in an ambient environment, and to achieve ballistic
transport [16–19]. In addition, such a distance (or longer) generally requires a high driving voltage,
which is impractical in large-scale integrated circuits [20]. Several studies have reported that FE devices
with a transport distance as small as the nanoscale enable devices to operate at low voltages [5,6,21,22].
Therefore, reducing the transport distance to smaller than the mean free path (MFP) allows devices to
operate in atmospheric pressure [5–7,11–13] and function under a small voltage that is suitable for
practical circuits. The benefits of using 2D materials can be exploited with a vacuum channel device
for low-leakage and high-speed applications [23].
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Nanoscale FE air channel devices are generally categorized into horizontal, vertical, and all-around
gate, depending on the related locations of emitter collectors and gates. Nanoscale horizontal electron
emission air channel devices generally require advanced lithography technology or a trimming
approach to define transport distance [4–7,10–14]. By contrast, vertical electron emission air channel
devices define transport distance on the basis of the thicknesses of metal-dielectric stacked films [8,9].
Thin films stacked by atomic layer deposition provide an approach for specifying the transport distance
of electron emission. The emission zone can be determined by the width of an open cavity on stacked
films [7–9]. Gates in vacuum channel transistors are required for modulating tunneling current like
in the conventional solid-state transistors. The bottom or surrounding gates of the horizontal and
vertical FE transistors generally locate the gates between emitters and collectors so that the gate electric
field can effectively modulate emission current [4,6–9,11–14,18]. However, several studies showed
that an increase in the gate electric field can still influence the emission current when gate electrodes
are above the route of electron emission [10]. The distance between the gate and the emitter can
influence the turn-on voltage and controllability on the emission current for a microscale vacuum
channel transistor [16–19]. However, the role of gates in vertical transistors has not been well studied.
A nanoscale FE transistor can perform differently from a microscale FE one because electrons can be
intercepted by coplanar gates under a nanoscale distance [13]. This paper used the finite element
modeling to predict electron trajectory and determine the optimal gate location in a vertical vacuum
channel transistor. Hence, carrier scattering in air, which may be difficult to find by the current
simulation, must be considered in practical FE devices. The other aims of this paper were to fabricate a
vertical diode with a transport distance near the MFP (~68 nm) in atmospheric pressure and to discuss
carrier scattering under atmospheric and other ambient pressures.

2. Experiment

2.1. Modeling of Vertical Vacuum Channel Transistors

The schematic of a vertical vacuum channel transistor includes stacked layers of emitters, an
emitter-gate dielectric (Dielectric 1), a gate, a gate-collector (Dielectric 2), and a bottom collector
(Figure 1a). The etched well allows emission electrons to be ejected from the top emitter and collected
by the bottom collector through the application of voltage potential (VCE). The application of gate
potential (VGC) can modulate the route and the final speed of the electron emission. The side length of
the square well is 2 µm, that is, the total emission width is four times the side width. The thicknesses
of the emitter-to-gate (Dielectric 1), gate, and gate-to-collector (Dielectric 2) are tE-G, tG, and tG-C,
respectively (Figure 1b). The four transistors with different tE-G were investigated, namely, EG_3 (tE-G

= 3 nm), EG_10 (tE-G = 10 nm), EG_20 (tE-G = 20 nm), and EG_30 (tE-G = 30 nm) (Table 1). The channels
of transport distance (Dchannel) from emitter to collector are nearly the same (~60 nm). The modeling
software COMSOL (5.2, COMSOL Inc., Stockholm, Sweden) is used to model particle trajectory and
electric field. The particle trajectory model assumes only a 1 nm thickness window on the lower edge
of the emitter because the edges of electrodes present the highest electric fields [24]. The window
releases the finite electrons (400 particles) to graphically present tracing electrons. The collector counts
the collected electrons with different VCE and VGC. The Keithley 2400 current–voltage source meter is
used for electrical characterization. The software by COMSOL is used to model the electric fields and
particle trajectory in the vertical channel transistors. The material outside the device is air.
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Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the vertical vacuum channel transistor composed of stacked layers of 
emitters (Al-Si-Cu), a gate dielectric (Al2O3), a gate (Al-Si-Cu), a dielectric (SiO2), and a bottom 
collector (Al-Si-Cu). (b) Transport distance of channel (DChannel) made up of the thicknesses of 
dielectric between the emitter and the gate (tE-G), gate (tG), and dielectric between the gate and the 
collector (tG-C) between the emitter (E) and the collector (C). 

Table 1. Four simulated transistors noted by EG_3, EG_10, EG_20, and EG_30, whose transport 
distance of the channel (DChannel) is the sum of the thickness of emitter-to-gate (tE-G), gate (tG), and gate-
to-collector (tG-C). 

Dimensions of Transistors EG_3 EG_10 EG_20 EG_30 
DChannel (nm) 63 60 60 60 

tE-G (nm) 3 10 20 30 
tG (nm) 20 20 20 20 

tG-C (nm) 40 30 20 10 

2.2. Fabricated Vertical Field Emission Diodes and Experimental Measurement 

The fabrication of the vertical air channel diodes deposits 1 μm SiO2 for the isolation of devices 
from a Si p-type (111) substrate. The photo masks define the diode-probing areas of the collector and 
emitter made of an Al-Si-Cu alloy, in which Al accounts for 99.5% of the metal. The SiO2 thin film is 
sandwiched by the top and bottom Al-Si-Cu alloy layers. SiO2 thickness is roughly the transport 
distance of electron emission because the electric field is concentrated at the edge of the metal. The 
cross-section of the stacked thin films indicates that the thicknesses of the top and bottom Al-Si-Cu 
films are 130 nm and 450 nm, respectively (Figure 2a). Square wells of 2 μm × 2 μm and 4 μm × 4 μm 
are etched so that electrons are transmitted from the top emitter to the collector that is located on the 
bottom of the well (Figure 2b). The tilt view of the etched well presents the profiles of the Al-Si-Cu 
layers (inset of Figure 2b). The MFP is the average distance at which a particle travels between two 
successive collisions. Therefore, a SiO2 thickness of 60 nm is applied to enhance sensibility at varying 
ambient pressures. Transport distance in air is presumed to be approximately equal to the MFP. 

The devices were wire-bonded on a printed circuit board and were measured in a customized 
vacuum chamber (Figure 3). The electric signals were connected to the measurement units outside 
the chamber via wire ports. The gas inlet of the chamber was connected to a gas feedthrough to allow 
external gases to flow into the chamber. A dry pump was attached to the chamber, allowing a 
minimum pressure of 10 mTorr. 

Figure 1. (a) Schematic of the vertical vacuum channel transistor composed of stacked layers of emitters
(Al-Si-Cu), a gate dielectric (Al2O3), a gate (Al-Si-Cu), a dielectric (SiO2), and a bottom collector
(Al-Si-Cu). (b) Transport distance of channel (DChannel) made up of the thicknesses of dielectric between
the emitter and the gate (tE-G), gate (tG), and dielectric between the gate and the collector (tG-C) between
the emitter (E) and the collector (C).

Table 1. Four simulated transistors noted by EG_3, EG_10, EG_20, and EG_30, whose transport
distance of the channel (DChannel) is the sum of the thickness of emitter-to-gate (tE-G), gate (tG), and
gate-to-collector (tG-C).

Dimensions of Transistors EG_3 EG_10 EG_20 EG_30

DChannel (nm) 63 60 60 60
tE-G (nm) 3 10 20 30
tG (nm) 20 20 20 20

tG-C (nm) 40 30 20 10

2.2. Fabricated Vertical Field Emission Diodes and Experimental Measurement

The fabrication of the vertical air channel diodes deposits 1 µm SiO2 for the isolation of devices
from a Si p-type (111) substrate. The photo masks define the diode-probing areas of the collector
and emitter made of an Al-Si-Cu alloy, in which Al accounts for 99.5% of the metal. The SiO2

thin film is sandwiched by the top and bottom Al-Si-Cu alloy layers. SiO2 thickness is roughly the
transport distance of electron emission because the electric field is concentrated at the edge of the metal.
The cross-section of the stacked thin films indicates that the thicknesses of the top and bottom Al-Si-Cu
films are 130 nm and 450 nm, respectively (Figure 2a). Square wells of 2 µm × 2 µm and 4 µm × 4 µm
are etched so that electrons are transmitted from the top emitter to the collector that is located on the
bottom of the well (Figure 2b). The tilt view of the etched well presents the profiles of the Al-Si-Cu
layers (inset of Figure 2b). The MFP is the average distance at which a particle travels between two
successive collisions. Therefore, a SiO2 thickness of 60 nm is applied to enhance sensibility at varying
ambient pressures. Transport distance in air is presumed to be approximately equal to the MFP.

The devices were wire-bonded on a printed circuit board and were measured in a customized
vacuum chamber (Figure 3). The electric signals were connected to the measurement units outside
the chamber via wire ports. The gas inlet of the chamber was connected to a gas feedthrough to
allow external gases to flow into the chamber. A dry pump was attached to the chamber, allowing a
minimum pressure of 10 mTorr.
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Figure 2. (a) Cross-sectional deposited stacked thin films, in which the thickness of the SiO2 (distance 
of electrons), the top (emitter), and the bottom (collector) Al-Si-Cu alloy are 60, 130, and 450 nm, 
respectively. (b) Top view of the micrograph of the etched cavity and tilt view (inset) showing the 
profile of the stacked thin films. 

 

Figure 3. Customized vacuum chamber facilitated with a wire port, vacuum pump, gas inlet, pressure 
regulator, and pressure indicator used to measure the devices under different pressure levels. 

3. Results and Discussion 

3.1. Current Density Modeling of Field Emission Diodes 

Space charges under high and low electric fields differ owing to the polarity of space charges. 
Charges in the high field are governed by the F–N theory, whereas those in the low field are governed 
by the space-charge-limited current. The Fowler–Nordheim (F–N) equation predicts the current 
density (J) generated from a small surface area of metal based on the electric field (E): 
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β is related to geometric design, materials, and usage [25]; ϕ is work function of the metals. However, 
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electrode corner near the dielectric exhibits the highest electric field from the modeling [24]. Thus, 
the distance of the electric takes the shortest distance of the field emission. Figure 4a shows the metals 
with a lower work function that also exhibit a higher current density (J). Figure 4b presents the 
distance that significantly influences the J because the short transport distance renders a strong E. 

Figure 2. (a) Cross-sectional deposited stacked thin films, in which the thickness of the SiO2 (distance
of electrons), the top (emitter), and the bottom (collector) Al-Si-Cu alloy are 60, 130, and 450 nm,
respectively. (b) Top view of the micrograph of the etched cavity and tilt view (inset) showing the
profile of the stacked thin films.
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Figure 3. Customized vacuum chamber facilitated with a wire port, vacuum pump, gas inlet, pressure
regulator, and pressure indicator used to measure the devices under different pressure levels.

3. Results and Discussion

3.1. Current Density Modeling of Field Emission Diodes

Space charges under high and low electric fields differ owing to the polarity of space charges.
Charges in the high field are governed by the F–N theory, whereas those in the low field are governed
by the space-charge-limited current. The Fowler–Nordheim (F–N) equation predicts the current density
(J) generated from a small surface area of metal based on the electric field (E):

J = k1
E2β2

φ
· exp

(
−k2

φ1.5

β E

)
, (1)

where k1 = 1.54 × 10−6 A·eV/V2; k2 = 6.83 × 109 (V/m)·eV1.5 are constants [20]; field enhancement factor
β is related to geometric design, materials, and usage [25]; φ is work function of the metals. However,
the electric field for the current coplanar electrodes (E to C) is not uniformly distributed. The metal
electrode corner near the dielectric exhibits the highest electric field from the modeling [24]. Thus, the
distance of the electric takes the shortest distance of the field emission. Figure 4a shows the metals with
a lower work function that also exhibit a higher current density (J). Figure 4b presents the distance that
significantly influences the J because the short transport distance renders a strong E.



Micromachines 2019, 10, 858 5 of 12
Micromachines 2019, 10, x 5 of 12 

 

 
(a) 

 
(b) 

Figure 4. Electric current density (J) as a function of applied voltage (VCE) for a high electric field 
applying the Fowler–Nordheim equation for (a) metals that exhibit different work functions (ϕ) and 
(b) different transport distances by using Al metal. 

3.2. Finite Element Modeling on Vertical FE Transistors 

The optimal position located between an emitter and gate was investigated by applying the 
distribution of electric fields with different (E-to-G) distances of 3 nm (EG_3), 10 nm (EG_10), 20 nm 
(EG_20), and 30 nm (EG_30), with VG = VC = 5 V grounding the emitter, as presented in Figure 5a–d, 
respectively. The color scales of the four figures are unified, so the colors in the simulation correspond 
to the values in the figures. The significant difference in the electric field among the figures occurred 
only on Dielectric 1 and the air between the gate and emitter, whereas the electric field near Dielectric 
2 and the surrounding area makes little difference because the electric field is the gradient of potential 
difference. Dielectric 1 and its vicinity bear a high difference between its emitter and gate, whereas 
Dielectric 2 and its vicinity bear a small difference. The EG_3 exhibits the highest electric field near 
Dielectric 1 among the modeled devices. This result implies that the electric field and current density 
can be substantial at a small (Dielectric 1) thickness. The electric field distribution is consistent with 
the finding that the sharp edge of an emitter and collector delivers a high-density emission current 
[5]. This sharp emitter can also lead to the lowering of threshold voltage from non F–N to F–N 
behavior [13]. Figure 6 presents the electric current (IE) as a function of VGE for the four transistors. 
EG_3 exhibits the highest IE and the steepest slope, i.e., the smallest subthreshold slope. The modeling 
results preliminarily conclude that the gate of a vertical transistor should be close to the emitter, i.e., 
Dielectric 1 should be as thin as possible, to obtain a high-drive current and low current leakage. 
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Figure 4. Electric current density (J) as a function of applied voltage (VCE) for a high electric field
applying the Fowler–Nordheim equation for (a) metals that exhibit different work functions (φ) and
(b) different transport distances by using Al metal.

3.2. Finite Element Modeling on Vertical FE Transistors

The optimal position located between an emitter and gate was investigated by applying the
distribution of electric fields with different (E-to-G) distances of 3 nm (EG_3), 10 nm (EG_10), 20 nm
(EG_20), and 30 nm (EG_30), with VG = VC = 5 V grounding the emitter, as presented in Figure 5a–d,
respectively. The color scales of the four figures are unified, so the colors in the simulation correspond
to the values in the figures. The significant difference in the electric field among the figures occurred
only on Dielectric 1 and the air between the gate and emitter, whereas the electric field near Dielectric 2
and the surrounding area makes little difference because the electric field is the gradient of potential
difference. Dielectric 1 and its vicinity bear a high difference between its emitter and gate, whereas
Dielectric 2 and its vicinity bear a small difference. The EG_3 exhibits the highest electric field near
Dielectric 1 among the modeled devices. This result implies that the electric field and current density
can be substantial at a small (Dielectric 1) thickness. The electric field distribution is consistent with
the finding that the sharp edge of an emitter and collector delivers a high-density emission current [5].
This sharp emitter can also lead to the lowering of threshold voltage from non F–N to F–N behavior [13].
Figure 6 presents the electric current (IE) as a function of VGE for the four transistors. EG_3 exhibits
the highest IE and the steepest slope, i.e., the smallest subthreshold slope. The modeling results
preliminarily conclude that the gate of a vertical transistor should be close to the emitter, i.e., Dielectric
1 should be as thin as possible, to obtain a high-drive current and low current leakage.
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Figure 5. Colors to present electrical fields for (a) CG_3, (b) CG_10, (c) CG_20, and (d) CG_30, with
VG = VC = 5 V. The color bars are scaled on the same degree.
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Figure 6. Simulated electric current (IE) as a function of voltage (VGE) for VCE = 5, 4.5, 4, 3.5 V for
CG_3, CG_10, CG_20, and CG_30.

The particle trajectory by COMSOL can present the tracing route by using the Monte Carlo
scattering model. The electrons are accelerated and their final speeds increase with the tracing distance.
Given that the metal edge renders the highest electric field [24], this simulation assumes that electrons
are ejected from an area limited to 1 nm at the edge of the emitter. A finite number of electrons
are projected from the geometric boundary of the emitter. The tracing routes of the electrons shift
with gate bias. The cross-sectional view of the model (EG_3) shows that the electrons are accelerated
because of the presence of an electron field when the electric potential on the collector (VCE) is applied
(Figure 7a). Thus, the speeds of the electrons increase along with tracing routes, as indicated by the
colors. The bottom collector of the well gathers electrons in the 3D graph (inset of Figure 7a). However,
the tracing routes of the electrons are bent down with the application of gate potential (VGE) (Figure 7b).
The 3D view shows that the tracing routes are short (inset of Figure 7b) and that the final speeds are
smaller than those observed without gate bias (VGE).

The electric current is counted from a limited number of electrons from the emitter and those
accumulated on the collector. The collection of electrons is influenced by VCE and VGE. The collection
rate at VCE of 0 is only 2% when the VGE = 5 V (Figure 8a). The collection rate significantly increases
with VCE (<1.5 V) and saturates when VCE is higher than 1.5 V. The electron flow related to its
gate-to-collector electric field is similar to the operation of MOSFETs. The simulation shows that
gate potential can substantially enhance the electron flow, similarly to field emission devices [16–20]
(Figure 8b). For example, the collector electric current at VGE = 5 V is about five times of that at VGE

of 3.5 V. This result indicates that the eliminated gate dielectric of the current vertical field emission
devices can perform like typical MOSFETs.
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3.3. Measurement of Field Emission Vertical Air Channel Diodes

The vertical air channel diodes use the top Al-Si-Cu alloy thin film around the well as the emitter.
Thus, the emission zone is proportional to the side length. Although the electric field may not evenly
distribute on the metal, the measured current is still roughly proportional to the metal area (Figure 9).
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For example, the measured electrical current for the well with a 4 µm side length is 58.1 µA, whereas
that of a well with a 2 µm side length is 24.6 µA at 10 V. Both of the curves exhibit F–N behavior in high
electric fields (low 1/VCE) and non F–N behavior in low electric fields (high 1/VCE) (inset of Figure 9).
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The mechanism of tunneling current is described by the F–N plot under high electric field.
Based on Equation (1), the negative slope of ln(IC/VCE) as a function of 1/VCE is proportional to the
emission distance (d) (Equation (2)), and the slope of F–N plot is as follows:

slope (F.N) = −
k2φ1.5d
β

, (2)

Although the slope can determine the work function of the metals [26], β reaches a nonlinear
value with increasing VCE. When d = 60 nm, φ = 4.28 eV, and the slope is −135.2 by the regression
analysis (Figure 10a), the calculated β is approximately 26.8. The linear scale of current–voltage exhibits
an exponential relationship (inset of Figure 10a) and is similar to the theory presented in Figure 4a,b.
By contrast, the space charge limit current equation can be used in FE at a low electric field [27,28].
The predicted current density (J) considers the following space charge effect:

J =
IE

S
=

4ε0

9

√
2

e
me

(
VE

3/2

d2 ), (3)

where IE and S are the emitted current and the surface inner area, respectively. The e and me are
the magnitude of charge and the mass of the electron, respectively. d is the transport distance.
The measurement exhibits that the collecting current (IC) is aligned with the three-halves power law
related to applied voltage (Figure 10b).



Micromachines 2019, 10, 858 10 of 12

Micromachines 2019, 10, x 9 of 12 

 

behavior in high electric fields (low 1/VCE) and non F–N behavior in low electric fields (high 1/VCE) 
(inset of Figure 9). 

 

Figure 9. Current–voltage plots of the air channel diodes whose side lengths of the wells are 4 and 2 
μm. 

The mechanism of tunneling current is described by the F–N plot under high electric field. Based 
on Equation (1), the negative slope of )/ln( CEC VI  as a function of CEV/1 is proportional to the 
emission distance (d) (Equation (2)), and the slope of F–N plot is as follows: 

β
φ dkNFslope

5.1
2).( −= , (2)

Although the slope can determine the work function of the metals [26], β reaches a nonlinear 
value with increasing CEV . When d = 60 nm, ϕ = 4.28 eV, and the slope is −135.2 by the regression 
analysis (Figure 10a), the calculated β is approximately 26.8. The linear scale of current–voltage 
exhibits an exponential relationship (inset of Figure 10a) and is similar to the theory presented in 
Figure 4a,b. By contrast, the space charge limit current equation can be used in FE at a low electric 
field [27,28]. The predicted current density (J) considers the following space charge effect: 

)(2
9

4
2

2/3
0

d
V

m
e

S
IJ E

e

E ε
== , (3)

where IE and S are the emitted current and the surface inner area, respectively. The e and me are the 
magnitude of charge and the mass of the electron, respectively. d is the transport distance. The 
measurement exhibits that the collecting current (IC) is aligned with the three-halves power law 
related to applied voltage (Figure 10b). 

 
(a) 

 
(b) 

Figure 10. (a) F–N plot of the high electric potential part (VCE) range where the slope is −135.2 by the
regression method and linear scale of current–voltage plot (inset), and (b) logarithm current–voltage
plot possessing the characteristic of three-half power on a low electric potential part (VCE) range
governed by a space-charge limited current.

The proposed device was measured in the closed chamber (Figure 2) for the evaluation of the
impact of the collision of the electrons emitted with ambient gases. The chamber was pumped down
to a base pressure and fed with CO2 from a gas inlet. Then, changes in electric current due to carrier
scattering at different ambient environments were evaluated. The measured IC with fed CO2 is
obviously lower than that under reduced and ambient pressure (Figure 11). This result is consistent
with the MFP theory that the collision of field-emitted electrons may differ at different ambient pressure
levels and sizes of molecules. The emitted electrons under reduced pressure have less probability of
scattering than those in environments with filled CO2 and atmospheric pressure. Therefore, a high
electric current (IC) is collected from the measurement. This result suggests that current emission
distance is critical to the sensing of pressure change and molecular size in air because microscale FE
devices typically require vacuum environments to operate [16–20]. For example, the MFP ranges
from 0.1 mm to 100 mm at a pressure under 0.8–800 m-Torr. The distance can be extremely long for a
miniature device and renders tracing routes difficult to control.
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4. Conclusions

Modeling on air channel FE diodes shows that current density increases when metals of low
work function are used and substantially increases with emission distance. The particle trajectory
model indicates that the thickness of a gate dielectric should be eliminated in the design of a vertical
transistor so that high drive current and low current leakage can be achieved. The behavior of the
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current–voltage plots related to the application of gate potential is similar to typical MOSFETs from the
particle trajectory model. This phenomenon occurs because the transistor, with a short emitter-to-gate
distance, exhibits better control on electron emission and a strong electric field near the gate. Although
the implementation of a vertical transistor may be limited by the thicknesses of stacked thin films
and carrier scattering in air, vertical diodes are fabricated to empirically verify the impact of carrier
scattering in air. The measured vertical air channel diodes show that field emission distance (~60 nm
that is near MFP) is sensitive to ambient gases and pressure. The measurement results roughly meet
the theory of F–N and space-charge-limited current for high and low electric fields; therefore, this
current design may be utilized for gas and pressure sensors.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, W.-T.C.; methodology, W.-T.C.; software, H.-J.H. and P.-H.P.; validation,
H.-J.H. and P.-H.P.; formal analysis, H.-J.H. and W.-T.C.; investigation, W.-T.C. and H.-J.H.; resources, W.-T.C.; data
curation, H.-J.H.; writing—original draft preparation, H.-J.H.; writing—review and editing, W.-T.C.; visualization,
W.-T.C.; supervision, W.-T.C.; project administration, W.-T.C.; funding acquisition, W.-T.C.

Funding: This research was funded by Ministry of Science and Technology, Taiwan, grant number
MOST 106-2221-E-390-017-MY2.

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Taiwan Semiconductor Research Institute for fabricating the devices and
Ministry of Science and Technology, Taiwan for financial support.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Giannazzo, F.; Greco, G.; Roccaforte, F.; Sonde, S.S. Vertical transistors based on 2D materials: status and
prospects. Crystals 2018, 8, 70. [CrossRef]

2. Chavarin, C.A.; Strobel, C.; Kitzmann, J.; Bartolomeo, A.D.; Lukosius, M.; Albert, M.; Wolfgang Bartha, J.;
Wenger, C. Current modulation of a heterojunction structure by an ultra-thin graphene base electrode.
Materials 2018, 11, 345. [CrossRef]

3. Bartolomeo, A.D.; Urban, F.; Passacantando, M.; McEvoy, N.; Peters, L.; Iemmo, L.; Luongo, G.; Romeo, F.;
Giubileo, F. A WSe2 vertical field emission transistor. Nanoscale 2019, 11, 1538–1548. [CrossRef]

4. Han, J.W.; Meyyappan, M. The device made of nothing. IEEE Spectr. 2014, 51, 30–35. [CrossRef]
5. Han, J.W.; Moon, D.I.; Meyyappan, M. Nanoscale vacuum channel transistor. Nano Lett. 2017, 17, 2146–2151.

[CrossRef]
6. Liu, M.; Fu, W.; Yang, Y.; Li, T.; Wang, Y. Excellent field emission properties of VO2(A) nanogap emitters in

air. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2018, 112, 093104. [CrossRef]
7. Srisonphan, S.; Jung, Y.S.; Kim, H.K. Metal–oxide–semiconductor field-effect transistor with a vacuum

channel. Nature Nanotech. 2012, 7, 504–508. [CrossRef]
8. Park, I.J.; Jeon, S.G.; Shin, C. A new slit-type vacuum channel transistor. IEEE Trans. Elect. Devices 2014, 61,

4186–4191. [CrossRef]
9. Shen, Z.; Wang, X.; Wu, S.; Tian, J. A new kind of vertically aligned field emission transistor with a cylindrical

vacuum channel. Vacuum 2017, 137, 163–168. [CrossRef]
10. Jones, W.M.; Lukin, D.; Scherer, A. Practical nanoscale field emission devices for integrated circuits. Appl. Phys.

Lett. 2017, 110, 263101. [CrossRef]
11. Han, J.-W.; Oh, J.S.; Meyyappan, M. Cofabrication of vacuum field emission transistor (VFET) and MOSFET.

IEEE Trans. Nanotechnol. 2014, 13, 464–468. [CrossRef]
12. Nirantar, S.; Ahmed, T.; Ren, G.; Gutruf, P.; Xu, C.; Bhaskaran, M.; Walia, S.; Sriram, S. Metal–air transistors:

semiconductor-free field-emission air-channel nanoelectronics. Nano Lett. 2018, 18, 7478–7484. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

13. Chang, W.T.; Pao, P.H. Field Electrons Intercepted by Coplanar Gates in Nanoscale Air Channel. IEEE Trans.
Electron. Devices 2019, 66, 3961–3966. [CrossRef]

14. Kim, J.; Kim, J.; Oh, H.; Meyyappan, M.; Han, J.W.; Lee, J.S. Design guidelines for nanoscale vacuum field
emission transistors. J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B 2016, 34, 042201. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/cryst8020070
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/ma11030345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/C8NR09068H
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MSPEC.2014.6840798
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.6b04363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4996370
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2012.107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TED.2014.2361912
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.vacuum.2017.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4989677
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TNANO.2014.2310774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.8b02849
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30441900
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TED.2019.2928545
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.4944687


Micromachines 2019, 10, 858 12 of 12

15. Gray, H.F.; Campisi, G.J.; Greene, R.F. A vacuum field effect transistor using silicon field emitter arrays.
In Proceedings of the 1986 International Electron Devices Meeting, Los Angeles, CA, USA, 7–10 December 1986;
pp. 776–779. [CrossRef]

16. Subramanian, K.; Kang, W.P.; Davidson, J.L.; Ghosh, N.; Galloway, K.F. A review of recent results on diamond
vacuum lateral field emission device operation in radiation environments. Microelectron Eng. 2011, 88,
2924–2929. [CrossRef]

17. Rakhshandehroo, M.R.; Pang, S.W. Field emission from gated Si emitter tips with precise gate–tip spacing,
gate diameter, tip sharpness, and tip protrusion. J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B 1997, 15, 2777–2780. [CrossRef]

18. Hsu, H.; Kang, W.P.; Raina, S.; Huang, J.H. Nanodiamond vacuum field emission device with gate modulated
transistor characteristics. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2013, 102, 203105. [CrossRef]

19. Lan, Y.C.; Lee, C.T.; Chen, S.H.; Lee, C.C.; Tsui, B.Y.; Lin, T.L. Simulation study of carbon nanotube field
emission display with under-gate and planar-gate structures. J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B 2004, 22, 1244–1249.
[CrossRef]

20. Kang, W.P.; Davidson, J.L.; Wisitsora, A.; Wonga, Y.M.; Takalkar, R.; Holmes, K.; Kerns, D.V. Diamond
vacuum field emission devices. Diam. Relat. Mater. 2004, 13, 1944–1948. [CrossRef]

21. Lenzlinger, M.; Snow, E.H. Fowler nordheim tunneling into thermally grown SiO2. J. Appl. Phys. 1969, 40,
278–283. [CrossRef]

22. le Fèbre, A.J.; Abelmann, L.; Lodder, J.C. Field emission at nanometer distances for high-resolution positioning.
J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B 2008, 26, 724–729. [CrossRef]

23. Xu, J.; Gu, Z.; Yang, W.; Wang, Q.; Zhang, X. Graphene-based nanoscale vacuum channel transistor. Nanoscale
Res. Lett. 2018, 13, 311. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Talaat, M.; El-Zein, A. A numerical model of streamlines in coplanar electrodes induced by non-uniform
electric field. J. Electrostat. 2013, 71, 312–318. [CrossRef]

25. Schwettman, H.A.; Turneaure, J.P.; Waites, R.F. Evidence for surface-state-enhanced field emission in RF
superconducting cavities. J. Appl. Phys. 1974, 45, 914–922. [CrossRef]

26. Chung, M.S.; Yoon, B.G. Analysis of the slope of the Fowler–Nordheim plot for field emission from n-type
semiconductors. J. Vac. Sci. Technol. B 2003, 21, 548–551. [CrossRef]

27. Child, C.D. Discharge from Hot CaO. Phys. Rev. (Ser. I) 1991, 32, 492–511. [CrossRef]
28. Butcher, M.; Neuber, A.A.; Cevallos, M.D.; Dickens, J.C.; Krompholz, H. Conduction and breakdown

mechanisms in transformer oil. IEEE Trans Plasma Sci. 2006, 34, 467–475. [CrossRef]

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/IEDM.1986.191310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.mee.2011.03.161
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.589726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4807128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.1710488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.diamond.2004.07.024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1657043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.2894898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s11671-018-2736-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30288627
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.elstat.2012.12.034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1663338
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.1531171
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSeriesI.32.492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2006.872487
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Experiment 
	Modeling of Vertical Vacuum Channel Transistors 
	Fabricated Vertical Field Emission Diodes and Experimental Measurement 

	Results and Discussion 
	Current Density Modeling of Field Emission Diodes 
	Finite Element Modeling on Vertical FE Transistors 
	Measurement of Field Emission Vertical Air Channel Diodes 

	Conclusions 
	References

