29th EPS Conference on Plasma Phys. and Contr. Fusion Montreux, 17-21 June 2002 ECA Vol. 26B, P-1.030 (2002)

Testing H-mode parameter similarity in JET and ASDEX Upgrade

W. Suttrop?, F. Ryter?, J. G. Cordeyb, R. Barnsleyb , M. Beurskens®, J.-M. Chareau?,
M. Jakobi“, C. Maggi‘, D. McDonald?, P. J. Lomas?, G. Maddison?, A. Meigsb, R. Neu?,
J. Schweinzer?, M. Stampb , J. Stober?, J. D. Strachan®, V. V. Parail?, ASDEX Upgrade Team
and Contributors to the EFDA-JET Work Programme !

4 Max-Planck-Institut fiir Plasmaphysik, EURATOM Association,

D-85740 Garching, Germany

b UKAEA Fusion, Culham Laboratory, Euratom Association, Abingdon, OX14 3DB, U.K.

¢ FOM Instituut voor Plasmafysica “Rijnhuizen”, EURATOM Association, Trilateral Euregio
Cluster, P.O. Box 1207, NL-3430 BE Nieuwegein, The Netherlands

4 gssociation EURATOM/CEA Cadarache, DRFC, F-13108 Saint-Paul-Lez-Durance, France
¢ Princeton Plasma Physics Laboratory, Princeton University, NJ 08543, U.S.A

Introduction

Similar plasmas in tokamaks of different size can serve to identify critical parameters for con-
finement and H-mode operational boundaries. Depending on the choice of similarity parame-
ters, different size scalings for dimensional quantities follow. Fully ionised plasmas described
by Maxwell’s equations (excluding Poisson’s equation) and the Fokker-Planck equation can
be characterized by three free parameters [1], for example px, vx, B [2]. If geometry (plasma
cross section, aspect ratio safety factor profile) and ion mass are kept identical the following
scaling holds for dimensional parameters B (magnetic field components), /,, (plasma current),
n (electron, ion density), 7' (electron, ion temperature) and P (heating power):

@,Boc R4 [,0c R4 poc R72, T oc R7V2 Poc R73/4 (1)

At the plasma edge the interaction with neutral particles may become important, in which
case the absolute temperature 7' is a similarity parameter because of the energy dependence
of atomic cross sections [3, 4]. In general, there is no similarity of plasmas of different size
because only three free engineering parameters (B;, n or gas rate, and P) are available to match
p*,B, v* and T. However, similarity is possible if one of these parameters can be neglected.
This can be tested in separate similarity experiments with corresponding size scalings:
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Previous comparison of JET and ASDEX Upgrade has shown a match of px, v* and
core profiles in H-mode and at the plasma edge at the time of the L-H transition [5]. This
experiment has now been repeated with improved shape match, closed divertor in both ma-
chines, and neutral beam voltage upgraded in ASDEX Upgrade to allow more central and
better matching heat deposition. In addition and for the first time, tests of 7' = const similarity
models according to Egs. 2 - 4 for the L-H transition are presented.

Isee appendix of J. Pamela, “Overview of recent JET results”, proceedings of IAEA conference on Fusion

Energy, Sorrento 2000
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Experiments

Neutral beam-heated deuterium plasmas in lower single confi guration (favourable ion-grad B
direction) are made in JET (major radius of geometrical center Ry, = 2.95 m) and ASDEX
Upgrade (AUG, Rg., = 1.65 m). The scaled cross sections of closed flux surfaces (low B,
case at L-H transition) is shown in Fig. 1. The aspect ratio 4 = 3.3 is approximately matched.

The nominal separatrix positions at midplane from R (AUG) [m]
equilibrium reconstruction are R =2.155 m (AUG) 1.0 15 20 25
and R = 3.82 m (JET). Profi les of electron den- 2 | | | |

sity, electron and ion temperature are obtained

from LIDAR (JET), Thomson scattering measure-

ments (AUG), Li-beam (AUG), ECE radiometry

(JET and AUG) and charge exchange spectroscopy
(JET and AUG). For each model test, the values

of B; and I, and n, are set according to Eqs. 1-

4. For the edge comparison, a peripheral inter-

ferometer chord (V4 at JET) is compared against

the equivalent line average calculated from edge

dens1ty profi les in AUG. Parameters of the best Figure 1: Crosg (LJsEeTc)t[?(;ns of closed
matching shot pairs are listed in table 1. The .

edge safety factor is gos = 3.3 for the core and Jhux surfaces in JET and ASDEX
q9s5 = 4.1 for the edge comparison pulses. Upgrade.

[w] (BNV) 2

Core profiles

For a test of H-mode core profi le match, matching neutral beam heating power is set (fi rst case
in Table 1). In ASDEX Upgrade, the voltage of 2 out of 3 beam sources is adapted to achieve a
roughly similar heating profi le. In both machines, type I ELMy H-mode is obtained for these
parameters. A fair match of scaled density profi les and a very good match of electron and ion
temperature profi les within error bars are obtained (Fig. 2). With engineering parameters set
according to Eq. 1 similarity of full density and temperature profi les indicate that profi les of
p*, v*, and P are matching.
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Figure 2: Core electron density profiles(a), ion and electron temperature profiles (b) in JET
and ASDEX Upgrade matching H-mode plasmas, scaled according to Eq. 1

L-H transition

Similarity of edge parameters is tested for the H-mode threshold. L-mode plasmas are pro-
duced in both machines with matching B;, I, and edge line averaged density 7, for each model
(Egs. 1-4). The neutral beam power is ramped up slowly across the H-mode transition by
switching one beam source with varying duty cycle. The edge temperatures are measured just

a)

S.GOR (JET)A%

b)

S.GOR (JET)A%

3.40 3.50 3.80 3.90 3.40 3.50 3.80 3.90
2000 e e AR e AR 12000 2000 e e AR e e 12000
L JET 50733 AUG 13927 i L JET 50726 AUG 13930 i
F - o JET ECE Radiometer R F o JET ECE Radiometer R
r A AUG Thomson scattering r - A AUG Thomson scattering
= 15001 - AUG ECE Radiometer | '°_ < 1500 - AUG ECE Radiometer | '°%0
< L * } m AUG CX Spectroscopy | o 2 L m AUG CX Spectroscopy | o,
o 3 K 1 F © b ] [=
=) op oo }.u w = n w
< e o ole 4 > < L * 4 S
o 10001 Oo% oo M —1000 © o 1000~ .o —1000 @
:5_, L 04 o } . ..3 4 % :5_, E . .}.‘o. .} 1 %
© L o ) | [ © ° os,m | [
B i UL IR S N AR P .-
£ o . £ £ o, o £
5 ° .. 1.8 & T 2 ‘.. 1o 8
500 |- o e =500 500 |- °og . [] u-500
L o 4 L o . 0..§ 4
L ¢ o, A 1 5 Ceg ° J
A e
I q’o A . ; I © o A‘ . 1
| . | OO‘@Aowmo (o] N . | . L 200 Aesel0
1.90 2.20 1.90 2.20
R (AUG) [m] R (AUG) [m]
R (JET) [m R (JET) [m
C) 3.40 3.50 3.60 ¢ )471) 3.80 3.90 d) 3.40 3.50 3.60 ¢ )471) 3.80 3.90
20007 T T T T T 2000 15007 3 T T T T U
L JET 50727 AUG 13927 | [ T ° T JET 43904 AUG 10050 B 1000
r . o JET ECE Radiometer B [ °o o JET ECE Radiometer R
r A AUG Thomson scattering r ° o JET CX Spectroscopy ]
= 1500/~ « AUG ECE Radiometer | 1500; = r % oo A AUG Thomson scattering 800 <
2 L .} } m AUG CX Spectroscopy @ 2 1000+ .o .Eﬁ o - AUG ECE Radiometer 1 o,
g H L. }..,, ] g 8 r -L'.. . o Tm AUG CX Spectroscopy | I
2 [ Qe 1 2 = L I 596 -{600 =
o 1000~ o™ —1000 @ Py X ] P
S0 F. 4 175§ ¢ bz 1 3
2 o | © 5 % i
E feo SR 1§ & wfho . | f
8 oo, . 1 o . 400 2
£ L % o4 . ] £ £ 500~ .é u} i £
o o % t.. e i) L o ] e
500 - o0y o =500 3 A . ]
L ° | L .
L cog, N i I ° 200
o A
[ o A [ 4, |
L ° . i LN i
0 | | °oa A 4 0 0 | | R oun d0
1.90 2.20 1.90 2.20
R (AUG) [m] R (AUG) [m]

Figure 3: Edge electron and ion temperatures at the plasma edge just before the L-H transition
in JET and ASDEX Upgrade testing different similarity parameter sets (Eq. 1-4) (a) B, vx, T,
() B, p*, T, (c) V*, p*, T. Only similarity of p*, B, V* (d, from Ref.[5]) is compatible with the
edge data.
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before the L-H transition. A match of scaled 7" implies a match of all similarity parameters.

Electron temperature profi les are shown in Fig. 3 for the four experimental tests. For the
p*,B,v* test (Fig. 3 d) we quote the result of Ref. [5] because of the availability of edge ECE
measurements in both machines. For AUG, also 7; is shown, which is roughly equal to 7,
inside the separatrix.

With parameters set to test 7 = const. models (Egs. 2-4) the temperatures in JET and AS-
DEX Upgrade differ signifi cantly at all radii (Fig. 3 a-c) while for thep*, v*, 3 test the scaled
temperatures near the separatrix are in agreement (Fig. 3 d, Ref. [5]). The threshold power
(Table 1) is lower in JET than in AUG in all cases as predicted only for identity of p*,v*,3
(Eq. 1). We conclude that the experimental data supports p*,v*, [ as critical parameters and
contradicts the 7" = const models.

Summary and conclusions

Matching plasmas have been made in JET and ASDEX Upgrade with identical profi les ofp*,
v* and [ in H-mode in the plasma core and at the plasma edge at the time of L-H transition.
Although this result has been obtained for a matching set of parameters and therefore does
not provide a scaling, it supports (once more) the application of dimensional constraints for
H-mode confi nement and threshold scalings.

For the fi rst time, it has been tested experimentally whether the absolute edge temperature
T at the plasma edge is a critical parameter for the H-mode transition. With engineering
parameters set to match 7 and any combination of two quantities out of p*, v* and 3, no
match could be obtained. Consequently, 7' is not a similarity parameter or none of the above
parameters can be neglected, in which case no similarity is possible in plasmas of different
size. Previous scalings of the local edge threshold condition in ASDEX Upgrade [6] and
the International H-mode threshold data base [7] are close to expressions in dimensionless
parameters (p*, v*, ) which indicate a weak dependence on v*. If v* is not a critical parameter
for the transition, the failure of the (B, p*, T') similarity test indicates that 7 is not a similarity
parameter.

Consequently, it is unlikely that atomic physics processes dominate the H-mode threshold
scaling at the parameters of the present experiment. Upscaling is not straightforward as for
fixed *, v*, B), n X Roc R~! and T o R~1/2 hence the transparency of the scrape-off-layer
for recycling neutrals to reach the velocity shear region near the plasma boundary increases
with plasma size. However, for ITER FEAT parameters (R = 6.2 m, [, = 15 MA), assuming
nryg = 0.5 ngw, n X R is larger than for JET or AUG. In addition, from Ref. [7] a signifi cantly
larger critical edge temperature for the transition is expected so that the scrape-off layer is
even more opaque than in the present experiments.
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