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Deep Simulations ELM Size/Strength Scan EIRENE Time Dependence, SMV, ...

ELM sizes for the 1.5 x 10'9m =3 ELM strength scan. In addition to the density and ELM size/strength scans, runs were done with
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Comparison of the profiles with and without ELMs for the density scan cases. However, parallel heat flux limiters have a very strong influence on the
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And the heat fluxes to the target for the ELM density scan. The bifurcation survives the heat pulse (for the 2 x 10¥m ™3 case).
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— 1d calculations showed a bifurcation in the steady state calculations
— Also showed a strong dependence on the kinetic flux limiters
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