LETTER | JANUARY 05 2024
Effects of alpha-ion stopping on ignition and ignition criteria
in inertial confinement fusion experiments ©

Benjamin L. Reichelt & @ ; Richard D. Petrasso © ; Chikang Li

’ '.) Check for updates ‘

Phys. Plasmas 31, 010702 (2024)
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0180544

. CrossMark
@

View Export
Online  Citation

2]
©
=
2]
T
o B
T
o
/)]
O
2]
>
e
Q.

APL Machine Learning

Latest Articles Online!

Read Now Zz. Publishing

IP
AIP
é/_‘_ Publishing

62:9:91 ¥20Z Aenuer g0


https://pubs.aip.org/aip/pop/article/31/1/010702/2932646/Effects-of-alpha-ion-stopping-on-ignition-and
https://pubs.aip.org/aip/pop/article/31/1/010702/2932646/Effects-of-alpha-ion-stopping-on-ignition-and?pdfCoverIconEvent=cite
https://pubs.aip.org/aip/pop/article/31/1/010702/2932646/Effects-of-alpha-ion-stopping-on-ignition-and?pdfCoverIconEvent=crossmark
javascript:;
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8118-606X
javascript:;
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5883-4054
javascript:;
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6919-4881
javascript:;
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0180544
https://servedbyadbutler.com/redirect.spark?MID=176720&plid=2281281&setID=592934&channelID=0&CID=837567&banID=521596642&PID=0&textadID=0&tc=1&scheduleID=2201582&adSize=1640x440&data_keys=%7B%22%22%3A%22%22%7D&matches=%5B%22inurl%3A%5C%2Fpop%22%5D&mt=1704473189455409&spr=1&referrer=http%3A%2F%2Fpubs.aip.org%2Faip%2Fpop%2Farticle-pdf%2Fdoi%2F10.1063%2F5.0180544%2F18288354%2F010702_1_5.0180544.pdf&hc=69e4b530b4afe5810fb920c84fa109dcc7e4ba97&location=

Physics of Plasmas LETTER

pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

Effects of alpha-ion stopping on ignition
and ignition criteria in inertial confinement

fusion experiments

Cite as: Phys. Plasmas 31, 010702 (2024); doi: 10.1063/5.0180544 @
Submitted: 10 October 2023 - Accepted: 1 December 2023 -

Published Online: 5 January 2024

thh ®

View Online Export Citation CrossMark

Benjamin L. Reichelt,? (%) Richard D. Petrasso,

and Chikang Li

AFFILIATIONS

Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139, USA

3 Author to whom correspondence should be addressed: bir@mit.edu

ABSTRACT

With the advent of ignited plasmas at the National Ignition Facility (NIF), alpha physics has become a driving factor in theoretical
understanding and experimental behavior. In this communication, we explore aspects of direct alpha-ion heating through comparison of the
consequences from the one-fluid and two-fluid models in the hydrodynamic approach. We show that the case with all alpha energy deposited
in electrons raises the ignition criteria by ~4keV or ~0.2 g/cm? in the hotspot relative to the case with all alpha energy deposited in ions. In
the case of the recently ignited NIF implosion, 30% of the 3.5 MeV o energy is deposited into the DT fuel ions, for which there is negligible
difference between the one-fluid and two-fluid ignition criteria. However, changes in the ion stopping fraction through profile effects and
alternate stopping power models could lead to ignition curve shifts of ~1keV.

© 2024 Author(s). All article content, except where otherwise noted, is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0180544

Recently, the National Ignition Facility (NIF) achieved its long
sought and eponymous goal of ignition for an Inertial Confinement
Fusion (ICF) experiment." ~ This entails coupling more power from
fusion into the hotspot than escapes via bremsstrahlung, conduction,
and pdV expansion work so that a self-propagating burn wave is pro-
duced and grows until the capsule is disassembled by outward
expansion.

The standard formulation for ignition criteria in a hydrodynamic
regime often involves a simple one-fluid model where bremsstrahlung
and other losses and sources of fusion power and compressive work
act upon the same fluid." In this context, we begin with the system of
equations developed in Ref. 4,

dE R
EZPf*P;,*I%*‘IT[R ups,
d_N _ ((1 7fhs)Pf +Pc) (1)
dt 3T ’
dR
ar "

where E is the total internal energy of the hotspot, N is the number of
DT atoms in the hotspot (which is equal to the number of electrons),
and R is the hotspot radius. u is a velocity characterizing the expansion

of the hotspot through burn wave propagation; p; is the stagnation
pressure; and Py, P, and P, are power losses/gains through fusion
alphas, conduction, and bremsstrahlung, respectively. Finally, f; is a
number representing the fraction of alpha energy deposited in the hot-
spot,and T'= (2/3)E/N is the temperature in the hotspot.

Note that Eq. (1) can be split into a separate ion and electron fluid
that behave identically, like so

% = P;/2 — Py/2 — P./2 — 4nR%up, /2,
dE.  dE
dt — dt’
AN 2((1— fu)Pr + P.) &)
d— 3(Ti+T,)
dR
E = Uu.

Such that E = E; + E, and T = (2/3)Ej.)/N, where i sub-
scripts denote the ion fluid and e subscripts the electron fluid. This
splitting at the moment does not change the dynamics at all, since the
ions are forced to behave identically to the electrons—it does, however,
provide a useful comparison to the two-fluid case where ions and elec-
trons behave separately.
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In reality, bremsstrahlung and conduction losses are mostly con-
fined to the electron fluid, while energy addition through alpha stop-
ping can go into both an alpha-ion channel and alpha-electron. The
alpha-electron channel is the most commonly mentioned one in the
context of ICF ignition research, but alpha-ion stopping becomes
more and more important as electron temperatures increase because
electron thermal speed becomes more disparate from the alpha veloc-
ity."® This can be seen in Fig. 1(a), where the ion fraction of alpha
stopping power f; = (dE/dx)* " /(dE/dx)*" is plotted vs alpha energy
and electron temperature given the LP stopping model’

t—f 7 2
dE N ) InAy x ﬂ_ﬂ dp_ 1 PH_‘L“ ,
dx Vi m da¢
(3)

where dE‘™f /dx is the stopping power of test particle ¢ on a field of
species f, Z; is the charge of t, ), is the plasma frequency of f, v is
the velocity of #(f), InAy is the coulomb log of t — f collisions, {

=v;/vi, w(l) =2 fg exp(—&)V/EdE/ /T is the Maxwell integral, and
mys) is the test (field) particle mass.

In Fig. 1(b), this fraction has been averaged over the alpha stop-
ping trajectory to get { f;), the average ion stopping fraction over a uni-
form hotspot. The resulting curve reveals that for ignition relevant
capsules, a significant fraction of the energy is deposited through the
alpha-ion channel. Since ion energy is directly coupled to fusion power
but not directly coupled to two of the loss mechanisms, this could
potentially have discernible impacts on ignition dynamics. Other ion
stopping power models have been studied before—one such example
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FIG. 1. Fraction of energy f; deposited by alphas into DT plasma ions, assuming
nor = 10%cm=3 (a) plotted vs alpha energy and electron temperature for the LP
model (b) averaged over a 3.5MeV DT alpha stopping trajectory in solid red and a
model from Ref. 5 in dotted blue and labeled F. The marked point shows the aver-
aged (f;) for the first igniting NIF shot N210808 on the LP curve. This indicates that
a non-negligible amount of fusion power couples directly into ions and that there is
a large variation in the extent of this coupling as hotspot conditions change.

pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

being indicated on Fig. 1(b) from Ref. 5, which uses a first order expan-
sion of the collision operator as opposed to the second order expansion
from Ref. 6. While some past works of ICF modeling explored alpha-
ion physics through a kinetic”* or hybrid approach,” direct illustration
of the effect of alpha-ion stopping in isolation using a hydrodynamic
approach is lacking.

To determine the extent of these effects, we alter the model of Eq.
(2) by separating these dynamics to the appropriate fluid and introduc-
ing an ion—electron equilibration term'’

% = P(f) — 4nR*up,/2 + ;NV(TC - Ty,
% =Pr(1— (fi)) — P, — P. — 4nR%up;/2
3
+§NV(T1'_TE)7 (4)
AN 2((1—fi)Pr + P.)
dr 3(Ti+T,)
aR_,
dr

The new parameter v is the temperature equilibration frequency
for electrons and ions (ion—-ion and electron-electron times are orders
of magnitude faster and neglected here). ! & 10 ps for the condi-
tions in the N210808 hotspot,l‘2 which is less than but a similar order
to the burn width (~90 ps), and thus, can have noticeable effects on
dynamics. To probe this, a system of differential equations with the
form of Egs. (2) and (4) were solved using the Adams/BDF
method,'""'” with expressions for Ps Py, P, fns and v taken from Refs.
4and 13

2
N —2/3 —1/3
L <ﬁ) VE,of T, * exp(—19.94T,.),

2
N
Py =y = (V) T}V,
P, = SAETZ/Z ’
InA¢R?
3 4 5
ST wS1/2
fhs =
! ! >1/2
————, T
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where Bs By, Ae and f, are unitful constants, E,g is the initial DT «
kinetic energy, V' is hotspot volume, mpy) is the average DT (electron)

mass, and Ty, & A (PR) o/ / Ti{(iv is the ratio of hotspot radius
to alpha range in the hotspot.

The burn wave was assumed to behave as a strong shock follow-
ing Ref. 4, yielding u = 0.2 um//ps. Initial conditions were taken from
experimental values of NIF shot N210307,"""° which did not ignite.
Additionally, to account for the fact that the experimental values of
N210808 are taken in a burn averaged sense over an igniting plasma,
and thus, are not the most relevant for initial conditions, a synthetic
set of data are also used with intermediate conditions between
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TABLE . Initial conditions simulated, taken from Refs. 1 and 2 (the electron tempera-
ture is assumed equal to the ion temperature initially due to lack of a measurement).

Initial Vhs p. Ry Phs Ti Jhs Te,hs
conditions  (10°um?®)  (g/cm?)  (Gbar)  (keV) (keV)
N210808 640 0.44 569 11 11
Synthetic 270 0.44 400 7.5 7.5
N210307 270 0.38 353 5 5

N210808 and N210307. A summary of the various initial conditions is
given in Table L.

Figure 2 shows the dynamic values of several variables vs time
given the initial conditions described above. Within these simulations,
only p; and u are fixed, while other variables like ( f;) are functions of
the state of the capsule. Most strikingly, with the synthetic intermediate
data used, the one-fluid model indicates ignition via a rapid tempera-
ture and density rise, while the two-fluid model does not. Thus, there
are regions of parameter space where experiments approaching the
igniting conditions of N210808 would be predicted to ignite with the
one-fluid model but not with the two-fluid model. Additionally, we
can see measurable differences =10 ps between the burn initiation
time for one-fluid and two-fluid models. Thus, precisely measuring the
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FIG. 2. Dynamic quantities for the one-fluid (dashed lines) and two-fluid (solid lines)
models given a variety of initial conditions. This indicates that generally the single
fluid model predicts that ignition boundary occurs at higher temperatures and densi-
ties for the standard model as compared to a more physical two-fluid model.
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bang time and width of the burn should help to elucidate the relation-
ships between ion and electron temperatures and the increasing rate of
alpha-ion deposition as temperatures increase.

To further probe the effect of direct alpha-ion stopping, ( f;) is held
artificially constant in this model. So as to avoid confusion with the
dynamic value from before, we denote the constant stopping fraction by
(). hereafter. The results from such a setup are shown in Fig. 3, which
shows the burn history for the intermediate synthetic initial conditions
for a variety of fixed ion stopping fractions. It is seen that there is a
strong sensitivity on ion stopping fraction for the two-fluid model and
that the one-fluid model performs about as well as the two-fluid model
with (f;), = 0.4. This aligns with the fact that the model implicitly has
(fi). = 0.5 from Eq. (2). The slightly lower ( f;) required for the model
to be equivalent to the two-fluid model is because the ion channel in the
two-fluid model is shielded from direct energy losses. Overall, it is
shown that the degree to which fusion energy couples directly to ions
can have a notable effect on ignition dynamics and that the model
behaves similarly to the two-fluid model with (f;), fixed at 0.4.

While other works exploring ignition criteria have implicitly or
explicitly included two-fluid effects, they have either focused on a lim-
ited number of cases, which are often out of date in terms of designf"7
or they have utilized complicated integrated models that make it diffi-
cult to distinguish the influences of particular mechanisms.'®

As a more thorough study, a suite of simulations may be run to
get a sense of how the ignition boundary is shifted by two-fluid effects.
This is demonstrated in Fig. 4, which shows how the ignition criteria
changes for the two-fluid model under the two extremes of (f;), = 0.0
and (f;). = 1.0 as compared to the one-fluid model and the two-fluid
LP model.’ These simulations assume an isobaric hotspot with
Pstag = 2n9To, Virs = 3 x 10° um?, and u = 0.2 um/ps. The benefit
of this model is that it has a low computational cost that easily
allows for scans such as this one over large regions of parameter space.
Figure 4 shows that the impact of two-fluid effects can be quite large,
with the (f;), = 0.0 shifting ignition criteria up by ~0.05g/cm? or
~2keV relative to the one-fluid model for ignition relevant condi-
tions. However, the difference between the one-fluid and two-fluid
with LP alpha stopping is quite small, shifting the ignition boundary
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dY/dt (reactions/ps)

10 14
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FIG. 3. Burn histories for two-fluid (solid colored lines) and one-fluid (dashed black
line) models, given synthetic initial conditions in Table |. These curves demonstrate
that ion coupling percentage has a strong impact on burn dynamics and that the
model, for these conditions, behaves similarly to the two-fluid model with
(fi)e = 0.4.
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FIG. 4. Ignition criteria for an isobaric hotspot with several different ion stopping
fraction models as compared to experimental conditions. One and two-fluid models
with LP (f;) behave similarly, but there is a large difference between (f;), = 0.0
and (f;), = 1.0 criteria, indicating that in integrated hydro simulations it is important
to include alpha-ion stopping.

by significantly less: ~0.02g/cm or ~0.3keV. Thus, the one-fluid
and two-fluid models have little difference from each other and so the
synthetic intermediate data demonstrated in Fig. 2, in reality, are
exploring a small region in parameter space where the one-fluid model
ignites but the two-fluid LP model does not.

In contrast, the significant shift of the (f;), = 0 boundary with
respect to (f;). = 1 demonstrates that careful inclusion of alpha-ion
partitioning is important to model accurately in hydro simulations of
ICF experiments. To this issue, there have been many burn physics
packages developed for hydrodynamics codes that take into account
nonlocal alpha transport effects using Monte Carlo techniques, and
the work herein reinforces the fact that the choice of alpha stopping
model may play a large part in the behavior of the simulations.

There are several simplifications in this model compared to a full
hydro simulation. Profile effects could work to shift the ignition
boundary up as alphas deposit energy into regions with lower tempera-
tures and, thus, lower (f;), shifting the ignition curve closer to the
(fi). = 0 curve in Fig. 4. If the average temperature experienced by
alphas is halved from 7.5 to 3.8keV, (f;) would drop from ~0.2 to
~0.1, leading to a further ~1keV increase in the temperature
required for ignition. This model also does not take into account
re-absorption of radiation, which effectively serves to augment the
electron heat conduction term since radiation is coupled to the elec-
trons. Since this term has no (f;) coupling, radiative transport may
shift the absolute locations of the one-fluid and two-fluid curves but
would not be expected to significantly change the relative positioning
of the curves. Finally, this model assumes instantaneous alpha trans-
port, when in reality the alphas will take ~ 10 ps to stop. '~ This would
likely shift ignition curves upward, but this will affect the ion and elec-
tron channels similarly so the relative relationship between the one-
fluid and two-fluid curves will likely be preserved.

It is interesting to note that related transient dynamics may also
be important for ignition criteria in magnetic fusion, although the
exact model will differ. For instance, conditions on the planned
SPARC tokomak lead to v & 15, on the same order as the pulse
width,'” meaning that separate ion and electron dynamics may play a
non-negligible role in achieving self-heating through alphas.
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To conclude, details of alpha-ion stopping are important physics
to quantify in the new regime of igniting experiments where burn
physics dominates, and it has, as might be conjectured, noticeable
impacts on ignition criteria. A two-fluid model has been developed
that indicates a ~4keV shift upward in ignition criteria between the
case with 100% of alpha energy coupled into ions vs 100% of alpha
energy coupled into electrons. The recently ignited shot N210808 had
30% of the o energy deposited into the ions, a range in which the two-
fluid model with LP stopping behaves quite similarly to the one-fluid
model. Nevertheless, this model re-emphasizes the importance of tak-
ing into account alpha-ion stopping in hydro-codes and of doing so in
an accurate manner since lower than expected ion stopping and profile
effects could lead to notable shifts upward of the ignition boundary on
the order of 1keV.
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